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ABSTRACT  

Human trafficking is one of today’s largest shadow economies and even though efforts of all 

kind have been accomplished throughout the years the number of trafficked persons continue 

to increase. The United Nations together with the European Union as well as the Association 

of South East Asian Nations cover three areas with different political and social cultures. All 

three have developed several documents on how to combat the phenomenon but do they 

understand and respond to the issue in a comprehensive manner? The intention of this study is 

to investigate whether the UN, EU and ASEAN approach trafficking in human beings in the 

same manner. By using the method critical discourse analysis, documents such as protocols 

and strategies from the three organizations have been object of the analysis. With six 

dimensions divided into two discourses; understanding and response to human trafficking – 

the analysis resulted in the understanding that the three organizations approach the issue 

similarly, but that EU and ASEAN put different aspects of the phenomenon in focus. 

 

 

Keywords; human trafficking; EU; ASEAN; UN; discourse analysis; critical discourse 
analysis 
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"Unfortunately slavery hasn't yet been left to the history books" 
Cecilia Malmström, EU Commissioner for Home Affairs 

(Malmström Cecilia, 2012)   
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS 
	  

ASEAN - Association of South East Asian Nations  

CDA – Critical Discourse Analysis 

EU – European Union  

TIP – Trafficking In Persons 

UN – United Nations 
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1. HUMAN TRAFFICKING: A LONG HISTORY 
Slavery of humans can be traced far back in history (Picarelli J T, 2007, p; 26-27) for instance 

was the first international convention on slavery developed in the 1920’s (HREA, 2013) but 

still the issue continued to occur. A modern type of slavery is human trafficking; a 

phenomenon that occurs all around the world (UNODC, 2012, p; 12). The concept of human 

trafficking has been widely discussed and as until recently, in the 1990’s, the world had not 

yet defined what the distinction between human trafficking and illegal migration was (Makei 

Vladimir, 2013). In the beginning of the 21st century, the United Nations defined human 

trafficking as human beings who in different ways are lured into exploitation of themselves; a 

situation in which they lose self-control to someone, without their own will (UN, 2004, p; 42). 

There has been a great concern to the continued increasing number of trafficked persons over 

the last two decades (Van Impe, 2000, p; 114). Human trafficking is a serious crime and one 

of today’s largest shadow economies (Stoecker S & Shelley L, 2009, p; 1). A majority of the 

trafficked persons are women or children whilst the offenders more than often are men 

(UNODC, 2012, p; 25-28) and the absolute main reason to why trafficking in persons, TIP, 

exists is economic (UNODC, 2012, p; 34). People in great need of money together with 

people who take advantage of those vulnerable individuals makes it possible for the 

phenomenon to appear (Van Impe, 2000, p; 115). Another major root cause to why human 

trafficking continues to occur is corruption of officials of different kind (Vandenberg M, 

2002, p; 326).  

Transnational crimes, such as human trafficking, is a notion that summarize different kind of 

illicit business with ever-changing business going beyond geographical boundaries as much as 

social or cultural boundaries (UNODC 3, 2013). Van Impe (2000, p; 120-121) argues that 

there is a need of an interdisciplinary basis in which an integrated approach to reduce human 

trafficking can take place. Furthermore he on the one hand underpins the importance of 

creating a common multi-faceted approach towards trafficking in persons and on the other 

hand recognizes the complexity of doing so (Van Impe, 2000, p; 114).  

The United Nations emphasizes that TIP is a threat towards human rights  (UNODC 1, 2013), 

and that it touches issues related to development and security (UN News Centre, 2009). 

Traditionally there has been a state-centered approach to discover and solve state-related-

issues (ISDP, 2013). In order to develop solutions to different violations of human rights, UN 

now implements the Human Security Approach. An approach that was developed to use to put 
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individuals and communities well being in focus, rather than putting the state itself at first 

(OCHA, 2013). The UN has also adopted the “Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish 

Trafficking In Persons, Especially Women and Children” within the frames of The 

Convention against Transnational Organized Crime, in 2000, which a majority of the 

member states have signed and ratified. In 2012, the UN also adopted a complimentary 

strategy (UNODC 2, 2013). United Nations takes the issue seriously. As do researchers as 

well as politicians and officials who agree that this problem cannot be fought by one state 

alone (UNODC, 2012, p; 18). Rather it calls for global, transnational and national action, 

strength and will (Kim K & Chang G, 2007. p; 1-2).  

The European Union works to find a solution to reduce TIP (Österdahl I, 2009, p; 67) but is 

not alone in facing human trafficking and how to combat it; a majority of the worlds’ 

countries are as well (UNODC, 2012, p; 12). Association of South East Asian Nations, 

ASEAN, for instance, also struggles to find comprehensive anti-trafficking actions (ASEAN, 

2004). EU and ASEAN cover regions where one can locate countries of origin-, transfer- and 

destination of trafficking. This occurrence can for example not be identified the same way in 

regional organizations in South America or in the Middle East (UNODC, 2012, p; 57-60). The 

EU and ASEAN are both constructed out of a number of countries. In international 

comparison the European Union contains of countries with a high level of democratic 

standards and protection of human rights; whilst these aspects differ widely amongst the 

member states of ASEAN (Freedom House, 2013). Also, the ASEAN is more of a 

intergovernmental organization (Simonson C, 2012) while EU more than often is said to be an 

supranational organization rather than intergovernmental (Europaparlamentet, 2013). 

Additionally almost all member-countries in the EU and ASEAN are members of the UN and 

have also signed/ratified the protocol against human trafficking (UNODC, 2008). This fact 

makes EU as well as ASEAN of particular theoretical interest.  

This study is based on the fact that the solution to human trafficking is very complex and that 

it calls for global actions, strength and will. Van Impe is one who highlights the importance of 

forming a common approach. Hence he recognizes the complexity in doing so. As now have 

been exemplified, actions towards reducing human trafficking are taken by the UN as well as 

the EU and ASEAN. Yet is it possible that the two latter, covering two different regions with 

social and political differences have reached a point in which they, together with the UN, 

understand and respond to the problem in the same way or do they differ?  
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PUPROSE AND RESEARCH QUESTIONS 
The purpose of this study will be to examine the understanding of and response to human 

trafficking in the UN, EU and ASEAN separately and use the United Nations understanding 

and response as the starting point for this comparison. My questions to study will be as 

follows:  

i. How does the United Nations understand and respond to human trafficking? 

ii. Do the EU and ASEAN understand and respond to human trafficking in the same way 

as the United Nations or are there differences between the three? 

