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“Kind Hello Full of Pity”: Is there a border crisis within academia?


Introduction
Although not legally binding the principles enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948), is in reality a privilege restricted to those in the protected global north and a “humanitarian myth” for the “undesirables” (Agier, 2011, pp.1-9) of the global south, borders no longer purely geographical, but wherever refugees are separated or contained (2011, p.50).  Routine violations of these principles are enacted at European borders, starting with the refusal of European visas for non-wealthy individuals from the global south.  Taking Gellners (1983) main argument, that nation states are not an inherent part of human culture or inevitable and that political borders are inextricably entwined with the economic interests of industrialised societies, this research will problematise borders, recognising that current understandings are not static or inevitable, reframing the “refugee crisis” as a border crisis. Considerable research has been carried out in the field of Border Studies.  A brief glimpse suggests a disturbing lack of collaborative or refugee perspectives within academic papers, despite emphatic advocacy and calls for hopeful change. This research will ask if academic knowledge production perpetuates exclusion, reproducing binary perceptions of refugees and political borders within academia. 

Rationale
“The Jungle on a Sunday.  Its full of volunteers.  Full of kind hello with Pity! Pity! Sundays in the Jungle: Pity. Sundays outside the Jungle: Hatred” - Ali from Iran (Godin et al, 2017 p.128)
Prolific quantities of academic research are dedicated to the study of forced human migration and state borders as sites of struggle. Considerable research highlights globalized violations of human rights and the efforts of nation states or “humanitarian governments” directed towards containment or control and exclusion in camps and at borders, of the growing and invisible migrant population, produced through neo-colonialism, exploitation of the global south and protection of the global north (Agier, 2011) (Boyle, 2017) (Brambilla and Jones, 2020). In the words of Jungle Resident Ali, “the third world exists because there is a first world” (Godin et al, 2017, p. 259).  Perpetuating this situation is widespread invisibility and the quashing or concealment of refugee resilience and agency, alongside binary perceptions of refugees as pitiable, in need of rescue or as threats in need of management.  This is widely acknowledged within academic research.  Paradoxically whilst academia calls for change, advocating for recognition of migrants as diverse human beings with agency and a multiplicity of identities, research seems to act as a vehicle for advocates, constraining rather than elevating the voices of refugees or facilitating agency, potentially perpetuating current power dynamics. Across disciplines in research aimed at highlighting refugee circumstances, migrant voice and agency is concealed by academic observations and analysis, abstracting discourse from lived human experience and refugee perspectives; the conversation contained, constrained and led by “experts” of the academy, predominantly based in the global north.  If academia, aspiring towards a politics of hope, is unable to expand and re-imagine the borders of knowledge production, by providing a model academically legitimizing the voices and thoughts of the marginalised, rather than advocating for those in need of rescue, what hope is there for physical bodies of migrants to be politically legitimized, by governments of protected nation states in the global north?

Aims and Objectives 
This research seeks to build on Agiers (2011, p.216) call for the world to gaze upon itself from the margins, responding to Brambilla and Jones’ (2020, pp.287-305) call for multi-disciplinary, applied, committed and engaged research fostering re-imagining of borders as “borderscapes”, created and experienced by human beings, rather than “static, line-based, state-centric” drawings, generating global apartheid.  The irony of prolific research calling for greater inclusion, whilst excluding the voices of those at the margins, cannot be ignored, with binary perceptions and migrant invisibility reproducing control and political borders in academic discourse.  I strive for a critical anthropological approach, attempting to gaze upon academia from the margins, questioning the academic legitimacy of excluding refugee voices, lived experience and perspectives of borderscapes, whilst privileging academic observations and analysis. Godin et al (2017, p.4) highlight “severe” lack of refugee representation in higher education.  Despite numerous practical barriers to academic inclusion of people on the move, recent offerings of participatory research, advocating for equitable treatment of people at the Anglo-French border in Calais are prolific, providing diverse academic observations and analysis with little in the way of refugee voice or perspective.  If refugees are unable to cross political barriers to academia, maybe it is necessary for academia to re-imagine its borders and methods of knowledge production, disrupting systemic power dynamics, to design collaborative research with refugees, seeking them not as objects of research, but as human beings to engage in dialogue, working towards shared understandings of state borders and legitimising lived knowledge? Aspiring to contribute towards the reduction of global apartheid, I seek to participate in academic dialogue, calling for greater inclusion of refugee perspectives, facilitating layered and shared understandings of borderscapes.

Methodology
“The real political task in a society such as ours is to criticize the workings of institutions that appear to be neutral and independent … in such a manner that the political violence that has always exercised itself obscurely through them will be unmasked” (Foucault, cited by Madison, 2012,p.1)
A critical anthropological approach is inherently political, making no pretence of neutrality or disconnected objectivity, striving instead to disrupt power dynamics in the interest of reducing social inequalities.  Madison (2012, p.4) asks “Through what intervention will our work make the greatest contribution to equity, freedom and justice?”  Defining academia as the field, this research proposes to intervene against global apartheid and following in the footsteps of critical ethnographers, seeks to understand the extent to which refugee perspectives are excluded and power dynamics reproduced, whilst pointing to emerging, creative and collaborative anthropological methods which might be used to promote equal freedom of movement across borders, both academic and geographical.

Anticipated results
 This work may confirm a gap in the research and a “border crisis” in academia, contributing to the reproduction of political borders and power dynamics.  Alternatively, wider exploration may reveal extensive work in this area. 
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