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BAC ........... Anti-Crime Brigade (Brigade Anti Criminalité)
CAES ......... Center for initial reception and assessment of situations (Centre d’Accueil et d’Examen des
Situations)
CAO .......... Reception and Orientation Centre (Centre d’Accueil et d’Orientation)
CNCDH ......National Consultative Commission on Human Rights (Commission Nationale Consultative des Droits
de l’Homme)
CRA ........... Administrative Detention Centre (Centre de Rétention Administrative)
CRS ........... Republican Security Company, also known as French riot police (Compagnie Républicaine de
Sécurité)
HRO .......... Human Rights Observers
LBD ............ Defence Ball Launcher (Lanceur de Balles de Défense)
OFII ........... French Office for Immigration and Integration (Office Français de l’Immigration et de l’Intégration)
PAF ............ Border Police (Police Aux Frontières)
RG ............. Intelligence Services (Renseignements Généraux)
RIO ............ Identity and Organisation Reference Number (Référentiel des Identités et de l’Organisation)

DISPLACED PEOPLE
Employing the term "displaced people" is a choice that aims to be inclusive and refers
to all people in a state of migration/on the move, regardless of whether for political,
social or economic reasons. This term is preferred to the term "migrants", which is no
longer neutral in the media and political arena, and to the terms "refugees" or "asylum
seekers", which refer to legal statuses linked to the Geneva Convention.

LIVING SPACE/SITE
A generic term to talk about places where a person lives and carries out the totality of
their daily activities. In Grande-Synthe and Calais, and in surrounding areas, these
living spaces are camps, i.e. groupings of tents, also commonly referred to as
“Jungles” by the people that temporarily inhabit them.

POLICY OF FIGHTING AGAINST FIXATION POINTS
The State’s systematic anticipation of evictions of informal settlements at the border in
order to prevent the creation of anything resembling more permanent living spaces.
When a living space is created, law enforcement agencies are systematically deployed
in order to evict it.

S

ince the completion of the Channel
tunnel project in 1986, the Franco-British border
has been governed by bilateral agreements
between France, the United Kingdom, and
sometimes Belgium, which aim to control the
movement of people and goods.

Despite this, most displaced people still have no
option but to take their chances and cross the
Channel. The fantasy that a policy of rejection
by France and the UK through harassment and
evictions from living spaces at the border is
the solution to preventing border crossings, is
a fallacy. Indeed, the hostile environment
created by the policies at the border pushes
people who find themselves stranded there to
take undue risks with their lives by crossing the
Channel to escape the systemic violence that is
being perpetrated.

Colossal human and financial resources are
mobilised to physically prevent the crossing
of the border by people who are deemed to
have neither the right skin colour nor the right
nationality: planes, walls, barbed wire, police
forces, drones, private security agents, dogs,
water-filled moats, security cameras, and so on
all combine to dissuade those individuals from
reaching the crossing points.

What about Brexit ?
Despite Brexit, the various agreements are still
valid as they are bilateral agreements
concluded outside of the EU framework. In a
word, Brexit has not alleviated the harassment
policies suffered by displaced people at the
border; on the contrary, these policies are
tightening.

This discrimination, which prevents some people
from moving freely between the EU and the UK,
as compared to those who are allowed, is to our
understanding the source of all the violence
and rights violations exposed in this report.
More discriminating still, we have recently
observed the differential treatment between
Ukrainian displaced people and other
displaced people at the UK-French border.
With people fleeing the Russian-Ukrainian
conflict arriving at the UK's doorstep in Calais at
the end of February 2022, the French and
British authorities came to an agreement to
allow Ukrainians to safely crosse the border
in order for the UK to process these asylum
claims.
While the opening of a legal passageway for
Ukrainian nationals is welcome, the fact that it
is denied to other, predominantly non-white,
displaced persons only illustrates the
inherent State racism in the management of
this border.
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TIMELINE OF EVICTIONS IN CALAIS IN 2021
107 EVICTIONS

2 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

93 EVICTIONS

1 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

111 EVICTIONS

1 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

106 EVICTIONS
4 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

93 EVICTIONS

94 EVICTIONS
3 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

94 EVICTIONS

1 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

81 EVICTIONS

JANUARY

FEBRUARY

MARCH

APRIL

MAY

JUNE

Activation of emergency accommodation plan for 3 nights in Calais
15 JANUARY due to freezing temperatures.
19 JANUARY
Large-scale evictions of 2 living sites situated under bridges of the city centre,
followed by forced sheltering operations of the inhabitants.
5 FEBRUARY
Hearing before the administrative court of Lille regarding the eviction of a camp in
the city centre.
7 FEBRUARY Activation of 2nd degree emergency accommodation plan in
Calais due to freezing temperatures.
25 FEBRUARY
Large-scale eviction of several living sites situated in the Beau Marais zone,
followed by a forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants.
14 MARCH
2 members of HRO are fined for breaking confinement rules, despite possessing
required paperwork as proof of work-related activity.
26 MARCH
Court ruling rendered in favour of the inhabitants of a living site; the court denies
the town hall/Mayor the right to evict them. Nevertheless, this site will still be
evicted on 6 April.
30 MARCH
Large scale eviction of living sites situated in Coquelles; access to these sites are
blocked off by large rocks the next day.
2 APRIL
Acquittal of an activist accused by the State of defamation for a tweet about
theft and destruction of property.
Start of 3rd lockdown in France
3 APRIL
9 APRIL
Large-scale evictions of 3 living sites situated under bridges of the city centre,
followed by forced sheltering operations of the inhabitants.
27 APRIL
Large-scale eviction of several living sites situated in Coquells, followed by a
forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants. Followed by the complete
deforestation of the areas once used as living spaces.
22 MAY

End of 3rd lockdown in France

4 JUNE
Large-scale eviction of living sites situated in disused warehouses, followed by a
forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants. The following afternoon, the
asbestos-ridden buildings are destroyed.
11 JUNE
Large-scale evictions of living sites situated in the city centre, followed by forced
sheltering operations of the inhabitants.
19 JUNE
A member of HRO is arrested and taken into custody during the observation of an
eviction.
23 JUNE
Large-scale eviction of several living sites situated around Fort Nieulay, followed
by a forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants.
9 JULY
Large-scale eviction of several living sites situated in the Beau Marais zone,
followed by a forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants.

JULY

AUGUST

24 JULY
Visit of the Minister of the Interior Gérald Darmanin who announces an increase in
evictions in Calais, indicating that they may be carried out every 24 hours.
20 AUGUST
Following successive visits to the Ressourcerie by police commissioners, the subprefecture, and then by the CRS in August, HRO decides to withdraw from the
Ressourcerie protocol agreement due to profound disagreements with the
system put in place by the State.
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CONTINUATION OF TIMELINE OF EVICTIONS IN CALAIS IN 2021

97 EVICTIONS
2 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

106 EVICTIONS

SEPTEMBER

OCTOBER

14 SEPTEMBER
Large-scale eviction of several living sites situated in the Beau Marais zone,
followed by a forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants.
28 SEPTEMBER
Large-scale eviction of several living sites situated near Calais hospital,
followed by a forced sheltering operation of the inhabitants. In the following
weeks the area is gradually deforested and the inhabitants are subject to
daily evictions carried out by CRS forces, without any legal basis
whatsoever.
4 OCTOBER
The authorities put up barbed wire and rocks under a bridge where
unaccompanied children stranded at the border are trying to survive.
11 OCTOBER
1st day of the hunger strike conducted by volunteers Ludovic and Anaïs and
Father Philippe Demeestère in order to support displaced people and to
demand an end to the mistreatment of displaced people.
27 OCTOBER
1st visit to Calais by the government mediator Didier Leschi, following which
he makes several promises: to carry out a social assessment of the
population before each eviction; to offer accommodation and shelter
before the eviction; to warn displaced persons beforehand so that they can
gather their personal belongings and tents.
1 NOVEMBER Beginning of the 'winter truce'

112 EVICTIONS
1 followed by a forced
sheltering operation

2 NOVEMBER
2nd visit of Mr Leschi to Calais. He promises that displaced people will be
warned the day before the eviction operations and will have 45 minutes to
collect their belongings on the day itself.
3 NOVEMBER
Mr. Leschi announces the opening of an overnight shelter in Calais.
4 NOVEMBER
Activist breakfast is organised at a living site in Marck to prevent an eviction,
in the name of the winter truce. Activists and displaced people succeed in
preventing the eviction.
Father Philippe Demeestère announces the end of his hunger strike.

