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CALL FOR PAPERS 
 
Comparing everyday bordering in migrants’ access to social services: 

scope, practices and resistance.  
 

19-20 June 2023 in Paris 
Abstract to be submitted by the 24th of February 2023 

 
 

In 2012, the then UK Home Secretary Theresa May, declared in an interview that 
her policies aimed at creating ‘a really hostile environment’ for undocumented migrants 
in the country. Though restrictive policies had already been implemented  in the 1990s 
(Slaven, 2021), this official endorsement revealed the growing social acceptability of 
restricting social rights, including healthcare, to those without legal status. A decade later, 
in November 2022, May’s French counterpart, Minister of Interior Gérald Darmanin, 
similarly declared in an interview to the newspaper Le Monde: ‘The prefect [local 
representant of the State] will ensure that life is made impossible for them, for example 
by ensuring that they no longer receive social benefits or social housing.’ Here, the 
Minister refers to undocumented migrants who have been formally ordered  to leave the 
country, this however covers a large spectrum of varied individual situations, including 
rejected asylum seekers.  
 

In the US, undocumented migrants were officially barred from receiving non-
emergency health care by the 1996 Personal Responsibility Work Opportunity 
Reconciliation Act (Viladrich, 2012). More recently, the Inadmissibility on Public Charge 
Grounds further deterred migrants from accessing social benefits by enabling the federal 
government to refuse to regularize the legal status of immigrants already on American 
soil if they have previously accessed, or are deemed likely to rely in future on, certain 
public benefits (USCIS 2018). While this Public Charge Rule was subsequently rescinded 
(Kruzel, 2021), it is likely to have produced lasting ‘chilling effects’ on access to services 
(Batalova, et al. 2018).  
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Against this backdrop of increasingly restrictive political environments in many 
countries in the global North, the MIGLEG workshop will seek to explore questions of 
migrants’ access to social services through the analytical lens of ‘everyday bordering’ 
(Yuval-Davis, Wemyss and Cassidy 2018, 2019) in an attempt to shed light on the 
transnational continuities within the use of migrants’ social rights as a tool for migration 
governance and control.  
  

Migrants’ access to social services has become an increasingly contentious issue 
in Europe and North America and the rationale of the hostile environment seems to be 
gaining growing political support, championed not only by far-right parties but also by 
‘mainstream’ political formations. Previous scholarship has foregrounded the use of social 
policies, in both manifest and latent ways, to control and regulate migration in recent years 
(Ataç and Rosenberg, 2018), with the question of migrants’ perceived deservingness 
shaping the practices of street-level bureaucrats and gatekeepers (Ratzmann and 
Sahraoui, 2021). In parallel, there is a trend on both sides of the Atlantic to criminalize 
irregular migration. This trend, coined “crimmigration” (Menjivar et al 2018; Van der 
Woude et al, 2017; Garcia Hernandez, 2017) developed in the United States following 
the 9/11 attacks, notably with the enactment of USA PATRIOT Act which saw the steady 
convergence between the criminal justice and immigration control systems (Kanstroom, 
2004). 
 

In the past decades, Western countries have adopted formalized forms of selection 
for migrants based on their desirability (Moffette, 2018; Sohn and Buergenthal, 1992). As 
a result, highly skilled workers are now typically offered more opportunities to migrate, 
while lower-skilled workers - predominantly economic migrants - are left with little choice 
but to migrate “illegally” (Weiner, 1996). Migration scholars have noted that the 
criminalisation of irregular migration further marginalizes migrants, such as by playing “an 
instrumental role in the production of a legally vulnerable, undocumented workforce of 
‘illegal aliens’” (De Genova, 2006: 61). The delegitimation of irregular migrants who are 
portrayed as non-deserving individuals, serves as a justification for the implementation of 
restrictive policies that dramatically reduces their access to basic services at the local 
level and worker protections, thereby making them more vulnerable to exploitation. 
 

While undocumented migrants are often the most marginalised with least rights 
and actual access to social services, other categories of migrants also see their socio-
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economic rights shaped by the politics of migration governance. Those who are 
economically sought after such as highly skilled economic migrants tend to be granted 
more rights, compared to those who are deemed less desirable under the dominant 
utilitarian frame (e.g. family-related migrants) and who tend to be confronted with 
increasing conditionality in many European countries. In this context, welfare and social 
services have increasingly become a site of embodied bordering where welfare officers 
and social actors come into contact with migrant residents and can enact politics of 
inclusion and exclusion. While some conceptualisations of bordering focus on state 
policies (Guentner et al., 2016), it appears that the range of agencies, bodies and actors 
that come to implement border work is growing (Cooper, Perkins and Rumford 2014). 
  

