Migration and Human Rights on the U.S. Mexico Border:

A proposal for a binational approach to politics and logistics

To the governments of Mexico and the United States:

We propose the following recommendations and suggestions as a framework for action that will
help avoid a humanitarian crisis related to migrants passing through the border region between
Mexico and the United States. These recommendations arise from the reflections and analysis of
a group of border and immigration scholars from both sides of the border, who have evaluated
recent trends in the region and are concerned about the potential humanitarian crisis.

These proposals are derived from three interrelated phenomena: a) the increase in the number
of people arriving at the border with the hope of being able to enter the United States, either as
a result of the possibility of immigration policy becoming more flexible, or through the deception
of coyotes and human traffickers; b) the increase in the number of people returned to Mexico
under Title 42; and c) the completion of MPP that has allowed the crossing of migrants who were
active within this program. These proposals seek to contribute to the management and handling
of migratory flows organized within a framework of protection for unaccompanied minors and
migrant families, while taking into account concerns involving health protocols needed during the
Covid-19 pandemic.

1. Phase out Title 42 restrictions, beginning with family units. The majority of the
unaccompanied minors arriving at the border were travelling with their families who are
likely still on the Mexican side of the border. This change will decrease the need for
facilities dedicated to unaccompanied minors as families are able to travel to their final
destinations upon release and require less immediate support once they have passed the
Credible Fear Interview.

2. Greater coordination is needed between authorities in different levels of government of
the two countries. It is important to know the criteria used to identify who is returned to
Mexico and who remains on the US side. The exchange of information will allow for
planning and managing of the spaces available in care centers and shelters on the
Mexican side. It is important to know why migrants are removed at different locations
along the border or released into the United States after being apprehended.

3. Increase the capacity of migrant care centers and shelters. The creation of “filters” and
the “filter hotel” have proven to be efficient venues for the control of the pandemic prior
to transferring migrants to other spaces such as shelters where they receive support.
However, it is important to increase capacity, both in terms of the number of spaces and
in the application of PCR tests. Additionally, this would be an important point at which to
administer one-dose vaccines. Any holding space that is expected to open must have this
infrastructure. More dignified holding conditions should be built for unaccompanied
children, adolescents, and families on the US side while they are processed and
transferred to their final destination.

4. Greater coordination between federal authorities (INAMI/National Institute of Migration)
and the local and state DIF(Integral Family Development). After the reform of the
immigration law that establishes that no accompanied or unaccompanied or
unaccompanied children, should remain in migration facilities in Mexico. It is necessary
for authorities to propose additional spaces for temporary care, while also providing



support for other spaces such as shelters and centers for attention. The increase in the
removal of people from the United States under title 42 and those who intend to enter
the United States makes this need an urgent situation.

Build on the successful end to MPP. This has been an orderly, efficient and safe process.
People arrive at facilities in Mexico, are tested for Covid-19 and fill out their paperwork
in Mexico. Then they are taken to the border and released to local shelters where they
make travel arrangements to their destinations. Without prolonged time in detention
there is little risk of logistical bottlenecks that can cause serious health and humanitarian
concerns. If people can begin their asylum applications in Mexico it can eliminate the
need for detention of families and individuals whose cases are strong and present
minimal security risks.

Authorities in Mexico must refrain from interdiction of asylum seekers crossing through
Mexico. There is a strong correlation between violence against migrants in the form of
kidnapping, extortion and even massacres with increased immigration enforcement in
Mexico. Mass detention will drive people to hide in dangerous and risky conditions which

will cause greater humanitarian costs.

While the large numbers of people arriving at the border presents an important challenge, we, a
binational group of border scholars, hold that a humanitarian crisis can be avoided by reducing
logistical barriers. Relying on old policies of detention and deterrence will not work and will create
dangerous conditions that have serious health risks. Strategically opening paths for migration in
an orderly fashion will reduce the number of unaccompanied minors, decrease the likelihood of

a foreseeable health crisis, and increase protections for families.

Ciudad Juarez, 4/19/2021
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