NOVEMBER

7 NOVEMBER
2nd activist breakfast at the living site in Marck to prevent an eviction. Police
use tear gas against the protesters and evict the site.
15 NOVEMBER
Closure of the overnight shelter.
16 NOVEMBER
Large-scale eviction of a living site situated in Marck, followed by a forced
sheltering operation of the inhabitants. The authorities dig an " anti-trespassing
ditch " at the entrance of this living site, to prevent associations from coming to
distribute food to the inhabitants.
17 NOVEMBER
Ludovic and Anaïs announce the end of their hunger strike.

125 EVICTIONS

DECEMBER

1 DECEMBER
Marlène Schiappa, Minister in charge of Citizenship, comes to Calais to
announce the creation of a new storage and sorting facility for the
belongings of displaced persons taken during evictions.
13 DECEMBER
Hearing at the Douai Court of Appeal in the lawsuit against the Prefect of
Pas-de-Calais, concerning the illegality of the eviction of 29 September
2020.
30 DECEMBER
The inhabitants of one living site resist against the theft of their belongings
during an eviction. Tear gas is used for 1 hour and LBD shots are fired. At
least 3 displaced people have to be taken to the emergency room.
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TIMELINE OF EVICTIONS IN GRANDE-SYNTHE IN 2021

7 EVICTIONS

5 EVICTIONS

6 EVICTIONS

4 EVICTIONS
1 forced relocation
operation

4 EVICTIONS
8 EVICTIONS
4 EVICTIONS

5 EVICTIONS
4 EVICTIONS

4 EVICTIONS

8 EVICTIONS

2 EVICTIONS

JANUARY

FEBRUARY

MARCH

APRIL

MAY

21 JANUARY
During the eviction of the living sites located within the Puythouck area, agents
of the private company Ramery slash tents while displaced people are still
inside.
7 FEBRUARY Activation of 2nd degree emergency accommodation plan due
to freezing temperatures.
23 FEBRUARY
During the eviction of the living sites located within the Puythouck area, agents
of the private company Ramery slash tents 5 times while displaced people are
still inside.
5 MARCH
During the eviction of the living sites located within the Puythouck area, agents
of the private company Ramery slash tents while displaced people are still
inside.
Start of 3rd lockdaown in France
3 APRIL
16 APRIL
After being evicted, the inhabitants of the various living spaces located in the
Puythouck area are forcibly moved to a new location consisting of a main
clearing/field and disused warehouses. All of the inhabitants' belongings are
taken and moved to this location in tractors, forcing people to follow their
belongings.
End of 3rd lockdaown in France
2 MAY
28 MAY
Large-scale eviction of the warehouses, displacing people to the location
designated by the authorities on 16 April: the main clearing/field.

JUNE
JULY

AUGUST

SEPTEMBER

OCTOBER

NOVEMBER

DECEMBER

3 AUGUST
Eviction of those setting up camp in the woods around the designated
site/clearing. After the eviction, Ramery agents and city representatives insist
that the inhabitants of the living spaces could not stay in the woods in order to
"protect the ecosystem". However, people are permitted to stay in the main
clearing/field.
23 SEPTEMBER
Large-scale eviction of the main clearing/field.
13 OCTOBER
Eviction of the car park behind the disused warehouses, causing some of the
former inhabitants to return to the main clearing/field.
26 OCTOBER
Evictions during which Ramery agents, under the watchful eye of the police,
drive their excavators dangerously at excessive speed, while displaced
people are still in or near their make-shift shelters.
These evictions gave rise to legal action by six of the evicted displaced
persons against the Grande-Synthe town hall for failure to comply with
the rules relating to the execution of evictions.
9 NOVEMBER
Eviction from all of the living spaces in the area designated by the authorities
on 16 April.
16 NOVEMBER
Eviction by order of Gérald Darmanin from the area where the people
evicted on 9 November had resettled. The eviction is accompanied by the
forced sheltering of at least 400 people.
30 NOVEMBER
Eviction of a living site situated in Loon-Plage.
7 DECEMBER
Gérald Darmanin announces the dismissal of an employee of the statemandated company Ramery, for having slashed tents with a knife.
9 DECEMBER
Eviction from the living site in Loon-Plage. The team working for the Ramery
company destroys the 2 water tanks and 3 showers that provided access to
water for the inhabitants of this area.
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H

The observations are guided by several principles
such as non-violent action, respect for all
persons in a professional setting, and the
autonomy of displaced people.

uman Rights Observers, a project
supported by l’Auberge des Migrants, is an
independent watchdog which aims to document
and denounce the State violence perpetrated
against displaced people at the French-UK
border (Calais and Grande-Synthe).

This year, HRO
documented :

89%
68%

The project was first set up in Calais in 2017, in
order to expose the police and state violence
committed in the camps at night and during
evictions. In January 2019, the observations were
extended
to
Grande-Synthe,
following
testimonies from displaced people attesting to
an increase and intensification of evictions in this
municipality.

were

present

during

and

of evictions that took place in
informal living sites in Calais.
of evictions that took place in
informal living sites in GrandeSynthe.

It should be noted that the evictions we record
refer to each eviction of a living space. One
police operation can include multiple evictions.
For example, three evictions are recorded if three
different living sites are targeted during the
operation.

Our modus operandi resembles copwatching.
We are present as much and as often as possible
during police operations and especially during
evictions of informal living sites, in order to
document these practices. In addition to these
observations, the people who live in the camps
often report being victims of instances of police
violence. In these cases, we are able to provide
advice and legal support, often in conjunction
with other associations.

HRO is not able to observe everything. This is due
to the nature of the terrain, attempts by law
enforcement agencies to conceal the operations,
and the size and location of the established
security perimeter, which is sometimes placed
hundreds of meters from the police operations.
Furthermore, we are only present in GrandeSynthe and Calais. Therefore, we do not report on
evictions that take place throughout the rest of
the border region, for example, in Ouistreham or
Lille, or in Paris or other French borders. As a
result, our data is not exhaustive and does not
reflect the full extent of reality.

Observations of evictions are carried out by
teams of two people, sometimes more. Teams
are present every day in Calais [1], and from
Monday to Friday in GrandeSynthe [2], to
observe and document how the eviction
operations are carried out. For the events that
the team do not witness directly, testimonies are
collected from persons directly affected, or from
witnesses working for other associations.

The testimonies cited in this report were collected
exclusively on a voluntary basis, and with the
person’s explicit consent for publication. Our
team members are aware that the places in
which such conversations are conducted are
neither as safe nor as appropriate as we would
like. People and victims who required special care
were referred to the relevant services before
taking any further action.

During the evictions, the teams collect data on
the type of operation being carried out,
instances of police violence, the size and nature
of the police convoy deployed, the number of
shelters and personal items seized, the presence
of interpreters and bailiffs, etc.

[1] The majority of evictions in the Calais area take place in Calais, but not only: people living on land in Coquelles and Marck, municipalities
bordering Calais, are also regularly evicted.
[2] The majority of evictions in the Grande-Synthe area take place in Grande-Synthe, but not only: people living on land in Dunkirk and Loon-plage,
municipalities bordering Grande-Synthe, have also been evicted.
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A forced eviction:

HOW ARE THE DAILY EVICTIONS OF INFORMAL
LIVING SITES CARRIED OUT IN CALAIS ?

The United Nations defined forced evictions
as « permanent or temporary removal
against their will of individuals , families
and/or communities from the homes and/or
land which they occupy, without the
provision of, and access to, appropriate
forms of legal or other protection[3] ».

In Calais, the sites where displaced people are settled
were forcibly evicted on average 4.5 times each
week in 2021 , without any court order. These evictions
are so regular that certain victims of these evictions
anticipate them, moving their tents before the arrival
of the police convoy, to the place the police usually
demand they move to, thus highlighting the relentless
and deliberate harassment of people stuck at the
border.

In 2021, a grand total of 1287 evictions of living
sites were carried out

1226
in Calais

During the first phase of the eviction process, a
convoy composed of both administrative authorities
and different types of police leave the police station
to head towards the living site that they will evict first.

