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This book intends to critically examine mobilities across the Mediterranean
Basin and explore implications in terms of European changing relationships
among European countries and neighbors. The explorations have been
conducted in light of the intersectional formation and evolution of identities,
behavior, ideas, and agency within the Mediterranean Basin.

If we look at the Mediterranean Basin as a space only, a dissonant
geography is obvious, bringing about a mistaken view of its diversity. That is
why the diversity of the Mediterranean Basin is mistakenly reduced through a
cognitive and operational process based upon assumptions regarding the
nature of things and modes of functionality rather than upon actual analysis.
In fact, the study of contemporary flows and networks—i.e., the circulation
of ideas, people, finances—challenges the continuous representation of the
Mediterranean as a homogenous or other space for Europe.

Indeed, a dialectic of diaspora politics, circuits of funds, weapons,
empowerments, and emotions, and sustainability issues challenge the tradi-
tional boundaries of political and economic communities which are under
deep transformation. This also influences individual trajectories of identity
formation and empowerment and imposes constraints, for example, in terms
of engendered roles and prejudiced moral values.

Nowadays, the internet and people’s spatial mobility underline a deep
process of change for the Mediterranean and Europe, which can be seen as
global mobile realities. Moreover, the geopolitical turmoil in the Mediter-
ranean Basin delegitimizes the ‘EUropean’ spatial vision of the
non-European Mediterranean as another space for Europe, or its malleable
geostrategic courtyard. Theoretically, a classic terrestrial interpretation of
geographic space emerges as being inadequate for understanding global loci,
such as inner seas and surrounding lands.

This book includes a selection of findings from the FP7 Marie
Curie IRSES project entitled ‘Mediterranean changing relationships: Global
change, networks and border openings’ (MEDCHANGe grant no. 612639),
coordinated by the editor of this book. It is based on a mobility perspective
that conceives the Mediterranean Basin as both a post-colonial imbricate site
of encounters and flows and a site of new hegemonic and counter-power
discourse(s) and alliances. In MEDCHANGe’s view, ultimately the
Mediterranean is a global space of confrontation, emulation, opposition,
dialectics, and change of which Europe is both a part and a stakeholder.
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Places, flows, wires, and digital TV are the loci for this encounter and
connection.

There is no assumption, in this book, of the ‘Mediterranean as a bridge of
cultures,” or as a bounded region. Instead, all are actors in networking
communities and regionalization paths.

This approach is relevant and timely since today, in Europe and in the
Mediterranean (overlapping EU and non-EU space), we are facing new
migration and mobility practices (return, circulation, refugees, minors,
women, tourism, lifestyle mobilities, and terror mobilities), new solidarities
and encounters, as well as conflicts and crisis. The implications of diverse
mobilities call for revised national and European policies and new knowledge
for scholars and policy makers.

The studies presented in this volume attest to several cognitive advan-
tages: a cross-reflection among, not only, European scholars but North
African and Middle East ones, and the continuous interplay between theo-
retical and empirical observations from our fieldwork in Europe, North
Africa, and Israel. Previous studies tended to focus on Western world
observations and by European or US scholars. They are largely based on
statistical data or are conceptual without empirical basis. This volume is
based on fieldwork in European and non-European countries and on mutual
learning and transfer of knowledge among scholars from nine universities in
Morocco, Algeria, Israel, Ireland, Italy, Portugal and Spain, as well as
stakeholders (political élites, NGOs, citizens) in Europe and North Africa.
The project has been comprised of distinguished scholars and PhDs who
conducted fieldwork in Europe, Morocco, Algeria, and Israel, generating
original data and findings on fast changing realities. This book is linked to
the intellectual locus of the International Geographical Commission
‘Mediterranean Basin’ chaired by the book editor.

I wish to express my most sincere gratitude to the contributors to this
volume for their enthusiastic and persevering commitment, which followed
continuous exchanges throughout the project work. They have been able to
produce insightful chapters, despite numerous challenges and constraints,
which we faced during the implementation of our project.

Naples/Benevento, Italy Maria Paradiso
January 2018
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Maria Paradiso

Abstract

Following a mobility approach, this chapter
considers the complexity and variety of mobil-
ities in the Basin to frame our group’s research.
The research is about the geographical com-
plexities but also opportunities of multiple
evolutions of the Mediterranean Basin flows,
between Europe and non-European countries
and beyond the North—South divide. Research
adopted the non-élites perspectives provided
by narratives of people in mobilities. This
chapter has two main objectives. First, it
provides an introductory reading of the char-
acteristics of Mediterranean mobilities. Sec-
ond, it introduces the frame of research which
drove fieldwork and discussions of findings. In
particular, we examine the concept of Mediter-
ranean mobilities which provides insights on
the topic of internal and external Europe
relationships and challenges to usual concepts
shaping regional views on the area and migra-
tion studies. Our findings identify important
factors that have structured and will structure
relationships with consequent needs of specific
focus of policy arenas in Europe.

M. Paradiso (D<)

Department DEMM, University of Sannio,
Benevento, Italy

e-mail: paradiso@unisannio.it

Keywords
Mediterranean * Mobilities * Europe
Changing relationship

1 Introduction. The Mobility
Approach to Mediterranean
Studies, not in Search of a Region

The book critically examines mobilities across
the Mediterranean Basin and explores implica-
tions for FEuropean changing relationships.
Explorations have been conducted in light of
thick observations of the intersectional formation
and evolution of identities, behavior, ideas,
agency.

Following a mobility approach (Paradiso
2016), the volume aims to go beyond the ‘bor-
der’ vision in studies or the Mediterranean as an
essentialist object or as a space (Giaccaria and
Paradiso 2012). Border is indeed an extremely
important concept and a method in the ‘fabrica-
tion of the world’ (Mezzadra and Neilson 2013;
Celata and Coletti 2016). However, if studies
continue to put attentions solely to borders, one
cannot trace the emerging geographies of both
cross-bordering and bridging action and conse-
quent changes in societies and places.

© Springer International Publishing AG, part of Springer Nature 2019 1
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Previous discussion of cross-border regions
and macro-region initiatives (e.g., Jones 2006;
Celata and Coletti 2017) devoted considerable
attention to the making of ‘European spaces’
built on a shifting, tenuous economic and
geopolitical balance between integration and
exclusion practices. These studies disclosed that
these practices are aimed at the redefinition of
what is to be shared, how, and with whom,
choosing to make selectively mobile certain
categories of capital, goods, labor, and invest-
ment. Previous studies also showed the
micro-geographies of the everyday life of actors
in the EU and in partner countries of sub-national
and non-governmental actors and lobbies (Jones
2006; Moisio et al. 2013).

Indeed, regarding ‘the space’ problématique,
if we look at the Mediterranean only as a space, a
dissonant geography is obvious (Farinelli 1998).
This happens since its diversity is mistakenly
reduced through a cognitive and operational
process based upon assumptions (regarding the
nature of things and modes of functionality)
rather than upon actual analysis (Farinelli 1998;
Paradiso 2016). Thus, the Mediterranean concept
is ‘imprisoned.” A recent study about the concept
of the Mediterranean as an archipelago optic
(Ferrer-Gallardo and Kramsch 2016)—as the
sum of disseminated territorial segments and
fragments—contributes to remove the Mediter-
ranean from consolidated gaze of interpretations
or instrumental policies too. Indeed, it paves the
road to concepts of the Mediterranean as a space
of (dis)encounters.

This chapter and book’s approach—as well as
the MEDCHANGe initial project proposal—go
further. They are about our understanding of the
Mediterranean as a global mobile reality which
transcends both Eurocentric or Arab hegemonic
ideas, or simply ideas of a rigid demarcation line
North—South rich and poor countries. In this
chapter’s view, the Mediterranean is a global
mobile reality, i.e., a globally transformative
space precisely because of its variety of forces,
actorness, resources, human mobilities, cultural,
religious views, ambitions, struggles which
encounter/oppose/ally/transform world regions
dynamics. Thus, the Mediterranean cannot be

M. Paradiso

grasped from a hegemonic single point of view
(Europeanization; Islamization par exemple), and
its nature is more marine than terrestrial. These
considerations have implications on theoretical
lens and approaches for grasping the geographi-
cal evolutions in the Basin. It is mobile, refract-
ing, transformative, complex and escapes any
traditional measurement in terms of topography
or geometry. Its alternative nature (Giaccaria and
Minca 2011), however, should be expressed in
intellectual and operational terms which can
striate our work with salient political as well as
theoretical effects as it is discussed in the fol-
lowing lines.

In this chapter, the author wishes to prob-
lematize views of the Mediterranean as an
‘Other’ space of Europe and those geographical
images based on European, national polices or
organized socioeconomic actorness in the
Mediterranean. We shift our focus from border to
mobility geographies, since we wish to compli-
cate easy distinctions between the visible hard-
ening of EU internal bordering and the
concurrent openness and closure, collaboration,
securitization, and warfare within the Mediter-
ranean Basin. In doing so, in light of FP7 MC
MEDCHANGe objectives, MEDCHANGe team
in the book explores people’ narratives and crit-
ical insights for understanding views on chang-
ing ‘Burope’-North Africa relationships, as they
are driven by across shores mobile and immobile
citizens in different countries.

Following two centuries of Mediterranean and
Mediterraneanist investigations, research on the
concept of the Mediterranean is a ‘scientific
expedition’ that cannot be anchored to a struc-
tured, well known, research path, but rather is set
on a route of progressive interpretation and
knowledge of a terra incognita. Indeed, the
Mediterranean initially escapes any ultimate
definition and understanding, despite the fact that
it has constituted a geographic reference and
topos since Strabo (Giaccaria and Minca 2011;
Giaccaria and Paradiso 2012) and that it consti-
tutes along a millenary longitudinal path, a chora
(on the concept for geography: Olsson 2012;
Bonfiglioli 2016; Paradiso 2016 for an applica-
tion to Mediterranean studies). For Derrida,

paradiso@unisannio.it



Mediterranean Mobilities and Europe’s Changing Relationships 3

following Plato, a chora is where the subject
establishes his/her own place. In Olsson’s words,
‘how do I grasp the formless that refuses to be
categorized, how do I comprehend the incom-
prehensible?” (2012, p. 6). We thus can under-
stand the Mediterranean in terms of a chora as a
starting and stimulating departure point (Paradiso
2016).

