
Jo
ur

na
l o

f M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 S
tu

di
es

Th
e 

Jo
ur

na
l o

f M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 S
tu

di
es

 is
 a

n 
in

te
rd

is
ci

pl
in

ar
y 

jo
ur

na
l p

ub
lis

he
d

tw
ic

e 
ye

ar
ly

. I
t i

s 
sp

ec
ifi

ca
lly

 a
im

ed
 a

t s
ch

ol
ar

s 
w

ho
se

 p
ro

fe
ss

io
na

l a
ca

de
m

ic
 i

nt
er

es
ts

ar
e 

co
nc

er
ne

d 
w

ith
 M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
 s

oc
ie

tie
s 

an
d 

cu
ltu

re
s 

w
ith

in
 th

e 
fie

ld
s 

of
 S

oc
ia

l
An

th
ro

po
lo

gy
, 

C
la

ss
ic

s,
 A

rc
ha

eo
lo

gy
, H

is
to

ry
, P

op
ul

ar
 A

rt,
 a

nd
 L

ite
ra

tu
re

. 
Th

e
jo

ur
na

l i
nt

en
ds

 to
 p

ro
vi

de
 a

 fo
ru

m
 w

he
re

by
 s

ch
ol

ar
s 

w
or

ki
ng

 in
 a

ca
de

m
ic

al
ly

 a
nd

ge
og

ra
ph

ic
al

ly
 c

on
tig

uo
us

 a
re

as
 c

an
 e

xp
lo

re
, 

an
d 

be
 e

xp
os

ed
 t

o,
 p

ar
al

le
l 

an
d 

re
la

te
d

th
eo

re
tic

al
 i

ss
ue

s.
 It

 se
ts

 o
ut

 to
 e

st
ab

lis
h 

a 
fra

m
ew

or
k 

fo
r i

nt
er

di
sc

ip
lin

ar
y 

di
sc

us
si

on
,

pa
rti

cu
la

rly
 im

po
rta

nt
 w

he
n 

st
ud

yi
ng

 M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 s
oc

ie
tie

s 
an

d 
cu

ltu
re

s,
 a

nd
 to

en
co

ur
ag

e 
di

al
og

ue
 b

et
w

ee
n 

ac
ad

em
ic

s 
ba

se
d 

in
 N

or
th

 A
m

er
ic

an
 a

nd
 N

or
th

 E
ur

op
ea

n
U

ni
ve

rs
iti

es
 a

nd
 in

 M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 o
ne

s.
Th

e 
jo

ur
na

l s
er

ie
s 

co
ns

is
ts

 o
f s

pe
ci

al
 is

su
es

 d
ev

ot
ed

 t
o 

pa
rti

cu
la

r 
to

pi
cs

/d
is

ci
pl

in
es

,
an

d 
ge

ne
ra

l i
ss

ue
s 

co
ns

is
tin

g 
of

 a
rti

cl
es

 s
ub

m
itt

ed
 fo

r p
ub

lic
at

io
n.

 S
om

e 
is

su
es

 a
ls

o
co

nt
ai

n 
a 

di
sc

us
si

on
 s

ec
tio

n 
w

he
re

 p
ar

tic
ul

ar
ly

 n
ot

ab
le

 o
r t

he
or

et
ic

al
ly

 in
no

va
tiv

e
pu

bl
ic

at
io

ns
 a

re
 e

xt
en

si
ve

ly
 r

ev
ie

w
ed

 a
nd

 p
la

ce
d 

w
ith

in
 th

e 
ov

er
al

l c
on

te
xt

 o
f t

he
au

th
or

's 
w

or
k.

 T
o 

en
co

ur
ag

e 
di

al
og

ue
, 

th
e 

au
th

or
 is

 g
iv

en
 th

e 
op

po
rtu

ni
ty

 to
 re

pl
y

to
 tl

ie
 re

vi
ew

er
's 

co
m

m
en

ts
 i

n 
th

e 
sa

m
e 

is
su

e.
 T

he
 p

rim
ar

y 
la

ng
ua

ge
 o

f p
ub

lic
at

io
n

is
 E

ng
lis

h,
 b

ut
 c

on
si

de
ra

tio
n 

w
ill 

be
 g

iv
en

 to
 th

e 
in

cl
us

io
n 

of
 a

 re
st

ric
te

d 
nu

m
be

r 
of

ar
tic

le
s 

in
 F

re
nc

h 
an

d 
lta

lia
n.

 P
ar

tic
ul

ar
ly

 n
ot

ab
le

 a
¡ti

cl
es

 s
ub

m
itt

ed
 i

n 
ot

he
r 

la
ng

ua
ge

s
m

ay
 a

ls
o 

be
 tr

an
sl

at
ed

rin
to

 E
ng

lis
h.

Th
e 

Jo
ur

na
l o

f M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 S
tu

di
es

 w
el

co
m

es
 th

e 
su

bm
is

si
on

 o
f p

ap
er

s
de

al
in

g 
w

ith
 th

e 
hi

st
or

y,
 c

ul
tu

re
s 

an
d 

so
ci

et
ie

s 
of

 th
e 

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 w
or

ld
. A

II
pa

pe
rs

 a
re

 ie
fe

re
ed

 b
y 

sp
ec

ia
lis

ts
 in

 th
e 

fie
ld

. e
-m

ai
l: 

ed
ito

r-j
m

s@
um

.e
du

.m
t

Ar
tic

le
s 

ap
pç

ai
ìn

g 
in

 th
is

 jo
ur

na
l a

re
 a

bs
tra

ct
ed

 a
nd

 in
de

xe
d 

in
 A

nt
hr

op
ol

og
íc

al
 In

ile
x

O
nl

ín
e,

 H
is

tq
Ti

tø
l.A

bs
tra

ct
s 

an
d,

 S
oc

io
lo

gi
ca

l 
Ab

st
ra

ct
s 

(S
A)

. T
he

 la
tte

r 
is

 a
va

ila
bl

e
to

 re
se

ar
óh

er
s 

,in
 p

rin
t, 

on
 li

ne
, a

nd
 o

n 
C

D
-R

O
M

. T
Ite

 J
ou

rn
al

 o
f M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
St

ud
ie

s 
al

so
'a

pþ
ea

rs
 in

 In
te

rn
at

io
na

l B
ib

lio
gr

ap
hy

 o
f t

he
 S

oc
ía

l S
cí

en
ce

s,
 C

ur
re

nt
C

on
te

nt
sl

Ar
ts

 a
ni

il 
H

um
øn

iti
es

, 
an

d 
th

e 
Ar

ts
 &

 H
um

øn
ítì

es
 C

íta
tío

n 
In

ile
x.

Si
ng

le
 c

oþ
ie

s,
of

, *
tl"

t"s
 ín

 th
e 

Jo
ur

na
l o

f M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 S
îu

di
es

 b
y 

bo
na

 fi
de

ac
ad

em
ic

 ie
se

¿i
Lr

bh
er

s 
fo

r 
pe

rs
on

al
 s

tu
dy

 p
ur

po
se

s 
m

ay
 b

e 
ef

fe
ct

ed
 f

re
e 

of
 c

op
yr

ig
ht

ch
ar

ge
s 

pr
ov

id
ed

 th
at

 (i
) n

o 
m

or
e 

th
an

 2
5V

o 
of

 th
e 

te
xt

 o
f a

n 
is

su
e 

of
 th

e 
Jo

ur
na

l 
or

(ii
) n

o 
riì

or
e 

th
an

 tw
o 

ar
tic

le
s 

fro
m

 s
uc

h 
an

 is
su

e 
ar

e 
co

pi
ed

. F
or

, a
nd

 p
rio

r t
o,

ph
ot

oð
op

yi
ng

 it
èm

s 
fo

r e
du

ca
tio

na
l c

la
ss

ro
om

 u
se

, p
le

as
e 

co
nt

ac
t t

he
 C

op
yr

ig
ht

C
le

ar
an

ie
 ie

nt
 e

, C
us

to
m

er
 S

er
vi

ce
, 2

22
 R

os
ew

oo
d 

D
riv

e,
 D

an
ve

rs
 M

A 
01

92
3,

U
SA

. (
50

8)
75

0-
84

00
. 

Fa
x 

(5
08

)7
50

-4
47

0.

Ty
pe

se
tti

ng
 b

y 
M

al
ta

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

ub
lis

hi
ng

Pr
in

te
d 

in
 M

al
ta

 b
y 

Pr
og

re
ss

 P
re

ss
 L

td
.

C
op

yr
ig

ht
 @

 M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 In
st

itu
te

, 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 o
f M

al
ta

 
IS

SN
: 

10
16

-3
47

6

Jo
ur

na
l o

f
M

ed
ite

rrA
ne

an
St

ud
ie

s
H

IS
TO

R
Y,

 C
U

U
TU

R
E 

AN
D

 S
O

C
IE

TY
IN

 T
H

E 
M

ED
IT

ER
R

AN
EA

N
 V

/O
R

LD

Sp
ec

ia
l I

ss
ue

R
ef

le
ct

in
g 

An
th

ro
po

lo
gy

 i
n 

th
e 

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an



C
ha

irm
an

 o
f t

he
 M

ed
ite

ta
ne

an
In

st
iÍu

te
 B

oa
rd

:
Pa

ul
 S

an
t C

as
si

a

Is
su

e 
Ed

ifo
rs

:
W

illi
am

 K
av

an
ag

h,
Ju

tta
 L

au
th

 B
ac

as
, &

 P
au

l C
lo

ug
h

E 
¡li

to
ría

l W
or

ki
ng

 G
ro

up
 :

A.
 B

on
an

no
P.

 C
lo

ug
h 

(C
ha

irm
an

)
V.