61

in Grande-Synthe

It is usually made up of on average 4 mobile
Gendarmerie or 7 CRS vans, a national police car,
several border police vans and sometimes technical
and scientific police, whose role is to film the
operation. Sometimes the Anti Criminality Brigade
(BAC), the Intelligence Services (RG), a bailiff, The
French Office for Immigration and Integration (OFII),
and representatives of the prefecture are also
present. The convoy is accompanied by 3 vans
belonging to a private cleaning company operating on
behalf of the state, and several interpreters from the
prefecture. The duty of the latter is to translate
information regarding the eviction. In reality, the
information provided by the administration is
inadequate, with a large number of people reporting
a severe lack of information about the eviction
operation and its consequences.

Among these figures, in Calais, 15 evictions were
carried out in conjunction with " forced sheltering
operations" (mise à l’abri forcée) of the inhabitants
of the living sites. These figures reflect the State
violence of these evictions.
Whether these operations take place in Calais or
Grande-Synthe, the modus operandi at the border is
essentially the same. However, several elements of the
eviction process vary depending on where they take
place.
Nonetheless, the degree of State violence - a
product of a policy which deliberately uses
harassment as a method of deterrence - does not
vary.

The law enforcement officers are generally
heavily armed with batons, tear gas, firearms,
sometimes LBD-40s and protected by bulletproof vests
and shields.

For every eviction, a disproportionately large police
convoy makes its way to the targeted living sites.
This elaborate system reflects the xenophobic and
repressive nature of French policy towards people
in transit, who are approached daily from a purely
securitised perspective. Law enforcement bodies are
not used for protection purposes, but to carry out
and enforce the systematic and premeditated
harassment orchestrated by the French authorities.

When evictions happen in the morning, people are
woken up and forced to leave their living space.

[3] Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, "The right to adequate housing", June 2014.
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Often La Vie Active, an association mandated by the
State, distributes food and offers access to sanitary
facilities at the precise same time as the convoy arrives
to evict people receiving these services.
In this situation, people must choose between
benefitting from the services or being able to keep
their belongings.
When the convoy arrives, some inhabitants of the living
sites have already moved their tents out of the
«evictable » area, whereas others try to keep their
tents before they are seized by the APC agents.
As soon as they arrive at the living site, the police form
an arbitrarily defined, human, security perimeter,
the aim of which is to delineate a zone within which
observers are not allowed to enter to ensure the «
smooth course » of the police operation. It is often
created as soon as the observers arrive.
The remaining inhabitants are escorted out of the living
site by the police without their tents and without an
interpreter. Sometimes, the inhabitants are chased by
the police, or searched and arrested by the Border
Police.

HOW IS A LARGE-SCALE EVICTION OPERATION
CARRIED OUT IN CALAIS?

Following behind the police, the cleaning company
proceeds to seize the belongings that inhabitants
were forced to leave behind, in particular tents,
tarpaulins, blankets, but also backpacks, which may still
contain identity documents, prescriptions and medical
treatments, mobile phones etc.

The HRO team has observed 15 large-scale evictions
in Calais in 2021, in which displaced people were
forced to leave their living space.
These large-scale evictions are characterised by the
presence of a larger police presence than in the case
of daily evictions, chartered buses to transport people
to a destination designated by the State, a bailiff,
and/or representatives of the prefecture.

Whether the owners are present or not, the belongings
are thrown into the vans going either directly to the
waste disposal centre or to another place, where the
belongings are stored in a container.
Sometimes, the tents which have been taken are full
of personal belongings (backpacks, money, mobile
phones etc.). The inhabitants find themselves without
shelter or their personal belongings. No alternative
accommodation or rehousing is offered.

At dawn, a convoy arrives on the living site. It
consists of: cars and sometimes motorbikes of the
national police, between 4 and 20 gendarmerie and/
or CRS vans, 3 or even 4 PAF vans, at least 3 buses for
the forced sheltering operation, 2 or 3 vans from a
cleaning company and 2 or 3 vehicles for the
interpreters. Some social workers are also present from
the Audasse association, which is mandated by the
State to provide emergency accommodation for those
who want it.

The security perimeter is lifted once all the belongings
have been seized. The police sometimes tell inhabitants
to wait five minutes before they can return to the living
site, illustrating the absurdity of the eviction process.
Then, the convoy moves on to another living site.
The convoy evicts up to 10 different living sites
during one police operation.
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A security perimeter is set up by the CRS, gendarmerie
or national police officers to ensure that the police
operation runs smoothly. These very wide perimeters
prevent the observation work of the HRO team.

HOW ARE THE EVICTIONS IN GRANDE-SYNTHE
CARRIED OUT?
In Grande-Synthe in 2021, as in previous years, the
frequency of evictions fluctuated considerably, with
as many as 3 evictions per week. One eviction
involves the eviction of many - up to more than 30 "small" living places set up in the same woods or
area. It is not possible to know how many spaces were
actually evicted. These evictions usually last around 5
hours, during which up to 40 trucks of CRS may be
present.

The inhabitants of the living sites are woken up and
surrounded. The bailiff or the interpreters present
rarely explain what is going to happen to the people
concerned. The latter are first of all escorted off the
land, sometimes grabbed by the arm, with no time
to collect their belongings.
No social diagnosis/assessment is carried out
beforehand and people cannot consult the legal basis
for the eviction, as stipulated by law.

A convoy arrives on the living site. It is composed of
a bailiff, representatives of the sub-prefecture, a
representative and staff from the town hall, an
interpreter, several cars of the national police, an
average of 15 CRS vans, several Border Force vans, the
municipal police and sometimes the scientific
technical police. It is also accompanied by 2 or 3 skips
from the private company Ramery. This company is
contracted by the prefecture to "collect" the personal
belongings of displaced people.

People are then patted down and searched before
being forced to board the first buses, next to where
the Border Police stand and watch. The latter then
proceed, in most cases, to arrest those who do not
want to board the buses.
The location of the accommodation centres they are
being brought to is only given to people once they are
on the buses, and after their departure.
Once the inhabitants are removed from the living site,
the private cleaning company APC begins to seize
their personal belongings. The state calls these
operations "sheltering" but in reality the people living
there are forced to abandon their shelters, belongings
and their living space, and subsequently forced to
board buses to accommodation centres.
The first buses leave the living site and the city,
escorted by the national police, bringing people
sometimes several hundred kilometres from the
border.
The security perimeter is lifted once the buses have
left and the cleaning company has seized all personal
belongings. Finally, the convoy leaves the site and
the area may be fenced off and/or deforested to
prevent people from settling there again, once
they inevitably make their way back from the
accommodation centres.
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Tents are slashed and emptied, blankets, mattresses
and other belongings are thrown into the mud. Tent
poles may be broken and the remains of the tents are
trampled and dumped into a skip with an excavator.
The contents of the skip are taken to the waste
disposal centre.

Like in Calais, the police form a security perimeter,
delineating a zone inside which observers are not
allowed to enter. At the same time, they enter the
living site. The interpreter does not inform people
about the eviction.
While the bailiff goes from camp to camp opening up
tents and telling people to leave their living space, we
witnessed several times the Ramery employees
slashing tents with knives while people were still
inside.

The buses for the « sheltering » arrive at the living site,
offering people to go to a 'Centre for initial reception
and assessment of situations' (CAES), which can be
located several hundred kilometres from the border.
Often, the buses do not accept anyone because there
are no available places in the CAES. However, when
places are available, no information on the destination
of the buses is given to people before their departure.

The police then escort the residents off the grounds
or to the buses, often without giving them the
opportunity to retrieve their personal belongings. In
most cases, the interpreter does not translate what is
happening or being said.

The perimeter is lifted once the buses have left and
the cleaning company has finished demolishing the
camp. The convoy leaves the site and the remaining
displaced people return to the living site, without their
belongings.