 

DISPOSITION 
I will in the second chapter develop a theoretical framework, by starting a discussion on 

previous research concerning the phenomenon of human trafficking, in order to demonstrate 

how other researchers have approached the same or analogous problems. In connection to this 

discussion, I will define and discuss the use of terms and end the chapter by developing a 

hypothesis. The third chapter addresses method and material used in the study and ends with a 

discussion concerning issues of reliability and validity. In the penultimate chapter four I apply 

the discourse approach developed to the three organizations of study; the UN, EU and 

ASEAN. The conclusion will be presented in the final chapter.   
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2. PREVIOUS RESEARCH AND THEORY: HUMAN 

TRAFFICKING IN SOCIAL SCIENCE  
In this chapter previous research and contributions to the area of human trafficking are 

discussed, as well as the theoretical framework. In connection to this and for transparence and 

further understanding, a list of central concepts will be presented. At the end of the chapter a 

hypothesis will be discussed. 

 

PREVIOUS RESEARCH 
Qualitative research, asking questions such as how and why human trafficking occurs has 

been accomplished many times and the list on previous research is therefore extensive. Kevin 

Bales and Steve Lize’s (2005) does for instance lift up the intervention in human trafficking in 

which police and justice can have a larger role. One example on the quantitative research is 

the annual report from United Nations where a wide range of statistics and analysis are 

presented. The report is on the other hand also qualitative with its wide range of information 

(UNODC, 2012). My goal is to go beyond that.  

I have searched for previous research where anyone tries to understand in what manner 

human trafficking differs depending on what context it is discovered in. Jennifer Musto 

(2009) has investigated the discourse of human trafficking in the United States and Jo 

Doezema (2000) has examined the discourse on white slavery compared to the discourse on 

human trafficking. Those are only two out of several contributions to the area. However, there 

is less research on how human trafficking is understood in a global- versus a regional context. 

The already mentioned Kristof Van Impe, which I find important and interesting due to the 

intention of this study, highlights the significance of finding a common multi-faceted 

approach where different actors find a way to cooperate with each other:  

“Action to combat human trafficking cannot be limited to the enlargement of a one-sided 

repressive legislative arsenal… Only a harmonized, multidisciplinary approach, both in 

countries of origin and destination, which integrates all relevant parts of legislation and 

which respects the balance between punitive measures and human rights can contribute to a 

policy which will bring appropriate, multi-faceted responses to the problem” (Van Impe 

2000, p; 120 & 124).  
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Within the area of TIP, Elisabeth Ivana Yuko (2009) examines how different states respond to 

human trafficking; by adopting a “human rights model” or a “criminal model” (Yuko E I, 

2009, p; 3). The human rights model seeks to identify criminals and victims in human 

trafficking. This model is approached when the victims of TIP are seen as victims and not 

criminal offenders and therefor need protection as well as assistance to exercise their human 

rights (Yuko E I, 2009, p; 29-30). The latter, criminal model, seek to identify those who 

violate criminal laws and therefor shall be viewed as criminals whom punishment is justified. 

Furthermore, the criminal model can be approached in two ways; either by identifying those 

who commit trafficking as well as to identify the trafficked persons as criminals (Yuko E I, 

2009, p; 23 & 25). Similarly, Jo Goodey (2004, p; 32-36) highlights whether victims of 

trafficking are understood as criminals or victims of a brutal crime.  

Michelle Anne Clark’s (2003) investigates in what range human trafficking is a security threat 

to humans and Louise Shelley (2009, p; 10-13) argues that traditional state-security has been 

put to the side in order for the human security approach to take place. Yes, also argues that 

some parts of the phenomenon still occur within the frame of traditional state security – such 

as issues of corruption.  

 

CENTRAL CONCEPTS IN THE STUDY 
For the study to be transparent and understandable the following sections aims to explain 

central concepts of this study.  

Human trafficking; there have been disagreements and confusion about what human 

trafficking is and the notion has been confused with the phenomenon illegal migration (Makei 

Vladimir, 2013). Due to that UN plays a central role in this study, the definition of human 

trafficking will be the very same as the United Nations has formulated it; 

“… shall mean the recruitment, transportation, transfer, harboring or receipt of persons, by 

means of the threat or use of force or other forms of coercion, of abduction, of fraud, of 

deception, of the abuse of power or of a position of vulnerability or of the giving or receiving 

of payments or benefits to achieve the consent of a person having control over another 

person, for the purpose of exploitation. Exploitation shall include, at a minimum, the 

exploitation of the prostitution of others or other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labor or 

services, slavery or practices similar to slavery, servitude or the removal of organs” (UN, 
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2004, p; 42). Trafficking in persons/human beings/humans/TIP will replace human trafficking 

as analogous notions and does not mean anything else than what have just been described.  

Discourse – the term is a notion used when we talk about “spoken and written language” 

(Bergström G & Boréus K, 2012, P, 355) and play the role of putting together coherent 

notions and statements (NE, 2013). A discourse can differ depending on what context it is 

discovered in, or be differently understood in the same context (Bergström G & Boréus K, 

2012, P, 355). The intention in this study is to understand discourses in different contexts. In 

the chapter concerning method and material the chosen method for this study will be 

presented and further explained. 

The understanding of human trafficking: a discourse – the intention here is to identify the 

UN, EU and ASEAN’s view upon the phenomenon. For instance to see what kind of security 

issue human trafficking is or how those involved in trafficking are identified as criminals or 

not.  

The response to human trafficking: a discourse – the intention is to identify what different 

actors do to reduce human trafficking. For instance whether international or national actions 

are at focus; if there is a spirit to reach towards long-term programs and research rather than 

short-term and what role the legal part plays when trying to reduce human trafficking.  

In order to avoid reiteration, further theoretical notions will be explained in connection to the 

presentation of the model of analysis in Understanding the Discourse(s). 

 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK OF THE STUDY 
In the following section I will discuss previous research and pinpoint dimensions that seem 

accurate in a multi-faceted approach, in order to examine how UN, EU and ASEAN responds 

to and understands trafficking in human beings. Van Impe’s theory that stresses the 

importance of reaching a comprehensive multi-faceted approach is one of the backgrounds to 

this study. Aspects that Van Impe recognizes as important, together with aspects other 

researchers have found will be used in order to formulate the model of analysis. 

Van Impe emphasizes the importance of a common multi-faceted approach and the 

difficulties to formulate one. As he argues, it may be of great importance, thus difficult to 

formulate an approach heading in the same direction. He writes in his text that countries, no 
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matter if they are origin-, transfer- or destination of trafficking, needs to collaborate with each 

other. If one approach “x”, it becomes more difficult to combat the problem if the next 

country adopts a different approach “y” (Van Impe, 2000, p; 115 & 120-121).  

“Trafficking in human beings is a crime that, by its very nature, is international. The fight 

against it necessitates not only coordinated action at a national level, but also on an 

international legal scale, a global, multi-disciplinary approach” (Van Impe, 2000, p; 122). 

Michelle Anne Clark (2003, p; 260) highlights the variety of consequences depending on if 

the anti-trafficking is long- or short-termed approached and that the lack of long-term 

programs only helps TIP to continue to occur. What she means is that long-term programs or 

research is a fundamental part in responding to human trafficking – along with short-term 

solutions. Long-term programs are for instance programs that recognize victims’ vulnerability 

or ongoing debates on how to respond to the issue (Clark Michelle, 2003, p; 260).  

