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1. Executive Summary

In this report we compile the current status of policy and practice on migrant domestic
workers in the Southern African Development Community (SADC) region.?

We take a holistic view, discussing the estimated numbers and demographics of migrant
domestic workers, the policy environment in terms of both labour law and migration policy,
the level of implementation and enforcement, and the working and living conditions in
practice. This report was commissioned by the ILO under the Southern African Migration
Management (SAMM) Project, and targets the following sixteen countries: Angola, Botswana,
Comoros, the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), Eswatini, Lesotho, Madagascar,
Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Seychelles, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia
and Zimbabwe.?

Box 1: SAMM Project

The Southern Africa Migration Management (SAMM) project is a model of a ONE-
UN approach collaborative effort between four UN Agencies with a development or
humanitarian mandate: the International Labour Organization (ILO), the International
Organization for Migration (IOM), the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime
(UNODC) and the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). The
SAMM project is funded by the European Union.

Its overall objective is to improve migration management in the Southern Africa
and Indian Ocean region. It covers work in 16 target countries: Angola, Botswana,
Comoros, Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), Eswatini, Lesotho, Madagascar,
Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Seychelles, South Africa, Tanzania,
Zambia and Zimbabwe.

Three Regional Economic Communities (RECs) are key stakeholders in SAMM’s
implementation: i) the Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa (COMESA),
ii) the Indian Ocean Commission (IOC), and iii) the Southern African Development
Community (SADC).

One of SAMM’s key project priorities is to support the formulation and realisation of
RECs Labour Migration and Mixed Migration Frameworks.

SAMM’s target groups include the following: migrant workers; Persons of concern
(including refugees, asylum seekers, stateless persons, persons at risk of statelessness
and Internally displaced persons (IDPs)); victims of trafficking, and smuggled
migrants.

2 Policy and practice relating to migrant domestic work is a moving target. For example, South Africa launched its
National Labour Migration Policy on 28 February 2022, by which time the research for this report had already
been concluded, meaning a review of the policy could not be included.

3  These countries are all member states of the Southern African Development Community (SADC).



Domestic work as a paid occupation is
globally one of the occupations attracting
international migrant workers, particularly
women. Nonetheless, in the SADC region
it is primarily carried out by nationals
of each country. Cross-border migration
for domestic work does exist, alongside
internal rural-to-urban migration, due to
the mix of low, middle and high-income
countries in the region. South Africa,
Botswana and Namibia are the primary
countries of destination. The largest
nationality migrating into domestic work
in the region are Zimbabweans, with
others from Angola, Eswatini, Lesotho,
Malawi, and Mozambique. In addition, the
Seychelles receive some migrant domestic
workers from Asia, and the same can be
expected in Mauritius over the coming
years. Workers from Madagascar and
Tanzania are recruited to the Middle East to
find work, despite their nations” efforts to
curtail such migration due to high levels of
exploitation. Other countries in the region,
such as Malawi, Zambia and Zimbabwe,
are now also seeing pockets of informal
recruitment of workers to the Middle East.

Thereportfinds the following characteristics
of migrant domestic work in the SADC
region:

* Intra-regional circulation: Migra-
tion into domestic work is predom-
inantly within the region and to
neighbouring countries, rather than
inter-continental or cross-regional.
This means that migrant domestic
workers are often similar to locals
and employers (rather than distinct,
as in high-income countries) in terms
of race, culture, religion and lan-
guage. The exceptions are Mauritius
and the Seychelles, where 75% and
71% respectively of international mi-
grant stocks are from Asia.




* Uneven distribution of migrant domestic work in the region: Most countries in
the region neither host large numbers of migrants nor have large numbers of (paid)
domestic workers. Domestic work as a share of employment among total employees,
and among female employees, is low, even accounting for challenges in accurately
estimating the numbers of domestic workers and migrant domestic workers. The
exceptions are South Africa, which hosts an estimated 80% of the region’s migrant
domestic workers, along with Botswana, and Namibia.

Inclusion of domestic work in labour regulations: All countries in the region
include domestic work in the general labour laws and right to unionise, and nine
countries have sector-specific labour regulation. However, in many countries,
labour regulations for domestic work remain problematic due to gaps in regulation
or specific legal exclusions and levels of enforcement are weak across the region.
Most countries have unions or other forms of rights support for domestic workers,
but these incorporate a very small percentage of workers, due to the isolation and
vulnerability of workers, and under-resourced organisations.

High levels of irregular migration of domestic workers: Irregular migration into
domestic work is common globally, but there are specific patterns to this in the
SADC region. As the primary destination countries also have high unemployment
and a significant population of low-skilled workers, most do not issue work permits
to domestic workers, with the exception of the Seychelles, and very recently,
Mauritius. In South Africa, many migrant workers are eligible for asylum, which
grants permission to work, and some have been regularised through the Lesotho and
Zimbabwe special permit processes. In Botswana and Namibia, it is very difficult,
although not impossible, for a migrant domestic worker to obtain a work permit.
Informal economies: In many low-income countries the general labour rights
regimes are either weakly defined or weakly enforced. High levels of informal work
overall mean that advocating for labour rights for domestic workers and for migrant
domestic workers is part of a wider context of informality rather than exceptionally
unregulated sectors.

The report’s findings on the estimated numbers and demographics of migrant domestic
workers are that the SADC region is a relatively marginal region in terms of its share of
global flows of migrant domestic workers, as per ILO estimates, but it is a major migration
system within the Sub-Saharan African context. We estimate that in the range of 185,000 to
243,000 migrant domestic workers are employed in the SADC region, with up to 200,000 of
those residing in South Africa. This is almost half of the total with at least 160,000 residing
in South Africa population of migrant domestic workers in Sub-Saharan Africa (580,000)
but represents only 2% of the estimated global population of migrant domestic workers
(11,500,000) (ILO 2015Db).

The process used for reaching these estimates is described in the report. The amount and
quality of available data on migration and domestic work has improved markedly in the
region in the last ten years through an increase in national official data sources that include
both labour and migration information. However, there remain systemic challenges in
interpreting such data as a reliable estimate of actual migrant domestic worker numbers
and proportions in each country. These challenges are a result of the combination of the




predominantly informal nature of domestic work and migration patterns in the region, as
well as constraints in the nature of available primary data sources, including household
survey data and some forms of official data such as censuses and administrative data. Data
constraints include categories of migrant domestic workers who remain invisible in the
data because they are not recorded as migrants, as domestic workers or as workers of any
kind. There are also sample size limitations when identifying and estimating any small sub-
group in a population, especially sub-groups which require the cross-tabulation of multiple
identity indicators such as nationality, employment sector and gender.

Regarding the migration policy environment, migration policy in the region is not
coordinated among, and sometimes not even within, Member States. This is despite the
SADC high-level agreements on Free Movement and Labour Migration. Only five countries
have labour migration policies, including only one of the key destination countries for
domestic work, Namibia. Several countries are however developing labour migration
policies, including Botswana and South Africa, two other key destination countries for
domestic work. As destination countries have internal demand for low-skilled jobs, in most
cases migrant domestic workers are not issued with work permits, and most are living and
working without either migration or employment documents. The exception is in South
Africa, where many migrant domestic workers were regularised through the Zimbabwe
Exemption Permit (ZEP) and Lesotho Exemption Permit (LEP), and others have been able to
access asylum permits. However, the status provided through these categories is tenuous,
and many workers remain undocumented. The number of undocumented migrant domestic
workers in South African is likely to increase at the end of 2022, given that the ZEP was not
renewed as of 1 January 2022 and the grace period to acquire other documentation runs out
at the end of the year.

The policy environment for labour protections is more coherent, albeit also highly variable
across countries. Every country in the region provides some rights and protection for
domestic workers in their labour provisions. Domestic workers are included in all general
labour laws, and nearly two thirds of member countries have legislation specific to domestic
work. However, some of these labour provisions remain discriminatory against migrant
domestic workers, some do not meet international benchmarks, and there are key gaps in
coverage.

Eleven out of sixteen countries include domestic workers in at least one contributory social
protection scheme, but migrant workers are excluded from these schemes in all but five
countries. Despite legal inclusion, domestic workers are excluded from social protections in
practice. Data shows that registration rates are less than 30% in all countries of eligibility,
and in many countries drop below 5%, despite mandatory registration requirements.

The report’s findings on policy implementation are that in practice most workers do not
feel the legal rights to labour protection and social security, as levels of compliance and
enforcement are very low. This is influenced by factors such as high levels of informality,
familial employment relationships, child labour, social and economic vulnerability of rural
and migrant women, the hidden nature of the work, and lack of political will to enforce and
implement labour protections.




Migrant workers are granted labour rights in all countries in the region, but widespread
lack of documentation creates a significant barrier to accessing justice and adequate remedy
when those rights are violated. Informal recruitment agents exploit these vulnerabilities,
resulting in trafficking, scamming, and theft, both within and across borders.

Policy development and policy enforcement in the interests of migrant domestic workers
is supported by representative structures in the sector. The report finds that in almost
every country in the region there is one or more trade union, domestic worker association,
or migrant network that can offer rights support to migrant domestic workers. These
organisations provide support for individual workers, as well as critical legal advocacy
to improve workplace standards. However, only a small fraction of domestic workers in
the region are involved in such organisations, leaving most workers isolated and without
support.

This report was compiled in late 2021, eighteen months into the global Covid-19 pandemic.
The pandemic impacted on all aspects of the migrant domestic worker context, as on all
aspects of life generally, and so we document and reflect on its effects relating to national
data generation and interpretation processes, migrant domestic worker employment rates,
and migrant domestic worker social protections. The Covid-19 pandemic created a host
of challenges for migrant domestic workers, from widespread dismissal and resulting
destitution, to exacerbation of poor working conditions, to multiple human rights violations
and virtual imprisonment.

The report engages with debates on the formalisation of the domestic work employment
sector and the effects this is likely to have on migrant domestic workers in the SADC region.
Domestic workers in the region meet some of the ILO (2016) indicators of formality in two
dimensions: legal frameworks and social protection. When it comes to registration with
public authorities and formal employment practises, they move to the informal end of the
continuum (ILO 2016a). The ILO framework suggests three approaches to formalisation:
extending the scope of the law, dissuading informality, and enabling compliance. Each of
these are discussed as they apply to migrants in the region.

Finally, the report’s recommendations relate to the mandate of the ILO Southern African
Migration Management (SAMM) project (ILO 2020) to support:

* strengthened and informed decision-making
* improved policy environment and
* Dbetter management of labour migration and mixed migration flows

Our findings show that while migrant domestic workers can be found to some extent
in all countries in the region, their distribution is so skewed that South Africa’s migrant
domestic worker population (upper estimate around 200,300) is more than four times
as large as the migrant domestic worker population of all other 15 countries combined
(upper estimate around 42,300). An improvement in the living and working conditions of
migrant domestic workers in South Africa would therefore have by far the greatest impact
on migrant domestic workers in the region in terms of absolute numbers of lives improved.

10



Our recommendations include all countries in the region to some extent, but with a greater
emphasis on the main migrant domestic worker destination and origin countries.

An overarching recommendation is the importance of continuing with global, continental,
SADC-level and country-level advocacy concerning the recognition of domestic work as
making a crucial contribution to society and to the economy. Improving the evidence-base
will support such advocacy, which can then increase the pressure for improved migration
and labour protection policies and rights enforcement. The final crucial ingredient for
improving living and working conditions for (migrant) domestic workers in practice is
strong self-organising structures within which (migrant) domestic workers can advocate
for improved conditions based on their own priorities and needs.

Recommendations on Evidence for Decision-Making include:

Representing estimates for migrant domestic worker numbers as ranges or points
with transparent margins of error, accompanied by careful communication on how
to interpret the level of uncertainty in the data.

Improving the quality of data relating to informal work by strengthening existing
labour force surveys and similar survey data collection systems.

Increasing the use of the SADC labour migration survey module, which has been
designed but is not yet being sufficiently implemented across the countries of the
region.

Convening a working discussion with all national statistics offices in the region that
are finalising plans for census data collection in 2022 and 2023 to discuss alignment
of measurement of migrant domestic work.

Deepening a training programme for NSO officials responsible for population
statistics (which traditionally include migration) and labour statistics on the specifics
of measuring and interpreting domestic work and migrant domestic work.
Continuing with the programme of developing model methodologies for national
domestic work surveys started in Tanzania and Zambia in 2012-13. The intent is
not to replace National Statistics Office responsibility for conducting such surveys
to provide regular data on this group of workers, but rather to design and test best
practice in this complex area which takes migration dynamics into account.
Convening a regional conference or seminar on (migrant) domestic work bringing
together non-governmental actors, including labour unions, academics and NGOs,
who conduct insightful research on domestic work and migrant domestic work, to
support the coordination of research opportunities to inform migrant-specific labour
rights conditions and concerns, along with sharing suggestions on methods for
including migrants alongside locals in qualitative research on domestic work.




Recommendations on Migration Policy include:

Supporting South Africa, as a major country of destination for migrant
workers (including migrant domestic workers), to ensure that its recently
released draft National Labour Migration Policy (NLMP) - as of February
2022 - is aligned with SADC protocols and its commitments in terms of the
African Free Trade Agreement and addresses long-term regional interests
alongside short-term domestic interests.

Advocating with SADC countries to ratify the protocols on the Free
Movement of Persons (2005) and on Employment and Labour (2014), or
their successors as SADC seeks to update the latter in 2022.

Working towards the adoption of a harmonised regional policy on labour
migration based on implementation of the SADC Labour Migration Policy
Framework (2014) and the Labour Migration Action Plan (2020-2025).
Promoting a harmonised economic development policy, together with a
labour migration policy as contributions to integration and collaboration
within the region and continent for sustainable development and social
justice and to prevent xenophobia and xenophobic violence.

Increasing the information available to potential migrant domestic workers
prior to migrating, and providing support should they end up in an abusive
situation.

Addressing the increasing pull of migrant workers from the region to the
Middle East.

Recommendations on Labour Protections include:

Ratification of the Domestic Workers Convention, 2011 (No. 189) - known as
C189 - by all countries in the region which have not yet done so.

Ensuring labour laws in Madagascar, Mauritius, Namibia and South Africa
are aligned with C189.

Developing regional standards on domestic work labour regulation by the
African Union and SADC. As all countries in the region have some labour
protections for domestic workers, a regional or continental agreement setting
minimum regulatory standards would be powerful.

Ensuring that all domestic workers, including migrant domestic workers,
have rights equal to other workers, in line with the standards of C189.
Consulting and engaging organisations of domestic workers and of
employers of domestic workers on the adoption and amendment of relevant
legislation, as well as on the most effective structures and procedures for
labour law enforcement.

Enforcing labour laws in domestic workplaces and putting in place proactive
measures to hold employers accountable for compliance. Government must
also specify the conditions under which labour inspectors have the right to
enter the household where a domestic worker is employed.

Facilitating and enforcing registration of domestic workers for social
protection by the relevant national bodies, and repealing exclusions in




Eswatini, Malawi, and Zimbabwe. Migrant domestic workers should be
included in contributory social protection schemes.

Adapting national policies to include undocumented migrant workers
in labour laws and enforcement procedures, and separating labour law
enforcement and immigration law enforcement so that threat of deportation
does not prohibit workers from reporting violations.

Supporting collaboration amongst migrant workers support organisations
to encourage partnerships across labour unions, membership associations,
grassroots networks, and other civil society actors.

Recommendations for Future Research include:

Supporting country-based broad studies on the numbers, nationalities,
working conditions, and social protection coverage of domestic workers,
including the quantification of the economic contribution of (migrant)
domestic workers to the economy of destination and origin countries.
Conducting policy research on how the African Continental Free Trade
Agreement aligns with existing migration policy frameworks on the
continent and its regions and can be used to motivate for improvements in
the movement of people, portability of skills documentation and portability
of social protection and welfare mechanisms across borders.