Indeed, the scientific invention of the
Mediterranean, mainly advocated by the French
and German geographical traditions (Ben-Artzi
2004; Deprest 2002), beginning with Reclus and
Vidal de la Blache, built a unified and unifying
narrative of the Mediterranean. On the one hand,
this allegedly coalesced Mediterranean has been
firstly broken by the disruptions of ‘genre de vie’
stemming from drought land cultivation and
nomadic herding and then gradually dissolved by
(a lack of) ‘modernization’ (Claval 2010).
Moreover, the myth of a unitary Mediterranean
has been unveiled in post-colonial studies
(Chamber 2008) and its vernacular origins are
now discredited as Mediterraneanism, a peculiar
form of Orientalism (Herzfeld 1984, 2005).
Mediterranean common places have been harshly
criticized because they entail a geographical
imaginary sedimented in the visual and fictional
culture of the (Northern) European Grand Tour
(Howard 2007). Thus, the ‘invention of the
Mediterranean’ has been contested because of its
mythical essence, as a quasi-fiction, a geography
of permanencies and longue durée which existed
only in Northern and Western eyes. At the same
time, the colonial imagination has not vanished;
it continues to shape popular Mediterraneanism
par exemple from Club Med to the Mediter-
ranean diet revival (Giaccaria and Paradiso
2012), but it also influences the rhetoric for a
Euro-Mediterranean partnership focused on the
‘EU-ropeization’ of the Southern Mediterranean
and Middle East (Jones 2006; Clark and Jones
2008; Bialasiewicz et al. 2013). It is not a coin-
cidence, indeed, that neoliberal discourse and
practices run through Mediterranean urban and
regional planning, simultaneously adopting
Western models and adapting Mediterraneanist
stereotypes: by affirming the interests of oli-
garchies and élites, including local ones,

neoliberal planning disintegrates social, human
tissue and thick locations, exacerbates economic
inequality, and subsequently increases global-
ization by deterritorialization and dispossession
(Cattedra et al. 2012). Making sense of the
Mediterranean means confronting head-on a
tangle of flows, networks, ideas, people, goods,
and money, which challenges the continuous
representation of the Mediterranean as existing
somewhere between homogeneity and alterity
(Paradiso 2016). It implies—but only—a
post-colonial, imbricated site of encounters and
currents (Chambers 2008). In fact, the missing
point in the traditional literature on the
Mediterranean lies in its ‘iconographic charac-
terization’ (to use a Gottman’s concept 1966)
which neglects the complexity of the interplay of
spatial fixity and countless circulation (Campione
1998; Paradiso 2016; Ferrer-Gallardo and
Kramsch 2016). That is why the author proposes
the notion of Mediterranean as a global mobile
reality as it is further discussed in the following
lines.

The Mediterraneanist and Orientalist iconog-
raphy can but lead to a marginalization of the
Mediterranean: an interpretation of a Mediter-
ranean with no ‘perspective’ and without appre-
ciation of changes or appreciable changes
(Campione 1998 p. 7). As a consequence, our
exploration must avoid the Scylla and Charybdis
of both the fictitious Mediterranean unity and the
impossibility of the Mediterranean as a
hermeneutic category (Paradiso 2016). We can-
not talk about the Mediterranean without taking
the risk of stereotyping it, yet we need Mediter-
ranean categories in order to make sense of
modernity and its alternatives. Following
Matvejevic (1999), we share that the sound way
of talking about the Mediterranean is as breviary,
hymnal, directory (Giaccaria and Paradiso 2012).
As there is no such a thing as Mediterranean
unity, our approach started to explore the
Mediterranean pluriverse through a prism of
‘Narratives’ as a regime of truth. Jones and
Paradiso  discussed multiple readings of
Mediterranean before proposing this approach to
our Consortium (EUspace as an institutionalized
space by EU rethoric and policy; political

paradiso@unisannio.it



international reading; geopolitics literature and
voices from South revealing the contested of the
Mediterranean). Then, later developments and
fieldwork by this chapter’s author refined a
vision of the Mediterranean Basin as a global
mobile reality (Fig. 1).

The view of Mediterranean as a global mobile
reality (Paradiso 2016) draws upon study of
flows, of networks—i.e., the circulation of ideas,
people, finances. It challenges the continuous
representation of the Mediterranean between
homogeneity and otherness and reposits it as
both a post-colonial imbricate site of encounters
and currents and as a site of new hegemonic and
counter-power discourse(s) and alliances. A pre-
vious FP7 MEDCHANGe paper (Paradiso 2016)
explored the ‘mobility’ paradigm as an initial
approach to contemporary geographies of the
Mediterranean. The latter are being created not
only by the media, powers, and ideologies, but
also by everyday people’s interethnic, intercul-
tural, and emotional interactions in places and
digital communication channels. Such interac-
tions are often characterized by blockages of
interethnic or intercultural exchanges, as well as
by inequalities.

The Institutional Instrumental
regionalization cages: the EU-
ropeization of Southern

Mediterranean and Middle East.

Internal Europeans
divisions and fracturing
discourses: PIGs

The Intellectual gaze:
the unitary fiction

The Mobility issue and
securization of the
Mediterranean: Camps,
detention centers, the
Mediterranean as a Border.

M. Paradiso

Mobilities present and discuss initial paths of
new encounters structuring North—South rela-
tionships, and vice versa, but also circular and
East—West ones: They are typified by a variety
of personal and virtual mobilities in terms of
gender, motivations, emotional geographies,
impacts, circulation rather than origin/
destination, and so on. They contradict the bin-
ary visions of here and there and of borders and
bordering. It seems that the Internet and people’s
spatial mobility underline a deep process of
change for the Mediterranean. Dialectic of dias-
pora politics, circuits of funds, weapons,
empowerments, and emotions challenge the
boundaries of political communities in transfor-
mation. The Mediterranean thus appears as a
global space of confrontation, emulation, oppo-
sition, dialectics, and change. Places, flows,
wires, and digital TV are the loci for all this.
There is no ‘essentialistic’ assumption of
‘Mediterranean as a bridge of cultures’; instead,
all people can be actors in networking commu-
nities (Paradiso 2016 p. 151).

Essentially, the study of flows, of networks—
i.e., the circulation of ideas, people, finances—
challenges the continuous representation of the

Outside Europe:
hegemonic
deterritorialisation

Islamophobia and clash
of civilisations.

Terror.

Fig. 1 Theories and narratives bordering the Mediterranean. Sources adapted from (Paradiso 2016)
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Mediterranean Mobilities and Europe’s Changing Relationships 5

Mediterranean as homogenous or ‘other’ (space)
for Europe. Furthermore, the Internet and peo-
ple’s spatial mobility underline a deep process of
change for the Mediterranean and Europe as
global realities. Moreover, the geopolitical tur-
moil in the Mediterranean Basin delegitimizes
the ‘EUropean’ spatial vision of non-European
Mediterranean as an other space for Europe, or
its malleable geostrategic courtyard.

In the author’s view, the metaphor of mobil-
ities and networks challenges the fixity of North—
South schemes, the instrumental view of
Mediterranean as a passive recipient for EU
neighborhood policies, and the paradigm of cla-
shes of civilizations. Mediterranean mobilities
became a stronger factors shaping Euro-
Mediterranean relationships and within Europe.

Drawing on a previous MEDCHANGe pub-
lication (Paradiso 2016), first, trends of emerging
geographies of interconnections call for a geog-
raphy which is more based on networks, inter-
twining practices (in good and dark ties) and
mobilities. Geographies of interconnections span
from all kind of flows: diasporas, Internet led
communications, foreign direct investments—
FDI included Arab sovereign funds and new
tendencies of exchanges—Ilarge infrastructural
projects and hegemonic attempts in foreign eco-
nomic aid. These mobilities provide evidence of
more complex intertwining practices than those
which narrate a vision of response’s and impacts
in host countries propelled by mobilities toward
Europe. They suggest a vision of mutual changes
and stable relationships also of mundane char-
acter among people: These relationships affect
territorial changes, people adaptation, behavior,
impacts both here and there and vice versa. They
suggest a delimitation of the Mediterranean
region expanded to the Gulf with new trajectories
to and from the Orient.

Second, mobilities across the Mediterranean
Basin become a stronger factor shaping
Euro-Mediterranean relationships since migrants
are connected via the Internet. This factor
drives to a reconceptualization of segregation/
integration factors based on spatial concentration
or dispersion. Digital linkages favor intertwined
cooperation and communication, but also new

form of self-exclusion with a special accent on
emotional geographies of individuals’ commu-
nications among shores. Does the Internet led
communications ameliorate integration in Eur-
ope, reinsertion issues (return migration) in
North Africa as well as a networked practice of
citizenships across shores? These coalesced
flows urge changes in relationships among Eur-
ope, the South, the East, and their understanding.

The rising phenomenon of women’s mobility
and agency adds complexity to changing rela-
tionships in the area. It calls for better articulated
approaches to express gender views since they
are configuring new circulations and impacts
across shores.

The overlap between political power and
migrant associations in the host countries seems
to be an emerging trend shaping Euro-
Mediterranean relationships particularly for
Muslim countries’ geopolitical competition on
mosques control. Between 1996 and 2006, there
were nearly 1600 associations of Moroccans
abroad (Berriane 2014). Bilateral cooperation on
issues of security and preference from a hosting
country toward a certain non-European
Mediterranean country are also set via the net-
work or constellation of cultural associations
managing mosques and communities. Actually,
they do not suffice the whole phenomenon and
trends in this regard.

The special laboratory, the case of Moroccan
mobilities, has been discussed in our research
group and book to highlight dramatic changes.
They actually fit in a dual relationship with the
territory, marked by both the nomadic mobility
which seeks to provide the means of access to the
resources of the territories here (Europe) and
there (Southern shore), and the anchoring of
sedentary people claiming citizenship while dis-
playing his/her Moroccan identity (Berriane
2014). This weakens the category of territories
defined by national boundaries, as a lot of
migration studies still rely on and call for a more
accentuated ‘Mediterraneanized’ view of Europe
(Fig. 2).

Dialectic of diaspora politics, circuits of
funds, weapons, empowerments, emotions, and
sustainability issues challenge the traditional

paradiso@unisannio.it



ﬂ South — North:

Now becoming a destination country (sub-Saharan), issues of social and juridical
order change.

ﬂ North to South:

Retired Europeans live in Morocco.
European unemployed people are looking for a job in Morocco.

Europeans’ enterprises start up in Morocco: in Morocco ‘you do better’.

ﬂ Women mobilities:

Challenging classic paradigm of family reunification.

ﬂ Return migration, potential bridging force:

Also nostalgia of Europe. Driver of internal change. Bridging driver of Maghreb-
Europe or bilateral (Morocco-Italy; Morocco-Belgium etc.) relationships. Positive
image of Europe (European work ethic for entrepreneurs) transplanted in home

M. Paradiso

country.

ﬂ Hybridizing return contexts. Adaptation and reinsertion issue (par
exemple on children). Potential bridges Maghreb- Europe

ﬂ ‘Diasporas’ : Between geopolitical influence and competition.

Arab TVs and mobilities: Geopolitical competition.