In the Global Report on Trafficking in Persons, one can see that the United Nations stresses 

the importance of all Member States to apply “all national legal instruments that criminalize 

trafficking in persons” (UNODC, 2012, p; 84). Further one can also read about a “Model Law 

against Trafficking in Humans” (UNODC, 2012, p; 85). Compared to the scale of the issue, 

criminal justice is seen to be weak. To function, criminal justice must therefore cover the 

whole spectra of the phenomenon (UNODC, 2012, p; 87) as well as to be a fundamental 

resource to use when combating the issue (Van Impe 2000, p; 120-121). This is also stressed 

to be of importance according to Bales and Lize’s (2005). 

According to Shelley (2009, p; 10-11) there is a traditional as well as a modern way to look 

upon human trafficking as a security threat. The modern view is connected to the already 

mentioned human security approach, adopted by the United Nations and seek threats on 

human level; while the traditional way view threats as military-focused (Shelley L, 2009, p; 

10 & 12). Moreover Yuko (2009, p; 3) highlights that there is more than one way to look at 

the individuals who are exposed to trafficking. Either one can view trafficked persons as 

being discriminated and deprived of their human rights or as criminals. By adopting either the 

criminal model or human rights model Yuko means that countries understand as well 

responds to TIP in two distinct ways (Yuko E I, 2009, p; 23 & 25).  

Moreover Van Impe demonstrates how human trafficking gets more and more complex the 

more push- and pull-factors affecting the phenomenon. The more push- as well as pull-factors 
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there are, the more difficult it will be to combat the problem. Pull-factors, as Van Impe 

understands it, are factors in the receiving country while push-factors are factors in the 

country of origin (Van Impe, 2000, p; 115 & 122). One could simply illustrate it as factors of 

“supply and demand”. 

Subsequently, based on the theoretical discussion above and the key factors that have been 

identified the following aspects will be central in examining the discourse(s); legal response; 

the understanding of the crime; transnational- or national actions; TIP as a security threat; 

long- or short-term actions and finally push- and pull-factors. 

 

HYPOTHESIS  
It has been illustrated how the work against human trafficking has intensified over time, yet 

the number of trafficked persons does not seem to decrease. Why is it that such major efforts, 

appears to have no greater effect? UN includes most of the world’s nations; and almost all 

EU- and ASEAN-members are members of the UN. Hence, EU and ASEAN constitute two 

different contexts covering two different regions. They constitute two regional groupings with 

different backgrounds and different social, economic and political cultures; still trafficking in 

persons seems to occur for the same reason, namely economical vulnerability. Besides, 

reading previous research one can understand that a problem researchers’ sees is that there are 

so many ways to approach the issue. Knowing this, there is reason to believe that UN, EU and 

ASEAN identify and therefore approach human trafficking differently.  

The United Nations has a vision of how to combat trafficking in persons and so do the EU and 

ASEAN; but do they understand and respond to the problem in the same manner? I argue that 

Van Impe’s contribution is important to take notice of. How will it be possible to decrease or 

extinguish the issue of human trafficking, if the EU is to respond to human trafficking in one 

way and ASEAN in another, when non of the actors is facing the problem all by itself?  

The hypothesis is that there is a global definition of the phenomenon, but no common 

understanding and response to it due to differences among the UN, EU and ASEAN. The lack 

of a comprehensive understanding in its turn makes it more difficult to solve the problem of 

trafficking in persons. One fundamental part of reaching a common multi-faceted approach 

might be to understand and respond to the problem with a shared attitude in which actors of 

different kind work in a consistent direction.  
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3. MATERIAL AND METHOD 
In this chapter the design, methodology and material of the study will be described. 

Furthermore I will demonstrate the model of analysis. Within the scope of the model of 

analysis, the different dimensions and what they aim to cover and how those shall be 

understood is explained. After that I will discuss the limitations of my method and material 

and the perspective upon the study’s reliability and systematic procedure.  

 

A DISCOURSE ANALYSIS  
The purpose of this study is to see whether the discourses of human trafficking within 

different context are the same or if they differ. This is a qualitative and not a quantitative 

study and I therefore argue that some sort of text analysis is in the right place. Given my 

problem I argue that critical discourse analysis, also known as CAD, is the most relevant 

method to use.  

As I mentioned within my hypothesis, I believe that there is a risk that the understanding of 

and response to human trafficking may differ depending on the context it is discovered in. 

One can probably find differences by using a content analysis. However social practice and 

language construction is the main part of critical discourse analysis (Gorgi V, 2011, p; 17-18); 

and since I am interested in looking for differences constructed out of social practice I argue 

that CAD is of certain relevance. Critical discourse analysis is mainly developed by Norman 

Fairclough (Bergström G & Boréus K, 2012, P, 355) and mainly used in language practice 

combined with social practice (Lövgren S, 1999, p; 13). Fairclough express it as:  

“My view is that ‘discourse’ is use of language seen as a form of social practice, and 

discourse analysis of how texts work within sociocultural practice” (Fairclough cited in 

Bergström G & Boréus K, 2012, P, 355). 

Fairclough pictures three dimensions when studying discourses; analysis on a textual level, a 

discourse practice level and a level of social practice. The textual level is when studying texts 

in order to see how, in this case, the discourse of understanding and response to human 

trafficking occur. The second dimension, discourse practice, is used when looking at previous 

texts/activities. Finally is the level of social practice used in order to combine language 

construction with social life (Wilson A, 2006, p; 6-7). I intend to use the level of textual- and 

discourse practice. The reason I chose the textual is that I aim to study text-documents. Since 
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my intention is to examine the discourse of the UN before I examine the EU and ASEAN; I 

argue that the dimension discourse practice will be part of the study. Yet, the textual-level will 

be the main part of the study. Since I don’t have the chance to look at the social practice of the 

discourses I will not use this dimension. Additionally there are some notions one can apply 

when applying a CDA (Gorgi V, 2011, p; 23-24): 

Modality: when analyzing whether different words are of probability or usuality, the 

researcher uses what Fairclough calls modality. Does the statement tell us that something “is” 

good or “maybe” good (Gorgi V, 2011, p; 23)?  

Transitivity: this notion identifies how identified actors are understood and what position they 

are given. Does metaphors or wording categorize those actors (Gorgi V, 2011, p; 23)?  

Wording: Fairclough mean that words in a text are never there of coincidence, words exist in 

a text because of ideological background (Gorgi V, 2011, p; 24). 

These notions will be part of examining the discourses; but will probably appear in different 

amount depending on what the different text-documents expresses! 

 

ORGANIZATIONS AND CRITICAL DISCOURSE ANALYSIS 
Fairclough (2010, 347) argues that critical discourse analysis is fundamental when studying 

organizations. Further Fairclough express discourse analysis within studies of organizations as 

analysis of non-discourse elements and discourse, which seek to form a broader understanding 

of complex relations within or between organizations (Fairclough, 2010, 357). Moreover one 

can read that  

“…this is not the claim that organizations are ‘nothing but’ discourse, but rather that 

discourse is the principal means by which organization members create a coherent social 

reality that frames their sense of who they are” (Fairclough, 2010, p; 350). 

