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1. Introduction

Asylum Seekers and Undocumented Migrants in Lesvos, Greece, 2020-2022 focuses on
who the asylum seekers and other asylum-related migrants were on the Eastern
Mediterranean island of Lesvos in Greece and what their physical and digital
(im)mobilities were, including their migration patterns and aspirations to reach
Lesvos and further destinations, their daily lives in the Mavrovouni reception
and identification center, and their Internet and social media uses in their coun-
try of origin, during their asylum-related journeys and in Lesvos. The research
report here covers the asylum-related migration developments in Lesvos from
early 2020 to summer 2022. Also discussed here are general developments in
asylum-related migration in the Greek archipelago and at the EU (European Un-
ion) borderlands from the 2010s to mid-2022.

The early 2020s were very particular in both the area and more broadly re-
garding asylum-related migration in the EU. The notorious, large, and over-
crowded Moria reception and identification center (RIC) burned down in Lesvos
in September 2020. An emergency site was opened to host more than 12,000
asylum seekers. Then Moria and other former reception centers for asylum
seekers on the island were closed and the emergency site was converted into a
more solid and permanent Mavrovouni reception and identification center (Le-
gal Centre Lesvos 2021; see Section 3.3).

The COVID-19 pandemic that emerged in the spring of 2020 substantially im-
pacted the arrival of asylum-related migrants, increasing the top-down govern-
ance and micromanagement of their everyday lives (Jauhiainen 2020). Mobility
restrictions were imposed to enact deterrence through hygienic-sanitary bor-
der enforcements (Tazzioli & Stierl 2021). In addition, nongovernmental organ-
izations (NGOs), observers and scholars claimed that many migrants were forc-
edly stopped on the Aegean Sea before they could ask for asylum in the EU; thus,
they were collectively returned to Turkey (Aegean Boat Report 2021; Koros 2021).
Despite the growing evidence, Greece’s independent authority for transparency
concluded that no basis was found for reports that mentioned Greek authori-
ties’ illegal turning back (pushback) of asylum seekers entering the country from
Turkey (Associated Press 2022). Related practices and the debate continue.

Furthermore, the war in Ukraine in 2022 resulted in the arrival of millions
of Ukrainians who collectively and immediately received temporary protection
in the EU (UNHCR 2022a). At the same time, the Taliban-fleeing Afghans, the
war-escaping Somalis, and other asylum seekers from many countries in which
their lives would be in danger, waited years for their asylum application to be
processed. Only a minority of them would receive asylum or other residence
permits in the EU. Such double standards in the implementation of the EU asy-
lum policy started to create criticism among concerned scholars (see Carrera et
al. 2022).



In addition, in the early 2020s in Lesvos were plans to construct a new “closed
controlled island facility” (KAewotrj EAeyxopevn Aopry Nfjowv) for asylum seekers.
Such a center was opened in 2021 in the island of Samos. It received criticism
from many NGOs and the media (Amnesty International 2021; Joly & Staikos 2021)
for constraining even more the everyday lives of asylum seekers. In Lesvos, this
‘pre-departure facility’ would be distant from the existing island population and
infrastructure and restrict the mobility of asylum seekers within Lesvos. Its plan
and construction generated protests among Lesvos inhabitants and stakeholders
but in 2022, preparation for its construction in Lesvos began (Ekathimerini 2022;
Euronews 2022). It is still unclear if and when it would be finished despite the fact
that funding from the EU was available for it (Fallon 2021).

1.1 Research project

Lesvos (Aéofog in Greek) is one of the largest islands (totaling 1,633 square kilo-
meters) in the Aegean archipelago. It is 10 kilometers west from the western
coast of Turkey, or Turkiye as it is called as well. The island’s population is about
90,000, including the largest town, Mytilene (MvtiArjvr in Greek), with slightly
less than 40,000 inhabitants, and the small village of Mithymna (Mﬁeupva) or
Molyvos (MoAvPoc), with slightly more than 1,000 inhabitants in the northern
part of the island (Figure 1.1). The close geographical location to Turkey, a major
gateway for irregular migration to the EU, makes many Greek islands such as
Lesvos attractive and somewhat accessible for many asylum-related migrants. In
fact, Lesvos became during the 2010s one of the key entry points and EU migra-
tion hotspots in Europe for people seeking asylum in the EU (Angeli et al. 2014;
Afouxenidis 2017). It continues to be a transit island for many asylum-related
migrants on their way to the EU member states.

The total number of asylum-related migrants who have traveled through
Lesvosissurpassing the threshold of one million people. However, there hasbeen
a substantial annual variation in arrivals to Greece across the sea from 856,000
persons in 2015 to 4,300 in 2021 (Figure 1.2). In addition, seasonal (monthly) var-
iation means that, during winter months, fewer people reach the island due to
weather-related reasons on the Aegean Sea as well as along migrants’ trajectories
from their countries of origin to the Turkish coast.

Usually, many more migrants arrive in Greece by sea than crossing the short
land border between Greece and Turkey. However, in 2021, more people arrived
via land due to strong restrictions and control on sea travel. This was, on the
one hand, due to the pandemic restrictions on migration. On the other hand,
the Greek border authorities strongly rejected those who aimed to arrive at the
Greek islands irregularly. The Greek authorities were accused of migrant push-
back and using the COVID-19 pandemic as a pretext for not allowing asylum-re-
lated migrants to enter Greece (McKernan 2021; Tazzioli & Stierl 2021). According
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Figure 1.1. Lesvos, Greece.

to the UNHCR (2022b), more than 2,000 asylum-related migrants have officially
lost their lives while trying to reach Greece across the Aegean Sea, but the total
casualties might be more than that (Table 1.1).

Table 1.1. Arrivals of asylum seekers to Greece, January 2014 - June 2022. Source: Data from UNHCR
(2022b).

Year Sea arrivals Land arrivals Dead and missing
1-6/2022 3,020 2,420
2021 4,331 4,826 115
2020 9,714 5,982 102
2019 59,726 14,887 71
2018 32,494 18,014 174
2017 29,718 6,592 59
2016 173,450 3,784 441
2015 856,723 4,907 799
2014 41,038 2,280 405

Source: Data from UNHCR (2022b).

The post-2015 changes and the reduction of the asylum-related migration through
Lesvos have been influenced by external factors. The management and govern-
ance of asylum-related migration at the EU borderland had become a particular
biogeopolitics in which international, national, local, and individual interests are



intertwined. Various stakeholders have developed and designed their preferred
geopolitical orders by biopolitical governance of asylum-related migrants who
consist of nonnative migrants in the territories in which they are governed (see
Jauhiainen 2020). Asylum-related migrants become bodily masses that are moved,
directed, pushed and (mis)managed along the broader geopolitical interests of
specific stakeholders in Greece, Turkey, the EU and beyond, and their physical and
digital (im)mobilities are impacted substantially (see Chapter 3).

First, after 2015, the EU member states were keen to rapidly limit the arrivals
of asylum seekers. In the spring of 2016, the EU-Turkey Statement of 18 March
2016 resulted in a substantial reduction in irregular migration via Turkey to Eu-
rope. Turkey agreed to take back all irregular migrants intercepted in the Turkish
waters, including the few-kilometers zone between Turkey and Lesvos. In addi-
tion, Turkey agreed to accept the rapid return of all those migrants who crossed
from Turkey to Greece and who were not in need of international protection.
The EU agreed to remunerate Turkey with billions of euros to accomplish this
task (European Council 2016).

There is an authoritarian attempt to prevent asylum-related migrants from tak-
ing the potentially risky journey to the EU. Triandafyllidou and Dimitriadi (2014
called this “deterrence through protection.” This included the implementation of
border surveillance measures at the EU borderlands with the help of third-coun-
try partnerships such as the one with Turkey. Soon after the agreement, the num-
ber of asylum seekers diminished abruptly by more than 90% in the spring of 2016
(UNHCR 2017). Turkey does not provide international protection and refugee sta-
tus for those who are not European. It applies the geographical limitation outlined
in the 1951 Geneva Convention (Kuschminder 2018; Giiler 2019). In addition, the
Greek Council of State decided in 2017 that Turkey is a safe third country for na-
tionals of Afghanistan, Syria, Somalia, Bangladesh, and Pakistan (EDAL 2017; ECRE
2021). Migrants from these countries made up more than two-thirds of asylum
applications in Greece. In the Asylum Procedure Directive, an EU member state
can consider an asylum application inadmissible when the individual could have
found protection in a safe third country. Therefore, from the Greek state’s per-
spective, it is possible to return asylum-related migrants to Turkey or even prevent
them from arriving in Greece at all because they could be entering Greece illegal-
ly. The Joint Ministerial Decision in 2021 confirmed in Greece the presumption
of Turkey as a safe third country (Joint Ministerial Decision 2021). However, such
policy and practice have been criticized as well. For example, according to Refu-
gees International (2021), 40 NGOs argued in 2021 that this decision violates the
asylum-seeking principles of the EU and related international agreements.

Second, the asylum-related migration routes over the Mediterranean Sea have
changed depending on the EU member states’ policies and practices on undoc-
umented migrants. After the Eastern Mediterranean route was ‘tapped’ in 2016,



the Central Mediterranean route, mainly from Libya and Tunisia to Italy, became
the most common in 2017. In that year, 11,973 asylum-related migrants arrived in
Lesvos - only a tiny fraction compared with the half a million persons a couple of
years earlier. Following the tightening access and prevention of undocumented
migrants’ arrival in Italy, the Western Mediterranean route from Morocco to Spain
became the most used in 2018. In that year, 14,969 asylum-related migrants reached
Lesvos (Aegean Boat Report 2022). In 2019, the Eastern Mediterranean route, with
74,500 arrivals, again became the migrants’ most frequented route to the EU (UN-
HCR 2022Db). In September 2019, almost 20,000 migrants reached the Aegean Sea
islands. In addition, around 40,000 interceptions were made in that month at the
Turkish coastal waters, and these migrants were returned to the Turkish coast. In
that year, 27,049 asylum-related migrants arrived in Lesvos (Aegean Boat Report
2022). The result was an immense congestion in the reception centers on all of the
Aegean Sea islands, including Lesvos, and, in particular, that of Moria.

Third, the situation again changed quickly in the spring of 2020. At the end
of February, Turkey ceased to prevent the migrants from departing for a couple
of days. Greece reacted strongly by preventing their arrival. However, soon in
March and April, strong overall mobility restrictions started because the author-
ities aimed to prevent the spread of COVID-19. The border between Turkey and
Greece was closed temporarily. For the first time, throughout an entire week, no
asylum-related migrants arrived at the Aegean Sea islands (Figure 1.3). The COV-
ID-19 pandemic restrictions also impacted travel within Turkey and irregular ar-
rivals to the country. In one year, between April 2020 and March 2021, only 2,104
asylum-related migrants reached Lesvos (Aegean Boat Report 2022). After the
summer of 2021, the departures from Turkey to the Aegean Sea islands started to
grow again, with around 2,500 people in July 2021 and around 5,000 in June 2022.
However, the arrivals continued to be very low, usually only a few hundred people
monthly (Aegean Boat Report 2022). This was due to migrants’ immediate forced
return to Turkish waters (see Chapter 3). However, in 2022, the Central Mediterra-
nean route again became the most frequented, Italy receiving from the sea five to
six time more asylum-related migrants than Greece (UNHCR 2022c).

Changes in arrivals also impacted the number of asylum-related migrants in
Lesvos in 2019-2022 (Figure 1.4). In early 2019, there were around 7,000 such mi-
grants in Lesvos, and this number rapidly tripled to more than 22,000 in the au-
tumn of 2019. However, following the decline of arrivals and increased transfers
from Lesvos to the mainland Greece, the number of asylum-related migrants
fell quickly to less than 10,000 by the end of 2020. By the summer of 2021, there
were 5,000 asylum-related migrants in Lesvos. This reduced the overcrowding
in Lesvos to 2,000 people by the end of the year. During the first half of 2022, the
decline continued so that the number went below 1,200 people in June 2022. In
July, the numbers started to grow again because of increased arrivals (Aegean



Boat Report 2022). As a whole, such general development took place throughout
the Aegean Sea islands. The number of migrants stopped on the sea grew much
faster than that of those arriving in the Greek islands (Figure 1.3).
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1.2 Research questions, material and methods

The main questions of the research are as follows:

1. Who were the asylum seekers and other asylum-related migrants in 2022 on
the island of Lesvos, Greece?

2. What was daily life like among asylum seekers and other migrants in Lesvos?

3. What kind of migration patterns and aspirations did asylum seekers and oth-
er migrants have in Lesvos?

4. How did asylum seekers and other migrants in Lesvos use the Internet and
social media?

The main empirical material for the research derives from the field research
conducted in Lesvos in May 2022. This material is complemented by informa-
tion and statistics from various national and international organizations re-
sponsible for the governance of asylum-related migrants in Lesvos, including
the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the internation-
al and Greek border control authorities, and the NGO Aegean Boat Report - the
latter dealing also with information from the Turkish border authorities. The
authors of this study utilized previous academic research, as well as their own,
on the subject of asylum-related migrants in Lesvos (see Jauhiainen 2017; Jau-
hiainen 2020; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020). In the past years, tens of academic
and media articles and research reports have been published about the migrant
situations in Lesvos.

The main new empirical material for this research consisted of responses
from 205 asylum seekers and asylum-related migrants to a survey conducted on
May 4-9, 2022 in Lesvos. The survey was completed in Arabic, English, Farsi, and
French - other languages were also available but no one responded to these. The
respondents were from 22 countries from the Middle East, Africa, and Asia, the
largest groups being Afghans and Somalis (for details, see Section 4.1). The sur-
vey comprised 66 questions, of which 46 were structural, 15 were semi-open, and
five were open. The structural questions (answer options: yes/no; yes/maybe/
no; I agree/I don’t know/I disagree) were about the asylum seekers’ background
(gender, mother tongue, university education, employment, etc.) and journey
to Lesvos, as well as their feelings and experiences on the island. The semi-open
questions dealt with more detailed aspects about their journey to Lesvos (reason
for leaving, employment, experiences along the journey, etc.) and their stay at the
reception sites (personal experiences on various issues, future plans, destinations,
etc.) in Lesvos. The open questions dealt with the respondents’ reasons for leaving
their country of origin, their daily activities in Lesvos, and their broader aspira-
tions and goals in their lives. The survey format was exactly the same as in our
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survey conducted in Lesvos in 2016 and 2019 (see Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen &
Vorobeva 2020). This allowed identification of changes in the migrants’ situations
and perspectives over the last few years (see Chapter 4).

The research ethics issues were followed rigorously. All migrants responded
to the survey anonymously, and they were not identifiable in the research. The
scope and ethical principles of the research were explained to the respondents
and also written on the first page of the questionnaire. In practice, individu-
al asylum-related migrants in Lesvos were approached in the areas where they
lived and spent their time. This was in the vicinity of the reception and identifi-
cation center “Mavrovouni” close to Mytilene. If the approached resident of the
reception center agreed, he or she was provided with the questionnaire form to
fill out. If necessary, a pen was also provided. If the person was not willing, he or
she was not pressured to take part in the research. The person could also with-
draw from filling out the questionnaire at any moment or leave unanswered
questions he or she did not want to answer. Three persons, including two au-
thors of this report and one research assistant, conducted the survey, usually
from the late morning to the early evening. When the questionnaire sheet was
filled out, usually in 15-20 minutes, the migrant returned it, and we wrote down
the date and the location from which the sheet was returned. In the end, we only
collected the surveys from one site.

In addition, informal interviews and talks were held with tens of asylum-re-
lated migrants. These lasted from a few up to 20 minutes, and sometimes the
same migrant was met over several days. These direct contacts helped to better
understand the everyday challenges, opportunities, and aspirations of the re-
spondents and the governance over these migrants, as well as the migrants’ ac-
tions upon it. The topics were mostly about their everyday lives in Lesvos, their
migration to the island, their use of the social media there, and their migration
aspirations.

We also derived empirical material from our systematic field observation
during the fieldwork. In addition, we wrote notes about the interviews, talks,
and observations on every fieldwork day. Following each fieldwork day, we dis-
cussed among ourselves the main issues and observations that arose during the
day’s fieldwork. Furthermore, we assigned running numbers to the question-
naire sheets (e.g., regarding location, language, and gender) that facilitated ad-
justment of the sample from day to day in order to be as representative as pos-
sible regarding the gender, age, and ethnic variety of asylum-related migrants
present in Lesvos.

Furthermore, several NGOs and key individuals dealing with asylum-related
migrants were visited in Lesvos, and interviews were conducted with them. The
topics regarded the main activities of these NGOs and their reflections about the
development of asylum-related migrant situations in Lesvos between 2020 and
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2022. The NGOs provided information that helped to contextualize the survey
findings. To guarantee their anonymity, the names of organizations and persons
are not mentioned here.

Later, after returning to Finland, research assistants coded all respons-
es of the individual survey questions under the first author’s supervision. The
answers to semi-open and open questions were provided in many languages.
These answers were translated into English by proficient and experienced trans-
lators. Then, these were coded and inserted into the SPSS (Statistical Package for
Social Scientists) database. The consistency of the inserted data was inspected
with systematic checks. Later, the survey data were analyzed quantitatively with
descriptive statistics and cross tables.

This study is a result of a team effort. Cooperation between various actors ena-
bled the current report, and we thank everyone who directly or indirectly contrib-
uted to its creation. We are enormously grateful to all respondents who put in the
effort to fill out the questionnaires. We also appreciate the time the interviewees
spent in sharing their experiences and insights in person. The asylum-related mi-
grants at various sites in Lesvos offered their hospitality, friendliness, and willing-
ness to cooperate with us. The invaluable assistance of research assistants Sanni
Huusari and Selma Smolander in the field and Sanni Huusari, Johanna Junnila,
and Ada Virnes at the office is greatly appreciated. In addition, the first author,
Professor Jussi S. Jauhiainen, served as the responsible author of the research, par-
ticipated in the field campaign and data analysis, and mostly wrote the text.

1.3 Research highlights

e The island of Lesvos in the Greek Aegean archipelago, 10 kilometers from the
western coast of Turkey, is the main entry gateway for asylum-related mi-
grants to the EU, especially along the Eastern Mediterranean route.

e In 2015, over half amillion asylum seekers passed via Turkey to the EU through
Lesvos. Following the EU-Turkey Statement of 18 March 2016, this migration
declined substantially.

e After a growth of arrivals in 2019, the COVID-19 pandemic restrictions on
regular and irregular migration from the spring of 2020 onward rapidly de-
creased the arrival of asylum seekers from Turkey to Lesvos. The authorities
in Greece prevented the access of asylum-related migrants to Lesvos and
Greece in general.

e The former reception and identification centers in Lesvos (Moria, Kara Tepe,
PIKPA) and several unorganized sites and squatted buildings were closed in
2020-2021, and the new Mavrovouni RIC was established in 2020 after the
fire destroyed the Moria RIC.

13
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The transfers of asylum seekers to the mainland Greece reduced the number
of asylum seekers in Lesvos from more than 22,000 in 2019 to less than 1,500
in 2022.

Over three out of four asylum-related migrants (77%) responding to a survey
in Lesvos in 2022 claimed to have escaped war and/or serious human rights
violations in their country of origin. However, people were also escaping eco-
nomic hardships due to personal challenges. Often the reasons for leaving
their country of origin were combined with the need to escape the country.

Some migrants made the journey to Lesvos within a few weeks, but the ma-
jority spent more than half a year on their journeys before reaching Lesvos
by boat. The final passage was facilitated by smugglers at the Turkish coast;
sometimes the migrants were intercepted and pushed back from the EU to
Turkey, so many had to make several attempts before reaching Lesvos.

Asylum-related migrants’ everyday living conditions, access to basic amen-
ities (toilets, showers, etc.), and perceived safety in Lesvos have improved
since the closure of the Moria RIC and reduction of the congestion in the
Mavrovouni RIC.

Of respondents, 53% felt safe in the center, 77% indicated there were enough
toilets and showers, and 43% felt treated well in Lesvos. These shares were
substantially higher in 2022 compared to the situations in Lesvos in 2019 and
2016. However, the share of asylum-related migrants feeling to be mistreated
because of their non-European origin had risen to 39% of all respondents.

Germany was the country of destination for many asylum-related migrants,
followed by Finland, Greece, the United Kingdom, and many EU member
states. Most migrants wished to work in Europe.

Access to the Internet and Internet use became more widespread among asy-
lum-related migrants in Lesvos than in their country of origin; that is, the
related digital divides narrowed.

The asylum-related migrants must have the right to present their asylum re-
quest in Lesvos (as elsewhere in the Aegean Islands and the EU), and the asy-
lum process needs to be transparent, fast, and just.

Asylum seekers should be transferred without delay to mainland Greece and
resettled in other EU member states as agreed, whereas a meaningful safe
return should be provided for those not receiving a living permit in the EU.

Complimentary Internet access for asylum-related migrants should be guar-
anteed during all asylum process stages in Lesvos and elsewhere in the EU.



2. (Im)mobilities of asylum-related migrants

People who migrate to seek asylum are mobile and immobile in various ways.
Typically, journeys in asylum-related migration are fragmented (Collyer 2010),
despite they can move physically from one place to another. The journeys con-
sist of phases of different temporal lengths in which an asylum-related migrant
is mobile and other phases in which they are immobile (see Schewel 2019; Craw-
ley & Jones 2021; Schapendonk et al. 2021). In between departure and arrival,
they need to stop, especially if the distance between the destinations is long. If
the journey is long and difficult, the destination might not be reachable at all.
The initial destination may also change due to external factors or because the
migrating person decided so. Such migration may never stop but become circu-
lar between departure and arrival (Constant 2020; Paul & Yeoh 2020). Schapen-
donk et al. (2021) argue that from a mobilities perspective, migration is seen as
one of many forms of movement that shape and produce the daily lives. Migra-
tion is not only about mobility but the broader notion of journey(s) includes also
(failed) attempts to move and continuing mobility after reaching (temporary)
destination. As Carling and Collins (2018, 904) have noted: migration is a mul-
tifaceted reality that is imagined, desired, resisted, experienced, managed, and
represented.

Digitalization both facilitates and constrains physical mobility. The digital
dimension has become an integrated part of the asylum-related migration in
the 21* century (Leung 2018). Smartphones are essential for these migrants
during different phases of their journeys. It is crucial to have digitally medi-
ated connections to family and friends along the asylum-related migration
to discover opportunities and to avoid challenges (see Merisalo & Jauhiainen
2020). The result is that every migrant is digitally registered into various da-
tabases. Digital traces exist regarding all migrants even if one is not using a
bank or credit cards, or electronic financial transactions. Physical passages of
people are inspected via scanning digitally one’s ID and accesses and move-
ment of smartphones are noticed. In the end, asylum seekers are registered
into various databases.

In this study, asylum-related migration refers to the irregular migration of
people to Lesvos, their arrival at this island in Greece inside the EU and their
request for asylum there (or trying to postpone asking for asylum in another EU
member state), as well as the aims and plans of these people had to reach Lesvos
and those to migrate farther: to mainland Greece, another EU member state or
another country, including the return to their country of origin. Asylum-related
migration includes these people’s physical and digital mobilities and immobil-
ities even if they would never reach Lesvos and the EU (see also Jauhiainen &
Vorobeva 2020, 16-17; Schapendonk et al. 2021).
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2.1 Physical (im)mobilities of asylum-related migrants

Migration has been formally defined as about the change of people’s registered
place of residence. More narrowly defined, it lasts from the moment when one
leaves the permanent registered place of residence to the moment of arrival at
another place in which he or she becomes a permanently registered resident.
However, defined more broadly, the aspirations to migrate, regardless if one
physically moves or not, are also about migration, including also stay(s) of unde-
termined length along the migration journey(s).

Earlier migration theories focused on physical mobility, and each migrant’s
change of place. In fact, to be a migrant, one needed to move and be mobile. Peo-
ple aimed to add to their material quality of life and contribute to their subjec-
tive feeling of well-being. Migration should thus result in enhancing migrants’
personal safety, living standards, social bonding and social bridging (de Haas
2021). For this, one needed to change one’s place of residence. In international
migration this meant to migrate from one country to another.

In more recent theories, increasing attention is paid to immobilities of vari-
ous lengths and types as part of migration (see Schewel 2019). Instead of focusing
and narrowing people’s mobilities into a supposedly linear move from one place
to another, various kinds of forward and back movements are considered as part
of migration, as well as different types of circular movement and fragmented
journeys (Hillmann et al. 2018; de Haas 2021). Being stuck is common especial-
ly in non-voluntary migration such as among many asylum seekers along their
journey(s), including feeling of undetermined temporality while one moves and
stands still (see Turnbull 2016). However, a person can be digitally mobile and
connect to different places even if one is physically relatively immobile (van der
Waerden et al. 2019). There are various kinds of physical and digital mobilities
and immobilities. However, as Tsagarousianou (2022) has pointed out, even be-
ing forcedly immobile, such asylum-related migrants, asylum seekers and un-
documented migrants often are, these migrants develop and extend narratives
of their past and current lives to the hopes of future. This allows them to ‘escape’
from the top-down regulation of their physical and digital mobilities.

Currently, these more recent perspectives on migration that also consider
immobility suit better to study asylum-related migration than did the earlier
considerations of linear migration. Immobility is more than migrants’ tempo-
rary not-movement in their fragmented migration journeys (Schewel 2019).
Overall, asylum-related migration is about aspirations and capabilities in which
digital connections and abilities play an increasing role. Migration aspirations are
thus individuals’ general and subjective perceptions about opportunities and
life out of the everyday environment. Migration capabilities are about people’s
ability, via staying or moving, to expand control over their lives and enhance
their substantive choices to live the lives they value (de Haas 2021).
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Asylum-related migration regards various kinds of mobilities and immobili-
ties of people to apply for asylum in another country, as well as the aim or plan to
enact such mobilities and the effects of such (im)mobilities. Sometimes, aspiring
migrants cannot cross the border of their country of origin or do not want to
even if they could start their physical journey to other countries. However, they
can be digitally mobile (see Section 2.2. below).

Asylum-related migration requires crossing the national border because,
according to the internationally agreed definitions of asylum and refugees and
the processes leading into that status (see United Nations 1951), one can apply
for asylum only outside one’s country of origin or that of a habitual permanent
residence. This means that physical mobility is fundamental to become an asy-
lum seeker. If one is entirely physically immobile, one cannot become an asylum
seeker except in particular cases of minors born outside their country of origin
or if one loses the nationality, etc. However, at the same time, when an individu-
al becomes an asylum seeker via mobility (that is, crossing the national border),
then one’s mobility often becomes restricted. He or she might be constrained
to remain in a reception center for asylum seekers or that country’s authorities
may impose a geographical restriction for his or her mobility (for the case of
Greece, see Fili 2018). Being obliged to remain in the reception centers reduces
migrant’s diversified physical mobilities. However, Ramadan (2013) argued that
such centers and camps are not monolithic bodies with a single pure identity.
Rather, they are diverse, dynamic and sometimes divided assemblages in con-
stant motion. This allows their inhabitants to resist the top-down standardiza-
tion of their everyday lives and to have many identities and agencies (Martin et
al. 2020). Nevertheless, restrictions and regulations of their mobilities remain.

