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Introduction1

Lisa ANTEBY-YEMINI, Virginie BABY-COLLIN,
Sylvie MAZZELLA, Stéphane MOURLANE, Cédric PARIZOT,

Céline REGNARD & Pierre SINTÈS

Globalization, as a process of accelerated commercial exchanges be-
tween different types of universality, is a long-term phenomenon that is
often seen as part of the 15th century’s Age of Discovery (Grataloup,
2006; Boucheron, 2009). This was the period when ‘world economies’
first began to be organized structurally through trade which led to the
launch of international commerce as a form of capitalism with the
Mediterranean as one of the main marketplaces (Braudel, 1993a,
1993b). In the 19th century, colonization and new industrial revolutions
provided the bases for greater and more concentrated movements of
people and goods (Wallerstein, 2006). The economic and political
upheavals of the 19th and 20th centuries (industrial revolutions, colonial
empires, war, decolonization, etc.) were accompanied by European
migration and mobility which in turn led to the migratory phenomenon
we see today. Simultaneously with intra-European labour migration and
north-south migration across the Mediterranean, the movement of
people ensured the settlement of colonial empires, and later of decoloni-
alized countries. War and conflicts have also caused large displacements
of populations. Over the last half-century, globalization has led to an
unprecedented acceleration of mobility and trade, encouraged as much
by major technological revolutions in transportation and communica-
tions as by the arrival of global capitalism. Globalized migration (Si-
mon, 2008), defined as an unprecedented process of diversification and
intensification of population flows, has transformed not only relations
with otherness – as incarnated by the Other – but also with space and
has thoroughly reconfigured the territories that it has brought into
contact (Sassen, 1991; Lévy, 1999; Urry, 2000; Beck, 2003; Baduel,
2008).

1
The contributors to this volume wish to thank Caroline Mackenzie for her translation
(from French) and correction of the articles published here, and Simon Turner for his
translation (from Italian) of the article by Sandro Rinauro.
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At the same time, with the consolidation of nations during the
19th century, the paradigm of the nation-state led to the installation of
frontiers and establishment of mechanisms for controlling territories and
identifying individuals in Europe and colonial empires (Foucher, 1986;
Noiriel, 1992; Schnapper, 2001, About and Denis 2010). Tensions
caused by increased movements of persons and goods and the closure of
frontiers are again part of our reality today, as can be seen in current
control and surveillance systems, often considered as the outcome of
post-modernity, including biometric identification systems. Paradoxical-
ly, acceleration of mobilities is paralleled by a proliferation of controls
that restrict movement and are made acceptable by doxa on the ‘risk’
that migration represents (Beck, 2003). Contemporary controls of
mobility have drastically concentrated the operation and manifestations
of national frontiers and frontier lines (borders) at strategic points
(airports, maritime straits, islands). Extending both without and within
the limits of national territory, frontiers are now flexible and multiple,
pixellized and networked (Cuttita, 2006; Bigo, Bocco & Piermay, 2010).
Control mechanisms at frontiers increasingly focus on the status of
migrants (‘illegal’, ‘without papers’, asylum seekers’, clandestine
workers’, visa holders, ‘legal’ or legitimate, etc.) and thus make it
possible to detach the frontier from the territory and attach it to the
individual. Thus, to a certain extent, each person carries the frontier ‘on
the sole of their shoes’ and sets it down at the place where they take up
residence.

This collection challenges the paradoxical articulation between, on
the one hand, generalized mobilities and, on the other, processes by
which controls are reinforced along frontiers profoundly transformed in
their manifestations and operations, as part of long-term dynamics from
the 19th to the 21st century. The Mediterranean in which this reflection
has been constructed is a rich laboratory for observing these tensions
between circulation and closure, and their consequences for practices as
well as for construction of identities for the principal actors: migrants.