Fig. 2 Example of Moroccan mobilities: reversing mobilities paradigms and stereotypes of the Euro-Mediterranean

relationships and regionalism. Sources (Paradiso 2016)

boundaries of political and economic communi-
ties which are in under deep transformation. This
also influences individual trajectories of identify
formation, empowerment as well as imposing
constraints par exemple in terms of engendered
roles, moral values, moral prejudiced views. The
Mediterranean is thus a global space of con-
frontation, emulation, opposition, dialectics, and
change of which Europe is a part as a stake and
has a stake in. Places, flows, wires, and digital
TV are the loci for this encounter and connection.

There is no assumption of the ‘Mediterranean
as a bridge of cultures’; instead, we all are actors
in networking communities and regionalization
paths.

2 Objectives

This proposed book engages in critically
assessing mobilities across the Basin and
exploring consequent implications in terms of
changing relationships in the Basin including
Europe. Thus, our keywords are Mediterranean,
Europe, mobilities, encounters, changing rela-
tionships, sustainability.

Mobilities are adopted as a thick concept
including all material, symbolic, intangible flows
of people, knowledge, emotions, and identities
(Cresswell 2006), as a practice shaping the
identity and political boundaries of the European

paradiso@unisannio.it
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and the Middle East North African (MENA)
world. From a theoretical point of view, the
research approach conceives the concept of
mobility in terms of networking (or constraints)
among ethnic groups and countries since they
move from one or to another (sometimes also
again back or restart). Thus, we adopt an agency
perspective to better understand regionalization
processes between shores. The mobility concept
is based on peoples’ narratives at the intersection
of the geopolitics of migration and geographies
of encounters (Paradiso 2017). The approach
intends to go beyond the classic discussions on
integration, segregation, spatial, social patterns,
and conventional studies on migration (see
chapters by Diab, Paradiso, Schnell; Lamari,
Oukarfi, Paradiso in the book). It encompasses
the approach of migration/mobilities and subse-
quent impacts on changing relationships in Eur-
ope through the notion of ‘moral and affective’
encountering and networking. Notion of
encountering and networking is affected by
affection and moral geographies shaping people’s
behavior (Paradiso unpublished). Thus, narra-
tives of moral values and affection are injected in
regional analysis and intertwined with the
observation of the Internet as a life realm and a
fuzzy space across shores, crosscutting physical
land borders (Paradiso 2013a, b).

The proposed topic and approach are relevant
and timely since today in Europe and in the
Mediterranean (overlapping EU and non-EU
space) we are facing new migration and mobility
practices (return, circulation, refugees, minors,
women, tourism, lifestyle mobilities, terror mobil-
ities). This diversity of mobilities calls for revised
national and European policies and new knowl-
edge for scholars and policy makers (Fig. 3).

The volume’s approach presents several cog-
nitive advantages: a cross-reflection among, not
only, European scholars but North African and
Middle East ones, and the continuous interplay
between theoretical and empirical observations
from our fieldwork in Europe, North Africa and
Israel. Most books center on Western world
observations and are led by European or US
scholars. Moreover, a lot of books are based
on statistical data or are conceptual without

empirical basis. This volume, however, is based
on fieldwork in European and non-European
countries and on mutual transfer of knowledge
among scholars from nine universities in Mor-
occo, Algeria, Israel, Ireland, Italy, Portugal, and
Spain, as well as with stakeholders in Europe and
North Africa.

Its proposed structure covers these issues from
a conceptual and empirical perspective as it is
elucidated in the following sections.

3 Structure

The volume aims to present, analyze, and inter-
pret mobilities and narratives across shores, as a
window on Europe and Mediterranean regional-
ization and relationships at a global scale.
Mobilities have a profound impact on the Basin
and on Europe. Thus, they turn the Mediter-
ranean into a global reality, which is highly
significant for contemporary and future Europe,
as a part of Europe and not an instrumental
‘Other.’

It explores the ‘mobility’ paradigm as an
approach to contemporary geographies of the
Mediterranean and implications for changing
European relationships. The latter are being cre-
ated not only by the media, powers, and ideolo-
gies, but also by people’s everyday interethnic,
intercultural, and emotional interactions in places
and through digital communication channels.
Such interactions are often characterized by
inequalities and constraints to interethnic or
intercultural exchanges.

The book presents and discusses paths of new
encounters structuring North—South relation-
ships, and vice versa, but also circular and East—
West ones, since they are typified by a variety of
personal and virtual mobilities in terms of gen-
der, motivations, emotional geographies,
impacts, and circulation rather than on origin/
destination binaries, and so on.

Precisely, the book will be divided into three
parts: (1) concepts of Europe and the Mediter-
ranean and implications for mobility and rela-
tionships; (2) Mediterranean mobilities and
implications for encounter, connectivity, and
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Fig. 3 Theoretical aspects of
the Mediterranean as a global
mobile reality. Sources
(Paradiso 2016)

turbulence.

Epistemological challenges:

«  HIGH Cultures Readings: the unitary myth trap.

+ EU-Mediterranean RELATIONSHIPS: the Political gaze and source of

«  Dynamic Analysis: changes and legacies, spatial and circulations.

v

Conceptual pivots:

ICTs.

o The issue of ‘OTHERNESS' for the Mediterranean as a Chora.

«  SPATIAL CHANGE and LEGACY: ethnicity, clan, accepting ‘otherness’,
bordering and crossing, segregation, encounter, oppression, empowerment.

+  MEDITERRANEAN MOBILITIES: cross-bordering and bridging? Everyday
People Perspective for crossing and encountering and re-bordering also thru

v

Approach:

(Mediterranean on the Move): The Digital, The Mobile and the
Disruption of Elite power in Discourse and information gatekeeping, The View from
South and East, citizens voices and new circulations of knowledge, power, emotions.
The quest of dignity and survival.

sustainability in the area; and (3) conclusions on
changing European relationships in light of
mobility.

Thus, the volume first presents a conceptual
focus on viewpoints on the Europe and Mediter-
ranean. The first part highlights concepts, narra-
tives, and practices of bordering the
Mediterranean space (divisions and fractures) as
well as cross-bordering it. Second, it presents
alternative thinking and a spatial imagination of
Europe and the Mediterranean, including voices
from the ‘South’ and ‘lived’ experiences by peo-
ple (narratives and panel sessions about Europe
and the Mediterranean carried out during our

fieldwork). The ‘Mediterranean’ concept, as well
as the ‘European’ one, will be unpacked both by
critically reviewing the literature and through
narratives collected among Moroccans people in
Morocco by our group of Marie Curie scholars
(chapters by Durac, Jones; Paradiso, Favaro).
The book will then move onto present the
Mediterranean and Europe as an action space
defined and transformed mobile actors where
difference is negotiated, resisted, and encoun-
tered (chapters by Umek, Minca, Santic on
European Eastern frontier and camps as a
geopolitical hub; by Accorinti, Demurtas,
Vitiello on minors flows). The second part
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challenges the state of the art about ideas about
Euro-Mediterranean linkages and changes, which
stem from our fieldwork in Europe, North Africa,
and the Middle East and from explorations of
geographies of cyberspace and Web2. The sec-
ond part consists of presentations and critical
discussions of narratives on mobilities, differ-
ences, and encounters gathered through field-
work with migrants and minorities in Europe,
North Africa, and Israel.

It contains case studies in chapters: from
Algeria (Alouat), comparative studies from Israel,
Italy, Morocco (Diab, Paradiso, Schnell); Mor-
occo, Italy (Paradiso, Favaro; Elaklaa, Tebbaa
et al.; Lamari, Paradiso, Oukarfi; Diab, Paradiso,
Schnell; Spotorno, Magiasepe; Tribak, Paradiso;
Esteves, Schmitz; Chinarro, Fernandez, Sierra);
Portugal (Fonseca, Mc Garrigle, Esteves); Hun-
gary (Pap, Remedy); Italy (Paradiso); and a con-
cluding third part on mobile people in terms of
connectivity, integration, alienation, crisis,
empowerment, and implications for relationships
in Europe and in the Basin (Paradiso).

Altogether, the volume examines how
place-making and spatial agency are cast and
networked across borders and internally by the
circulations of people and flows of ideas and
behaviors. In the second part, analysis of original
data from fieldwork on mobility, connectivity,
and its implications for sustainability is presented
and discussed (see chapters in second part
‘Narratives’ by all MEDCHANGe scholars and
guest contributors Pap, Remedy again on Eastern
Europe to complement the dimension of the
Mediterranean as a global mobile reality and its
impacts on transforming Europe from within; on
sub-Saharan flows to Morocco by Chinarro,
Fernandez, Sierra; on return migration from
Europe by Elaklaa, Tebbaa et al.). The original
conceptual and empirical observations and data
provide unexplored knowledge about deborder-
ing, bridging, and cross-bordering relationships
in the Euro-Mediterranean. It stems from our
original comparable fieldwork across all banks
which have been carried out by international
teams. It turned out from our Marie Curie project,
an extremely enriching mutual knowledge

among Europeans, Middle Eastern, and North
African scholars.

Finally, the book discusses implications of
ethnic, interethnic interactions under structural
power grids and identity building which are
performed in real and virtual spaces across banks
(final part and conclusions by Paradiso). They
occur in networked spaces of different cultural—
religious societies and affect people’s identity,
encounters, integration, constraints, empower-
ment, place attachment, and retention. Alto-
gether, they affect identity formation and
relationships along cleavages and between states
and groups. In this concluding section, on the
basis of previous findings, changing European
relationships in light of mobilities is elucidated
and discussed. Discussion of findings from nar-
ratives and practices of bordering, crossing, and
bridging the Mediterranean space (including both
EU and non-EU countries) will be structured
around the following concluding questions: Can
people live together easily in the two spaces—
Europe and North Africa? What is the potential
future of the two spaces as intertwined and
interconnected? What is the horizon for future
developments of human fulfillment and pros-
perity? What implications do these tendencies
have for regionalization patterns and trends?

Our original research generates knowledge for
policy issues in terms of migration policies,
domestic integration, and empowerment.

4 Research Context and Rationale

Even though under protocols of the explorative
cases but in light of extended and repeated
scholars’ mobilities in situ and intensive trian-
gulation of data and participant observation,
MEDCHANGe concept and research developed
on the analysis of the relationships between
global networks (Internet), flows (virtual and
spatial mobilities of individuals, information,
emotions, i.e., also in light of gender issues such
those of Moroccan female migrants; climate
change migrants; tourism and heritage valoriza-
tion flows); and geographical localities in
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terms of local development and marginalization/
segregation.

These ingredients of a variety of people’s
mobilities, adaptation, change, multiple linkages
across shores and scales shed lights on changing
relationships at the spatial scales of some
Mediterranean countries (Algeria, Israel, Italy,
Morocco, Portugal, Spain) due to the dialectics
of global flows, borders crossing, and local
structural changes. Our network of scholars
worked in synergy and complementarities
through joint field research, workshops, and
seminars by investigating both the spatial and
behavioral origins and development of our topics
and their contemporary changing dynamics in
selected territorial cases (Tel Aviv, Algier, Lis-
bon, Marrakesh, Casablanca, Naples-Caserta,
Zaragoza, Genoa, and non-metropolitan areas in
Portugal, Morocco, Italy, Israel, Algeria).

