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Method ol o gy

A series of elements were taken into account to implement an unbiased ap-
proach based on the methodology of the present work, which aims to ad-
dress the different issues related to border events comprehensively.

For the selection of the analysed borders , the figures regarding the 
mobility experienced at each border were considered. Concerning the con-
ducting of fieldwork in each of the selected regions, the realities on the 
ground were considered and analysed by covering the following points:

Points to cover

A. Social characterisation of the border and migratory flows.

• Geopolitical situation
• Migratory flows: Socio-demographic composition (sex, age, na-

tionalities, etc.) and mixed flows: refugees, economic migrants 
and other types of forced migrants besides refugees. 

• Attraction and expulsion factors.
• Migratory flow dynamic: migrants in transit, stranded migrants, 

entrances, deportations, circularity, permanent or temporal mi-
gration, returns, etc.

• Routes
• The life in the borders: communities, camps, livelihoods, gender 

perspective, etc.
• Vulnerable groups.

B. Immigration policy and legal framework: refugees and migrants

• The externalisation of borders.

C. Human rights analyses. Vulnerabilities in the country of origin, during 
the journey, at the border etc.

D. Conclusions: challenges and political and humanitarian proposals.
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• Recommendations that will better the security and the defence of 
Human Rights of immigrants at the border.

• Suggestions to improve the political framework and mobility 
management.

• Proposals for improvements regarding the care of migrants living 
on the border.

• Support programs to facilitate the integration and inclusion in 
different environments of migrants.

Regarding the research techniques, the proposals were as follows:
• Analysis of existing secondary sources, such as national censuses, 

consular archives, articles and academic publications, press re-
ports, and technical reports of public and private institutions.

• Primary sources include interviews and discussion groups, those 
that are corroborated by collaborators of Institutions, as well as 
victim interviews, which will be taken into account above all.

As a follow-up to each research piece, it has been noted that during 
the research process several variations were found that are worth review-
ing. Moreover, there is no common legal framework to address the issues 
presented, so in the final comparative analysis we put forth the need for a 
global system that tackles these issues.