The Ramery company then proceeds to seize the
belongings of the inhabitants. All belongings - tents,
tarpaulins, blankets, but also backpacks that still
contain identity documents, prescriptions and medical
treatments, mobile phones, etc. - are systematically
destroyed, with or without the owner being
present.
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THE RELEVANT LEGISLATION
Article 6 of the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights: right to a fair trial
Article 411-1 et seq. of the Code of Civil Enforcement Procedure (CPCE): general provisions / law
Article R 432-1 et seq. CPCE: procedural rules governing evictions
Article 493 et seq. of the Code of Civil Procedure: orders on request
Article L521-3 Code of Administrative Justice: summary measures
Article L345-2 of the code of social action and families and the Charter for the functioning of
reception and orientation centres: "framework" for sheltering
Article 53 and seq. of the code of criminal procedure: regime of the flagrante delicto criminal
investigation
Article 322-4-1 of the penal code: The fact of settling together and without authorisation on land
belonging to another person, with a view to establishing a dwelling, even temporarily

THE LEGAL FRAMEWORK FOR EVICTIONS FROM Once the eviction is authorised, the bailiff is expected
to fulfil several obligations. For instance, the people
INFORMAL SETTLEMENTS
targeted by the eviction should be given an eviction
notice, and an inventory of the property left behind or
By law, a decision to evict an informal settlement
stored elsewhere should be drawn up.
should, in all circumstances, be contestable
before a judge, prior
to the operation. The
Despite the absence of a clear legal text on CAES, it
adversarial principle, a component of the right to a fair can be deduced from article L345-2-2 of the Code of
trial, implies that "everyone has the right to know the Social Action and Families and the operating charter of
demands or reproaches of their adversary and to have reception and orientation centres (CAO) that provision
the time and intellectual means to understand them of shelter can only be undertaken with the consent of
and prepare their defence"[4]. Essentially, it is the the persons concerned, in compliance with precise
principle that both parties have the right to be heard. procedures, and without coercion [5].
Failure to respect the adversarial principle amounts to
depriving the people concerned of one of the THE INSTRUMENTALISATION OF THE LAW IN THE
FIGHT AGAINST FIXATION POINTS
fundamental principles of French justice.
The 'order on request' and 'référés mesures-utiles'

Nonetheless, there are two emergency procedures that
can be used to evict people from the land on which
they live. These procedures are not linked to any
guarantees regarding the respect of the adversarial
principle. One depends on the judicial authority, the
'order on request', and the other depends on the
administrative authority, the 'référé mesures-utiles'.

Concerning the orders on request and 'référés mesuresutiles' in Calais and Grande-Synthe, which we explained
in detail in our previous report[6], one of the main
arguments used by the authorities to resort to these
procedures, which do not respect the adversarial
principle, is the "impossibility for the bailiff to identify
the people living on the land".

The conditions for activating these procedures are
similar in all respects: the informal settlement on the
site in question must be considered either dangerous,
unhealthy, or unfit for habitation, or be an impediment
to imminent construction work. These are vague and
malleable legal criteria that do not take into account
the situation and plans of the people targeted by the
eviction procedure.

However, no efforts are made by the bailiffs to interact
with people prior to the decision to evict, for example by
using interpreters.

.

[4]
https://www.justice.gouv.fr/organisation-de-la-justice-10031/les-fondements-et-principes-10032/le-droit-a-un-proces-equitable10027.html [accessed June 3rd 2022].
[5] Tribunal administratif de Lille, 7 mars 2019, n° 1709774 et 1802830.
[6] Human Rights Observers, « Observations of State Violence at the French-UK border » , Annual Report 2020.
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The 'référé mesures-utiles' , also known as the 'référé
conservatoire', was used once by the city of GrandSynthe in 2019, and twice by the city of Calais in
2020.

As regularly reminded by the institution of the Human
Rights Defender, eviction is not an act of investigation,
and so it cannot be carried out in the context of a
flagrante delicto procedure[7].

This French legal procedure is very similar to that of
the order on request, except that it is made
available to all public persons, so that the
administrative judge may order all necessary
measures relating to the protection of the public
domain.

The director of the French Office of Immigration and
Integration (OFII) and "mediator" sent by the
government during the hunger strike, Didier Leschi,
admitted in an interview given to Info Migrants on 11
November 2021 the real purpose of this procedural
manipulation.

In the case of 'référés mesures-utiles', decisions are
posted only in French and English and not in the
mother tongue of those on the living site. Worse yet,
while 'orders on request' used to be displayed in the
living site 2 to 3 days before the eviction, this
practice ended in June 2021.

He declared that evictions in flagrante delicto are
"essential in order to avoid the re-establishment of [a
Jungle]" because "after a certain period of time [ 48
hours], the authorities are obliged to refer the matter
to the judicial court to order an eviction" and that "in
the meantime, the migrants remain where they are"[8].

In contrast to 'orders on request', which trigger
evictions without giving the people targeted by the
eviction the opportunity to defend themselves,
'référés mesures-utiles' at least make it possible to
present arguments before the administrative judge
as a matter of urgency, before the eviction takes
place. However, evidence shows that without
associations working to provide access to their
rights, hearings would take place without the
people targeted by the eviction, thus
disregarding the adversarial principle.

It is therefore a matter of conducting a real manhunt
against displaced people in order to give them no
respite and thus avoid the establishment of a
hypothetical "Jungle"; not a matter of curtailing
offending behaviour, which is the supposed object of
the flagrante delicto criminal investigation. The
criminal procedure is instrumentalised here with the
objective of a relentless fight against any 'fixation
points'.

EXAMPLES OF ABUSE OF THE LAW BY PUBLIC
AUTHORITIES
On 15th March 2021, the town hall of Calais
requested the intervention of the administrative
judge of Lille, via a 'référé mesures-utiles', to evict
a camp of displaced people.
On 26th March 2021 [9], the administrative judge
of Lille rejected this request on the grounds that
the town hall did not provide any detailed element
to characterise a breach of public order to justify
such an eviction.
However, at 5pm on 6 April 2021, that very same
site was evicted regardless, on the basis of the
criminal investigation of flagrancte delicto. At least
52 tents and 10 backpacks were stolen[10].
In defiance of a court decision, these events are a
concrete demonstration of the abuse of the law by
public authorities.

In any case, following evictions ordered through
these procedures, the consent of those targeted
by eviction is violated when they are "sheltered"
as they are trapped in a perimeter, escorted to
buses without knowing their destination and
sometimes threatened with being put in
detention when they do not want to be sent to an
unknown destination.
THE USE OF CRIMINAL LAW AS A HARASSMENT
STRATEGY
In Calais, the prefectoral authority and the relevant
public prosecutor in that district clearly subvert and
instrumentalise the law. Since August 2018, the
living sites have been evicted every 48 hours or so
under the flagrante delicto investigation procedure
stipulated by the Code of Criminal Procedure.

[7] See decision by Defender of Rights n° 2018-286 of 7 Dec. 2018, p. 5 ; more recently the intervention of Claire Hédon, current 'Défenseure des
Droits', auring the conference organised by the 'Coordination des actions aux frontières intérieures' on 2nd eDc. 2021 to introduce the publication
of the work done by the Parliamentary Committee of Inquiry on Migration on 10 Nov. 2021 (11th minute of her speech).
[8]Info Migrants, 'Calais : une semaine après l’ouverture d’un nouveau sas, « les expulsions continuent »', 18 Nov. 2021.
[9] Tribunal administratif de Lille, 26 March 2021, n° 2101928
[10] Info Migrants, 'Calais : plusieurs associations dénoncent des évacuations de campements sans mise à l’abri', 8 Apr. 2021.
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ur presence on the ground during police
operations as observers, in order to document them,
has also highlighted the governmental and police
authorities' increasing commitment to concealing
their actions and violence by hindering our work.
The most obvious technique used for this
invisibilisation is the perimeter established by the
police at the beginning of the eviction which
deliberately hinders observation and documentation.
Another favourite is the use of fines against HRO
members, as well as various other means of
intimidation and acts of verbal or physical violence.
Indeed, if the majority of people are allowed to move
freely during the evictions, those who observe and
document them, whether they be members of
associations or journalists, are prevented from doing
so via a series of strategies:
Observers are escorted far away from the
eviction site, sometimes with the use of force
- arms grabbed, observers pushed, officers
stepping on observers' feet. For example, on 9
December 2021 in Grande-Synthe, observers
were escorted along a dangerous road for over a
kilometre.