The aim of the study is to examine if the discourse of human trafficking is the same or differs 

between the UN, EU and ASEAN. I therefore argue that CAD is the best method to precede 

the study. How I will use critical discourse analysis, as an analytical tool, will be illustrated in 

Understanding the Discourse(s). 
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A NUMBER OF DOCUMENTS 
I will use the convention, protocol and the additional strategy formulated by the UN to 

examine the discourse of human trafficking on a global level. When I have accomplished this, 

I will look at EU’s and ASEAN’s equivalents and see how the discourses within those 

regional contexts appear. Both EU and ASEAN have developed their own 

declarations/directives (ASEAN, 2004) (EU Commission Home Affairs 1, 2013) and adopted 

their own strategies/guides on anti-human-trafficking (EU Commission Home Affairs 2, 

2013) (ASEAN, 2010). Thereafter I intend to investigate whether the three approach human 

trafficking in the same manner or if there are any differences among them. With this fact, I 

argue that all three groupings are relevant to examine as well as the material connected to 

each actor, in relation to the purpose of this study. 

 

UNDERSTANDING THE DISCOURSE(S) 
As one can read in Previous research there are different studies on human trafficking. I have 

not been able to find any research with a model of analysis that could be directly adopted for 

or operated to fit for the purpose of this study. I will therefore use previous research and try to 

combine and operate those into a model of analysis that fits for this study’s purpose. I intend 

to locate two discourses; discourse as understanding human trafficking and discourse as 

response to human trafficking due to the aspects I have located through previous research. By 

dividing the dimensions into two discourses instead of investigating “the understanding” and 

“the response” alongside with each other, my hope is that it will be easier to locate if there are 

any differences or not. The model of analysis is structured as follows:  

Discourse as understanding human trafficking 

1. Security threat; is it possible to identify if human trafficking is seen as a human security- 

or traditional state-security-threat? Within this genre, I intend to study how the threat 

outlined from trafficking in humans is understood and if it is possible to identify any of 

those two classifications at all.  

2. The crime; are the trafficked persons themselves seen as criminals or are they viewed as 

individuals exposed to a crime where their human rights are violated? The purpose here is 

to try to locate the understanding of a major part of the phenomenon – the victims. This is 

an example of transitivity! 
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      Discourse as response to human trafficking 

3. Transnational vs. national; is it possible to locate a spirit of transnational and 

international- or more national actions as fundamental in the efforts to reduce TIP? 

4. Legal response; by reading the United Nations Global Report on human trafficking the 

legal aspects are stressed as fundamental in the actions to reduce the phenomenon. Is this 

embodied in the discourse(s)? In here it can be possible to find modality.  

5. Long- or short term: is it possible to trace if the discourse(s) are seeking long- or short-

term response to TIP? Long-term response is the recognition of helping victims as well as 

prosecutors to be re-integrated into normal conditions. Short-term response is factors such 

as when a case is solved only drop it and move one without figuring or take lessons of the 

result. This is also a dimension in which modality can be found! 

6. Push- and pull-factors; does the discourses imply both push- and pull-factors or do they 

lean on trying to stop only one side of the problem? Push-factors are factors that make 

persons exploited to trafficking or involved in exploitation of persons.  

The textual level will, as already argued, play the main role of the study. The level of 

discourse practice will be applied when I have examined the discourse of UN and then 

compare it to the EU and ASEAN.  

 

A DISCUSSION ON LIMITATIONS, RELIABILITY AND VALIDITY  
My aim during this whole process has been to write the study in a transparent way as possible. 

The reason I have chosen to investigate the United Nations and use it as my starting point is 

its global character. I argue that this will be a relevant starting-point in which I can locate a 

“international discourse”. Moreover I chose both EU and ASEAN due to their regional 

character and the fact that they cover all dimensions of trafficking – origin, transfer and 

destination. Another important aspect is the element that they are two regional groupings on 

economic and political co-operation with political, cultural and social differences. With this 

information, I find it reasonable as well as relevant that the UN, EU and ASEAN are in focus 

of this study. 

I am well aware of both the positive and negative aspects of doing a discourse analysis and I 

have tried to be as transparent as possible when structuring the method as an analyzing tool. 

For instance is CDA very wide and critique declares that the tool is too wide and that 
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systematic procedures are difficult (Bergström G & Boréus K, 2012, P, 393 & 405-406). 

Therefore it is really important to describe the procedure so that the reader can understand 

why I have completed the study in the manner I have. One might question why I am so eager 

to describe the difficulties by doing a discourse analysis; thus I find it important since I am the 

one who will create the model of analysis (Bergström G & Boréus K, 2012, P, 403) and really 

need the reader to understand how I have completed it. The more I explain how I think about- 

and perform the analysis, the more I hope that the reader understand the result and conclusion. 

Additionally I am well aware that I only use two of the three dimensions Fairclough 

demonstrates, but after identifying previously discourse analysis I have understood that 

applying all three is not of necessity. I also know that examining the social practice could 

have given me more information that would/would not change the result. 

Previous research has given me a basis to stand on in order to find relevant studies for this 

research. In order for someone else to accomplish the same or an analogous study, I have 

searched for and read as much previous research as possible to make the model of analysis as 

valid as I can. The authors of previous research will not be mentioned in the analysis by 

name; but the model of analysis is built upon the previous research. Therefore I argue that 

previous research will be part of the analysis as well as the conclusion! My biggest hope is 

furthermore that this study is of reliability within the field of social science and maybe most 

important, within the study of trafficking in human beings. 

When it comes to the limitations of the material I intend to use, I argue that the quality as well 

as the quantity is relevant. All texts represent the standing point of each actor, which one must 

say is a fundamental part in order to examine the discourse. Due to my time limit, there is no 

time to observe more than what I already intend to.   

An important notice, when it comes to the documents of study, is that the United Nations 

convention is formulated as to fit for different kinds of transnational organized crime. The 

Protocol only highlight trafficking in humans while the complementary strategy embodies 

how to respond to TIP as well as illegal immigration. I do not see this as something negative 

since the United Nations themselves has made a distinction between illegal migration and 

human trafficking; thus understand that the two crimes overlap each others to some extent 

(UNODC, 2012, p; 7). I argue that the text material from the EU and ASEAN – the two 

strategies, the 2011 Declaration and 2004 Directive – are the most relevant as well as 

equivalent to the texts collected from the UN since these deals with how to reduce TIP.   
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4. FINDING THE ANSWERS: EXPLORING THE 

DISCOURSE(S) IN THE UN, EU AND ASEAN 
In this chapter the intention is to describe the analyses in which I apply the approach 

described in Understanding the Discourse(s). To be as transparent as possible, I will feature 

each research question and study every dimension step by step. In the second research 

question I will begin with examining the EU and end the research question with examining 

ASEAN. The conclusion to the analyses will be represented in the following final chapter.  

 
i. How does the United Nations understand and respond to human trafficking? 