 A
. C

re
m

on
a

C
. D

al
li

M
. A

. F
al

zo
n

H
. F

re
nd

o
R

. F
sa

dn
i

S.
 M

er
ci

ec
a 

,,'

J.
 S

ch
em

br
i

A.
 S

pi
te

ri
C

. V
as

sa
llo

D
. Z

am
m

it 
i

R
ev

ie
w

s 
ES

ito
,r:

H
. F

re
nd

o

Pu
bl

is
he

d.
l¡v

:' 
t,.

 '
tt 

,

Th
e 

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
ah

'ln
st

itu
te

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 o

f M
al

ta

Pr
od

uc
ed

"b
y;

 ,
 

,

M
al

ta
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
ub

lis
hi

ng

Ad
m

ín
ßt

rø
to

r:
R

. B
ar

to
lo

In
te

rn
at

ia
na

l 
Ed

ito
ria

l A
dv

ß 
or

y 
B 

oa
rd

 :
J.

 B
oi

ss
ev

ai
n 

(A
m

st
er

da
m

)
G

. B
on

om
o 

(P
al

er
m

o)
H

. B
re

sc
 (

N
ic

e)
M

. C
on

st
an

to
ud

ak
i-K

itr
om

ilid
es

 
(A

th
en

s)
R

. C
or

m
ac

k 
(C

ou
rta

ul
d 

In
st

itu
te

, L
on

do
n)

P.
 G

ia
nf

ro
tta

 (
R

om
e)

J.
 G

oo
dy

 (
C

am
br

id
ge

)
M

. H
er

zf
el

d 
(H

ar
va

rd
)

D
. H

ol
to

n 
(C

am
br

id
ge

)
R

. H
ud

so
n 

(D
ur

ha
m

)
C

. L
is

ón
 T

ol
os

an
a 

(M
ad

rid
)

C
. M

al
on

e 
(Q

ue
en

's 
U

ni
ve

rs
ity

)
M

. M
ar

te
lli 

C
ris

to
fa

ni
 (

U
rb

in
o)

M
. M

es
lin

 (P
ar

is
, S

or
bo

nn
e)

J.
 P

. M
itc

he
ll 

(S
us

se
x)

Pa
ge

 In
yo

ut
:

M
al

ta
 U

ni
ve

rs
ity

 P
ub

lis
hi

ng

Pr
in

te
d:

Pr
og

re
ss

 P
re

ss
 L

td

Jo
ur

na
l o

f M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 S
tu

di
es

Vo
lu

m
e 

22
, N

um
be

r 2
:2

01
3 C

O
N

TE
N

TS

R
ef

le
ct

in
g 

An
th

ro
po

lo
gy

 in
 th

e 
M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
Is

su
e 

Ed
ito

rs
.'W

illi
am

 K
av

an
ag

h,
 J

ut
ta

 L
au

th
 B

ac
as

, a
nd

 P
au

l C
lo

ug
h

Fo
re

w
or

d.
...

.
Pa

ul
 C

lo
ug

h

Ju
tta

 L
au

th
 B

ac
as

Li
di

a 
D

in
a 

Sc
ia

m
a 

22
9

20
7

20
9

W
illi

am
 K

av
an

ag
h:

 A
n 

Ap
pr

ec
ia

tio
n

In
tro

du
ct

io
n 

- N
ew

 R
ef

le
ct

io
ns

 o
n

An
th

ro
po

lo
gy

 i
n 

th
e 

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 .
...

...
...

...
.. 

Ju
tta

 L
au

th
 B

ac
as

 2
15

PA
R

T 
O

N
E:

 R
ef

le
ct

in
g 

on
 A

nt
hr

op
ol

og
y 

in
 th

e 
M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an

Th
e 

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

: T
op

os
 o

r M
ira

ge
?

'T
he

 M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

: A
 W

al
l'.

C
om

m
en

t o
n 

Li
di

a 
D

in
a 

Sc
ia

m
a'

s 
pa

pe
r -

'T
he

 M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

: T
op

os
 o

r M
ira

ge
?'

 ..
...

...
. J

oã
o 

de
 P

in
a 

C
ab

ra
l

Tw
o 

C
ou

nt
rie

s,
 T

hr
ee

 D
ec

ad
es

, O
ne

 A
nt

hr
op

ol
og

is
t:

R
ef

le
ct

io
ns

 o
n 

Fi
el

dw
or

k 
in

Sp
ai

n 
an

d 
Po

rtu
ga

l 
.. 

W
illi

am
 K

av
an

ag
h

H
on

ou
r, 

H
is

to
ry

 a
nd

 th
e 

H
is

to
ry

 o
f

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 A
nt

hr
op

ol
og

y
Pa

ol
a 

Sa
cc

hi
 &

Pi
er

 P
ao

lo
 Y

ia
zz

o
Po

w
er

, 
C

om
rp

tio
n 

an
d 

R
ef

le
xi

ve
 T

ru
th

s:
A 

R
ep

ris
e 

of
 'M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
 C

om
rp

tio
n'

 .
...

...
. D

or
ot

hy
 L

ou
is

e 
Zi

nn
 2

93

PA
R

T 
TW

O
: R

ef
le

ct
in

g 
on

 C
ha

ng
es

 in
 th

e 
M

ei
lit

er
ra

ne
an

Pe
rc

ei
vi

ng
 F

en
ce

s 
an

d 
Ex

pe
rie

nc
in

g 
Bo

rd
er

s 
in

 G
re

ec
e:

A 
D

is
co

ur
se

 o
n 

Irr
eg

ul
ar

 M
ig

ra
tio

n 
ac

ro
ss

Eu
ro

pe
an

 B
or

de
rs

Ju
tta

 L
au

th
 B

ac
as

 3
1924
5

25
3

27
5



Fe
nc

in
g 

in
 th

e 
So

ut
h:

 T
he

 S
tra

it 
of

 G
ib

ra
lta

r 
as

 a
Pa

ra
di

gm
 o

f t
he

 N
ew

 B
or

de
r R

eg
im

e 
in

 th
e

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

M
ob

ilit
ie

s,
 B

ou
nd

ar
ie

s,
 R

el
ig

io
ns

:
Pe

rfo
rm

in
g 

C
om

pa
ris

on
 in

 th
e

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

 .
...

...
...

...
...

..

Fr
an

ce
sc

o 
Va

cc
hi

an
o 

33
7

Fr
an

ce
sc

o 
Ba

ch
is

 &
An

to
ni

o 
M

ar
ia

 P
us

ce
dd

u 
36

5

38
3

40
1

FO
R

EW
O

R
I)

D
ea

r 
R

ea
de

rs
,

Th
is

 is
su

e 
is

 m
y 

la
st

 a
s 

C
ha

irm
an

 o
f t

he
 E

di
to

ria
l W

or
ki

ng
 G

ro
up

 o
f t

he
Jo

ur
na

l o
f M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
 S

tu
di

es
. 

As
 C

ha
irm

an
, I

 w
as

 re
sp

on
si

bl
e 

fo
r e

di
tin

g
al

l G
en

er
al

 i
ss

ue
s,

 a
nd

 fo
r c

om
m

is
si

on
in

g 
Sp

ec
ia

l 
is

su
es

 a
nd

 fa
ci

lit
at

in
g 

th
ei

r
pr

od
uc

tio
n 

at
 M

al
ta

 U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 P

ub
lis

hi
ng

. I
 ch

ai
re

d 
th

e 
Ed

ito
ria

l 
W

or
ki

ng
G

ro
up

 fr
om

 it
s 

fo
rm

at
io

n 
in

 N
ov

em
be

r 
19

98
. 
I h

av
e 

re
si

gn
ed

 a
s 

C
ha

ir,
 a

nd
fro

m
 th

e 
ne

xt
 is

su
e,

 V
ol

um
e 

23
, N

um
be

r 1
,2

01
4,

 J
M

S 
w

ill 
be

 e
di

te
d 

by
D

r. 
Je

an
-P

au
l B

al
da

cc
hi

no
, a

s 
so

le
 E

di
to

r 
re

sp
on

si
bl

e 
to

 a
 n

ew
 E

di
to

ria
l

Bo
ar

d 
ap

po
in

te
d 

by
 th

e 
M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
 I

ns
tit

ut
e.

 T
hu

s,
 a

n 
er

a 
co

m
es

 to
 a

cl
os

e 
at

 J
M

S,
 w

hi
ch

 b
eg

an
 w

ith
 V

ol
um

e 
9,

 N
um

be
r 2

, 1
99

9,
 a

nd
 e

nd
s 

w
ith

th
is

 is
su

e,
 V

ol
um

e 
22

, N
um

be
r 

2,
 2

01
3.

It 
ha

s 
be

en
 m

ar
ke

d 
by

 th
e 

tru
ly

in
te

rn
at

io
na

l n
at

ur
e 

of
 J

M
S 

pu
bl

ic
at

io
n 

on
 th

e 
M

ed
ite

rra
ne

an
 r

eg
io

n.
O

n 
le

av
in

g 
th

e 
jo

um
al

, I
 w

is
h 

to
 th

an
k 

al
l t

ho
se

 w
ho

 h
av

e 
gi

ve
n 

im
po

rta
nt

he
lp

 in
 e

di
tin

g 
th

e 
jo

ur
na

l s
in

ce
 1

99
8.

 I 
pa

rti
cu

la
rly

 w
is

h 
to

 th
an

k 
th

os
e 

ot
he

r
m

em
be

rs
 o

f t
he

 E
di

to
ria

l W
or

ki
ng

 G
ro

up
 w

ho
 e

di
te

d 
is

su
es

, i
nc

lu
di

ng
 A

nt
ho

ny
Sp

ite
ri 

(V
ol

um
e 

11
, N

um
be

r l
), 

D
av

id
 Z

am
m

iI 
(V

ol
um

e 
17

, N
um

be
r 

2)
, a

nd
An

th
on

y 
Bo

na
nn

o 
(w

ho
 c

o-
ed

ite
d 

th
e 

fir
st

 is
su

e 
of

 1
99

9 
an

d 
he

lp
ed

 m
e 

w
ith

Vo
lu

m
e 

17
, N

um
be

r 1
). 