In order to achieve this goal, MEDCHANGe
activities have been structured into three main
levels: (1) a theoretical-methodological level;
(2) an empirical analysis of case studies in dif-
ferent countries; (3) an operational level of net-
working and dissemination.

Theoretically, we contribute to the redefinition
of the concepts that denote the field of investi-
gation, ‘Mediterranean changing relationships,’
namely ‘mobility,” ‘connectivity,” spatial justice
and entrepreneurship, inclusion, adaptation, cli-
mate migration, and the idea of the ‘Mediter-
ranean integration’ in a frame of uneven
development beyond the divide North—South but
also in light of internal factors of crisis. Empiri-
cally, we aimed to exchange skills, knowledge,
expertise, mobilities to document the different
ways in which transformations of the Mediter-
ranean cities and villages take place and grasp
the implications of the so-called virtual spatial
mobilities in terms of inclusion, citizenship,
security, intercultural dialogue. At the opera-
tional level, we look forward for studying suc-
cessful stories and practices of cooperation.

The research discovered new trends and
proved them as it is outlined in the book’s final
part.

M. Paradiso
5 Methodology

It is a multidimensional model that investigates the
sources of accumulation of economic, social,
cultural, and emotional forms of capital from
either intra-ethnic or interethnic sources as it has
been developed by Schnell et al. (2015) based on
the case of Arabs in Israel. Here, in MED-
CHANGe project and the book paper by Diab,
Paradiso, Schnell and Lamari, Oukafi, Paradiso,
Settar, as it was proposed by Maria Paradiso, the
focus is on subjectivities and emotional aspects of
encountering with otherness as a realm to better
understand agency and possibilities among
approaches of locations, functional examination of
everyday life activities, and morphologies of
social networks. In the current study vis-a-vis
original methodology by Schnell et al., we inno-
vate by paying a special focus on emotional
aspects and refer to embeddedness rather than
integration or segregation. This attention to emo-
tional factors—and non-representational theory at
large (Thrift 2007) or emotional geography from
feminist studies (Ahmed 2004; Bronwyn 2013;
Davidson et al. 2005; Dunn 2010)—takes into
account that migrants or mobile people in general
negotiate integration, codes, spatialities not simply
adhere or refuse; thus, a human-centered focus can
better cope with new ways of restructuring spa-
tialities in the globalization era.

Indeed, in the contemporary world, as MED-
CHANGe concept in original submission
evoked, individuals are exposed to relations at a
distance thru new media and ways of being
connected with origin countries like ever in the
past. Thus, previous approaches or studies must
evolve in our view in order to take into account
the simultaneous presence, belonging, affectivity
and emotional exposure and encountering of
people in the digital and different worlds. Thus,
spatialities or location refers to a continuum of
host-origin places. The importance of individual
exposure or active behavior being exposed to
host-origin countries’ constraints and influences
cannot be underestimated. Constraints and
influences, relations at distance, constant
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exposure to here and there complicate the geog-
raphy of encounters with otherness and thus the
so-called integration—isolation geographies. The
last decade debate on geography of encounters
provides insights on how people negotiate dif-
ference in everyday lives (Leitner 2012; Valen-
tine 2008; Wilson 2014, 2016; Gawlewicz 2015,
2016 an overall assessment on geography of
encounters debate and further developments).
Thus, success or failure of encounters can serve
as basis to test embeddedness on the basis of
encounters since encounter is a conceptually
charged construct which is not limited to ‘con-
tact’ but includes questions of meaning, power,
temporality, ethics and scale (Wilson 2016) and
morality (Paradiso, submitted).

We have developed a questionnaire dis-
tributed among about on average 40 subjects in
each of the communities around the Mediter-
ranean: Italians in Morocco; Moroccans in South
Italy; and Arabs in Israel. Thirteen indicators
were tested searching for validated criteria as
they are approved by Alpha-Cronbach. The
results were used in order to characterize patterns
of integration versus segregation of the minori-
ties in the majority society in three countries in
the Mediterranean Basin. It is a multidimensional
model that investigates the sources of developing
economic, social, cultural, and emotional forms
of human relationships either from intra-ethnic or
from interethnic sources.

Subjects were chosen according to the logic of
snowball sampling, but the small number of
subjects enables only an exploratory study that
suggests and tests the applicability of the
methodology still calling to more comprehensive
and systematic empirical tests. The question-
naires include detailed accounts of the subjects’
social linkages in both origin and host or
majority milieus, self-evaluation of their fluency
in the languages of their origin and host or
majority societies, the way they identify them-
selves, and their sense of attachment to origin
and host or majority milieus. In addition, we
asked about basic socio-demographic

characteristics of the subjects. The filling of the
questionnaires evoked open discussions between
the interviewers and the interviewees, discus-
sions that were stimulated by the researchers in
order to expose the deeper worldviews that
underlie their behaviors and attitudes.

In analyzing the data, we suggested to measure
six indices—two for embedding oneself in each
form of capital. We divided each subject’s
embeddedness in host or majority milieu by
embeddedness in origin milieu in order to high-
light the location of the zero point either in places
of origin or in host or majority places. The six
aspects measured are as elucidated in Diab, Par-
adiso, Schnell in this volume (Table ‘Dimensions
of mobile people embedding’).

The evaluative indices were measured on five
degree Likert scale leading to results that can be
below one representing subjects who are
embedded in their place of origin, results above
one representing subjects that are embedded
more in their host or majority places, and results
around one (0.80 <P> 1.20) that represent sub-
jects that balance between their orientations to
origin and host or majority places.

At a second stage, scholars applied post hoc
ANOVA in order to characterize differences
among members of the three groups’ styles of
embedding themselves in their host or majority
societies and we calculated component analysis
in order to identify main strategies for embedding
in host/majority societies.

Portuguese team (Fonseca, Esteves, Mc Gar-
rigle) applied MEDCHANGe axis of interpreta-
tions in form of qualitative tools, interviews’
methods, adding questions on motivations to
leave or return (see Fonseca et al. in the volume).
Spanish team used an interview protocol and
participant observations for their study on
sub-Saharans in Morocco.

Spotorno et al. build a quantitative method-
ology based on geolocalization methods to sur-
vey the Europeans’ presence in Morocco as one
of the tests about European mobility to South
(see Spotorno’s chapter).
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Return migration questionnaire has been
developed by Elaklaa, Tebbaa et al. as they dis-
cussed in their chapter assessing geographies of
Moroccans’ return migration from Europe to
some areas of Morocco.

6 Conclusion

The approach does not privilege neither territo-
rial fixity in itself; neither institutional rhetoric
deconstruction per se; neither Mediterranean as
circulation space per se. MEDCHANGE opts for
an alternative concept (original project draft
submission by Paradiso 2013a, b): spatial rela-
tionships between global networks (Internet), and
flows (virtual and spatial mobilities of individu-
als, information, and goods). MEDCHANGe’s
scientific option addresses an innovative theory
of the Mediterranean: Geographical context
includes Internet and virtual communications.
Thus, Euro-Mediterranean relationships stem out
from everyday people’s narratives and mobilities
and include digital crossings.

MEDCHANGe key concepts under scrutiny
are ‘Mediterranean etc,” ‘Mediterranean chang-
ing relationships,” namely ‘mobility,” ‘connec-
tivity,” gender, tangible and intangible ‘heritage,’
spatial justice and diversity, climate and envi-
ronmental stress and related mobility, retired/
returned people mobility, tourism and new
entrepreneurialism and the idea of ‘Euro-
Mediterranean integration’ in a framework of
uneven development.

Research questions have been elaborated as it
follows (Jones, Paradiso in MEDCHANGe WP1):

e What is the post-colonial geography of the
Mediterranean?

e What are the ambiguities of this post-colonial
geography?

e What are its manifestations in the everyday?

e The visible and invisible features of the
everyday?

e The familiar and unfamiliar features of the
everyday?

e How a ‘Mediterranean gaze can unveil a set
of  non-topographic  geographies that

M. Paradiso

“actually” make this sea and the everyday
lives of its inhabitants’? (Giaccaria and Minca
2011, 360)

e What is the role of migrants, women in this
regard?

e What about our keywords for Mediterranean
other than gaze?

e How the Mediterranean as chora(s) (The
Mediterranean as a chora (Giaccaria and
Paradiso 2012; Paradiso 2016) (for the con-
cept of chora: Olsson 2012) can unveil paths
of changes and drive paths of relationships?
For Derrida, following Plato, a chora is where
the subject establishes his/her own place.

e Is the Mediterranean becoming an
un-hospitable chora (all blanks)? Or are
people starting to set their chora?

e What are the main ideas on Mediterranean
and EU from South or East?

e What do Southern citizens think of Europe, or
Mediterranean? Or their neighbor (s)?

Key questions concern the effects of global-
ization on the Mediterranean reality, particularly
in terms of the exposure of local systems and
communities to the Internet and human migration
flows.

This will cover inter alia information flows,
tourism effects, return migration consequential
power, and empowerment relations, as well as
the transformative dynamics within ethnic
minority communities.
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Abstract

The chapter presents a discussion of political
elite narratives and their significance before
outlining the key features of European policy
on the Mediterranean. It then explores critical
perspectives on this before examining the
views of Moroccan students. This chapter
explores the dissonance between European
political elite constructions of the Mediter-
ranean, as expressed in a series of policy
iterations on the region since the foundation of
the European Economic Community in 1957
with the perspectives of a group of Moroccan
graduate students as expressed in the context
of a MEDCHANGe workshop in Casablanca.
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1 Introduction
This chapter explores the dissonance between

European political elite constructions of the
Mediterranean, as expressed in a series of policy
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iterations on the region since the foundation of
the European Economic Community in 1957
with the perspectives of a group of Moroccan
graduate students as expressed in the context of a
workshop conducted by the authors at the
Université Hassan II in Casablanca in February
2015. The chapter begins with a discussion of
political elite narratives and their significance
before outlining the key features of European
policy on the Mediterranean. It then explores
critical perspectives on this before examining the
views of Moroccan students.

What is particularly noteworthy is the extent
to which graduate student perspectives both on
the Mediterranean and on European engagement
with the region mirror the tension between
European self-image in its dealings with the
region and critical perspectives on this. Crucially,
student responses evince a clear shift from a
more positive understanding of European
engagement with the Mediterranean, typically
seen in terms of a shared space, a common civ-
ilizational history and mutual dependence to a
much less benign view of Europe. This is
expressed in an unmasking of the degree to
which relations between both sides of the
Mediterranean are best understood, less in terms
of partnership and shared objectives, and more in
terms of an asymmetric power relationship in
which European interests predominate. This shift
from benign to less benign leads some to reflect
on alternatives without Europe and on the
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possible redundancy of the concept of the
Mediterranean.