Considering research on child labour in the domestic work sector and the
experiences of child migrants.




2. Introduction

ILO estimates suggest that there are at least 67 million domestic workers worldwide (ILO
2022a),*a number which is increasing steadily in both developed and developing countries.’
The vast majority of domestic workers are women - around 80% globally - although a
substantial number of men work in the sector. Home-based paid care and domestic work
is a crucial component of the modern economy, driven by several interacting patterns,
including:

* anincrease in women’s employment and the subsequent transformation from single
to dual wage-earning families;

* rapid population ageing, increasing life expectancy and lower fertility rates;

* tight fiscal policies and social policy budgets, weakened public care services, and
government delegation of care services to families (ILO and Tayah 2016).

Box 2: Definition of Domestic Worker

The Domestic Workers Convention, 2011 (No. 189) defines domestic work as “work
performed in or for a household or households”. This work may include tasks such
as cleaning the house, cooking, washing and ironing clothes, taking care of children,
or elderly or sick members of a family, gardening, guarding the house, driving for the
family, even taking care of household pets.

The economic and social nature and impact of domestic work is strongly gendered, in that
most workers are women but also that female employers are enabled to join the labour
force. In the African context, the recent increase in demand for domestic work has been
driven by the greater integration of women into the labour market and an emerging middle
class in urban centres (Segatti n.d.). Domestic work, which includes caring for children,
the elderly and the sick, is also one of the few sectors where labour intensive manual work
(which is skilled but does not require extensive technical training) is likely to be resilient
to mechanisation in the Fourth Industrial Revolution. Migrants employed in the domestic
work sector are essential workers in the COVID-19 response, playing vital roles in the care
of children, sick and dependent people, as well as the maintenance of homes, which helps
to prevent the spread of the virus. Despite their huge contribution to the functioning of
households and the economy at large, they have been one of the groups most affected by
the crisis (ILO 2022c).

4 This estimate does not include child domestic workers.

5 In 2015, the ILO developed a comprehensive methodology for generating global and regional estimates of
international migrant workers and issued the first edition of ILO global estimates on migrant workers: Results
and methodology (ILO 2015a), including global and regional estimates of international migrant workers and
international migrant domestic workers, with reference year 2013.
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Gendered views on domestic work influence the
under-valuation of this work, despite its importance to
the economy. Because it is perceived to be “women’s
and girls’ work” it is considered unprofessional and is
historically either low-paid or unpaid labour. Race and
class discrimination further reinforce a depreciative
view on domestic work, which perpetuates sub-
standard working conditions. Analyses show that
where grounds of discrimination intersect even
further with migration-related characteristics - such
as in the case of a young, undocumented migrant
domestic worker in the informal economy - the risk
of violence and harassment in the world of work is
exacerbated (ILO 2019b). Extending labour and social
protections to domestic workers, including migrant
domestic workers, and eliminating the laws, policies
and income differences that sustain the bad working
conditions of women in this sector could significantly
contribute to reducing gender inequality, poverty and
social exclusion.
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The implementation of institutional policies and protective labour regulations is, however,
also challenging because of deeply gendered social structures and the legacies of racial
and class hierarchies. Socialisation processes can survive legal reforms. The presence of
adequate enforcement mechanisms, advocacy organisations and public perception work is
therefore also vital for these policies and regulations to be reflected in employers’ practices
and workers” experiences.

This report provides the first in-depth consideration of migrant domestic work in the
sixteen countries of the Southern African Development Community (SADC) Region:
Angola, Botswana, Comoros, the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC), Eswatini,
Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Seychelles, South Africa,
Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe. This report was commissioned by the ILO under the
Southern African Migration Management (SAMM) Project.

The SADC region is a relatively marginal region in terms of its share of global flows of
migrant domestic workers, as per ILO estimates (ILO 2015b), described further below. We
estimate that in the range of 185,000 to 243,000 migrant domestic workers are employed in
the SADC region, with at least 160,000 residing in South Africa. The region therefore hosts
almost half of the total estimated population of migrant domestic workers in Sub-Saharan
Africa (580,000) but represents only 2% of the estimated global population of migrant
domestic workers (11,500,000) (ILO 2015b).

The report is divided into three main sections focussing respectively on discussing;:

the demographics, migration patterns and estimated number, estimated number of
migrant domestic workers in each country, alongside a discussion of the challenges
with measurement and estimation in the regional data environment,

the migration policy environment,

the environment in terms of labour rights, levels of implementation and enforcement,
and migrant domestic worker working and living conditions in practice.

The discussion section of the report makes two important contributions:

e Understanding different forms and implications of informality: Informal forms of
labour and migration are not visible to the State but they are often highly structured
and predictable to the people involved in them. By understanding the different forms
of informal employment in different countries, we increase our understanding of the
types of work and employment relationships which are likely to be undercounted
and which forms of migration and labour policies are likely to be enforceable.
Focus on evidence-based decision-making: in regions and countries characterised
by high levels of informality, it is necessary to consider what forms and sources of
evidence are needed to identify protection gaps and to address them, taking into
account limitations in official data generation capacity, legal development and
enforcement, and advocacy capacity in each country.

Finally, the report offers recommendations for each of the focus areas: data, migration
policy and labour policy/protection.




The variation of experiences across the sixteen countries in the SADC region contributes
a useful set of insights to global discussions on migrant domestic worker policies and
measurement methods, and crucially provides inputs and recommendations to regional
and country efforts at improving policy and practice in migrant and local domestic workers’
protection.

There are several important dimensions relating to domestic work and migration which
are not covered in this report but which we recommend for further investigation. These
include:

Child labour in the domestic work sector (ILO 2022a)

The level of employment generation potential in the domestic work sector

The formalisation of skills recognition in the sector as well as the formulation of
regional model competency standards (RMCS) that recognise the skills of women

and men in this sector and make them portable across countries (ILO and Tayah
2016)

2.1. Global and African Context

In this report we build on global debates on migrant domestic work while focusing on
making these regionally relevant. Several major global and regional policy agreements relate
to either domestic workers, migrant workers or both. At the global level, these include the
UN International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of their Families, 1990; the ILO Migration for Employment Convention (Revised),

1949 (No. 97); Migrant Workers (Supplementary Provisions) Convention, 1975 (No. 143),
Private Employment Agencies Convention, 1997 (No 181); and most importantly, the ILO
Decent Work for Domestic Workers Convention 2011 (No. 189). The 2030 Sustainable
Development Agenda (SDGs) adopted by the United Nations, includes two targets to which
the SAMM project contributes:

* SDG target 8.8 “Protect labour rights and promote safe and secure working
environments for all workers, including migrant workers, in particular women
migrants, and those in precarious employment”;

SDG target 10.7 “Facilitate orderly, safe, regular and responsible migration and
mobility of people, including through the implementation of planned and well-
managed migration policies”.

Furthermore, 11 out of 17 SDG goals contain targets and indicators that are relevant to
migration, and Sustainable Development Goal 17.18 highlights the need for the availability
of “timely and reliable data disaggregated by income, gender, age, race, ethnicity, migratory
status, disability, geographic location and other characteristics relevant in national contexts”
(ILO 2018a). International conventions on child labour and its worst forms (including
trafficking) also provide policy frameworks which are relevant to some aspects of the
migrant domestic worker experience in many countries.




At a more programmatic level, relevant global processes include the Global Compact for
Migration (IOM 2022), with its focus on regular migration, regular pathways, decent work
and labour mobility; and the ILO Centenary Declaration for the Future of Work, which
highlights ILO’s human-centred approach to the future of work and puts workers” rights
and the needs, aspirations and rights of all people at the heart of economic, social and
environmental policies, including leadership in decent work in labour migration (ILO
2019c). Finally, the ILO adopted an internal Strategy in 2011 to make decent work a reality
for domestic workers, following the adoption of C189.

At the continental level, the African Union’s Migration Policy Framework for Africa and Plan
of Action (2018-2030) includes a focus on labour migration, migration data and migration
and development (AU 2018). The AU / ILO / IOM / ECA Joint Program for Labour
Migration in Africa (JLMP), adopted by the Conference of Heads of State and Government
of the African Union in 2015, provides a practical framework for achieving these aims (AU
2022). The 2019 ILO Abidjan Declaration “Advancing Social Justice: Shaping the future of
work in Africa” is the continental version of the ILO Centenary Declaration for the Future
of Work and lists promoting fair and effective labour migration governance amongst the
priorities for shaping an African Decent Work Agenda (ILO 2019d).

Regionally, there are several relevant protocols and policies on migration, which we will
discuss in detail in the section on migrant rights below. These include the SADC Protocol
on the Facilitation of Movement of Persons (2005), the SADC Labour Migration Policy
Framework (2014), the SADC Employment and Labour Policy Framework 2020-2030 and
the SADC Labour Migration Action Plan (2020-2025). The SADC Protocol on the Facilitation

of Movement of Persons (2005) has not yet come into force for an insufficient number of
ratifying countries. There are no regional protocols addressing due to domestic work.

The ILO Decent Work for Domestic Workers Convention (No. 189, known as Convention
No. 189), adopted in 2011, is particularly relevant for the current study. 2021 marked the
tenth anniversary of Convention No. 189. According to an ILO report published in 2021 to
review a decade of progress since C189, the last decade has seen significant efforts to translate
the Convention into real improvements in working and living conditions for domestic
workers through increasing the number of countries which have adopted the Convention
and domestic laws that reflect the Convention’s principles and standards, improving the
measurement of domestic worker numbers and working conditions, and enabling domestic
worker self-organisation and advocacy efforts in countries, regions and globally (ILO 2021).
However, progress in many areas has been slow, which is a reflection of the pervasive
perception that domestic work is not real work, and the challenges that governments face
to implement and ensure compliance with laws in this sector. The intersectional forms of
vulnerability experienced by domestic workers, including vulnerability based on gender,
race, national extraction, education level, class, citizenship, migration status and informality,
impact on both policy advocacy and enforcement efforts. When considered in relation to
many other struggles to improve labour rights and conditions, ten years represents a short
period of time and global domestic worker rights remain in an early phase of codification
and standardisation.




Migrant domestic workers are recognised as a particularly vulnerable sub-group among
domestic workers, compounding the described intersectional challenges faced by domestic
workers with the insecurity of low-skilled migrant workers, predominantly women working
in informal employment arrangements. Global advocacy on behalf of this sub-group is
even more nascent than for domestic work overall. The ILO launched a Global Action
Programme on Migrant Domestic Workers in 2013 and produced a report estimating global
migrant domestic worker numbers in 2015 (ILO 2015b). Most of the efforts to document
and improve migrant domestic worker conditions have focussed on high-income countries
in the Middle East, Europe, North America and parts of Asia, where almost 80% of the
world’s migrant domestic workers are located (ILO 2015b). There has been comparatively
little attention paid to intra-African migration into domestic work and specifically to the
Southern African region, which is not as closely tied into intercontinental migration flows
as Western, Northern and Eastern Africa. The current report is therefore part of a relatively
new body of work on migrant domestic work in the SADC region.

An implication of this novelty is that rather than reporting on established indicators using
established methodologies, we must consider practical and regionally appropriate ways
of estimating populations and flows, assessing the quality of policies and evaluating
the realities of living and working conditions. We engage directly with the challenges
of measurement, policy making and policy implementation in contexts of labour force
informality and highly variable state capacity. Methodologies, reporting conventions and
policy templates developed for the high-income contexts in which migrant domestic work
is globally prevalent are not easily transferable to other regional contexts, especially low-
income countries.

The ILO report on Global Estimates on Migrant Workers (2015) estimated that there were
11.5 million migrant domestic workers in the world at the time, 17.2% of an estimated 67.1
million domestic workers globally. The estimated proportion of global migrant domestic
workers working in the Sub-Saharan region is very low (5.0%), which is largely a function of
a low proportion of migrant workers in general in the region (5.3% of the global population
of migrant workers) (ILO 2015b). Expressed in terms of the Sub-Saharan region’s domestic
worker labour force, it is estimated that only 6.9% of domestic workers are cross-border
migrants, with the rest being nationals of the respective country. In absolute numbers,
the ILO’s 2015 estimate, based on 2013 source data, was that there were 580,000 migrant
domestic workers in the entire Sub-Saharan region (ILO 2015b). Notably, these estimates
were necessarily based on incomplete 2013 data and only included estimates of migrant
domestic workers who work in the Sub-Saharan region countries, not including migrants
from Sub-Saharan countries who have migrated to other regions to work as domestic
workers there. The ILO’s updated 2021 estimate for the total number of domestic workers
in the world is 75.6 million, but the migrant domestic worker estimates have not been
similarly updated.

Sub-Saharan estimates of domestic workers, and especially of migrant domestic workers,
are generated in the absence of good empirical data from many of the countries on the
continent (ILO 2015b) and so more detailed explorations of sub-regional dynamics, such
as in the SADC region, may contribute new insights which may change future continental
estimates.




Migrant workers are distributed unevenly across Sub-Saharan sub-regions and countries,
with some countries being predominantly migrant origin countries, a few sub-regional hubs
attracting most of the migrant workers on the sub-continent, and many countries having
neither large in- nor out-flows of migrants into domestic work. One of the continental
migration hubs centres around South Africa, but as we will show, not all countries in
Southern Africa and certainly not all member states in SADC are equally oriented around
this one hub, with several other migration systems present in the region.

2.2. Southern African Development Community Regional Context

We seek to understand migrant domestic work in terms of specific regional and country
context factors. Patterns and experiences of domestic work depend not only on the regulatory
environment in a country, i.e., the protections and conditions created through migration
and labour law, but also on the nature of the ‘market” for domestic work. This ‘market” of
supply and demand is a function of a combination of social and economic conditions in
destination and origin countries. Several dimensions which emerged from our review of
literature and interviews with key informants include:

* Levelsofinequality and the size of the middle class shape the size of employer demand
and domestic work wage levels in urban areas based on employer affordability.
The region includes highly varied economies, with the Seychelles and Mauritius
categorised as High-Income countries; Angola, Botswana, Namibia, and South
Africa as Upper Middle-Income; Eswatini, Lesotho and Zambia as Lower Middle
Income; and Comoros, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Madagascar, Malawi,
Mozambique, Tanzania, and Zimbabwe as Low-Income (UN 2014). High levels of
inequality in Angola and South Africa, in particular, mean that there are large low-
income populations in both countries, in addition to high-income urban elites.

In some countries of the region, there are also large numbers of recorded domestic
workers in rural areas, where there are overlaps with forms of household-based
agricultural work which may not be captured as distinct activities in official
statistics. Furthermore, many domestic workers are not captured in statistics due to
the informal nature of employment and/or irregular migration status.

Levels of income and inequality, as well as historical patterns, also shape the status
of domestic work as ‘fitting’ employment for some nationalities. In the SADC region,
nationals of Botswana and Namibia, due to relatively high national income levels
and small populations, very rarely migrate into domestic work in neighbouring
South Africa, in contrast to nationals of lower-income neighbours such as Eswatini,
Lesotho, Mozambique and Zimbabwe. Zimbabwe’s status in the region changed
dramatically, from being a major economic centre and migrant destination country
in the 1990s, to its current situation as a fragile state and the major migrant origin
country in the region. Middle-income countries in the region, including South




Africa, Botswana and Namibia, have high internal inequality leading to
competition for domestic work by nationals, causing tensions with migrant
workers. Some low-income countries do not have histories or ‘cultures’
of migrating into domestic work, such as Zambians, while others, such as
Malawians, have long-standing traditions since colonial times of providing
domestic work services in many countries of the region. Anecdotal evidence
suggests that perceptions about the ‘suitability” of certain nationalities for
domestic work remain important factors in shaping decision-making among
both employers and those seeking employment.

