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Assignment 2b – Annotated Bibliography

Agier, M. (2011) Managing the Undesirables: Refugee Camps and Humanitarian Government, Translated by D Fernbach, Cambridge: Polity press
Stemming from seven years of anthropological fieldwork, Agier’s work casts a critical eye upon the impact of humanitarian interventions, arguing that protection of the stateless has become a euphemism for containing “undesirables”, with globalised humanitarian organisations acting as security to maintain order and protect the chosen few, in a world divided into two populations – one “clean, healthy and visible”, the other “dark, diseased and invisible”(p.4).  Agier (pp.1-9) argues that the ideal of universal right to life is a “humanitarian fiction”, with the existence of camps (as prisons) embedded in neoliberal economic and governmental systems, the absolute power of humanitarian agencies shaping lives of the displaced and perpetuating inequalities. Highlighting the complexities and ambiguities of humanitarian work and sharply contrasting with public perceptions of humanitarian assistance, Agier exposes how interests of nation states and economic actors, are served by the containment of refugees in camps, asking the reader to gaze upon the world and its actions through the eyes of those at its margins (p.212).  Although highlighting the resilience of refugees and their voiceless position, a criticism that can be levelled at Agiers work, is an apparent lack of refugee voice.  As an anthropological text its thick description is welcome and expected, yet the voices of refugees are rarely heard as Agiers advocates for them.  His work has heavily influenced academic discourse relating to forced migration, highlighting previously unrecognised aspects of the “humanitarian machine” and the desire of displaced people for political agency, whilst living in camps or “towns in the process of becoming” (p.177).  Agiers work on organised African camps provides a broad, multi layered perspective of the control of forced migrants.  My research responds to his call for the world to gaze upon itself from the margins.


Brambilla, C. and Jones, R. (2020) Rethinking Borders, Violence and Conflict: From sovereign power to Borderscapes as Sites of Struggles, Environment and Planning D: Space and Society, 38 (2), pp.287-305
Brambilla and Jones critically focus on the understudied relationships between borders, conflict, and violence, highlighting a need for understanding the ontological, epistemological, and empirical intersections.  They call for systematic study of the theoretical and empirical axis, understanding borders as a “borderscape”, produced in multiple locations, through practices which occur far from the border, epistemologically constructed, de-constructed and reconstructed in a process of becoming. This they argue generates the potential for resistances and new possibilities in the practice of border making.  They advocate for an urgent interrogation of everyday structural violence and knowledge production, arguing the need for increased visibility of stories of resistance and the production of interdisciplinary academic knowledge, bridging the gap between people on the move and ordinary people or policy makers.  Although they point to this need offering examples of this type of work, their paper speaks only to academia, written in dense academic language difficult for the layperson to access.  My work responds to their call for the interrogation of knowledge production and everyday structural violence.

Boyle, M. (2017) Shelter Provision and State Sovereignty in Calais, Forced Migration Review, 55, pp.30-32
Boyle’s paper discusses two decades of French governmental response to growing numbers of undocumented migrants living in the Calais Jungle, described as “the product of the Anglo-French border” (pp.30-32).  Boyle asserts, whether offering shelter, destroying informal camps, or carrying out enforced relocations, French government response was geared towards asserting state authority and controlling migrants rather offering than humanitarian assistance.  He highlights that absence of government provision, produced collaboration between volunteers and migrants affording the Jungle community state like agency, facilitating the construction of public led facilities, allowing residents to enact their own social order and build relationships with locals, regardless of migration status.  This level of migrant autonomy and multiplicity of identities, Boyle argues, challenges state sovereignty and is incompatible with French immigration policy.  His work highlights the political legitimisation of disproportionate state sanctioned violence when migrants assert agency over their own lives.  This paper lacks references, opposing perspectives or refugee voice, failing to link with wider academic discourse relating to migration or border control, but for the purpose of my research, it offers historic observation of the ongoing crisis at Calais, providing interesting analysis and perspective of government response to displaced people.