There are also internally displaced people, that is, those forced to leave their
homes and relocate themselves to another part of the country of origin for secu-
rity matters. This is not asylum-related migration because asking for asylum is
not possible as part of this movement and change of place of residence. Howev-
er, the reasons and motivations to become internally displaced reflect those who
ask for asylum. Being internally displaced within one’s country also connects
with asylum processes. One reason for rejecting an asylum request in a foreign
country is that the asylum authorities interpret the situation and decide that one
can be safely displaced in the country of origin. Over the years, this safe internal
displacement and flee has been used as a reason to reject asylum requests in the
EU member states. For example, Denmark judged the Damascus region in Syria
as safe and forced Syrians to return there from Denmark (Strzyzyriska 2022).

Asylum-related migration may take a shorter or longer time. If a broader defi-
nition of migration is used, it becomes increasingly difficult to define precise-
ly when such migration started and when it ended. Asylum-related migration
consists of phases of undetermined length at various places along the journeys.
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During these fragmented journeys (see Collyer 2010), the initial destination
countries may change, and the transit countries may become destinations. The
length and process of asylum-related journeys have been addressed, for exam-
ple, by BenEzer and Zetter (2015). According to them, the focus on journeys gives
a better understanding of the profoundly formative and transformative experi-
ence of the journeys, it gives voices to migrants’ unique experiences and it better
informs related policies through such consideration of journey experiences.

The people who practice asylum-related migration can be called asylum-re-
lated migrants (see Jauhiainen et al. 2019, 19; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 16).
They are individuals who (aim to) migrate to another country to seek asylum.
In different phases they bear documents but if these create risks, they hide or
get rid of these documents. Before requesting asylum, these migrants practic-
ing irregular migration are often called undocumented migrants. The same
term is also used when one falls out of the asylum process. The terminology re-
garding these people varies, also due to political reasons. The migrating people
have themselves only a limited possibility to impact on how authorities and the
media defines them (see Crawley & Skleparis 2018). Furthermore, as discussed
below, the category for one concrete person can change many times along the
asylum-related migration.

According to international agreements, in most countries, individuals should
have the right to ask for asylum. Consequently, related authorities should study
this request and make a justified decision. They have to decide whether that
person would be given asylum (that is, international protection) by giving the
right to reside in the territory of the country in which asylum was requested.
The authorities can also decide to give another type of residence permit in that
country. In 2022, the EU invoked a specific instrument of temporary protection
applied on Ukrainians who escaped from Ukraine to the EU member states after
the beginning of the war (European Council 2022; Jauhiainen et al. 2022a).

The person will be expelled from the country in which he or she asked for
asylum in cases where the possible consequent asylum requests or related pe-
titions to overrule the authorities’ decision in the court(s) are negative. The
forced return is usually to the country of origin or that of habitual permanent
residence. In some specific cases, it can also be to the country that should be re-
sponsible for processing the asylum request. The latter case refers in particular
to the EU and the Dublin convention. According to it, the responsible country
to inspect the asylum request is that to which the person initially entered in the
EU (or more precisely, a country belonging to the Dublin convention, that is, the
EU member states plus a few more in Europe) to ask for asylum and where they
were identified as asylum seekers (Dublin II regulation 2011).

In this study, an asylum-related migrant refers to a person who left his or her
country of origin or that of habitual permanent residence and migrated toward
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the EU intending to ask for asylum there. For many, the asylum request would be
the tool to allow them to enter and remain in the EU, at least during the process
when their asylum application would be inspected (see Jauhiainen et al. 2019).
When they ask for asylum and the authorities agree the validity of this request,
these migrants become asylum seekers.

In this case, the asylum-related migration progressed to the phase in which
the migrant entered in the EU, that is, they were in Lesvos. The studied migrants
here were also able to ask for asylum, that is, they requested it and were in dif-
ferent stages of the asylum process. Some were still waiting for their first hearing
and the decision on their request. Others’ initial request was rejected and they
had made subsequent request(s). Some had received identification documents
regarding their status while others were still waiting to obtain the documents
that would indicate their position. Waiting is related to complex legal, political
and administrative procedures in Lesvos (see Topac 2020). This included divid-
ing asylum seekers into ‘probable’ cases and ‘unlike’ cases along their national-
ity, thus suggesting a faster, though still long asylum procedure for the former
and a very long and indeterminate procedure for the latter (see Tunabouly & van
Liempt 2021).

For these migrants, Lesvos was the entering point to the EU. All of them came
via Turkey, as all asylum-related migrants in Lesvos arrive from there. The per-
son might have had a valid administrative permission to enter Turkey, and he or
she might have entered Turkey either legally or illegally. In many cases, the (il)
legal entry to Turkey did not matter regarding their final trajectory from Turkey
to Lesvos. That was done though irregular modes, in principle without authori-
zation to leave Turkey and enter Greece and the EU.

The right to cross the Turkey-Greece border to search for protection is some-
what debatable from different stakeholders’ viewpoints. As mentioned and dis-
cussed more in detail in Chapter 3, the Greek authorities maintain that Turkey
is a safe country for nationals of Afghanistan, Syria, Somalia, Bangladesh and
Pakistan (see UNHCR 2021). The EU-Turkey Statement of 18 March 2016 indicates
a joint agreement between the EU and Turkey. According to the agreement, the
Turkish authorities need to control irregular migration via Turkey to the EU and
prevent the operationalization of new routes for irregular migration to the EU
(European Council 2016). Therefore, from a Greek perspective, these nationals
can be denied from their right to ask for asylum in Greece, and they could be
returned to Turkey. However, according to Turkey’s restrictions on the Geneva
Convention on Refugees, only people from Europe can be granted with perma-
nent international protection and refugee status in Turkey (Guler 2019). If the
nationals of the earlier mentioned countries do not have right to enter Turkey,
their entry to Turkey is banned and they should be expelled from Turkey. How-
ever, many organizations and EU member states do not agree that Turkey is a
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safe country for all nationals of Afghanistan, Syria, Somalia, Bangladesh and Pa-
kistan. Therefore, they should have the right to ask for asylum in an EU member
state, and if Greece is the first country they enter, their request must be inspect-
ed there. Asylum-related migrants arrive to Greece from Turkey only because
of its geographical proximity (Hampshire 2016, 538). The issue with Syrians is
administratively even more complex because most of them have been granted
with temporary protection in Turkey (Ministry of Interior of Turkey 2022). How-
ever, among Syrians, there are also ethnic groups that the Turkish authorities
consider hostile.

Many types of people enter Lesvos and they have various reasons for it. Al-
most all ask for asylum in Lesvos, thus these asylum-related migrants become
asylum seekers. This means they have right to remain in the EU while their re-
quest is inspected. Some EU member states as well as other countries, such as
Australia and the United Kingdom, have proposed that processing the asylum
request could take place in a third country, that is, in a country other than the
one in which they asked for asylum. In this case, the asylum process and the
location waiting for the decision would be outsourced elsewhere. Australia has
implemented such practice (Australian Human Rights Commission 2022). In
2022, there were several attempts to conduct such outsourcing by moving the
asylum seekers from the United Kingdom to Rwanda (BBC 2022). There were
many motivations for this. These include the prevention that those not receiv-
ing asylum or a residence permit would remain in the asylum request country
as undocumented migrants against the authorities’ will. It can also be less ex-
pensive to host asylum seekers in third countries. Furthermore, it can send a
message to potential asylum seekers that it will be very difficult to enter and re-
main in the country they are aiming to and that during the asylum process, they
have to remain in conditions that are not necessarily as good as in the country to
which they were heading.

Some asylum seekers have legitimate grounds to be accepted as a refugee in
an EU member state, and they will be provided with international protection.
These refugees will gain a residence permit based on the need for international
protection according to the related international, EU and national legislation.

Other migrants may also have legitimate grounds for asylum. However, they
are not able to present these properly during their asylum application inspec-
tion or the authorities do not consider these grounds, thus they do not become
refugees. However, they might get a (temporary) residence permit based on sub-
sidiary protection. Their stay might be (temporally) tolerated in an EU member
state because of challenges in their return.

Asylum-related migrants, regarding whom the authorities do not find to
have enough grounds to gain international or subsidiary protection, receive a
negative decision on their asylum applications. Usually these migrants do not
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fulfill other legal requirements of either entering an EU member state or resid-
ing there. This usually means their entry into the country in question is rejected.
As a consequence, because their right to reside in the country during the asylum
inspection expires, they must leave it due to ban of entry. These former asylum
seekers become again asylum-related migrants. They should return to the coun-
try of origin or that of habitual permanent residence. Commonly, there is a sep-
aration of powers between those who decide on the asylum decision and those
who need to implement the ban of entry, that is, between the migration-related
authorities and the police. Depending on the situations, also a forced departure
of rejected asylum seekers can be executed, that is, their accompanied deporta-
tion (having or not having initially the right to reside in that country).

However, some asylum seekers fall out of the asylum process because they
cannot proceed as it is required by the authorities. For example, in Lesvos and
in Greece more widely, they might be dropped from the process if they miss the
obligatory asylum interview in which their asylum grounds are inspected, if they
refuse to be relocated to another reception center, or if they fail to renew online
their asylum documents. The latter can take place if one is not enough skilled
in the use of the Internet or do not have proper access to it. The online renewal
became the practice during the COVID-19 outbreak (Tazzioli 2022a, 433; for dig-
ital divides, see Section 4.5). If they fall out of the system, they become undoc-
umented migrants (sometimes called paperless immigrants) with substantially
reduced rights in Greece and the EU (see Jauhiainen & Tedeschi 2021).

Nevertheless, some migrants, who have been rejected in the asylum process,
refuse to leave and can avoid deportation. The irregular mobilities of asylum-re-
lated migrants thus extend to periods before and after the authorities’ decision
on asylum. Namely, some asylum seekers leave the reception centers and the
asylum process before the asylum decision. Such move is unregistered and the
person becomes an undocumented migrant. They remain unauthorized in the
country in question. Furthermore, these migrants may have been irregularly
mobile also between reception centers and between the center and the near-by
urban areas (Papatzani et al. 2022).

Sometimes the country might tolerate their stay because they cannot be de-
ported to their country of origin or habitual permanent residence. The return
countries may not accept their return if that is not voluntary or they may not
accept them at all, even if they are citizens of that country. Sometimes the se-
curity situation in these countries worsens, thus the actual removal and depor-
tation will not happen. There are also people whose country of origin remains
unknown to authorities, so they do not know where to return them. The rights
of undocumented migrants are more limited than those of asylum seekers. In
some countries, their children have access to education whereas in others they
do not. The same applies with health care and employment. Being in legal limbo
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without proper status is common for many undocumented migrants around the
world (Gonzales et al. 2019; Nimfiihr & Sesay 2019; Jauhiainen & Tedeschi 2021).

However, some former asylum seekers return to their country of origin. The
return can be voluntary and the EU member states and the International Or-
ganization of Migration (IOM) financially support it, or they will be forcibly ex-
pelled. Nevertheless, some of them restart their asylum-related journeys and
might appear in Lesvos or elsewhere in the EU during that round of asylum-re-
lated migration.

Asylum-related migration is connected to governance as a complex combi-
nation of policies, practices and techniques to direct, control and regulate the
present and future of asylum-related migrants, their activities and the organi-
zations involved. These migrants are subjected to uncertainty, precariousness,
and unpredictability as a specific governance in the asylum system (Nassar & Stel
2019). This regulation of mobilities and immobilities of asylum-related migrants
- the migrant bodies — becomes part of the broader biopolitical and geopolitical
orders in the territories with which these bodies are acquainted and these bod-
ies’ political, social and biological function. It is about biogeopolitics in which
different stakeholders develop their preferred geopolitical order via biopolit-
ical governance and (mis)management of asylum-related migrants. In Lesvos,
asylum-related migrants become ‘bodily masses’ that can be moved, directed
and (mis)managed in the attempt to achieve what is aspired as part of broader
geopolitical interests (see Jauhiainen 2020).

2.2 Digital (im)mobilities of asylum-related migrants

As mentioned above, digital mobility and immobility are part of asylum-related
migration. Physical and digital mobility and immobility come together in many
ways (see Carling & Collins 2018; Carling & Schewel 2018; Paul & Yeoh 2020;
Schewel 2019; Schapendonk et al. 2021). Many asylum-related migrants enhance
their agency by digital connections to gather, mobilize and act across borders
while being simultaneously structurally constrained and physically less mobile
(see Leurs & Smets 2018; Nedelcu & Soysiiren 2022). This connection between
physical and digital mobility and immobility changes over different phases of
the asylum-related migration.

Imagining and aspiring to stay, leave, and/or return without physical mobili-
ty should be considered as an important part of migration (see Carling & Collins
2018; Schewel 2019). The digital mobilities, such as the Internet and social me-
dia use, increasingly facilitate this. The aspiring asylum-related migrants may
search the Internet for information regarding potential destinations. They may
exchange ideas, wishes and experiences through social media and they may
need digital mapping to plan their routes. They may be in contact with people
who successfully made the journey and those who failed in it. Being still, rather,
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immobile physically does not necessary mean that one would be digitally immo-
bile. On the contrary, in the digitalized era of asylum-related migration, digital
mobility often precedes physical mobility.

Regarding asylum-related migration, the discussion about digital divides -
disparities in the access, use and effect of information and communication tech-
nologies (ICT), the Internet, and social media — and their persistence in involun-
tary or coerced movement of people away from their home region or country
increased in the 2010s. The use of mobile phones, the Internet, and social media
became common among asylum-related migrants who left involuntarily their
countries (Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2020; Jauhiainen et al. 2022a).

There is a growing evidence of how asylum-related migrants find, analyze,
store, create, communicate, exchange and disseminate personal and other
information with ICT. Commonly, during the physical mobility phases of asy-
lum-related migration, changes in digital mobility also take place. For some asy-
lum-related migrants, it is enough to move to the neighboring country. It might
be easy to continue to use the mobile devices and the Internet. The price and
the initial access might create challenges but these can be overcome with time.
However, other asylum-related migrants need to pass through several countries.
This affects their needs and possibilities to be digitally connected. Their devices,
usually smartphones, may not be so easily usable in a foreign country because
they do not have the required SIM card and access to mobile phone networks. In
certain areas Wi-Fi is available but it is usually only for specific and more stable
moments during the journeys.

When the asylum-related journeys become more stable, in particular after
one has been able to ask for asylum and no longer needs to hide from the au-
thorities, the migrants start to use mobile devices, the Internet and social media
more often. Those who have been frequent users of digitally mediated commu-
nication gradually recover their use patterns. Those who have been rare users,
start to use the Internet and social media more often. In general, many of the
non-users turn into users when the asylum-related journeys become more sta-
ble, again, in particular after one has applied for asylum. In this case, this refers
to the EU and Lesvos. The first-level digital divides (access to the devices and the
Internet) and the second-level digital divides (resources and skills to use the de-
vices and the Internet) narrow among asylum-related migrants (see Merisalo &
Jauhiainen 2020; Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2021).

However, the constrains of physical mobility reduction in the reception
centers may apply also to digital mobility, that is, whether, how much and where
the asylum seeker can have access to the Internet and which contents he or she
may search for on the Internet. Very often, these centers have basic Internet ac-
cess challenges, as well as those of mobile communication tools and even elec-
tricity. A particular digital paralysis emerges in which the person may wish to use
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the Internet and social media and knows how to use them, but is denied from it.
At the same time, various kinds of data regarding this asylum seeker are collect-
ed, including digital traces of his or her asylum-related migration, and this data
is digitally stored.

Furthermore, authorities in many locations control and create intentional
obstacles for asylum-related migrants’ digital access and uses while maintaining
them as physically immobile. This regards the third-level digital divide, name-
ly the effect of using the Internet and social media. The migrants’ gathering of
information and communication is constrained. They have to change practices
of how they connect to people and places in the country in which they asked for
asylum, their country of origin (and that of possible return) as well as the places
and countries to which they aspire to further migrate. This can be characterized
as dependable instability in their digital uses and practices to overcome chal-
lenges in related technology maintenance (see Wall et al. 2019).

The digital mobilities change again as the asylum-related migration proceeds
further, following the asylum decision. If the asylum seeker receives interna-
tional protection, subsidiary protection or even temporary protection, as the
case of Ukrainians in 2022 evidenced (see Jauhiainen et al. 2022a), the digital
mobility increases. The migrants who become less mobile internationally will be
connected actively internationally. Some of them become anchor points to pass
important and even necessary information to other asylum-related migrants.
They may also establish stronger digitally mediated contacts back to their coun-
try of origin. However, some migrants cease to maintain these contacts to their
past. Of those who fall out of the asylum system, that is, who refuse to leave the
country and become undocumented migrants, many will continue with digi-
tal mobility even if they are physically quite immobile. The latter would put
them more at risk for the authorities to catch them and then face consequent
expulsion from the country (see Jauhiainen & Tedeschi 2021). Those whose ex-
pulsion was executed may still maintain the contacts they received during the
asylum-related journeys and use these contacts to decide upon their physical
mobility, that is, whether and how to try again asylum-related migration.

The above does not mean that every asylum-related migrant is digitally mo-
bile. In fact, former studies show that they typically are not digitally connect-
ed and do not use the Internet and social media. These include being an older
non-user in the country of origin, being temporarily constrained to not use the
Internet such as having lost the device or being in exceptional circumstances
when the use is too risky or expensive. Overall, digital mobility is the lifeline for
both physically mobile and immobile asylum-related migrants (see also Gilles-
pie et al. 2016).
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3. Asylum-related migrants in Lesvos, Greece

The governance of asylum-seeking migrants, the reception sites and the whole
asylum process is very complex, with connections to international policies and
(biogeo)politics, management and actions and (un)intentional negligence and
consequences (see Jauhiainen 2020; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 25). Accord-
ing to Topak (2020), Lesvos, a hotspot for irregular migration, has become a bi-
opolitical border zone. The asylum-seeking migrants experience violent prac-
tices and effects of the borders with diminished or suspended human rights.
However, although these migrants are the target of these policies and activities,
different migrants have different levels of agency and capacity to improve their
lives.

3.1 Asylum-related migration to Lesvos

Lesvos is the most well-known island in the EU regarding asylum-seeking mi-
gration for two reasons. First, during the peak year of 2015, over half a million
asylum-seeking migrants traveled through it. Second, the island hosted the in-
famous, overcrowded Moria RIC. The number of asylum-seeking migrants trav-
eling through Lesvos will soon surpass one million.

In recent years, the annual number of asylum-seeking migrants who have
reached Lesvos and remained there has varied greatly. The annual and monthly
changes base on how many migrants attempt to leave Turkey for Lesvos and how
many will be intercepted before arriving to the island. After 2015, the EU-Tur-
key Statement of 18 March 2016 substantially diminished irregular migration via
Turkey to Europe (for details, see European Council 2016; Dimitriadi 2016; Jau-
hiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 25). However, the return mechanism of asylum-seek-
ing migrants from the EU to Turkey was never implemented as extensively as
expected.

Moreover, the asylum-related journeys across the sea from the Turkish coast
to Lesvos have become very complex. Smugglers have been sending these mi-
grants to the sea, providing them a rubber dinghy, a small motor and life vests
(for details regarding smuggling, see Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 27; Yildiz
2021). However, crossing this 10-kilometer trajectory is not easy. On the one
hand, the Turkish forces are patrolling their territorial waters. They prevent, to
a certain extent, the departures and passages of migrants to the Greek waters in
the EU. On the other hand, it has become increasingly evident that crossing the
sea to the Greek side may not be enough to reach Lesvos and seek asylum there.
In 2017 and 2018, Turkish authorities claimed that Greece pushed back to Turkey
over 58,000 people between November 2017 and October 2018 without assess-
ing their status. In Turkey, the returned Syrians were directed to their place of
residence in Turkey, in which they had temporary protection status. Many other
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migrants were sent back to their country of origin or released in Turkey after
a short detention (Christides & Liidke 2019; Topak 2020, 1878). Many migrants
tried repeatedly until they reached Lesvos. The EU-Turkey Statement of 18 March
2016 generated changes concerning the smugglers’ modalities and services but
did not prevent asylum-seeking migrants relying on smugglers to reach Lesvos
and other Greek Aegean Sea islands (Yildiz 2021, 141).

“Pushback” refers to situations in which the state has organized a set of meas-
ures by which undocumented and asylum-seeking migrants are forced back
over a border they have crossed. Usually, this action occurs immediately after
they have crossed the international border so they cannot apply for asylum.
These measures are implemented on asylum-seeking migrants without consid-
eration of their individual situations and possible need for protection. Pushback
is a highly political issue, as it is usually enacted counter to international agree-
ments regarding people’s right to seek protection outside their country of ori-
gin and the agreement to inspect migrants properly before deciding whether to
grant them asylum. Koros (2021) states that the pushback operations in Greece
have become a standardized frontline tool of border management as part of a
generalized anti-immigration policy.

The evidence, testimonials, debates and critique regarding pushback from
Greece became more evident in 2020. From late February to early March 2020,
Turkish authorities let tens of thousands of asylum-seeking migrants leave
Turkish territory for Greece. The result was that the Greek authorities decided
not to let them enter Greek territory. They prevented their access to Greece
and consequently the EU as much as possible (BBC 2020a). On the sea the com-
mon practice was to capture asylum-related migrants, place them on board of
rescue rafts and let them drift back to Turkish waters and shores (Heller 2021,
118).

In the Greek waters, besides the Greek Coast Guard, the European Border
and Coast Guard Agency, FRONTEX, has been active. In 2020, it became evident
that many migrants were not allowed to land on Lesvos and ask for asylum. The
UNHCR, the FRONTEX and several NGOs expressed concerns about the pre-
sumed pushbacks, but they were also criticized due to their passive position on
the issue (UNHCR 2020; Waters et al. 2020). Nevertheless, the Greek authorities
repeatedly mentioned that pushback was not exercised on the Aegean Sea. An
independent NGO, Mare Liberum, observed until the end of 2021 from its own
ship the patrolling vessels’ activities, potential rescue activities and pushbacks
(see Mare Liberum 2022). However, the FRONTEX director resigned in April
2022 “in the wake of an investigation by the EU’s anti-fraud office into allegedly
illegal returns of migrants” (Pascual & Malingre 2022) from the Greek waters to
Turkey in the Aegean Sea.
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The development between 2019 and 2022 of irregular migration to the
Greek islands on the Aegean Sea is shown in Figure 3.1. It indicates the number
of migrants who departed from the Turkish coast and those who arrived at the
Greek Aegean Sea islands as well as the average monthly rate of intercepted
migrants returned to Turkey. The percentage of interceptions of people on the
Aegean Sea between Turkey and the Greek islands usually ranged from 61% to
68% (average: 66%) from the spring of 2019 to the spring of 2020. Then, one of
every three migrants leaving the Turkish shore actually arrived at one of the
Greek Aegean Sea islands. In addition, due to the weather conditions, fewer
arrivals usually occur in the winter months than in the other seasons (Figure
3.1). Weather is an important factor but does not solely determine travel by sea
from Turkey to Lesvos.

Since the spring of 2020, it has been harder for asylum-seeking migrants
to reach Lesvos and other Greek Aegean Sea islands. The number of arrivals
dropped substantially, and the percentage of intercepted people returned from
the sea to Turkey rose substantially, ranging from 79% to 92% (average: 87%). In
this period, less than one out of seven people who departed from the Turkish
coast arrived at the Greek islands (Figure 3.1).
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Figure 3.1. Departures, interceptions and arrivals on the Aegean Sea between January 2019 and
June 2022. Source: Data from the Aegean Boat Report (2022).

The change in irregular migration patterns from Turkey to Greece was also
evident in Lesvos. In 2019, on average, 14 boats and 518 migrants arrived in

Lesvos each week, and at least some boats arrived each week. In the spring of
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2020, the sea border between Turkey and Greece was temporarily closed, on
the one hand, to prevent the extension of the COVID-19 pandemic (see ECDC
2020; WHO 2021) and, on the other hand, to restrict irregular migration to
Greece (for deterrence humanitarianism, see Tazzioli & Stierl 2021; for deter-
rence through protection, see Triandafyllidou & Dimitriadi 2014). In 2021, on
average, 5-6 boats and 29 people reached Lesvos weekly. In the first half of
2022, on average, 1-2 boats and 31 migrants arrived in Lesvos each week (Figure
3.2). However, entire weeks passed without any arrivals (Aegean Boat Report
2022).
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Figure 3.2. Asylum-related migrants and boats arrived in Lesvos between January 2021 and June
2022. Source: Data from Aegean Boat Report (2022).

The overall number of migrants per boat (dinghy) changed, as well. In 2019, each
boat that arrived in Lesvos contained, on average, 30-35 migrants. The number
of people in intercepted boats was about the same. Since the spring of 2020,
the average number of migrants by boat gradually declined from nearly 40 peo-
ple in the spring of 2020 to around 25 in the summer of 2022. However, during
the same period, curiously the number of people in intercepted boats remained
rather constant, around 30-35 people. On average, there were more people in
the intercepted boats than those reaching Lesvos (Figure 3.3).
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Figure 3.3. Average number of passengers per intercepted and arrived boat in Lesvos. Source: Elab-
orated from Aegean Boat Report (2022).

3.2 Reception centers for asylum seekers in Lesvos

Over the past ten years, the number of reception centers and sites for asy-
lum-seeking migrants in Lesvos has grown and declined, based on the arriv-
al and presence of migrants there. In 2015, because of the very large number
of people in transit, several provisionary sites were located in several places
around the island. Many migrants were forced to stay outdoors in public spaces,
parks and streets. However, in 2015, they usually were able to pass in short time
through Lesvos to mainland Greece. Usually, the authorities transferred them
to Athens. Lesvos was then officially designated as one of the EU migration hot-
spots (Papada et al. 2019).

However, as aforementioned, when the EU-Turkey Statement was enforced
in the spring of 2016, the number of arrivals declined suddenly. At that time, the
initial asylum registration processes were conducted in Lesvos. Asylum seekers
needed to remain much longer in Lesvos, and gradually, the length of their stay
in Lesvos became longer from days and weeks to months and later even years
(Jauhiainen 2017; Iliadou 2019). Over the years, the sites for asylum seekers be-
came congested. In 2019, their number in Lesvos grew to over 20,000, over five
times the formal accommodation capacity in the island’s migrant-reception
centers (National Coordination Center 2019a; 2019b).