After their visit to Grande-Synthe and Calais, the
National Consultative Commission on Human Rights
(CNCDH) issued a report in February 2021 in which they
stated that "security perimeters disproportionate to the
risks induced by the evacuations are imposed by the
forces of law and order, with the effect of hindering the
observation by third parties of the demolition process".
Accordingly, "Recommendation No. 5: The CNCDH
recommends that no external observation by citizens or
journalists be obstructed during camp evacuation
operations" [11].
The obstruction of observation, which contributes to
making State violence invisible, is also characterised by
the constant harassment of observers, who are
threatened with fines all year round. In 2021 HRO
members were fined 7 times, often on illegitimate
grounds.
Notably, the state of emergency due to the COVID-19
public health crisis justified prohibiting the presence of
HRO teams at the time of evictions. During the
consecutive curfews and lockdowns, HRO members were
regularly fined.

32

Observers noticed that very often,
a perimeter was only created when they
arrived at the eviction site.
Law enforcement vehicles may be parked in
a way that makes it difficult or impossible to
observe the eviction.
On many occasions, the observers, although
outside the perimeter, have been surrounded by
the police, preventing any freedom of
movement. For example, on 5 March in GrandeSynthe, a team of observers was immobilised and
surrounded by heavily armed police without any
reason being given.

fines during 2021 and 2021 for
« not complying with
lockdown regulations».

In 2021, two fines were added to the thirty from the
previous year. On 14th March, two observers were fined
by the authority in charge of the eviction operation
because, according to them, the presence of observers
in the field "is not work".
When questioned by a member of parliament about the
legality of these fines, the Ministry of the Interior
responded that we were purposely misusing the
criteria on the exemption-to-lockdown certificates in
order to position ourselves as "censors" of police
operations.

[11] CNCDH, 'Avis sur la situation des personnes exilées à Calais et à Grande-Synthe', n° A-2021, 3rd feb. 2021, p. 9.
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Each fine was contested through a particularly long
and complicated procedure designed to have a
dissuasive effect. While 14 of these fines were
dismissed by the public prosecutor, on 9 May 2022
the first hearing took place at the Boulogne-surMer police court to have 3 of the 14 remaining
fines cancelled[12].
.Also, on 5 occasions, the observers, even though
they were legally entitled to do so, were fined for
"very obstructive parking of a motor vehicle on a
pavement". This practice is not new[13].
These purposeful hindrances characterise the abusive
behaviour of the authorities, despite the fact that our
presence is mainly aimed at providing access to
law and information.
Finally, the authorities' determination to conceal the
reality of these evictions is also reflected in the
intimidation of those who observe and document it.
In 2021, observers counted no less than 596
intimidation attempts against them by the police.

362

intimidation attempts
in Calais.

234

intimidation attempts
in Grande-Synthe.

281

abusive identity controls of observers.

Police forces also regularly film the teams on their
personal phones[14] and their identity documents are
often photographed. In total, in 2021, observers
were filmed/photographed at least 166 times by
the police.
Furthermore, almost every day on the field, observers
are subjected to mockery as well as humiliating
and abusive comments. On 17th January, an observer
was subjected to sexually explicit comments by
police officers, including requests to send nude
photos.
On 1st July, the gendarmes carrying out the evictions
made inappropriate comments such as "these
sh*theads are busting our b*lls, do we have the right
to bust their b*lls too?"

For instance, on the 8th and 12th December 2021,
gendarmes chased members of HRO to prevent
them from staying on the land that was being
evicted.

.
On 19th June, fifteen CRS who were part of the convoy
during the eviction operation were violent towards
the observers, surrounding and pushing them.

HRO teams also report constant identity checks.
Indeed, almost every day, the observers were
subjected to abusive and intimidating identity
checks. In 2021, the identity of observer teams was
checked 148 times in Grande Synthe and 133
times in Calais.

After one HRO member called out during an eviction
the State racism and cases of violence by the police
(such as urinating on tents, of which HRO has
evidence), she was arrested and taken into custody
for "insulting behaviour towards the police". During
the nine hours of custody, the detained person was
not given any food and was not allowed to call
their relatives, in total disregard of their procedural
rights.

[12] Written question n° 38200 by Stella Dupont (La République En Marche - Maine-et-Loire), 20 Apr. 2021.
[13] L'Auberge des Migrants, Utopia 56, Help Refugees, Refugee Info Bus: 'Calais, the harassment of volunteers, study from 1 November 2017 to 1
July 2018', 7 Aug. 2018.
[14] Even though the Code of Ethics of the national police and the national gendarmerie contains obligations of probity (Article R. 434-9 of the
Internal Security Code) and respect for the dignity of persons (Article R. 434-14 of the Internal Security Code).
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These behaviours are part of the
strategy of intimidation and harassment
of local supporters of people blocked
at the border; a strategy which has
been denounced by a multiplicity of
actors for years.

Finally, observers were repeatedly subjected to
physical violence by the police. On numerous
occasions, members were escorted with excessive
force, pushed - either by hand or with a shield or
baton - or stepped on to make them lose their
balance.
On 26th October, a law enforcement officer grabbed
and pushed an observer and hit another HRO
member in the chest.

However, this strategy cannot be properly reported
and legally challenged, as all too often members of
the police force do not wear their identification
number (RIO) and refuse to disclose it to volunteers,
thus preventing them from being identified [15].

On 7th November, the police used tear gas against
the observers.

[15] This is despite the fact that the IGPN, the IGA and the IGGN reiterated the obligation for law enforcement officers to have their RIO
number visible in their 2017 report, p. 37.
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In Grande-Synthe, the Ramery company is tasked
with the mission of destroying evictees’ shelters,
through a public contract with the prefecture. The
shelters consist of tents, tarps and blankets. Tent poles
are often broken. The tents are slashed with knives or
tools such as saws, trampled, and then put into a skip
which goes straight to the waste disposal site. On
several occasions the Ramery company, through its
employees, lacerated tents with a knife while the
occupants were still inside them.

s part of the fight against fixation points, the
State systematically destroys tents, makeshift shelters
and personal belongings. Most of the time, these are
seized in the owner’s presence. HRO members collect
enough evidence to prove that the police almost
never give evictees enough time to pack their
belongings. However, in a joint report made by the
services of the general inspectorate of the
administration and the police, the latter state that by
law “nothing may prevent these people from
recovering their belongings, whether they move away
from the place of the intervention or whether they
are stopped or arrested" [16] .

This was done under the supervision of the authorities.
The Minister of the Interior, Gérald Darmanin, justified
these events by claiming that « this action is not the
deed of the police of gendarmes, [..] no migrant was
inside the tents, and these were destined for the
rubbish dump anyways [17] »

On the 19th of October, Calais’ central police
commissioner, after having ordered the seizing of a
tent in which two people were still sleeping,
explained to us that “tents do not necessarily need to
be abandoned”, but that they seize everything that is
on the occupied land.
On the 10th of December, a cleaning agent from the
APC Company in Calais explained to us that they
had received an order from the prefecture to not
return the tents and “to take everything that is not set
up”.

By blaming a few employees of a private company for
these destructions, the government, through Gérald
Darmanin, is once again displaying a disconcerting
level of cynicism.

This is why we call these “seizures” or
“confiscations” theft. These thefts are organized
differently in the Calais or Dunkirk areas.

{16] Rapport IGA/IGPN/IGGN « Évaluation de l’action des forces de l’ordre à Calais et dans le Dunkerquois », 23 oct. 2017, p. 32.
[17] Assemblée nationale, Compte rendu n°30 de la Commission des lois constitutionnelles, de la législation et de l’administration
générale de la République, 7 dec. 2021.
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They are an integral part of a governmental
policy of harassment and repression, as the
cleaning companies that intervene during evictions
are mandated by the Nord and Pas-de-Calais
prefectures and are always supervised by the police
and/or the bailiffs who lead the operations.

It is also very common to see agents using
dangerous machinery such as excavators in
order to destroy residents’ shelters. The
belongings inside the tents, such as mattresses,
duvets, bags, phones, medicine, food, are most
commonly thrown in the mud and trampled on,
rendering them unusable.

This frantic pace of theft and destruction of goods
has a severe impact on the stocks of humanitarian
associations, who are not always able to replace all
of what has been stolen or destroyed, further
increasing the precariousness of the people living in
the camps.

