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Preface

This study is co-authored by three researchers originally based at Justus
Liebig University GieSen (JLU), Germany. Jirgen Bast is Professor of
Public Law and European Law at this university. Frederik von Harbou
and Janna Wessels were Postdoctoral Researchers when the project started
in 2018; by now, they have become Professor of Law at the University of
Applied Sciences Jena (EAH) and Assistant Professor of Migration Law at
Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam (VU) respectively. From the beginning we
have been supported by Saskia Ebert, who started as an undergraduate
student assistant. After having received her law degree, she left the REMAP
team in January 2021 to work for the Refugee Law Clinic at the JLU.

The REMAP study was generously funded by Stiftung Mercator. We
are grateful for the professional support, the Foundation’s appreciation of
independent research, and its flexibility when the pandemic affected the
original timetable of the project. Stiftung Mercator’s continuous support
has made it possible for us to publish this volume under a Creative Com-
mons license with Nomos and Bloomsbury, which kindly accepted and
skillfully processed the manuscript.

We also gratefully acknowledge the support from a panel of experts
composed of academics and practitioners, who shared their experience in a
series of workshops and gave most valuable comments on earlier versions
of the study (for a full list of experts, see the Annex). The input from our
friends and colleagues was so profound that we are somewhat reluctant to
assume exclusive responsibility for the content. Of course, all remaining
errors are ours.

The first edition of the study was presented to the public in Octo-
ber 2020, in cooperation with the German Institute for Human Rights
(DIMR). The earlier version focused on access to asylum, deprivation of
liberty, procedural rights, non-discrimination, and the infrastructure nec-
essary to render the Human Rights of migrants effective. These chapters
have been updated and partly revised for the present second edition. Our
findings on the protection of social and family ties of migrants and of their
economic and social rights — with particular attention to the situation of
irregular migrants — are presented for the first time in the context of this
edition. It represents the state of our legal knowledge by the end of 2021.

The authors, April 2022
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