While many of the colonial-era migration and labour patterns have shifted
significantly, colonial legacies still shape many aspects of the domestic work
and migration environment in the region. Colonial-era legal traditions from
Belgium, Britain, France, Germany, the Netherlands, and Portugal continue
to shape policy formulation and legal norms. Colonial languages continue
to confer status and access to opportunities. For example, some Tanzanian
families prefer Malawian domestic workers over local domestic workers
because they can teach their children to speak English. Settler colonies with
histories of slavery and servitude, such as South Africa, developed patterns
of live-in domestic service which remain in place in many ways, structured
around race and class difference between employer and employee like in
other high-income countries in the world. This contrasts with low-income
countries in the region, including lower-income households within South
Africa, where domestic workers are mostly constructed as ‘family members’
of the employer (including young people and often children from the same
village or ethnic group). Rather than being seen as a form of employment,
these relationships are structured as opportunities for poorer or more rural
relatives to urbanise and improve their prospects through in-kind exchange
(room and board in exchange for domestic work).

New migration patterns have also developed. Domestic workers from SADC
countries are migrating to the Middle East, through both formal recruitment
channels and informal, irregular channels. Other anomalous patterns
include, until recently, the recruitment of Filipina domestic workers by
Angolan elites, as well as Chinese, Indian and Pakistani domestic workers
whose employers are migrants from those countries to the SADC region.
Finally, the flow of migrant workers from Asian countries, including the
Philippines and Sri Lanka, to the Seychelles includes a small number of
domestic workers. A 2021 change in the work permit regulations allowed
migrants to Mauritius, most of whom are also from Asia, to be employed as
domestic workers.




* Cultural and religious norms and practises around women working outside
the home impact on levels of female labour force participation, which in turn
impacts on the use of paid domestic work to carry out care and household
tasks. This is a complex relationship, however, with high female labour force
participation in some countries increasing domestic worker employment,
while in other contexts, women remain at home but still employ domestic
workers rather than completing those tasks themselves. Female labour force
participation rates vary greatly in the region, as shown in Figure 1, from
34.4% in the Comoros to 83.2% in Madagascar (ILO 2019a).6

Figure 1: Female labour force participation rate (% of female population ages 15+), modelled ILO estimate for
2019, (ILO 2019a)

Comoros
Mauritius
Eswatini
South Africa
Namibia
Lesotho
Congo, Dem. Rep.
Botswana
Zambia
Malawi
Angola
Mozambique
Zimbabwe
Tanzania

Madagascar

Overall, the sixteen countries of the SADC region are very diverse in terms of their
size, income levels, economic structures, legal systems and languages, based on a
number of factors including the colonial legacy and current regional alliances. As
discussed further below, this translates into several distinct migration systems as
well as highly uneven policies and practices relating to domestic work.

6  Note that data from the Seychelles is not included in ILOSTAT datasets




3. Methodology

We base our insights on information
collected through a combination of
methods. These include a review of recent
literature on global, continental, regional
and country-specific studies relating to
domestic work and to migrant domestic
work in particular. Relevant international,
continental and regional conventions and
policies were considered, and national
legislation on migration management and
labour rights were collated and analysed.

In terms of data sources, we compiled
and compared existing ILO datasets and
estimates of labour force statistics, ILO
reports on estimations of domestic worker
populations and labour force proportions,
along with UN DESA estimates of
international migrant stocks and source
countries and World Development
Indicator data sources country populations.
Where available online or through national
statistics offices, micro-datasets for the most
recent labour force data and in some cases
census data were consulted. The approach
taken to interpreting available datasets and
data sources is discussed in the section on
Demographics, Migration Patterns and
Estimates below.

Thirty-eight in-depth interviews were
conducted with key informants in 13
countries, as follows: 17 trade unions and
worker associations, 7 other civil society
organisations and academics, 7 national
statistics offices, 4 ILO staff and 3 migrant
domestic workers. Finally, we conducted a
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brief, non-representative survey of 132 migrant domestic workers in the key destination
countries of South Africa, Botswana and Namibia.7 Respondents were identified and
interviewed by domestic workers trained in research. Interviewers then uploaded the
individual responses to Google Forms for summary and analysis. Respondents from South
Africawere 60% Zimbabwean, 32% Malawian, and 8 % Basotho. Respondents from Botswana
were 100% Zimbabwean, and from Namibia were 95% Angolan and 5% Zimbabwean.

3.1. Definitions

In this report we use the same definition of domestic worker as the ILO 2021 10th
Anniversary report, which is in turn based on the resolution concerning statistics on work
relationships adopted at the 20th International Conference of Labour Statisticians (ICLS),
wherein domestic workers are defined as: “workers of any sex employed for pay or profit,
including in-kind payment, who perform work in or for a household or households to
provide services mainly for consumption by the household. The work may be performed
within the household premises or in other locations” (ILO 2018b, para. 104).

This statistical definition largely aligns with the legal definition provided by ILO Convention
No. 189 (Article 1), although the convention is restricted to those in an employee relationship
(including employees of agencies providing domestic services to households), whereas the
ICLS definition expands the scope to also recognise those who work on a self-employment
basis. The estimates in this report use the ICLS definition.

Box 3: Statistical Definition of Domestic Worker

Based on the statistical definition of domestic work and domestic workers, the ICLS
established the following categories of domestic workers in employment:

* domestic employees, defined as all workers engaged directly as employees
of households to provide services mainly for consumption by the household
members, irrespective of the nature of the services provided including: (i) live-
in domestic employees; (ii) live-out domestic employees.

* Domestic workers employed by service providers. Domestic workers employed
by service providers are employees of economic units such as agencies that
provide domestic services to households.

* Domestic service providers employed for profit. Domestic service providers
employed for profit provide domestic services to private households as
independent workers or dependent contractors. Workers in employment who
provide services within or for a household or households, but who are not
employed directly by a household, are considered to be domestic workers if
the nature of the work performed mainly comprises domestic services such as
cleaning, childcare, personal care, food preparation, gardening, driving and
security.

7  The survey is not representative because of its small size and before convenience sampling through migrant
domestic worker networks was used to identify respondents.
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The estimates in this report do not include domestic workers under the age of 15.

Whenreferring to migrant domestic workers, thisreport only relates to international migrants
and not to people who migrate within their own country of nationality or usual residence.?
In some countries there are also large populations of refugees or people in refugee-like
situations (Tanzania, Angola, and the Democratic Republic of the Congo), which are also
included in the UN DESA migrant stock statistics for each country. The estimates provided
in this report use each country’s own migration measurement logic.

Countries in the region measure migration status in their official statistics using place
of birth and citizenship, as per ILO guidelines. It is important to note that legal status or
documentation has no effect on migrant status when using “place of birth” as criterion.

4. Demographics, migration
patterns and estimates

This section of the report provides estimates of the number of migrant domestic workers
employed in each country, as well as a discussion of the main migration patterns into
domestic work between countries. We start by discussing conceptual and methodological
considerations when attempting to estimate the size of the migrant domestic worker
population in the SADC region, arising from a combination of three factors:

1. How the regional nature of domestic work impacts on the reliability of labour
statistics

2. How the regional nature of international migration impacts on the reliability of
migration statistics

3. How the regional nature of official survey sources impacts on the ability to combine
labour and migration statistics and extrapolate reliably from small survey samples
to small populations of interest

All three, separately and in combination with each other, result in a high level of uncertainty
concerning the extent to which official data sources in the region provide reliable information
on migrant domestic work volumes and patterns. We therefore discuss what types of
information and what level of specificity are needed for strategic evidence-based decision-
making on key policy and protection concerns. Finally, we offer adapted estimates for

8  Inthisregion, there are many ways in which internal migrants, i.e. those moving from rural to urban areas within
the country or those moving across provincial or intra-country regional boundaries, face similar challenges as
cross-border migrants who are engaged in domestic work. This may include a lack of identity documentation for
rural to urban migrants which prevent the ability to access formal social protection systems, levels of labour abuse
by employers due to class discrimination, and challenges of rural populations in accessing labour protection
institutions and redress. Where relevant, we sometimes discuss the commonalities between cross-border and
internal migrant domestic worker experiences in this report, but do not focus on internal migrants in our analysis
of data, policies or practical protections.



each country and for the region as a whole,
based on application of the methodological
and strategic information considerations.

As noted in the methodology section above,
the information for the current chapter
is derived from a combination of official
national sources and existing ILO and UN
DESA datasets of country-level estimates
for domestic worker numbers and migrant
stocks, respectively. Several recent ILO
reports, notably the 2021 Domestic Work
report (ILO 2021), developed and applied
advanced estimation techniques to official
data sources to produce estimated domestic
worker numbers globally, regionally and at
country level. We do not attempt toreplicate
or adapt such estimation techniques
but rather focus on understanding the
contextual factors in the nature of domestic
work and migration in the region and in
each country which make the official data
partial and biased in different ways.

Working with official data is important and
provides useful information on relative
numbers of domestic workers, numbers
of migrants in a country and movements
of migrant from one country to another.
There are three conditions under which
conventional official data sources can
provide fairly accurate estimates of overall
migrant domestic worker volumes:
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* largely formal employment
conditions,

* controlled migration flows (such as
islands) and/or

* regular data collection exercises
which measure both labour force
and migration status.

Most countries in the SADC region, and
indeed in Africa, do not fulfil all three
or even one of these conditions. In these
contexts, official data sources on domestic
work, on migrant stocks and on estimated
combinations of the two may misrepresent
actual populations of interest by large
margins. It is possible for official data
to provide reliable evidence on these
populations, but it requires regular data
collection exercises that include questions
on informality, appropriate procedures
to ensure enumeration of domestic
workers in households and survey sample
and weighting procedures that ensure
representative inclusion of migrants and
domestic workers. As an example, the ILO
has developed the SADC labour migration
survey module as a simple and regionally
standardised module of migration
questions in labour force surveys (and
equivalent multi-purpose surveys) as part
of the effort to improve regional evidence-
based decision-making on migration and
labour in general.

Tanzania provides an example where 2021
ILO estimates of domestic worker data
based on official statistics estimate 309,595
employed domestic workers (ILO 2021),
but a 2016 ILO study based on 2013 data
and a dedicated survey estimated 1,087,000
employed domestic workers and 1,700,000
people carrying out activities which
amount to domestic work even though
they are not considered “employees” due
to having a distant family relationship or
other informal position in the family and
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household (Kiaga, Ackson, and ILO Country Office for United Republic of Tanzania 2016).
The 2016 report estimated that 0.19% of domestic workers in the country are cross-border
migrants but does not provide much detail on the extent to which the survey methodology
was designed to identify migrants.

Our focus on using data for evidence-based decision-making emphasises three points about
the nature of evidence:

* The most useful type and format of the evidence depends on the nature of the policy

challenge or the problem to be solved. High level global estimates for the number of
migrant domestic workers in a region or the world are useful to raise visibility for a
type of vulnerable group. More detailed statistics are however necessary for taking
informed policy decisions at a regional or national level. The absolute number of
migrant domestic workers in a country is important when prioritising activities to
protect the maximum number of migrant domestic workers. Yet the relative size of the
migrant population to the local population (or the local domestic worker population)
is what is likely to motivate national policy making. A bilateral agreement between
countries on migration regularisation, labour rights or social protection portability
would require information about a specific nationality’s involvement in domestic
work, rather than all migrants.
Data which claims to be authoritative in its source or through its format can have a
powerful impact on decision-making and resource allocation. Those who generate
and interpret such data therefore bear a responsibility to consider who is included
as well as who is excluded by the data. Statistics which take the form of definitive
estimates and exact numbers, even if they include known large margins of error,
can serve to make those groups who are excluded from official datasets even more
marginal by also excluding them from evidence-based decision-making discussions.
Generating good quality representative survey data is an important element of
improving policy making and advocacy, however most surveys face methodological
limitations which tend to undercount the most vulnerable members of society and
of the labour force. For forms of largely informal employment like domestic work,
survey data can be useful for illustrating the lower bound of an issue and can provide
a point of departure for policy making but policies should aim to go further than
what can be measured because they have a responsibility to protect not just ‘the
most’, but also the most vulnerable.

These considerations relating to data accuracy are well known in discussions of domestic
work and labour migration (ILO 2015a). We follow in the tradition of combining careful
triangulation of multiple quantitative information sources with qualitative information
on the experiences of (migrant) domestic workers, which enables transparent qualitative
judgments on the interpretation of the quantitative data sources. It also links statistical
estimates with discussions of policy environments and practical experiences of domestic
worker and migrant organisations and individuals, so that recommendations are informed
by multiple perspectives on a country and region. While exact estimates are proposed for
some countries, based on a sufficiency of evidence, the focus of the data component of this
study is rather on offering realistic upper and lower range estimates of migrant domestic
worker numbers for each country and thereby categorising countries into different types of
migrant domestic worker destination and/or origin countries.
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4.1. Context Considerations: how the nature of domestic work
and migration in the region impacts on statistics

Challenges in enumerating domestic workers are well documented globally (ILO 2021) and
our review of statistical reports and interviews with national statistics offices confirm that
many apply in the SADC region. Censuses and labour force surveys capture information
which allows for employment relationships to be coded as formal or informal employment
but rely on workers to report their own employment sector and type (ILO 2018b). Factors
which reduce the likelihood of such self-reporting include:

* the prevalence of part-time or casual domestic work, generally and among migrant
domestic workers, while “employment-related questions used to identify domestic
workers usually focus on the main job, excluding ... domestic work performed in
addition to the main job” (ILO 2018b). Lesotho is one of the few countries in the
region which report on secondary employment in their labour force surveys, but
Lesotho’s reports only include formal second job, which is unlikely to capture the
full spectrum of domestic work activities (Lesotho Bureau of Statistics 2021).
domestic workers being seen as part of the extended family, whether or not they are
actually relatives, and being paid in kind (free accommodation and food, etc.). Survey
respondents may therefore not report themselves as being employed as a domestic
worker or be aware of having that status. This is especially the case with very young
domestic workers, as employers may be aware that their employment is illegal and
may pressure the child worker into claiming to be a family member. This is more
likely to occur with internal migrants (e.g. young women coming from rural areas
to work in urban homes of ‘family members’) but may also be part of international
migration patterns in border areas or countries with cross-border ethnic groups and
long-standing circular migration patterns.
the low social status of domestic workers in many contexts, meaning some domestic
workers may be reluctant to disclose their activity to a government official out of
shame.
where migrant domestic workers have an irregular migration status, they may be
reluctant to disclose their employment status to a government official.

The enumeration of migrant domestic workers also depends on how migration status is
identified. Longhistories of intra-regional migrationimpact on thenature of migrantidentities
and migration statistics, along with each country’s citizenship rules and naturalisation
laws. Firstly, different ways of measuring migration status can result in radically different
results and bear different implications. For example, the 2019 Zimbabwean Labour Force
and Child Labour survey recorded both citizenship status and country of birth. It found
1,721,806 non-citizens, but only 253,775 people born outside the country, with over half of
them born in South Africa (Zimbabwe National Statistics Agency 2020, 215ff). The number
of non-citizens in the country is therefore potentially much larger than the number of
‘recent migrants’ (based on country of birth). No combined analysis is provided so it is
not possible to know how many of those born outside the country are in fact Zimbabwean
citizens returning to their family’s country of origin. Similarly, the 2018 census report for
Madagascar identifies 33,187 non-citizens, but 12,712 persons born outside the country. If
we are interested in measuring migration status because it is assumed to be an added level
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of vulnerability for domestic workers, then a domestic worker who was born in the country
but does not have citizenship faces different challenges to one recently entering the country.
The 2019 Zimbabwean Labour Force and Child Labour survey furthermore only reports on
the employment status and industry of the 30,468 migrants considered “labour migrants”,
not on non-citizens more broadly.