In Calais, the police conducted operations that
resulted in the theft of people’s property, who
could not, in 2021, get it back by themselves [18].
APC agents are tasked with seizing displaced
people’s belongings, dragging them along the
ground and throwing tents and other belongings
into two vans. One of these vans goes straight to
the waste disposal site. According to our
observations, a lot of personal belongings are thrown
in this van.
To these allegations Gérald Darmanin answered
«when the police removes the refugees’ tents, it
does not act in an inhumane way ; on the contrary, it
protects these people. Anyone who has already been
there is convinced of this [19] ».
Under no circumstance are these tent lacerations
and destruction isolated or individual cases. They
were repeated almost daily throughout the year, both
in Calais and Grande-Synthe.

[18] See the following section on the Ressourcerie system for more details.
[19] Assemblée nationale, Compte rendu n°30 de la Commission des lois constitutionnelles, de la législation et de l’administration générale de la
République, 7 dec. 2021.
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Furthermore, the “Ressourcerie protocol” established
that each person wishing to recover their confiscated
goods had to get in touch with one of the authorized
associations, which could accompany displaced
people in this process at their own expense. This
obligation to be accompanied by association
members was infantilising for the people
concerned and tended to bestow the responsibility
for the proper conduct of this protocol upon the
associations.

etween August 2018 and August 2021, the
prefecture of Pas-de-Calais had put in place a
protocol according to which owners could “recover”
their belongings confiscated during the evictions of
living sites, but only if accompanied by volunteers from
local
associations.
Marked
by
numerous
malfunctions, this system allowed the State to
legitimize systematised and institutionalised theft.
For a long time Human Rights Observers teams
accompanied evicted people to the “Ressourcerie” to
allow them to get their belongings back, but we
decided on the 18th of August to stop taking part in this
sham, given the ever-increasing obstacles put in place
by the Pas-de-Calais prefecture.

In addition, the time slots allocated for the recovery of
items were very limited - between 2pm and 4pm, from
Monday to Saturday, excluding public holidays - and
often coincided with evictions of the living sites.

THE RESSOURCERIE: HOW DID IT WORK ?

During each eviction, a police convoy and the APC
company, mandated by the State, was tasked with
removing and/or destroying all the living facilities and
belongings present in the evicted spaces. A van would
take some of the items directly to a waste disposal site,
while the other items were transported to the container
of the “Ressourcerie”, a facility belonging to the
association Face Valo, commissioned by the prefecture
for this purpose.
When the manager of the “Ressourcerie” authorized it,
the owners of the stolen belongings could try to find
their goods among several tons of other items,
gathered in the damp and dark. If the belongings were
found, the volunteers who were present had to inform
the person in charge by filling and signing a form
provided for this purpose.
A DYSFUNCTIONAL AND ABUSIVE SYSTEM
The Ressourcerie has never actually operated
adequately. The first reason for that is that very few
displaced people knew it existed : the prefecture
never informed the people concerned of the
existence of this system.
Moreover, access to this facility was difficult for
many people, who, beyond the obstacle of the distance
from their living site to the Ressourcerie, were often
apprehensive about being stopped and arrested by the
police on the way.
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By August 2021, the situation had further
deteriorated. Visits from the police and the
prefecture had multiplied and new rules were
imposed : only 10 displaced people were allowed
access to the containers at the same time,
“supervised” by association members, and people
were forbidden from waiting their turn around the
containers or in the parking lot, or even on the
pavement across the street.

TWITTER M. SCHIAPPA, 1ST DECEMBER 2021 [20] :
#Calais The Home Office (called le ministère de
l’intérieur) has given clear instructions to cleaning
contractors NOT to slash migrants' tents, even after
their departure. Presentation of the new process for
recovering abandoned goods and cleaning.

HEARING OF G. DARMANIN, SENATE
COMMISSION OF 15 DECEMBER 2021 [21] :

On the 16th of August, due to a large influx of people
at the Ressourcerie because of an increase in the
number of evictions, two CRS trucks went to the site
during its opening hours, tear gas in hand and
threatening to use it.

LAW

"During the evacuations of squats or jungles,
migrants’ belongings are now stored in a locker and
sorted by name, and the people concerned or
organisations can go and collect them. The guiding
principle is extremely clear: there is no more
dispossession of personal property.

WHAT HAPPENED AFTER HRO'S WITHDRAWAL?
If during nearly three years HRO agreed to
accompany displaced people to the Ressourcerie
despite the absurdity of the protocol, it was because
it was the only way for displaced people to try to
recover their belongings stolen by public
authorities : identity documents, mobile phones,
power banks, medicine, and even hearing aids. The
police steal everything that is to be found within the
living site when they evict it.

However, these statements were completely false.
Between September 2021 and January 2022,
displaced people had no means of recovering
their belongings which were stolen during the
439 evictions that took place during this period.
Evidently, if the systematic theft were to stop, the
State would not have to set up a system for people
to recover their goods.

After our departure, the Ressourcerie was closed, as
no one could accompany people to the container.
Thereafter, one lie after another was told by the
authorities to give the illusion that a new system was
put in place for displaced people to retrieve their
belongings.

[20] https://mobile.twitter.com/MarleneSchiappa/status/1466016289391058948 [accessed 3 June 2022].
[21] Assemblée nationale, Comptes rendus de la Commission des lois, 15 déc. 2021 (https://www.senat.fr/compte-renducommissions/20211213/lois.html#toc4).

20

I

n Calais in 2021, only 15 out of 1226 evictions
of informal living sites were followed by an
accommodation solution for those evicted,
hereafter referred to as 'sheltering operations'
(approximate translation from French 'mise à l'abri').

1.2%

of the evictions in Calais were
followed by a sheltering operation

These 15 operations were larger than usual evictions
and the residents were forced to get on buses
bringing them to 'centers for initial reception
and assessment of situations' (CAES), far from
Calais.
For years, the State has managed to subvert
sheltering operations in order to better remove
people in transit from the border-crossing
areas.
They are in reality best understood as forced
sheltering operations. This strategy is an integral
part of the policy against 'fixation points'.
Moving the accommodation centres away from the
border is one technique, another is to force people
to go to these centres.

This elaborate system reflects the xenophobic and
repressive nature of French policy towards people
in transit, who are approached daily from a purely
securitised perspective.
More insidiously, when the border police (PAF) are
present - which is the case for one in two evictions in
Calais and Grande-Synthe - the only alternative to
forced accommodation is arrest, which may lead to
placement in the administrative detention centre
(CRA).
For this purpose, the border police vehicles are parked
right next to the buses destined for the
accommodation centres. Usually, minivans are used by
the border police for arrests. However in Calais, buses
were sometimes mobilised on the day of the so-called
sheltering operation, demonstrating the anticipation
of a large number of arrests that day.
Moreover, in Calais as well as Grande-Synthe, despite
the presence of interpreters during the eviction,
information about the provision of shelter is
generally not conveyed. No information is given
about the destination of the buses, the type of
accommodation and the types of services available.
As no social diagnosis is carried out before evictions,
no individualised solutions are proposed and the
specific needs of individuals are not sufficiently taken
into account.

This coercion is exercised in several ways:
One obvious form of coercion is the laceration,
destruction and theft of people’s shelters, leaving
them with nowhere to go.
Others are the use of considerable and heavily
armed police presence to enforce the operation;
not giving people the time to collect their
belongings before going; surrounding the living
sites and rounding up evicted people; escorting
them in small groups to the buses; being patted
down by police before being allowed to board.
21

Moreover, the type of accommodation offered
often does not correspond to the needs of the
people taken in, who regularly tell us that they left
the accommodation centre the same day they
arrived.

By law, provision of shelter can only be
undertaken with the consent of the persons
concerned, in compliance with precise procedures,
and without coercion, as the administrative court of
Lille reminded the authorities in a decision on the 7th
of March 2019 in which the Nord Prefecture was
convicted [22]. With regard to placement in a
CAO/CAES in particular, their operating charter
states that this "is carried out with the agreement of
the migrants concerned after comprehensive
information has been provided during outreach
activities about the CAO in question (geographical
location, accessibility in terms of transport, type of
accommodation) and the prospects following
admission to the CAO [25]".