Ab
ov

e 
al

l, 
m

y 
th

an
ks

 g
o 

to
 m

y 
co

lle
ag

ue
 o

n 
th

e
W

or
ki

ng
 G

ro
up

, C
ar

m
el

 V
as

sa
llo

, f
or

 e
di

tin
g 

si
x 

is
su

es
 o

f m
ar

iti
m

e 
hi

st
or

y-
Vo

lu
m

e 
10

, N
um

be
rs

 1
/2

; V
ol

um
e 

12
, N

um
be

r 2
; V

ol
um

e 
16

, N
um

be
rs

 l/
2;

 a
nd

 V
ol

um
e 

19
, N

um
be

r 
2.

 C
ar

m
el

 b
ro

ug
ht

 to
 J

M
S 

hi
s 

w
or

k 
as

 c
on

ve
no

r
of

 th
e 

M
ed

ite
ffa

ne
an

 M
ar

iti
m

e 
H

is
to

ry
 N

et
w

or
k 

(M
M

H
N

), 
w

he
re

 h
e 

ch
os

e
a 

se
le

ct
io

n 
of

 p
ap

er
s 

fro
m

 it
s 

pe
rio

di
c 

co
nf

er
en

ce
s 

fo
r p

ee
r 

re
vi

ew
 b

y 
an

in
te

rn
at

io
na

l g
ro

up
 o

f h
is

to
ria

ns
, e

st
ab

lis
hi

ng
 J

M
S 

as
 a

 c
en

tra
l s

ite
 o

f m
ar

iti
m

e
re

se
ar

ch
. L

as
tly

, 
ve

ry
 s

pe
ci

al
 t

ha
nk

s 
go

 to
 tb

re
e 

m
em

be
rs

 o
f t

he
 In

te
m

at
io

na
l

Ed
ito

ria
l A

dv
is

or
y 

Bo
ar

d-
Jo

n 
M

itc
he

ll,
 J

er
em

y 
Bo

is
se

va
in

 a
nd

 M
ic

ha
el

H
er

zf
el

d.
 J

er
em

y 
an

d 
M

ic
ha

el
 w

er
e 

ge
ne

ro
us

 in
 a

ns
w

er
in

g 
m

y 
ca

lls
 fo

r a
dv

ic
e

an
d 

ta
ki

ng
 o

n 
w

or
k 

as
 p

ee
r r

ev
ie

w
er

s.
 J

on
 w

as
 th

e 
ed

ito
r 

of
 a

 s
em

in
al

 S
pe

ci
al

is
su

e 
(V

ol
um

e 
12

, N
um

be
r l

), 
M

od
er

ni
tie

s 
in

 th
e 

M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

. H
e 

ha
s

be
en

 s
el

fle
ss

 in
 g

iv
in

g 
JM

S 
hi

s 
tim

e 
to

 p
ee

r 
re

vi
ew

 s
ub

m
itt

ed
 p

ap
er

s 
an

d
to

 se
ek

 o
ut

 p
ot

en
tia

l p
ap

er
s 

fo
r s

ub
m

is
si

on
 t

o 
JM

S.
I t

ak
e 

th
is

 o
pp

or
tu

ni
ty

 t
o 

ex
pr

es
s 

m
y 

gr
at

ifu
de

 fo
r t

he
 w

or
k 

of
 tw

o
of

 o
ur

 g
ue

st
 e

di
to

rs
, 

Ju
tta

 L
au

th
 B

ac
as

 a
nd

 th
e 

la
te

 V
/il

lia
m

 K
av

an
ag

h.
 A

s
co

-c
on

ve
no

rs
 o

f t
he

 M
ed

ite
rra

ne
an

is
t 

N
et

w
or

k 
(M

ed
ne

t) 
of

 th
e 

Eu
ro

pe
an

As
so

ci
at

io
n 

of
 S

oc
ia

l A
nt

hr
op

ol
og

is
ts

 (E
AS

A)
, J

ut
ta

 a
nd

'W
illi

am
 e

di
te

d 
t'w

o
Sp

ec
ia

l i
ss

ue
s-

a 
se

le
ct

io
n 

of
 p

ap
er

s 
fro

m
 M

ed
ne

t c
on

fe
re

nc
es

 a
t C

at
an

ia

20
7

So
ut

he
rn

 It
al

y's
 D

ou
bl

e 
Fa

ce
:

A 
C

rit
ic

al
 R

ef
le

ct
io

n.
...

 
...

...
...

 C
ar

lo
 C

ap
el

lo

Au
tre

 o
u 

no
tre

? 
Ap

pr
op

ria
tio

n 
et

 tr
an

sf
or

m
at

io
n

de
 la

 p
al

ou
rd

e 
de

s 
Ph

ilip
pi

ne
s 

da
ns

 la
La

gu
ne

 d
e 

Ve
ni

se
 

...
...

...
...

...
.. 

Ff
or

en
ce

 M
én

ez

N
ot

es
 fo

r C
on

tri
bu

to
rs

In
fo

rm
at

io
n 

fo
r A

dv
qr

ti 
se

rs
C

on
te

nt
s 

of
 P

re
vi

ou
s 

Is
su

e
C

on
te

nt
s 

of
 F

or
th

co
m

in
g 

Is
su

e

42
7

42
8

43
0

43
2



Fencing in the South: The Gibraltar area as a Paradigm 337

Copyright  © 2013 Mediterranean Institute, University of Malta.

Journal of Mediterranean Studies, 2013 ISSN: 1016-3476 Vol. 22, No. 2: 337–364

FENCING IN THE SOUTH: THE STRAIT OF GIBRALTAR
AS A PARADIGM OF THE NEW BORDER REGIME

IN THE MEDITERRANEAN

FRANCESCO VACCHIANO1

Institute of Social Sciences, University of Lisbon

Over the last years the Mediterranean has turned into one of the main sites of
implementation of the new European ‘border regime’. The manufacture of
the new ‘southern frontier’ in Europe is shaping economic, social and political
processes in new ways for the area. Through the ethnography of the transfor-
mations in the social and physical landscape around the Strait of Gibraltar
(particularly at the Moroccan-Spanish border), this contribution puts forward
a reflection upon the multiple levels of action of the contemporary border.
Building on the debate on the new European ‘border regime’ and its fallouts,
I propose a framework to analyse the different devices (legislative, bureau-
cratic, securitarian and conceptual) that compose the ‘border apparatus’ and
how they are functioning in the area of Gibraltar. My aim is to give an
anthropological contribution to reflect on the ways the Mediterranean is
currently being set up as a new borderland, but also to propose a framework
to study bordering processes in other sites.

Introduction: A Growing Fence2

Although it has always been a context of movement and trade, in recent
years the Mediterranean has taken on a new centrality for understanding
the global processes of mobility, transformation and social change. The
Mediterranean is today one of the ‘contact zones’ where the historically-
determined socio-economic differences between Global North and South
are more acute (Jordan Galduf and Antuñano Maruri 2001; Le Boedec
2008; Caruso and Venditto 2008; Moré 2011), but also a site of experimentation
of new policies and practices regarding mobility and control. Throughout
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this area, an intense movement of goods and services is being propelled,
not only by way of free trade agreements, but also through initiatives
which, by attracting capital and investments, encourage the transfer
southwards of broad sectors of the European production. Concurrently,
through the use of the new media, a new transnational audience elaborates
and shares images of oneself and the others, life aspirations and political
representations, building new forms of participation at a distance. To these
flows correspond a major movement of people, who look—as in the case
of tourism—for zones of domesticated otherness, or travel—as in the case
of migrants—in search of different possibilities of life. Nonetheless, following
new and controversial demands of migration ‘management’, the Mediterranean
is now regarded as one of the most emblematic sites where the government
of human mobility is being organized. The ‘middle sea’ (in Arabic al-
Bah. r al-Abyad.  al-Mutawassit.),3 historical place of exchanges, clashes,
creolizations and divides, is today the core of a new process of ‘rebordering’
(Suárez-Navaz, 2005), whose consequences are manifold and often
problematic.

In order to account for the growing impact of such dynamics, several
authors have proposed the notion of ‘border regime’ as a comprehensive
definition of the system of regulations and procedures that are being
implemented in order to direct movement and influence its outcomes. While
John Bornemann initially introduced the notion of ‘Grenzregime’ in a reflection
on the historical case of the Berlin Wall (Borneman, 1998), its application
to the changing function of the European frontier was sketched by Brown,
in a discussion on the implications of the European eastward enlargement
(Brown, 2002). In a later contribution, Berg and Ehin defined ‘border regime’
as ‘a system of control, regulating behaviour at the borders’ (2006, p. 54).
Besides this general meaning, the concept has recently seemed appropriate
to describe a more complex set of processes related to border enforcement
and their effects for transforming the relations between territory, state and
sovereignty in contemporary Europe (Balibar 2009; Vaughan-Williams 2009b).
As Étienne Balibar as early as in 2002 remarked, ‘some borders are no
longer situated at the borders at all’ (Balibar, 2002, p. 84). In keeping with
such thinking, Sandro Mezzadra has drawn the attention to the
deterritorialization of the borders and their attitude to produce a ‘selective
and differential inclusion of migrants’ (Mezzadra, 2006, p. 39), while
Euskirchen, Lebuhn and Ray have argued that the European standards for
external border tightening from Schengen onwards have transformed Europe
into a borderland, through mechanisms of ‘re-categorization of spaces and
territories, […] expansion and diversification of the modes of border control
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and enforcement, and a public discourse shaped by distorting representations
of migrants’ (2007, p. 47). Following this line of reflection, Friese and
Mezzadra argue that ‘borders are projected to the outside and stretch their
shadow hundreds of miles further from the geographical lines that delineate
an area such as Europe’ (2010, p. 304).