Within the first dimension of TIP as a security threat, I have identified both the human 

security and traditional state security perspective. It is very clear that the Convention, Protocol 

and the complimentary Strategy are formulated in a manner where every State Parties’ 

sovereignty is in focus. State Parties are those who have ratified/signed treaties of different 

kind in the UN (UNHCF, 2013). This is illustrated in the convention article 4:1 and 4:2: 

“States Parties shall carry out their obligations under this Convention in a manner consistent 

with the principles of sovereign equality and territorial integrity of States and that of non-

intervention in the domestic affairs of other States” (UN, 2004, p; 7)  

“Nothing in this Convention entitles a State Party to undertake in the territory of another 

State the exercise of jurisdiction and performance of functions that are reserved exclusively 

for the authorities of that other State by its domestic law” (UN, 2004, p; 7).  

The traditional perspective shines through here and it is expressed that the State Parties still 

serve under their own objectives. “Under/the/their domestic law” is another notion that appear 

in all three texts and is another statement supporting States Parties sovereignty, as for example 

in the Protocol 10:1 (UN, 2004, p; 46) and the Convention 16:8 (UN, 2004, p; 17). I have not 

located any focus on military-strength or resources as to be part of how human trafficking is 

understood to within the frames of state-security threats. Yet, I still interpret those statements 

to lean towards the traditional state security perspective rather than the modern due to that 

“the state” is central. 

Nonetheless, further readings also makes an apparent testament that individual security is a 

must when it comes to combat, or at least decrease the issue of human trafficking. Article 2 
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(a) and (b) in the Protocol emphasizes that two out of three fundamental measures of the 

purpose is to bear in mind the violation of human rights and especially the most vulnerable; 

women and children (UN, 2004, p; 42). It is furthermore emphasized in the Strategy and 

embodied as; 

“... Both crimes involve human beings and thus any response must be centered around 

ensuring the protection of trafficking victims and the rights of smuggled migrants” (UNODC 

4, 2012, p; 7).  

Another statement that clearly puts the individual and community in focus is the section 

“Protection and support to victims of trafficking and smuggled migrants”. Support and 

protection to ensure psychological and physical recovery due to vulnerability to drug abuse or 

help in reintegration is of as much importance as legal support (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 21). As 

we can see, both the traditional- as well as human-security-approach can be identified.  

The second dimension, the crime, was not as easy to detect as the first dimension. There are 

some statements that could be taken as leaning towards the human rights model more than to 

the criminal model. It is for example embodied in the Strategy that human trafficking is a 

“severe violation of the human rights” (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 6). There is one statement that is 

pointing at trafficked persons as victims and victims only: 

“…criminal justice responses targeting the perpetrators of the crimes and the protection of 

the safety and human rights of the migrants or the victims of trafficking” (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 

7). 

I interpret this as that the UN has the understanding that trafficked persons are victims of a 

crime and not perpetrators.  

Continuing the analysis, the third dimension transnational vs. national actions aims to help 

looking for a spirit of transnational actions rather than national or vice versa. In all three texts 

one can understand that transnational actions combined with national actions are to be 

preferred according to the United Nations and is most visibly embodied in: 

“… The fight against criminal organizations involved in trafficking in persons and migrant 

smuggling calls for broad, multi-agency, flexible and cooperative approaches, both 

nationally and internationally. Some of the best results in the prosecution of trafficking in 

persons and smuggling of migrants have been obtained when law enforcement, including 
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border control, and prosecution agencies have been able to work together effectively, both 

locally and across borders” (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 21).  

Reading any of the three texts one can see some fundamental parts when it comes to working 

across borders. Article 21 and article 22 in the Convention emphasizes State Parties to provide 

each other with information (UN, 2004, p; 26). Moreover, by reading the Protocol article 2(c) 

one can understand that one purpose of the Protocol, was to promote transnational 

cooperation: 

“… to promote cooperation among States Parties in order to meet those objectives” (UN, 

2004, p; 42)  

But for transnational actions to be comprehensive, every State Party must first implement 

effective actions nationally: 

“… In order to combat human trafficking and migrant smuggling, countries must have a 

comprehensive legislative framework in place that implements their international 

obligations… National legislation should also provide the necessary legal basis to ensure 

effective criminal investigations and prosecutions, victim and witness protection, the 

protection and assistance measures for victims of trafficking and smuggled migrants, 

international cooperation, etc.… Effective responses to both human trafficking and migrant 

smuggling require a coordinated and multi-agency approach. The development of national 

and regional policies and action plans must be based on an assessment of the particular 

context, including the nature and scope of the threat and the existing capacities to respond to 

it. The implementation of action plans and policies should be coordinated and monitored 

through national coordination structures” (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 19).  

My interpretation of the UN is that transnational actions are of fundamental meaning when 

combating human trafficking. If you read the previous section again you will also see that the 

United Nations have the understanding that TIP requires “coordinated and multi-agency 

approach”, which is exactly what Van Impe stresses. 

Next up is the dimension legal response, which is applied, in order to locate whether the UN 

expresses legislative support as an important part of solving the problem or not. This is 

expressed in the Convention article 5:1 “Each State Party shall adopt such legislative and 

other measures as may be necessary to establish as criminal offences, when committed 
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intentionally…”, and article 6:1 (UN, 2004, p; 7-8) as well as in article 6 and article 7 in the 

Protocol (UN, 2004, p; 43-45). It is also embodied under “legislative assistance” and 

“criminal justice responses” of the Strategy (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 19.20). Protection of 

victims and witnesses is for instance embodied in article 24 and 25 in the Convention (UN, 

2004, p; 27-28). The law enforcement shall also be provided with, as article 29 expresses, 

“training and technical assistance” in order for continuous improvement and development 

(UN, 2004, p; 30). Those examples show that legal support seems to be of great importance 

within how the United Nations responds to human trafficking. 

My interpretation of the penultimate dimension long- or short-term states that the United 

Nations has a long-term-perspective in their discourse on human trafficking. For instance does 

the Convention article 24 Protection of Witnesses and article 25 Assistance to and Protection 

of Victims, make sure that State Parties co-operate in various ways as well as protect 

victims/witnesses as long as possible (UN, 2004, p; 27-29). Furthermore does the Protocol 

article 10 Information Exchange and Training, article 11 Border Measures and article 12 

Security and Control of Documents (UN, 2004, p; 46-48) illustrate statements that are put 

together in versatile actions in the Strategy (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 7, 9, 11, 13): 

“In combating trafficking in persons, active information sharing about specific cases of 

trafficking in persons and the identification of victims to prevent re‐trafficking are crucial to 

combating the crime. Further, identifying, documenting and disseminating best practices and 

lessons learned will enhance and increase the efficacy of responses by all stakeholders”  

(UNODC 4, 2012, p; 11).  