Two major sites were formed in 2015 to host asylum-seeking migrants in
Lesvos. The largest one was the Moria RIC. The UNCHR and the Greek national
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authorities governed it. Initially, it hosted a few thousand migrants. However,
with the increase of arrivals and slow asylum process, by 2019, it hosted well over
15,000 migrants at a site initially meant for a couple thousand. Thousands of
asylum-seeking migrants were obliged to stay in provisionary accommodations,
such as tents in the open air outside the constructed reception center (see Jauhi-
ainen & Vorobeva 2020, 34-39). Overcrowding also gained regular international
media attention, and violent activities occasionally occurred, such as in the au-
tumn of 2019 (BBC 2019).

Another large site was the Kara Tepe reception center, which the local au-
thorities designed and governed. Many of its asylum seekers were families, and
there was continuous movement of selected suitable asylum seekers from Moria
to Kara Tepe, which was closer to Mytilene. The site hosted slightly over 1,000
asylum seekers (see Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 39-42). In general, the facilities
were better in Kara Tepe than in Moria.

Furthermore, other formal and informal sites hosted asylum seekers. One
of the long-term sites was the (ex-)PIKPA site, which the local NGO Lesvos Sol-
idarity ran. In a small summer camp area close to the airport, it usually hosted
tens of migrants, many of them with challenges or disabilities (see Jauhiainen &
Vorobeva 2020, 42-43).

In addition, the Iliaktidi center usually hosted a few hundred mostly vulner-
able and underage migrants. Squat buildings, former factories and warehouses
also existed in which asylum seekers had self-organized ways of living. Usually,
few migrants lived at each site and in some larger sites, more than ten migrants.
Occasionally, a few migrants were placed in guesthouses or hotels that had been
converted to accommodate them. One site on the northern coast of Lesvos ac-
commodated the newly arrived migrants before they entered the asylum pro-
cess. Despite the difficulty of landing, many migrants arrived at the northern
coast of Lesvos and were rescued there from the sea.

However, dramatic changes occurred in Lesvos from 2020 to 2021. First, the
COVID-19 pandemic reached Lesvos in March, and the first cases among asylum
seekers were identified in May (IRC 2020). At that point, not much was known
about the virus, and no vaccine was available, so a national lockdown was en-
forced in Greece in March. This lockdown, on the one hand, reduced the num-
ber of new arrivals in Lesvos and in practice stopped them for some time. On
the other hand, restrictions on asylum seekers’ mobility, contacts and support
were announced, which hindered the activities of many NGOs in Lesvos and
their support for asylum seekers on the island (see Iliadou 2020). The Internet
and social media were important tools to transmit information peer-to-peer
and helped families and friends remain in contact. One special online course
on making movies was available for enrolled asylum seekers in Lesvos. More
administrative duties, regulations and requirements were imposed on NGOs of
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which many had to close their activities in Lesvos. Having less NGOs around, the
measures of the state control over the everyday lives of asylum seekers increased
on the island.

Later, the presumed pushbacks from Greece to Turkey became more prac-
ticed and NGOs provided evidence that these extended also to those asylum-re-
lated migrants who had reached the island and landed on Lesvos (Aegean Boat
Report 2021). According to the international news (Agence France Presse 2022),
“UNHCR has recorded almost 540 separate incidents during the period 2020-
2021, 40 involving at least 17,000 people who were reportedly returned by force,
informally, to Turkey”. However, the Greek ministry source added that “such
claims are “already under investigation as to their validity” but insisted that past
checks had so far “never confirmed illegal actions (by Greece) whilst guarding its
borders.
ed in various legal actions (see Radjenovic 2021).

9999

Nevertheless, evidence on this matter has been gathered and disput-

Gradually, more information about COVID-19 reached asylum seekers in re-
ception centers. However, in the congested sites, it was impossible to maintain
social distancing of two meters as the authorities had suggested. Maintaining
proper hygiene and using face masks was more difficult in the centers. However,
the majority of asylum seekers were young, so the virus was less dangerous for
them compared to the island’s much older population. The first COVID-19-relat-
ed casualty among the Lesvos Greek population occurred in April 2020. It is not
known whether COVID-19-related casualties also occurred among asylum-seek-
ing migrants. The need to prevent the spread of COVID-19 was also a reason for
the authorities to govern more intensively the everyday lives and bodies of the
asylum-seeking migrants — a process called biogeopolitics (see Jauhiainen 2020).
Tsavradoglou and Kaika (2022) presented how the COVID-19 prevention-related
activities in Lesvos brought together two opposing practices. The first was the
intensified state-led practices of hyper-isolation and stigmatization of asylum
seekers. This included the ideas that the arriving and remaining asylum seek-
ers increase the risks of the dispersal of the pandemic. The second was asylum
seekers’ bottom-up practices of self-care and community care. These included
the creation of measures against COVID-19 and the creation new sociospatial
connections and caringscapes inside and outside the reception centers.

Second, fire destroyed the Moria RIC on 8 September 2020 (BBC 2020Db).
The events leading to the fire are still unknown. However, four Afghan asylum
seekers were convicted in 2021 of intentional arson and sentenced to 10 years
in prison (BBC 2021). In September, emergency hosting became necessary for
more than 12,000 asylum seekers. A provisionary hotspot site with tents was es-
tablished on public land close to the existing Kara Tepe center. Obviously, the
facilities were poor and the site was congested, as it had to be organized very
quickly. Some NGOs and journalists called the site “Moria 2.0” because of the
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site’s lack of facilities in the autumn of 2020. Moreover, separating the migrants
with COVID-19 from the rest of asylum seekers was difficult (MacGregor 2020).

Third, the central authorities decided to close the small PIKPA site in Novem-
ber 2020 and the Kara Tepe center in April 2021 (OXFAM 2021). Some asylum
seekers were moved to the nearby provisionary site, and others were transferred
to mainland Greece. Later, a provisionary site was constructed as the Mav-
rovouni reception and identification center (see Section 3.3 below).

As of 2022, plans were made to construct a new, more guarded pre-departure
center much farther from Mytilene. It would be a closed, controlled island facil-
ity similar to the one in Samos. While preparations for its construction continue
in 2022, when and how it will be finished is unknown (Ekathimerini 2022).

3.3 Mavrovouni reception and identification center

Following the reorganization of the reception center system in Lesvos, includ-
ing the closure of former reception centers in 2020-2021, all asylum-seeking mi-
grants were concentrated into the newly formed reception and identification
center, Mavrovouni. Asylum seekers’ situation in Lesvos changed dramatically
after 2019, when more than 20,000 asylum-seeking migrants were on the island.
Later, in 2020, the number of arrivals substantially decreased and the number
of transfers substantially increased. In the summer of 2021, more than 5,000
asylum seekers were staying in Lesvos. That number declined to 1,300 people by
the summer of 2022 (Table 3.1).

The Mavrovouni reception center is located four kilometers from downtown
Mpytilene along the main road toward Loutra Termis. The site extends from close
to the former Kara Tepe center for 700 meters down to the main road and about
800 meters to the shoreline on the eastern part of the road. It provides access to
the sea and has a hill, but it is throughout fenced (Figure 3.4).

The Mavrovouni center, run by the Greek authorities and financially sup-
ported by the EU, started as an emergency site organized in a few days after
the Moria fire in September 2020. It was designed as a temporary site waiting
for the construction of the new site farther from the existing population and
infrastructure. However, an agreement could not be reached locally to pro-
ceed with construction. Gradually, the temporary site become more perma-
nent. The provisionary tents were replaced with containers and more solid,
supportive infrastructure. At the same time, many asylum seekers were trans-
ferred to the mainland. The site’s population became more appropriate for
service provision there. However, many NGOs reported a lack of services, even
in 2022, almost two years after the center was opened (Are You Syrious? 2022;
Ceselli 2022).

The entire Mavrovouni center is fenced. The controlled and regulated access
to the site is on the northwestern corner by the road. Very limited public in-
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Table 3.1. Arrivals of asylum-seeking migrants to Lesvos, transfers from Lesvos to mainland Greece
and the number of asylum-seeking migrants in Lesvos from mid-2021 to mid-2022.

Arriving Transfers Change Migrants in Lesvos
5-11.7.2021 week 27 1 132 -131 5071
12.7-18.7 week 28 0 131 -131 4993
19-25.7. week 29 3 105 -102 4848
26.7.-1.8. week 30 10 103 -93 4667
2-8.8. week 31 0 85 -85 4655
9-15.8. week 32 0 111 -111 4277
16-22.8. week 33 36 35 1 4290
23-29.8. week 34 30 96 -66 3932
30.8-5.9. week 35 0 76 -76 3564
6-12.9. week 36 0 64 -64 3496
13-19.9. week 37 0 102 -102 3432
20-25.9. week 38 26 95 -69 3400
27.9-3.10 week 39 29 77 -48 3391
4-10.10. week 40 0 47 -47 3348
11-17.10. week 41 15 35 -20 3348
18-24.10. week 42 34 57 -23 3340
25-31.10. week 43 29 261 -232 3127
1-7.11. week 44 37 277 -240 3009
8-14.11. week 45 65 296 -231 2669
15-21.11. week 46 0 159 -159 2399
22-28.11. week 47 34 74 -40 2345
29.11-5.12. week 48 72 43 29 2339
6-12.12. week 49 0 18 -18 2333
13-19.12. week 50 11 35 -24 2189
20-26.12. week 51 36 15 21 2019
27.12.-2.1.  week 52 68 34 34 2061
3-9.1.2022 week 1 23 4 19 2093
10-16.1. week 2 11 13 -2 2103
17-23.1. week 3 45 36 9 2098
24-30.1. week 4 6 25 -19 2069
31.1-6.2. week 5 0 85 -35 1904
7-13.2. week 6 13 23 -10 1900
14.-20.2. week 7 43 32 11 1929
21.-27.2. week 8 0 50 -50 1879
28.2.-6.3. week 9 0 21 -21 1869
7-13.3. week 10 42 6 36 1901
14.3-20.4.  week 11 0 85 -35 1839
21.3-27.3.  week 12 60 44 16 1860
28.3-03.4. week 13 6 49 -43 1737
4-10.4. week 14 6 67 -61 1566
11-17.4. week 15 9 75 -66 1379
18-24.54. week 16 11 27 -16 1306
25.4-01.5. week 17 48 13 35 1276
2-8.5. week 18 64 30 34 1221
9-15.5. week 19 54 26 28 1245
16-22.5. week 20 22 27 -5 1216
23-29.5. week 21 50 85 15 1238
30.5-5.6. week 22 0 28 -28 1187
6-12.6. week 23 17 16 1 1169
13-19.6. week 24 116 53 63 1224
20-26.6. week 25 135 12 123 1316
27.6-3.7. week 26 40 28 12 1342

Source: Data from Aegean Boat Report (2022).
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Figure 3.4. Mavrovouni reception and identification center in Lesvos, Greece. Source: Are You Syri-

ous? (2022).

formation is available about the center compared to the Moria and Kara Tepe
centers, partly because as of 2022, the center has existed for a shorter time, a
couple of years. Also, the international and national media have paid less at-
tention to the site. In 2020 and 2021, the COVID-19 restrictions and lockdowns
made getting information about the situation inside the center difficult.
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In July 2022, an unofficial overview of the site emerged. It was based on in-
formation from some of its residents and the NGOs operating there (see Are You
Syrious? 2022). The overview provides insights into asylum seekers’ everyday
lives in the center, or camp, as it was called. However, it is not possible to verify
the accuracy of all the overview’s details. In general, it gives a critical view of the
position of asylum seekers and related practices inside the site. These are sub-
jective viewpoints of some individuals from the site that can be compared to our
observations and the survey results (see Chapter 4.

The Mavrovouni center contains various types of accommodations and ser-
vices for asylum seekers (Figure 3.5). According to the overview (see Are You
Syrious? 2022), the area is divided into zones based on gender, family dynamics
and nationalities. All families and most single women lived in containers in 2022.
These so-called ISOboxes were also in use in the Moria and Kara Tepe centers.
The containers rarely have sinks or running water and do not always have ma-
chinery for heating, cooling and ventilation. Some single women and single men
remained in large white tents that are visible at a distance outside the center. The
site also has offices for the UNHCR, the EASOU, the Greek police and a couple
of NGOs. Basic medical health services, including those for mental health, are
provided. There is also a small shop for groceries inside and some kind of small
school or kindergarten.

Figure 3.5. Overview of the Mavrovouni reception center and its accommodation structures. Source:
Are You Syrious? (2022).
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In the Moria RIC, most people could leave the site freely, and many lived in the
surrounding area. Over time, asylum seekers’ opportunities to leave the Mav-
rovouni center have varied, also due to the COVID-19-related mobility restric-
tions. Access to the site is limited to asylum seekers and people working there. In
various parts inside and outside the center were located the police and security
forces in visible positions as well as special units by the entrance gate. In May
2022, a busload of riot police was located by the entrance gate. The latter was
common also at the Moria center’s entrance gate. The gate is the key entrance to
the reception center (Figure 3.6).

Figure 3.6. Overview of the Mavrovouni reception center entrance.

Usually from morning to evening, one can see from a few to tens of asylum seek-
ers walking or cycling alone or in small groups outside the center, along the
main road leading to and from Mytilene. The guards by the entrance gate regu-
late their departures and arrivals. As of May 2022, asylum seekers could leave the
site, but they could not go and come as they wished. Only those with necessary
personal identification could enter and leave. Without prior notice, they could
be prevented from leaving the site. Opportunities to enter and leave changed
over time. According to Are You Syrious? (2022), in the summer of 2022, mi-
grants could leave and return every day of the week, but such movement was
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more limited during the spring of 2022 (Caselli 2022). However, the departures
could take place in the morning, and returns had to happen by early evening.
The belongings of people entering and leaving were inspected.

According to our observations, most migrants needed to leave for asylum-re-
lated administrative meetings nearby. Some migrants visited closely located
NGOs to receive food and clothing. Some spent their time as assisting NGOs by
volunteering or for their own pursuits. Tazzioli (2022b) regards volunteering
also as labor exploitation of asylum seekers. In particular this refers to the situ-
ations in which they accomplish tasks that should be conducted by the asylum
authorities. We met asylum seekers who found meaningful tasks to do by volun-
teering in the premises of certain NGOs. Though they were not paid (in terms
of money), they could gain occasionally some material or social benefits, and
meaningful tasks to do to feel better and sometimes also to help their peer group
of migrants. We also met asylum seekers who helped the authorities by being
interpreters in asylum-related interviews and other tasks. Here the boundary is
blurred between being a volunteer or being exploited by the authorities.

‘Having time’ only for oneself is a mean to escape from being stuck in an
undetermined period of detention (see Turnbull 2016) that many felt inside the
reception center. They also strolled to purchase food from the nearby super-
market, Lidl. It had become an important site and practice for asylum seekers,
as it was located close to the former Kara Tepe center. Some migrants regularly
attended religious services or sport events held outside the center. Generally,
people moved by foot to near sites or used bicycles for more distant places or to
move more quickly. Many had push-cars to carry food or heavy items as well as
very small children. Compared to earlier years, the proportion of bicycle and
push-car users was substantially larger. This microscale mobility can also be a
sign of migrants’ agency and possibility to disrupt the top-down spatial control
of their everyday lives (see Papatzani et al. 2022). Such mobility took place earlier
also between reception centers in Lesvos but after 2021, all migrants are placed
in one reception center.

According to Are You Syrious? (2022) and Caselli (2022), electricity-supply
cuts sometimes occurred in the Mavrovouni center, as had occurred in the Mo-
ria RIC. These cuts made heating in the winter and cooling in the summer as
well as charging mobile phones difficult. Food was provided inside the center,
but those having several asylum rejections seemed to have fewer opportuni-
ties to obtain complimentary food inside the center. According to our observa-
tions, not all asylum seekers liked the food’s flavor, so some of them cooked it
for themselves and their families. A few sites were available for preparing food.
Making an open fire outside was limited for security reasons as it had been in the
former reception centers.
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4. Main results

The age, gender and nationality of people in the Mavrovouni reception center in
Lesvos on a specific date are not publicly available. Some information related to
itis available in Greek national authorities’ daily reports that are nowadays more
difficult to access than before. Even the overall number is usually published reg-
ularly only by NGOs. Therefore, one must deduce such information from mi-
gration numbers regarding all Aegean Sea islands as well as general information
about asylum seekers in Lesvos

In early May of 2022, when the fieldwork and survey were conducted, about 1,300
asylum seekers resided at the Mavrovouni reception center (Aegean Boat Report
2022). As it takes usually more than six months to process one’s asylum application,
(almost) all of those who had arrived in Lesvos in 2022 by early May 2022 were still
there, waiting for the decision on their application. Between 1 January and 9 May,
429 asylum seekers arrived at Lesvos, and on 9 May, there were 1,276 asylum-seeking
immigrants in the center, i.e., 847 more than those who had arrived in 2022.

Demographic data has been published on asylum seekers who arrived at all
the Aegean Sea islands from January to June 2022 (see UNHCR 2022d). Of all
3,020 arriving asylum-seeking immigrants, almost a third (31%) were minors
(0-17 years old; 11% were 0-11 years old, and 20% were 12-17 years old), a half (51%)
were young adults (18-29 years old; 35% were 18-24 years old, and 16% were 25-29
years old), almost one out of five (18%) were middle-aged (30-49 years old; 14%
were 30-39 years old, and 4% were 40-49 years old) and very few (1%) were 50 or
older (0.8% were 50-59 years old, 0.3% were at least 60 years old). Of adult asy-
lum seekers, 26% were women and 74% were men.

The Aegean Sea islands have distinct profiles regarding the ethnicity of ar-
riving asylum seekers; that is, all islands differ from each other. Overall, 29% of
asylum seekers to the Aegean Sea islands arrived in Lesvos from January to June
2022. The share of Afghans in Lesvos was 62% of all arrived asylum seekers on
the Aegean Sea islands. Similarly, Lesvos’ share of Somalis was 62%. Of Sierra Le-
onese it was 28%, Palestinians 1%, Syrians 1% and 22% of those from other nations
(UNHCR 20224d).

In addition, there was considerable variation in the age of arriving asylum
seekers to the Aegean Sea island: 31% were minors, 16% were adult women and
53% were adult men. Of Afghan asylum seekers, 42% were minors, 23% were
adult women and 36% were adult men; of Somali asylum seekers, 60% were mi-
nors, 21% were adult women and 19% were adult men; of Sierra Leonese asylum
seekers, 9% were minors, 13% were adult women and 58% were adult men; of
Syrian asylum seekers, 23% were minors, 11% were adult women and 66% were
adult men; of Palestinian asylum seekers, 14% were minors, 8% were adult wom-
en and 79% were adult men; and of other nationalities, 27% were minors, 14%
were adult women and 59% were adult men (UNHCR 2022d).
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With the information and sources above (see Aegean Boat Report 2022; UN-
HCR 2022d), we can estimate the backgrounds of asylum seekers who had ar-
rived to Lesvos by early May 2022. Between 1 January and 9 May 2022, 429 asy-
lum-seeking immigrants arrived in Lesvos. Of them, about 155-165 (37%) were
Afghan, 125-135 (30%) were Somali, 30-40 (8%) were Sierra Leonese, a few were
from Syria (4-6, 1%) and Palestine (4-6, 1%) and a larger share (24%, 100-110) came
from other nations, such as sub-Saharan Africa. Of all arriving asylum seekers,
almost one out of four (23%, 95-105) were 0-15 years old. Of those arriving who
were least 16 years old (280-290), 73% (200-205) were 16-29 years old, 19% (50-60)
were 30-39 years old, 7% (18-22) were 40-49 years old and a few (3-4; 1%) were at
least 50 years old. Of those at least 16 years old who arrived in Lesvos, about 65%
were men and about 35% were women.

Of the asylum seekers who were present in May 2022 in Lesvos and had ar-
rived before 2022, the proportion who were Afghan was substantially larger
than of those who arrived recently. Also, the proportion of women and children
in the center was smaller than that of new arrivals, including Somali and Afghan
women and children. The number of the latter is influenced by transfers of asy-
lum seekers from Lesvos to mainland Greece. Proportionally more of women
and children were transferred than of men.

4.1 Respondents’ background

In total, 205 asylum-related migrants responded to the May 2022 survey in
Lesvos. In the survey, not all people mentioned their ages. Of those who re-
sponded, three out of four (74%) were 16-29 years old, less than a fourth (23%)
were 30-49 years old and only a few (3%) were at least 50 years old. Of respond-
ents, almost five out of six (83%) were men, and slightly more than one out of six
(17%) were women. The gender division varied among age groups (Table 4.1). As
discussed above, the presumed age and gender division of the at least 16 years
old asylum seekers in the Mavrovouni reception center is rather close to our
sample of respondents who answered to the survey.

Table 4.1. Demographic backgrounds of respondents (%).

Man Woman All Within gender
% n % n % n Man% Woman %
16-29 years 75 118 71 27 71 27 81 19
30-39 years 15 24 18 7 18 7 77 23
40-49 years 8 13 3 1 8 1 93 7
50-years 2 3 8 3 8 3 50 50
Total 100 163 100 38 196 100

According to the UNHCR (2022d), of asylum seekers who arrived at Lesvos from
January to June 2022, approximately 37% were Afghans, 30% Somalis, 8% from

39



Sierra Leone, 1% from Palestine, 1% from Syria and 24% from other nations. Of
the survey respondents who mentioned their countries of origin, 40% were Af-
ghan (from Afghanistan and Iran), 15% were Somali, 4% were Syrian, 4% were
Congolese (Brazzaville 1%, DCR 3%), 3% were Sierra Leonean, 3% were Cameroo-
nian, 3% were Iranian, 3% were Sudanese and 24% were other nationalities. In
total, the respondents came from 22 countries, including the above-mentioned
and, for example, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Mali and Nigeria.

Regarding the asylum-seeking-migrant population in Lesvos, it first seems
the sample here has slightly too few Somalis and Sierra Leoneans whereas the
proportion of Afghans, Syrians, Palestinians and many other smaller national-
ities seems rather close to the real situation. Proportionally, more Somalis and
Sierra Leoneans were probably among the recent arrivals to Lesvos than in ear-
lier years, so their overall share in Lesvos is lower.

Some Afghans arrived from Iran and Pakistan. In our sample, it was evident
that at least 4-5% of Afghans arrived from Iran, but there could be substantially
more. Determining their country of origin is rather difficult. They might have
been born in Afghanistan but migrated to Iran when they were so young that
they could not remember anything about their country of birth. It is also com-
mon, especially for undocumented Afghan asylum seekers, to circulate back and
forth between Afghanistan and Iran for seasonal employment (see Jauhiainen et
al. 2020). Broader ‘Afghan space’ extends beyond Afghanistan, and most Afghans
from Afghanistan aiming to reach Lesvos need to travel through Iran to reach
Turkey. They may join other Afghans from Iran along their irregular journeys to
Lesvos. Physical mobility and immobility in Iran are part of these journeys.

Table 4.2. Demographic and education backgrounds of respondents (%).

Age (years) % University education %
16-29 30-39 40-49 50- n Yes No n

Afghan man 72 18 8 8 67 19 81 69
Afghan woman 77 12 0 12 17 13 87 15
Afghan all 73 17 6 5 84 18 82 84
Somali man 96 4 0 0 26 8 92 26
Somali woman 70 30 0 0 10 13 87 8
Somali all 89 13 0 0 32 9 91 34
Other man 69 17 12 2 65 22 79 65
Other woman 64 18 9 9 11 42 58 12
Other all 68 17 12 & 76 24 76 77
Total 74 16 7 4 197 19 81 196

Of the respondents, slightly more than a third (35%) were in Lesvos with a fam-
ily member, more than a half (56%) were not and we could not determine the
family situation for a few (9%) (Table 4.3). We found a large gender-based differ-
ence: more than half (54%) of female respondents were with at least one family
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member, but less than a third (30%) of the male respondents said the same. Of
Somalis, few (25%) were in Lesvos with a family member, and these asylum seek-
ers usually had low education levels. Somalis with high education levels were in
Lesvos without a family member.

Table 4.3. Respondents having family in Lesvos (%).

Agree Don't know Disagree n
Man 30 9 61 150
Woman 54 8 39 39
16-29 years old 32 8 60 139
30-39 years old 38 14 48 29
40-49 years old 55 0 46 11
50-years old 80 20 0 5
University education 29 7 65 31
No university education 37 9 54 150
Afghan 45 8 48 78
Somali 25 11 64 36
Other 30 8 62 76
-4 months in Lesvos 18 8 75 40
5-14 months in Lesvos 42 12 47 43
15-36 month in Lesvos 44 7 49 70
37-months in Lesvos 25 0 75 4
Total 35 9 56 190

Respondents’ activities varied in their country of origin (Table 4.4). In gener-
al, one out of three (33%) was employed there. The proportion of employed re-
spondents was particularly high (71%) among 40-49-year-olds. Many more men
(39% of male respondents) than women (8% of female respondents) were em-
ployed in their countries of origin. Gender-based differences existed among
ethnic groups. Nearly a half (44%) of Afghan men were employed whereas one
out of eight (12%) of Afghan women was employed in their country of origin.
Among Somalis, the difference in employment rate was also large between men
(32%) and women (10%).

In the countries of origin, one out of five (20%) respondents had been a job
seeker. Their proportion was highest among those at least 50 years old, of whom
almost a third (29%) mentioned having sought a job when they left their countries
of origin. Very few women (8%) had been job seekers. Of those 40-49 years old
(14%) and Somalis (14%), only a few had been job seekers in their country of origin.
Many of the former had already a job there, and many Somalis stayed at home.

Nearly two out of five (39%) respondents mentioned having been a student
when they left their countries of origin. This category includes pupils in school,
as many of the youngest (16-18 years old) respondents mentioned having been
students. Almost half (47%) of the respondents under 30 years of age said they
had been students in their countries of origin as did almost half of the female
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respondents (48%). None of the respondents who were at least 40 years old were
students. Of Somali respondents, fewer (28%) had been students than Afghan
respondents (47%) or respondents from other nations (34%).

Staying at home was the response from almost one out of six (15%) respond-
ents. We found a substantial gender division: women (38%) were several times
more likely to have stayed at home than men (9%). Very few (9%) of the respond-
ents with university education (incomplete or completed) stayed at home.

One out of five (19%) respondents had at least attended university. Of them, more
than half (54%) mentioned having been students, one out of three (31%) had been
employed, one out of eleven (9%) had stayed at home, one out of six (17%) had been
seeking a job and almost a third (31%) had been active in something else in their
countries of origin. In general, a larger proportion of women had attended uni-
versity than of men. Of respondents under 30 years of age, one out of seven (14%)
men and one out of five (19%) women had attended university. Of 40-49-year-old
respondents, the proportion of those who had attended university was very small
(2%), and none of those at least 50 years old had attended. However, we found gen-
der-based differences in university attendance in the major ethnic groups: among
Afghans, a larger proportion of men (19%) than of women (13%) had attended uni-
versity, but the situation was different among Somalis (men 8%, women 13%).