The notion of ‘everyday bordering’ captures the idea that the more migration is 
surveilled and policed, the more borders penetrate the social fabric of societies, beyond 
actual border sites. De Genova observes that ‘the entirety of the interior of the space of 
the state becomes a regulatory zone of immigration enforcement’, which means that not 
only is the border everywhere but ‘so also is the spectacle of its enforcement’ (2013: 
1183). The hostile environment deployed in the UK attempted for instance to turn private 
landowners, doctors and university staff officers into informal border agents, requiring 
both private citizens and specific professionals to check the migration status of individuals 
in order to make undocumented migrants’ lives as difficult as possible by impeding their 
efforts to find work, obtain accommodation or access healthcare (Yuval-Davis et al., 
2019). The notion of bordering thus reveals the processual dimension of borders, ‘as 
something that reaches beyond borderlines and into everyday life’ (Tervonen et al., 2018: 
139). Cassidy and colleagues further define bordering as ‘practices that are situated and 
constituted in the specificity of political negotiations as well as the everyday life 
performance of them, being shifting and contested between individuals and groupings as 
well as in the constructions of individual subjectivities’ (2018: 139). Thus, not only class, 
gender and racialisation, but additional determinants of social positions such as 
nationality, migration status and age are key to grasping the articulation of many layers 
of crisscrossing bordering processes. Previous studies have examined the working of 
bordering processes in the UK within social housing allocation (Guentner et al., 2016) 
and healthcare (Cassidy, 2018), in the provision of social assistance in Sweden (Nordling 
Persdotter, 2021), or else in healthcare provision in Norway (Bendixsen, 2019). 
Importantly, this body of literature has shown that, albeit differently, all categories of 
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migrants are affected along a continuum of intersectional configurations of disadvantage 
and privilege, affecting undocumented migrants, temporary and long-term permit holders 
as well as intra-EU migrants (see e.g. Burrella and Schweyherb, 2019; Manolova, 2022).  
  

Building on this literature the MIGLEG workshop offers to critically analyze the ways 
and the extent to which bordering processes unfold within migrants’ access to social 
services (healthcare, education, employment-related social schemes, housing, etc.). The 
workshop will facilitate the development of comparisons and co-authored pieces in an 
attempt to examine the transnational continuities around how bordering practices are 
legitimized and enacted on the ground. Case-studies of de-bordering and inclusionary 
politics are equally relevant.  We welcome contributions that draw on empirical data 
bringing in social actors’ and migrants’ perspectives as well as pieces that focus on 
discourse, legislation and policy analyses. Contributions might address, but do not need 
to be limited to, the following themes:  
  

- Hostile environments, welfare restrictions and migrants’ socio-economic rights. 
- Migrants’ socio-economic rights as politics of migration control. 
- Bordering /de-bordering: inclusion of migrants through socio-economic rights, 

policies and implementation. 
- The moral economy of migrants’ access to social services and its street-level 

practices.  
- Intersectional approaches to migrants’ access to and interactions across social 

services. 
- Articulations of rights, material access to services and sense of belonging for 

migrants. 
- Social actors’ and migrants’ own contestations and patterns of resistance to 

formal and informal restrictions to accessing social services. 
 
Date & Location: The workshop will be held on the 19-20 June 2023 at the Centre de 
recherches sociologiques et politiques de Paris (CRESPPA), ROOM 255, 59 rue 
Pouchet, 75017 Paris. 
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Travel and accommodation: We will select up to 4 early career researchers. The ICM 
grant will cover their flight or train to come to Paris and attend the workshop, as well as 2 
nights at a hotel in Paris.  
 
Participation: Please send an abstract of max. 500 words and a short bio to  

- Marie Mallet-Garcia (marie.mallet-garcia@compas.ox.ac.uk) and 
- Nina Sahraoui (nina.sahraoui@gmail.com)  

by the 24th of February 2023.  
The full version of the paper is expected at the end of May 2023. 
 
Organizers: 
 

- Nina Sahraoui, CRESPPA, CNRS   
- Marie Mallet-Garcia, COMPAS, University of Oxford  

 
List of confirmed participants: 
 

- Jane Freedman, GTM-CRESPPA, Université Paris 8, ICM 
- Tomas Jimenez, Stanford University, Department of Sociology, ICM 
- Thomas Lacroix, Center for International Studies, Sciences Po Paris, ICM 
- Jean-Michel Lafleur, Centre d'Etudes de l'Ethnicité et des Migrations, University 

of Liège 
- Elsa Mescoli, University of Liège 
- Caitlin Patler, Sociology Department, UC Davis 
- Santiago Perez-Nievas, Political Science Department, Autonomous University, 

Madrid 
- Antje Röder, Malburg University Institute of Sociology 
- Nora Ratzmann, Research Fellow, DeZIM-Institut, Berlin 
- Elsa Tyszler, GTM-CRESPPA , ICM 