Against the backdrop of these studies, the frontier is being conceptualized
as a powerful biopolitical tool for selecting and controlling specific classes
of people according to a series of ‘porocratic’ mechanisms combining
obstruction and movement (Papadopoulos, Stephenson, and Tsianos 2008).
Though for Euskirchen, Lebuhn and Ray, their aim is functionally directed
at producing a ‘very flexible and highly disposable transnational labour
force’ (2007, p. 47), Tsianos and Karakayali insist on the broader effects
related to the influences on the ‘cultural self-images and concepts of citizenship
in the new Europe’ (2010, p. 375).4

Although a single rationality or linear causality between purposes and
outcomes is not always clear, we may easily acknowledge that a pervasive
border discipline is influencing not merely the forms of ‘socially produced
motion’ (Cresswell and Merriman, 2011) in the Mediterranean, but also the
ways of wielding sovereignty, perceiving membership and producing
citizenship in Europe and beyond (Suárez-Navaz, 2005). Indeed, the
progression of measures fuelled by the EU in order to direct movement
through borders is impressive. Ever since the first subscribers of the Schengen
Agreement committed themselves to ‘abolish checks at common borders
and transfer them to their external borders’ (art. 17), a sheer border policy
has been undertaken from the Amsterdam Treaty onwards (1997), being
consolidated through the European Councils of Tampere (1999), Seville
(2002) and The Hague (2004). At the same time that the project for an
internal space of ‘freedom, security and justice’—according to the Amsterdam
Treaty prominent formula—was established, ‘the need for a more efficient
management of migration flows at all their stages’ (Tampere Programme,
art. 22, emphasis mine) was acknowledged. As a consequence, The Hague
Programme emphasised the need to ‘tackle at its source illegal immigration’
(art. 23), insisting on the ‘importance of the effective control of the Union’s
future external borders by specialised trained professionals’ (art. 25) and
on ‘fighting illegal immigration and the trafficking of human beings’ (The
Hague Programme, 2004).5  The principle of ‘efficient management’ was
initially sketched throughout some scattered Commission documents (European
Commission 2003; European Commission 2005), and then more clearly
specified in the EU Commission communication ‘Towards a Common
Immigration Policy’ (European Commission 2007), as well as in the so-

07 Francesco Vacchiano (F) 1/15/15, 12:17 PM339



340 Francesco Vacchiano

called ‘return directive’ (European Parliament 2008; for an analysis see
Jiménez Alvarez 2011).

In these documents, a twofold strategy is put forward: on the one hand,
the regular migration of low-, middle- and highly-skilled workers from
‘third countries’ is promoted, in order to compensate labour shortages due
to European demographic and employment trends; on the other, measures
of removal—by means of detention, expulsion or deportation of any ‘third
country national who does not fulfil, or no longer fulfils the conditions of
entry’ (European Parliament 2008)—are implemented. Consequently, European
policy comes forward as strategically oriented at making the most of the
migrant workforce and its multiple contributions—‘legal immigrants contribute
to the economic development of Member States because they are tax payers
and consumers of goods and services’ (European Commission 2007: 8)—
regulating, at the same time, the surplus in the labour market through
removal. As Van Houtum and Pijpers have pointed out, the two main
manifestations of European migration policy are ‘the simultaneous attraction
of economically required and rejection of allegedly market-redundant
immigrants’ (2008, p. 2).

In a time of neoliberal transformation (Harvey 2007, Wacquant 2012), a
regime based on mechanisms of selection and ‘deportability’ (De Genova
2002; 2004) is coherent with the double necessity of providing the market
with flexible, ready-to-use labour force and preventing the long-standing
state engagement for their maintenance. In this sense, the model of the so-
called ‘circular migration’—moulded on the prototype of the ‘Gastarbeiter’
or on the pattern of seasonal migration—seems to constitute the ultimate
reference.6  As a result, a complex system of surveillance technologies and
biometrical techniques, visas and stamps, fences and walls, categories for
classifying people and facilities for grouping them together, as well as a
new set of procedures for their deportation and a new European border
agency has been deployed over the last years. Concurrently, ‘third countries’
have been progressively encouraged to enforce regulations which restrict
overall mobility within and from their territories, joining the European
effort to ‘manage’ its external frontier.

The southern shore of the Mediterranean represents a prime spot to
observe such developments and their outcomes, since it is mainly on the
European ‘southern frontier’ that some of the most critical dynamics related
to mobility and control are being moulded. They consist of a series of
concomitant events that an ethnographic analysis may contribute to dig out
and discuss. Although the European frontier is far from being a new field
of inquiry in the interdisciplinary area of border studies, the ethnography of
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specific border zones still remains a fairly isolated exercise. Through an
anthropological analysis of movement and surveillance in the Gibraltar
area (and namely across the Spanish-Moroccan border), this article aims at
offering a contribution to understand mechanisms and effects of the new
frontier. The importance of fluxes and exchanges around this area, but also
the intense vigilance and the resulting dramatic consequences over the
transiting people, make this place a paradigmatic case of the ongoing
transformations of sovereignty and citizenship in Europe and beyond.

Joining ethnographic vignettes and the study of some specific cases, I
illustrate the articulated system of regulations, procedures and categories
that operate to transform the Strait of Gibraltar (and by extension the whole
Mediterranean) into an ‘apparatus’ aimed at manufacturing forms of prescribed
movement and differential inclusion. With this scope in mind, I describe
the structure of the different devices which compose the contemporary
border regime in the area on the basis of their specific fields of production
and application. Particularly, I propose to analyse the initiatives put in
place through a framework focused on four main domains: legislative (treaties,
agreements, policies, and their consequences); bureaucratic-administrative
(procedures, papers and the actors of the bureaucratic performances);
securitarian (controls, patrols, walls and fences, retention and expulsion
centres and technologies of surveillance), and conceptual (categories,
taxonomies, forms of classification of people and movement, as well as the
constructed evidence they provide). This framework is useful to draw together
different facts and situations—political choices, diplomatic initiatives,
administrative procedures, technical operations, mental representations,
bureaucratic categories, and so forth—carried out by different actors in
very diverse positions, which concur to bring about the actual conditions
that people experience on the ground.

As I will try to show, the deployment of this range of widely diverse
border devices is deeply affecting the social life, the interactions among
people and the human landscape in the area of the Strait of Gibraltar.

Postcards from the Southern Frontier

If we imagine embarking on a ship for a hypothetical coastal trip between
Tangier and Ceuta, the scenery would appear as an extraordinary sequence
of emblematic images, which well portray the social, political and economical
transformations in the area.

Leaving Tangier’s old port, now cleared of trucks and warehouses according
to the pro-tourism renovation plan, we might observe the ‘municipal beach’

07 Francesco Vacchiano (F) 1/15/15, 12:17 PM341



342 Francesco Vacchiano

and its coastline, studded with modern clubs and restaurants frequented by
the new rich and the emerging middle class of the city. Cutting across the
bay, cranes and scaffolds point out the intense ongoing building activity
around the Malabata area: rumours correlate the constant flourishing of
new complexes around the city to the laundering of the blooming hashish-
related profits.

Sailing west, after the Cape of Malabata, following a succession of
beautiful cliffs and the two beaches of Sidi Kankouche and Oued Aliane,
the impressive bulk of the new Tanger-Med Port would appear as in a
strange dream, clashing sharply with the fishing village (and ancient Portuguese
outpost) of Ksar Sghir.

The new port is a giant that has grown up recently and quickly. Built up
in few years in an area that was previously inhabited by mostly small scale
fishermen and peasants, it consists today of two terminals, dedicated to the
storage of containers, passenger traffic and intermodal activities. Its hinterland
is constituted by a series of free-trade zones, which are meant to attract
multinational logistics, manufacturing and distribution firms counting on
duty-free advantages and low-cost workforce. It is in this area—in the free-
zone of Melloussa I—that Renault has recently inaugurated its new Northern
African main plant, expected to produce 400,000 vehicles per year.

After a tall hill and the startling revelation of the beach of Daliya, the
shore becomes harsh and green, due to the Forest of Jebel Moussa. The
area, where the small Perejil Island is located, is well known for two
different stories: first, the territorial conflict between Morocco and Spain,
which caused a diplomatic incident in 2002, when a handful of Moroccan
soldiers occupied the island (and eventually retreated after the Spanish
intervention); second, the fact that the Forest has been at various times the
refuge and the hideaway of Western and Central Africa (but also Indian
and Pakistani) migrants who tried to make it to the neighbouring Spanish
enclave of Ceuta.

The border-fence which wraps the enclave is close to the Moroccan
village of Belyounech and is watched over constantly by Moroccan
soldiers and Spanish officers. It consists of two three to six meter
parallel fences topped with barbed wire and interspersed with watchtowers.
The fence stretches into the sea for about a hundred meters, prolonging
the border in the direction of Gibraltar, which appears neatly on the
opposite side of the Strait. Patrol boats and Coastguard vessels check
the maritime space, while the Guardia Civil look after the Spanish side
of the border. After the September 2005 assault, in which hundreds of
people tried to cross the barrier and five of them were shot dead, this is
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one of the most heavily guarded areas of the European border (Ferrer-
Gallardo and Planet Contreras, 2012).