In order to study this paradox, we must take into account the ways in
which the players evolve. In Europe, the tightening of external frontiers
plays an integral role in complex processes that include not only nation-
al tactics, but also regional Euro-Mediterranean economic strategies and
issues relating to European integration (Ritaine, 2012). In mobilizing
supra- and infra-national political and institutional actors, the installa-
tion of control systems can no longer be analyzed uniquely from the
perspective of a single nation (Wolff, 2008). Nevertheless we must
recognize that, even if the role of nation-states remains essential today,
nations are no longer masters of their territories and frontiers (Brown,
2009). The construction of the European area for free circulation goes
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hand-in-hand with the process of internalization and externalization of
frontiers. Although European citizens are able to travel freely through-
out the EU, ‘others’ are obliged to submit to controls which have be-
come increasingly rigorous because of the technology and resources
allocated to this purpose and more widespread throughout the region.
Checks on ‘clandestine migrants’ can be carried out anywhere, and even
in the streets of major cities, proof of the existence of these forms of
internalized frontiers, one of the most tangible manifestations being
detention centres. Externalized frontiers are set up through the transfer
of identity controls to southern and eastern Mediterranean countries,
which allows the modification of migrant flows – a phenomenon seen in
other regions around the world (Audebert and Robin, 2009). Given the 
changes occurring in the construction of the European community and
in the acceleration of economic growth in Northern Mediterranean
countries, certain emigration regions became attractive regions for
immigration since the 1980s (Wihtol de Wenden, 2009) – notably Spain,
Italy and Greece, today facing a serious economic crisis – and moves
towards tightening and externalizing Europe’s outer frontiers contributes
to the consolidation of zones where migrants gather on the Southern
Mediterranean coast and in North African and Middle Eastern countries.
These countries are not only transit zones but also, increasingly, areas
for long-term settlement for migrants, creating holding ‘nets’ in ‘buffer
countries’ located at the gates of Fortress Europe (Bredeloup and Pliez,
2005; Bel Air, 2006). In conflict zones, the multiplication and growing
sophistication of control systems used to control and filter the passage of
people provides opportunities for new forms of mobility, the Israeli-
Palestinian zone being the most obvious example (Latte Abdallah and
Parizot, 2011). The frontiers of the globalized world are therefore
transforming control territories in the Mediterranean, not only because
new systems are being deployed, but also because they must be con-
stantly readjusted in order to take into account changes in crossing
practices and the reorientation of flows adopted by migrant groups. The
methods and practices used by migrants for crossing or avoiding fron-
tiers have become more complex with each change in control systems
(movement of frontiers, creation of inland detention centres, etc.) and
with the evolution of crossings and passages in line with the greater
sophistication of control systems (biometric, profiling, etc.) (Bigo,
1996). Areas defined by frontiers cannot be observed without taking into
account the practices and reality of the actors involved. And yet the
journeys taken by migrant are becoming less linear (from the point of
departure and the point of arrival) and more complex in terms of time
required, as they are forced to retrace their steps, wander in search of
alternatives, or settle in transit zones, all the while multiplying and
renewing points of departure, transit and arrival.
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Finally, this collection of papers highlights the transformation of spa-
tial and temporal perceptions and practices by migrant populations. The
introduction of increasingly complex and many-layered processes of
control has had a fundamental impact on their experience. The way that
they perceive and understand territories varies according to the status of
each person, their rights and their ability to travel, whether in the urban
area where they live or at international frontier crossings. Further, these
differences highlight the emergence of new categories of mobile and
immobile, legal and illegal migrants (Bauman, 1999). The establishment
of different and specific forms of restriction and mobility contributes to
growing differences in the way they experience territorial spaces, be-
cause of their personal bio-social profile. When their mobility is restrict-
ed or blocked, actors will sometimes react by developing various rus-
es, skills, tactics (de Certeau et al., 2002) and strategies of adaptation,
avoidance, resistance or combat: adopting new itineraries, taking differ-
ent routes, becoming invisible in order to avoid changes in control
points. They are forced to be inventive and innovative in order to over-
come geographical obstacles and navigate their way through the various
types of status defined by legislation or regulations, and this in turn
leads to the presence of new intermediaries at the frontiers (smugglers,
mafia, recruitment agencies, producers of false papers, etc. (Andreas,
2001)). Thus new business opportunities emerge for trafficking using
informal actors and activities that seek to circumvent sophisticated
systems for controlling the passage of migrants and to turn them to their
advantage through retroactive dynamics (Shamir, 2005). In their daily
life, migrants need to develop new strategies of mobility in order to
overcome fear, isolation, and invisibility in response to the location and
disposition of control points. They must deal with shifting territories,
find new groups that will allow them to integrate the society in which
they land, or to discover new opportunities for moving on by developing
or making use of renewed transnational links.

Increased transnational circulation of migrants, experienced by those
who are sometimes unable to find their place to settle anywhere, chal-
lenges current theories about social integration. It questions the too
long-dominant paradigm that immigrants can be assimilated and will
identify with the diaspora, and invites empirical research into how
transnational social fields are constituted by taking advantage of the
very abundant literature produced by Anglo-Saxon research since the
1990s (e.g. Basch et al., 1994; Glick Schiller and Wimmer, 2002). The
process of memorial reactivation within migrant groups is based on the
dynamics of circulation between areas of departure and of settlement
and on the process of reshaped identities that are inherent with uncer-
tainty over personal origins.
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With this collection of articles, we find ourselves at the interface
where we can observe the transformation of frontiers and controls of
passage, on the one hand, and the nature of reactions, transgressions, re-
appropriations, and innovations used by migrants, societies and the
economic opportunities that they generate, on the other.