In sum, this chapter offers a preliminary
exploration of the alternative, and often silenced
and marginalised views on the Mediterranean
‘formulated by/from other (often Southern)
shores’ (Giaccaria and Minca 2010, 348)

2 Political Elite Narratives—What
Are They and What Do They Do?

Elite narratives for macroregion building have a
long history, and as a political tool serve a
number of purposes: as a politically orchestrated
response to globalization and globalizing ten-
dencies; as a means to further the interests of
dominant capital through the construction of new
economic architectures; as a tactic for the pro-
mulgation of core beliefs and values; and as a
political-administrative convenience for the
management and definition of regional con-
structions. Such narratives highlight a collective
set of values, beliefs and goals that frame the
scope and nature of political interventions. Elite
narratives for region building are changeable and
also historically contingent. They require stren-
uous efforts by political elites to stabilize and
maintain their dominant rationales and meanings.
Narratives, then, through their geographical
specification of politics are an essential compo-
nent of state agency in pursuit of particular
interests and identities.

In the context of the European Union (EU), a
mosaic of narrative-based relations exists between
it and a diverse range of constructed political
spaces across the globe. The political production
of these geographical spaces for EU action is
heavily bound up with the promotion of European
ideas, norms and beliefs and the furtherance of
dominant European political ideologies. Collec-
tively, they offer a system of action to frame
political issues and policy proposals, and furnish
legitimacy for decision making and intervention.
Narrative-based regional building by the EU thus
involves the maintenance and construction of
geopolitical, legal-institutional, transactional, and
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cultural boundaries in which relations are defined
and institutionalized and the material frames of
political action determined. Such is the case with
EU policy on the Mediterranean where EU elite
narratives are deployed to bolster the diffusion of
distinctive forms of political organization and
governance and the promotion of European ‘so-
lutions’ outside of EU territorial space. In effect,
elites narratives support the mobilization of the
European project and its extension into
politico-geographic spaces like the Mediterranean
that are contingent, politically charged, and often
highly unstable institutional creations.

3 EU Representations
of the Mediterranean
from the Global Mediterranean
Policy to the Union
for the Mediterranean

Since 1957, European elites have put forward
and acted politically upon a number of elite
representations of the Mediterranean. These have
stressed alternatively its geostrategic significance
premised on its conflictual nature, its homo-
geneity and imbrication with Europe, and its
confrontational potential creating ‘EU’ropean
vulnerability. The Mediterranean has, since the
late 1950s, become a site for an increasingly
conscious, narrative-based project for European
management. This project is underpinned by
changing representations of Mediterranean space
which were used by EU elites to justify a range
of policy interventions to meet what they regar-
ded initially as the ‘Mediterranean challenge’ but
increasingly described as the ‘southern chal-
lenge’. These representations have portrayed the
Mediterranean in conflictual and contradictory
ways from a problematic space, an unsettled
space, a space for Europeanization, and a shared
space. The aim of each of these Mediter-
raneanisms, as Giaccaria and Minca (2010, 348)
rightly argue, is to sustain, through a set of
diversified ... representations, the belief in the
existence of a geographical object called ‘the
Mediterranean’.
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3.1 The Global Mediterranean Policy:
The Mediterranean

as a Problematic Space

The evolution of a formal policy on the part of
the EU and, in its previous incarnations, the
European Economic Community (EEC) and the
European Community (EC) can be traced back to
the late 1950s. However, the articulation of the
Global Mediterranean Policy of 1972 constituted
the first attempt to present a systematic approach
to the then European Community’s relations with
Mediterranean countries. Links with Mediter-
ranean countries and the Community dated back
to its earliest years. In 1962, Greece signed an
Association Agreement, followed by Turkey a
year later. The same year, Morocco and Tunisia
sought a similar agreement but it was another six
years before preferential trade agreements were
signed with these countries. In 1969, the Com-
munity signed controversial trade agreements
with both Spain and Israel—Spain was still a
dictatorship and the agreement with Israel was
problematic due to its conflictual relationship
with its Arab neighbours. As a result the Com-
munity expressed a willingness to enter into
similar preferential trade agreements with other
Mediterranean countries. The result was that by
1973 agreements had been concluded with sev-
enteen states, including Egypt, Lebanon, Jordan,
Syria, Malta, Cyprus and Yugoslavia (Lister
1997: 84). These consisted of a series of bilateral
arrangements which lacked any coherent policy
principles and which ranged from comprehensive
and complicated association agreements to
non-preferential trade deals. Growing dissatis-
faction with the uncoordinated nature of previous
policy combined with newer developments, in
particular the accession of Greece, Portugal and
Spain, prompted a rethink of the Community’s
engagement with Mediterranean countries.
However, as Tsoulakis (1977) notes, from the
outset, the EC’s first attempt to devise a coherent
set of principles for engagement with the
Mediterranean was also underpinned by strategic
considerations, including geographical contigu-
ity, significant dependence on oil imports from
the region, economic interests and the fact that,
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with the exception of the UK, almost all immi-
grant labour in the Community came from
Mediterranean countries. These
strategic interests, energy resources and the
movement of people—have remained central to
European policy responses to the Mediterranean
in their various iterations ever since.

In September 1972, the Commission set out
proposals for a Global Mediterranean Policy
(GMP) which focused on three areas—the cre-
ation of a free-trade area in industrial goods
between the Community and each Mediterranean
country, some reduction in customs duties on
agricultural goods, and technical and industrial
cooperation on both sides while the Community
would give financial aid to less developed
Mediterranean countries. It was also proposed
that the Commission would explore a common
approach to the problem of immigrant labour
(Tsoulakis 1977: 429-430). However, despite the
attempt to devise a coherent policy for the
Community in its engagement with Mediter-
ranean countries, the GMP was a disappointment
and proved little different in impact to the set of
piecemeal arrangements it was devised to
replace. While the provision of aid was useful,
the value of trade agreements was limited and
most Mediterranean countries continued to
import more from the Community than they were
able to export to it. The position of Mediter-
ranean countries worsened when Greece, Portu-
gal and Spain joined the EEC as the relationship
was reduced to ‘a preferential share of nothing,’
while North African countries were disillusioned
with restrictions on workers’ entry into the
Community (Lister 1997: 86).

The late 1980s saw further attempts to devise
a coherent approach to the Mediterranean. The
New Mediterranean Policy (NMP) was adopted
in December 1990 to ‘consolidate activities
already under way’ while, in addition, ‘intro-
ducing support for economic reform with a view
to encouraging the process of liberalization and
structural reform’ (European Commission 1990).
The NMP provided for over 4 million ecus
(European Currency Units) in grants and loans
over five years for eight Mediterranean countries
to be spent in a range of areas, largely focused on

concerns—
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economic reform. Despite this, the NMP strongly
resembled its predecessor (Lister 1997: 88).

3.2 The European Mediterranean
Policy (‘The Barcelona
Process’): The Mediterranean
as an Unsettled Space
of Economic Vulnerability
and Political Threat

The end of the Cold War, the expansion in
membership of the new European Union
(EU) and discussion of future membership for
post-communist states combined with the
increasing focus of the EU on the articulation of
a Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP)
provided the backdrop for a new attempt to set
out a common policy on the Mediterranean. In
the early 1990s, the Commission proposed that
future relations with Mediterranean non-member
countries should go beyond the economic sphere
‘to include a political dialogue between the par-
ties, the creation of a Euro-Mediterranean
free-trade area and social, economic and politi-
cal cooperation’ (Pace 2002: 197). This was
followed at the Essen European Summit of 1994
by confirmation of the idea of a new European
strategy towards the Mediterranean in the form of
a Euro-Mediterranean Partnership (EMP). The
summit agreed to hold a conference at Barcelona
in November 1995, which marked the beginning
of the Barcelona Process.

The Barcelona Conference of 1995 brought
together the then 15 member states of the EU
with 12 Mediterranean ‘partners’.’ The 27 states
signed the Barcelona Declaration which set out
to establish ‘a comprehensive partnership

through strengthened political dialogue, the

"These were Algeria, Cyprus, Egypt, Israel, Lebanon,
Jordan, Malta, Morocco, the Palestinian Territories, Syria,
Tunisia and Turkey. The process included almost all
states bordering or close to the southern and eastern
shores of the Mediterranean. The exception was Libya
which was subject to a UN sanctions regime in 1995
(Cardwell 2011: 225).
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development of economic and financial cooper-
ation and greater emphasis on the social, cultural
and human dimension’. The Declaration com-
prised three chapters. The first dealt with political
and security matters and the goal of establishing
a common area of peace and stability; the second
dealt with ‘economic and financial partnership’
and creating an area of shared prosperity; and the
third dealt with partnership in social, cultural and
human affairs and the development of intercul-
tural and interreligious dialogue. Institutionally,
the Barcelona Process provided for the estab-
lishment of a Euro-Mediterranean Parliamentary
Assembly to meet at least once a year. Presi-
dency of the Assembly was to change each year
in order to guarantee parity. The commitment to
‘partnership’ was also reflected in its composi-
tion with 120 of its members coming from the
EU and 120 from the Mediterranean partner
countries (Monjo Sanchez 2006). Cardwell
(2011: 225) suggests that by structuring cooper-
ation around the three ‘baskets’ of political,
economic and cultural cooperation, the partici-
pants began a cooperation process that gradually
resulted in the institutionalization of multilateral
cooperation forums.

According to Volpi (2004: 147), at one level
the EMP can be seen as little more than a tech-
nical exercise in rationalizing pre-existing trea-
ties and agreements signed with Mediterranean
countries as well as providing a single frame of
reference for future agreements. However, it also
proclaimed an ambitious set of political and
cultural objectives. In particular, the Declaration
stated its adherence to ‘support for democratic
institutions and the strengthening of the rule of
law’ and acknowledged the essential contribution
that civil society can play in development.
However, while clauses establishing respect for
democracy and human rights are a feature of the
Association Agreements entered into by the EU
with a number of Mediterranean countries under
the terms of the Barcelona Process, the EU has
proved reluctant to invoke the sanctions provided
for in those agreements when faced with demo-
cratic reversals or breach of human rights
observance on the part of Mediterranean partner
states.
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3.3 The European Neighbourhood
Policy (ENP): The
Mediterranean as a Space
for Europeanization

In May 2004, the EU acquired ten new member
states. In the same month, the European Com-
mission published a paper setting out a new
policy framework for cooperation with all North
African and Middle Eastern states as well as
Ukraine, Belarus and Moldova in the east and the
states of the Caucasus. The only partner state not
covered by the new policy was Turkey which at
that point had begun accession negotiations with
the EU. The aim of the ENP was to create a ‘ring
of friends’ around the entire eastern and southern
periphery of the enlarged EU through the
reduction of poverty and the creation of pros-
perity. To this end, a key element of the ENP was
a set of bilateral ENP Action Plans mutually
agreed between the EU and each partner country
which set out an agenda for political and eco-
nomic reforms with short- and medium-term
priorities. Reform objectives covered a wide
range of fields, including cooperation on political
and security issues, economic and trade matters,
common environmental concerns, integration of
transport and energy networks, and scientific and
cultural cooperation (Monjo Sanchez 2006).