Our imaginary journey ends in Benzú, inside the enclave, where the
final image of the CETI, the reception centre for immigrants on the top of
the hill, reminds us of the story of the 72 migrants from India who spent
between two and three years in the woods surrounding the Centre for the
fear of being deported, as had previously happened to their compatriots.
After their resistance, and as a consequence of the pressures of public
opinion, NGOs and even the Council of Europe, they ended up being
transferred in small groups to Spain, although without documents or legal
status.7

We stop imagining here and enter reality, in this emblematic exclave of
European territory which lies just opposite the other famous dominion that
gives name to the entire area. Evoking the long history of circulation between
the two shores of the Strait, Gibraltar—the Arab ‘Jabal At.-Ta-riq’—represents
today one of the most exemplary cases of the current process of (re)shaping
sovereignty and movement across the Mediterranean space.

According to the Spanish economist Iñigo Moré, ‘the border between
Spain and Morocco is the more unequal—in economic terms—than the one
between any other EU country or OECD country’ (Moré 2005). For Moré,
this wide disparity ‘sharpens’ the frontier between the two countries. Le
Boedec defines the Strait of Gibraltar as ‘one of the most unequal frontiers
in the world’ (Le Boedec 2008: 2), highlighting—before the recent European
economic crisis—the growing lag between the two shores. Though
acknowledging this divide, Ferrer-Gallardo has also emphasized the multiple
components of this unifying and dividing space, describing the geopolitical,
functional and symbolic dimensions which make of this territory a controversial
place ‘of clashes and alliances’ (Ferrer-Gallardo 2008: 302).

Much more than the designed barrier between Morocco and Spain, Africa
and Europe, South and North, Islam and Christianity, this contested space
is made up by the multiplicity of practices and imaginaries produced along
its contours. The boundary shows here all its ambiguous potentialities,
being a site of separation and production at once. In the following section,
I claim that separation is here a specific mechanism for new forms of
production obtained by way of the border, in many different ways.

A Crossroad of Mobility

The Strait of Gibraltar is traversed by conflicting streams and processes,
which ‘make it an original observation point of the globalisation and its
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effects on the territories’ (Mareï 2012). Every year almost 40,000 freight
trucks and five million people cross the Strait in any direction and for
multiple purposes: from the Spanish ports of Tarifa, Algeciras, Malaga,
Almeria, Motril and Alicante to the autonomous cities of Ceuta and Melilla
and to the Algerian and Moroccan ports of Ghazauoet, Oran, Algiers, Nador,
Al-Hoceima, Tanger and, now, Ksar Sghir, migrants, tourists, businesspeople,
volunteers, transporters, institutions and international agencies officers transit
across the border with relatively low restrictions.

According to the figures provided by the Spanish Dirección General de
Protección Civil y Emergencia, almost two million people and half a million
vehicles went in both directions across the Strait of Gibraltar during the
summer of 2012 alone.8 Among them, Moroccan and Algerian emigrants
returning for holidays constituted the bulk. The impact is so relevant that
the Spanish Ministry of Interior has set up since 1983 a specific assistance
plan named ‘Operación Paso del Estrecho’, primarily oriented to avoid a
massive concentration of passengers and long waiting times (Sempere
Souvannavong, 2011). This goal is pursued by providing an increased number
of circulating ferries and through a better organisation of boarding and
disembarking. Rapidity is thus the best way to organise and prompt further
movement.

Emigrant workers share with tourists the means of transportation across
the Strait: the Mediterranean ports, especially those located in northern
Morocco and in the cities of Ceuta and Melilla, are the main points of
entrance of tourists travelling by sea from Europe to the Maghreb. Tangier
is one of the main gateways of the country, being its port the first passengers’
transit area in Morocco (Silva, Martin, and Salem 2010) and the primary
access point for Moroccan nationals residing abroad (Chattou 2011).

According to statistics made available by the Moroccan Administration
du Tourisme, tourism represents the third source of income for the Moroccan
economy and several national programmes have tried to step up the reception
capacity of the national infrastructures. The littoral strip between Tétouan
and Ceuta (from the villages of Mdiq to Fnideq through the new urbanization
of Marina Smir) has been specifically targeted by large investments in this
field, with the purpose of achieving 42,000 hotel places in 2012. As a
consequence, the transformation of the previously agricultural landscape
has been dramatic over the last few years. Tourist circulation has been
encouraged by promoting the historical and the new tourist sites through
intense marketing in Morocco and abroad, and by making it easier to access
the country in organized tours (for example, by allowing entrance without
a passport).
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Nevertheless, the most ambitious plan for furthering the exchanges around
the area is the Tanger-Med investment, which, as I have already pointed
out, constitutes much more than a port. The Moroccan king Mohammed VI
personally promoted the project in 2002, as a core initiative for propping
up the development of a long-neglected area, in accordance with an aggressive
strategy of attraction of foreign capital. He endorsed the creation of a
public agency, the Agence Spéciale Tanger Méditerranée (TMSA), and
appointed one of his senior personal advisors, Mr. Abdelaziz Meziane Belfqih,
to lead the TMSA’s supervisory board (Piermay, 2009). The agency, provided
with an extraordinary autonomous power, is responsible for planning,
developing and the managing the Tangier-Med port complex, but also the
wide industrial platform that lies behind it. The construction was entrusted
to the French group Bouygues and started in 2003. Port 1, with a capacity
for three million containers per year, was completed in 2007, while the
second unit, qualified for five million containers, was put into activity in
2012. Once fully operational, Tanger Med will be the biggest commercial
port both in Africa and in the Mediterranean. The passenger port is located
between the two terminals of Tangier I and Tangier II and started its operations
in July 2010, with a traffic forecast of seven million passengers and two
million vehicles on a yearly basis (Ducruet, Mohamed-Chérif, and Cherfaoui
2011).

Behind the port area lies the Zone Spéciale de Développement, which
consists of several free-trade zones, dedicated to logistics, manufacturing
and distribution. According to Zemni and Bogaert, in 2011 more than 475
foreign and domestic companies were already settled in the area, not far
from the new ‘Tanger Automotive City’, the complex meant to host the
satellite activities related to the new Renault plant opened in 2012 (Zemni
and Bogaert 2011). A new province, Fahs-Anjra—basically coinciding with
the ‘special development area’—has been created, and it is served by 96
kilometres of new highways, a new expressway connecting the port to the
free-zone of Oued Negro, and a 45-kilometre-long new railway line. In
order to respond to the foreseen demand for housing, probably spawned by
the rapid influx of new workers and their families to the area, an entire new
city has been conceived. Built inland between Tangier and Tétouan, ‘Charfate’
is ‘planned to spread over 1,300 hectares and to host more than 150,000
inhabitants with a potential of 30,000 housing units’ (Ducruet, Mohamed-
Chérif and Cherfaoui 2011: 9).

The project calls for a heavy financial commitment, around 11 billion
dirhams (around 1 billion euros), and was expected to be taken on by
private stakeholders and by the state. Hoverer, capital has been so far
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provided by the Moroccan government (3.5 billion dirhams) and by the
Emirate of Abu Dhabi (300,000 million) (Piermay 2009). The initiative is
conceived as an ambitious strategy to attract foreign investments by providing
a ‘hard’ infrastructure paired with a ‘soft’ regime of tax facilities and low
labour cost.

The proximity of the free-zones to the national borders is a good example
of the relation between quick access of commodities to the international
flows—in the case of the Tanger-Med provided by some of the main world
handlers of maritime transport such as Maersk, CMA-CGM and Hanjin
Shipping (Mareï, 2012)—and the need to constitute a base of workers
which is ‘local’, that is to say, spatially fixed and available to serve as a
workforce under profitable conditions.

As a matter of fact, local people seem to have traditionally interpreted
mobility and border as an extraordinary way to make profit from the historical
‘territorial discontinuities’ (Ferrer-Gallardo, 2008; Ferrer-Gallardo, 2011;
Ferrer-Gallardo and Planet Contreras, 2012) of the region.

Fnideq, November 2011:

At the frontier called ‘Tarahal’, in the place that Moroccans name familiarly
‘Ba-b Sebt.a’ (Ceuta’s door), the quantity of grand-taxi which literally
fill the clearing in front of the border is surprising. On the Moroccan
side, cars marshal in a rather unruly queue, prepared to wait for un-
predictable lengths of time. The fist time that I went through this place,
in 2002, the perimeter of the double fence encompassing the city had
not been completed yet, and many people got to Spain by crossing the
hill above the border gate.

The intense comings and goings echo the geopolitical weight of the
place, not just a boundary between two countries, but an important
access point to the so-called Schengen-Space, although in a still in-
complete way: indeed, according to the convention regulating the en-
trance of Spain into the Schengen system (14 June 1985), Moroccans
residing in Tétouan are allowed to get into the city without a visa
requirement—if remaining for up to 24 hours—but not to step onto the
Peninsula. This opportunity has facilitated, on the one hand, the daily
entrance of Moroccan workers employed in construction (men) and in
domestic assistance (women), and, on the other, a form of circulation
of goods that in Ceuta (and in the other Spanish exclave Melilla) is
chastely referred as ‘comercio atipico’ (atypical commerce). In Mo-
rocco, this same activity is defined as t. raband. o, clear transposition of
the Spanish ‘contrabando’ (smuggling), an occupation which turned
into a prevalently female occupation.
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To the left of the waiting cars, our gaze is soon attracted by the agglomerations
of women, some wearing the traditional jiblι- dress, others muth. ajiba-t
(wearing veil and Moroccan jella-ba). They walk hunched over, with
their back bent under huge loads tied to the body with ropes and adhe-
sive tape. They are the ones who the press likes to call ‘femmes-mulets’
(‘mulewomen’), and who in Morocco are called, in a hardly less disre-
spectful tone, braghdiya-t, a word that some sources attribute to the
Italian ‘brigante’ (‘bandit’). They are women of all ages, unemployed or
with occasional jobs, often widows or divorced breadwinners, but also
women that, facing the perspective of misery of their household, decide
to employ their body capital to make ends meet. They arrive at the gate
early in the morning, and make for the warehouses of Ceuta’s commer-
cial zone. They buy and carry almost everything: food, drinks, clothes,
perfumes, shoes, blankets and sheets, soap and washing products, car
spare parts and electronic products, but also various used materials which
may be sold in Morocco. They sometimes tie huge loads to their body,
so as to keep their hands free to carry more bags. They transport the
goods across the frontier, from Ceuta to Morocco, delivering them to
traders who pay them between 50 and 100 dirhams (5 to 10 euros),
depending on the weight. They collect money for a new order and leave
again, for two-three times per day, from Monday to Thursday.