Secondly, to identify migrant domestic workers, not only must survey respondents choose
to report to a survey enumerator that their occupation and industry are domestic work,
they must also choose to report their own migration status (in response to questions about
country of birth or nationality). Given that most migration into domestic work in SADC
countries is intra-regional and from neighbouring countries with similar race, ethnic and
language groups (excepting Mauritius and the Seychelles), a significant proportion of
migrant domestic workers may be able to “pass’ for local towards a surveyor. Furthermore,
there are situations where people born on the other side of an official border may not
consider themselves to be migrants. There are many border areas in the SADC region with
cross-border ethnic communities. While people moving across these borders, including in
some cases to work as domestic workers in the rural border areas or towns, may legally be
migrants, they may not consider themselves as such and therefore not report themselves
as migrants when surveyed. Some examples of such border zones include South Africa/
Mozambique, South Africa/Lesotho, South Africa/Eswatini, Eswatini/Mozambique,
Malawi/Zambia, Zambia/Zimbabwe, Zimbabwe/Mozambique, Malawi/Tanzania,
Burundi/Tanzania, and Angola/the Democratic Republic of the Congo.

Different countries have migration patterns and domestic work patterns which combine
different levels of formality and informality. This, in turn, results in different proportions

of the migrant domestic worker population being invisible to statistics.

Figure 2: Migration and Domestic Work Informality Spectrums (authors” own diagramme)

Category Formal Informal Informal
because because because not
documented undocumented recognised as
within the within the falling into the
category category category

Migrants Undocu- Migrants

Migrant with work mented who “pass’
permits Migrants as local

Migration informality spectrum

Working but
not considered
‘employed’

Worker Formally Informally

Employed Employed

Domestic work informality spectrum
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A simplified migration informality spectrum runs from migrants who are documented
and formally permitted to work, through undocumented migrants, to migrants who
have integrated in the country sufficiently through ethnic, borderland or family networks
to ‘pass’ as local. A simplified domestic work informality spectrum runs from formally
employed through informally employed to occupied in a household without the activities
being considered ‘work’. The “passing” and ‘not work” ends of both spectrums are largely
invisible to surveys purporting to measure migration status and labour status. In some
countries, like Mauritius, the number of people on the informal ends of both spectrums
are small, although there are migrants with permits to work in other sectors who are doing
domestic work instead and would therefore be invisible to domestic work statistics. In
contrast, in South Africa there are likely to be large proportions of both domestic workers and
migrant domestic workers who fall into the invisible ends of both spectrums. A 2016 study
of domestic work in Tanzania provides useful insights into the domestic work informality
spectrum, by finding that more than half of the people doing domestic work were in fact
not considered ‘employed” or did not consider themselves as such and so were invisible to
statistics (Kiaga, Ackson, and ILO Country Office for United Republic of Tanzania 2016).
Given the scope and focus of that study, little attention was paid to the invisible end of
the migration informality spectrum and so the estimate that 1% of domestic workers were
migrants is also likely to be an undercount.

The design of mostlabour force surveys takes informal work into account by asking sequences
of questions specifically designed to identify forms of work which the respondent may not
consider as employment.’ The ‘not work” end of the domestic work informality spectrum is
therefore likely to be small if a country’s labour force survey is well designed in terms of the
questions and interpretation of responses. Other common measurement challenges which
impact on the reliable measurement of migrant domestic workers include:

* samples not explicitly designed to target areas with a high prevalence of migrants

* coverage that excludes migrants who do not live in private households and who do
not meet the criteria to be usually resident in the country

* under-reporting of live-in domestic workers as household members

* deliberate under/or misreporting due to irregular status in the country

* non-participation of migrant domestic workers due to language barriers

* mis-reporting due to reliance on proxy respondents, such as household heads/
employers not wishing to be identified as employing a migrant or employing a
domestic worker informally

It has taken many years of advocacy for domestic work to be considered an employment
industry alongside other formal forms of employment, and so domestic workers are
generally reported as a percentage of the overall employed labour force in the country.
Furthermore, migrant domestic workers are reported as a percentage of the overall number
of domestic workers in the economy. However, in addition to challenges in establishing the
numerator for (migrant) domestic workers, the appropriate denominator for calculating

9  19th ICLS Resolution defines employment as work done for pay or profit, in cash or kind. Labour Force Survey
Questionnaires based on 19th ICLS Resolution are designed to capture employment activities, even if they are
done for only one hour in the reference period, and even if they are only part time and not the job of choice, and
even if they are paid in kind.
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the appropriate percentage is complex. This is because domestic work lies uncomfortably
between common categories in labour force statistics. As noted above, some people doing
care and cleaning work in households (especially those paid in kind rather than in cash)
may not consider this as employment and/or the people they work for may not consider
it employment and so they may not be captured in statistics measuring employment. They
may also not consider themselves unemployed and so would not even be reflected in the
overall labour force numbers. Many domestic workers work part time or on a casual basis,
and so may consider themselves unemployed and looking for work, or they may consider
themselves discouraged work-seekers (not considering their part-time domestic jobs to be
real and desirable work and having given up on finding anything else that is considered
‘real” work).

4.2. Context Considerations: official data source availability and
reliability

Beyond the measurement concerns listed in the previous section, the availability of regularly
updated labour and migration statistics in the African region is a much broader challenge.
Even general population data is not regularly collected in all countries.

Population census data is a crucial source for estimating migrant domestic workers because
it covers both labour and migration status, often includes migrant nationality information,
and provides a large enough dataset to allow for reliable disaggregation by industry,
occupation, migration status, gender and even sometimes nationality. However, given
the usual ten-year cycle for census data collection, such data can quickly become out of
date, especially when countries undergo major crises or wars that shift employment and
migration patterns, such as Zimbabwe in the 2000s. One of the effects of Covid-19 was to
delay the planned 2020 round of population censuses in a number of countries in the region,
including South Africa. Census preparation and data collection are currently (2021 and
2022) underway in Angola, Botswana, Mauritius, Namibia, South Africa, and the Seychelles,
joining the relatively recent censuses completed in Eswatini (2017), Zimbabwe (2017) and
Malawi (2018), which will improve the level of data availability on migrant domestic
workers in the region in the next few years. In addition, census questionnaires traditionally
do not include a detailed enough labour market module. The ILO has introduced a labour
market questions module for censuses which allows countries to produce key labour
market indicators based on the 19th ICLS Resolution on Work, Employment and Labour
Underutilization. Countries in the SADC region are being encouraged to use this module
in their census questionnaires.

Historically, data sources which combined employment and migration data outside the
census cycle were rare, and state capacities to measure migration regularly are known to
generally be weak across Africa. “In 2017, the African Union Commission produced the first
edition of the Labour Migration Statistics in Africa and the report showed that there is a lack
of capacities at country and regional level to produce, collect and disseminate timely and
quality data on Labour migration in Africa” (AU and Statistics Sweden 2020). The 2015 ILO
report, which for the first time estimated migrant worker populations globally, noted that
among SADC countries, only Malawi, South Africa and Zambia had all the disaggregated




input data on domestic workers, migrant workers and migrant domestic workers to enable
empirical migrant domestic worker estimates (ILO 2015b)."° As shown in Table 1, there has
been some improvement since 2015, with eight of the sixteen countries running surveys that
include both employment and migration data and reporting on employment per industry
(including domestic work) and migration status. South Africa included a migration module
in its 2017 Quarterly Labour Force Survey (Q3) but has not done so since. In Mauritius,
the most recent migration data is from the 2011 census. Angola, Comoros, the Democratic
Republic of the Congo, Mozambique and Tanzania generally have weak data environments,
although the planned 2022 census in Angola will assist.

Table 1: Most recent national data sources for labour and migration statistics

Domestic
Work

Country ‘ Year ‘ Survey Name

Migration

Angola 2009 | Inquérito Integrado sobre o Bem-estar da X
Populacao

Botswana 2020 | Quarterly Multi-Thematic Survey

Comoros 2014 | Enquéte sur I'emploi et le secteur informel aux
Comores

The Democratic 2012 Enquéte sur 'emploi, le secteur informel et
Republic of the sur la consommation des ménages (Enquéte
Congo 1-2-3)

Eswatini 2017 Census

Lesotho 2019 | Labour Force Survey

Madagascar 2018 | Census: Recensement General de la Population
et de 'Habitation

Malawi 2018 Census

Mauritius 2020 | Enquéte Régionale Intégrée sur 'Emploi et le
Secteur Informel

Mozambique 2015 | Inquérito aos Orcamentos Familiares

Namibia 2018 | Labour Force Survey

Seychelles 2019 | Labour Force Survey

South Africa 2021 | Quarterly Labour Force Survey

Tanzania 2014 | Labour Force Survey

Zambia 2018 | Labour Force Survey
Zimbabwe 2019 | Labour Force and Child Labour Survey

While an increase in countries with regular sample surveys measuring both employment,
industry and migration indicators is welcome, there are still challenges in interpreting the
findings of such surveys in relation to migrant domestic work. In addition to the caveats
discussed above about forms of domestic work and migration which tend to remain
invisible to such surveys, there are also technical statistical limitations to reliable results
interpretation related to survey sample size and sample designs which are not optimized to
produce reliable statistics separately for international migrants

10 Note that Seychelles not mentioned in this report




The South African case is an ideal statistical case in that the QLFS has a large sample (69,260
for QLFS 2017, Quarter 3, which includes the migration module), and the country has
both a large domestic work sector (5.2% of total employment) and a large proportion of
migrant domestic workers (12% of domestic workers). In the 2017 QLFS Q3 there are only
59 migrant domestic workers directly identified in the sample, of whom 9 are male and 50
are female. Extrapolating from a sample of 9 to a proportion of the total country population
is not reliable. Attempting to disaggregate further by nationality (which was not collected
in this dataset) or age group would make these samples even more unreliable. Most
countries have labour force surveys and other multi-functional household survey samples
in the range of 10,000 - 12,000 and with smaller domestic worker and migrant domestic
worker populations, making the absolute enumerated number of migrant domestic worker
even smaller. Many LFS sample designs do not include measures which could improve
coverage of migrant workers, including oversampling geographical areas with known high
populations migrant workers.

The Covid-19 pandemic introduced additional challenges for reliable data collection in the
region (AU and Statistics Sweden 2020)." A number of scheduled data-collection exercises
were delayed, such as the census in South Africa and the bi-annual Labour Force Survey
in Namibia. Other data collection exercises were shifted from face to face to telephonic
interviews, using contact details from previous survey iterations (e.g. labour force and
multi-purpose surveys in South Africa and Mauritius). Given the marginal position of live-
in (migrant) domestic workers in many households and in society in general, telephonic
data collection is likely to further exclude and therefore underestimate this group whether
they are targeted through sampling of their employers or themselves as survey respondents.

Given the challenges with official datasets, are there alternative data sources which could
be used for reliable estimation of migrant domestic worker numbers and characteristics?
The levels of informality in the domestic work sector generally, and especially among
migrant domestic workers, mean that administrative data is not available or not useful.
Most countries in the region do not have any opportunities for employers to register
migrant domestic workers for social benefits. Even in countries like South Africa which
have comparatively developed unemployment insurance registration for domestic workers
(as discussed further in the section below on labour rights), Unemployment Insurance Fund
(UIF) records are more a reflection of employer preference trends around employment
formalisation than an indication of the underlying number of workers.

One alternative is dedicated surveys which either seek to measure migration and include
employment information (Human Sciences Research Council 2011),'> or measure domestic
work and include migration information. Examples of the latter include surveys conducted
in Tanzania and Zambia in 2012-13 within the framework of the ILO Global Strategy for
Action: Making decent work a reality for domestic workers (Kahayarara 2013; Chibuye

11 In April 2020, the African Union Commission instituted an online survey with all its member states to assess
the possible impact of the pandemic on the production of migration statistics and also to collect proposals for
solutions in order to contain the negative impact of this pandemic on the production of migration statistics
in Africa. The survey includes countries covered in this report: Angola, Botswana, Comoros, DRC, Eswatini,
Lesotho, Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Seychelles, South Africa, Tanzania, Zambia and Zimbabwe

12 This study is not reviewed here since it is out of date and was based on a small sample (2000 respondents) only
covering two provinces in the country.
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and Siyota 2013),” which also produced preliminary guidelines for designing and running
national surveys of domestic workers (Mehran 2014). While these two studies provided
invaluable insights into the overall estimates of domestic work in the countries and into
working conditions, they also struggle to provide much information on migrant domestic
workers. The Tanzania study estimated that 0.19% of domestic workers are migrants'* and
the Zambia study does not make any mention of migrant domestic workers at all. This
may be because they were piloted in countries with very small migrant domestic worker
populations. It would therefore be valuable for this dedicated survey programme to be
expanded into countries in the region where migrant domestic work is more prevalent,
such as South Africa, Botswana and Namibia, and for new studies to and ensure the sample
design includes measurement of this group as a priority, for example by targeted areas with
a high prevalence of migrants.

While such dedicated surveys can provide important methodological insights and lessons
for best practice, as well as generating a ‘baseline” against which the coverage reliability of
other datasets can be judged, they are not a sustainable approach for the regular production
of data about this group of workers. The improved design of regular labour force surveys
is the best options for this aim.

There are also qualitative studies on domestic work which do not directly provide inputs to
quantitative estimates but do assist with the broad profiling of domestic workers. Examples
are available for Mozambique (although only covering the capital Maputo) (Castel-Branco
2012) and the Democratic Republic of the Congo (IDAY, CATSR, and WCP 2015). These
qualitative studies, however, also do not provide much information on the migration status
or nationality profiles of domestic workers, which may reflect the absence of such workers in
these contexts, or it may reflect on the focus taken by the researchers. Increasing awareness
among researchers and organisations working in the domestic worker section concerning
the specific needs of migrant domestic workers may be useful in ensuring inclusion of
migrant domestic worker issues in future qualitative studies.

4.3. Regional Migration and Domestic Work Patterns

We now apply the considerations discussed so far to the estimation of migrant domestic
worker numbers in the SADC region. Patterns in migrant domestic work are a combination
of the following;:

* Migration patterns, with dominant migrant destination and migrant origin countries

* Specific nationalities of migrants who tend to engage in domestic work more than
others

* Domestic work patterns, with countries that have larger and smaller markets for
domestic work

13 These surveys were conducted by the ILO Branch for Inclusive Labour Markets, Labour Relations and Working
Conditions (INWORK) and ILO Country Offices for Tanzania, Kenya, Rwanda and Uganda and for Zambia,
Malawi and Mozambique.

14 We note that the sample survey on which this estimate is based had a sample of less than 1900 respondents and
so this % estimate is based on less than 5 migrant domestic worker respondents, which is not enough to provide
a reliable estimate at a national level.
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We summarise available information on each of these dimensions in turn before considering
country by country data combining labour and migration information.

The sixteen countries of the SADC region have an estimated population of 363.2 million
people and 5.9 million international migrants at mid-year 2020 (UN 2020)." South Africa
hosts by far the largest number of migrants in the region, with an estimated 2.9 million in
mid-year 2020, with the Democratic Republic of the Congo (952,871) and Tanzania (426,017)
also hosting large numbers (UN 2020). The latter two countries mostly host refugees,
however, and while some refugees may be informally employed, including in domestic
work, many are isolated in camps and therefore have limited access to this employment
market.