The originality of the volume is threefold. First, it makes it possible
to sidestep the opposition of, on one side, the study of institutional
systems and political processes involved in the construction of frontiers
and territories to, on the other, the study of the daily practices of ordi-
nary people who must travel differently by showing how the two inter-
act. It is these interactions, whether they represent dialogue or conflict,
between ‘bottom-up’ and ‘top-down’ dynamics where reconfigurations
of territories and methods and practices for their management occur.
Second, the dynamism of these processes, as a move towards setting
them within the context of the last two centuries, also permits a discus-
sion of the theoretical novelty of processes thought to be long term
structures. Finally, and the third originality of our approach, the Medi-
terranean region in its broadest sense, to which this volume is mainly
dedicated, allows us to adopt a perspective that, if not strictly speaking
comparative, is at least a strong dialogue in that it offers an opportunity
to demonstrate how these processes, as identified as shared forms of
comprehension, operate at the local level. Through the studies presented
here describing historically and locally different dynamics, the reader
will be able to distinguish aspects that are specific to the various local,
national and regional contexts identified from those that are specific to
the Mediterranean region or, more widely, to manifestations of contem-
porary globalization. The question is, therefore, how to put into perspec-
tive what is ‘new’ and what is ‘global’ in these transformations
(Beaujard et al., 2009), in order to re-establish the value given to the
specificities of their local manifestations, as part of their historical
definition, and to avoid the pitfalls of making generalizations without
ignoring the theoretical opportunities. Our observation of the daily
readjustments by ordinary people demands that we re-evaluate any
approach based on ‘top-down’ diversity as part of a process of globali-
zation that often becomes too engulfing when seen ‘from above’.

In order to respond to these aspirations, this volume has been com-
piled on the basis of a multidisciplinary reflection bringing together
historians, geographers, sociologists and anthropologists who have
participated in a transversal research programme within the Maison
méditerranéennne des sciences de l’homme (MMSH), Aix-en-Provence
(France) in 2009-2012. This is thus one of the group’s publications.2 The

2
The transversal programme MIMED (Places and territories of migrations in the
Mediterranean, 19th to 20th centuries) brought together researchers from four MMSH
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fifteen contributions presented in this collection have been grouped
under four themes which confront, without seeking to be exhaustive, by
taking different references in terms of perspectives and temporalities, a
variety of local contexts in countries in the Northern (France, Greece,
Italy, Spain) and Southern (Morocco, Tunisia) Mediterranean as well as
in its Eastern region (Israeli-Palestinian region, Lebanon) and, for the
purposes of comparison, the United States.

The first section, Mobility and Systems of Control, analyzes changes
in institutional practices in controlling frontiers. Moving from a regime
of free circulation to one of permanent controls, during the period
(1880-1930) of the development of nation-states, these practices have
given rise, in Europe since the mid-1990s, to new forms of externalized
and negotiated political controls in the Euro-Mediterranean region.
These recent changes included systems that became more and more
elaborate and which are analyzed in the second section: Mobility and the
Border Economy. Based on field studies in small local communities, this
group of articles seeks to explain how mobile frontier populations
bypass and re-appropriate the inherent weaknesses within frontier
control systems and how these have an influence on the way these same
systems are then readjusted. It also puts into perspective the wide range
of institutional and non-institutional, formal and informal actors who are
involved in the current operation of control systems at the frontiers of
Europe and the Mediterranean. Taking a lateral approach to the urban
areas where ‘illegal’ migrants tend to settle, the third section, Beyond
State borders, migrant’s mobility in everyday life, shows how frontiers
have become part of individual migrants’ corporal existence and defined
by their status (irregular, asylum seekers, clandestine minors, etc.). The
practices, commentaries and representations of vulnerable migrants lie
at the heart of these contributions which analyze, with their relations
with the ‘other’, the tactics and strategies used to overcome the many
legal, symbolic and moral frontiers they face in everyday life and the
ways in which they contribute to the reconstruction of identity and

laboratories: Institut de recherches et d’études sur le monde arabe et musulman
(IREMAM), Institut d’ethnologie méditerranéenne, européenne et comparative
(IDEMEC), Laboratoire méditerranéen de sociologie (LAMES) and Temps, espaces,
langages, Europe méridionale-méditerranéenne (TELEMMe). Logistical and
financial support was provided by MMSH, the 4 laboratories, and 3 partner
laboratories (MIGRINTER, ART-DEV, and LEST), several of whose researchers
being closely associated with the project, and by the University of Provence and the
Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur Regional Council. The coordinators also wish to thank
the Centre de Recherches Français de Jérusalem (CRFJ) for its support and facilities
offered for the international seminar (June 2011) on the theme “Territorial and
Border Configurations to the test of Mobility and Migration, 19-21st centuries”
during which the idea for this volume was launched.
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society. And finally, the role of memorial events in the construction of
identity, appropriation and territorial dynamics of countries of origin
and of destination is the theme for the last section, Memory and Migra-
tion, Memory of Migrations, in which different spatial and temporal
contexts are examined through the prism of a polyphony of identities
invoked by memories of the past.
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