From a legal point of view this is not smuggling. Even if Ceuta is a
duty-free area, Morocco does not recognize an official commercial custom
with the city (that would mean to admit Spanish legitimacy over the territory).
Ceuta’s traders duly sell untaxed and VAT-exempt products ‘for personal
use’ and in accordance with the individual capacity to carry them. The
profit is remarkable for all, except maybe for the carriers: it is estimated
that products for a value that exceeds 1,400 million Euros are traded across
the borders between Morocco and the two territories of Ceuta and Melilla
every year (Cembrero 2009).

The products can be found in a-swa-q (popular markets) and shops around
the north of Morocco. According to a ballpark estimate of the Casablanca’s
American Chamber of Commerce—originally cited by the journalist Ignacio
Cembrero and then taken up by numerous authors—around 45,000 people
make a living directly from smuggling, while 400,000 would be involved
in the business through distribution and sale (Cembrero 2009, Castan Pinos
2009, Soto Bermant 2011). Although the figures seem slightly overestimate,
it is however a very important business for many Moroccan families and a
fundamental source of income for the two isolated cities of Ceuta and
Melilla.
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International transportation, delocalisation of production, transit of people
and commodities are examples of the productive relation between circulation
and border in the area. In formal and informal exchanges, the boundary
works towards creating a ‘gradient of opportunities’, which is exploited by
the different actors according to their interests and possibilities. The border
operates by producing and keeping the divide which allows goods to be
competitive and manpower to be available. This process implies the necessity
to regulate the exchanges across the frontier in order to define preferential
lines and ‘useful’ fluxes. Separation nourishes flows, according to a
fundamental mechanism of selection.

A Barrier for People

The fortress of Da-r al-Baru-d is the extreme north-eastern corner of the
ancient medina of Tangier. An old bastion overlooking the sea, today the
tower watches over the vast clearing of the old port. The site is now subject
to a major remodelling, which aims to transform the old commercial port
area into a recreational and docking point for cruise ships. The main transport
lines to Spain have been moved to the Tanger-Med, but an hourly connection
to Tarifa still survives. The place is almost unrecognisable from the one of
just two years ago, when trucks crowded the clearing below among the
comings and goings of workers employed in industries of the free zone
(also located within the port).9

However, not everything has completely changed. Looking closely towards
Da-r Baru-d, it is still possible to notice small groups of teenagers who hang
around the area to take advantage of the distraction of the watchmen and
hide in vehicles, usually trucks, while waiting to board on the ferry to
Tarifa. They come mainly from the poorest neighbourhoods of Tangier and
live on the streets occasionally or permanently.10  Their presence has decreased
since the transit of vehicles and people moved to the new port, bringing
with it the h. arra-ga.11 Nonetheless, their presence reminds that this place
has long been the gateway to Europe for hundreds of young—at times very
young—people, who defied the dogs of the guards and the blows of the
police to take a chance in Spain or further (Jiménez Alvarez 2004, Vacchiano
2014). Their transit indeed has not stopped. In some cases, they have moved
near the Tanger-Med or have invented other ways: the big machine which
scans cars to detect hidden ‘illegal’ passengers before boarding suggests
one of the numerous possible ways.

The Moroccan h. arra-ga, however, are not alone. In areas not far away,
in popular neighbourhoods like Mesnana or in the woods surrounding Ceuta
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(or the more distant Melilla), men, women and children from Nigeria,
Senegal, Congo, Mali, Cameroon, Ivory Coast, Guinea, etc., prepare themselves
to cross the border, represented by the fence or by the body of water of
Gibraltar. Some of them are refugees, but in Morocco, which has not
implemented formal procedures for their recognition, they are not regarded
as such.12 UNHCR provides an identification paper, sometimes useful to
prevent deportation, but no means of support. Many of them may even
consider settling in Morocco (as other compatriots did) if the conditions of
living were less difficult: the discrimination against ‘Africans’ is high and
their wages reduced. Moreover, due to their ‘irregular’ condition, they have
lacked access to health care, education for children and other basic provision
until now (GADEM, 2009; Women’s Link Worldwide, 2010). In addition,
the Moroccan police carry out frequent raids, gathering the ‘clandestins’ in
police stations and deporting them by bus to the Algerian border, often
regardless of their age, gender or health conditions (Collyer, 2006; Elmadmad,
2008). Some of them have experienced many deportations and the subsequent
walk back to Morocco, and now live semi-hidden in overcrowded houses,
trying to avoid being noticed (Alami, 2012).

Tangier, November 2011.

I was given Pastor Steven’s phone number by a friend who works at
Caritas, one of the few organisations which provide assistance to the
‘subsahariens’ in Morocco. The appointment is at the Tangier’s catholic
cathedral, where people go every week to receive the support of the
volunteers. Pastor Steven arrives smiling, accompanied by Luis, ‘his
pupil’, as he introduces himself. We head to a nearby cafe, where we
can talk easier. Luis is bamileke, from Cameroon, and he ‘helps’ Pastor
Steven at the church. He says that a francophone is useful for their
interactions with Moroccans and authorities. Pastor Steven is Nigerian,
from the Ebony State—‘the Ibo tribe’, he specifies—from a village in
the countryside. His father died shortly after his birth and he grew up
with his mother. He attended the Assembly of God in Nigeria and be-
came pastor in 2003, but then the ‘hardships of life’ led him to leave,
along with other acquaintances. He has lived in Morocco for nearly five
years, first in Rabat and now in Tangier, where he leads the Redeemed
Church of God, the local branch of the homonymous Nigerian con-
gregation. The church in Tangier has almost sixty attendants, mostly
Nigerians of the Edo group.

The space dedicated to worship is located in the popular district of
Mesnana (I would visit it in January 2012), where people gather to
celebrate and pray, mostly on Sundays. Pastor Steven tells of the difficulties
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of the people, who are unemployed and live mainly by begging on the
street. Sometimes Moroccans throw stones at them and many have been
deported to the Algerian border, especially from Rabat. They try not to
stand out too much and wait to have enough money to buy the services
of Moroccan smugglers to get into Spain.

I ask him directly about the condition of women and he confirms that
almost all have a ‘madame’ in Italy, Spain or The Netherlands who
sends money to the ‘connections’—generally men who organise the transit—
for their maintenance. He does not mention prostitution in Morocco,
even though I know that, either done independently or by force, it is not
an uncommon resource to survive. ‘Many women suffer—he says—
because they did the juju and the rituals at the shrines in Nigeria’.13

According to him, they accepted it voluntarily, as a sacrifice for the
family. He prays for them and tries to help them in some way, invoking
the grace of God and the conversion, but also the success in their com-
mon migratory endeavour.

With the passing of time, waiting becomes unbearable and the dramatic
situations of lone minors, pregnant women or women with children, people
with chronic illnesses or injured in police or neighbours’ raids become
unsustainable. Some turn to international organizations asking to return
home (IOM runs a program of assisted return that has arisen many
controversies),14 while others attempt to cross the border in more dangerous
ways: swimming at night to enter Ceuta or Melilla,15 assaulting the fence in
group,16  and even settling on the islands under Spanish sovereignty off the
Moroccan coast.17 For them, the border is a physical limit and a social
boundary, experienced and embodied in its everyday dimensions. A border
that ends up producing some of the phenomena which it is supposedly
meant to prevent, as it emerges from Pastor Steven’s testimony about human
trafficking, in which smugglers sell at a heavy price—one’s own body
capital—that same mobility that by others travellers is taken for granted.

These different examples of conditioned mobility (capital, commodities,
people and services) describe how the Mediterranean frontier, for its role in
structuring movement and the lines of its control, represents today one of
the most important sites of production and negotiation of power: an
‘heterotopic’ place par excellence (Nair 2008, Vaughan-Williams 2009), in
which border rules stretch their effects far and wide.

The Border Apparatus in the Area of Gibraltar

The area of Gibraltar (the Strait and its multiple borders) constitutes a
privileged space to observe the forms through which movement is currently
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directed, controlled and, therefore, produced in specific forms. In this section,
I propose to observe the construction of the ‘border regime’ in this specific
site as a particular case of a wider process which concerns the European
frontier at large. To this end, I propose to analyse the border ‘dispositif’
through the combination of the different devices that constitute it.18  I use
the foucaultian concept of dispositif (commonly translated into English as
‘apparatus’) as a handy tool for defining a heterogeneous set of instruments
and actions that, while not necessarily operating in a coherent way, converge
with a direction and produce a specific effect. Although it is literally at the
heart of foucaultian philosophical theorisation—Raffnsøe defines it as a
‘primordial category’ and reminds how in the 1978 seminaries at the Collège
de France (Foucault 2004) Foucault himself suggested the reading of all his
work as a story of the apparatus (Raffnsøe, 2008)—the concept has been
somewhat scantily defined by Foucault himself (Dreyfus and Rabinow 1983).
In the interview ‘The Confession of the Flesh’, Foucault alludes to the
‘apparatus’ as ‘a thoroughly heterogeneous ensemble consisting of discourses,
institutions, architectural forms, regulatory decisions, laws, administrative
measures, scientific statements, philosophical, moral and philanthropic
propositions—in short, the said as much as the unsaid’ (Foucault 1980:
194). Accordingly, the ‘dispositif ’ is ‘the system of relations that can be
established between these elements’ (ibidem).