Table 4.4. Respondents' activity in the country of origin (%).

Student Jobseeker Home Employed Other n
Man 37 23 9 39 19 158
Woman 48 8 38 8 13 40
16-29 years old 47 19 11 29 11 142
30-39 years old 17 24 24 35 21 29
40-49 years old 0 14 21 71 57 14
50-years old 0 29 29 43 43 7
University education 54 17 9 31 31 35
No university education 35 20 16 34 15 156
Afghan 47 17 12 38 17 87
Somali 28 14 28 28 11 36
Other 34 26 12 30 22 76
-4 months in Lesvos 43 10 18 25 10 40
5-14 months in Lesvos 32 20 20 32 7 41
15-36 months in Lesvos 38 24 13 40 17 72
37-months in Lesvos 33 33 17 33 50 6
Total 39 20 15 33 18 199

4.2 Respondents’ journey to Lesvos

In many cases, respondents left their country of origin or of permanent resi-
dence for several reasons. Pushing reasons and life-threatening situations made
departure necessary. Some also left for reasons of convenience, indicating some
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pulling factors in the potential destinations. Furthermore, depending on the
moment, various reasons could be more or less important. Often the reasons
mixed. Forced and voluntary migration should be understood as a continuum
of experience (Erdal & Oeppen 2018). Of Somali respondents, almost a fifth (19%)
mentioned multiple reasons.

More than three out of four (77%) respondents mentioned having left their
countries of origin due to war or serious political or human rights reasons. More
specifically, they stated, “Because of the Taliban, my life was in danger in Af-
ghanistan,” “Seeking safety (escape from death and prison),” “I was threatened
of death,” “Because of the war and insecurity” and “It was difficult to stay in Iraq;
our life was under threat.” The asylum seekers criticized politics, religion and
human rights policies back home: “Because of the wars, Killing the people, rac-
ism, missing of safety and human rights as well as the health care and services,”
“I am wanted from the government of Sudan,” “Because of the war and social
and cultural issues,” “Due to the wars, the dictators and the missing of freedom
and safety in addition to the conflicts, tribalism, and racism” and “Because of
Boko Haram group and its attack in the country.”

Some time ago, Monsutti (2007) presented the idea that young Afghan adults
consider leaving home for a foreign country as a passage to independent adult-
hood. These young asylum seekers might leave situations in which they had little
freedom. Furthermore, minors might have been sent to the EU to pave a way for
the rest of family through family repatriation. They need to travel via Turkey, but
very few Afghans in Iran intend to remain in Turkey (Jauhiainen & Eyvazlu 2020).
Leaving Afghanistan or Iran for the EU is not a voluntary decision for all Afghans,
including the young adults. In fact, four out of five (80%) Afghans from Afghan-
istan mentioned war as their reason for leaving; a slightly smaller proportion of
Afghans from Iran (67%) mentioned it — referring to the situation in Afghanistan.
According to Crawley and Jones (2021), among Afghan migrants from Iran were,
in general, those who feared being forced to return to the on-going conflicts in
Afghanistan and also those who felt socio-economic inequalities in Iran. Over-
all, war and insecurity were the main reasons the majority all ethnic subgroups
gave for leaving their country of origin (Afghans, 80%; Somalis, 63%; others,
54%). Almost one out of three (30%) other-than-Afghan and Somali respondents
mentioned political and/or human rights reasons for the journey.

Economic situations in the asylum seekers’ countries of origin were the rea-
son some respondents gave for emigrating, and employment was the main rea-
son for one out of ten Afghans (10%) and fewer Somalis (4%) and respondents
from other nations (5%). The respondents stated it was impossible to live in their
countries of origin for multiple reasons: “Because I did not have a permanent
job,” “Because of economic condition, unemployment,” “Poverty,” “There was
no schools and no jobs” and “Instability in my job.” Of the respondents, a small
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group (7%) clearly indicated financial problems as their main motivation to leave
their countries of origin. Of those, one out of ten (10%) were male young adults
(Iess than 30 years old) and two out of three (67%) were Afghans. During their
journeys to Lesvos, half of them (50%) worked. Two out of five (42%) wanted to be
in Europe after three years, and one out of three (33%) were unsure — however,
the sample was too small for more detailed analysis.

The respondents rarely mentioned education as their reason for emigrating
(7% of Somalis, 4% of Afghans and none from other nations). All of them were
young adult men less than 30 years old. All mentioned European countries as their
desired places to live in three years and hoped to work or study there. Military
conflicts had destroyed education facilities or an overall lack of such facilities pre-
vailed in their countries of origin. This motivated them to look for better places to

”

live in the EU, seeking, for example, a “peaceful life,” “making better life,” “finish-
ing my studies” or “studying and being a useful person in the society” in Europe.

Few respondents (6%) left their countries of origin due to family-related rea-
sons: 9% of Afghans, 7% of Somalis and 3% of other nations. This could mean to
travel together with the family, to aim to join the family in the EU, or fleeing
family-related matters in the country of origin. Almost all were men (91%), and
they were from various age groups. Few (9%) had attended university in their
countries of origin, of whom almost two out of three (60%) were employed, and
one out of three (30%) had still been in school or studying at a university. More
than two out of three (71%) wanted to be in Europe in three years to work there.
In Lesvos, one out of three (27%) of them studied something. Four out of five
(82%) viewed their future positively.

Reaching Lesvos is difficult for most asylum-related migrants. They have to
travel to Turkey and then to the western coast. Some may enter Turkey easily, for
example by air, even without a visa. Other may have to cross the Turkish border
irregularly, for example through the mountains, making this journey difficult
and sometimes dangerous, especially for Afghans who come from Iran (see Dim-
itriadi 2018; Kuschminder 2018; Jauhiainen et al. 2020; Section 3.1). Besides hav-
ing risks on being caught and detained by the authorities, during their journeys
these migrants are also often exploited at work and sexual violence is acted upon
male and female migrants (Belanteri et al. 2020).

Finally, these migrants must cross the Turkey-Greece border irregularly. The
final journey is often completed when it is dark or when visibility is low. This
sea passage to Lesvos takes at least a few hours. Making this trip successfully on
the first attempt has become rather rare. Many people we met mentioned that
they had to try many times. Those who were able to cross the sea usually paid
smugglers considerable amounts of money (see Yildiz 2021). They have to wait
at the Turkish coast for the moment of departure, then cross the sea, and many
of them fear the border guards pushing them back and/or intercepting them.
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However, we noted differences among the migrants. In addition, comparing
2019 with 2022, the final passage from Turkey to Greece had become more chal-
lenging to migrants due to mobility restrictions and pushbacks as it was told to
us. Half (50%) of the respondents mentioned that someone tried to stop them at
the border, but the rest crossed with fewer interventions.

As mentioned, Greece considers Turkey a safe entry country for those who
are among the most numerous asylum seekers, including Afghans and Soma-
lis (Joint Ministerial Decision 2021; see Section 3.1). However, Turkey does not
provide them international protection and refugee status. Because of the geo-
graphical limitations of the 1951 Geneva Convention, only Europeans can obtain
international protection in Turkey (Kuschminder 2018).

The length of respondents’ journeys to Lesvos varied (Table 4.5). Very few of
the respondents (7%) spent less than one month traveling to Lesvos. More than a
half (58%) spent up to six months, one out of three (34%) spent 7-24 months and
one out of four (24%) spent more than two years.

Comparing the respondents by ethnic background, Somalis were usually
rather fast to arrive: almost one fifth (18%) spent less than one month traveling
to Lesvos, nearly three quarters (73%) up to half a year and none more than two
years. Most of them used chartered planes or regular airlines to reach Turkey
directly and then took a boat to Lesvos. Their differences in journey length are
clear from other sub-Saharan respondents, of whom clearly fewer (7%) spent
less than one month, slightly over half (53%) spent up to half a year and a few
(4%) spent more than two years in their journeys to Lesvos. These respondents
from sub-Saharan Africa came from several countries.

Afghans were a divided group. More than a third of them (35%) had arrived
in Lesvos within six months but none within one month. Traveling by land from
Afghanistan to western Turkey may take a long time, especially if one needs to
travel hidden. The distance from the Afghanistan border to Lesvos is several
thousand kilometers; one needs to cross international borders, and many need
to use irregular migration modes. Furthermore, many need to remain in Iran
from a day to months or even longer before crossing the border to Turkey (see
Jauhiainen et al. 2020). However, over a third (39%) spent more than two years
on the journey. The COVID-19 pandemic created additional challenges and re-
strictions to travel across Iran and Turkey.

All asylum-seeking immigrants come to Lesvos from Turkey, and so did every
respondent. Very few (14%) mentioned specifically how long they stayed in Tur-
key. Of those who responded to this question, four out of five (79%) spent less
than half a year in Turkey, one out of seven (14%) spent less than one year there
and few (7%) spent at least two years in Turkey. Only a few Afghans specified
their length of stay in Iran, but of those who did, very few (6%; fewer than in
2019, see Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 53-54) mentioned having spent at least
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two years there. As in 2019, of those who had arrived in Lesvos more recently,
some respondents from Africa had spent years in African countries outside their
countries of origin on their way to Lesvos. We also met respondents who had
obtained a residence permit in an EU member state, such as Germany and Fin-
land, but then lost their permit. They intended to return there in their second
or third attempt to reach the EU. This pattern indicates the practice of circular
asylum-related migration, in which one circle can take years.

Table 4.5. Length of respondents’ journey to Lesvos (in months, %).

-1 2-6 7-12 13-24 25- n
Man 6 44 23 6 20 95
Woman 5 45 15 10 25 20
16-29 years old 7 42 23 6 22 82
30-39 years old 0 79 11 0 11 19
40-49 years old 13 13 38 13 25 8
50-years old 0 25 50 25 0 4
University education 0 45 25 10 20 20
No university education 7 44 22 5 21 95
Afghan 0 35 22 4 39 49
Somali 18 55 23 5 0 22
Other 7 51 22 9 11 45
-4 months in Lesvos 6 44 38 3 9 32
5-14 months in Lesvos 14 48 14 10 14 29
15-36 months in Lesvos 2 42 15 8 33 52
37-months in Lesvos 0 33 67 0 0 3
Total 6 44 22 7 21 116

Asylum-seeking immigrants’ journeys entail various passages. Sometimes they
need to wait and therefore have lot of free time during their journeys. Being
stuck and needing to work is common, as many spend all their money if the
journey becomes long. They might need to gather money to pay for smugglers.
Crossing borders irregularly is always a risk. The immigrant might be stopped,
especially if they do not have legal entry to the country in question or if they
cannot bribe the authorities at the border. Inspections and short detainments,
including of those failing to cross from Turkey to Greece, are common.

An increasing proportion of asylum-seeking immigrants are digitally con-
nected at various stages of their journeys (Leung 2018; Merisalo & Jauhiainen
2020). Because they cannot meet with their friends and families, many use social
media to communicate with them. Over three quarters (76%) of the respondents
used the Internet during their journeys to Lesvos, at least at some stages (Table
4.6). A large proportion of Internet users during their journeys to Lesvos were
Afghans (only 13% did not use it) and those with university education (only 19%
did not use it). Fewer Somalis used the Internet along their journeys and did so
less frequently than, for example, Afghans. A larger proportion of Somalis had
not used the Internet in Somalia (see Section 4.5).
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The largest proportion of daily Internet users during the journey were the
respondents with university education (29%) and Afghans (26%). The same pro-
portion (24%) of male and female respondents used the Internet at least some-
times during their journey, but daily use was much more common among men
than women (27% vs. 8%). Internet use along the asylum-related journey was
more common among asylum seekers with higher education levels (Merisalo &
Jauhiainen 2020; Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2021). Only a few respondents were over
the age of 50, but most of them used the Internet, especially after leaving their
home country, although not as frequently as many of the younger respondents.

Nearly two thirds (63%) of respondents mentioned making friends during
their journeys to Lesvos (Table 4.6). This proportion was consistent among re-
spondents from various backgrounds, except among the oldest respondents,
those who had come to Lesvos along time ago and Somalis. Relatively large num-
bers of Afghans traveled to Europe, and they spent more time in their journeys.
Many more Afghans made friends during the journey (76%) than other respond-
ents. Many traveled with a peer group from the same country. If they were not
in close contact already at the beginning of their journey, many became friends
with them during the journey.

Table 4.6. Respondents’ journey to Lesvos (%).

Made friends Employed Internet use Stop at border
Agr Dk Dis n Yes No n Da We Le No n Yes No n

Man 63 16 21 152 51 49 152 27 30 19 24 158 50 50 145
Woman 63 13 24 38 41 69 36 8 32 35 24 37 53 47 36
16-29 years old 63 15 22 138 44 56 138 19 31 24 26 141 51 49 133
30-39 years old 69 7 24 29 50 50 30 29 36 13 23 31 52 48 27
40-49 years old 69 15 15 13 82 18 11 62 15 8 15 13 55 46 11
50-years old 40 40 20 5 40 60 5 20 20 40 20 5 20 80 5
University education 69 20 11 35 56 44 34 28 28 25 19 36 66 34 32
No university education 61 15 24 147 48 52 147 22 31 22 25 154 49 51 142
Afghan 76 30 24 78 54 46 81 26 32 29 13 84 46 54 72
Somali 49 11 40 35 37 63 35 9 37 17 37 35 43 57 35
Other 56 22 22 78 45 55 73 26 26 18 30 77 59 41 75
-4 months in Lesvos 56 13 31 39 39 62 39 12 32 20 37 41 54 46 39

5-14 monthsinLesvos 60 21 19 42 44 56 41 15 34 27 24 41 43 57 42
15-36 monthsinLesvos 75 10 15 69 54 46 69 34 29 23 14 73 59 41 71
37-months in Lesvos 40 0 60 5 80 20 5 20 40 40 O 5 60 40 5
Total 63 16 22 191 48 52 189 23 31 22 24 196 51 50 182
Agr=agree; Dk= don't know; Dis=disagree; Da=daily; We=weekly; Le=less often; n=number

Employment opportunities and needs along the asylum-related journey varied
between respondents (Table 4.6). Nearly half (48%) of the respondents were em-
ployed at least briefly during their journey before arriving in Lesvos. A larger
proportion of men (51%) than of women (41%) were employed. However, as only
8% of women had been employed at the country of origin, far more of them
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engaged with employment during the journey. A particularly large proportion
(82%) of employed migrants were among 40-49 years old. Of them many had
been employed also before the journey. Alarger proportion of those with at least
some university education (56%) than of those without a university education
(48%) were employed. Fewer Somalis (37%) were employed along the journey
than respondents from other countries. However, many of them reached Lesvos
more quickly than people from other nations, and in general, fewer of Somalis
had been employed before their departure.

Two particular groups were frequently employed during the journey to
Lesvos. A large group was young adult men (19-29-years old), who comprised
49% of employed asylum-related migrants although they comprised only a fifth
(21%) of all respondents. Most of them had been employed or students in their
countries of origin. During their journeys, they held various occupations, main-
ly in industry, construction and crafts but also, for example, in agriculture. All
these are jobs in which one can work for shorter periods and also without spe-
cialized skills. A larger proportion knew at least some English (84%) and used
the Internet in Lesvos (98%). Remarkably few (19%) of them were with a family
member in Lesvos. Being alone during the journey makes easier to work irreg-
ularly. In Lesvos, they usually spent time in a variety of activities, such as recre-
ational ones, using the Internet, studying and working or volunteering. When
asked what they would like to do in three years, the group was divided between
working (46%) and studying (41%), mostly in Europe.

Among employed women during the journey was a small (6% of all respond-
ents) but distinct group. In their countries of origin, they had been employed or
students, and fewer had stayed at home. Their life goals included working, obtain-
ing an education, building a family and securing safety. Many also mentioned gen-
eral, ambitious goals, such as “being successful.” Most would not like to return to
their former country, but many said that they might plan to. Over four out of five
(82%) indicated they would like to work in Europe. In Lesvos, their most common
ways to pass the time included various activities, such as working and volunteer-
ing. This group of women appeared to independently gather necessary finance
and material resources to proceed in their everyday lives.

The journey to Lesvos took time, and not all time was about traveling, work-
ing or waiting to move on. However, three out of five (60%) respondents did not
learn anything useful during their journeys or did not mention doing so in the
survey. However, 40% of respondents mentioned learning something and 30%
also specified what.

Most men who mentioned having learned something during their journey
(46% of respondents to this question) specified what skills they had learned. They
mentioned work-related skills (58%) more often than women did (44%). However,
work was often necessary for women in their journeys to take care of themselves fi-
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nancially. The older the respondents, the larger the proportion of them who men-
tioned work-related skills as useful things learned during the journey. Similarly, of
those who spent more than one year in their journeys, a larger proportion (26% of
all; 73% of whom mentioned at least one skill) mentioned work-related skills than
of those who had spent less than one year in their journey (15% of all; 45% of whom
mentioned at least one skill). Work is thus a skill one learns if the journey becomes
longer. For Somalis, the most common useful thing learned during the journey
was a language (86% of those who specified a skill). Many Somalis learned Eng-
lish before reaching Lesvos, and a large proportion traveled reasonably quickly to
Lesvos. In general, Somalis were not often engaged with work during their (often
relatively brief) journeys and they had not been employed in Somalia.

Among all asylum seekers, the second-most common skill obtained was lan-
guage. Only a few people (5% of all respondents and 18% of those who learned
a useful skill and specified it) mentioned it, but the exact figure varied a great
deal among respondents. A larger proportion of Somalis (43%) than of people
from other ethnic backgrounds mentioned learning English as a useful skill (for
example, none of the Afghans mentioned it). Respondents did not frequently
mention free-time skills, but some (11%) young adults (16-29 years old) did so.

Table 4.7. Respondents’ learning of useful things during the journey to Lesvos (%).

Yes n Most Second most Third most n
(%) common common common
Man 46 151 Work 58 Language 16 Practical 14 50
Woman 32 41 Work44 Language 33 Practical 22, 9
Recreational 22,
Helping 22
16-29 years old 43 139 Work 49 Language 19 Practical 17 47
30-39 years old 30 30 Work50, - - 4
Language 50
40-49 years old 73 11 Work 100 Helping 20 = 5
50-years old 33 Work 100 Practical 50, - 2
Recreational 50
University education 49 37 Work57 Practical 21 Language 14 14
No university education 43 147 Work 57 Language 20 Practical 13 46
Afghan 52 84 Work70 Recreational 15 Practical 13 32
Somali 26 35 Language86 Mental 29 - 7
Other 41 74 Work 55 Practical 24, Mental 14 21
Language 24
-4 months in Lesvos 48 40 Work25 Practical 20, Studying 13 15
Language 20,
Mental 20
5-14 months in Lesvos 32 41 Work42 Language 33 Mental 17, 12
Recreational 17,
Helping 17
15-36 monthsinLesvos 53 72 Work75 Practical 24 Language 16 25
37- months in Lesvos 100 6 Work75 Survival 25, Helping 25 - 4
Total 43 193 Work 57 Language 18 Practical 15 60
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4.3 Respondents’ current living place

Asylum-related migrants need and are being forced to become immobile along
their journeys. These sites of constrained mobility, such as the reception center
in Lesvos, become their current living places with many meanings. As Crawley
and Jones (2021) indicated, migrants live, love and work in the places where they
reside. The length of stay has an impact to get to know about the place and to
form social relationships there.

Somalis had been on Lesvos for less time than those from many other na-
tions. Of them, almost all (93%) arrived during the COVID-19 pandemic. How-
ever, the majority (54%) of Afghans had been in Lesvos for more than two years,
i.e., arrived in 2019 or earlier, that is, before the pandemic. This figure reflects
the recent increase in the arrivals of Somalis as well as difficulties Afghan men
faced in being transferred to the Greek mainland. The proportions of long-stay-
ing men (34%) and women (31%) were rather similar. More male respondents
than female respondents had arrived at Lesvos recently. Among the recent ar-
rivals were many younger respondents, i.e., those under 30 years old. Being a
young male adult is the most common characteristic among asylum-seeking im-
migrants arriving at Lesvos (UNHCR 2022d).

One out of four (25%) respondents who told how long they had been in Lesvos
had been there less than five months. Afghans and Somalis were the largest
groups among the recently arrived people. They also form the largest groups in
the UNHCR (2022d) statistics about the recent arrivals. Many respondents also
from other nations, including Sierra Leone and Sudan, had arrived only recent-
ly. Two out of every five (40%) of the respondents had lived in Moria or other
Lesvos reception centers before being moved to the current Mavrovouni center.
These experiences from earlier reception centers had an impact on them and
how they thought about Lesvos, Greece and their possible destinations.

Table 4.8. Length of respondents’ stay in Lesvos (in months, %).

0-4 5-14 15-28 2019
(2022) (3-12/2021) (1/2020-2/2021) or earlier n
Man 27 22 18 34 131
Woman 19 44 6 31 32
16-29 years old 30 31 12 27 121
30-39 years old 15 19 27 39 26
40-49 years old 0 0 20 80 10
50-years old 25 0 25 50 4
University education 25 29 4 43 28
No university education 25 24 19 31 131
Afghan 13 17 17 54 71
Somali 25 68 7 0 28
Other 39 19 19 25 65
Total 25 26 16 33 164
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The Greek government controls refugees’ movements in Lesvos. As mentioned
in Section 3.3, asylum seekers cannot leave the reception center as and when
theywish, and on some days, the gate remains entirely closed. Three out of every
five (60%) respondents felt their movements in Lesvos were restricted. The pro-
portion of those feeling so increased from 2019, when it was 42% (Jauhiainen &
Vorobeva 2020, 59). More than two out of five (44%) asylum seekers mentioned
that even if they wanted to leave the reception center, they could not do so. Dur-
ing the peak of the COVID-19 pandemic, their movements in and out of the re-
ception center were substantially restricted (see Iliadou 2020; Tsavradoglou &
Kaika 2022). Even in the spring of 2022, the asylum seekers could not leave and
enter the site as they wished. Physical immobility or limited mobility was part of
their everyday lives in Lesvos.

A larger proportion of women than of men (37% vs. 28%) and of those who
had been on Lesvos longer (15% of those who had been there under 5 months,
growing to 50% of those who had been more than 3 years) felt restricted from
leaving or unable to leave the reception center. Only 13% of those who felt very
restricted had been on the island less than four months whereas 25% of all re-
spondents felt so. Those who had been on the island longer often felt more of-
ten restricted: 35% of those who had been in Lesvos for over 15 months felt very
restricted, compared to 21% of those who had been there for less time. In other
words, those who have been longer time on Lesvos have felt more frequently the
restrictions regarding moving out from the reception center.

In 2022, two out of every five respondents (40%) believed they could freely
choose where to go after leaving Lesvos. The largest proportion of those who
believed they enjoyed such free movement were young adults (20-29 years
old), of whom 51% agreed. Of other age groups, 8-33% agreed they had op-
portunities for free movement. A large proportion of those who had been in
Lesvos only for a short time also agreed (of those who had stayed less than four
months, 54% agreed; of others, 25-46% agreed) as well as people other than
Afghans and Somalis, especially those from African countries, including Chad,
Sudan and Sierra Leone. Men agreed slightly more often than women (41% vs.
35%).

However, leaving Lesvos is not easy and some respondents might have had
illusions about fast and straight-forward asylum process. As discussed in Sec-
tion 2.1, asylum seekers bodies are controlled and managed in the biogeopo-
litical frames in which waiting time becomes indeterminate (Jauhiainen 2020).
Iliadou (2019, 16-17) has critically remarked how time and waiting in the recep-
tion center(s) in Lesvos become systematic forms of state violence purposefully
harming asylum-related migrants. If and when asylum seekers once leave the
island, then almost six out of seven (85% agreed, 12% did not know, 3% disagreed)
would like to work in Europe; this share has been very much the same in earli-
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er surveys conducted among asylum seekers in Lesvos in 2016 (Jauhiainen 2017)
and 2019 (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 59).

As regards the very basic amenities in the reception center, of all respond-
ents, slightly more than three out of four (77%) agreed to have enough toilets and
showers for their use (Table 4.9). This is a substantial improvement to the situa-
tion earlier when the site was congested in 2021 and when the earlier reception
centers of Moria and Kara Tepe existed. In 2019, only one out of six (17%) of those
living in the Moria centre, and even fewer (14%) of those living in the tent areas,
mentioned to have enough toilets and showers, and that share was 38% in Kara
Tepe (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 60-61). Most critical toward the amenities in
the Mavrovouni center were those who had been in Lesvos for more than three
years - thus possibly remembering the harsh conditions in the past.

Practicing religion became an issue for those respondents, who could not at-
tend the services as regularly as they had visited religious services before. From
respondents, more than two out of three (70%) agreed they can practice religion
as they wished (Table 4.9). One out of five (21%) of women, respondents with
university education and Afghans disagreed on this. Overall, slightly more than
half (59%) of Afghans agreed to being able to practice religion as they wished.
There is a site inside the reception center for religious purposes. According to
asylum seekers, there was an Afghan asylum seeker, who performed the Muslim
services. Overall, challenges in practicing religion were not significant for the
majority of asylum-related migrants in Lesvos in neither 2016 nor 2019 (Jauhi-
ainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 60-61).

Hardly any asylum-related migrants around the world have enough money
and financial resources to get well along their everyday lives. According to the
EU asylum regulations, asylum seekers receive a small monthly allowance. Nev-
ertheless, as in surveys conducted in 2016 and 2019, also in 2022 many respond-
ents mentioned they started to receive the financial support only after being in
Lesvos for several months (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 60-61). Furthermore,
those who had been rejected for several times claimed to have dropped out of
financial assistance. The accommodation for asylum seekers in the reception
center is complimentary, as well as the daily ration of food and water, as long
as one manages to get a ration. However, one needs money to buy additional
food, to use the mobile phone and the Internet and to purchase personal items
or more clothing. In general, four out of five (79%) respondents mentioned they
needed necessarily more money to improve their current situation (Table 4.9).

Asylum-related migrants need Internet access along their journeys. The use
of the Internet has become increasingly common among them in the past ten
years (see Gillespie et al. 2016; Dekker et al. 2018; Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2020;
Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2021). For this, most convenient is to have a smart phone,
that is, a mobile phone with Internet access. The migrants use them for various
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purposes. These include to maintain the contacts with family and friends and
to follow the situations in the country of origin. The migrants rely on the mo-
bile Internet to acquire information on where to travel and how to reach the
destination (see Section 4.5). Of all respondents, slightly less than two out of
three (64%) mentioned having a mobile phone with Internet access (Table 4.9).
Some respondents told that they had a mobile phone, but not Internet access on
Lesvos. The situation has remained almost the same in the past because in 2016
the number was 61% and in 2019 63% (Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva
2020, 61).