The comments made by a director of one of these
accommodation centres, as reported in a France
Inter article, support this observation : “The director
of the centre [...] is well aware that some displaced
people only come to recharge their bodies damaged
by the cold and the wandering in Calais, and leave
before the arrival of the prefecture services, the
examination of their file, and a likely eviction [26]”.
The fact that the majority of people return to the
same living sites in the days following the forced
sheltering operation, demonstrates how the State's
logic of coercive dispersion takes precedence
over displaced people's wishes and consent [27].

[22] Administrative court of Lille, 7 March 2019, n° 1709774 and 1802830.
[23] CAO : originally created in October 2015 to provide accommodation, on a voluntary basis, for those living in the Calais ‘Jungle’, these centers
are now mostly used for the emergency accommodation of persons evicted from camps in Paris or along the northern coast. CAOs are managed by
the French Office for Immigration and Integration (OFII) and are part of the National Reception Scheme (Dispositif National d’Accueil), which
includes all of the reception structures dedicated to the reception of asylum seekers.
[24] CAES : created in 2017, CAES have a dual function: providing emergency accommodation, and enabling a rapid assessment of the
administrative situation of displaced people. The aim of the creation of these centres was to remedy the situation of displaced people living in
makeshift camps, especially in the regions of Paris and Calais. In practice, these centres are not only used as an accommodation solution - they are
also used as “sorting centres''. Once the person’s administrative situation has been assessed, the person is either transferred towards a centre
corresponding to their administrative situation, or returned to the streets, if not removed from the French territory. The forced nature of the sheltering
operations carried out during evictions brings people to these centers and enables authorities to exercise further control over the administrative
situation of displaced people stuck at the border.
[25] p. 4 of the charter
[26] France inter, « À Calais, des expulsions un matin sur deux "le temps qu'il faudra" », 12 Jan. 2021.
[27] P. Bonnevalle, « Rapport d’enquête sur 30 ans de fabrique politique de la dissuasion », Plateforme des Soutiens aux Migrant.e.s, 2021, p. 232.
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In Grande-Synthe on the 16th of April 2021, the
municipal authorities, using a tractor pulling a skip
and various other heavy machinery, orchestrated the
relocation of displaced people who were surviving in
various camps within the Puythouck nature reserve.
This forced relocation of displaced people is part
of a policy of invisibilisation of displaced people
present on the coast.

he evictions from living spaces are regularly
combined with measures to render the area
uninhabitable: fencing, clearing of trees, and
construction of ditches.
In Calais, in 2021, the Calais town hall orchestrated
the complete deforestation of a 44-hectare site
where around 800 people were surviving,
following a police operation of forced removal from
the border on the 28th of September 2021. All
vegetation was destroyed. In a city like Calais,
vegetation is essential for the survival of displaced
people
in
the
absence
of
permanent
accommodation: the trees protect people from the
cold, the wind, the rain, as well as prying eyes [28].
Destroying the vegetation means once again
condemning displaced people to remaining on
the move, and confirms the political will to enforce a
form of necropolitics.

Under the pretext of protecting health, security or
tranquility, these State operations are akin to a
scorched earth policy.

The three weeks that followed this eviction were also
marked by the arrival, every morning, of city agents
driving excavators and destroying everything in
their path, forcing displaced people to flee even
further away. Adding to the absurdity of this system,
these measures were carried out while people were
still on site, which constitutes a direct threat to their
safety.

[28] Reporterre, « À Calais, la mairie rase les bois où se cachent les migrants », 2 Dec. 2020.
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he figures presented in this section do not
represent the exact number of people arrested
during the evictions of informal living sites in
Calais and Grande-Synthe, but rather the number
of arrests directly witnessed by our team. Due to
the nature of the terrain and the restrictions
imposed by the police, there are gaps in our
observations, and the number of arrests
witnessed is therefore lower than the actual
number of arrests.

In Calais in 2021, we directly witnessed

141 arbitrary arrests during the
evictions of informal living sites.

72

of these arrests took place during
sheltering operations [29]

NUMBER OF ARRESTS DURING
THE EVICTIONS IN CALAIS
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The Border Police (PAF) was present
during 52% of the witnessed evictions.
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The risk of arrest is a daily risk for all
displaced people at the border, especially
during the evictions of informal living sites.

However, we often noticed the PAF vans leaving
empty during the eviction, hence raising questions
about the nature of their role in the evictions and the
purpose of their presence.
When the border police accompany the police
convoy, their agents randomly check and arrest
the people they come across, without any
objective element to explain why one person rather
than another is arrested.

[29] This represents a decrease of almost 60% compared to the observations made in 2020.
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In Grande-Synthe, we witnessed 64 arbitrary
arrests during evictions of informal living
sites. As shown in the graph below, the arrests
during evictions did not occur in every month of
the year, and there was a peak in November.

Arrests are also used to deter people from
returning to these sites.
« It was at this point that an officer used
a phrase that I find shocking and which
highlights the forced nature of this
operation: « those who want to get on
the bus, they get on the bus, those who
don't want to get on, will be taken by the
PAF. »

We have observed that when displaced people
settle in closed spaces such as disused
warehouses, as they did in Grande-Synthe in
November, a tougher policy is enacted and mass
arrests are carried out during the evictions of
these living sites.

Testimony of an HRO member, from
the 6th of November 2021.
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TThe figures in these graphs highlight the way in
which evictions are used to carry out greater
control of people on the move.
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NUMBER OF ARRESTS DURING
EVICTIONS IN GRANDE-SYNTHE

50

These arbitrary arrests serve the same purpose
as the sheltering operations: to remove people
blocked at the border from the areas of
passage. They also serve the greater purpose
of creating a hostile environment through
permanent harassment, as displaced people
are never safe from arrest at any given place or
time.

For many, the eviction is only the beginning of
a long procedure that can lead to
deportation from France: identity check, arrest,
detention in the CRA, and then deportation from
France or release back onto the streets.
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For example, on 23rd of December, a CRS officer
pushed a person by the throat ; a person who
was asking to recover his tent before it was
confiscated during an eviction.

y police violence, we mean violence that
comes from the use and abuse of the power given to
the police by the State. It can be physical and/or
psychological, visible or invisible, repeated or sporadic,
legal or illegal, but always systemic. It is
dehumanising, its damage irreparable, and the
perpetrators are never held to account.[30].

However, in Calais, as in Grande-Synthe, the extent
of the violence exerted on people on the move by
the State goes far beyond evictions. During the
remainder of the day and night, beatings and other
abusive practices take place.

By encouraging and rewarding police violence, by
avoiding sanctioning it internally or in the courts, and
by denying its existence, this violence goes beyond
police institutions and becomes State violence.

One example amongst countless others: on the 3rd
of February 2021, the police hit a person on the hand
with a baton, causing this person to go to hospital
for medical care. This person explains:

As local advocates have been denouncing for years,
police violence is constant at the French-British
border. 2021 was no exception as we have witnessed
and received many testimonies of instances of violence
committed by the police.

«It was at 11:40 am, we were leaving towards the
stadium. A policeman caught me and beat me
with a baton, so he broke my arm (...) When the
CRS hit me, the rest of the CRS officers were
laughing at me because he was hurting me, and
told us to leave. »

Evictions, beyond being part of the systemic violence
in place at the border, are also an occasion for the
police to further abuse displaced people.
In 2021, on different occasions, police threw water
from jerrycans to put out people's cooking fires,
slashed tents with knives while inhabitants were still
inside them, and violently pushed back people who
tried to come to collect their tents and personal
belongings before they were taken or destroyed.

« The policemen searched us, they made me take
off my jacket, when I tried to get it back to get
dressed, the policeman shouted at me to make me
hurry up. Then the same policeman punched me
on the shoulder to make me move towards the
police vehicle. Near the police vehicle, the
policeman punched me three times very hard in
the stomach. Once in the vehicle, the same
policeman was sitting opposite my friend and me.
He showed us his hand and said to me and my
friend 'look at my hand, if you come back, I will
change your face, this is my territory' »

« This same team reported that a police officer
told a displaced person to "get out of the way
with your sh*tty tent". It was also reported that at
9.16 a.m. a CRS took the tent from the hands of
a displaced person. (…) The people barely had
time to take their personal belongings before the
cleaning agents were already cutting the straps
of the tents. Some of the agents even started to
slash the tent while there were still people
inside. »

Testimony of a displaced person in GrandeSynthe on the 24th of March.