In a well-known essay, Gilles Deleuze defines the ‘dispositif’ as ‘a
tangle, a multilinear ensemble […] composed of lines, each having a different
nature’: lines that ‘do not outline or surround systems which are each
homogeneous in their own right, object, subject, language, and so on, but
follow directions, trace balances which are always off balance, now drawing
together and then distancing themselves from one another’ (Deleuze 1991:
159). Although Deleuze pointed out not only the manifold, but also the
multipolar and multilinear quality of the apparatus, Agamben has recently
contented that: ‘the apparatus always has a concrete strategic function and
is always located in a power relation’ (Agamben 2009: 3).

As for me, the concept is useful to examine the interaction and the
convergence of a heterogeneous array of initiatives—elaborated in diverse
contexts and for different aims—having at their core the control of movement
and the classification of people according to their possibility to move. On
the basis of their field of production and application—and with the scope
of discussing their assemblages—I propose to classify such initiatives within
four main areas: legislative, bureaucratic-administrative, securitarian and
conceptual. For the general effect that they jointly produce, we may consider
each of these areas as defining a specific set of ‘border devices’.
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Legislative devices consist of the policies, treaties and agreements by
which either singles states or the European Union as a whole aim at regulating
the movement of goods and people. Through them Europe targets not only
the circulation of merchandises, but also the delocalisation of manufacture
and services as well as human mobility. Accordingly, legislative initiatives
are not merely aimed at reinforcing border procedures, but also at involving
the so-called ‘third-countries’ in the management of movement towards
Europe. In Morocco, this process is particularly conspicuous (Barros et al.
2002, Collyer 2007): on the one hand, single European countries established
bilateral agreements with the Kingdom—it is the case, for example, of the
memorandum signed by Spain with Morocco on the ‘circulation, transit
and readmission of aliens who have entered illegally’19 or the treaties and
executive readmission protocols between Italy and Morocco, Tunisia, Algeria,
Egypt and Libya (Cuttitta 2010); on the other hand, the European Neighbouring
Policy fuelled cooperation in border management in the wider framework
of the Neighbourhood Policy.

In this initiative, launched in 2003 and designed to bring closer the
neighbouring countries of the new ‘enlarged European Union’ (Jordan Galduf
2004, European Commission 2003a), the actions of ‘economic integration’
(mainly directed to the liberalisation of capital flows and trades) are
accompanied by a close collaboration in the area of ‘justice and home
affairs’, the domain in which border management is framed.20 Through
‘action plans’ established bilaterally between the EU and the single targeted
countries, specific objectives as well as cooperation initiatives are defined.
In the case of the action plan concerning Morocco—along with the insistence
on the ‘protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms according to
international standards’ (objective 4)—other priorities surface, such as ‘prevent
and combat illegal migration to and via Morocco’ and ‘strengthening border
management’ (objectives 48 and 51).

As a result of this pressure, many countries adopted stricter regulations
concerning immigration and emigration: Morocco in 2003, Tunisia in 2004
and Algeria in 2009 and 2011. In Morocco, the Law 02, approved on
11th November 2003, revoked all previous norms in the area of migration,
and introduced—something entirely new for the country—sanctions for
Moroccan nationals and foreigners leaving the country without permission.21

The foreign citizens ‘irregularly’ present on the Moroccan territory may be
expelled and deported, while mention is made neither about their rights—
such as those against the abuses of the administration—nor about their
possibilities of regularisation. The effects of the European demands are also
reflected in the way Morocco accepts the principle of readmission of foreign
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nationals rejected by European countries, who, according to Art. 38 of the
same regulation, may be retained in expressly defined ‘waiting zones’ (a sort
of prelude to the internment centres). This way, evoking the principle of the
‘burden sharing of border control’, Europe carries out a veritable ‘externalisation’
of the surveillance on mobility to the so-called ‘third countries’ (Doukouré
and Oger 2007).

The purpose of the instruments elaborated in the legislative field is further
evident in the bureaucratic-administrative initiatives, aimed at making border
management effective and operational. I use the concept of ‘bureaucracy’
to refer to a wide and varied range of facts, which include organizational,
technical and administrative competences: among others, visas, identity
documents, biometric procedures and databases, commissions of experts and
evaluating panels (as in the asylum procedures), reception facilities and social
working, cooperation programmes and so forth. Relevant to our specific
area is one of the most emblematic cooperation programmes on ‘seasonal
recruitment’ for agriculture, which represents an exemplary application of
the utilitarian logic of the so-called ‘useful migration’. The programme, today
known as M@res, was originally conceived and promoted by the local
administration of Cartaya in association with the producers of the Huelva
province (Andalusia, Spain) and has been funded since 2005 in the framework
of the Aeneas and MEDA II European initiatives (Moreno Nieto, 2012).

Whereas seasonal work in the province of Huelva—which is the main
area of strawberry-farming in Europe—has certainly a long history, the
forms of recruitment carried out in the programme are paradigmatic of how
mobility management is functional to the requirements of the European
labour market, not differently from what happened in the colonial past
(Lemberg-Pedersen 2010). Indeed, the new model (now defined as ‘circular
migration’) bears many similarities with the past forms of seasonal recruitment
based on specific schemes of workers’ selection. Specifically, in the M@res
programme workers are sorted out among Moroccan women between 18
and 40, living in rural areas and having family burdens in their country of
origin. The rationale for these criteria is defined according to the assumed
female attitudes to the work—delicate, with sensitive handling of the fruit,
docile and reliable—as well as to a greater probably of women with family
responsibilities, particularly children, accepting to return to Morocco at the
end of the season (Moreno Nieto, 2009).

The programme is designed to maximize the productivity of the migrant,
reducing the associated social burden. Moreover, the advantage in productive
terms increases since women generally have almost no experience of formalised
employment and possess little or no union culture. In addition, the contract
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binds the residence permit to a specific geographic area, to a specific type
of activity and to an established employer in Spain.

The conditions under which this model of ‘circular migration’ may be
effective are explained by one of the main promoters of the programme,
the former Cartaya’s mayor, and seem particularly consistent with the wider
logic of mobility management: ‘in order to normalise the situation of foreigners
in Spain—he writes—the repatriation of people under a removal order, as
well as the voluntary return, with the engagement of a further recruitment,
should be promoted. In no case should regularisation be encouraged’ (Millán
Jaldón 2009: 149).

The unscrupulous reference to removal as a form of ‘normalisation’ suggests
the continuity between the bureaucratic-administrative and the securitarian
field, which constitutes the third axis of my analysis. The securitarian approach
represents one of the most visible features of the current way of dealing with
migration: the proliferation of walls, fences, cameras and watchtowers, control
devices in ports and airports, detention and deportation centres and street
patrols to check foreigners, is a fact whose evidence does not need to be
argued. Nonetheless, these are relatively recent inventions, as illustrated
through the mentioned case of the Ceuta-Fnideq border.22

In this sense the Strait of Gibraltar is, once again, a paradigmatic case.
Its securitisation is carried out through the SIVE (Sistema Integrado de
Vigilancia Exterior), a complex technological apparatus which was established
by the Spanish government from 1998 onwards with an overall final cost of
260 million Euros (Le Boedec 2008). It consists of a net of 25 monitoring
stations—equipped with radar, regular and infrared cameras—that send
information about the transiting boats to the coordination centres of the
Guardia Civil in Algeciras (Gibraltar) and Fuerteventura (Canary Islands).23

The effect of deterrence is limited, but it produces a displacement of transits
to longer and more dangerous routes, creating therefore the need to an even
more widespread control.

To this scope, the European agency ‘Frontex’ has been specifically
created in 2004 to assist single states in border control and actions against
irregular migration. In the Gibraltar area, the agency has implemented regular
joint operations from 2007 on (the operations ‘Indalo’, ‘Minerva’ and their
subsequent editions), aimed at reinforcing control on the main ports during
the periods of greater transit. Frontex provides trained staff, means of
transportation, canine units and special materials (carbon dioxide and metal
detectors, car scanners, etc.),24 and coordinates the implementation of the
new ‘EUROSUR’ monitoring programme of the Mediterranean, approved
by the European Commission (European Commission 2008).
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In the area of Gibraltar, the agency works in association with the Spanish
authorities, relying on infrastructures located in Andalusia, which include
the two detention centres (‘CIE’) of Malaga and Algeciras, the two reception
centres (‘CETI’) of Ceuta and Melilla, plus some informal spaces used as
an extension of Algeciras’ detention centre (the two old military quarters
of Las Heras, near Algeciras, and Isla de las Palomas, in Tarifa, as well as
a former industrial warehouse in the port of Algeciras).

The complex deployment of forces and means in the area constitutes
the application on the ground of the tools developed within the legislative
and the bureaucratic-administrative apparatuses. Nonetheless, as Giorgio
Agamben has recently contended, the strength of an apparatus ‘appears at
the intersection of power relations and relations of knowledge’ (Agamben
2009: 3). In this sense we may explore foundations and results of these
operations in their recursive interaction with the ideological sphere: on the
one hand, in the idea of an impending invasion of desperate people, ready
to do anything to take over the scarce and declining European welfare (de
Haas 2008); on the other, in a new ontology of belonging, in which the
categories of ‘regular’ and ‘irregular’ turn into discrete and discernible
entities, ‘natural’ objects with their own reality rather than artificial constructs
of law and practice (Vacchiano 2011). It is therefore worth analysing how
the border reinforcement is paralleled with a transformation of the interpretive
categories related to migration—and to mobility at large—, which make
of repression a plausible necessity.