There are three distinct labour migration systems in the region, with the main one flowing
into South Africa from its immediate neighbours as well as Malawi and to some extent
Tanzania. Within this Southern African migration system there are also secondary migration
flows into the relatively well-off economies of Botswana and Namibia. In addition to being
linked into the Southern African migration system towards South Africa, Tanzania is also
strongly linked into the East African migration system. The second system links Angola
and the Democratic Republic of the Congo closely with each other, as well as West Africa
(for Angola) and East Africa (for the Democratic Republic of the Congo). Third, the island
nations of the Comoros, Mauritius, Madagascar and the Seychelles provide a distinct set of
migration dynamics, with strong ties to each other and to Asia above connections with their
mainland neighbours. Mauritius and the Seychelles have 75% and 71% of their migrants,
respectively, originating in Asia (UN 2020).”” Comoros and Madagascar have a migration
system flowing in both directions between them, with very little interaction with other
countries in the region (UN 2020).'

However, overall migration patterns are of limited value when considering migrant domestic
worker patterns since not all migrants are equally likely to be involved in domestic work.
Some countries have large migrant populations which originate from outside the continent
like Mauritius (89%), Seychelles (82%), Madagascar (66%), Lesotho (50%) and South Africa
(35%) (UN 2020). While some Asian migration into the Seychelles and Mauritius may
include domestic workers (as discussed later in the report), in mainland countries migrants

The unedited DESA 2020 estimates of international migrants for the region come to 6.4 million, but this includes
500,000 migrants in Angola who are categorized as ‘other” in terms of region and country of origin and who are
not corroborated in other migrant stock estimates, such as the 2015 World Development Indicators estimates for
Angola (which record 140,000 international migrants). In this report we have therefore reduced the estimate of
international migrants hosted in Angola to 154000 and adjusted the regional total to 5.9 million accordingly.
Estimates of international migration stocks and flows disaggregated by both destination and origin country are
useful when considering which migrant populations are most relevant for domestic work estimations, but it is
also important to note that there are data quality challenges in these international datasets. One example is that
the DESA data records 1,4 million migrants in the SADC region as of unknown or ‘other” country of origin in
2020, mostly hosted in Angola (501897) and South Africa (643999). If these were allocated to either Sub-Saharan
or SADC migrant domestic worker-origin countries, they could increase the former by a quarter and the latter
by half. In the current report, the unclassified Angolan migrants have been excluded from country and regional
migration totals, since they do not tally with other data sources (e.g. the WDI 2015 migrant stock estimates). WDI
2015 estimates 140000, which would corroborate the 154000 estimate.

Various reports have described these system, but this description is based on DESA data on international migrant
stocks and countries of origin for 2020.

Various reports have described these system, but this description is based on DESA data on international migrant
stocks and countries of origin for 2020.




originating from outside the continent are highly unlikely to be active in domestic work."
In the 12 mainland countries, therefore, the 4.4 million migrants of Sub-Saharan origin are a
more relevant number than the 5.9 million overall international migrants as a potential pool
from which to consider migrant domestic worker numbers.

Even within this continental pool, there are many nationalities who do not enter domestic
work, based either on relative income and skill levels, status perceptions and historical
patterns, or exclusion from the labour force based on their refugee status and isolation in
camps. For example, South Africans, Batswana and Namibians who leave their countries
for other countries in the region do so mostly as professionals, not as low-skilled workers.?
Zambians, even though from a low-income country, also are not active as domestic workers
in significant numbers in other countries.” In addition, most of the migrants hosted in the
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Angola and Tanzania are refugees (largely from outside
the SADC region: Central African Republic, South Sudan and Burundi), often residing in
camps and therefore only partially integrated into the formal or informal labour forces in
those countries. If we consider these country dynamics and only include migrants from
known migrant domestic worker origin countries in the DESA 2020 migrant stock estimates
for the SADC region, we are left with a total of R2.7 million migrants, 44.7% of whom are
female.

The primary flows of migrant domestic work within the region include:

Zimbabweans, Mozambicans, Malawians, Basotho, and Liswati into South Africa,
Zimbabweans into Botswana,

Angolans and Zimbabweans into Namibia, and

Malawians into Tanzania.

External flows are small in absolute numbers but are important in terms of worker protection
dynamics. They include:

e Malagasy and Tanzanians to the Middle East,
* Filipinas, Sri Lankans, Kenyans, Malagasy into the Seychelles.

In the majority of countries in the region, domestic workers are almost entirely local,
following rural-urban migration patterns. Table 2 records the primary migration flows, as
well as smaller flows as reported in interviews. Given the factors related to fluid borders
and cross-border family ties listed above, there may also be small, statistically insignificant
numbers of migrant domestic workers from other countries that are difficult to trace, so the
nationalities described are indicative of broad patterns and are not definitive or exclusive.

19 Later in the report we discuss trends in terms of Asian domestic worker ‘chain-migration” accompanying Asian
professionals and construction workers into some of the region’s mining and industrial projects, but these are
very small total numbers.

20 South Africans, Batswana and Namibians do work as domestic workers in their own countries. There are small
numbers of Namibian domestic workers in Botswana, but this is the exception.

21 The identification of nationalities in the region which do and do not tend to enter domestic work when they
migrate is based on our interviews with domestic worker organisations.
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Table 2: Migrant domestic worker destination and country of origin patterns by nationality (based on key informant

interviews)
Country MDW destination pattern ‘ MDW country of origin pattern

Angola Domestic workers are predominantly | Some Angolan migrant domestic
local with some domestic workers | workers in Namibia.
from the Democratic Republic of the
Congo and small numbers of domestic
workers from the Philippines working
for urban elites.?

Botswana A large proportion of domestic | Norecord of Batswana migrant domestic
workers are migrants, primarily | workers in other countries.
Zimbabweans with a small number
from border countries such as
Namibia and Zambia.

Comoros Domestic workers are almost entirely | No record of Comoran migrant domestic
local. workers. There is limited data on

Comoros.

Democratic Republic | Domestic workers are almost entirely | Small numbers of migrant domestic

of Congo local. workers from the Democratic Republic of

the Congo working as domestic workers
in Angola.

Eswatini Domestic workers are predominantly | Many Liswati migrants work as domestic
local. Small numbers of domestic | workers in South Africa.
workers from Mozambique and
possibly Zimbabwe.

Lesotho Domestic workers are predominantly | Many Basotho migrants work as
local, with some Asian domestic | domestic workers in South Africa.
workers  accompanying migrant
employers.

Madagascar Domestic workers are almost entirely | Significant numbers of Malagasy
local. migrants working as domestic workers

in Lebanon, Kuwait and other Middle
Almost 50% of international migrants | Eastern countries. Small number of
are from Comoros, the rest being Malagasy migrant domestic workers in
professionals from Europe and Asia. | the Seychelles.

Mauritius Domestic  workers are almost | Norecord of Mauritian migrant domestic
entirely local, with a very small | workers.
number of migrant domestic workers
accompanying migrant employers
from South Africa, as well as Asian
migrant workers from other sectors
doing piecemeal domestic work.

Malawi Domestic workers are almost entirely | Malawian migrants work as domestic
local. workers in South Africa, with migrant

domestic workers from Malawi’s
northern region working in Tanzania.

22 This was an important trend in Angola during the economic boom from 2010-2018, but has faded in the current
economic climate (Castel-Branco 2018).
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MDW destination pattern

MDW country of origin pattern

Mozambique

Domestic workers are almost entirely
local.

Many Mozambican migrants work as
domestic workers in South Africa and
some in Eswatini.

Namibia

A large proportion of domestic
workers  are  migrants,  with
Zimbabweans in the majority.

Small number of Namibians working as
migrant domestic workers in Botswana.

Seychelles

Some migrant domestic workers from
the Philippines, Sri Lanka, Kenya,
Madagascar, including  workers
from other sectors doing piecemeal
domestic work.

No record of Seychellois migrant
domestic workers.

South Africa

Major regional and continental
migrant worker destination country,
with a large proportion of migrant
domestic workers. Zimbabweans
are the largest nationality among
domesticworkers, with Mozambicans,
Malawians, Basotho and Liswati also
prominent.

No record of South African migrant
domestic workers.

Tanzania

Domestic workers are mostly local
with a growing number of migrant
domestic workers from Malawi, and
from Burundi in border regions.

Significant numbers of Tanzanian
migrants work as domestic workers in
Oman, United Arab Emirates (UAE) and
other Middle Eastern countries.

Zambia

Domestic workers are mostly local,
with some Indian migrant domestic
workers  accompanying  migrant
employers, as well as a small number
of Zimbabweans.

Small numbers of Zambian migrant
domestic workers are present in
Botswana and may also be present in
Namibia and Tanzania.

Zimbabwe

Domestic workers are almost entirely
local.

Zimbabwean  migrants  constitute
the largest migrant domestic worker
nationality in the region, with the largest
flow to South Africa and smaller flows to
Botswana and Namibia. Zimbabweans
also migrate to Mozambique, Malawi
and Zambia but are less likely to work as
domestic workers there.
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The map in Figure 3 visualises the main migration systems into domestic work in the region
with high-level estimates of country to country flow sizes.

Figure 3: Migrant domestic worker migration patterns in the SADC region®
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Table 3 shows the estimated total out-migration from origin countries whose nationals are
known to engage in domestic work. In absolute numbers, Zimbabwe is by far the largest
origin country, followed by Mozambique, Angola, the Democratic Republic of the Congo
and Malawi. For these origin countries, the majority of out-migrants do not go into domestic
work. Qualitative data tells us that the proportion who do is higher from Zimbabwe,
Mozambique, Malawi, Lesotho and Eswatini, with only small proportions from the other
countries.

23 Migration flows and sizes shown here are estimates based on research interviews and analysis of UNDESA
2020 data on intra-regional migration. Given the challenges described of accessing information and statistics on
migrant domestic work in the region, these estimates are not conclusive.
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Table 3: Estimated total migrant stocks from potential migrant domestic worker origin countries hosted in the SADC
region (UN DESA 200 data)

Estimated sum of migrants % of total migrants from
ity from this. or.igin country potential mig{‘ant dom.estic
hosted within the SADC worker origin countries
region hosted in the SADC region
Zimbabwe 911,981 33.7%
Mozambique 539,219 19.9%
Angola 337,621 12.5%
The Democratic Republic of the Congo 321,102 11.9%
Malawi 286,759 10.6%
Lesotho 200,613 7.4%
Eswatini 46,391 1.7%
United Republic of Tanzania 34,885 1.3%
Madagascar 13,797 0.5%
Comoros 12,920 0.5%
TOTAL 2,705,288 100%

When seeking to understand and measure migrant domestic work in a region which has
as much intra-regional mobility as the Southern African region, looking at these wider
migration flows between countries is important. It emphasises that migrants who end up
in domestic work make choices about their mobility and their income-earning options
which are both embedded in broader networks of migration and the nature of origin and
destination-country economies. As economic conditions in either origin or destination
countries change, migrants within existing migration networks or who are already presentin
destination countries may move into or out of domestic work, either as formal employment
or informal income augmentation. The relative scope for this adaptation is greater for those
nationalities with existing links into domestic work networks and national ‘reputations’
for domestic work, than for nationalities who have traditionally not done this work. An
example is that Ethiopians and Somalis in South Africa have not moved into domestic work,
in spite of coming from low-income and conflict-wracked countries, while large numbers
of Zimbabweans (including those with good education levels and prior higher-skilled
employment experience) did enter domestic work when their country’s economy collapsed.

The absolute numbers obscure the relative impact which out-migration into the region has

for countries in relation to their respective populations: Lesotho (9.4%), Zimbabwe (6.1%),
Eswatini (4.0%) and Comoros, Malawi and Mozambique (1-2%).
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Box 4: Eswatini and Malawi measures of out-migration into the region

Eswatini, Malawi and Lesotho are the only countries in the region which include a
measure for the stock of nationals abroad (by sex and country of residence) in their
censuses. Eswatini in its 2021 census captured emigration from 2017-2021 and Malawi
in its 2018 census covered emigration from 2008 to 2018. Lesotho also reports on some
“international labour migration” by Basotho nationals to other countries in the 2019
LFS but does not clearly describe how this group is defined or measured. Census on
emigration is generally understood to be an underestimate as it depends on members
of the emigrant’s household remaining in the country to be captured in the census,
but it provides some sense of scale from an origin country perspective.

Eswatini data shows 32,448 emigrants. 56% were male over the entire 12-year period,
but with an increasing female percentage within that period. 90.8% moved to South
Africaand 3% to Mozambique. 51.3% of male emigrants and 30.5% of female emigrants
to South Africa from Eswatini went for reasons of work, without more information
being available about the type of work.

Malawi data shows 254,934 emigrants, 77.5% of whom were male, and 22.5% female.
80.7% of recorded emigrants moved to South Africa and 8.1% to Mozambique. The
‘reasons for leaving” measure in Malawi’s census includes sector-specific work options
and so it is recorded that a total of 23,099 Malawians migrated into domestic work
between 2008 and 2018. 15,805 were male (representing 8% of total male emigrants)
and 7,294 were female (12.7% of total female emigrants). While this count cannot be
taken as a reliable indicator of the total number of Malawian domestic workers in the
region, it provides insights into the particular gender patterns of Malawian migration
into domestic work (Malawi National Statistical Office 2019).

If we show this population of migrants from a destination-country perspective (Table 4),
we see that 55% are hosted in South Africa, confirming its role as regional migration hub in
absolute terms.
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Table 4: Destination Countries of migrants from dominant migrant domestic worker origin countries (DESA 2020),
WDI 2020 total country population data

Estimated sum

ofd e G .% of total Migrants from

dominant MDW- regl.onally hosted df)n.unant MPW—

T mlgrants from origin countrle? as

hosted in this dor-m‘nant MD'W- % of total h.ostlng

country origin countries population
South Africa 1,496,398 55.3% 2.52%
Zimbabwe 231,414 8.6% 1.56%
Mozambique 225,837 8.3% 0.72%
"(l;k(:i gDoemocratlc Republic of the 177,028 6.5% 0.20%
Zambia 120,543 4.5% 0.66%
Malawi 102,166 3.8% 0.53%
United Republic of Tanzania 92,557 3.4% 0.15%
Angola 90,692 3.4% 0.28%
Botswana 70,550 2.6% 3.00%
Namibia 61,585 2.3% 2.42%
Madagascar 12,153 0.4% 0.04%
Eswatini 11,042 0.4% 0.95%
Comoros 9,748 0.4% 1.12%
Mauritius 2,301 0.1% 0.18%
Seychelles 816 0.0% 0.83%
Lesotho 458 0.0% 0.02%
Grand Total 2,705,288 100%

As with origin countries, absolute numbers of hosted migrants obscure the impact on
destination countries with small populations, such as Botswana and Namibia. The right-
hand column therefore shows the population of migrants from migrant domestic worker
origin countries as a percentage of the destination country population, which also confirms
South Africa’s role as migration hub in relative terms, along with Botswana and Namibia.

In addition to narrowing down the migration patterns of the region to those which are
relevant to domestic work, we must also understand variations in destination-country
demand for domestic work. The ILO 2021 report modelled 2019 estimates for the percentage
of domestic workers out of total employment. Similar to the variation in migration patterns
in the region, we see many countries with very small measured domestic work industries,
while others, notably the outlier Lesotho with Botswana, Namibia and South Africa, have a
large share of their labour force engaged in the sector.