Last, but not least, I have applied push- and pull factors to examine the discourse of human 

trafficking in the UN. My interpretation when examining this is that the UN stresses the same 

recognition as Van Impe; namely that the issue is most easily combated and prevented when 

both push- and pull-factors are highlighted (UNODC 4, 2010, p; 7-8). Push- and pull-factors 

are mentioned briefly in the Strategy: 

“Efforts to prevent and combat human trafficking and migrant smuggling also overlap, with 

both requiring a multi‐faceted and comprehensive approach that takes into consideration the 

push and pull factors of…” (UNODC 4, 2012, p; 7). 

Other than that, I have not located anything on how push-and pull-factors compose how the 

UN responds to trafficking in persons.  
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To summarize the first question and how one can understand the discourse of human 

trafficking within the United Nations. One can see that State Parties sovereignty has an 

absolute fundamental role in combination with human security. Without State Parties own 

objectives and determination in center, the United Nations understand that actions against 

human trafficking will not occur. At the same time, when the actions once occur, the UN 

recognizes that individuals, especially those who are victimized of the crime, must be 

protected by legislative support. Yet protected by other supporting elements that are 

comprehensive for the victims’ physical as well as physiological health. Additionally, 

societies need to be provided with such information they need in order to raise awareness on 

the issue.  

One can also see that rather than seeking short-term-solution, the UN seeks to find long-term-

solutions in which victims gets support to not fall back into exploitation again. The UN also 

recognizes that those who are convicted to the crime get help to reintegrate into normal 

conditions after serving sentence. The UN also seem to recognize importance of State Parties 

to co-operate in various ways and that comprehensive legal systems must be developed on a 

national level in order to be comprehensive.  

How the UN characterize the trafficked person is not absolute; but my interpretation is that it 

is reaching at trafficked persons as victims. Also, push- and pull-factors are brought to light 

and it seems as the United Nations recognizes those to be a fundamental part in reaching a 

comprehensive approach in combating the issue.  

 

ii. Do the EU and ASEAN understand and respond to human trafficking in the 

same way as the United Nations or are there differences between them? 

EU 

The dimension security threat seems to lean towards the human security perspective rather 

than towards the traditional state security perspective. The 2011 Directive’s starts by 

illustrating; 

“Trafficking in human beings is a serious crime, often committed within the framework of 

organized crime, a gross violation of fundamental rights and explicitly prohibited by the 

Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union. Preventing and combating trafficking 
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in human beings is a priority for the Union and the Member States. ” (EU, 2011, p; 1).  

Something that can be directly located as a difference from the UN discourse is the attention 

EU puts on trafficked children. This is illustrated in the Directive article 16 Assistance, 

support and protection for unaccompanied child victims of trafficking in human beings (EU, 

2011, p; 10) as well as in article 13 General provisions on assistance, support and protection 

measures for child victims of trafficking in human beings: 

“1. Child victims of trafficking in human beings shall be provided with assistance, support 

and protection. In the application of this Directive the child’s best interests shall be a primary 

consideration. 

2. Member States shall ensure that where the age of a person subject to trafficking in human 

beings is uncertain and there are reasons to believe that the person is a child, that person is 

presumed to be a child in order to receive immediate access to assistance, support and 

protection in accordance with Articles 14 and 15” (EU, 2011, p; 9) 

The second dimension, the crime, was a bit easier to locate. The first testament on this 

dimension is found in the first section in the 2011 Directive, illustrated above (EU, 2011, p; 

1). By continuing the readings the EU also illustrates the understanding of the crime as: 

“The Union is committed to the prevention of and fight against trafficking in human beings, 

and to the protection of the rights of trafficked persons” (EU, 2011, p; 1). “Victims of 

trafficking in human beings should, in accordance with the basic principles of the legal 

systems of the relevant Member States, be protected from prosecution or punishment for 

criminal activities such as the use of false documents, or offences under legislation on 

prostitution or immigration, that they have been compelled to commit as a direct consequence 

of being subject to trafficking” (EU, 2011, p; 3).  

My interpretation is that the just mentioned statements recognizes that trafficked persons are 

nothing else but victims of a serious crime in which their human rights have been violated.  

Transnational vs. national actions is much like the statements of the United Nations. In the 

EU Strategy, all strategies are divided into sections and illustrated as, for instance, “Priority A 

(1-4)” or “Priority C (1-4)” (European Commission, 2012) and will be illustrated the same 

way here. Priority A1, C3 and D2 in the EU Strategy stresses cross-boarder police- and 

judicial co-operations, organization of EU’s external actions and EU’s nationwide- and 
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transnational establishment of referral instruments to protect victims and inform the society of 

the issue (European Commission, 2012, p; 6, 9 & 11-12). National actions such as Priority 

C1; Establishment of National Multidisciplinary Law Enforcement Units is pinpointed in the 

EU (European Commission, 2012, p; 9), which also the UN stresses. There is a statement in 

the 2011 Directive in which the EU emphasizes that even though Member States of EU can 

do much; they cannot combat trafficking in persons all by themselves: 

“…namely to fight against trafficking in human beings, cannot be sufficiently achieved by the 

Member States and can therefore…” (EU, 2011, p; 6) 

It seems as if the EU and UN recognizes the same when it comes to transnational- and 

national actions. Yet, the two seem to utter the objectives in two distinct ways.  

When it comes to the fourth dimension legal response there is one clear distinction between 

the United Nations and the European Union. Namely how the latter in several sections 

stresses children as victims of human trafficking and how those shall be taken cared of, for 

instance in article 12 and 12 in the 2011 Directive (EU, 2011, p; 8-9) or in the EU Strategy 

Priority A3 which states that;  

“Member States should strengthen child protection systems for trafficking situations and 

ensure where return is deemed to be the child’s best interest, the safe and sustainable return 

of children to the country of origin, in and outside the EU, and prevent them from being re- 

trafficked” (European Commission, 2012, p; 7).  

Furthermore there seem to be no clear distinction between the discourses on legal response to 

TIP in the EU versus the UN. The distinction is rather how the two express their objectives, 

even though their objectives are the same; like the previous dimension.  

Within long- or short term the EU does respond in the same manner as the United Nations, 

which is embodied in both the EU Strategy and the 2011 Directive (European Commission, 

2012) (EU, 2011). One of the fundamental building blocks in combating human trafficking is 

for EU Members to cooperate and work closely together with the civil society organizations 

such as NGO’s and together with those, raise awareness and establish education programs etc. 

(EU, 2011, p; 2). Protecting victims before-, during- and after criminal proceedings as much 

as to give them assistance and support to practice their rights (EU, 2011, p; 3) is also 

illustrated. How to prevent and protect is unequivocally embodied in the EU Strategy Priority 
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B “Stepping up the prevention of trafficking in human beings” and B3 “EU-wide Awareness 

Raising Activities and Prevention Programmes” (European Commission, 2012, p; 8). Which 

is stated in the same manner within the UN (UN, 2004, p; 27-28 & 30) and my interpretation 

is therefore that the EU stresses long-term solutions rather than short-termed ones. 