In general, young people and young adults had been more frequent Internet
and social media users in their countries of origin than older asylum-seeking
immigrants. The smallest proportion (50%) of such mobile phone holders in
Lesvos was respondents who were 50 or older. Somalis had considerably little
access to the Internet on Lesvos (33% did not use it at all) compared to Afghans
(4%) and others (15%). On average, Somalis had less mobile Internet access (61%)
than Afghans but slightly more than people from other nations. A larger than
average proportion of those with mobile Internet access was 40-49-year-old re-
spondents (70%) and those having been on Lesvos for a long time (73% of those
having been there for 15-36 months and 100% of those for over 37 months).

Table 4.9. Living conditions of respondents in Lesvos (%).

Enough amenities = Mobile phone Needing money Practice religion
Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n

Man 76 9 15 149 66 12 23 148 78 12 11 148 69 16 14 153
Woman 80 3 18 39 58 8 34 38 82 13 5 38 71 8 21 38
16-29 years old 76 7 17 137 66 11 23 132 79 13 8 136 68 16 17 139
30-39 years old 86 7 7 29 66 3 31 29 86 4 11 28 79 11 11 28
40-49 years old 99 9 O 11 70 15 15 13 75 17 8 12 77 15 8 13
50-years old 83 0 17 6 50 0 50 6 100 0 O 5100 0 O 5
University education 74 7 19 31 59 18 24 34 79 6 15 34 62 18 21 34
No university 78 8 14 149 66 10 25 145 80 12 8 144 71 15 14 149
education

Afghan 78 9 13 78 73 10 17 79 85 8 8 80 59 20 21 81
Somali 71 11 17 35 61 10 29 31 84 13 3 31 79 9 12 34
Other 78 4 18 76 56 12 33 77 70 16 15 76 77 12 12 77
-4 months in Lesvos 83 10 7 41 61 11 29 38 71 13 16 38 68 25 8 40
5-14 months in 79 5 16 43 60 14 26 42 83 13 5 40 73 15 12 41
Lesvos

15-36 months in 74 10 16 68 73 10 17 70 8 7 7 71 70 13 18 72
Lesvos

37-monthsinLesvos 50 0 50 4 100 0 O 5 60 20 20 5 60 20 20 5)
Total 77 7 16 189 64 11 25 187 79 12 10 187 70 15 16 192

Agr=agree; Dk= don't know; Dis=disagree; n=number; Enough amenities=In Lesvos, there are enough
toilets, showers, etc. for my use; Mobile phone=In Lesvos, | have own mobile phone with Internet access;
Needing money=I need necessarily more money to improve my current situation; Practice religion=In
Lesvos, | can practice my religion as | want
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Lesvos is both physical and social environment where asylum seekers and other
asylum-related migrants experience their everyday lives (Table 4.10). They meet
a lot of people in Lesvos along the time spent there. Having friends in Lesvos
makes life more bearable. Nearly three out of four (73%) asylum seekers had
made friends in Lesvos, and this proportion was almost the same between men
(73%) and women (71%). Also, 40-49-year-olds had made friends more often
than average (92%). As a remark, this age group is in many ways active: many
are employed, having friends and still active in the Internet. Many respondents
made friends in Lesvos rather quickly. Of those having been in Lesvos up to four
months, more than half (54%) had made friends there. Those who had been on
the island for a long time had often made friends there (100% of those being
there for more than three years and 86% of those who had been there for 15-36
months). In addition, with the time passing in Lesvos, the respondents started to
have more contacts in Greece outside Lesvos. Of those, who had recently arrived
in Lesvos, one out of five (19%) had contacts in Greece outside Lesvos. That share
grew to one out of three (33%) among those who had been in Lesvos from one
to three years. Three out of four (75%) respondents, who had been in Lesvos for
more than three years, had contacts in Greece outside Lesvos.

Some asylum-seeking immigrants in Lesvos feel safe and others not. An im-
portant everyday experience for them is to feel—or not to feel—safe and treated
well there. Slightly over half (53%) of all respondents agreed that they felt safe in
Lesvos, and over one out of four (27%) disagreed (20% did not know how to an-
swer). This is a major improvement over the situations in Lesvos in earlier years.
In 2016, in the Moria RIC, only 19% of asylum seekers and 22% in the Kara Tepe
reception center felt safe, and in 2019, 23% of asylum seekers in Moria and 35%
in Kara Tepe felt safe (Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 62). Fewer
women (49%) than men (55%) felt safe, but the proportions of those who disa-
greed with this statement by gender were very close (26% and 27%, respectively).
Those who had been on the island for a shorter time felt safer than those who
had been there longer. Longer-stayers had experiences of the Moria RIC and the
situation immediately after the Moria fire, when the new center was very crowd-
ed in emergency situations. A larger proportion of Somali respondents (68%) felt
safe than of Afghans and other respondents, but their share of newcomers was
also higher.

Asylum seekers need to be treated well during the asylum process. Slightly
more than two out of five (43%) felt they were treated well in Lesvos (28% in 2019).
Again, this proportion differed only slightly between men (44%) and women
(41%). Younger respondents more often felt treated well, possibly because many
of them had shorter experience of life in the reception center. Of Afghan re-
spondents, 38% felt treated well, almost equal to the proportion of Somalis (40%)
but fewer than that of those from other nations (50%) who felt the same.
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Earlier reports (see Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 63) showed a statistically
significant relationship between feeling treated well and feeling safe in Lesvos.
Those who felt safe in Lesvos often also felt treated well there. We also found that
those who felt safe in Lesvos were more likely to trust people who tried to help
them. Perceived safety has improved substantially over the years among asylum
seekers in Lesvos. For women, the proportion of those feeling treated well clear-
ly increased from 2016 (15%) to 2019 (28%) and 2022 (41%). For men, the changes
have not been as linear: 31% of men felt safe in Lesvos in 2016, 27% in 2019 and
44% in 2022 (Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 63).

Asylum-seeking immigrants in Lesvos are not Europeans, but the border
guards, the police, the reception center managers and most of the NGO staff are
Europeans, often citizens of EU member states, hence the difference in people’s
nationality and physical appearance. One does not have to ask whether discrim-
ination exists in Lesvos but how much it exists and in what forms. Racist behav-
ior toward asylum seekers has been discovered in Lesvos, often from politically
right-wing people, as in many other places in Europe. Although race might be
disappearing from the documentation regarding asylum seekers, racialization
of asylum-seeking immigrants occurs as does racist behavior and the asylum
seekers’ feeling of being mistreated because of their non-European background
(see Mavelli 2017). Nearly two out of five (39%) respondents stated they felt mis-
treated in Lesvos because they were not European (33% in 2019), more than one
out of four (28%) did not know how to answer and a third (34%) disagreed with
the statement.

More women (43%) than men (38%) and more than two out of five (44%) of
the youngest (16-18 years old) respondents felt discrimination due to their eth-
nic origins. Of Afghans, 44% felt such mistreatment, of Somalis (32%) and people
from other nations (36%) slightly less. However, of other sub-Saharan respond-
ents, a larger proportion (52%) responded affirmatively. In general, the longer
the respondent had stayed in Lesvos, the larger was the proportion of those who
felt mistreated because they were not European. This suggests that asylum-re-
lated migrants having clearly distinguishable physical features from the local
population in Lesvos are more prone to feel mistreatment.

The proportion of respondents who felt mistreated had grown from 2019,
when it was 33%. Such change is interesting because at the same time, many
respondents feel safer and have more access to basic amenities. However, we
found gender differences here: of women in 2016, 27% felt mistreated in Lesvos
because of their non-European origin, and this proportion increased to 37% in
2019 and 43% in 2022 whereas that of men dropped from 45% in 2016 to 32% in
2019, after which it rose to 38% (Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020,
63).
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Table 4.10. Social aspects of respondents' life in Lesvos (%).

Made friends Treated well Feel safe Mistreatment
Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n

Man 73 8 18 154 44 18 39 153 55 18 27 152 38 30 32 140
Woman 71 11 18 38 41 30 30 37 49 26 26 35 43 18 40 40
16-29 years old 73 9 18 140 46 19 35 140 52 22 26 135 38 29 34 130
30-39 years old 76 0 24 29 38 28 35 29 62 17 21 29 48 22 30 27
40-49 years old 92 0 8 12 25 17 58 12 58 8 33 12 27 36 36 11
50-years old 60 20 20 5 20 20 60 5 40 20 40 5 17 50 33 6
University education 77 17 6 35 50 23 27 30 48 26 26 31 31 31 38 29
Nouniversity education 73 7 21 149 40 20 40 152 54 20 27 149 41 28 31 143
Afghan 85 9 6 80 38 33 39 80 46 27 28 79 44 31 25 75
Somali 66 3 31 35 40 20 40 35 68 12 21 34 32 32 36 31
Other 64 12 24 78 50 17 33 76 55 17 28 75 36 23 41 75
-4 monthsinLesvos 54 8 39 39 50 18 33 40 64 22 15 41 30 38 33 40
5-14 months in 74 7 19 42 43 26 29 42 59 20 22 41 33 33 33 39
Lesvos

15-36 months in 86 7 7 71 30 24 47 71 38 23 39 69 53 22 25 68
Lesvos

37-monthsinLesvos 100 0 O 6 25 25 50 4 40 20 40 5 50 25 25 4
Total 73 9 18 194 43 20 37 191 53 20 27 188 39 28 34 181

Agr=agree; Dk=don'tknow; Dis=disagree; n=number; Made friends=In Lesvos, | have made friends during
my stay here; Treated well=In Lesvos, | am treated well; Feel safe=In Lesvos, | am safe; Mistreatment = In
Lesvos, | am mistreated because | am not European.

Asylum seekers have to spend long time in the reception center. Time passes day
by day but one can feel that it does not move. However, one can feel the time in
Lesvos also as that of creativity. On the one hand, one is stuck in the asylum pro-
cess. On the other hand, there are possibilities to think and reflect meaningfully
into what one has achieved or lost, as well as how to look forward (Tsagarousianou
2022). In fact, Crawley and Jones (2021) noted that not all migrants in the reception
centers spend every day thinking about how to travel onwards to Europe. Two out
of five (40%) respondents (32% in 2019, see Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 65) men-
tioned having learned something useful in Lesvos—this proportion was slightly
lower than that of those learning something useful during the journey to Lesvos
(43%) (Table 4.11). Learning can be purposeful searching for better future such as
trying to learn the language one needs in Europe to where one aims to travel.
Learning in Lesvos occurred almost equally between men (40%) and wom-
en (38%). Among all respondents, the English language was the most commonly
mentioned useful thing they learned: a third (33%) of those who had mentioned
at least one skill they had learned specified it (9% of all respondents). English is
the language of communication with most authorities and NGOs and is often
used between asylum seekers from different ethnic backgrounds. We found no
clear connection between the time spent in Lesvos and the feeling of learning
something useful. In fact, of those who had spent up to four months in Lesvos,
almost half (47%) felt that they had learned something useful. The proportion
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was only slightly higher among those who had been in Lesvos for more than
three years (50%). In the very beginning of the asylum process, asylum seekers
have many new things to learn. Some try to learn the local language, Greek.

Very few respondents mentioned the second- or third-most common useful
things they learned in Lesvos: the former by 6% of all respondents (22% of those
who had learned something useful) and the latter by 4% (16% of those who had
learned something useful). The second- and third-most frequently mentioned
group of skills were mental ones, such as values and kindness, and recreational
ones, such as sports, painting and playing guitar. However, the skills and their
frequencies varied among the respondent subgroups (Table 4.11). Learning is
also dependent on the opportunities such as NGOs providing courses one can
attend to learn new skills.

Table 4.11. Respondents’ learning useful things in Lesvos (%).

Yes Most Second most  Third most
(%) n common common common n
Man 40 146 Language 46 Mental 25 Work 16 44
Woman 38 34  Recreational 40, Mental 10, 10
Language 40 Practical 10,
Studying 10
16-29 years old 45 128 Language 50 Recreational 21 Mental 18 44
30-39 years old 24 29 Mental 50 Work 33, Studying 17 6
Language 33
40-49 years old 42 12  Helping 50 Mental 25, - 4
Working 25,
Survival 25
50-years old 17 6 Work 100 - - 1
University education 49 33 Mental 39 Language 31 Work 23 13
No university education 40 139 Language 48 Mental 17, Work 12 42
Recreational 17
Afghan 38 81 Recreational 32 Language 36 Work 23 22
Somali 38 29 Language 89 Mental 11 - 9
Other 44 71 Language 33 Mental 29 Practical 17 24
-4 months in Lesvos 47 38 Language 56 Mental 25 Practical 13, 16
Studying 13
5-14 months in Lesvos 46 37 Language 62 Mental 23, Work 8, 13
Recreational 23 Helping 8
15-36 months in Lesvos 42 72 Language 27, Mental 23 Work 18 22
Recreational 27
37-months in Lesvos 50 6 Work50, = = 2
Survival 50
Total 40 181 Language 44 Mental 22 Recreational 16 55

The asylum-seeking immigrants have a lot of time in Lesvos while their asy-
lum-application process slowly progresses. As mentioned in Section 2.1, by being
from certain nationality may put the asylum seeker on a faster track in the asy-
lum process. Being from another nationality, who usually does not get asylum,
means to remain even years in the asylum process in Lesvos (see Tunabouly & van
Liempt 2021). No one knows how long the process will take, how long they will
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stay in Lesvos or where they will move in the end. Furthermore, only rarely asy-
lum seekers know the rules of the asylum system in detail. Lacking knowledge of
the asylum system and unexpected changes in procedures disorient them. Such
disorientation is a constitutive political technology of refugee governance.

Almost half of the respondents (45%) stated that their main activity in Lesvos
was to be engaged with various activities, such as using the Internet, playing
sports or completing mundane tasks. This was much more common in 2022
than in 2019 or 2016 in the reception centers in Lesvos. Regarding their age, 93%
of those mentioning activities were less than 40 years old. Slightly over half (54%)
were Afghans, and among Afghans, that proportion was 45%. Many (30%) had
arrived at Lesvos less than five months ago. Regarding their skills, the group was
divided: one out of five (21%) had studied at a university whereas 79% had not. A
half (51%) knew at least some English. Very few of them planned (4%) or wanted
(9%) to return to their countries of origin. Many (90%) expressed a desire to work
in the EU, and almost four out of five (76%) saw their future positively.

Almost one out of three (28%) respondents who mentioned what they do on
a normal day in Lesvos mentioned spending the majority of their time in Lesvos
studying. Following the resettlement of asylum seekers in the new reception center
in 2021, the opportunities to study decreased substantially. Earlier, NGOs had pro-
vided a variety of courses to study English or Greek or basic computer skills as well
as other specific subjects inside the reception center or in its immediate vicinity.
Most activities ceased after the resettlement and because of the restrictions during
the COVID-19 pandemic. However, as a specific example, a course on making mov-
ies was offered online for enrolled asylum seekers during the pandemic. The NGO
provided the online access and the needed infrastructure so the asylum seekers
could take the course for free. The age of these study-oriented respondents varied
as well as their activities in the country of origin. Half of them (49%) knew at least
some English, and four out of five (82%) used the Internet in Lesvos. Over three out
of four (77%) stated that they did not plan to return to their countries of origin.

One out of five (20%) of the respondents had spent most of their free time in
Lesvos working. These people came from various age groups, but slightly more
than four out of five (84%) were men. Back home, four out of five (81%) had been
students or had a profession. Most were also socially oriented because four out
of five (81%) had made friends during the journey to Lesvos and almost all (94%)
while in Lesvos. Almost all knew English and used the Internet in Lesvos. Two out
of five (41%) wanted to be in Europe within three years to work or study there.
Very few disagreed when asked if they see their future positively. Working does
not necessarily mean that one receives a proper salary or salary at all as Tazzioli
(2022b) has indicated. Unpaid labor is common among asylum seekers.

Nearly four out of five (78%) of respondents answered the question asking
about the best aspects of their lives in Lesvos. This is not to claim that so many
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people were happy and satisfied in the reception center and Lesvos. The two most
common answers to this question were “nothing” (19% responded that nothing
could be considered the best aspect in Lesvos) or a specific negative complaint
(19%) regarding challenges in Lesvos or other undesirable aspects of their current
lives. Nearly one out of five (18%) respondents, in particular Somalis (37%) and
those having been in Lesvos only for a few months (24%), stated safety was the
best aspect. As mentioned, safety had improved in Lesvos as regards the reception
center in 2022 compared with those in 2019 and 2016. In addition, by mentioning
the respondents probably reflected their very recent dangerous experiences of
crossing the Aegean Sea. More frequently, women (26%) and those with a univer-
sity education (20%) stated the people were the best aspect in Lesvos (Table 4.12).

Table 4.12. Respondents’ best aspect of life in Lesvos (%).

Most Second most Third most
Yes% n common common common
Man 78 127 Nothing 23 Complaints 21 Safety 17
Woman 76 31 People 26 Safety 19, Other 19 Health 16
16-29 years old 79 115 Complaints 24 Safety 17 Nothing 17
30-39 years old 74 23 Nothing 26 Safety 22 The future 13,
Basic needs 13,
People 13
40-49 years old 93 13 Safety 23, Work 15 The future 8, 1 don't
Nothing 23 know 8,
Other 8
50-years old 71 5 The future 40, Nothing 20, -
Other 40 Studying 20
University education 81 30 People 20 Nothing 17, Other 13
Complaints 17
No university education 78 124 Nothing 19, Safety 18 The future 15
Complaints 19
Afghan 80 70 Nothing 33 People 16 Complaints 14
Somali 73 27 Safety 37, Health 22 Studying 15
Complaints 37
Other 78 62 Safety 16, The future 15, Nothing 10
Complaints 16, People 15
Other 16
-4 months in Lesvos 83 34 Safety 24 Studying 18 Activities 15,
Complaints 15,
Other 15
5-14 months in Lesvos 74 32 Complaints 25 Safety 19, Health 16
People 19
15-36 monthsin Lesvos 88 65 Nothing 28 Safety 17, The future 15
Complaints 17
37-months in Lesvos 100 6 The future 33, Activities 17, -
Nothing 33 People 17,
Complaints 17
Total 78 159 Nothing 19, Safety 18 The future 13,
Complaints 19 People 13

The respondents encountered challenges in their journeys to Lesvos and in their
everyday lives in Lesvos. Nevertheless, three out of five (60%) of all respondents
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(67% of those who responded to this question) agreed that they see their future
positively (Table 4.13). This proportion was slightly higher (70%) among asylum
seekers in Lesvos in 2019 (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 63-69). Seeing the future
positively varied slightly among all respondent subgroups. A larger proportion of
men (69%) than of women (56%) saw their future positively. Proportionally more
Afghans (71%) saw their future positively than Somalis (63%) or respondents from
other nations (64%). Those having been in Lesvos for more than three years, those
being at least 50 years old and Afghans in general were the groups who less often
disagreed with the statement of seeing their future positively (Table 4.13).

Table 4.13. Respondents seeing their future positively (%).

Answered to

Agree Don't know Disagree n question (%)
Man 69 21 10 148 91
Woman 56 23 21 39 95
16-29 years old 68 22 10 135 93
30-39 years old 71 21 7 28 90
40-49 years old 64 14 21 14 100
50-years old 75 25 0 4 57
University education 66 14 20 35 95
No university education 67 23 10 144 91
Afghan 71 27 3 79 90
Somali 63 19 19 32 87
Other 64 17 20 77 96
-4 months in Lesvos 77 13 10 39 95
5-14 months in Lesvos 60 28 13 40 93
15-36 months in Lesvos 68 25 7 72 97
37- months in Lesvos 100 0 0 5 83
Total 67 21 12 188 92

4.4 Respondents’ migration aspirations and plans

Asylum-related migrants aspire where they wish to travel, and sooner or later
many start to plan such journeys. These aspirations are their subjective per-
ceptions about opportunities and life out of their country of origin and their
current everyday environment in Lesvos (see de Haas 2021). Regarding this, the
respondents mentioned their most preferred migration destinations, i.e., plac-
es to which they would like to travel—Lesvos was not their goal. Migration aspi-
rations are socially situated, also within their peer group of migrants but also
future-oriented (Carling & Schewel 2018).

There were similarities and differences in asylum-related migrants’ choices.
On the one hand, each individual had their own personal ambitions and per-
ceptions of countries and places there. These might be based on reading about
these places on the Internet or seeing them on television. Someone the person
knows might have visited that country or currently live there and passed related
subjective information and experiences forward to the person. There are also
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many contextual factors that influence each respondent’s preferences and rank-
ings of the best places to which to travel (Mallett & Hagen-Zanker 2018). Personal
preferences and contextual factors change over time based on individuals’ ex-
periences and additional information they receive.

The variation in respondents’ preferences was evident, as fewer than one in
four respondents (23%) who mentioned at least one preferred destination men-
tioned the same country - Germany. The ranking of Germany as the most pre-
ferred country was rather consistent among many categories of respondents but
it was substantially higher among women (36%) and Afghans (36%) (Table 4.14).
In addition, more than a third (37%) of the respondents agreed with the state-
ment, “Germany is the most preferred country for me in Europe,” but about the
same proportion (36%) did not know how to answer, and slightly over one out of
four (27%) disagreed with the statement (Table 4.15). Everyone has heard about
Germany, but not so many know much about it. A proportionally larger share of
respondents who agreed that Germany is preferable were over 50 years old (67%
of them) and female (45% of them). The lowest share of respondents who stat-
ed that Germany was their most preferred country was among those who had
arrived the most recently to Lesvos (15%) and those who were 40-49 years old
(21%). However, of the most recently arrived, almost half (48%) were uncertain
about how to answer this statement. This indicates that not all of them had made
up their minds about the ranking of preferred countries. Based on this survey,
those who had been on Lesvos a shorter time were not sure whether to state that
Germany was their preferred destination. The share of uncertain asylum-relat-
ed migrants has risen over the years from 21% in 2016 to 25% in 2019 and 36% in
2022 (Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 71).

For Somalis, those with a university education, 40-49-year-old respondents
and those who had been in Lesvos for more than three years, the country in
which they most aspired to live was Finland. Finland was the most preferred
country among Somalis in 2019 as well (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 70-71)
whereas it was Germany for the remaining groups defined by their background
variables. However, the fact that the survey was conducted by Finns may have
influenced some respondents to mention Finland.

Over the years, asylum-related migrants have been asked whether they
would consider seeking a residence permit in Finland. The answers have been
rather consistent: in 2022, 52% stated that they would, compared to 56% in 2019
and 50% in 2016. The answers showed that many had not considered this be-
fore, i.e., the share of uncertain people was large and grew over the years (32% in
2022, 30% in 2019 and 29% in 2016). Compared with earlier years, a slightly larger
share in 2022 stated that they would definitely not ask for a residence permit in
Finland (16%) than in 2019 (14%); this was smaller than the figure for 2016 (21%;
Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 70).
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Other exceptions regarding the most preferred country in 2022 among re-
spondents were those who had only recently arrived to Lesvos. The largest share
of them preferred the United Kingdom as their destination. In fact, irregular
migration to the United Kingdom has grown substantially since 2021 (Home Of-
fice 2022).

Comparing 2019 with 2022, it becomes evident that there are trends among
asylum-related migrants’ preferences. For example, in 2019, Canada was men-
tioned often, but only a few times in 2022 (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 71). In-
stead, in 2022, among respondents from nations other than Afghans and Somalis,
Greece was mentioned most often as the most preferred country, but it did not
appear in 2019. The situation in Lesvos and its reception center had improved, so
respondents saw their limited experiences of being in Greece positively. Howev-
er, those who had been in Greece and Lesvos for a longer time rarely mentioned
Greece among their most preferred countries. The vast majority mentioned EU
member states as their most preferred places to live (Table 4.14,).

Asylum-related migration is rarely linear from the country of origin to a des-
tination country decided upon well before the departure (see Carling & Schewel
2018; Crawley & Jones 2018; Gonzales et al. 2018; Constant 2020). People may also
need to turn back and return to the country in which theylived before starting the
journey. In Lesvos, very few (6%) of the respondents planned to return for sure to
their countries of origin, and almost four out of five (78%) definitely did not plan to
return (Table 4.15). This proportion has remained much the same over the years.
Those planning to return for sure was 6% in 2016 and 4% in 2019 (Jauhiainen 2016;
Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 72). Lesvos is a crucial point for respondents along
their asylum-related journeys, as it represents the entrance to the EU, to which
most were planning to migrate. Therefore, to turn back would mean to fail in their
migration journeys. However, despite not aiming to return, over two out of five
(44%) respondents said to miss the landscape of their home region. This share was
almost the same between men (45%) and women (44%).

In 2022, the largest share of those planning for sure to return, one out of
six respondents (17%), were those who had been in Lesvos for more than three
years; however, the sample was very small. The asylum process had shown some
of the long-stayers that it would be difficult to reach Europe; nevertheless, five
out of six of them (83%) still definitely did not plan to return. In addition, one
out of nine (11%) respondents with higher education levels were planning to re-
turn. Not planning to return does not mean that all respondents would be able
to remain in the EU; most likely a minority of respondents will obtain residence
permits in one of the EU member states. Proportionally fewer men, younger re-
spondents and those who were engaged with many activities such as volunteer-
ing or working in Lesvos were among those few who definitely planned to return
to their country of origin.
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Of women, more than a third (36%) were uncertain about their future migra-
tion—that is they considered perhaps planning to return to their former home
countries. However, very few (3%) were sure about planning to return, so return
was considered only as an option (Table 4.15). Of Afghans, one out of five (20%)
considered a plan to return (5% sure, 15% maybe). This share was slightly higher
among other respondents, namely one out of four (26%) Somalis considered a
plan to return (3% sure, 23% maybe), while one out of four (25%) respondents
from other nations considered a plan to return (8% sure, 17% maybe). The larger
share of Somalis thinking about returning was evident also in their larger share
of feeling nostalgy. Of Somalis 56% responded to miss the landscape of the home
region whereas that share was 45% for Afghans and 39% for other nationalities.
Among those who were sure about returning, for example, some respondents
were from Afghanistan, Cameroon, Nigeria and Somalia. Compared with ear-
lier years, Somali respondents in 2022 were more confident about remaining
in Europe rather than planning to return to Somalia, whereas slightly more Af-
ghans and respondents from other nations also considered returning (Jauhiain-
en 2017; Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2022, 72).

Table 4.14. Respondents’ most preferred places to live (of those responded, %).