As a consequence of this general process, a gradual semantic shift is
observed on both sides of the border, in categories related to movement
and transgression, which take on connotations of danger and deviance. In
Morocco, this process surfaces in the transformation of the common use
of the notion of ‘h. reg’ (‘burning’), perhaps the most widespread definition
of illegal migration in the whole Maghreb: the quasi-heroic dimensions of
challenge and adventure implicit in the idea of ‘burning’ documents to
avoid being returned—and the metaphorical breaking of limits, prohibitions,
interdictions and margins that this idea entails—overlap nowadays with
images of risk and despair, destruction and deathly game bordering on the
illicit and the sin (Pandolfo, 2007). The category of ‘aventurier’—a commonly
used (and powerful) definition to qualify the traveller-migrant in West
Africa (Sarró, 2009)—meets a similar fate, due to the criminalisation of
the transits in the Maghreb and beyond (Timera, 2009).

The cover of an early November’s issue of the Moroccan weekly magazine
MarocHebdo shows the image of a West African immigrant commented by
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the title ‘Le peril noir’ (‘the black danger’). The editorial insists on the
threat represented by the ‘thousands of clandestine sub-Saharans in Morocco’,
who ‘give themselves over to drug trafficking and prostitution’, that ‘are
object of racism and xenophobia’ and ‘constitute a human and security problem
for the country’ (MarocHebdo, n. 998, 2–8 November 2012). In September
2005 the title ‘the black locusts invade the North of Morocco’ stood out on
the cover of the Tangerine weekly magazine Ash-Shamal.25 The number was
withdrawn by the authorities, but a debate arose in the press on how these
‘new’ immigrants should be regarded.

As a matter of fact, the association between irregular migration, human
trafficking and economic exploitation is suggested in several documents
of the European Union (among them the already cited The Hague Programme),
which call on a stronger support for the so-called ‘transit countries’ and
the training of their officers. The language of the documents and official
reports is aseptic and formal, but its fulfilment on the ground often takes
on the contours of a violence which is often not just categorical. The
frontier is actively constructed, planned and reinforced through the
combination of such set of converging devices. The analysis of this process,
of its forms and consequences constitutes a compelling theoretical
commitment aimed to shed light on one of the most pervasive dimensions
of the contemporary governmentality: the definition of status and rights in
relation to the differential access to mobility. As the case of the Gibraltar
area helps to elucidate, that same mobility represents one of the main
instruments of production of and accession to power of the present time.

Conclusions

The contemporary ‘border regime’ may be defined as an apparatus that,
through the combined use of different devices, operates to establish differential
forms of accessing to citizenship. As Mezzadra has argued, ‘the effect of
this border regime is to produce a movement of selective and differential
inclusion of migrants, which corresponds to the permanent production of a
plurality of statuses […], [and] which tends to disrupt the universal and
unitary figure of modern citizenship’ (Mezzadra 2006: 39). At the same
time, through its diffused, microphysical and biopolitical projections, it
promotes a capillary deployment of sovereignty which spreads its ‘productive’
mechanisms into the interstices of the everyday life. This process does not
target only migrants, but affects also the common ways of regarding space,
membership, rights, labour, security, identity, ‘us’ and ‘the others’. Said in
a synthetic way, the contemporary border regime is the result of a series of
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initiatives designed to produce power from movement: a way of ‘governing
through movement’.26

As Fassin has recently contended, ‘immigration is a crucial issue in
contemporary societies as well as a major object of modern governmentality’
(Fassin 2011: 221). Particularly, the form of government performed by the
different devices (legislative, bureaucratic, securitarian and conceptual)
which compose the border apparatus today, is consistent with the blueprint
of the contemporary hegemonic politico-economic model commonly defined
as ‘neoliberalism’, ‘late-capitalism’ or ‘flexible accumulation’, in which
the state takes on the task of providing private industry and the market
with a business-friendly climate, free trade and available manpower (Harvey,
2007). This tendency has been recently described by Wacquant as ‘an
articulation of state, market, and citizenship that harnesses the first to
impose the stamp of the second onto the third’ (Wacquant 2012: 71).

As I have argued, the Strait of Gibraltar represents a privileged spot to
observe ‘from the margins’ the multiple levels across which this process is
currently being implemented. Besides its relevant consequences on the social
life and the human landscape at the southern frontier of Europe, ‘border
regime’ is influencing the practice of citizenship and the relations between
the state and the people not only in Europe. I claim that this process
constitutes one of the most significant phenomena which influence social,
political and economic dynamics in the Mediterranean today. From the
Strait, a paradigmatic hub of movement and control, we may draw together
its scattered elements and join them into a wider frame: looking, as Foucault
suggested, to the centre from its constituent edges.
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2. A first draft of this analysis was proposed with Mercedes Jiménez Alvarez at
the III World Congress for Middle Eastern Studies in the joint presentation
‘Forteresses délocalisées’ (WOCMES 2010, Barcelona, 19–24 July 2010)
and, in form of a photo-presentation, at the 1st International Congress on
Immigration in Andalusia (Granada, 17 February 2011) and the 4th EASA
MedNet Scientific Workshop (Venice, 29 October 2011). A similar analysis
has been further developed by Mercedes Jiménez in Jiménez Alvarez 2011
and 2014.

3. I transcribe the words in Arabic in a simplified form, entering information
on long vowels (transcribed as a-, ι-, w or u- ), emphatic consonants (t. and d.),
and pharyngeal fricative h (transcribed as h.). Moroccan toponyms respect the
local administrative transcription.

4. See also Mezzadra 2007 and Rygiel 2010.
5. To my purpose it is not useless to note here that these two rather different

phenomena (illegal immigration and the trafficking of human beings) are
frequently associated throughout the EU Commission documents, creating an
effect of assimilation of the first to the second.

6. For a discussion see further in this article.
7. See: «72 inmigrantes indios huyen en Ceuta por temor a la expulsión» (El

País, 10/04/2008); «Resistir en el monte del Renegado» (El País, 22/03/
2009); «Un año en el limbo salvaje del monte de Ceuta» (El Mundo, 6/04/
2009); «La UE pide a España que acoja a los indios de Ceuta» (El Mundo,
01/03/2011); «El primer indio del monte ceutí ya es ‘español’», (ABC, 08/
10/ 2012).

8. Data are calculated from the 15th of June and the 15th of September in the
framework of the ‘Operación Paso del Estrecho’, managed by the Spanish
Civil Protection Service.

9. For a thorough description see Vacchiano and Jiménez 2012.
10. For further details, see INAS 2007, Unicef Maroc 2005, Vacchiano and

Jiménez 2012.
11. In the whole Maghreb, h. a-rig (plur. h. arra-ga) is the most common term to

define the paperless migrant (for a discussion see further).
12. Promoted by the King of Morocco, a wide regularization programme of

‘Sub-Saharan’ immigrants has been launched in January 2014 and it is still
underway while I am drafting these notes. Although just a minor number of
cases have been recognized hitherto, it seems too early to take stock of this
initiative.

13. For a description see Achebe, 2004 and Fayoumi, 2009.
14. See for instance ‘IOM’s dubious mission in Morocco’ (heindehaas.blogspot.com/)
15. Limón R. ‘45 inmigrantes llegan a nado a las costas de Ceuta’ (El País, 7/12/

2011); ‘Llegan dos inmigrantes a nado a Melilla desde el puerto de Nador’
(Europa Press, 4/09/2012). Echarri C. and Oliva J., ‘Avalancha al Tarajal con
tragedia’ (El Faro Digital, 07/02/2014).

16. ‘Más de 450 subsaharianos intentan entrar en Melilla y Ceuta al finalizar el
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Ramadán’ (ElMundo.es, 19/08/2012); Medina M.A., ‘Cien inmigrantes saltan
a Melilla durante una incursión en masa a plena luz del día’ (El País, 16/11/
2012); Ramos T., ‘Casi un millar de personas protagonizan tres intentos de
saltar la valla de Melilla’ (El País, 17/05/2014).

17. Ceberio Belaza M. and Gragera de León F., ‘Interior deja a 10 inmigrantes
en un islote español deshabitado junto a Marruecos’ (El País, 30/08/2012).
Jiménez Gálvez J., ‘Defensa constata la llegada de siete inmigrantes a las
islas Chafarinas’ (El País, 15/05/2014).

18. After its early joint presentations (see note 2) this part of the analysis was
developed by Mercedes Jiménez in a slightly different direction see: Jiménez
Alvarez 2011 and 2014).

19. ‘Acuerdo bilateral relativo a la circulación de personas, el tránsito y la readmisión
de extranjeros entrados ilegalmente’, 25/04/1992 (Boletin Oficial del Estado
n.100/1992).

20. See European Neighbouring Policy: EU/Morocco Action Plan, objectives 46
to 51; and the EU/Morocco Progress Report (EU Commission 2012).

21. The Tunisian law n. 2004–2006 of the 3rd of February 2004 contains a similar
norm, directed at the ‘repression of the irregular entrance to and exit from
the territory’ (Perrin 2008: 4).

22. See also Figueiredo 2012.
23. A technical description is available on the website of the Spanish Guardia

Civil: http://www.guardiacivil.es/es/prensa/especiales/sive/funciones.html.
24. Reports from these operations are found in the website of the Frontex Agency:

http://www.frontex.europa.eu
25. I thank Mercedez Jiménez for pointing me at this issue.
26. I am clearly inspired by the reflection of Jonathan Inda on the criminalisation

of the immigrants in the Unites States as a way of ‘governing through crime’
(Inda 2005).
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