Examining the final dimension push- and pull-factors, EU formulate the importance to 

understand that push- as well as pull-factors differ depending on what context they occur. 

Therefore there need to be specific recognition and assistance appropriate for the industry 

trafficked persons are find in. For instance, the EU mean that push- and pull-factors connected 

to labor exploitation most likely differ from push- and pull-factors closely connected to sex 

exploitation (EU, 2011, p; 1). This was not explored in the UN-material. In accordance to this 

one can also read the EU Strategy Priority B1 were awareness rising is important in order for 

people to understand the problem. It is also an important part in reducing the demand “for all 

forms of trafficking, including sexual exploitation” (European Commission, 2012, p; 8).  

As we now can see, there are no greater distinctions between the EU-discourse and the UN-

discourse. There are distinctions in how the two express their objectives; but the purpose of 

those objectives can still be translated to be equivalent. One could argue that this is an 

example of wording. However, an obvious difference is how the EU put attention to 

children’s part in human trafficking and how those can be prevented to end up as victims. In 

accordance the EU leans towards the human security perspective while the UN put attention 

to both human- and state security perspective. EU’s attention to children can be a statement 

that points towards the human security perspective. Finally, just as the UN, the EU also 

expresses the importance of identifying push- and pull factors. Hence EU seems to take this to 

another level since it expresses how those can differ. 

 

ASEAN  

Reading the 2004 Declaration it was not possible to detect any statement on whether human 

trafficking is a threat towards the state, nor that the phenomenon is understood as a threat 

towards human rights. The 2004 Declaration does underpin that a Member State shall 

“undertake actions to respect and safeguard the dignity and human rights of genuine victims 

of trafficking in persons…” (ASEAN, 2004, p; 2) but if that is reason enough to assess that 

human security perspective stands in focus is difficult to say. Even when investigating the 
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ASEAN Handbook, it is still difficult to identify any clear testament on whether trafficking in 

human beings can be seen from the traditional state security perspective or human security 

perspective (ASEAN, 2010). Interesting here is that ASEAN uses the expression genuine 

victim – which neither of the UN or EU does. A reason could be that the UN for instance 

addresses both trafficking and illegal migration in the Convention as well as Strategy, while 

ASEAN only addresses human trafficking in their documents. Yet, Fairclough, as I have 

explained, mean that using specific words is not just a choice, but has an ideological 

background. Maybe is it not a coincidence that ASEAN uses the word genuine. Another 

reason ASEAN uses this notion could be to make a distinction between those who fall victims 

of this sort of crime and those who chose to be part of illicit business; such as prostitution, 

illegal migration or undeclared work.  

Going back to where we were, there is a section in the beginning of the 2004 Declaration in 

which ASEAN identify the following; 

“HEREBY DECLARE, to the extent permitted by their respective domestic laws and policies, 

to undertake concerted efforts to effectively address an emerging regional problem, namely 

the trafficking in persons, particularly women and children, through the following measures” 

(ASEAN, 2004, p; 1). 

However, just like the first example express a statement that could lean towards the modern 

perspective; the latter statement leans towards the more traditional view of security. One can 

thus ask if it is evidence enough to say that ASEAN head towards any of the directions. My 

interpretation of how ASEAN understand TIP to be a threat towards human rights or the state 

is therefore that it is a threat of some kind, but that it is difficult to put a title on what sort of 

threat it is. Which then differ from EU since my interpretation there is that it leans towards the 

human security perspective, thus goes hand in hand with my interpretation that the UN also 

stands somewhere in between. 

Trying to locate how ASEAN understand human trafficking as a crime, article 5 in the 2004 

Declaration states that perpetrators of and victims of trafficking shall be distinguished. 

Thereafter shall victims be provided with appropriate humanely assistance (ASEAN, 2004, p; 

2). The ASEAN Handbook does overall handle the legal response and express nothing else 

than was just discovered in the 2004 Declaration. There is a section in chapter 3 of the 

Handbook, “the rights of suspects and persons charged with criminal offences” that touches 
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the criminal defenders; but it only declare how to respond on those arrested for commitment 

of crime and not to those who are exposed to the crime (ASEAN, 2010, p; 47-48). With the 

expression genuine victims in mind, I would be nothing than surprised if ASEAN were to see 

trafficked persons as criminals. Especially when ASEAN also underpins that the perpetrators 

and the victims shall be distinguished! 

Regarding transnational vs. regional actions both the 2004 Declaration article 1, article 3 and 

article 8 as well as some sections in the Handbook states that regional and international co-

operations are of importance (ASEAN, 2004, p; 2) (ASEAN, 2010):  

“…the urgent need for a comprehensive regional approach to prevent and to combat 

trafficking in persons, particularly women and children” (ASEAN, 2004, p; 1).  

“To take measures to strengthen regional and international cooperation to prevent and 

combat trafficking in persons” (ASEAN, 2004, p; 2). 

The Handbook is more of a strategy upon the legal framework and in chapter 2.3, “Forms of 

international cooperation relevant to trafficking in persons cases” is embodied. In this guide 

of strategies, different strategies to combat trafficking in persons by co-operation between 

states is embodied and implies strategies such as police-cooperation’s, mutual legal support 

etc. (ASEAN, 2010, p; 22-23). This can be translated into such multi-facet approach Van 

Impe discuss and is also a discourse much like the discourse of the United Nations. It is also 

of interest to see that the EU still distinguishes with its obvious focus in victimized children. 

Especially since this is not identified in the UN and obviously not in the ASEAN either. 

The following dimension legal response was not very easy to identify in the 2004 

Declaration; thus easier to identify in the Handbook. The purpose of the Handbook is to 

encourage the process of mutual legal assistance in ASEAN and to raise awareness among 

ASEAN’s member states in order to increase collaboration over boarders (ASEAN; 2010, p; 

2). Just like the EU has an obvious attention to children exposed to human trafficking, it 

seems as ASEAN put attention to the legal part of approaching human trafficking.  

Moving on by reading the 2004 Declaration, article number 3 shows an example of long- and 

short-term- as well as transnational actions: 

“To undertake regular exchange of views, information sharing on relevant migratory flows, 

trends and pattern, strengthening of border controls and monitoring mechanisms, and the 
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enactment of applicable and necessary legislations” (ASEAN, 2004, p; 2).  

Even article number 4 in the 2004 Declaration states the importance to: 

“…intensify cooperation among our respective immigration and other laws enforcement 

authorities” 

By continuing to read the Handbook one could argue that the whole text is an example on 

how to work in a long-term perspective since it focuses on how to innovate and develop legal 

frameworks of different kind in the continued actions to combat TIP (ASEAN, 2010). It 

touches what role domestic law can play in combination with cross-boarder legal assistance, it 

considerate aspects of human rights and it examines the importance of legal basis for 

extraditions (ASEAN, 2010, p; 42, 47 & 110).  