3.4 The Union for the Mediterranean
(UfM) Mediterranean
as a Shared Space
Historically—
Geographically—Culturally
Bound with Europe

The third instrument for the EU’s engagement
with the Mediterranean had its origins in a
French presidential campaign. In June 2007,
Nicolas Sarkozy announced that he wished to
create a ‘Union de la Mediterranée’ as the new
basis for relations between the two sides of the
Mediterranean Sea. This project was eventually
reformulated as a relaunch of the EMP during the
French presidency of the EU in the second half of
2008. The official title—the ‘Barcelona Process:
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Union for the Mediterranean’ articulated the
asserted continuity between the two policy ini-
tiatives. The Partnership includes the 27 member
states of the EU together with 16 partners south
and east of the Mediterranean. In an ostensible
reflection of the underlying partnership, the
activities of the UfM are supervised, coordinated
and promoted by a co-presidency, composed of a
state leader from an EU and non-EU country.
The presidency on the EU side is rotated among
the member states. However, this is not possible
on the non-EU side since the principle of rotation
could lead to an Israeli president representing the
Arab states, something that is not acceptable.
Thus, the non-EU president is chosen by con-
sensus. The first such was Hosni Mubarak of
Egypt. Besides the co-presidency, the UfM is
served by a permanent Secretariat established
with officials from both EU and non-EU states
and based in Barcelona. At the Marseilles
meeting in November 2008, a variety of areas for
cooperation were identified, including solar
power, maritime transport, civil protection, edu-
cation and small businesses (Seeberg 2010).

4 Critical Perspectives
on EU-Mediterranean Policy

While its policy on the Mediterranean is typically
presented by the EU as motivated by the pursuit
of the shared goals of social and economic
development predicated on respect for democ-
racy and human rights, more critical perspectives
offer a very different interpretation of the beha-
viour of the Union with respect to the region. In
the first instance, and since the very beginnings
of the articulation of a coherent Mediterranean
policy on the part of the then European Union, it
has been observed that EU engagement with its
Mediterranean neighbours is best understood less
as partnership and more in terms of an asym-
metric power relationship in which key European
interests—economic, strategic and political—
take priority over the largely rhetorical assertions
of the EU to the contrary. As a result, the claims
of the EU to act as a uniquely ‘normative’
international power in its foreign policy through
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the promotion of democracy and human rights
have been repeatedly called into question. Fur-
thermore, the diverse motivations and successive
reinventions of policy towards the region raise
fundamental questions about how the ‘Mediter-
ranean’ is conceptualized in the first place.
Since the beginnings of the Barcelona Pro-
cess, European policy on the Mediterranean has
been presented in terms of ‘partnership’. The
EuroMed policy constituted an agreement
between the then 15 member countries of the EU
and 12 ‘partner’ Mediterranean countries to
pursue shared goals as identified in the policy.
The ENP of 2004 expanded the category of
partner countries to include those in Eastern
Europe and the Caucasus. However, as Cardwell
notes, the substance of any partnership is
undermined by the fact that the instruments
deployed in pursuit of ‘shared’ goals consist of
bilateral incentives and opportunities available to
individual countries with the EU ‘in charge of
offering the incentives’. While the language of
the ENP asserts that it is the subject of joint
ownership and that both the EU and partner
countries can hold the other accountable for liv-
ing up to their commitments, it is difficult to see
how this can really be the case when condition-
ality and the tying of progress to incentives are
the prerogatives of the Union (2011: 227-228).
An alternative reading of EU policy proposes
that it is, in fact, underpinned, by the pragmatic
pursuit of its own interests. The first objective of
the GMP in 1972 was the establishment of a
free-trade zone in industrial goods between the
EEC and each of the Mediterranean countries
while the NMP which followed in the late 1980s
was focused on the encouragement of structural
adjustment in Mediterranean countries, private
investment and market access. Economic moti-
vations also characterized the EMP. As Sch-
lumberger (2000: 255) points out, of the three
‘baskets’ (political and security cooperation;
economic and financial cooperation; and, social,
cultural and human cooperation), the most
important policy objectives related to the eco-
nomic and financial spheres. Most of the funds
allocated under the MEDA Regulation (the
principal instrument of financial and economic
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cooperation under EuroMed) were allotted to
structural adjustment, in contrast to the funds
granted to the promotion of democratic political
reforms. Despite the asserted commitment to
political reform objectives, the EU’s economic
strategies in the Mediterranean under EuroMed
largely resembled those of the international
financial institutions: ‘liberalising markets and
foreign trade, private sector development,
deregulating capital markets, reforming tax sys-
tems, dismantling large parts of the loss-making
public sectors and abolishing restrictive foreign
currency regulations’ (Schlumberger 2000: 256).

Economic concerns also assume a priority in
the Union for the Mediterranean which Cardwell
(2011: 229) characterizes as a Union ‘loosely
resembling that of the early European Economic
Community and based around an economic
free-trade area’. However, the interests at the
heart of EU policy are not confined to the eco-
nomic sphere. Strategic considerations also loom
large as the link between European security, or
security conceptualized from a European per-
spective, and policy articulation makes clear.
Critics have long argued that EU concern to
promote the norms of democracy and human
rights in the Mediterranean has always taken
second place to its preference for security and
stability. In this context, stability takes the form
of implicit, if not explicit, support for incumbent
(and, typically, autocratic) regimes in the belief
that this is the best guarantee of European
interests: ‘Calling a bluff on the EU’s rhetorical
commitment to democracy, the rule of law and
human rights, most literature offers an
interest-driven narrative of EU policies towards
the region, in which security and economic
concerns prevail’ (Roccu and Voltolini 2017: 3).

From this realist perspective, the assessment
of the EU is that stable regimes running their
economies efficiently provide the best means of
ensuring a zone of regional security and pros-
perity. Therefore, policy underscores the status
quo, insofar as it strengthens, or at least, does not
undermine, the interests of the EU (Volpi 2004:
151). The linkage between European security
concerns and policy on the Mediterranean was
also noted by Cardwell who observes the extent
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to which the language of the ENP mirrored that
of the European Security Strategy (ESS) of 2003.
The ENP had the stated aim of creating a ‘ring of
friends’ around the EU, while the ESS linked
European security to the promotion of a ‘ring of
well-governed countries’ surrounding it (2011:
227). Kausch and Youngs go further in their
claim that the EU has, in fact, moved away from
seeking a ring of well-governed states, seeking
instead a ring of ‘firmly governed states’ (2009:
967).

The resulting depoliticization of EU policy is
most clearly evident in the Union for the
Mediterranean which has been described as ‘void
of much of the impetus towards political reform
which both the EMP and the ENP implicitly and
explicitly carried with them’ (Schlumberger
2011: 137). In contrast, the UfM is expressly
designed to push the focus of relations between
Europe and North Africa away from the most
sensitive political areas (Kausch and Youngs
2009: 964). This 1is reflected in the
inter-governmental structure of the UfM which is
characterized by institutions that, by definition,
reflect their respective governments or, in the
majority of Arab cases, their heads of state. This,
as Schlumberger points out, is not a problem
with regard to democratic European states.
However, many Arab governments do not nec-
essarily represent the will of their populations
and in many cases rule over populations that are
disenchanted with their autocratic leaderships. As
a result, societal forces in the Arab world are
likely to regard the UfM as another example of
Europe taking the side of Arab regimes for
strategic reasons while ignoring the aspirations of
Arab peoples (2011: 140-141).

The predominance of European interests in
policymaking towards the Mediterranean and the
consequent depoliticization of policy call into
question the often-asserted characterization of the
EU as a uniquely ‘normative’ power in interna-
tional politics. In 2002, Manners characterized
the foreign policy of the EU in terms of its
underlying commitment to ‘a catalogue of
norms’ found in the European Convention on
Human Rights and the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, that included the consolidation of
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democracy, the rule of law and respect for human
rights and fundamental freedoms. The EU is
therefore ‘normatively different’ from other
international actors insofar as it promotes uni-
versal values rather than its own interests
(Manners 2002: 241).

However, as has been seen, critics of the EU’s
policy on the Mediterranean are skeptical of the
claim that the EU is a uniquely normative actor.
In the priority accorded to its economic and
strategic interests, the EU behaves rather as a
realist actor like many others. Europe, in Bicchi’s
phrase, ‘does not promote (neutral) norms but
promotes ‘Europe’ (in the form of European
norms)’.

Far from being a partnership of the EU and
neighbouring states in pursuit of shared and
normatively driven objectives, European policy
in the Mediterranean is better understood in
terms of an asymmetric relationship between the
Union and states in the region in which policy is
driven by the particular interests of the EU.
However, the difficulties with EU policymaking
on the Mediterranean extend further to embrace
its conceptualization of the ‘Mediterranean’ in
the first place. The incoherence of EU policy is
reflected in the increasingly geographically
diverse character of the Mediterranean as
understood from the perspective of the EU.
Notwithstanding the implicit assumption of a
stable construct that is the Mediterranean, EU
policy formulations have extended the category
of Mediterranean states to a point that is, at best
unworkable. While the original EMP embraced
the member states of the EU and its southern
partners, the ENP extended the range of states
covered under its remit to include states to the
east of the EU and in the Caucasus whose link to
the Mediterranean is tenuous, to say the least.
This continued under the terms of the UfM which
includes Mauritania, countries in the Western
Balkans and the League of Arab States. The
Mediterranean is ‘flexible according to the policy
definitions of the EU’ (Cardwell 2011: 230).
Such flexibility and the polarization that charac-
terizes relations between Arab countries of the
Mediterranean and Israel, however, lead Bicchi
(2006: 283) to concludes that it is difficult to
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justify the idea of a Mediterranean region on
objective grounds, while Pace (2002: 195-203)
links the ‘determination’ of the EU to deal with a
multitude of countries as groups to its concep-
tualization of the Mediterranean as a site of
insecurity and instability which requires man-
agement by the EU.

5 Moroccan Student Perspectives
on the Mediterranean—
Discordant Voices

In February 2015, an intensive three-hour
workshop was held with approximately 35
graduate students (with approximately a 60-40%
ratio of male—female) of political science spe-
cializing in EU-Mediterranean relations at the
Université Hassan II in Casablanca, Morocco’s
largest University (created in 1975 by the merger
of Université Hassan II Ain Chock and Univer-
sit¢ Hassan II Mohammedia, with campuses
located in Mohammedia et Casablanca). These
students were invited to speak openly in French
about their views on three principal issues: What
does the Mediterranean mean as an everyday
category; To what extent are EU elite represen-
tations of the Mediterranean recognized and
shared by them; What alternative Mediter-
raneanisms would they propose? The workshop
was recorded and then transcribed, and subse-
quently translated by the authors. Every student
at the workshop made at least one verbal inter-
vention on the three issues and, below, we [re]
present, albeit briefly, some of these. Crucially,
we observed that as the workshop progressed
students became more prepared to cast the EU in
a very critical light; questioning its motives, the
effectiveness of particular policy interventions
and deeply suspicious of the rhetoric deployed to
frame EU-Moroccan relations.