Figure 4 combines the prevalence of domestic work with the prevalence of migrants from
migrant domestic worker origin countries. It shows, in relative terms to each country’s
population, which countries have both significant domestic worker markets and relevant
migrant populations. Botswana, Namibia and South Africa clearly emerge as the countries
with a major policy concern relating to hosting migrant domestic workers, given they are
likely to make up a significant proportion of a significant economic sector.
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Fiqure 4: Combined migration patterns and domestic worker employment, proportional to destination
country population size (DESA 2020 international migrant stocks, ILO 2019 domestic workers as share of
employment, WDI 2020 country population estimates)
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When we show the same information in terms of estimated absolute numbers of domestic
workers and migrants from migrant domestic worker origin countries (Figure 5), we see
that South Africa is an extreme outlier, with almost eight times as many domestic workers
in the country and almost 3.5 times as many relevant migrants as the next set of countries. In
terms of the volume of individuals potentially affected by policies and practices relating to
migrant domestic workers, South Africa therefore has more than five times the populations
of concern as all other 15 countries in the region combined.

Figure 5: Combined migration patterns and domestic worker employment, absolute numbers (DESA 2020 international
migrant stocks, ILO 2019 domestic worker estimates)
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Showing the estimated total volumes of domestic workers and migrants from migrant
domestic worker origin countries does not directly translate into the proportion of domestic
workers who are migrants because this is influenced by each country’s economic conditions
and structure. When we exclude the outlier South Africa in order to be able to see the
distribution across the rest of the region (Figure 6), we see that the four countries with large
populations (Zimbabwe, Mozambique, the Democratic Republic of the Congo and Tanzania)
have the potential for hosting significant populations of migrant domestic workers in
absolute terms, but our qualitative insights into the dynamics of migrant domestic workers
in these countries tells us that the proportion of migrant domestic workers in these countries
is very small.
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Figure 6: Combined migration patterns and domestic worker employment, absolute numbers (DESA 2020 international
migrant stocks, ILO 2019 domestic worker estimates) - Excluding South Africa
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This brings us to a consideration of the available evidence regarding actual numbers of
migrant domestic workers in countries of the region. Table 5 consolidates several types
of data to arrive at country estimates. First, it uses the ILO’s recent national estimates of
domestic worker numbers per country. These estimates are based on detailed statistical
modelling of official national microdata, combining information about employment sector,
occupation and employers, where available (ILO 2021).

Box 5: The importance of modelling estimates of domestic worker numbers

When comparing the raw microdata provided by National Statistics Offices in the
region with modelled ILO data, we see that NSO domestic worker measurements
were higher than ILO estimates in Zimbabwe (55,040 ILO vs 165,632 NSO). Seychelles,
Botswana and Namibia are notable examples where modelled ILO estimates were
significantly higher than NSO-provided data, with modelled data for the Seychelles
15 times higher (1,951 ILO vs 123 NSO), for Botswana 1.5 time higher (76,674 ILO vs
48,644 NSO) and for Namibia 1.6 times higher (81,895 ILO vs 49,731 NSO). Statistical
modelling of sub-groups like migrant domestic workers is especially challenging
for countries with small populations, such as the Seychelles and even Botswana and
Namibia, since any estimates from sample surveys are quickly inflated. In other
countries the NSO measures were within close range of the ILO estimates.
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As a second step, we estimated the percentage of total domestic workers in the country
who are migrants, formulating this as falling between a lower and upper range, given the
uncertainty in exact measurements. In some countries, this range was informed by survey
data which directly measured the citizenship or country of birth of respondents along with
their employment sector. This is described in Table 6 below. This empirically measured
number was used as the lower end of the percentage range, once again to capture the
probable undercount of most surveys. Most of the countries where such survey data was
not available are countries where qualitative evidence tells us that migrant domestic worker
proportions are low. Based on the empirically grounded estimates for countries with a
low proportion of migrant domestic workers such as Tanzania and Zimbabwe that have
some survey estimates, we have therefore applied a generic 0.5-1.5% estimate of migrant
domestic worker prevalence among domestic workers for the following countries without
good empirical data: Angola, Comoros, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Madagascar,
Malawi, Mozambique and Zambia.*

Table 5: Migrant domestic worker estimates per country

Estimated Range of MDW per country.... Based on:
estlilrlf;ed estilr(::ted e ES;E‘:;? (IIL%W LD GIIDAA

MDW # MDW # MDW pop 2021 range
Comoros 38 13 <100 2,549 0.5-1.5
Seychelles 97 58 <100 1,939 3-5
Mauritius 365 244 101-500 24,365 1-1.5
Eswatini 349 279 101-500 34,898 0.8-1
Zimbabwe 1,101 440 501-1500 55,040 0.8-2
Malawi 1,243 414 501-1500 82,870 0.5-1.5
Lesotho 1,307 436 501-1500 87,165 0.5-1.5
Zambia 1,457 486 501-1500 97,104 0.5-1.5
Angola 1,553 518 501-1500 103,513 0.5-1.5
Madagascar 2,287 762 1,001-3,000 152,457 0.5-1.5
Mozambique 2,793 931 1,001-3,000 186,213 0.5-1.5
The Democratic
Republic of the 2,874 958 1,001-3,000 191,618 0.5-1.5
Congo
Tanzania 3,096 1,548 1,001-3,000 309,595 0.5-1
Botswana 11,501 7,667 5,001-10,000 766,74 10-15
Namibia 12,284 9,827 10,001-15,000 81,895 12-15

100,001-

South Africa 200,301 160,241 200,000 1,335,343 12-15
SADC Total 242,647 184,823

24 While Malawi carried out a census in 2018 which included both labour and migration data, the publicly reported
data on employment sector is not broken down to industry level and there is no disaggregation of employment
by migration status. Microdata from the census could not be accessed.
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The combination of the total domestic worker estimate and the migrant domestic worker
range estimate then leads to a calculation of the lower and upper bounds of migrant domestic
worker numbers for each country.

Nine of the 16 countries in the region have datasets which either measure migrant domestic
workers directly or allow for a sex-disaggregated close estimate. These are listed in Table
6. In the cases of Botswana, Eswatini, Lesotho, Namibia, the Seychelles and Zimbabwe, a
single dataset captures both employment industry and migration status and reporting on
employment industry includes disaggregation by migration status.

Estimates which apply past migrant percentages to current employment data were needed
in Mauritius and South Africa. In Mauritius, the total percentage of migrant domestic
workers from the 2011 census was applied to total domestic worker statistics provided
by the 2020 Continuous Multipurpose Household Survey. In the case of South Africa, the
2021 Quarterly Labour Force Survey provides the sex-disaggregated number of domestic
workers and the 2017 QLFS (Q3) provides the sex-disaggregated percentage of migrant
domestic workers, which percentage is applied back to the 2021 QLFS numbers. Applying
historical migration patterns to current employment data is risky since time series data,
where this exists, shows that there can be quite significant shifts in patterns over time. In the
South African case, a migration module was included in the 2012 and 2017 QLFSs, showing
that “work in private households ... increased for the immigrant population (13.4% in 2012
to 18.0% in 2017)” (Statistics South Africa 2019, 54). There are therefore likely to also have
been shifts in the percentage of migrant domestic workers between 2017 and 2021, not least
due to Covid-19.

"
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Given all the caveats about hidden populations and weighting reliability described above,
not all datasets which directly report migrant domestic worker numbers result in high
confidence reflections of the actual number of migrant domestic workers in the country.
For example, the 799 female (and no male) migrant domestic workers recorded in the 2020
QMTS Q4 for Botswana only reflect ‘formally employed” domestic workers, which is a large
underestimate of the total migrant domestic worker population. For the regional summary
table (Table 5 above) we have therefore retained an estimated migrant domestic worker
range based on assuming a 10-15% migrant domestic worker proportion of the overall
domestic worker population, even though this is ten times as large as the QMTS reported
‘formally employed” measure. Similarly, in Lesotho, the 92 reported migrant domestic
workers are likely to be an underestimate and so we have retained the estimated migrant
domestic worker range based on a 0.5-1.5% migrant domestic worker proportion of the
overall domestic worker population. Finally, in Zimbabwe, even though the reported 1,331
migrant domestic workers is likely to be an underestimate, this has been retained as the
lower range estimate for the summary statistics, since it falls within a reasonable percentage
range for the overall estimate of the domestic workers population.

An estimate of the range within which migrant domestic worker numbers fall is sufficient
for most evidence-based decision making related to the overall size of the migrant domestic
worker population in a country, or the relative size of these populations across countries.
For the SADC countries, these ranges are shown on the map in Figure 7.

Figure 7: Migrant Domestic Worker Prevalence Range Map (Source: own calculations)
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5. Migration
Policy
Environment

This section of the report summarises the
policy environment relating to cross-border
migrant workers in the SADC region, as it
relates to low-skilled migrants generally
and domestic workers specifically. The
policy environment includes international
and regional conventions as well as
domestic legislation and regulations
relating to labour migration.

Broadly, migration policy in the region is
characterised by the following factors:

e The absence of a multilateral
agreement in the SADC region
means that different countries
have approached the issue of
labour migration from different
perspectives based on their own
needs.

* The five countries in the region
that have adopted National Labour
Migration Policies (NLMPs)
(Lesotho, Mauritius®, Namibia,
Seychellesand Zimbabwe) are geared
towards managing both migration
and labour for the purpose of social
and economic development, and to
deal with the challenge of irregular
migration. Thereis no evidence of the
extent to which these countries have
reviewed their legislation in order to
harmonise their immigration, labour
and other laws with the policies and
action plans set out in the NLMPs.
At least a standard objective of the

25 Information based on other literature and not on
the country’s NLMP itself.



NLMP in each country is the amendment of the country’s laws so that they are in line
with relevant international and regional labour standards and good practices.

A number of countries such as Eswatini, Lesotho, Mauritius, Mozambique, South
Africa, Seychelles and Zimbabwe have bilateral agreements with each other or with
other countries outside the African continent (mainly Middle Eastern countries)
for the management of migrant workers but without sight of these agreements, it
is difficult to establish the specific terms upon which the countries regulate labour
migration.

South Africa’s two special dispensations regularising migrants from Lesotho and
Zimbabwe are a piece-meal approach to dealing with the challenge of large numbers
of migrants moving into the country, many at the lower-skilled end of the labour
market (Wickramasekara 2015). While they were not intentionally targeted at
regularising migrants in the domestic work sector, these policy initiatives have also
benefitted migrant domestic workers from these countries, enabling migrant rights
and labour rights protections for migrant domestic workers, given the high absolute
numbers of Zimbabweans and Basotho working in the sector in South Africa.*
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In mid-December 2021, the South African government announced that it would not extend the ZEP beyond the
expiry date of 31 December 2021, with a one year grace period to apply for other documentation. This decision
will affect hundreds of thousands of Zimbabweans, including MDWs who are holders of this permit, as they are
unlikely to qualify for any of the other regular visas such as work, business and study visas.



(SToTpPqO MMM / /55A1Y) N1 (810 O[T MMM) O] :22IN0S5

ON SHA ON ON ON ON amqequuz | 91
SHA SHA ON SHA ON ON eiquiez | GI
ON SHA ON (reqrzuez) sgA ON ON eruezue], | I
ON SHA SHA ON ON ON eOLY UINOS | €1
ON SHA ON ON ON SHA so[PYRLeS | TT
ON SHA SHA ON ON ON eiqrueN | TT
ON SHA ON ON ON SHA anbiquiezopy | 01
ON SHA SHA SHA ON ON snpune | 6
ON SHA ON SHA ON ON IMe[eN | 8
SHA SHA SHA SHA SHA SHA Teosedepel |/
ON SHA ON ON ON SHA oyosaT | 9
ON SHA ON ON ON ON ugemsy | g
ON SHA ON ON ON ON 03uoD a jo drjqnday dpenowsq | ¥
ON SHA ON SHA SHA ON sorowo) | ¢
ON SHA ON ON ON ON euemsiog | ¢
ON SHA ON ON ON ON eoduy | |

(€P1D) Sz61

‘uoyuaAU0) (0661)
(suorstaoig UOTJUIAUO0D)
SID[IOA

juawforduryg JO SuLIoq 10J UORISTIA Areyuawiarddng) kel

pY AR ) SIID[I0 juerSt
9jeALld O1I 1SIOM O11 aotl oI Emuwwz \Mwﬂ AL

(£6D) 6761
‘UOIJUDAUO0D

(181) L661 (T81D) 6661

“UOTHUIAUOD) “UOTHUIAUO)) (681D) T10CT

“UOJUIAUO0D)

SaUAIY moqeT pryD juswAorduryg

AYINNOD

SUOUIAU0D) [VUOHVUAIFUT JUDQI]IY] JO UYLV J0 1V 3/ 219V

"SNSUISU0D O UOTJRUIPIO0D eUOI3al AUk Jnoym
‘pI0231 pazenbayd € SMOYS JT *SALIUNO0D D (VS A SUOTJUIAUOD [EUOTEULISIUT JULAI[I Jo[ew JO snje)s UOTjedyIier o) SISIIewrwns / a[qe ],

SUOIJUSAUO0)) [euonjewIajuy *1°'g

53


https://www.ohchr.org

We summarise the main international migrant rights conventions as they relate to migrant
domestic workers.

There are eight fundamental conventions of the International Labour Organisation (ILO)
(ILO 2022b). These conventions can be split into four groups or categories. The first category
consists of conventions dealing with freedom of choice to work and to not be subjected to
forced labour. The two conventions in this category are the Forced Labour Convention,
1930 (No 29)* and its 2014 Protocol,® as well as the Abolition of Forced Labour Convention,
1957 (No. 105).” The second category consists of the conventions that grant workers the
right to freely associate and organise, and to participate in collective bargaining. Included
here are the Freedom of Association and Protection of the Right to Organise Convention
of 1948 (No. 87),% and the Right to Organise and Collective Bargaining Convention of 1949
(No. 98).%

The third category are conventions that provide for equal remuneration for all workers
for work of equal value, and the prohibition of discrimination in respect of employment
and occupation on any basis including race, colour, sex, religion, political opinion, national
extraction or social origin. The two conventions in this category are the Equal Remuneration
Convention of 1951 (No. 100)*, and the Discrimination (Employment and Occupation)
Convention of 1958 (No. 111).* The final category of fundamental conventions deals with
the protection of children from exploitation including the abolition of the worst forms of
child labour. In this group are the Minimum Age Convention, 1973,* and the Worst Forms
of Child Labour Convention, 1999 (No. 182)*

All the fundamental conventions of the ILO apply with equal force to migrant workers
because they set the minimum floor of rights and freedoms applicable to all categories
of workers irrespective of their national origin or migration status. Migrant Workers are
especially vulnerable given that they work in foreign jurisdictions, away from their countries
of origin and in circumstances where they may be subject to exploitation and abuse. In
this regard, both the United Nations (UN) and the ILO have adopted specific treaties on
migrant workers which aim at establishing a common platform of migrant worker rights
on the one hand, and concomitant state obligations to ensure the protection of those rights,
on the other. We consider some of these conventions below.

Adopted on 28 June 1930.
Adopted on 11 June 2014.
Adopted on 25 June 1957.
Adopted on 09 July 1948.
Adopted on 01 July 1949.
Adopted on 29 June 1951.
Adopted on 25 June 1958.
Adopted on 25 June 1973.
Adopted on 19 June 1999.




INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON THE PROTECTION OF THE RIGHTS OF ALL
MIGRANT WORKERS AND MEMBERS OF THEIR FAMILIES, 1990 (OHCHR 1990)

The Migrant Workers Convention, which was adopted by the General Assembly of the
United Nations on 18 December 1990, “sets minimum standards for migrant workers and
members of their families, with a focus on eliminating the exploitation of workers in the
migration process” (Cooper 2017). Fifty-six countries are states parties to this Convention
(United Nations Human Rights Office of the High Commissioner 2014).