Yes % Most Second most Third most n
common common common
Man 74 Germany 20 Finland 19 UK 15 121
Woman 76 Germany 36 Finland 7, Canada 7, UK 3, Greece 3, 31
Safe/free country 7, Abstract 3,
Ireland 7, Netherlands 3,
| don't know 7, Belgium 3,
Any country 7, Congo (Brazzaville) 3,
Switzerland 7 Sweden 3, Italy 3
16-29 years old 75 Germany 22 Finland 12,UK12  Canada 10 109
30-39 years old 81 Germany 24, UK 16 Any country 12 25
Finland 24
40-49 years old 86 Finland 42 Germany 17, UK 17, Safe/free country 8, 12
Greece 17, Europe 8, France 8,
Switzerland 17 Belgium 8
50-years old 57 Germany 50 Greece 25, - 4
Abstract 25
University education 68 Finland 20 Germany 16, UK 16 France 12 25
No university 78 Germany 25 Finland 15 UK 12 124
education
Afghan 80 German 34 Finland 14 UK 11, Abstract 11 70
Somali 62 Finland 35 Iceland 13, Any Germany 9, 23
country 13 Canada 9, Europe 9,
Netherlands 9
Other 75 Greece 22 UK 17 Germany 15 60
-4 months in Lesvos 78 UK31 Greece 19 Germany 9, Finland9 32
5-14 months in 84 Germany 17, UK 11,Canada 11  Safe/free country 8, 36
Lesvos Finland 17 Europe 8
15-36 monthsinLesvos 93 Germany 36 Finland 16 Abstract 9 74
37-monthsinLesvos 100 Finland 67 UK 33, Abstract 33 France 17 6
Total 75 Germany 23 Finland 16 UK 12 153
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Table 4.15. Migration aspirations of respondents in Lesvos (%).

Plan to return to Would like to

Germany Finland home country work in Europe
Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Yes Mb No n Agr Dk Dis n
Man 35 37 28 148 54 32 15 152 5 12 83 161 85 13 2 150
Woman 45 30 25 40 45 35 20 40 8 36 56 39 8510 5 39
16-29 years old 36 37 27 135 49 36 15 138 4 20 77 143 85 13 2 133
30-39 years old 46 29 25 28 68 21 11 28 7 13 80 30 93 7 0 30
40-49 years old 21 36 43 14 64 21 14 14 7 7 8 14 86 14 0 14
50-years old 67 33 O 6 50 17 33 6 0 14 86 7 100 0 O 6
University education 38 32 30 34 57 29 14 35 11 22 67 36 83 11 6 35
No university 37 37 26 146 50 33 17 149 4 14 82 158 86 13 1 147
education
Afghan 42 35 23 79 57 27 16 82 5 15 81 88 90 10 O 81
Somali 33 42 24 33 63 34 3 32 3 23 74 35 8119 0 31
Other 34 34 33 77 43 37 20 79 8 17 76 78 82 12 6 78
-4 monthsinLesvos 15 48 38 40 33 51 15 39 5 13 83 40 85 13 3 40
5-14 months in 39 42 20 41 50 43 8 40 5 26 69 42 87 10 3 39
Lesvos
15-36 months in 49 24 27 70 62 21 18 73 3 14 84 74 89 10 1 73
Lesvos
37-monthsinLesvos 0 25 75 4 83 17 O 6 17 0 83 6 100 0 O 5)
Total 37 36 27 189 52 32 16 193 6 17 78 201 85 12 3 190

Agr=agree; Dk=don't know; Dis=disagree; Mb=Maybe; n=number of respondents; Germany=My most
wished destination in Europe is Germany; Finland=Finland is maybe a country to seek residence permit
for me; Plan to return=Do you plan to return to your country of origin?; Would like to work=I would like to
work in Europe

The respondents also considered their near-time migration aspirations. They
mentioned the preferred countries where they would like to be in three years
(i.e. in 2025) and what they would like to do there. Of respondents, who an-
swered this, the largest share mentioned that they would like to work in that
country (Table 4.16). The exception was Finland, in which the respondents di-
vided into equally large groups between those wanting to study (38%) or work
(38%) there. However, all the above-mentioned were about the respondents’
aspirations. Whether they are able to reach these aspirations depend on their
capabilities, that is, their ability to control their lives and enhance their substan-
tive real choices to live the lives they value (de Haas 2021). Being in legal limbo in
Lesvos means that the contextual and top-down policies play a substantial role
over their individual capabilities (see also Nimfiihr & Sesay 2019).

Table 4.16. Respondents desiring to move in three years and having activities in that country (%).

Better Livein I don't
Work Study life peace Family Return know Other n
Germany 47 29 0 0 3 0 8 13 38
Finland 38 38 13 0 4 0 0 8 24
Greece 50 28 0 6 6 0 11 0 18
UK 46 15 0 0 0 8 8 15 13
Switzerland 63 25 0 0 0 0 0 13 8
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4.5 Respondents’ Internet and social media uses

Earlier studies indicated that asylum-related migrants, including asylum seek-
ers, undocumented migrants and refugees, tended to become active Internet
users during their journeys, especially when their situations become more
stable. The digital divide becomes narrower. However, due to external con-
texts, usually very few are able to use the Internet and social media frequently
throughout their asylum-related journeys (Gillespie et al. 2016; Merisalo & Jau-
hiainen 2020; Jauhiainen & Tedeschi 2021; Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2021; Jauhi-
ainen et al. 2022).

Of all the respondents, one out of eleven (9%) replied that they had used the
Internet daily in their country of origin, during their journey and in Lesvos;
thus, they were very intensive Internet-users through their asylum-related
journeys so far. Characteristic of these intensive Internet-users were that none
were at least 50 years old, two out of three (67%) were 16-29 years old, and
five out of six (83%) knew at least some English. Among them were many Af-
ghans and some from other parts of the Middle East and Africa, but not from
Somalia—the latter perhaps due to their shorter journey to Lesvos. Many had
also already been in Lesvos for quite a long time. Of them, 78% had been there
longer than 14 months while 78% of non-users had been in Lesvos for less than
15 months.

On the contrary, even fewer (6%) were those who had not used the Internet
in their countries of origin, during the journey or in Lesvos—that is, they were
absolute non-users of the Internet. Surprisingly, they consisted of young re-
spondents, with 92% being under 30 years old. Among the non-users were many
Somalis but only a few Afghans. The share of women was slightly higher in the
nonuser group: 11% were daily users in all stages of their journey, and 15% had
never used the Internet, but only a few responded to the question. The groups
of intensive users and nonusers were both small, indicating that at least a mod-
est use of the Internet was widespread among respondents. There were some
difficulties in accessing networks and sometimes a need to change their devices.
Comparing the groups of intensive Internet-use and non-use, the intensive
users had higher education levels more often than those who never used the
Internet: a few (17%) of the frequent users had attended university compared
with none in the group that did not use the Internet at all. Almost all intensive
Internet users had mobile phones with Internet access in Lesvos (83% had and
only 11% did not have), compared with the 8% having mobile Internet access
among those who never used the Internet - again the groups were small. The
nonusers lacked a principal device to access the Internet, as in their country of
origin. Compared with non-Internet users, intensive users were more socially
oriented as they more often made friends both during their journeys to Lesvos
(83% vs. 55%) and while in Lesvos (83% vs. 55%). Of both these groups, only a
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few respondents considered returning to their countries of origin. Remarka-
bly more of the intensive Internet users saw their future more positively than
nonusers: 78% of daily Internet users agreed, and only 6% disagreed on seeing
one’s future positively, compared with 46% of non-users agreeing and 18% dis-
agreeing.

‘While the narrowing of the first- and second-level digital divides was also ev-
ident in 2016 and 2019 in Lesvos, there were a few changes when the situation
in 2019 is compared with that of 2022 (see Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 73-77).
First of all, the overall share of Internet users among asylum-related migrants
in the country of origin was larger in 2019 (85%) compared with those in 2022
(76%). Similarly, during the journey to Lesvos, the share of Internet users was
higher in 2019 (88%) than in 2022 (76%), obviously, because the initial share of
the Internet-users was higher in 2019. This may indicate differences in the over-
all composition and character of asylum-related migrants, i.e. that among those
who arrived in 2022 to Lesvos were more individuals from more remote and
peripheral contexts. This was the case for some Somalis whose share increased
in Lesvos substantially from 2019 to 2022. However, the overall share of Inter-
net-users in Lesvos did not practically differ between the years of 2019 (85%) and
2022 (86%). In 2022, there was a growth in the Internet use in Lesvos compared
to the country of origin or the journey in almost every respondent group (Table
4.18). This indicates an increase in digitally-mediated communication among
asylum-related migrants as well as a narrowing in the digital divide (see also
Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2020). The share of the Internet use in Lesvos compared
with the country of origin decreased only among the 30-39-year-olds and So-
malis. Some Somalis who had arrived only recently had temporary challenges in
their Internet access. However, the share of daily Internet users among Somalis
rose in Lesvos.

Secondly, in Lesvos, to begin to use the Internet was different in 2022 com-
pared to 2019. In 2022, it was easier for asylum-related migrants to access the
Internet than in 2019 from the time of their arrival. In 2022, among recent arriv-
als, the share of daily Internet users was higher (55%) than in 2019 (47%). In prin-
ciple, reception centers did not provide complimentary access to the Internet in
2019 or 2022, but the conditions for possessing a smart phone and suitable SIM
card were better in 2022. In 2019, of the asylum-related migrant respondents,
63% were sure to possess a mobile phone with Internet access, and this share was
64% in 2022. The share of those disagreeing was 29% vs. 25%, respectively (see
Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020, 61). However, the access to electricity was better in
2022 compared with that in 2019.
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Table 4.17. Respondents' Internet use (%).

In home country During journey In Lesvos

D W L N n D W L No n D W L No n
Man 29 27 20 25 158 27 30 19 24 158 43 33 11 13 144
Woman 16 29 32 24 38 8 32 35 24 37 42 25 14 20 36
16-29 years old 22 28 26 25 141 19 31 24 26 141 44 31 11 14 135
30-39 years old 43 33 10 13 30 29 36 13 23 31 35 39 12 15 26
40-49 years old 46 8 15 31 13 62 15 8 15 12 50 40 10 O 10
50-years old 29 29 0 43 7 20 20 40 20 5 50 25 25 O 4
University education 31 31 26 11 35 28 28 25 19 36 37 50 10 3 30
No university education 25 25 22 28 155 22 31 22 25 154 46 27 13 14 143
Afghan 30 19 26 26 86 26 32 29 13 84 49 35 12 4 74
Somali 8 44 17 31 36 9 37 17 37 35 24 36 6 33 33
Other 31 28 21 20 75 26 26 18 30 77 46 26 14 15 74
-4 months in Lesvos 18 30 28 25 40 12 32 20 37 41 55 23 13 10 40

5-14 months in Lesvos 24 29 19 29 42 15 34 27 24 41 35 33 12 21 43
15-36 months in Lesvos 36 19 22 22 72 34 29 23 14 73 44 40 13 3 72
37-months in Lesvos 20 0 40 40 5 20 40 40 O 5 67 17 17 O 6
Total 27 27 22 24 197 23 31 22 24 196 43 32 12 14 181
D=daily; W=weekly; L=less often; No=never; n=number of respondents

Table 4.18. Change in the frequency of Internet use between country of origin and Lesvos (percent-
age points).

Less
Everyday Weekly frequently Never norigin n Lesvos
Man +15 +7 -9 -12 158 144
Woman +26 -4 -18 -4 38 36
16-29 years old +22 +4 -14 -11 141 135
30-39 years old -9 +5 +2 +2 30 26
40-49 years old +4 +32 -5 -31 13 10
50-years old +21 -4 +25 -43 7 4
University education +6 +19 -16 -8 35 30
No university education +21 +2 -9 -14 155 143
Afghan +19 +16 -13 -22 86 74
Somali +16 -8 -11 +3 36 33
Other +15 -2 -8 -5 75 74
-4 months in Lesvos +38 -8 -15 -15 40 40
5-14 months in Lesvos +11 +4 -7 -8 42 43
15-36 months in Lesvos +8 +21 -10 -19 72 72
37-months in Lesvos +47 +17 -23 -40 5) 6
Total +16 +5 -10 -10 197 181

The asylum-related migrant respondents used the Internet in several ways
(Table 4.19). As in 2019, in 2022 the general situation was that the more fre-
quently the respondents used the Internet, the more varied were their pur-
poses. The share of daily Internet users was higher compared with those who
used the Internet less frequently. Of daily Internet users in Lesvos, over half
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(56%) used it to research their rights in Europe, while more than two out of
four (43%) researched the places they wanted to live in Europe. These propor-
tions were almost the same among those who used the Internet weekly (51%
and 46%, respectively). Among the less frequent Internet users, the share of
those searching information about places to live was remarkably low (18%), but
searching information about rights was still common (53%). Compared with
the year of 2019, the shares of such functional uses were lower in 2022 among
Internet-using respondents, in particular to search for information about fu-
ture destinations, i.e. about places to live in Europe (see Jauhiainen & Vorobe-
ba 2020, 76-77).

Among the frequent, medium and infrequent Internet-users in Lesvos, there
were rather large differences in searching from the Internet for work oppor-
tunities (65% vs. 50% vs. 33%) and news about their countries of origin (36% vs.
43% vs. 24%) but the differences in searching information about travel routes in
Europe were smaller (48% vs. 48% vs. 35%). Unlike in 2016 and 2019, searching
for information about rights was the most common topic among the infrequent
Internet users in 2022. In general, Afghans did not use the Internet so often for
functional purposes. Among them, the number of people not knowing how to
answer was also very high, thus indicating the less focused use of the Internet for
specific functional purposes.

Asylum-related migrants can use the Internet to look toward future destina-
tions but also to follow their past, namely the on-going situations in their coun-
tries of origin. Generally, not all respondents wanted to follow the past from
which they had recently escaped. Half (50%) of Somalis disagreed with using the
Internet to follow the situation in their countries of origin, while this share was
substantially lower both among Afghans (19%) and respondents from other na-
tions (22%). The share of those uncertain to do so was high among Afghans (52%)
and respondents from other nations (38%). Substantially more Internet-using
respondents with higher education (53%) followed the situations in their coun-
tries of origin than those Internet users without higher education (30%) (Table
4.19).

Slightly fewer female respondents (49%) used the Internet to search for
work opportunities in Europe compared with men (54%) as well as to learn
about their rights in Europe (44% vs. 55%). Instead, more women (39%) than
men (34%) used the Internet to follow the situation in the countries of origin.
This suggests that, compared with men, more asylum-related female migrants
were still more connected to their countries of origin and less to their future
in Europe.

68



Table 4.19. Respondents using the Internet and searching from the Internet information about (%).

Live in Europe Rights in Europe = Workin Europe Routesin Europe Country of Origin
Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n

Man 40 37 23 141 55 30 15 140 54 33 12 138 45 42 13 142 34 44 22 136
Woman 38 38 24 34 44 4 27 34 49 27 24 33 45 19 36 31 39 23 39 31
16-29 years old 44 36 20 127 55 29 16 125 56 31 13 123 50 35 14 125 34 39 26 122
30-39 years old 22 41 37 27 37 33 30 27 42 31 27 26 27 42 31 26 40 36 24 25
40-49 years old 50 40 10 10 73 27 O 11 73 27 0O 11 36 64 0O 11 40 50 10 10
50-years old 40 60 0 5 60 40 0O 5 40 60 0O 5 40 60 0 5 0 60 40 5
University education 39 36 24 33 53 34 13 32 55 23 23 31 53 25 22 32 53 33 13 30
No university 39 39 23 137 52 30 18 137 53 36 12 135 42 43 15 136 30 42 27 132
education

Afghan 37 56 7 70 56 36 9 70 52 43 6 73 47 47 7 71 29 52 19 65
Somali 42 15 42 33 50 19 31 32 60 17 23 30 44 28 28 32 33 17 50 30
Other 43 29 29 73 52 29 19 73 52 28 20 69 45 34 21 71 40 38 22 73
-4 monthsinLesvos 32 40 29 38 51 38 11 37 51 32 16 37 43 37 20 35 30 46 24 37
5-14 months in 40 40 20 40 51 28 21 39 49 33 18 39 40 47 13 38 38 30 32 37
Lesvos

15-36 months in 45 43 12 67 56 31 13 68 57 37 6 65 52 38 10 69 36 48 16 67
Lesvos

37-monthsinLesvos 67 33 0 3 67 33 0 3 67 33 0 6 25 75 0 4 0 50 50 2
Daily InternetLesvos 43 42 15 72 56 33 11 73 65 28 7 75 48 38 14 73 36 37 27 70
Weekly Internet 46 41 13 54 51 38 11 53 50 40 10 48 48 46 6 52 43 45 12 51
Lesvos
Less often Internet 18 41 41 17 53 24 24 17 33 50 17 18 35 47 18 17 24 65 12 17
Lesvos
Daily Int CofO & 52 36 12 25 59 33 7 27 73 23 4 26 56 33 11 27 42 23 35 26
Lesvos

Weekly Int CofO & 50 40 10 20 42 42 16 19 44 50 6 18 45 40 15 20 60 35 5 20
Lesvos

Less Int CofO & 33 50 17 6 50 17 33 6 33 67 0 6 50 33 17 6 17 67 17 6
Lesvos

Not Int CofO 26 41 33 39 50 32 18 38 51 33 15 39 46 38 16 37 11 44 44 36
Total 40 37 23 176 53 30 17 175 54 32 15 172 45 38 17 174 35 40 26 168

Agr=agree; Dk=don't know; Dis=disagree; n=number of respondents; Live in Europe=places their could live in Europe; Rights
in Europe=their rights in Europe; Work in Europe=work opportunities in Europe; Routes in Europe=their future travel routes in
Europe; Country of origin=current situation in country of origin; CofO=country of origin; Int=Internet use

The Internet-use of asylum-related migrants is increasingly associated with the
use of social media (Table 4.20). There is a connection between the frequency of
their uses of the Internet and their uses of social media. The use of various social
media platforms was common to the respondents using the Internet frequently,
that is, every day or many times a week. WhatsApp was the most common social
media application used by the respondents, and its use became more common
in 2022 than in 2019. In 2022, three out of five of all respondents or 61% (53% in
2019), three out of four or 75% (66% in 2019) of those who used the Internet, and
four out of five or 81% of daily Internet users utilized WhatsApp (76% in 2019) (see
Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2022, 76).
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The respondents also used other social media platforms, but less of WhatsApp
(Table 4.20). The use of Facebook slightly declined from 2019 to 2022 among asy-
lum-related migrants in Lesvos, at least comparing the respondents of these two
surveys. Almost two out of five or 37% (40% in 2019) used Facebook and more
than two out of five (44%) of those using the Internet in Lesvos (50% in 2019). Of
all respondents, 27% used Instagram (26% in 2019) and 32% of all Internet-users
(31% in 2019). In other words, there were very few changes in the share of users
in 2022 and 2019. However, the users of YouTube grew substantially: in 2022,
37% of all respondents used YouTube (25% in 2019) and among Internet users in
Lesvos, it was 47% (31% in 2019). The latter suggests an increase in the recreation-
al use of the Internet. Only a few respondents used Twitter (12% of all and 11% of
the Lesvos Internet users), Snapchat (6% and 6%) and Viber (4% and 3%). Only a
few respondents used these applications in 2019 (Jauhiainen & Vorobeva 2020,
76-78).

The Tiktok use was not asked in the survey. However, it was evident when
talking with the migrants and observing them that many of these migrants used
Tiktok. It was mostly for recreational purposes but also send messages and in-
forming other people and migrants.

Of all respondents, one out of eight (12%) used multiple social media plat-
forms, i.e. they used WhatsApp, Facebook and Instagram, and their share was
the same as in 2019. All of them were men, four out of five (83%) were less than
30 years old and seven out of eight (88%) spoke English. However, very few
(16%) had attended university. On the other hand, slightly more than one out
of three (35%) respondents used the Internet in Lesvos but did not use any so-
cial media. All of them were also men, and all were less than 30 years old. Com-
paring social media non-users with multiple social media users, fewer (41% vs.
80%) had mobile phones with Internet access. The demographic characters of
non-users of social media suggest that among Internet-using asylum seekers
are those who have devices but do not (want to) use social media as well as
those who do not have the required devices and who either would or would
not like to use social media. The multiple social media users tended to be more
social than the social media non-users. That is, a larger percentage of them
found friends during the journey to Lesvos (83% vs. 47%) and in Lesvos (84%
vs. 74%). A substantially larger share of those who used social media and found
friends during the journey suggests that social media played an important role
in creating weak ties along their asylum-related journeys, and that these weak
ties could develop into strong ties between migrants and the new people they
met.
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Table 4.20. Respondents’ use of social media platforms in Lesvos (all respondents and Internet users,
%).

WhatsApp Facebook Instagram Twitter YouTube

Int. Int. Int. Int. Int. n nlint.
all users all users all users all users all users all users

Man 58 70 44 51 31 36 12 12 38 50 163 126
Woman 71 97 95 10 15 17 12 7 32 38 41 29
16-29 years old 62 72 36 41 32 37 13 13 37 46 145 116
30-39 years old 55 77 36 46 19 23 10 5 39 50 31 22
40-49 years old 64 90 57 80 7 10 0 0 50 70 14 10
50-years old 57 100 29 50 0 0 0 0 14 25 7 4
University education 70 86 38 45 24 31 16 21 43 52 37 29
No university 61 73 38 44 30 33 11 8 38 48 159 123
education

Afghan 67 80 42 48 42 49 5 4 43 54 88 71
Somali 62 91 32 41 11 9 19 14 22 32 37 22
Other 54 64 34 40 19 21 16 18 38 46 80 63
-4 months in Lesvos 54 58 44 42 17 14 15 14 29 31 41 36
5-14 months in 72 82 28 35 16 18 16 15 30 38 43 34
Lesvos

15-36 months in 76 79 47 49 45 46 5 4 58 61 74 70
Lesvos

37-monthsin Lesvos 100 100 67 67 83 83 17 17 67 67 6 6
Daily use in Lesvos 81 53 36 9 58 78
Weekly use in Lesvos 72 88 28 13 39 57
Less frequently 62 38 29 14 33 21
Total 61 75 37 44 27 32 12 11 37 47 205 156

As Internet and social media uses increase among asylum-related migrants, they
also have a more significant impact on the everyday lives of these migrants. As
discussed above, they are used for social networking. Furthermore, their uses
can be more comprehensive for receiving relevant information supporting
their journeys. Sometimes the information is inaccurate and can create addi-
tional challenges. As one starts to use social media, it is more difficult to move
without leaving digital traces behind. These can also create difficulties for mi-
grants. Nevertheless, Internet and social media uses make these migrants often
more resilient in their harsh conditions (Merisalo & Jauhiainen 2021).

Internet uses differ along the different stages of asylum-related migrant
journeys. For almost one out of three (31%) of the Internet-using respondents
in Lesvos (27% of all respondents), information and interaction on social me-
dia was important in making their decision to come to Europe (Table 4.21). Sub-
stantially more Internet-using women than men (44% vs. 28%) agreed with this
statement (40% vs. 25% of all respondents). Likewise, a substantially larger share
of Internet-using respondents without university education agreed on the im-
pact of social media on coming to the EU than Internet-users with university
education (33% vs. 17%). Gender- and education-related differences existed on
the impact of Internet-use related to the digitally-mediated decision on wheth-
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er, when and how to start asylum-related migration. More Afghans (35%) than
Somalis (26%) or those from other nations (20%) agreed that social media had an
important role in deciding whether to come to Europe.

As three out of four (76%, see Table 4.17) used the Internet during their jour-
neys to Lesvos, these uses also had an impact on users and the ways they arrived
in Lesvos. Social media uses were also important for many asylum-related mi-
grants during their journey to Lesvos. Slightly more than half (52%) of respondents
agreed (60% in 2019), and at least half in each age group (see Jauhiainen & Vorobe-
va 2020, 79-81). During their journeys in 2022, social media was important for 58%
of Afghans, 49% of Somalis and 48% of respondents from other nations.

As Internet uses became more common and frequent among asylum-related
migrants in Lesvos, social media had growing importance in the everyday lives
of asylum-related migrants there (Table 4.21; Table 4.22). The majority (53%) of
respondents agreed that social media makes their lives easier in Lesvos (43% in
2019). More men (55% in 2022 and 43% in 2019) than women (48% in 2022 and
42% in 2019) agreed on this, and such a share was 58% of Internet-using men
and 50% of Internet-using women. Particularly many (71%) very frequent users
of social media in both the country of origin and Lesvos felt that social media
uses made their lives easier. This may have also encouraged them to use social
media more often. Frequent users also find relevant information, comfortable
company and relaxing free time by using social media. If one very rarely uses
the Internet (thus also social media), the advantages of social media are fewer.
Of those having only rarely used the Internet both in the country of origin and
in Lesvos, 17% felt that social media made their lives easier.

Social media can have an impact on the future destinations of asylum-related
migrants. For two out of five (39%) of the respondents, social media was an im-
portant medium in deciding where they would migrate in Europe. This percent-
age was rather similar between men (39%) and women (42%), but among female
Internet-users, the proportional share of 52% was larger than that of men (40%).
As discussed above, in the preparatory phase, the use of digitally-mediated con-
nections also played a more important role for female asylum-related migrant
respondents compared with men.

Another major difference existed along with education: of those without uni-
versity education, substantially more (42%) argued for the importance of social
media for where to migrate in Europe compared with respondents with uni-
versity education (27%). This suggests that people with lower education levels
receive important and influential information about possible destinations for
migration in the EU, or that they are not so critical regarding the received in-
formation, or that other sources have lower impact than that of social media.
Logically, among non-Internet users, very few (11%) agreed that social media was
an important factor for their decisions on where to move in Europe.

72



Table 4.21. Social media in the everyday lives of respondents (%).

Life To come Where Important dr.
easier to Europe to move journey
Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n
Man 55 22 23 142 25 46 30 147 39 36 25 139 53 26 22 144
Woman 48 26 26 31 40 37 23 35 42 31 28 36 50 19 31 36
16-29 years old 50 25 26 125 29 43 28 135 37 39 24 126 52 25 23 135
30-39 years old 58 23 19 26 24 40 36 25 46 21 32 28 52 16 32 25
40-49 years old 8 8 8 13 17 67 17 12 58 17 25 12 64 36 0 11
50-years old 75 0 25 4 40 0 60 5 40 60 O 5 50 25 25 4
University education 54 14 32 28 13 61 26 31 27 43 30 30 48 16 36 31
No university 54 23 24 140 31 40 29 143 42 33 25 138 53 24 21 172
education
Afghan 53 23 23 64 35 54 11 74 44 40 16 70 58 34 8 73
Somali 39 28 33 36 26 26 49 35 22 31 47 32 49 9 43 35
Other 61 19 20 74 20 42 38 74 42 32 26 74 48 22 30 73
-4monthsinLesvos 58 23 20 40 33 43 25 40 36 42 22 36 45 29 26 38
5-14 months in 44 33 23 39 19 52 29 42 33 40 28 40 45 33 23 40
Lesvos
15-36 months in 57 22 21 63 38 33 30 64 48 31 21 67 67 16 17 69
Lesvos
37-monthsinLesvos 50 0 50 4 25 50 25 4 50 25 25 4 33 33 33 3
Every day 59 18 24 68 32 41 28 69 43 36 21 72 54 26 19 72
Many times 59 26 15 53 30 49 21 53 42 36 22 55 57 21 23 53
Less often 39 39 22 18 28 33 39 18 33 40 27 15 56 19 25 16
Daily Internetuseat 71 17 13 24 35 35 31 26 59 30 11 27 67 15 19 27
CofO & Les
Weekly Internetuse 67 29 5 21 26 42 32 19 35 45 20 20 61 11 28 18
at CfO & Les
Less Internetuseat 17 33 50 6 29 29 43 7 20 80 O 5 50 17 33 6
CofO & Les
Not Internet use at 20 20 60 10 8 39 54 13 11 33 56 9 17 25 58 12
CofO & Les
Total 53 22 24 174 27 44 29 183 39 35 26 176 52 24 24 181

Agr=agree; Dk=don't know; Dis=disagree; n=number of respondents; Int=Internet; CofO=country of
origin; Life easier=In Lesvos, the use of Internet and/or social media makes my life easier; To come to
Europe=Information and interaction in social media facilitated my decision to come to Europe; Where to
move=Information and interaction in social media facilitates my decision regarding where | will move in
Europe; Important dr. journey=During my journey to Europe, the use of social media was important for

me
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Table 4.22. Impact of social media on the lives of Internet-using respondents (%).