Testimony of an HRO member, during a forced
eviction on the 21st of January 2021.

[30] On 2 September 2021, the court of Boulogne sur Mer sentenced a police officer who had assaulted an observer in 2019. For more
information: https://www.amnesty.fr/refugies-et-migrants/actualites/un-policier-condamne-apres-avoir-agresse-un-benevole-a-calais.
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On the 2nd of November 2021, HRO teams filmed the
CRS in Calais, who, after knocking a person
unconscious, stated "look at his stomach, he's
breathing, it's OK, it's OK".
Tear gas is another, and one of the most widely used
weapons against displaced people and communities,
and has been the case for years. The abusive use of
it, often within close range, has harmful
consequences for the health of those targeted.
Most notably, on the 30th of December 2021, the
eviction started with CRS in riot gear chasing people
from their living space. When the inhabitants insisted
on recovering their tents and belongings during the
eviction, in response the CRS made use of tear
gas continuously over the period of an hour and
fired several rounds of LBD.

« It was during February. I was with [three]
other people in the checkpoint for trucks at
the border, on the motorway, where you get
into the trucks to cross the border near
Dunkirk. That night we got into the truck, the
policemen found us to stop us from getting
into the truck. I ran away but they followed
us, one of the policemen kicked M., and he
slapped me in the face. They made us get
into their vehicle, drove us to a place without
surveillance cameras. They released us in this
place, which is about an hour or an hour and
a half walk from where we live in the
Puythouck woods.

On the 30th of June 2021, during a forced eviction, a
member of the HRO team heard a CRS say "it would
be better if we just lit the whole thing with gas".
This violence takes place at all hours of the day and
night, everywhere, but above all out of sight, so that
there may be no external witnesses. This is
particularly the case at night when people attempt to
cross the Channel.

« It was on the 1st of March, it was a Monday.
At about 1am I was about to get in a vehicle
that would take me to England. We were
stopped in the car. When we tried to run away,
the police chased us, they kicked in front of
me and I fell down, they started hitting me
and my friends. They hit me in the face, in the
nose. We tried to run away to avoid such
violence. On the 2nd of March they came
back. They were violent again. »

The police officer who kicked M. and slapped
me also insulted us. When he hit us, I said to
him "brother, why are you doing this? "and he
replied something like; I am not your brother,
next time you say 'brother' I will kill you. He
said all this in English. »

Testimony of a displaced person in GrandeSynthe

Testimony of a displaced person in
Grande-Synthe
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n the night of Tuesday 28th September, a
young Sudanese man died in Calais, crushed by the
lorry he was trying to board to reach England. On the
same day, the living site near the Calais hospital, was
completely dismantled, in the very place where the
relatives of the deceased were surviving. These two
events were triggers: in the face of the daily
harassment by the State and the constant
degradation of the living conditions of displaced
people at the border, calling out the State was no
longer enough.
On the 11th of October 2021, Anaïs Vogel, Ludovic
Holbein and Father Philippe Demeestère announced
the beginning of a hunger strike. Their demands were
simple. The first was the suspension of evictions and
an end to the confiscation of tents and personal
belongings of displaced people during the winter
truce. Secondly, the opening of a sensible dialogue
between public authorities and non-State-mandated
associations, about permitting distribution points for
essential aid to displaced people.

These are demands that HRO, alongside many local
advocates, have actively supported with the desire to
see things change at last.
On the 25th of October, President Emmanuel Macron
was questioned during a walkabout in Montbrison
regarding the hunger strike of the activists [31].
Although the hunger strike had alreasy been
extensively covered by French media, he stated that
he had not been informed of it and promised that
someone would be sent to Calais to mediate. The
next day, Didier Leschi, director of the French
Office for Immigration and Integration (OFII), was
appointed as mediator. On the 27th of October, he
went to Calais for the first time to talk to the hunger
strikers, and came back a second time on the 3rd of
November.
Far from being unbiased, the only thing that qualified
Didier Leschi as mediator was his title, and the
"solutions" he offered only echoed the government's
policy of harassment. Facing the hypocrisy of a
State frozen in its inhumanity, Anaïs and Ludovic
eventually announced that they would end their
hunger strike on the 17th of November.

[31] La Voix du Nord, « Migrants à Calais : Emmanuel Macron interpellé sur le sort des grévistes de la faim », 26 Oct. 2021.
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DEMANDS

SUSPENSION OF
DAILY
EVICTIONS
DURING THE
WINTER TRUCE

ANSWERS GIVEN BY THE MEDIATOR
AND THE GOVERNMENT

OUTCOME

A social
diagnosis/assessment of
the inhabitants needs and
individual situations
before each eviction was
proposed

Not implemented. To be carried
out correctly, it would require that
an individual interview with each of
the (up to 1,500) people present in
the living site be carried out before
each eviction, i.e. every two days.

An emergency shelter
was opened on the 3rd
of November in Calais
as a first step towards
establishing permanent
accommodation

They announced that
displaced people would
be informed 24 hours
prior to every eviction

AN END TO THE
THEFT OF DISPLACED
PEOPLES' TENTS AND
PERSONAL
BELONGINGS

They announced that the
police would allow 45
minutes for displaced
people to collect their
belongings before being
evicted

29

Permanent closure of the shelter
on the 15th of November.
No activation of the "Plan Grand Froid"
(emergency accommodation plan activated
by authorities due to freezing
temperatures) even though temperatures
were below zero from December onward.

No permanent or long-term solution
for providing shelter to people in the
Calaisis area has been put in place.

This was never put into place.

The 45 minutes was quickly
replaced by the need for a
"reasonable time" left to the
discretion of the police.
In reality, a few days after these
announcements, no more time
was allowed and thefts
resumed.

I

n Grande-Synthe and Calais, violence and
police harassment are ever present. After each
eviction, each person is condemned once again to
being on the move, in a state of prolonged
displacement. The precarious situation of each
person is maintained and perpetuated, exacerbating
the stigmatisation and racism that they face.

Despite countless human rights reports, public
denunciations and court rulings, the abusive
behaviour of police officers towards displaced
people, enabled by the State, appears
unchangeable.
The normalised violence, purposely degrading
treatment, and abuse of power are deeply rooted
and remain unchallenged by those in power. This
culture of impunity facilitates abusive and illegal
practices utilised to fulfill the State's objectives at
the border: "to push displaced people to 'selfeviction' by creating a hostile environment", which
leads them "to attempt ever more dangerous
crossings"[35].

The spectrum of securitising policies carried out by
the French state at the border, including the policy of
fighting against fixation points in Calais and GrandeSynthe, constantly violate the fundamental rights of
the people who find themselves blocked there, and
contradict the conclusions of expert reports and
international organisations[32] according to which
"mobility is an essential factor in human development
[33] ».

Thus, the active necropolitics described by
Dénétem Touam Bona[36] is no longer discreet, it
is evident.

Catherine Wihtol de Wenden, a researcher at the
CNRS, explains in her book "The right to emigrate" :
« A fundamental paradox underlies the migration
issue: in a world where everything circulates freely,
goods, capital, information, images, ideas, where the
mobility of brains, tourists, experts, students,
entrepreneurs, creators and artists is valued, the right
to mobility cannot be taken for granted.
Even more importantly, the right to mobility is
denied to people without wealth, knowingly, in a
logic of protecting our own priviledges. The
defence of a dominant position on the international
scene leads to the implementation of restrictive
policies all over the world, and these policies
contribute to weakening the position of the migrant
and to relegating him or her to the image of the
pariah, the undesirable other. Today, the fact that
migration can be an instrument for shared
development is absent from the debate when faced
with the attractive idea of fighting a war against
migrants[34] ».

[32] OECD; IOM ; ILO
[33] Catherine Wihtol de Wenden, Le droit d’émigrer, CNRS éditions, 2013.
[34] La Croix, Catherine Wihtol de Wenden : La militarisation des frontières ne résout rien, 7 April 2021.
[35] P. Bonnevalle, « Rapport d’enquête sur 30 ans de fabrique politique de la dissuasion », Plateforme des Soutiens aux Migrant.e.s (Chapter 11,
p. 219), 2021.
[36] Reporterre, « À Calais, la mairie rase les bois où se cachent les migrants », 2 Dec. 2020.
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