A migrant worker is defined in the Convention to mean a person “who is to be engaged,
is engaged or has been engaged in a remunerated activity in a state of which he or she is
not a national.”** The Convention identifies specific categories of migrant workers such as
seasonal workers, seafarers, workers working on off-shore installations, itinerant workers
and project-aid workers. Articles 7 to 63 of the Convention provide for the rights of migrant
workers and oblige states to respect and protect these rights. States must also put measures
in place (such as through legislation) to ensure that the rights of migrant workers and
members of their families as set out in the Convention are realised in practice. Among the
range of rights that migrant workers and members of their families are entitled to include
non-discrimination, the right to leave and to return to one’s state of origin,” the right to
privacy,® the right not to have one’s identity documents confiscated or destroyed® and the
right to remit their earnings and savings back to their countries of origin.*

THE MIGRATION FOR EMPLOYMENT CONVENTION (REVISED), 1949 (NO. 97)
(ILO 1949)

The instrument was adopted by the International Labour Conference of the International
Labour Organization on 01 July 1949. It sets minimum standards for protection of the rights
of immigrants present within the territory of a member state.* These include that migrant
workers are to enjoy no less favourable treatment in comparison with nationals of the
member state in respect of remuneration,* membership of trade unions and enjoyment of
the benefits of collective bargaining® and accommodation.* They are also, subject to certain
limitations,* to fully enjoy their social security protections in respect of injury at work,
family responsibility, maternity, sickness, old age and death, among others.*

Article 1

Articles 7 and 8

Article 14

Except by public officials and in accordance with the law (Article 21)

Article 47

Article 6 of the Convention states that: “Each Member for which this Convention is in force undertakes to apply,
without discrimination in respect of nationality, race, religion or sex, to immigrants lawfully within its territory,
treatment no less favourable than that which it applies to its own nationals...” The use of the term “lawful/
unlawful” or “legal/illegal” to denote the migration status of individuals has been increasingly abandoned in
favour of the terms “undocumented” or “non-documented” or “irregular” migrants. See (United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees 2018)

Article 6(1)(a)(i) of the Convention.

Article 6(1)(a)(ii).

Article 6(1)(a)(iii).

e.g. access to benefits or portions of benefits payable wholly out of public funds (Article 6(b)(ii)).

(Article 6(b).




THE MIGRANT WORKERS (SUPPLEMENTARY PROVISIONS) CONVENTION, 1975
(NO. 143) (ILO 1975)

In its 1975 instrument, the ILO sought to address aspects that were not or inadequately
covered in existing ILO instruments, particularly Convention No. 97. Hence Convention
No. 143 contains provisions on equality of opportunities, addresses irregular migration
and illegal employment, and provides for a general obligation to respect fundamental
human rights. Convention No. 143 requires Member States to take measures to ensure that
the rights of migrant workers and members of their families are fully protected. As such,
the convention requires member states to “respect the basic human rights of all migrant
workers”* and to set in place policies designed to guarantee the equality of opportunity
and treatment of migrant workers and members of their families who are lawfully within
their territory.® Regarding irregular or undocumented migration, the convention calls on
member states to address the challenge of ‘migration in abusive conditions” by among
other things, taking measures “against the organisers of illicit or clandestine movements of
migrations for employment.”*

PRIVATE EMPLOYMENT AGENCIES CONVENTION, 1997 (NO. 181) (ILO 1997)_

Private Employment Agencies (PEA) play an important role in the recruitment and
placement of domestic workers around the world. Convention No. 181 was adopted by the
ILO International Labour Conference on 19 June 1997. Thirty-seven countries have ratified
the Convention (ILO 2000). Among SADC countries, only Madagascar® and Zambia® are
parties to this Convention. The convention recognises the role of PEAs in the well-functioning
of labour markets and requires that member states regulate the licensing, conditions and
operations of PEAs through national legislation.

At the same time and with the aim of preventing the abuse of workers employed by or
through PEAs and protecting them against the said abuse, the Convention requires member
states to ensure through law and practice that workers enjoy all their rights at work (i.e.
freedom of association, collective bargaining, statutory social security benefits, etc.)*, and
that there is a periodic review of conditions in order to promote cooperation between the
public employment service and PEAs.*

Although the above three conventions are not specific to migrant domestic workers,
they broadly protect migrant domestic workers against non-discrimination,* or unequal
treatment in respect of remuneration, conditions of work and benefits.”® They also oblige

Article 1.

Article 10.

Article 3(b).

Ratified on 11 June 2019.

Ratified on 23 December 2013.

Articles 11 & 12 of the Convention.

Article 13

See e.g. Article 5 of the UN Migrant Workers Convention (1990)

Ibid, at Article 25. See also Article 6 of the ILO Migration for Employment Convention (1990).




states to take legislative and other measures (e.g. establish an adequate machinery and
procedures for the investigation of complaints, abuses and fraudulent practices concerning
PEAs)* in order to limit the exploitation of workers.

DOMESTIC WORKERS CONVENTION, 2011 (CONVENTION 189) (ILO 2011b)

Whereas the conventions discussed above provide for the general protection of the rights of
migrantworkers, the Domestic Workers Convention (commonly referred to as C189) focusses
specifically on domestic workers including migrant domestic workers. This convention was
adopted by the International Labour Conference of the International Labour Organisation
(ILO) on 16 June 2011. So far, 35 countries have ratified the convention (ILO 2013). Among
SADC member states only Madagascar”’, Mauritius®, Namibia® and South Africa® have
ratified the convention.

Article 1 of the Convention defines the term “domestic work” broadly to mean work
performed in or for a household or households, within an employment relationship and
on an occupational basis” (ILO 2021, xvii). Domestic Workers should have rights equal
to those of other workers including the right to freedom of association and the effective
recognition of the right to collective bargaining,® and fair terms of employment as well as
decent working conditions.®? In terms of Article 4 of the Convention, member states must
set a minimum age for domestic workers consistent with the Minimum Age Convention
of 1973 (15 years) (ILO 1973)% as well as the Worst Forms of Child Labour Convention of
1999.%

Regarding migrant domestic workers, the Convention requires member states to ensure
that such workers have a written job offer or contract of employment before they depart
from their countries of origin and that the offer or contract is enforceable in the country of
destination.®® There must also be laws or measures specifying how the migrant domestic
workers will be repatriated to their countries of origin once the employment relationship
comes to an end.® Importantly, article 15 of the Convention directs member states to take
a range of measures in order to “Effectively protect domestic workers, including migrant
domestic workers placed by private employment agencies, against abusive practices.” Such
measures include adopting national legislation and policies to govern the operations of
PEAs involved in the recruitment and placement of domestic workers, ensuring that an
adequate machinery exists for the investigation of complaints against PEAs, and concluding

Article 10 of the PEA Convention.

Ratified on 11 June 2019

Ratified on 13 September 2012.

Ratified on 09 December 2020.

Ratified on 20 June 2013.

Article 3.

Article 6.

Article 2(2) of the Convention states that “the minimum age specified in pursuance of paragraph 1 of this Article
shall not be less than the age of completion of compulsory schooling and, in any case, shall not be less than 15
years.”

Article 2 states that for purposes of the convention, the term “child” shall apply to “all persons under the age of
18. The preamble to the convention makes it clear that the convention aims to complement the Minimum Age
Convention and its Recommendation “which remain fundamental instruments on child labour.”

Article 8

Ibid.




bilateral, regional or multilateral agreements between countries of origin and countries of
destination to prevent abuses and fraudulent practices in the recruitment, placement and
employment of domestic workers.

Domestic work is considered highly vulnerable, and the Domestic Workers Convention has
been hailed for its far-reaching protections (Bamu 2018).

5.2. Continental Action Plan on Migration

MIGRATION POLICY FRAMEWORK FOR AFRICA AND PLAN OF ACTION (MPFA)
(2018-2030) (AU 2018)

The revised Migration Policy Framework for Africa (MPFA) and Plan of Action was adopted
by the African Union (AU) in 2018. It aims to respond to the changing migration dynamics
on the continent and across the world in a “coherent manner” in order to “reap the benefits
of the linkages between migration and development” (AU 2018, 8). The framework has
eight pillars each of which has a number of recommended strategies. Four key pillars of the
framework that are relevant for discussion in respect of labour migration are: (i) Migration
Governance (AU 2018, 30-32), (ii) Labour Migration and Education (AU 2018, 35-37), (iii)
Border Governance and (iv) Irregular Migration. Regarding migration governance, the
framework emphasises that African states should comply with international standards
and law in order to secure the rights of migrants (AU 2018, 30), engage with partners to
address migration and related issues (AU 2018, 31) and facilitate safe, orderly and dignified
migration (AU 2018, 32).

On the theme of labour migration and education, the MFPA calls on African states to,
among other things, ratify and domesticate all ILO conventions on labour migration, ensure
that national laws provide women migrant workers - especially domestic workers - with
the same rights and protections that are extended to all workers, and to build national
capacity to manage labour migration by developing national labour migration policies.
In addition, states should provide social protection and social security benefits (including
unemployment insurance, compensation for employment injury, long-term illness, death
benefits, disability, parental leave and old-age pension) for all migrant workers (AU 2018,
35-36).

Border Governance seeks to address irregular migration, ‘illegal” ¢ activities and security
concerns. The framework states that the overall aim of this pillar is “to balance the easy
and legal movement of humans and goods and the prevention of illegal activities, human
and national insecurity through effective and efficient joint arrangements” (AU 2018, 45).
Lastly, regarding irregular migration, the framework recognises that this phenomenon
is the outcome of primarily the need for international protection (forced migration) and
increased barriers to regular migration (AU 2018, 48). In the event, migrant smuggling has
become common-place and with it, human trafficking and organised crime (AU 2018).

67 The term “illegal” when used in reference to migration or work by migrants often denotes persons or migrant
workers who are undocumented. It is a discriminative term and has been gradually abandoned in favour of
human rights oriented terms such as “undocumented” (United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 2018).
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The framework recommends a number of measures to address irregular migration
including ratification of the UN Protocol Against the Smuggling of Migrants by Land, Sea
and Air Supplementing the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized
Crime, 2000 and incorporating its provisions into domestic law; and protecting the rights
of smuggled migrants by taking measures such as guaranteeing their safety and well-being
and giving them effective access to justice and legal assistance (AU 2018, 48-49).

Another continental policy of relevance is the African Continental Free Trade Agreement
which came into force on 1 January 2021 and which includes free movement of people
as well as goods. Since the core function of the agreement is to regular trade, rather than
migration, its implications for the movement and employment of people and harmonisation
with the existing migration policy frameworks on the continent and its regions, has not been
adequately explored. We suggest further consideration of this in our recommendations for
additional research.

5.3. Regional Protocols on Migration and Labour

In addition to international conventions discussed in the section above, SADC as a regional
body has a number of regional protocols relating to migration. However, none are formally
in operation because they have not been signed or ratified by enough countries. For both the
SADC Protocol on Employment and Labour (2014) and the SADC Protocol on Movement
of Persons (2005), only nine countries have signed them yet ten out of the sixteen member
states are required for the instruments to become binding.

Table 8: Signatories to Relevant Regional Instruments

SADC Protocol on Employment and SADC Protocol on Movement of

COUNTRY

Labour (2014) Persons (2005)
1 [ Angola
2 Botswana
4 Democratic
Republic of the
Congo

Eswatini
Lesotho

Malawi

5
6
7 | Madagascar
8
9

Mauritius

10 | Mozambique

11 | Namibia

12 | Seychelles

13 | South Africa

14 | Tanzania

15 | Zambia

16 | Zimbabwe

Source: SADC (www.sadc.int/)
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SADC PROTOCOL ON THE FACILITATION OF MOVEMENT OF PERSONS (2005)
(SADC 2005b)

Only nine of the sixteen SADC member states have signed this protocol.®® Article 36 states
that the Protocol will enter into force thirty days after the deposit of the instrument of
ratification by two-thirds of the member states. In 2005 when the protocol was adopted,
SADC was made up of 14 member states (SADC 2005a),* presently, the regional body is
made up of 16 members.”” According to Mudungwe, a researcher who has investigated the
role of migration and development in the SADC region, only six out of the required nine
member states have ratified the protocol hence it is not yet in force (Mudungwe 2015).

The overall objective of this protocol is to develop policies by member states aimed at the
progressive elimination of obstacles to the movement of persons in the region generally and
within the territories of member states. It aims at facilitating the right of member states in
respect of (1) entry without visas for alawful purpose for a short duration of time (maximum
90 days); (2) permanent and temporary residence; and (3) the self-establishment of migrants
working in the territory of another state party (Mudungwe 2015).

SADC member states commit themselves to a set of common actions including the
establishment of reliable national population registers,” and the harmonisation of national
laws and practices on migration.”” Vanyoro in a policy brief on Zimbabwean domestic
workers in South Africa points out that the Protocol has a strong emphasis on economic
self-sufficiency and national interest of SADC member states (Vanyoro 2019). On the other
hand, Mudungwe cautions that the failure to adopt the Protocol will continue to perpetuate

economic disparities in the region (Mudungwe 2015, 28-30). He adds that due to an absence
of legal avenues to facilitate migration, there has been an increase in irregular labour
migration in the region. South Africa and Botswana are the major destination countries
while Zimbabwe and Mozambique remain the main countries of origin (Mudungwe 2015).

SADC PROTOCOL ON EMPLOYMENT AND LABOUR (2014)

Like the Free Movement of Persons Protocol, this Protocol is not yet in force. Article 19 of
the Protocol deals with Labour Migration and Migrant Workers. It obliges member states
to improve migration management and control and strengthen mechanisms to combat
smuggling and human trafficking. In addition, states in the region are called upon to ensure
that the labour and social protection rights of non-citizens are protected; that they adopt
measures to provide for the special needs of migrant women, children and youth; that
they harmonise national migration legislation and policies; and adopt a regional migration
policy. Regional statements must also adopt measures to facilitate the coordination and
portability of social security benefits, as discussed further below in this report (section 6.2
on social protection), reach an agreement on a common approach towards immigration and

They are: Botswana, the DRC, Eswatini, Lesotho, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, Tanzania and Zimbabwe.
Angola, Botswana, DRC, Eswatini, Lesotho, Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa, Tanzania,
Zambia and Zimbabwe.

Including the Seychelles which joined in 1997 but withdrew in 2004 and was re-admitted in 2008 (tralac 2018).
The Comoros is the most recent member of SADC, it joined in August 2017 (SADC 2022a).

Article 9

Article 13




enhance the collection and analysis of labour migration data. It is an approach that finds
resonance in the continental framework on migration and labour - the MPFA.”

SADC LABOUR MIGRATION POLICY FRAMEWORK (2014) (SADC 2022b)

The overall objective of the SADC Labour Migration Policy Framework is to develop a
harmonised regional policy framework to regulate labour migration within the SADC
region. The Policy covers eleven areas of concern which are policy harmonisation, national
sovereignty, therights of migrant workers, data, mobility of semi- and highly skilled workers,
mobility of low-skilled workers, mobility of self-employed workers, labour market needs,
organisation, representation of migrant workers, social rights portability and remittances,
and regulation of informal and “illegal” work.” As a policy framework, this instrument
provides SADC member states with a useful template from which to develop a regional
labour migration policy. It would appear however that states in the region are increasingly
moving towards the adoption of national labour migration policies (as in the case of Lesotho,
Mauritius, Namibia, Seychelles and Zimbabwe) as opposed to an overarching multilateral
instrument applying to the region as a whole.