Life To come to Where Important
easier* Europe** to move* dr. journey***
Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n Agr Dk Dis n

Man 58 23 19 114 26 45 29 110 40 37 24 114 57 27 16 108
Woman 50 29 21 24 40 40 20 25 52 33 15 27 46 23 31 26
16-29 years old 52 26 22 103 31 45 25 98 39 39 22 105 56 27 17 98
30-39 years old 63 26 11 19 24 38 38 21 52 29 19 21 55 20 25 20
40-49 years old 90 0 10 10 22 56 22 9 56 11 33 9 60 40 0 10
50-years old 75 0 25 4 25 0 75 4 50 50 O 4 33 33 33 3
University education 50 18 32 22 15 56 30 27 17 54 29 24 52 20 28 25
No university education 57 25 18 114 32 40 28 103 47 33 21 114 56 27 17 106
Afghan 53 26 21 57 35 55 11 55 44 42 15 62 58 32 10 62
Somali 46 27 27 22 33 29 38 24 26 37 37 19 55 14 32 22
Other 63 20 17 60 21 39 40 57 44 31 25 61 51 24 26 51
-4 monthsinLesvos 63 20 17 35 35 42 24 29 38 44 19 32 50 33 17 24
5-14 months in 40 40 20 30 21 52 28 29 34 41 25 32 41 41 17 29
Lesvos

15-36 monthsiin 59 21 20 61 39 31 31 49 49 31 20 65 70 13 17 60
Lesvos

37-monthsinLesvos 50 0 50 4 33 33 33 3 50 25 25 4 50 0 50 2
Daily use in Lesvos 59 17 24 68 33 39 28 54 43 36 21 72 55 28 17 60
WeeklyuseinLesvos 59 26 15 53 30 49 21 43 42 36 22 55 60 21 19 42
Less frequently in 39 39 22 18 20 20 60 10 33 40 27 15 57 14 29 14
Lesvos

Total 56 24 20 139 29 43 28 136 42 37 22 142 55 26 20 135

* = answered by those who used the Internet on Lesvos; ** = answered by those who used the Internet in
the home country; *** = answered by those who used the Internet during the journey; Agr=agree; Dk=don't
know; Dis=disagree; n=number of respondents; Int=Internet; CofO=country of origin; Life easier=In
Lesvos, the use of Internet and/or social media makes my life easier; To come to Europe=Information
and interaction in social media facilitated my decision to come to Europe; Where to move=Information
and interaction in social media facilitates my decision regarding where | will move in Europe; Important
dr. journey=During my journey to Europe, the use of social media was important for me
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5. Conclusions

The research project “Asylum Seekers and Undocumented Migrants in Lesvos,
Greece, 2020-2022” focused on the everyday lives and physical and digital im-
mobilities and mobilities of asylum-related migrants on Lesvos island in the
Eastern Mediterranean. This study focused on who the asylum seekers and other
asylum-related migrants were, what their migration patterns were, their aspi-
rations to reach Lesvos and further destinations, what their everyday lives were
like in the Mavrovouni reception and identification center, and how they used
the Internet and social media during their asylum-related journeys starting
from their country of origin to their presence in Lesvos.

The research covered the developments in Lesvos and the Aegean Sea from
2020 to the summer of 2022. The background material was derived from statis-
tics and reports from various organizations and scholars. The main new empiri-
cal material consisted of survey responses that were gathered in May 2022 from
205 asylum-related migrants who lived in the Mavrovouni RIC in Lesvos. Addi-
tional information about their everyday lives was gathered from conversations
with them and by observing their activities outside the center.

Lesvos is close to the western coast of Turkey and is an entry point to Eu-
rope for many migrants asking for asylum. Over the years, almost one million
migrants have passed through the island, though their annual number has var-
ied substantially. In the summer of 2022, around 1,300 asylum-related migrants
were in the Mavrovouni RIC, which was the only reception center where asylum
seekers and other related migrants were located in Lesvos. This was substantially
fewer compared to the situation in 2019 when there were more than 20,000 asy-
lum-related migrants in several centers on the island, including the Moria RIC
(Aegean Boat Report 2022).

Asylum-related migrants’ journeys consisted of various stages of mobility and
immobility. They could influence some factors, but many are out of their con-
trol. Physical and digital mobilities and immobilities connected to each other
when preparing for journeys and while on the move. Irregular physical mobili-
ties and immobilities were part of asylum-related migrants’ everyday lives.

From the survey respondents in Lesvos, three out of four (77%) mentioned
having had to leave their country of origin due to war or serious political or
human rights violations. There were many other reasons, including unem-
ployment, better education, family reunification, etc.; many migrants left for
combined reasons. Few of the respondents (27%) indicated that information
and interaction on social media were important when making their decision to
come to the EU. However, physical and non-digital contacts were crucial for pre-
paring the journeys.

The majority of asylum-related migrants spent more than half a year on their
journeys to Lesvos. A few arrived sooner because they gained access to Turkey
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quickly, either from a neighboring country or by flying directly to Turkey. The
very limited possibilities to enter the EU through the regular migration proce-
dures resulted in many using asylum-seeking systems and irregular migration.

Access to Lesvos and other Aegean Sea islands became more difficult from
the autumn of 2019 onward. All asylum-related migrants need to make a final
travel from the Turkish coast to Lesvos irregularly. They use a rubber boat with
a small motor and space for a few tens of people. Smugglers facilitate this fi-
nal passage but many have to try several times before reaching Lesvos. In 2019,
the weekly arrivals were over 1,000 people with an average number of 16 boats.
From the summer of 2021 to the summer of 2022, 83% (686) of boats and 89%
(21,237) of people who aimed to cross the sea to Greek islands were intercepted
and returned to the Turkish coast. For several weeks, no boats or people arrived
at Lesvos; the busiest week was with 5 boats and 135 people (Aegean Boat Report
2022).

On the one hand, the mobility restrictions related to the COVID-19 pandem-
ic prevention limited the possibility to move within Turkey or to reach Lesvos.
On the other hand, several NGOs and other organizations claimed that Greece
executed pushbacks (i.e. collectively returned migrants from Greek areas and
prevented them from asking for asylum in Greece, including Lesvos). The push-
backs and other interceptions mean that many migrants attempted several
times before arriving at Lesvos (see Aegean Boat Report 2021).

In January-June 2022, 3,020 asylum-related migrants arrived to the Aegean
Sea islands. According to the UNHCR (2022d), in 2021, approximately one out of
three (31%) migrants were children younger than 18 years old, a half (51%) were
young adults (18-29 years old), one out of five (18%) were middle-aged (30-49
years old), and very few (1%) were 50 years or older. Of the adult migrants, one
out of four (26%) were women and three out of four (74%) were men. At the time,
Lesvosreceived 857 migrants, which was 58% more than the previous six months
and 29% of all arrived migrants in the Aegean Sea islands. Of these island-arriv-
als, Lesvos had a proportionally large share of Afghans and Somalis, but very few
Palestinians and Syrians.

Once on the island, the migrants had to wait on the asylum process, often
in precarious conditions. This was part of biogeopolitical (mis)management of
asylum-related migrants at the EU borderlands (Jauhiainen 2020). In unclear
circumstances, the infamous Moria RIC was purposefully set on fire. The center
burned down in September 2020, leaving more than 12,000 asylum-related mi-
grants homeless until the new provisionary center, Mavrorouni, was established.
In addition, the small PIKPA and Kara Tepe reception centers were closed by au-
thorities. Initially the Mavrovouni center became congested and lacked solid in-
frastructure to host more than 10,000 people. Following the transfer of asylum
seekers to mainland Greece and the infrastructure construction, the everyday

76



lives of asylum seekers began to improve as the center decongested. In June of
2022, Lesvos had in the Mavrovouni RIC 1,351 asylum-related migrants, of whom
Afghans and Somalis were the largest groups (Aegean Boat Report 2022).

Out of the survey respondents in 2022, 53% felt safe in the center, 77% indi-
cated there were enough toilets and showers, and 43% felt treated well in Lesvos.
These shares were substantially higher in 2022 compared to the 2019 situation
(26%, 22%, and 27%) and the 2016 situation (21%, 18%, and 30%) for asylum-relat-
ed migrants in Lesvos. In addition, 67% of the 2022 survey respondents positively
agreed on their future and approximately 40% shared that they learned some-
thing useful in Lesvos (mostly English and Greek). However, the share of those
feeling to be mistreated because of their non-European origin was 39% of all
respondents. This was higher in 2022 compared with the share in 2019. Moreo-
ver, among women the share of those feeling to be mistreated because of their
non-European origin was 43%. It indicated a considerable rise among these mi-
grants from 2016 to 2019 and from 2019 to 2022 (Jauhiainen 2017; Jauhiainen &
Vorobeva 2020, 63).

In 2022, all studied asylum-related migrants had arrived at Lesvos (i.e.,
reached the first important goal in their journey to the EU). For many respond-
ents, Germany was their aspired EU destination country; Finland and the Unit-
ed Kingdom were often mentioned as desired destinations, but less frequently
than Germany. More than earlier, Greece was also mentioned among the most
preferred countries. Most migrants planned to work and many of the young-
er respondents aspired to study in Europe. Few considered returning to their
country of origin (6% “for sure” and 17% “maybe”). Somali respondents were the
largest group who planned or considered returning to their country of origin.

‘While some migrants experienced physical immobility in Lesvos and fewer
options to leave the reception center, many became increasingly mobile digital-
ly. The Internet and social media became very common communication tools
among asylum-related migrants in Lesvos. The longer the migrants stayed in
Lesvos, more of them began to use the Internet and social media, usually more
frequently. Digital divides narrowed in Lesvos. Survey results of the respondents
showed that 86% used the Internet and 61% specifically used WhatsApp (a growth
of users from 2019 when it was 53%). Comparing respondents’ results in 2019
with those in 2022, the share of Facebook users declined slightly (from 40% to
37%) whereas the share of YouTube users grew (from 25% to 37%).

Improved reception facilities and less congestion were positive aspects in
the everyday lives of asylum seekers in Lesvos. However, it was more difficult to
reach Lesvos than in earlier years. Furthermore, the asylum process continued
to be very long for many migrants, of whom many began to feel they were living
in limbo. Several had to stay for more than one year in precarious situations. The
Internet connection became very important for them because it helped them
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maintain contact with family and friends and learn new things to pass the long
hours of waiting. Based on research results, the authorities should provide asy-
lum-related migrants with complimentary access to the Internet during all stag-
es of the asylum process in Lesvos and elsewhere in the EU.
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7. Asylum seekers and undocumented migrants in Lesvos,
Greece, 2020-2022

Jussi S. Jauhiainen (jusaja@utu.fi), Sanni Huusari and Johanna Junnila

The research project “Asylum Seekers and Undocumented Migrants in Lesvos,
Greece, 2020-2022” focused on the everyday lives and physical and digital im-
mobilities and mobilities of asylum-related migrants on Lesvos island in the
Eastern Mediterranean. This study focused on who the asylum seekers and other
asylum-related migrants were, what their migration patterns were, their aspi-
rations to reach Lesvos and further destinations, what their everyday lives were
like, and how they used the Internet and social media during their asylum-re-
lated journeys.

The research covered the developments in Lesvos and the Aegean Sea from
2020 to the summer of 2022. The background material was derived from sta-
tistics and reports from various organizations and scholars. The main new em-
pirical material consisted of survey responses that were gathered in May 2022
from 205 asylum-related migrants who lived in the Mavrovouni Reception and
Identification Center in Lesvos. Additional information about their everyday
lives was gathered from conversations with them and by observing their activi-
ties outside the center.

Lesvos island is close to the western coast of Turkey and is an entry point to
the European Union (EU) for many migrants asking for asylum. Over the years,
almost one million migrants have passed through the island, though their an-
nual number has varied substantially. In the summer of 2022, around 1,300 asy-
lum-related migrants were in the Mavrovouni center, which was the only re-
ception center where asylum seekers and other related migrants were located
in Lesvos. This was smaller compared to the situation in 2019 when there were
more than 20,000 asylum-related migrants in several centers on the island, in-
cluding the Moria RIC (Aegean Boat Report 2022).

Asylum-related migrants’ journeys consist of various stages of mobility and
immobility. They can influence some factors, but many are out of their control.
Physical and digital mobilities and immobilities connect to each other when pre-
paring for journeys and while on the move. Irregular physical mobilities and im-
mobilities were part of asylum-related migrants’ everyday lives. The very limited
possibilities to enter the EU through the regular migration procedures results in
many using asylum-seeking systems and irregular migration. Sometimes these
migrants are let to move forward in the asylum process. Other times they are
constrained into physical and digital immobility. This is part of biogeopolitical
(mis)management of asylum-related migrants at the EU borderlands.

Asylum-related journeys are long and complex. From the survey respond-
ents in Lesvos, 77% mentioned having had to leave their country of origin due

85



to war or serious political or human rights violations. There were many other
reasons, including unemployment, better education, and family reunification;
many migrants left for combined reasons.

The majority of asylum-related migrants spent more than half a year on their
journeys to Lesvos. A few arrived sooner because they gained access to Turkey
quickly, either from a neighboring country or by flying directly to Turkey.

Access to Lesvos and other Aegean Sea Islands became more difficult from
the late autumn of 2019 onward. In January-June 2022, Lesvos received 857
migrants. For several weeks, no boats or people arrived at Lesvos; the busiest
week had a few boats and 135 people. The mobility restrictions related to the
COVID-19 pandemic prevention limited the possibility to move within Turkey
or to reach Lesvos. Several NGOs and other organizations claimed that Greece
executed pushbacks (i.e. collectively returned migrants from Greek areas and
prevented them from asking for asylum in Greece, including Lesvos) that are
against international agreements. Many migrants attempted several times be-
fore arriving at Lesvos.

In 2020-2021, the former reception centers Moria, Kara Tepe and PIKPA
were closed, and an emergency center was established. In June of 2022, the
Mavrovouni center had 1,351 asylum-related migrants, including many Afghan
and Somali but very few Palestinian and Syrian asylum seekers. As of 2022, the
transfer of more than 10,000 asylum seekers, improved reception facilities and
less congestion were positive aspects in the everyday lives of asylum seekers in
Lesvos in 2022. Out of the 2022 survey respondents, 53% felt safe in the center,
77% indicated there were enough toilets and showers, and 43% felt treated well
in Lesvos. These shares were substantially higher compared to the 2019 situation
and the 2016 situation for asylum-related migrants in Lesvos.

Many migrants experienced physical immobility in Lesvos and fewer options
to leave the reception center, so many became increasingly mobile digitally. The
longer the migrants stayed in Lesvos, the more of them began to use the Internet
and social media, usually more frequently. Of the respondents, 86% used the
Internet and 61% WhatsApp in Lesvos: the latter’s share of users grew from 2019
and 2016. Digital divides narrowed in Lesvos.

The asylum process continued to be very long for many migrants, of whom
many began to feel they were living in limbo. Several had to stay for more than
one year in precarious situations. The Internet connection became very impor-
tant for them because it helped them maintain contact with family and friends
and learn new things to pass the long hours of waiting. Based on research re-
sults, the authorities should provide asylum-related migrants with complimen-
tary access to the Internet during all stages of the asylum process in Lesvos and
elsewhere in the EU.
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8. Turvapaikanhakijat ja epdviralliset muuttajat Lesboksella
Kreikassa vuosina 2020-2022

Jussi S. Jauhiainen (jusaja@utu.fi), Sanni Huusari ja Johanna Junnila

Tutkimusprojekti Asylum Seekers and Undocumented Migrants in Lesvos, Greece, 2020~
2022 (Turvapaikanhakijat ja epéviralliset muuttajat Lesboksella Kreikassa vuo-
sina 2020-2022) tutki turvapaikan hakuun liittyvien epavirallisten muuttajien
jokapaivéistd elamaéa ja fyysista ja digitaalista liikkkuvuutta Lesboksella, joka on
Kreikan saari itdisella Vdlimerelld. Tutkimme, keitd olivat turvapaikanhakijat
ja muut epdéviralliset muuttajat, minkéalaisia olivat heiddn muuttoliikkeensa ja
toiveensa saavuttaa Lesbos ja tatd seuraavat kohteet, minkalaista oli heidéan ela-
maéansa saarella, ja miten ndma muuttajat kayttivat internetia ja sosiaalista me-
diaa muuttomatkoillaan.

Tutkimus koski muuttoliikkeen kehitystd Lesboksella ja Egeanmerelld vuo-
desta 2020 kesddn 2022. Taustamateriaalina olivat jarjestdjen ja tutkijoiden tilas-
tot ja raportit. Tarkein uusi aineisto koostui 205 Mavrovounin vastaanottokes-
kuksessa asuneen muuttajan vastauksista puolistrukturoituun kyselyyn, jonka
toteutimme Lesboksella toukokuussa 2022. Tietoja heidan arkipdivastaan saim-
me myos keskusteluista heiddn kanssaan ja havainnoimalla heiddn toimiaan
keskuksen ulkopuolella.

Lahella Turkkia sijaitseva Lesbos on pdavayld monille muuttajille, jotka hake-
vat turvapaikkaa EU:sta. Vuosien kuluessa ldhes miljoona muuttajaa on kulkenut
sen lapi. Vuosittain heiddn lukumééransa vaihtelee paljon. Vuonna 2019 saarella
oli yli 20 000 epévirallista muuttajaa useissa vastaanottokeskuksissa, joista yksi
oli Moria. Kesédlla 2022 saaren ainoassa vastaanottokeskuksessa oli noin 1300
turvapaikanhakijaa.

Epéavirallisten muuttajien turvapaikan hakumatkat koostuvat useista litkku-
vuuden ja pysdhtymisen jaksoista. He voivat vaikuttaa joihinkin matkan seik-
koihin, mutta monia he eivat pysty kontrolloimaan. Matkaa valmisteltaessa ja
matkan aikana fyysiset ja digitaaliset liikkuvuudet ja liikkkumattomuudet liittyvat
toisiinsa. Epéaviralliset liikkuvuudet ja liikkumattomuudet ovat muuttajien arki-
paivaa. Tavallisia muuttoreittejd pitkin on vaikea pdéstd EU:iin. Monien on pak-
ko kayttaa turvapaikanhakua ja epdvirallista muuttoliikettd. Joskus muuttajat
paastetddn etenemdidn turvapaikkamenettelyssa. Toisinaan heidat pakotetaan
fyysiseen ja digitaaliseen liikkkumattomuuteen. Se on biogeopoliittista turva-
paikkaan liittyvien muuttajien (eps)hallintaa EU:n rajaseuduilla.

Epévirallisen muuttoliikkeen matkat ovat pitkid ja monimutkaisia. Les-
boksella kyselyyn vastanneista 77% ilmoitti ldhteneensad kotimaastaan sodan
tai vakavien poliittisten tai ihmisoikeusrikkomusten vuoksi. Muita syita olivat
tyottdmyys, tarve parempaan koulutukseen, perheen yhdistiminen jne. Syyt
kietoutuivat toisiinsa.
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Enemmistd muuttajista kdytti matkoihinsa Lesbokselle yli puoli vuotta. Jotkut
saapuivat nopeammin, jos he pystyivat matkustamaan Turkkiin naapurimaasta
tai lentdmaéaan sinne suoraan.

Lesbokselle pddseminen on vaikeutunut vuoden 2019 loppusyksysta ldhtien.
Vuoden 2022 tammi-kesdkuussa Lesbokselle saapui 857 epavirallista muutta-
jaa. Useina viikkoina ei saapunut yhtaan venetta. Kiireisimpéna viikkona saapui
muutama vene ja 135 muuttajaa. Liikkuvuuden rajoittaminen koronapande-
mian levidmisen estamiseksi vaikeutti monien pdasya Turkkiin, siellda matkusta-
mista, ja erityisesti Lesbokselle pyrkimistd. Useat jarjestot vaittivat, ettd Kreikka
tydntdd muuttajaryhmié suoraan takaisin Turkkiin antamatta heille mahdolli-
suutta hakea turvapaikkaa Kreikasta, mukaan lukien Lesboksella. Tama on vas-
toin kansanvalisid sopimuksia. Monet yrittivat paasta Lesbokselle useita kertoja
ennen kuin onnistuivat siina.

Vuosina 2020-2021 suljettiin Lesboksella aiemmat vastaanottokeskukset Mo-
ria, Kara Tepe ja PIKPA ja avattiin uusi keskus hatdsuojaksi. Kesdkuussa 2022
Mavrovounin vastaanottokeskuksessa oli 1351 turvapaikanhakijaa ja epévirallista
muuttajaa. Useat heista olivat afgaaneja ja somaleja, sen sijaan palestiinalaisia
ja syyrialaisia oli hyvin vdhén. Turvapaikanhakijoiden arkipdivdan Lesboksella
vaikutti myonteisesti keskuksen ahtauden viheneminen, kun yli 10 000 asukas-
ta siirrettiin sieltd pois, ja sen infrastruktuurin parantaminen. Kyselyyn vastan-
neista 53% koki olonsa turvalliseksi keskuksessa, 77% sanoi sielld olevan riittavasti
vessoja ja suihkuja ja 43% koki tulevansa hyvin kohdelluksi Lesboksella. Luvat
olivat merkittavasti korkeampia verrattuna muuttajien vastauksiin vuosina 2019
ja 2016.

Monet muuttajista olivat pakotettuja fyysiseen liikkumattomuuteen Lesbok-
sella ja heilld oli vihemmaéan mahdollisuuksia poistua vastaanottokeskuksesta,
mutta monista heistd tuli digitaalisesti liikkkuvia. Mita pitempéaan muuttajat oli-
vat Lesboksella, sitd useammat heista kéyttivit internetia ja sosiaalista mediaa,
yleensd myos useammin: digitaaliset kuilut kapenivat Lesboksella. Vastaajista
86% kaytti internetid ja 61% WhatsAppia: jalkimmaista entista useampi verrattu-
na aiempiin vuosiin.

Turvapaikkamenettely kesti hyvin kauan monilla muuttajalla, ja he tunsivat
olevansa voimattomia. Useat joutuivat olemaan yli vuoden puutteellisissa olois-
sa. Internetyhteydesté tuli heille tdrked koska he pystyivét sen avulla pitimédéan
vhteyttd perheeseensa ja ystaviinsa ja oppimaan uusia asioita, joiden avulla he
pystyivéat kuluttamaan aikaa. Tutkimustulosten perusteella viranomaisten tuli-
si taata turvapaikanhakijoille ilmainen internetyhteys turvapaikkamenettelyn
ajaksi Lesboksella ja muualla EU:ssa.
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10. AiToUVTEG AOUAO KaI HETAVAOTEG XWPIE Eyypaga
otn AéoBo, EAAGOa, 2020-2022

Jussi S. Jauhiainen (jusaja@utu.fi), Sanni Huusari & Johanna Junnila

To epeuvnuikd mpodypappa Asylum Seekers and Undocumented Migrants in
Lesvos, Greece, 2020-2022 (AvtoUvteg Aoulo Kal petavaoteg Xopig eyypaga ot
A¢oBo, EAAGSa, 2020-2022) emxkevtpobnke otnv kabnpuepivr) (o1 KAl 0TLg QUOL-
KE¢ KAl WIPLUKES AKLVNOLES KAL KLVNTIKOTITES TOV PETAVAOTMV II0U 0XeTi{ovTal
pe to aoudo oto viot tng AéoBou otnv Avatodikr) Meooyero. H pedetn autr em-
Kevtpmbnke 0To ool 1Tav oL artouvteg AOUAO Kat oL AOLIOL HETAVAOTEG IIOU OXe-
ToVTal e TO AoUAO, IOV I)TAV TA PLETAVAOTEUTIKA TOUg IIPOTUIIA, oL prhododieg
Toug va @tacouv ot AeoBo Kal oe aAdoug IIpooplLopovg, oeg rTav 1 Kabnuepiv
Toug {®I] KAl IGO¢ XPIOLIOIoLNoay to S1adiKTuo Kal Ta Peod KOWOVIKLE S1KTU®-
ong Katd Tt d1apkrela Tov Taslduwy Toug mou oXeTidovTal pe To AoUAo.

H ¢peuva xaduwe tig e€ediferg otn AeoBo kal to Avyaio amo to 2020 £wg to
kadoxkaipt tou 2022. To 10top1kd UALKO avtAnOnke amd OTATIOTIKA OTOLXeia
KAl ava@opeg d1a@opav opyaviopav Katr pedetntov. Ta véa xUpla epmeipira
oTolXela arotedouvtal amd amavtnoelg mou ouykevtpondnkav tov Mdawo tou
2022 amd 205 petavaoteg mou oxetidovtav pe to aoulo Kat {ovoav oto Kévtpo
Ynodoxng xkat Tavtonoinong MaupoBouviou ot A¢oBo. Amd oudntnoeig padi
TOUG KOl AII0 TNV HAPATiENol] TV 6paotnplot)tev toug eKtog tou Kevtpou
ouAAexOnkav mpocBeteg mAnpogopieg yia tnv Kabnuepuvi) toug (o).

To vnot tng A¢oBou Bploketal kovtda otig Sutikeg axkteg tng Toupkiag xKal
arrotedel onueto ewoodou otnv Evpenaikn Eveoon (EE) yva modloug petava-
oteg Tou artouvtal aoudo. Me tnv mapodo tov etov, 0xebov £va eKatoppuplo
HETAVAOTEE £X0UV MEPAOEL A0 TO V101, AV KAl 0 £T1)010¢ aplOuog toug motkidAel
onpavtird. To kadoxkaipt tou 2022 mepimou 1.300 petavaoteg mou oxetidoval
pe to douldo Bpiokovtav oto kevipo MaupoBouviou, To 0mmoio HTav To pova-
01k kévTpo umodoxrg omou Bpiokovtav artouvteg AOUAO Kal GAAOL OXETIKOL
petavaoteg ot AgoBo. Autdg o apiBuog eivar pukpotepog o CUYKPLOI HE TV
katdotaon to 2019, émou vnrpxav meprocotepol amd 20.000 petavdaoteg mou
oxetidovtav pe to aoulo og S1agopa KEVTIpa 0To vnol, oupnepldapBavousvng
g Moprag (Aegean Boat Report 2022).

