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Bridging disciplines and research agendas
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Over the past two decades, a gap has developed in the field of border cros-
sing studies between scholars studying the building of walls and those caring
about bonding and bridging, the division of labor sometimes reflecting disci-
plinary boundaries, with sociologists and anthropologists and social theorists
enthused by “transnational practices” and legal scholars, political scientists and
political philosophers worried about securitization and control before and at the
border. There are signs that scholars interested in border control policies and
those interested in flows across borders could not durably ignore one another.
In France, there has been some recent work by anthropologists interested in
borders and mobility (eg the French National Funding Agency Frontiéres pro-
ject). In the US, after ignoring or deprecating policies, there has been an evo-
lution and more emphasis has been put on the implementation of policies and
local policy practices that affect migrants’ experience, strategies or quality of life
(eg Light 2006).

It is time to study exactly how bordering, rebordering, bridging and bon-
ding interact. What are the national and local policies that affect migrant prac-
tices? How have border control policies affected migrants’ social strategies,
economic achievements and cultural practices? How do non-state actors and
organizations assist migrants in bridging the ‘here’ and ‘there’ despite new forms
of border enforcement? How do efforts of internal rebordering and differentia-
tion between members ‘of’ and persons ‘in’ the polity affect post-migration expe-
riences and the emergence of bonding in the long term? How do the changing
strategies of sending states vis-a-vis emigrants and the governments of their
host countries influence the dynamics of bridging and bonding? How do these
effects vary depending on the life cycle of the individual and the family, the type
of legal status and the forms of ethnicization and racialization migrants endure?

Answering these questions is challenging from a theoretical, analytical and
methodological perspective.

Theoretically, a fruitful dialogue could emerge between scholars interested in
cultural and social boundaries, those working on legal/state borders and their
legitimacy, and those concerned by “transnational citizenship” (Baubdck 1994).

Analytically, we need to identify policies that may affect migrant flows in the
home and destination countries and the type of life experiences affected by
policy or legal frameworks. This should allow us to devise an analytical fra-
mework to understand the variety of policy/practices matrices and the factors
that explain variation. In this way, we could empirically study whether and under
which circumstances migrants take into account, ignore or circumvent policies.



Research design will also be a challenge. One needs to take into account the
interaction of different levels of analysis. Individual decisions to migrate are
often helped by meso-level organizations and infrastructures and take place
within regional migration systems, yet they also depend partly on macro trends,
and the structure of the “globalized” economy cannot be ignored. Once arrived,
migrants’ experience may vary from one city or state to another depending on
the enforcement of national or federal policies. Data collection is also an issue.
Large-scale surveys are typically produced within national boundaries and is-
sued by national public authorities. This “methodological nationalism” is com-
pounded by the relative lack of data in countries of emigration. While qualitative
studies do not face this problem, they face others such as sample selection of
interviewed migrants, and access to informants involved in intergovernmental
negotiations.

This one day conference will bring together scholars from different disci-
plines that study border crossings and bridgings to discuss these theore-
tical, analytical and empirical challenges and open new research agendas.
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CONFERENCE OUTLINE
Introduction and welcome (9am)
1. Legal borders and social boundaries (9:30-11am)

Chair/discussant: Francoise Lorcerie, IREMAM
Mabel Berezin, Cornell University
Jacqueline Hagan, UNC-Chapel Hill

2. The migration/policy nexus (11:15-12:45pm)

Chair/discussant: Virginie Guiraudon, Sciences-Po Centre for
European Studies

Michael Jones-Correa, Cornell university

Elena Jileva, Sofia university and EUDO, Florence

3. The border within: undocumented strategies and
controls (2-3:30m)

Chair/discussant: Ruben Hernandez-Leon, UCLA
David Craig Griffith, East Carolina University
Andrea Rea, Free University of Brussels

4, Research design and field work in a transnational
context: the Mediterranean in comparative perspective (4-
5:30pm)

Chair/discussant: Olivier Grojean, university of Aix
Victor Zuhiga, Sociology-Education, Universidad de Monterrey
Jocelyne Streiff-Sénart, university of Nice Sophia-Antipolis

Keynote Address (6pm)
Michéle Lamont, Harvard University, «Boundaries, recognition,
social resilience, and other keys to successful societies»