SADC LABOUR MIGRATION ACTION PLAN (2020-2025) (SADC 2020)™

SADC’s Labour Migration Action Plan (2020-2025) replaced the earlier Draft Action Plan
for the period 2016-2019. The current Plan aims to give effect to the Free Movement of
Persons Protocol as well as the Draft Employment and Labour Protocol.” While noting that
these two protocols are not yet in force, the Plan highlights that member states “continue
to make significant progress in implementing these instruments, most notably through

bilateral arrangements that guarantee the right of entry for lawful purposes within the
region” (SADC 2020, 4). Three strategic objectives underpin the Plan (SADC 2020, 14):

Firstly, to strengthen labour migration policies and regulatory systems for better
labour migration governance;

Secondly, to protect the rights of migrant workers; and

Thirdly, to enhance the participation of migrant workers in the social and economic
development of both countries of origin and countries of destination.

The ratification of key global, continental and regional migration instruments is seen as
central to better labour migration governance. In addition, the plan proposes that member
states adopt national labour migration policy frameworks to address issues of both migration
as well as labour (SADC 2020, 15).

Ref section 6.2 above.

Pp9-18. Whereas there is no definition of the term “illegal work” in the Framework, it appears that the terms is
used here to refer to work performed by undocumented migrant workers. For instance, Policy Area 11: Regulation
of informal and illegal work and of intermediaries, states that “there are also suspicions of an overrepresentation of
migrant workers in illegal work, to be distinguished from informal work as forms of employment...” labour or migration
legislations

Thanks to Theodoor Sparreboom of the ILO for providing us with a copy of the action plan.

The action plan makes reference to seven other regional instruments as follows: SADC Treaty of 1992; SADC
Protocol on Education and Training (1997) (already in force); SADC Revised Regional Indicative Strategic
Development Plan (RISDP) (2015-2020); SADC Industrialization Strategy and roadmap (2015-2063); SADC
Labour Migration Policy Framework (2014) (Draft); SADC Decent Work Programme (2013-2019); and the earlier
SADC Labour Migration Action Plan (LMAP) (2016-2019) (SADC 1992; 1997; 2014; 2015; 2013b; 2013a; 2016) 61




The action plan is a welcome addition to the
gradually increasing number of instruments
being considered by SADC member states for
the management of labour migration in the
region. It is uncertain however whether the
plan will eventually be put into practice given
that long-standing instruments such as the 2005
Protocol on the Movement of Persons as well as
the 2014 Protocol on Employment and Labour
are not yet in force due to a lack of sufficient
ratifications.

In summary, our findings relating to the engagement
of SADC countries with international and regional
migration policy frameworks reflect that:
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At both continental and regional levels, there
are efforts to manage migration for economic
growth and sustainable development. Notably,
in March 2018, the African Union adopted the
Agreement Establishing the African Continental
Free Trade Area. This Agreement aims at
creating a single market for goods and services
on the African continent and towards that
end, member states commit to facilitating the
movement of capital and persons across their
jurisdictions. It means that labour migration
will become an essential factor if the continent
is to realise the objectives of the Agreement (AU
2019).

There is acknowledgement that migration is a
fact of life and that restrictive migration policies
in the region will continue to hamper economic
development, and spawn irregular migration
including human trafficking, cross-border crime
and organised crime.
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* Whereas SADC member states have made tentative steps to adopt protocols and
policies to manage labour migration, the relevant protocols (The Protocol on the Free
Movement of Persons (2005) and the Protocol on Employment and Labour (2014)) are
yet to enter into force. The failure by SADC member states to adopt these protocols
means, as Mudungwe has emphasised,” that the region will continue to experience
economic disparities. This means that relatively wealthier countries such as South
Africa, Namibia and to an extent, Botswana, will remain countries of destination
while relatively poorer countries such as Lesotho, Mozambique and Zimbabwe will
remain countries of origin for migrant workers, including migrant domestic workers.
Ratification of the two protocols by the requisite minimum number of member states
is therefore essential.

At the meeting of SADC Ministers of Employment and Social Partners in March
2020, it was decided to develop a new Protocol on Employment and Labour.
SADC’s Labour Migration Policy Framework (2014) sets a useful policy guideline
and is complemented by the Labour Migration Action Plan (2020-2025) which was
adopted at the meeting of SADC Ministers of Employment and Social Partners in
March 2020 (SADC 2021). The adoption of this plan provides the clearest indication
of the intent by SADC member states to address issues of labour migration in a
harmonised manner.

5.4. National Labour Migration Policies

While international and regional conventions and policies provide important guidance
and set minimum standards, they only take on real significance for the improvement of
migrant domestic worker living and working conditions if these standards are adopted
into national policy and then implemented at national level. In practice, national policies on
migration are shaped by many different factors, including but not limited to the guidance
provided by international and regional legal frameworks. Furthermore, national migration
management, and especially labour migration management, is in many cases not expressed
in explicit labour migration policies but often in the gaps between explicit policies.

Only five countries in the region (Lesotho, Mauritius, Namibia, Seychelles and Zimbabwe)
have adopted National Labour Migration Policies (NLMPs) as well as implementation
frameworks and/or action plans. We assess the NLMPs in light of the absence of a
multilateral instrument for the management of labour migration in the region. The other 11
countries, including major migrant domestic worker destination countries like South Africa
and Botswana, do not have explicit labour migration policies at all. Be that as it may, some
of these countries including Botswana, Eswatini, Malawi, Mozambique, South Africa and
Zambia are, with the support of the Southern African Migration Management Project (ILO
2020), currently engaged in processes for developing their own NLMPs.”

78 On 28 February 2022, South Africa launched its National Labour Migration Policy. We have not reviewed the
policy as at the time of its launch, this research report had already been concluded.




LESOTHO

Lesotho has high levels of poverty and significant economic inequalities (UNDP 2019).
The lack of employment opportunities and basic services has seen many Basotho emigrate
primarily to South Africa to seek employment mostly in the mining sector, but also farming
and domestic work sectors (IOM 2018). Lesotho adopted its NLMP in 2018.” The policy deals
with both immigration and emigration and highlights the following objectives (Ministry of
Labour and Employment 2018, 10):

Ensure that governance of labour migration in the country is in line with relevant
international and regional labour standards and good practices;

Safeguard the human rights of migrant workers and their families within and outside
Lesotho;

Promote decent work and employment through labour migration;

Ensure access to social security for migrant workers and their families; and

Ensure that labour migration contributes to the economic and social development of
Lesotho.

The Policy identifies a number of challenges which it says are a hindrance to harnessing the
full benefits of labour migration. These include (Ministry of Labour and Employment 2018,
34):

The current work permit system which is described as inadequate and cumbersome.
Law enforcement agencies do not have the training and skills necessary to sensitise
them about the rights of migrant workers.

Migrant workers fall in a “grey zone” and while they do not receive social protection
from their countries of origin, they are not able to access social protection rights that
they may have in Lesotho.

There is no guidance regarding which labour provisions should be included in trade
and investment agreements with other countries.

Proposed interventions include a comprehensive review of the country’s work permit
system, training for law enforcement officials, and better social security protection (e.g.
extension and portability of pension benefits) for both immigrating and emigrating workers.
Regarding Domestic Workers, the NLMP merely acknowledges that an increasing number
of Basotho women seek employment in South Africa as domestic workers. It highlights the
historical migration of workers to South Africa and states that by 2006, “female migrants
constituted 30% of total Basotho migrant workers in South Africa” (Ministry of Labour
and Employment 2018, 13). The Policy has no specific interventions for Basotho Migrant
Domestic Workers in South Africa or elsewhere.

Ordinarily, the migration and entry of foreign nationals in Lesotho is governed by the
Aliens Control Act (1966) - an archaic piece of colonial legislation which has been in force

79 We are grateful to Gloria Moreno-Fontes of the ILO for making available the Lesotho NLMP document together
with the NLMPs for Mauritius (summary PowerPoint), Namibia, Seychelles and Zimbabwe




since 1968, as well as the Refugees Act (18 of 1983). The employment of foreign nationals is
regulated under the Lesotho Labour Code Order and the Pension’s Proclamation of 1964.

The Lesotho Immigration and Citizenship Policy which was adopted by cabinet in 2017 aims
to develop a new migration policy aligned with international and regional standards, and to
set the framework for the negotiation of labour agreements with destination countries. This
includes re-negotiating labour and other migration agreements with South Africa which is
the main Basotho migrant-destination country. This historic reality of migration by Basotho
nationals to South Africa for over a century has meant that there are enhanced migration
flows between the two countries. In 2015, the South African government implemented a
special permit (Lesotho Special Permit) to deal with the challenge of undocumented Basotho
nationals, many of whom have been living in the country for a very long period (Intergate
Immigration Service 2019).

MAURITIUS

Mauritius’s NLMP is known as the “Migration and Development Policy”.* It was approved
by the government in 2018. A Steering Committee on Migration and Development has been
set up in the Office of the Prime Minister to monitor the implementation of the NLMP. The
overall goal of the NLMP is to maximize the benefits of labour migration for socio-economic
development. It seeks to achieve this by:*

Introducing schemes to attract foreign professionals, investors and high net-worth
persons to come and work in Mauritius under the Occupation Permit Scheme and
the Permanent Residence Permit Scheme;

Recruiting migrant workers on the basis of scarce skills; and

Attracting high-quality international academic institutions and students.

Mauritius ratified Convention No. 189 on 13 September 2012. It was the third country to
ratify the Convention after Uruguay (14 June 2012) and the Philippines (05 September 2012)
(ILO 2013).

Migration to Mauritius is regulated by the Immigration Act of 1973. Non-citizens may
only lawfully enter the country if in possession of a permanent residence permit, or if they
are resident or exempted persons (the latter includes all categories of visitors e.g. tourists,
students, business persons, drama and films artists and other groups). Non-citizens are
employed in terms of the Non-citizen (Employment Restriction) Act of 1973 (Government
of Mauritius 2020a). A non-citizen may not engage in any occupation for reward or profit,
or be employed in the country unless in possession of a valid work permit. At the same time,
a person may not employ a non-citizen who does not hold a valid work permit. A range

NB: We have relied on documentation that refers to Mauritius’ NLMP but not on the Policy document itself. In
the circumstances, our analysis of Mauritius” NLMP remains limited.

As indicated in the footnote above, we have only been able to access a PowerPoint presentation of Mauritius’
NLMP. As such, specific referencing to pages is not possible.




of other laws regulate employment and working conditions for workers in the country
(Government of Mauritius 2020b).*

Until June 2021, migrant workers were not able to work as domestic workers in Mauritius
and therefore domestic work by migrants has remained prohibited for many years (Ragoo
2021). In addition, women migrant workers who become pregnant are forced to leave
Mauritius. While nothing in the law requires pregnant migrant workers to leave the country,
it has become a widely established practice (Ragoo 2021).

Post-independence labour migration in the country accelerated in the mid-1980s with
the state being active in recruiting workers for the Export Processing Zone. The source
countries were India, Bangladesh, Sri Lanka and China (Lincoln 2012, 9). More recently, the
government has created schemes to attract highly qualified and high-net worth individuals.
At the same time, the government encourages young Mauritian workers to emigrate and
seek employment opportunities abroad (Lincoln 2012, 3). Mauritius’ migration system has
been characterised as “state-led” (Lincoln 2012, 8).

NAMIBIA

Non-nationals in Namibia may only work in the country if in possession of a work permit
or a permanent residence permit issued in terms of the Immigration Control Act (7 of
1993). Recognised refugees (in terms of the Refugees (Recognition and Control) Act, 2 of
1999) are also entitled to employment. Namibia’s Labour Migration Policy was approved
in July 2019 and formally launched on 10 July 2020. The NLMP Implementation Plan is
for the period 2020/21 to 2024/25. There are 10 objectives sought to be achieved through

the NLMP including the development of a labour migration system that benefits from the
impact of migration to and from Namibia, effective border control, and the control of human
trafficking, smuggling, child labour, forced labour and irregular migration.

Each of the objectives has a list of implementation strategies which are set out in detail in
the implementation plan. Five of these strategies will suffice for purposes of the present
discussion:

Strengthening labour inspection at workplaces to ensure compliance with work
permit conditions and obligations;

Enhancing circular migration for skilled Namibians who go to work abroad;
Adopting a proper legal /regulatory framework for the implementation of the NLMP;
Extending services rendered by private employment agencies to migrant workers,
with particular focus on promoting ethical recruitment and self-regulation among
others;

Finalising legislation to deal with the human trafficking;

Ensuring access to and portability of social security benefits for migrant workers;
and

Ensuring enhanced collection, analysis and availability of labour migration data.

They include The Workers Rights Act of 2019, The Employment Relations Act of 2008, The Recruitment of
Workers Act (1993) and the Occupational Safety and Health (Employees” Lodging Accommodation) Regulations
of 2011. (Government of Mauritius 2019; 2008; 1993; 2011)
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Like other countries in the region which have adopted NLMPs, Namibia’s policy is geared
towards managing labour migration for socio-economic development. The Implementation
Plan is very detailed with timeframes and targets, budgets and responsible institutions thus
signifying a commitment by the government to ensure the effective implementation of the
Plan. It is two years since the Namibian government approved the NLMP, and slightly over
a year since the NLMP was formally launched. It is still too early to determine the extent to
which the objectives of the NLMP have been realised. The Implementation Plan has targets
of between 2% and 100% in the first year for the realisation of some of the strategies but it
remains to be seen if these targets have been met.

SEYCHELLES

Seychelles has ratified the Migrant Workers Convention (1990) and signed the SADC
Protocol on the Movement of Persons. It has not ratified Convention 189, the Private
Employment Agencies Convention and the SADC Protocol on Employment and Labour.®
Foreign nationals wishing to travel to and/or work in the Seychelles may be issued with
six different types of permits in terms of the Immigration Decree (No 18 of 1979) and
Immigration Regulations (32 of 1981). These permits are: (1) Dependant’s Permit, (2)
Residence Permit, (3) Student’s Permit, (4) Visitor’s Permit, (5) Gainful Occupation Permit
and (6) International Trade Zone Work Permit.

It appears that migrant domestic workers may only lawfully work in the country if in
possession of a Gainful Occupation Permit. According to the International Organisation for
Migration (IOM), Seychelles is a country of both inwards and outwards migration. Foreign

workers are a key element of the country’s economic development. There is also a large
diaspora of Seychellois living in different parts of the world (IOM 2021c). The majority of
non-nationals in the Seychelles are of Indian origin. According to the IOM’s Country Profile
Report for 2013 (IOM, Poulain, and Herm 2014), Indians (3,977) represented more than
half of non-Seychellois, followed by Malagasy (493), Filipinos (433), Sri Lankans (368) and
Mauritians (340) (Republic of Seychelles 2019, 43ff, 46).

Seychelles adopted its National Labour Migration Policy in April 2019. The Implementation
Plan has a time-frame of 5 years (from 2020 to 2024) in which to implement the NLMP’s four
primary objectives of ensuring (Republic of Seychelles 2019, 19):

. That effective institutions, procedures, and regulations are in place to govern labour
migration;

. The protection of the rights of migrant workers;

. The right mix of skills is available in the country in order to meet labour market
needs; and

. The promotion of fair and effective recruitment practices for all workers.

See table of ratifications elsewhere in this section of the report.




The policy identifies a number of key areas of intervention (Republic of Seychelles 2019,
19-41). In respect of governance and labour migration, the NLMP emphasises that there
should be better inter-ministerial coordination between the relevant departments of the
state dealing with labour and migration, and structured consultations between government,
employers, workers and civil society to address labour migration issues. In addition,
coherent labour market and migration data will be addressed in order to inform policy
debates, while the country will seek to develop/review existing bilateral labour agreements.
The rights of all workers including migrant workers will be protected through addressing
discriminatory wage practices, creating a fast-track mechanism to address the grievances
of migrant workers, opening the social security system to migrant workers and addressing
the problem of 