Ta talidia Twv petavaotov mou oXeTidovTal e To A0UAO amoteAoUvVTal Ao
SLa@popa otadia KvnTikOTTag KAl akvnoiag. MmopoUv va emnpedoouy oplope-
voug mapdayovteg, aAAd moAAoi Oev efaptmvtar ard autoug. Ou UOLKEG Kat Wwh-
PLAKEC KLV TUIKOTITEG KAl AKLVNoleg ouvdgovtal petadl Toug KATd TNV IPOeToL-
paoia tov tadlditev, adAd kav ev xuvrjoet. Ot mapdtuiieg QUOLKES KUV TUKOTITEG
Kal agvnoleg armotedovoav pepog tng Kadnuepiviig {org TV PeETavaoTteV IouU
oxetidovtal pe to aovdo. O moAu meploplopeveg Suvatotnteg e1oodou otnv EE
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PE£0® TOV KAVOVIKOV PETAVAOTEUTIKAV O1ad1lKA0L0V £X0UV O AITOTEAE0HA TTOA-
Aol va Xp1nolpomoloUV ouoTpata attnong aoUAoU Kal IapATUIIng HETAVACTEU-
ong. Mepikég popeg emTpenetal 0g auToUg TOUS HUETAVAOTES VA IPOXWPICOUV
otn Swabikaoia acudou. AXAeg @opég meplopidovtal og QUOLKI KAl WHELUKT)
akivnoia. Auto amotedel pépog tng (kakrng) BroyewmoArtikng dtaxeipiong towv
HeTAvaoTtaVv mou oxetidovtal pe to aoudo ota ouvopa tng EE.

To tafidl mou oxetidetal pe to AoUAo eival parpy Kat MoAUIA0Ko. Ao toug
ouppetexovteg otnv £peuva otn AeoBo, to 77% aveépepe OTL avaykAotnke va
EYKATOALLYEL T XWPA KATAYGDYIE TOU AOY® IOALpOU 1) 0oBap®v MOALTIK®V
napabrdoeev 1 napabidosev TV avlpemivov Sikaiopdatev. YOnpxav molAol
addot Adyor, omtwg 1 avepyia, n KaAUutepn eKIIaideuon KAl 1) OLKOYEVELAKI) £I1a-
VEVROT * TOAAOL HETAVAOTES £QUYAV Y eva ouviuaouo Aoywy.

H mAelwovotnta TV petavaotev mou oXetidoviay [e To AoUAo IIEpaoav Ime-
PLO0OTEPO A0 U100 XPOvo oto Ttadibt toug mpog tn AcoBo. Mepikoi £@tacav
vepitepa, emeldn) amektnoav ypnyopa mnpooBaon otnv Toupkia, £ite amd Kamola
YEUTOVLKI] X0pa eite metovtag aneubeiag otnv Toupxkia.

H mpooBaon otn A¢oBo kat oe dAAa vnowd tou Avyaiou €ywve mo GUOKOAn
arxd ta teAn tou eBwonmpou tou 2019 kar petd. Amod tov Iavoudpro ewg Ttov
Touvio tou 2022, n AeoBog 6exOnke 857 petavaotee. I'ia apretég eBdonadeg Sev
ptavav otn AeoBo oxdaen 1 atopa, i mo moAuacxoAn eBdopada exelr pepika
okaen xat 135 avBpomoug. O meproplopol Kivntikdtntag mov oxetidovral pe
tnv mpoAnyn g navénuiag COVID-19 nepudoproav tn Suvatodtnta petakivn-
ong evtog tng Toupkiag 1) tnv mpooBaon otn AeoBo. Apketeg MKO xav dAAeg
opyavwoelrg wxuptotnkav ott 1 EAAGSa ektedeoe enavamnpondnoetg (6nAadn
ernéotpeye OUAAOYLKA PeTAVAOTEE Ao eAANVIKES MEPLoXeg KAl TOUg eumdoioe
va {ntrioouv douvdo otnv EAAASa, oupneprdapBavopevng tng A¢oBou) mou avti-
Batvouv otig S1eBveig oupgnvieg. IToAdol petavaoteg emxeipnoav emavelAnp-
péva va gracouv oty AeoBo, Ipiv To KatagEpouy.

Ta mponv kevepa vmoboxng tng Moplag, tou Kapa Teme xav tou TITKITA
¢kAeroav to 2020-2021 xal SnuroupynOnke £va KkEVTpo exktaktng avaykng. Tov
Touvio tou 2022, to kevtpo MaupoBouviou eixe 1.351 petavaoteg mou oxetido-
VTal e To AoUuldo, oupmneptAapBavopevav moAdav Agpyavov kat Xopoadav, aAAd
oAU Atywv [Tadatotviev kar Xupev avtouvtev aoudo. Ao to 2022, i petago-
pa meprLocdtepev amod 10.000 artouviwy aoudo, 1 BeATIOON TOV eYKATAOTAOEOV
uodox1¢ Kal 1) Pelorn tng oup@opnong rtav Betikeg mruxeg otnv Kabnuepivn
o TtV artouvtev acudo ot AeoBo to 2022. Ao toug epatnBevteg otV £peu-
va tou 2022, to 53% £viwbe aopadég 0to KEVTpo, to 77% Sndnoe 6TL uvmnpxav
aPKeTEG TOUaAETEG KAl vToug Kat to 43% aitoBavOnke otL etuxe Kadng peta-
xeiprong otn A¢oBo. Ta mooootd autd rjtav apketd vwnlotepa oe GUYKPLOT) HE
tnVv kKatdotaorn tou 2019 kat tnv Katdotaon tou 2016 yia toug petavaoteg mou
oxetidovtal pe to acudo otn AgoBo.
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IToAMol petavaoteg Biwoav guolkn akwvnoia otn A¢oBo Kau eixav Avyotepeg
£IILAOYEG Y1a VA UYOUV amd TO KEVTPO UII0G0XI)E, EMONEVROE IT0AAOL £yLvay OA0
Kat mo Kwvntikol wneuakd. Ooco meploodtepo mapépuevav ol petavaoteg ot
A¢eoBo, tO00 MmeEPLooOTEPOL AId AUuTOUE APXLoaV va XPNOLHoHowoUV Katd Baon
ouxvotepa to 61abiKTtuo Kal ta HEoa KOWOVIKIG 01KTU®ONG. Ao Toug epwtnOe-
vteg, to 86% xpnoipomnoinoe to Gradiktuo kat to 61% to WhatsApp oty A¢oBo:
TO HepPlOlo TV Xpnotwv tou tedeutalou aulnbnke oe oxeon pe to 2019 Kat to
2016. Ta yneuaka xaopata petwdnkav oty AéoBo.

H Guabikaoia xoprynong acuAou ouvexioe va eivat oAU XpovoBopa yia mmoA-
Aoug petavaoteg, moAdol arod Ttoug ommoioug apxLoav va atodavovtal otL {ouv pe-
TeEPOL. ApKeTol avayKAaoTtnKav va Iapapeivouv yla IIepLoooTepo amd eva Xpovo
oe emo@aleilg ouvOnkeg. H ouvleon oto Suadiktuo €ywve oAU onpavtiki yuv
autoug, 1ot Ttoug Bonbnoe va Siatnprjoouy emmagn e TV oLKoyevela Kal Toug
@lloug toug Kal va pdbouv vea mpaypata yla va IIEPAcOUV TS ITOAAES mpeg
tng avapovig. Me Bdon ta amoteléopata tng £peuvag, ov apxeg Ba mpemner va
IIAPEX0UV 0TOUE NETAVAOTeg ITOU oxetidovtal pe to Aoudo Swpedv mpooBaor oto
61adiktuo oe 0Aa ta otdbia tng Sradikaoiag amoktnong acvdou oty A¢oBo kau
omoudnmiote aAdou otnv EE.
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11. Demandeurs d'asile et migrants sans papiers sur I'ile de
Lesbos en Gréce entre 2020-2022

Jussi S. Jauhiainen (jusaja@utu.fi), Sanni Huusari & Johanna Junnila

Le projet de recherche Asylum Seekers and Undocumented Migrants in Lesbos, Gree-
ce, 2020-2022 (Demandeurs d’asile et migrants sans papiers sur l'ile de Lesbos
en Gréce entre 2020-2022) s'est penché sur la vie quotidienne et sur la mobilité
physique et digitale des migrants sans papiers liées a la demande d’asile a Les-
bos qui est une ile grecque en Méditerranée orientale. Nous avons examiné qui
sont ces demandeurs d’asile et autres migrants sans papiers, quels sont leurs flux
migratoires et souhaits pour se rendre a Lesbos et sur d’autres endroits apres ce-
lui-ci, quelles sont leurs conditions de vie sur l'ile et comment ces migrants ont
utilisé internet et les médias sociaux lors de leurs trajets de migration.

Larecherche se portait sur I’évolution des flux migratoires a Lesbos et en mer
Egée de 2020 jusqu’a I'été 2022. Comme matériel de référence, nous avons uti-
lisé les statistiques et les rapports des organisations et des chercheurs. La nou-
velle documentation la plus importante était basée sur les réponses apportées
au questionnaire par 205 migrants séjournant dans le centre d’accueil de Mavro-
vouni. Le questionnaire a été réalisé a Lesbos en mai 2022. Nous avons égale-
ment obtenu des informations sur leur quotidien en discutant avec eux et en
observant leurs activités en dehors du centre d’accueil.

Lesbos se trouve pres de la Turquie, et c’est une artere principale pour beau-
coup de migrants demandant l'asile dans I'UE. Au cours des années, presque un
million de migrants ont transité via cette ile. Leur nombre varie considérablement
d'une année al'autre. Jusqu'en 2019 I'ile comptait plus de 20 000 migrants sans pa-
piers répartis dans plusieurs centres d’accueil, dont 'un était Moria. En été 2022,
le seul centre d’accueil de I'ile abritait environ 1 300 demandeurs d’asile.

Les trajets des migrants sans papiers pour obtenir l'asile étaient divisés en plu-
sieurs épisodes de mobilité et d’'immobilité. Les migrants sans papiers peuvent
avoir une influence sur quelques facteurs de leurs trajets mais pour la plupart, ils
ne peuvent les controéler. La mobilité et 'immobilité physique et digitale sont liées
entre eux lors de la préparation du trajet et pendant celui-ci. Pour les migrants,
la mobilité et I'immobilité informelles font parties du quotidien. 11 est difficile
d’accéder a I'UE via les voies de migration habituelles. Beaucoup doivent avoir re-
cours a une demande d’asile et aux flux migratoires informels. Parfois les migrants
peuvent avancer dans leurs démarches pour obtenir l'asile. Parfois ils sont forcés
alimmobilité physique et digitale. Il s'agit d'un controle (passif) bio-géopolitique
des migrants concernant l'asile dans les régions frontaliéres de 'UE.

Les trajets des flux migratoires informels sont longs et compliqués. Sur l'ile de
Lesbos, 77% des personnes ayant répondu au questionnaire signalaient qu’ils avaient
quitté leur pays a cause de la guerre ou de violations graves politiques ou des droits
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de 'homme. Parmi les autres motifs se trouvaient le chdmage, le besoin d’'une meil-
leure éducation, le regroupement familial etc. Ces motifs étaient entrelacés.

La plupart d’entre eux avait voyagé vers Lesbos pendant plus de 6 mois.
Quelques-uns arrivaient plus vite s’ils avaient pu se rendre en Turquie depuis
un pays voisin ou par un vol direct.

Lacces au Lesbos est devenu plus difficile a partir de la fin de 'automne 2019.
Entre janvier et juin 2022, 857 migrants sans papiers sont arrivés a Lesbos. Aucun ba-
teau n'est arrivé pendant plusieurs semaines. Lors de semaines plus chargées sont ar-
rivées quelques bateaux et 135 migrants. A cause de la restriction de la mobilité pour
empécher la propagation du coronavirus, plusieurs migrants ont eu plus de difficul-
tés a se rendre en Turquie, a voyager a l'intérieur de ce pays et surtout a tenter le
trajet vers Lesbos. Selon les allégations de plusieurs organisations, la Gréce repousse
les groupes de migrants directement vers la Turquie sans qu’ils puissent demander
l'asile en Grece, y compris a Lesbos. Ceci est contraire aux accords internationaux.
Beaucoup d’entre eux ont essayé de se rendre a Lesbos plusieurs fois avant de réussir.

En 2020 et 2021, les anciens centres d’accueil de Moria, de Kara Tepe et de
PIKPA ont été fermés, et un nouveau centre d’accueil a été ouvert pour une pro-
tection d’'urgence. En juin 2022, le centre d’accueil de Mavrovouni abritait 1 351
demandeurs d’asile et migrants sans papiers. La plupart entre eux étaient des
Afghans et des Somaliens ; par contre, il y avait trés peu de Palestiniens et de
Syriens. Le quotidien des demandeurs d’asile sur l'ile de Lesbos s’est amélioré
grace a la diminution de la densité de population du centre d’accueil lorsque
plus de 10 000 personnes ont été transférés ailleurs, et grace a 'amélioration de
son infrastructure. Parmi les personnes ayant répondu au questionnaire, 53% se
sentaient en sécurité dans le centre d’accueil, 77% trouvaient qu’il y avait assez de
toilettes et de douches et 43% estimaient étre bien traités sur Lesbos. Ces chiffres
étaient bien plus hauts comparés aux réponses des migrants en 2019 et 2016.

Plusieurs migrants étaient forcés a une immobilité physique sur I'lle de Les-
bos et ils avaient moins de possibilités de sortir du centre d’accueil. En revanche,
plusieurs d’entre eux sont devenus plus mobiles digitalement. Plus les migrants
séjournaient longtemps sur I'ile de Lesbos, plus ils utilisaient internet et les mé-
dias sociaux souvent : les fossés numériques se sont réduits sur l'ile de Lesbos.
Parmi les personnes ayant répondu, 86% utilisaient internet et 61% WhatsApp :
ce dernier était utilisé par plus de personnes, comparé aux années précédentes.

Pour beaucoup de migrants, la procédure d’asile était trés longue, et ils se
sentaient impuissants. Plusieurs d’entre eux devaient vivre pendant plus d'un
an dans des conditions précaires. La connexion internet est devenue impor-
tante pour eux comme un moyen de garder le contact avec leurs familles et amis
et d’apprendre de nouvelles choses afin de faire passer les longues heures a at-
tendre. Selon les résultats de la recherche les autorités devraient garantir aux
demandeurs d’asile une connexion internet gratuite lors de la procédure d’asile
sur I'ile de Lesbos et ailleurs dans I'UE.
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13. Magangalyoddoonayaasha iyo dadka aan sharciga lahayn ee
ku sugan jasiiradda Lesvos, Gariika, sanadada 2020-2022.

Jussi S. Jauhiainen (jusaja@utu.fi), Sanni Huusari & Johanna Junnila

Mashruuca cilmibaarista loogu magac daray Asylum Seekers and Undocumented
Migrants in Lesvos, Greece, 2020-2022 (Magangalyoddoonayaasha iyo dadka aan
sharciga lahayn ee ku sugan jasiiradda Lesvos, Gariika, sanadada 2020-2022),
waa mashruuc lagu baaraayo codsiyada magangalyoddoonayaasha ee ku saabsan
nololmaalmeedka iyo dhagdhaqaaqa jir ahaneed iyo midka dhijitaalka ah ee
dadka aan sharciga lahayn ee ku nool Lesvos, taasoo ah jasiirad giriigu leeyahay
00 ku taalla bariga badda dhexe ee loo yaqaan Miditereeniyaanka. Waxaan
baaraynaa dadka ay yihiin magangalyoddoonayaasha iyo dadka kale ee aan
sharciga lahayn, qaabkee ayay ahayd u so guuristooda halkaan iyo hadafkoodii
ahaa in ay soo gaaraan Lesvos iyo meelaha kale ee ku sii xiga, nolol sidee ay
ayay ku noolaayeen jaasiiradda, iyo sida ay dadkaas jasiiradda u soo guuray u
isticmaalayeen internetka iyo baraha bulshada, intii ay ku soo jireen safarkooda
SO0 guurista.

Cilmibaaristu waxaa ay ku saabsanayd horumarkii dhaqdhagaaqa
guuritaanka ee badda Lesvos iyo Egea laga soo bilaabo xagaagii sannadihii
u dhexeeyay 2020-2022-kii. Macluumaadka salka u ah cilmibaarsita waa
warbixinaha iyo tirakoobyada ay sameeyeen cilmibaarayaasha iyo ururrada
kala duwan. Maaddada cusub ee ugu muhiimsan waxaa ay ka koobnayd
jawaabaha ay dad tiradoodu gaaray 205 qof oo ku noolaa xerada gaxootiga ee
Mavrovoun ka bixiyeen xogweydiinta la isku habeeyay ee iyaga la weydiinaayay,
taasoo laga hirgaliyay Lesvos bishii Maajo 2022-kii. Warbixinta ku saabsan
nololmaalmeedkooda caadiga ah waxaan ka helnay wadahadalladii aan la
yeelanay iyaga iyo waxyaabihii aan ka aragnay waxgbadkooda ka dhacaayay
xeradda bannaankeeda.

Jasiiradda Lesvos ee u dhow Turkiga waa jidka ama marinka ugu weyn ee ay
soo maraan dad badan oo soo galooti ah, kuwaasoo doonaaya in ay magangalyo
gaxootinnimo ka dalbadaan waddamada midowga yurub. Sannadihii la soo
dhaafay ku dhowaad hal malyan oo soo galooti ah ayaa waddadaan soo maray.
Tiradoodana in badan ayay sannad walba isbeddeshaa. Sannadkii 2009-kii dadka
jasiiradda joogay waxaa ay ahaayen in kabadan 22 000 oo qof oo ku kala nool
xerooyin gaxooti oo kala duwan, taaso mid ka mid ah ay ahayd Moria. Xagaagii
2022-kii xerada gqaxootiga ee kaliya ee ku taalla jasiiradda waxaa ku noolaa 1300
00 magalgalyoddoonayaal gaxooti ah.

Safarka codsiga magangalyddoonka soo galootiga aan sharciga lahayn
waxaa uu ka kooban yahay qaybo kala duwan oo isugu jira socod iyo meelo lagu
hakanaayo. Waxaa dadkaas ay saamayn ku yeelan karaan arrimo badan oo kuwa
safarka la xiriira ah, hase yeeshee waxaa jira qaar badan oo aan wax koontorool
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ah ku yeelan karin arrimahaas. Marka safarka loo diyaargaroobaayo iyo marka
safarka lagu dhex jiraba, dhagdhaqaaqyada jir ahaaneed iyo kuwa dhijitaal
ahaan iyo dhagdhaqaaq la’aantaba waa kuwo isku xiran. Dhaqdhaqaaqyada aan
caadiga ahayn iyo dhaqdhaqaaq laaanta waa gqayb ka mid ah nololmaamleedka
caadiga ah ee dadka soo galootiga ah. Wadada dheer ee safarka ee caadiga ah,
waa mid aad u adag in Yurub laga soo galo. Qaar badan waxaa khasab ku ah
in ay isticmaalaan codsiga magangalyoddoonka iyo soo guurista aan caadiga
ahayn. Mararka qaarkood waxaa dadka soo galootiga ah loo oggolaadaa in ay sii
wataan howlahooda magangalyoddoonista. Dhinaca kalena waxaa qaar badan
0o ka mid ah lagu khasbaa in aaanay wax dhagqdhaqaaq jir ahaaneed iyo mid
dhijitaal ahba samayn karin. Waana siyaasadda caalamiga ah ee juqraafiyadeed
ee aan saxda ahayn la xiriirta dadka soo galootiga ah ee imaanaaya xuduudaha
waddamada ku bahoobay midowga Yuryb.

Safarada soo galootiga ee aan caadiga ahayn waa kuwo dheer oo dhib badan.
Dadka soo galootiga ah ee jooga Lesvos waxaa xogweydiintii laga qaaday ay 77%
dadkaas ka mid ah ay ku jawaabeen, in ay dalkoodii uga soo tageen sababo la
xiriira dambiyo dhanka xuquuqda bani’aadamka la xiriira iyo kuwo siyaasadeed.
Sababha kale waxaa ka mid ahaa shaqo la’aanta, rabitaan waxbarasho ka fiican tii
ay ku haysteen dalkooda, isu keenista qoyska iwm. Sababuhu waxaa ay ahaayeen
kuwo isku xiran.

Inta ugu badan ee dadka soo galootiga ah waxaa safarka ay ku yimaadeen
Lesvos uu ku qaatay wax kabadan lix bilood. Qaarkood si dhakhso ah ayay ku
yimaadeen, haddii ay Turkiga imaan karaan iyagoo ka soo duulay dalalka deriska
la ah ama ay si toos halkaas u tagi karaan.

Imaanshaha Lesvos wuu soo adkaaday laga soo bilaabo dhammaadkii deyrta
ee sannadkii 2009-kii. Sannadka 2022-ka intii u dhexeysay bilihii Jannaayo illaa
iyo Juun, waxaa si aan sharci ahayn ku soo galay Lesvos 857 qof 0o soo galooti
ah. Waxaa jiray dhowr toddobaad oo aanay wax doon ah imaan. Toddobaadkii
ugu dhagdhaqaaqa badnaa waxaa yimid dhowr doomood iyo 135 soo galooti ah.
Xayiraaddii dhan socodka ee looga hortagaayay faafista cudurka safmarka ah ee
korona ayaa dad badan ku adkaysay in ay soo galaan dalka Turkiga, ama ay halkaas
ka soo safraan, si gaar ahna waxaa ay xayiraddaasu u saamaysay soo aaditaankii
Lesvos. Waxaa jira ururro badan oo sheegay in Giriigu uu ku khasbaayo in
kooxaha soo galootiga ah uu si toos ah dib ugu celiyo dalka turkiga, iyadoo aan
wax fursad ah loo siinin in ay magangalyo qaxootinnimo ka dalbadaan Giriigga,
gaar ahaan Lesvos. Arrinkaan waa mid ka soo horjeeda heshiiska caalamiga ah.
Qaar badan oo ka mid ah soo galootiga waxaa ay isku dayaan dhowr goor in ay
soo galaan Lesvos, kahor inta aanu u suurtaggalin arrinkaas.

Intii u dhexeysay sannadihii 2020-2021-kii waxaa la xiray xeryihii qaxootiga
ee hore uga jiray Lesvos ee kala ahaa Moria Kara Tepe iyo PIKPA, waxaana la
furay xarun cusub oo badbaadinta degdegga ah. Bishii Juun sannadkii 2022-
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kii waxaa xerada gaxootiga ee Mavrovouni ku iiray 1351 qof oo isugu jira
magangalyoddoonayaal iyo dad sharci la’aan ah. Intooda ugu badan waxaa ay
ka kala yimaadeen dalalka Afgaanistaan, Soomaaliya, marka dhanka kale laga
eegana waxaa jiray tiro aad u yar oo Falstiiniyiin iyo Suuriyaan ahaa. Howlaha
nolomaalmeedka caadiga ah ee qaxootiga joogay Lesvos waxaa ay u muuqgdeen
kuwo wanaagsan kaddib markii la fudueeyay ciriirigii ka jiray xerada, waayo in
ka badan 10 000 oo qof ayaa halkaas laga wareejiyay, waxaana sidoo kale soo
fiicnaaday kaabayaasha adeegga ee xerada. Dadkii ka jawaabay xogweydinta
waxaa 53% ay u arkayeen in ay amni ku haystaan xerada dhexdeeda, 77% waxaa
ay sheegeen in halkaas ay ku yaallaan suuliyo ama musqulo ku filan oo kuwa
fadhiga iyo kuwo qubayskaba ah, 43 % waxaa ay iyaguna u arkayeen in Lesvos
gudaheeda si wanaagsan loogula dhagmay. Tirooyinkaas waa kuwo si aad ah
uga badan marka loo barbardhigo jawaabihii ay dadka soo galootiga ah bixiyeen
sannadihii 2019-ka iyo 2016-ka.

Qaar badan oo soo galootiga ah ka mid ah waxaa lagu khasbay in wax
dhagdhaqaaqjir ahaaneed ah aanay ku samayn karin Lesvos gudaheeda, fursadda
ah in ay xerada bannaanka uga baxaana aad bay u yarayd, laakiin qaar badan oo
iyaga ka mid ah waxaa ay haysteen dhaqdhaqaaq dhanka dhijitaalka ah. Markasta
oo dadka soo galootiga ah ay muddo dheer ku sugnaadaan Lesvos, waxaa qaar
badan oo iyaga ka mid ah ay isticmaalayeen Internetka iyo warbaahinta baraha
bulshada, sida caadiga ah inta badan: godadka shabakadaha ee dhijitaalka Lesvos
aad buu ciriiri u noqonaayay. Dadka xogweydiinta ka jawaabay 86% waxaa ay
isticmaalayeen Internet, 61% waxaa ay isticmaalayeen Whatsup: kan dambe aad
buu u badnaa marka loo barbardhigo sannadihii ka horreeyay.

Qaar badan oo ka mid ah dadka soo galootiga ah, waxaa howlaha
magangalyoddoonista qaxootinnimada ay ku qaadatay muddo aad u dheer,
waxaa ay dareemayeen in aanay wax awood ah u lahayn arrinkaas. Qaarkood
waxaa ay ku qaadatay in ay halkaas joogaan wax ka badan sannad, iyagoo
ku noolaa xaalado ciriiri ah. Waxaa iyaga muhiim u ahaa xiriirka dhanka
internetka, waayo waxaa iyagoo kaashanaya intenetka ay awoodeen in ay la
xiriiraan qoyskooda iyo saaxiibbadood, islamarkaana ay bartaan arrimo cusub,
kuwaasoo ay ku qaataan ama isku dhaafiyaan saacadaha faraha badan ee xilliga
sugitaanka xalka arrinkooda. Iyadoo la kaashanaayo natiijada ka soo baxday
baaritaanka, waa in howlwadeennada xerada gaxootiga iyo kuwa dowladduba
ay dadka magangalyoddoonka ah u dammaanad qaadaan sidii ay ku heli
lahaayeen internet lacag la’aan ah, inta lagu guda jiro xal ka gaarista howlaha
codsiga magangalyoddoonista ee Lesvos gudaheeda iyo meelaha kale ee ka tirsan
waddamada Midowga Yurub.
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