Gellner, E. (1983) Nations and Nationalism, 2nd edn. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing 
Understanding nationalism was Social Anthropologist Gellner’s life’s work, culminating in this interdisciplinary book.  Gellner defines nationalism as a theory of political legitimacy, requiring ethnic boundaries to match political and state boundaries, ensuring those in power and those ruled over, share both ethnic and political commonalities and allegiances.  He argues nations and nationalism, evolved in modern times from the intertwining of politics and economics, alongside rapid industrialisation.  His seminal text was the first to challenge perceptions of nation and nationalism as natural or inevitable, highlighting that not all societies have states, but industrialised societies require them to ensure economic protection and social cohesion in the absence pre industrial family ties.  Coming from a functionalist perspective, Gellner’s work has been criticized as Eurocentric, appearing rooted in “western” ideas of “progress” and the desirability of trajectory from primitive to modern/industrialised/civilized. Yet four decades on, his ideas continue to shape academic discourse relating to nations and nationalism as a theory of political legitimacy, rather than inevitable human behaviour.   His work clears the path for the problematising of borders in my research.


Godin, M. et al (2017) Voices from “The Jungle”: Stories from the Calais Refugee Camp, London: Pluto Press
This book is a collaborative effort, co-authored by temporary residents of “The Jungle”, the Calais’ unofficial refugee encampment and participants of a university accredited course offered at the camp, focusing on “Life Stories.”  Attempting to counteract negative media portrayal of migrants, its authors offer personal experiences and perspectives of camp life in a meaningful way, using a combination of prose, poetry, photographs, drawings, diary entries and written accounts.  Although neither academic nor analytical, this work recognises the voice and agency of migrant people and might be understood as anthropological as it aligns with current anthropological concerns; providing inspiration for collaborative research methods of benefit to participants and potentially extending academic methods of knowledge production, by privileging lived experience as a valid form of knowledge.  Reflecting the diversity of experience and full humanity of displaced people, this work is highly relevant to my research and an example of academia coming to the people, when the people cannot come to academia.  With only one female author included, it offers very little female perspective, possibly reflecting the demography of the camp, (an issue worthy of academic conversation in itself), yet suggests a different approach may be required, to hear and amplify voices of female refugees. This text recognises and amplifies the ingenuity, resilience and agency of refuges, appearing almost unique in the way it contrasts with literature which recognises their voiceless position but fails to afford them voice or agency  via the privileging academic analysis and qualitative data.  As such, it is an engaged, collaborative effort to be emulated.

Madison, D. S (2012) Critical Ethnography: Method, Ethics and Performance, 2nd edn, California London New Delhi: Sage Publications, Inc.
Madison’s book is a practical guide to engaged, critical ethnography aimed at demonstrating the relationship between theory and method and promoting creative, collaborative possibilities of critical and ethical ethnography.  It positions ethnographic research as a vehicle for social justice, its purpose to disrupt power dynamics and reduce inequalities.  This work can be criticized by those committed to purely empirical or quantitative research or researchers with aspirations of objectivity.   Some might level charges of overly simplistic subjectivity, arguing Madison’s stance is limiting and closed to open enquiry. Given the reflexive nature of Madison’s work and anthropological claims that all research and researchers are positioned in this world and subjective, this work informs my methodological approach to my research.

UN General Assembly (1948) United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights
Although not legally binding this historic document globally enshrines a moral code, which UN member states pledge to uphold, in recognition of the inherent worth of individual human beings. 30 Articles make up the declaration promoting freedom from want and fear for all, with no state, group or person entitled to interpret the Declaration in ways which allow for the destruction of any rights or freedoms laid out.  Understanding the fundamental equalities and freedoms UN states pledge to uphold, for all - including displaced people, is essential for my research, enhancing my understanding of the numerous ways which states, groups and people actively interfere with and destroy the rights of people on the move, despite paying lip service to the code.

UN General Assembly (1951) The Refugee Convention, The UN Refugee Agency
Building upon the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights, this document provides a legal framework, ratified by 148 nation states, outlining legal protections, assistance and social rights, that refugees are entitled to enjoy, with host nations held responsible for ensuring the protection of the fundamental human rights of those seeking sanctuary in countries other than their own.  Refugees are defined as people seeking protection from political, racial, religious, or social persecution. Refugees from Palestine and those seeking asylum yet to be assigned refugee status or people displaced by war, famine or other economic factors are not protected under the Refugee Convention.  Refugee status may not be considered permanent even after refugees have become “naturalized” to their host country. This document provides useful context and background for understanding the complexities of legally categorizing human beings.  That the Convention has not been updated since 1967, highlights the slippage between its application by nation states or humanitarian organisations and understandings of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  This suggests a disturbing lack of urgency or inclination from the international community in deconstructing or reconstructing borders.  For my research this reinforces the need for the interrogation of border making practices. 
[bookmark: _Hlk43320142]



2