The final push- and pull factor dimension was not the easiest to discover. There are no articles 

or sections in the 2004 Declaration, nor any sections in the Handbook that clearly embodies 

push- and pull factors. One could argue that sections like the two below are statements that 

could be connected to push- and pull factors.  

“APPRECIATING that a successful campaign against the scourge of trafficking in persons, 

particularly women and children, requires continuing dialogue, exchange of information and 

cooperation among ASEAN” (ASEAN, 2004, p; 1). 

“To undertake regular exchange of views, information sharing on relevant migratory flows, 

trends and pattern, strengthening of border controls and monitoring mechanisms, and the 

enactment of applicable and necessary legislations” (ASEAN, 2004, p; 2). 

As for previous dimensions, it is difficult to say if those parts are obvious enough in order to 

identify how ASEAN identify push- and pull factors. ASEAN does not express push- and pull 

factors per se and the excerpts only highlights the importance of regional collaborations. Once 

transnational actions are implied, push- and pull factors might be recognized since countries 

of origin- transfer- and destination will work together. Yet, even though transnational- and 

regional actions are understood to be an important part in responding to TIP, it seems as if 

push- and pull factors are not recognized by ASEAN!  

So, how do ASEAN understand and respond to human trafficking? There are statements such 

as that victims of trafficking are only victims and not criminals and that transnational as well 
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as national actions and collaborations are of importance. The Handbook also expresses the 

fundamental role legal response play in the anti-trafficking work. However, in contrast to the 

UN or EU there are no clear statements on what role push- and pull factors play. What kind of 

security threat human trafficking is is also difficult to say. Even though one can understand 

that human trafficking is some sort of threat, it seems as ASEAN, together with the UN, 

stands somewhere between the state- and human security perspective.  
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5. CONCLUSION: WHAT CAN WE LEARN FROM THIS 

STUDY?  
The purpose of this study was to examine the understanding of and response to human 

trafficking in the UN, EU and ASEAN. To accomplish this study I used critical discourse 

analysis. First to investigate how the United Nations understood and responded to human 

trafficking and then whether the EU and ASEAN understood and responded to TIP in the 

same way as the United Nations or if there were differences between the three? The 

hypothesis developed, implied that there is a global definition of the phenomenon, but no 

common understanding and response to it due to political and social differences among the 

examined actors. The theoretical framework was applied as the model of analysis and did 

therefore intervene the whole analysis together with the theory developed by Van Impe.  

As we now can see the UN, EU and ASEAN understand and respond to human trafficking in 

an equal, but maybe not in an exact manner. The three organizations generally have the same 

objectives and way to approach human trafficking. The most fundamental differences 

between the UN, EU and ASEAN are how they express and embody their objectives, not what 

objectives their agendas express. This could depend on reasons like wording, transitivity and 

modality. Also, when it comes to the EU is seems as if the human security perspective is in 

focus while the UN and ASEAN stands somewhere in between the state security- and human 

security perspective! Connecting this to my hypothesis, one could argue that the political 

differences such as EU being more of supranational character and ASEAN intergovernmental 

character could be part of this difference. 

The discourse of the United Nations covers all of the dimensions in the model of analysis. 

Playing the role as the most global actor in the world, I do not find it remarkable that UN 

covers all dimensions. The UN probably understands that they are in great need of its 

members to agree and might therefore not be able to narrow its statements too much.  

Furthermore, EU does for instance put attention to victimized children and how to act and 

handle those cases, in a much wider range than the UN and ASEAN. Yet, ASEAN on the 

other hand seems to have a huge focus on the legal framework. Why the EU tend to put 

attention to children while ASEAN on its side put attention to the legal framework is difficult 

to say and I think one must study the two much closer in order to understand why. 

 Push- and pull factors were thus not to find within ASEAN. Amongst the six dimensions, the 
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one just mentioned is the one that differ the most between the three. Otherwise all three cover 

all dimensions, thus by expressing them in different ways. Again, which could depend on 

wording and the fact that they differ politically.  

With the background of this study and the hypothesis in mind – how come that the outcome 

looks the way it does? The first thought that hits me is the fact that the phenomenon is as 

complex as it is and that social practice may be of bigger importance than one might think. 

Observing the result it is obviously not enough that the UN, EU and ASEAN approach human 

trafficking in a, almost, common multi-faceted approach. Especially when we know that the 

number of trafficked persons does not yet decrease. Those three are of course not the only 

actors with solitary affect on the issue as a whole; but in the regions the EU and ASEAN are 

active, all three are of great importance.  

Corruption has been exemplified as one out of several aspects that makes it possible for TIP 

to continue to occur. Officials as well as the police force are actors that are affected by the 

studied documents. From the outside, it is supposed to look as if those who work under the 

documents shall work thereafter – but corruption does thus show that so is not always the 

case. Even if there is to be a “diplomatic-” or “political language” on how to talk about human 

trafficking, at the end of the day some officials let themselves be talked into this illicit 

business and corruption is then a fact.  

Moreover, there is also a risk that examining how the three organizations understand and 

respond to TIP on this level becomes to general. With the result in our hands, what I mean is 

that to see any differences one must maybe go deeper and for instance analyze different 

countries instead of regions. Previously mentioned, all members of the EU and ASEAN are 

members of the UN and that almost all of the countries has signed and/or ratified the Protocol 

to Prevent and Protect. In connection to this, I underpinned that this could be a reason to a 

common response and understanding – but also argued that different political cultures 

amongst the organizations could be reason for the opposite. The result gives us reason to 

believe that the first plays a role in how the UN, EU and ASEAN approach the issue.  

If one were to study the implementation of those discourses, maybe more differences would 

be detected. How does the approach of how the three understand and respond to TIP take 

place in reality? Due to the small differences and the idea that studying the three on this level 

might be to general, there are reasons to believe that more differences are to be found when 
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studying the implementation of the approach and is certainly an area which one can continue 

this study within.  

The analysis was mainly accomplished on a textual level, but to some extent also on a level of 

discourse practice. As I argued in A discussion on limitations, reliability and validity, I knew 

that if I would have been to examine through social practice as well, there is a chance that I 

would have found more/less differences. It seems as one have to go to a deeper level, maybe 

by applying a level of social practice, when searching for differences on how actors 

understand and respond to human trafficking. Different countries do for instance have 

different legal systems and the amount of human trafficking differs between different 

countries. Or, going deeper in the sense of looking at the implementation of the discourses, 

one can see how the actions take place in reality – or don’t take place. Putting statements in 

documents must not be a certain reason it takes place in reality. Maybe here, one can 

understand Van Impe’s reflection that reaching a multi-faceted approach is , if anything, very 

complex. 

Conclusively, Van Impe points out the complexity in reaching a multi-disciplinary approach 

within the EU, but at least it seems as if there is, to some extent, one between the UN, EU and 

ASEAN. Unfortunately it seems as if this is not enough and much more actions towards 

reducing human trafficking need to be done. 
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