The perception of Europe and of the
Mediterranean by these students displayed
remarkable assonances with much of the earlier
discussion. In the first instance, workshop par-
ticipants were keen to note the extent to which
Morocco and Europe enjoyed a shared history
while the Mediterranean was represented as a
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space ‘rich in interaction and exchange between
its two banks’. However, throughout the discus-
sion and, in particular, as it progressed, dissonant
perspectives began to be revealed in which a very
different set of perceptions of EU-Moroccan
relations and of the Mediterranean began to
emerge. From these perspectives, the view of the
southern Mediterranean as a place of discord and
conflict is prominent as is the perception that
European policies towards the region and
towards Morocco, in particular, are grounded in
European interests (economic, strategic, and
political) and are intrinsically asymmetric in
character.

The Mediterranean as ‘Shared
Space’

5.1

A dominant theme that emerged in the workshop
discussion centred on the notion of the
Mediterranean as a shared space. Student par-
ticipants stressed the common history of the
Mediterranean for those on its northern and
southern banks. Thus, students spoke of the
Mediterranean as ‘rich in historic, economic and
cultural relations’; both banks of the Mediter-
ranean, north and south ‘sharing the same his-
tory, the same sea’; and the Mediterranean as
representing ‘the cradle of humanity’ and a space
‘rich in interactions and exchange between the
two banks’. This positive theme was echoed in
the view that the Mediterranean is characterized
by ‘interdependence between its two sides’. As
one student explained: ‘the north is character-
ized by its modernity and technological advan-
ces, whilst the south by its human and natural
resources such that the south cannot survive
without the north and vice versa’.

5.2 The Mediterranean as ‘Space
of Discord’

Despite such positive characterizations, partici-
pants were quick to comment on the political
problems of the southern bank of the Mediter-
ranean. Although the Mediterranean is the
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‘crossroads of civilizations’, they highlighted its
conflictual nature ‘marked by conflicts—for
example, between Morocco and Algeria, the
Palestinian issue and the question of the Kurds
—which lead to divergence between its two
sides’. These political problems handicap closer
relations ‘making integration with the northern
side difficult’. One participant proposed three
images of the Mediterranean—*‘an old man rep-
resenting its history; the sun, representing tour-
ism, food, a good environment; but also conflict,
again citing Moroccan-Algerian relations and
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict on the other side
of the Mediterranean’. For another participant,
‘while the objective of European policy is to
create a zone of prosperity, security and peace,
the reality in some countries of the southern
Mediterranean is very different—in Egypt, Jor-
dan, Syria, one cannot talk of peace’. For another
participant, the region is marked by conflict,
diplomatic tensions and is ‘at the centre of
political greed in the world’.

5.3 Europe and the Mediterranean:
An Asymmetric
Relationship

In spite of the repeated references to notions of
partnership in EU discourse on the Mediter-
ranean and the recurrent theme of shared own-
ership of the Mediterranean as expressed by
several workshop participants, a very different
characterisation of the relationship was also
expressed by many. ‘While the Mediterranean is
rich in historic, economic and cultural relations
there is a big difference and significant inequality
at the economic level between the countries of
the North and South’. Other participants echoed
this theme of economic inequality between Eur-
ope and the countries of the southern Mediter-
ranean: ‘The Mediterranean is rich in interaction
between its two banks but this is an inequitable
exchange in economic affairs. While a quarter of
the world’s wealth is created in Europe, Africa
represents no more than 2—3% of the total’. For
another, despite a common history, the Mediter-
ranean is characterized by ‘economic disparities
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and very different political systems and cultures’.
This view is summed up in a more critical tone
by one participant: ‘the southern side is always at
the mercy of the northern side. They are partners
but they are not the same size or of the same
weight’.

5.4 Uncovering European Interests

The superior strength and resources of Europe in
its dealings with its southern neighbours is
reflected in the repeated expression on the part of
participants of the view that European policy-
making and actions in the Mediterranean are
primarily motivated by self-interest. In contrast
to the EU’s orthodox discourse of shared goals of
peace and prosperity, based on mutual commit-
ment to the protection of human rights and
democracy, participants instead identified a range
of strategic, economic and political interests as
animating European responses to the region. To
this end, the proceedings of the workshop vin-
dicate the critical perspective on ‘normative
power Europe’ alluded to earlier. One participant
noted the complexity of the relationship between
the EU and Morocco and likened it to ‘a house of
cards’. As to what European interests are at
stake, some identified economic interests but
behind these lie ‘political and geopolitical
motivations’. For others, EU cooperation and aid
are motivated predominantly by ‘security con-
cerns’, while the UfM is ‘simply about control of
migration, which is in turn a security issue’. For
the EU, Morocco’s ‘value is a ‘strategic partner’
in managing migration’.

6 Conclusions and Mediterranean
Alternatives

The ambiguity of the responses of workshop
participants towards orthodox constructions of
the Mediterranean led some to propose very
different alternative conceptualizations of the
Moroccan-EU relationship. For some, the EU
was a futile goal. ‘The EU might give develop-
ment aid to Morocco but because of religious,
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political and geographic issues, Morocco could
never be a member of the EU’. For another
participant: ‘The EU might offer opportunity but
this is not good for Morocco—if Morocco con-
tinued to search for Europe, it could lose years of
development. Instead, it should diversify its
development portfolio, to wake up, to African-
ise’. The view that Morocco’s future lay to the
south rather than the north was echoed by others.
One participant favoured ‘south—south’ cooper-
ation rather than north—south cooperation
because ‘this would offer more opportunity to
Morocco. To do so was to take a realistic, as
opposed to optimistic, view of things’. The same
participant proposed integration between the
Maghreb countries ‘as a thousand times better
than integration with the EU’.

Finally, the very concept of the Mediterranean
was subjected to critical questioning by these
students. As one participant explained ‘is France
more Mediterranean than European? The
answer is no. Similarly, Morocco is more African
than Mediterranean’. The advocacy by European
elites of the Mediterranean as a physically and
culturally unified homogenous space is ques-
tioned by these hitherto silenced, marginalized
voices from the southern shores. With resound-
ing agreement among the student participants
one voice said ‘it is time to let go of the dream of
belonging to a Mediterranean. The concept of
the Mediterranean related to a precise period
and no longer possessed validity for the 21st
century’.
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Abstract

The projection of Europeanization beyond the
EU’s borders provides arenas through which
the union strives to gain meaning, actorness
and presence internationally. Actually it is a
contested, fraught process with important
discursive and instrumental dimensions. In
this paper, we consider this process from
“outside” the EU and specifically draw upon
fieldwork conducted in Algeria, Italy, Mor-
occo with civil society, specifically university
students. In doing so, we provide alternative
non-elite understandings of EU and Mediter-
ranean spaces and offer critical insights into
the changing “Europe”North Africa relation-
ship, as driven by mobile and immobile
citizens across shores with a special emphasis
on education, the experience of traveling
across borders, and exposure to media.
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1 Introduction: Not in Search
of the Mediterranean as a Region

Following a mobility approach (Paradiso 2016),
the current volume and chapter aim to go beyond
the visions based on “border” approaches of
EU-making or the Mediterranean as a space.
Indeed, border is an important conceptual cate-
gory and a method “in the fabrication of the
world” (Mezzadra and Neilson 2013). However,
if studies continue to put some attention on
borders, one probably will not be able to trace the
emerging geographies of cross-bordering and
bridging processes going “Beyond Fortress
‘EU’rope” as a metaphor indicating closures,
conflicts, detention camps.

Without a doubt, European neighborhood
policies reflect the making of the “EU”ropean
neighborhood as the EU’s extended and exten-
sive borderspace/scape (Jones 2006; Clark and
Jones 2008; Celata and Coletti 2017); addition-
ally an instrumental policy view per se neglects
the geographical complexity and opportunities of
multiple evolutions in the Mediterranean Basin,
and Dbetween Europe and non-European
Mediterranean countries, beyond the North—
South divide (Bialasiewicz et al. 2013).

Previous discussion of cross-border regions
and macro-region initiatives (e.g., Jones 2006;
Celata and Coletti 2016, 2017) devoted consid-
erable attention to the making of “European
spaces” built on a shifting and tenuous economic
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and geopolitical balance between integration and
exclusion practices. These studies disclosed that
these practices are aimed at the redefinition of
what is to be shared, how, and with whom,
choosing to make selectively mobile certain
categories of capital, goods, labor, and invest-
ment. They also showed the micro-geographies
of the everyday life of actors in the EU and in
partner  countries of  sub-national and
non-governmental actors and lobbies (Jones
2006; Moisio et al. 2013).

In this chapter, we wish to problematize views
of the Mediterranean as an other space of Europe
and geographical images based on European or
national policies or organized socioeconomic
actors in the Mediterranean. We shift our focus
from border to mobility geographies, since we
wish to complicate easy distinctions between the
visible hardening of EU internal bordering and
the concurrent openness and closure, collabora-
tion, securitization and warfare within the
Mediterranean Basin. In doing so, in light of
FP7 MC MEDCHANGe objectives, we explore
people narratives and critical insights into
changing “Europe”-North Africa relationships,
as driven by across shores mobile and immobile
citizens in different countries.

The view of Mediterranean as a global mobile
reality (Paradiso 2016) draws upon study of
flows, of networks—i.e., the circulation of ideas,
people, finances, and so on. It challenges the
continuous representation of the Mediterranean
between homogeneity and otherness and reposits
it as both a post-colonial imbricate site of
encounters and currents and as a site of new
hegemonic and counter-power discourse(s) and
alliances. This paper (Paradiso 2016) explored
the “mobility” paradigm as an initial approach to
contemporary geographies of the Mediterranean.
The latter are being created not only by the
media, powers, and ideologies, but also by
everyday people’s inter-ethnic, inter-cultural, and
emotional interactions in places and digital
communication channels. Such interactions are
often characterized by blockages of inter-ethnic
or inter-cultural exchanges, as well as by
inequalities. Mobilities present and discuss initial
paths of new encounters structuring North—South

M. Paradiso and S. Favaro

relationships, and vice versa, but also circular
and East—West ones. They contradict the binary
visions of here and there, of borders and bor-
dering. It seems that the Internet and people’s
spatial mobility underline a deep process of
change for the Mediterranean. A dialectic of
diaspora politics, circuits of funds, weapons,
empowerments, and emotions challenges the
boundaries of political communities in transfor-
mation. The Mediterranean thus appears as a
global space of confrontation, emulation, oppo-
sition, dialectics, and change.

