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Native Mexicans Residents in USA:
2000-2009 (in million inhabitants)
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Reasons for Canadian Immi

1. 2008: 250,000 immigrants:

1. 150,000 economic reasons
2. 66,000 family members
3. 22,000 refugees

2. Other reasons:

1. Skilled workers
2. Professionals
3. Investors

4. Entrepreneurs
5.

Self-employed persons
EXxperience claim (former workers and students)
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Vulnerablllty
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Social Vulnerability
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Hurricane paths during 20iest cen
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Projections of yield averages/ ha related to climate
change: 2020, 2050, 2080 with & without mitigation
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Mexico: Mean Ternperature Anommialy Annual
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Figure 1. Trands in annual and seasonal mean emparatura for the racent past and projected futura, All values shown are anomalies, ralative to the 1970-1000 mean
climate. Black curvas show the maan of observed data from 1060 to 2006, Brown curvas show the madian (solid line) and range (shading) of model simulations of
fracant climata across an ensembla of 15 modals. Colourad lines from 2006 onwards show tha median (sclid line) and rangs (shading) of the ansembla projections of
climata undsr thrag emissions scanarios. Colourad bars on the right-hand side of the projactions summarisa the ranga of mean 200042100 climates simulatad by tha
15 modals for aach emissions scanario.



Higher temperature: dr

ratura maxima (promedio 365d) extrapolada al 2040
(no datos directos, sino rectas de tendencia ajustadas)
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Potential change
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Mexico: Monthly Precipitoticon Anormaly Annpual
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4. Economic security:
tances from the USA: 1990-
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Estimates of the U.S. Unauthorized Immigrant
Population, 2000-2010

(millions)

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 200&e 2007 2008 2009 2010

Motes: Bars indicate low and high points of the estimated 90% confidence imnterval. The
symbol * indicates the change frfom the previous yvear is statistically significant.

Source: Pew Hispanic Center estimates based on residual methodology applied to March
Supplements to the Curmrent Population Survey. See Methodology.




Estimates of the U.S. Unauthorized Immigrant
Population from Mexico, 2000-2010

(muillions)
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Change in Employment Over the Same Quarter Last Year
for Foreign-Born and Native-Born Workers, 2007 to 2010

(nonseasonally adjusted; ages 16 and ofder; numbers in thousands)
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Changes of remittances a
2006 and 2008
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Unauthorized Immigrants in the U.S. Civilian
Labor Force, 2000-2010

(millions)
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Mote: Includes employed and unemployed workers.

Source: Pew Hispanic Center estimates based on augmented March Supplements to the
Current Population Survey. See Methodology.




Some conclusive remarks

An agreement between Mexico, Canada and USA with annually
contingent of low qualified people that are legally accepted

The trafficking of arms from the US to Mexico and the high US drug
consumption and the money laundering in the USA, Canada and Mexico
must be addressed

Mexico: environmentally induced migration could decrease with rural
development policy

Cooperation between the USA, Canada and Mexico should support the
weaker country as an ethical compensation for historical and current
higher levels of green house gas emissions

Prevailing Hobbesian mindset of military solution to migration reflect
strategies of business as usual

A wider human, gender and environmental security: a ‘HUGE’ security
approach (Oswald 2009) reduces tensions, illegality and migration

A new sustainability paradigm must be developed.

A new worldview, mindset and policy require changes in thinking and
action towards a fourth sustainability revolution.

Sustainability in development and peace will be able to develop the
sophisticated political strategies to address the causes of socioeconomic
and environmental induced migration.