Such a mobile geographical perspective on
the understanding of places by people, as the
chapter in this volume adopts, highlights, rather,
that what we are witnessing is not simply a
spread of EU and the South post-colonial actor-
ness across space and power geographies of
fracturing wider spaces and individuals. Instead,
it is a much more complex and fluid process of
people cross-bordering, returning, circulating,
which reworks the confines of what and where
Europe and the South are. Mobile people who
move across shores and borders experience,
challenge legacies and recast territories being
exposed to media and being filtered by educa-
tion, knowledge, and traveling experiences.
Thus, the mobility approach does not look to the
Mediterranean as a space but a global mobile
reality: it is global because actorness is not only
regional and changes impact globally; it is
mobile since the Euro-Mediterranean area is
connoted by a variety of mobilities (people,
ideas, money, power, weapons, information) as a
series of constantly shifting, communicating
articulations of place making which go beyond
European economic, and regulatory spaces or a
sense of the Mediterranean as an EU neighbor-
hood region.

The projection of Europeanization beyond the
EU’s borders provides arenas through which the
union strives to gain meaning, actorness and
presence internationally; a contested, fraught
process with important discursive and instru-
mental dimensions. In this paper, we consider
this process from “outside” the EU and power
networks and specifically draw upon fieldwork
conducted in Algeria, Italy, Morocco with civil
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society, specifically university students. In doing
so, we provide alternative non-elite understand-
ings of EU and Mediterranean spaces and offer
critical insights into the changing “Europe”—
North Africa relationship, as driven by mobile
and immobile citizens across shores with a spe-
cial emphasis on education, the experience of
traveling across borders and exposure to media.
Our framework is not based on an understanding
of political, diplomatic, or elite initiatives, neither
do we adopt a Eurocentric view. Rather this
chapter focuses on peoples’ narratives and their
emotional knowledge and lived experience as
mobile people, or in relationships with mobile
people across shores North—South. Narratives
and related findings were provided during the
workshop held by Maria Paradiso in February
2015, with undergraduate students of the
Department of Italian Studies at the Faculty of
Human Sciences, Ain Chock, University Has-
san II in Casablanca, and hosted by Sabrina
Favaro, Lecturer of Italian, and Redouan Nassih,
Professor of Italian.

2 Objectives and Methodology

The workshop elaborated on a series of questions
developed in MEDCHANGe by Alun Jones,
with cooperation by Maria Paradiso, regarding
representations of and critical insights on
Mediterranean and Europe spaces (see Durac and
Jones in this book) and additional questions
about students’ images of the fuzzy notions of
Europe and the Mediterranean proposed by Par-
adiso. The approach does not look for regional
boundaries or mental maps like in the previous
studies on students’ images of Europe (e.g.,
Didelon-Loiseau and Grasland 2014). Rather, it
focuses on narratives about the idea of the
Mediterranean and aims firstly at assessing if any
notion of the Mediterranean exists for students;
secondly, at critically discerning how the notions
emerge in terms of recurring concepts and key-
words, and what are the sources of any common
understanding and associated meanings; thirdly,
it scrutinizes nodes of symbolic representations,
emotional reactions, and conflicting views. The
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second focus on Europe takes into consideration
the complexity of interactions between the
notions of Europe and the European Union
(Clark and Jones 2008) vis & vis students’ opin-
ions. Researchers were aware that discourses and
characteristics strongly depend on the location of
the place of survey (Saarinen and MacCabe
1995). The main researcher’s experience of the
country was meaningfully complemented by
interactions with local colleagues in assessing
discussions of students’ narratives and several
months Marie Curie project seconded activities
in Morocco by the main researcher.

The experiment proved particularly significant
since it included a special population of students:
students of Italian who have, in most cases, also
lived in Italy or have strong connections with
migrants or, in some cases, even have a double
Italian—Moroccan citizenship. The research thus
targets a special but interesting segment of peo-
ple with experience in encountering difference in
North Africa and Europe as cross-bordering and
mobile people. Thus, it provides additional and
different knowledge to that one by narratives in
another MEDCHANGe workshop discussed by
Jones, Durac in this book with students but not
with migrants or return migrants’ from Europe as
this chapter scrutinizes. Specifically, it symbol-
izes a bridging shores experience while keeping
non-European educational and cultural back-
ground. In this regard, it offers critical insights
into the changing “Europe”-North Africa rela-
tionship, as driven by mobile and immobile cit-
izens across shores with a special emphasis on
education, traveling, experience of encountering
different cultures, and exposure to media.

The methodology drew on narrative interpre-
tations through lexical analysis of transcript
records and iterative discussions among
researchers and did not draw on maps. It was not
oriented at searching for regional boundaries;
rather, at assessing geographically constructed
shared notions and understanding of geographi-
cal subjects in terms of emotional reactions
shared consensus on concepts and words and
everyday students’ experiences with selected
geographic areas. The main researcher asked for
students’ explanations and clarifications about
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their narratives in order to discern their back-
ground, sociocultural explanations, local society
knowledge filters (see Grasland et al. 2011;
Didelon et al. 2011; Guérin-Pace et al. 2014 on
factors shaping mental maps). Compared to the
FP7 EUROBROAD MAP, MEDCHANGe did
not use a large-scale survey, but rather a qualified
one and of a special interest target group: uni-
versity students with a migration background. It
also elaborates on in presence interaction by
researchers with students in deepening under-
standing and on recorded workshops’ discussion.
Other workshops were also held by Paradiso
outside of this project in Slovenia and Turkey,
and two other MEDCHANGe ones by Mohamed
Alouat in Algeria and Maria Paradiso in Italy.
They are not analyzed in the chapter, but they
support interpretation of this chapter’s workshop
findings to assess different localities’ filters and
drivers of geographical imagination, knowledge,
and critical insights.

Table 1 Keywords and
drivers of the
Mediterranean as a space

Terminology

Backwardness
Body language
Business
Common history
Culture
Development
Discrimination
Food

Hope for change
Mixed marriages
Mobility
Physical—character traits
Prejudice
Racism

Languages (shared)

M. Paradiso and S. Favaro
3 Findings

Students were asked first to provide three images
of Mediterranean space, if any image could be
associated with a fuzzy space. In data analysis,
researchers focused on the qualitative analysis of
the words employed and concepts elaborated by
undergraduates. The wording has been divided
into two main categories to identify the students’
views of a spatial object recognized as blurred,
uneven and not always inclusive. Students gave
positive and negative views, as reported in
Table 1.

In the first category (negative attitude), stu-
dents have drawn attention to a few symbolic
representations, such as backwardness, igno-
rance, discrimination, racism, prejudice.
Researchers interpreted them as a legacy of
European snobbery and sense of inferiority as a
legacy of a post-colonial space. Interestingly,
they do not consider, at the discussion’s

Category
Positive Negative
X
X
X
X
X X
X
X
X
X
X X
X
X
X
X
X
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beginning, the Northern Mediterranean (part of
Europe); the Mediterranean in this initial part of
the discussion is the South, i.e., non-European.
Students expressed in shared semantic fields their
sense of exclusion or the result of a real political
form of exclusion. In this case, the vision of the
Mediterranean space and Europe is negative
because they underline the gap in terms of
underdeveloped and exploited North Africa
(“Europeans are better received here, in Mor-
occo, than Arabs in Europe where they are
considered as a problem” says a student) against
the rich, industrialized, or developed northern
coast of the Mediterranean Sea.

The second category reveals the Mediter-
ranean as a stratified geographical space inherited
from long-lived shared traditions: history, cul-
ture, body language, common physical and
character traits, languages, and food or ways of
cooking. In this sense, narratives are relaxed,
positive, and infused by human relations and
shared feelings of commonalities among people.

The analysis of terminology confirms at this
stage that the relation between Europe and North
Africa is the product of a strategy of identifica-
tion and exclusion (Didelon and Grasland 2014,
p. 78), where the Mediterranean is at the same
time perceived as a common and “bordering—
othering” space. The benign version relies on a
classic essentialist teaching of the Mediterranean
(common; history, culture) but, significantly, also
on traveling experiences (migration and
encounters with different cultures). New mean-
ings are indeed brought by mobilities experience
of the Mediterranean: mixed marriages, hope for
change, mobility in itself.

The analysis of students’ vocabulary and
narratives reveals that they have an ambivalent
perception of Mediterranean space. It is positive
when they adopt a historical or cultural approach
to highlight the common points; but the approach
turns  critical or  negative  when a
political-economic interpretation is considered. It
is important to point out that the perception of
Mediterranean space is blurred, and borders are
neither clear nor identified, except when this
space enters physically into contact with them:
this is the case of Spanish or French communities
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living in Morocco or on the northern coast of the
country that intrudes into Mediterranean Sea.
From this angle, researchers point out that bor-
ders and bordering for immobile people are dri-
ven by mobile people entering or leaving the
country and communicating with people in the
home country. This point significantly highlights
the importance of the conceptual category of
mobility in addressing studies on Europe and the
Mediterranean.

Except for those examples of direct connec-
tions with Europe (family members who migra-
ted to Europe), the undergraduates privilege a
vision of a main geopolitical space divided into
two main zones, North and South, which are
permeable and variable according to communi-
cation corridors/paths that permit them to inter-
fere with each other; it is a permeable geography
of borders or divides, re-casted and challenged
by the mobility of people and networks of rela-
tions. They form the basis for developing, inside
this space, different feelings like proximity or
distance, sharing or excluding, affinities or dif-
ferences. The Internet, media, exchanges, con-
tacts, tourism, food, history, hope, similarities,
business, and mixed marriages are useful terms
to identify such a meta-geographical space. It is
on this basis that the Mediterranean and Europe
are negatively or positively defined.

Students shared a negative vision of Europe
and Mediterranean spaces based on their life
expectancies when they employed words like

backwardness, discrimination, racism, and
prejudice.
Students’ life expectancies are built on

knowledge filters from media, mobility across
shores, educational and cultural systems, and
their own schooling and the completion of a
diploma which gives them access to European
universities in order to take up more gainful
employment in a solid welfare system. Sentences
like “we live in a personalized zoological
showcase,” “we don’t have money, healthcare,
technology, science, organized trips” are used by
students to underline those things they lack in
their life. They feature frontiers, visas, differ-
ences in the treatment of North African emigrants
to Europe and European emigrants to North
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Africa, poverty, ignorance, and underdevelop-
ment as a consequence of an unbalanced system
originating in the history of colonialism and the
consequent post-colonial legacy, which can lead
to restrictions on the possibilities for develop-
ment. Their frustration is mounting in a world
where the ancient concept Mare Nostrum is
perceived as a political and military way of
bordering and engaging in aggressive exclusion.
In response to that, they have a strong need for
reinforcing their collective 