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Treating migrants as a threat? An analysis of the vicious circle of the
securitization of migration through its impact on the underground economy

of the receiving country: Italy and the Rosarno revolt.

1. Introduction

Migration is one of the most challenging issues that governments must deal with. This is
especially true for the European Union (EU) and its Member States (MSs), which have
historically been among the most attractive places for immigrants to settle (McAuliffe &
Triandafyllidou, 2022, p.24), thus keeping immigration a very sensitive and contentious issue
on governments' agendas. Additionally, migration is now being treated by the EU and its
Member States as a security concern. The trend of equating immigration with security was
already evident at the turn of the century (Rosina, 2019a, p.89), but it became more pronounced
in the wake of the 9/11 attacks and other terrorist attacks on European soil, including those in
Madrid in 2004, London in 2005, and, more recently, in France, Belgium, Germany, and the
UK, between 2015 and 2017 (Asderaki & Markozani, 2021, p.180).

This phenomenon is known as securitization, and was originally established by the Copenhagen
School of Security Studies and its most prominent members Barry Buzan, Ole Waver and Jaap
de Wilde. They describe it as the process by which a securitizing actor declares that a non-
traditional security matter, such as migration, poses an existential threat to the audience. If the
latter recognises it as athreat, then ordinary politics may be suspended, and
exceptional measures may be taken to address the issue (Buzan et al., 1998, p.25). Politicians
and policymakers frequently relate the issue of migration to security concerns, particularly
those related to crime and terrorism, permitting more stringent measures to be used to address
the phenomenon (Lindstrgm, 2005, p.589; Schlentz, 2010, p.6). The fact that many migrants
participate in the underground economy provides additional arguments for this strict approach
to immigration (Quassoli, 1999, p.218). Considering that the underground economy is thriving
and growing in an increasing number of states (Cretan et al., 2019, p.93), this contributes to

portraying migrants as an undesirable element in society (Reyneri & Ballarino, 1999, p.313).



Definition of terms

Before proceeding any further, it is important to define both the term migration and
underground economy. According to the United Nations, the term migrant refers to "a person
who moves away from his or her place of usual residence, whether within a country or across
an international border, temporarily or permanently, and for a variety of reasons™ (IOM, 2023).
On the one hand, a person who migrates voluntarily (voluntary migration) may do so for family
or economic reasons, and this type of migration can be either regular or irregular. Involuntary
or forced migration, on the other hand, consists of people who are coerced to leave their
countries of origin due to “threats to life and livelihood, whether arising from natural or man-
made causes” (European Commission, 2023). They may then apply for refugee status if they
meet the requirements for international protection, such as being unable to return owing to a
legitimate fear of potential persecution due to their race, religion, nationality, political opinion,
or as part of a particular social group (UNHCR, 2023b). It is important to note that it can be
difficult to determine whether someone qualifies as a refugee or as a migrant, especially since
asylum seekers frequently must enter the EU illegally by taking the same risky routes as
irregular migrants (Talani, 2021, p.184). Additionally, securitizing speeches and actions
frequently target "migrants™ as a group without making a clear distinction between those who
qualify for asylum and those who are irregular migrants. For the purposes of this study, the
term "migrant/immigrant” will predominantly be used to refer to the group of irregular
migrants, because of its more evident connection to the underground economy, which will be
outlined below. If there are any exceptions, it will be made clear in the text. Instead, the term
“underground economy” refers to unreported income from economic activities which evade
any type of governmental oversight, including monetary, regulatory, and administrative
controls (Feige, 1990; Portes & Aller, 2005; Medina & Schneider, 2018). These activities can
be legal or illegal (Smith, 1994) even though, for the purpose of this paper, only the former
will  be  considered. It should also be noted that the  terms
underground/shadow/informal/unofficial/black economy will all be used interchangeably in

this work.



Literature review

Several academics have focused a lot of their research on the securitization of migration,
particularly in the EU. There is general consensus over how migration has been successfully
securitized in the EU, by strengthening its link with security (Faist, 2004; Karyotis, 2007; Bigo,
2009; Luedtke, 2009; Bourbeau, 2011). The growing perception of migration as a security issue
has resulted in a series of policies leading to the creation of what is now known as "Fortress
Europe™: while the EU has removed restrictions on its citizens' ability to move freely inside its
territory, it has made it more difficult for citizens of third countries to enter and remain within
its borders (Geddes, 2003). This has been justified by the necessity to control irregular
migration (Triantafyllidou & Dimitriadi, 2013, p. 599) and the security-migration nexus
(Huysmans, 2000; Geddes 2000, 2003; Leonard, 2010; Estevens, 2018). Most of the research
on the subject is therefore primarily concerned with identifying the discourses and practices
that indicate the securitization of migration in the EU (Huysmans, 2000, 2006; Panebianco,
2020; Asderaki & Markozani, 2021). Based on the available literature, and on what is observed
on a daily basis, it appears that a securitized approach to migration has become the standard at
both the EU and at Member State level. However, despite several attempts to limit and control
migration, the number of migrants entering the EU has not decreased, which might lead us to
question if this strategy is the most effective (Talani, 2021, p.194). There are in fact several
works that criticise the effects of the securitization of migration, highlighting its negative
consequences (Jaskulowski, 2018; Bello, 2020, 2021). Other studies have concentrated on
exploring the underground economy (Schneider & Enste, 2000; Ihrig & Moe, 2004; Amaral &
Quintin, 2006; Dabla-Norris et al., 2008), irregular migration (Borjas, 1994; Djajic &
Vinogradova, 2017), and how the two are related (Reyneri & Ballarino, 1998; Maroukis et al.,
2011; Camacho et al., 2017; Cretan et al., 2019). This work will instead look at the outcomes
of the interaction between securitization, migration, and the underground economy. Although
some academics have already advanced certain views in this regard (Talani, 2021), the research

on the subject has still not received the attention it deserves.



Aim and purpose of the study

The purpose of this work is to contribute to the literature on the subject, by combining all the
aforementioned components, and answering the following theoretical research question: What
are the effects of the securitization of migration on the underground economy of receiving
countries? The overarching goal is to critically assess the effects of the securitization of
migration by examining its impact on the underground economy and the potential negative
outcomes that could result from this. The hypothesis outlined herein is that perceiving and
treating migrants as a threat triggersa series of consequences that ultimately increase

insecurity for both migrants and citizens.

The analysis will be empirically predicated around the case of Italy, the reason for which is
twofold. Firstly, Italy is crucial to the migratory dynamics of Europe. Located at the centre of
the Central Mediterranean route, it has experienced constant migratory pressure, especially
from arrivals via sea. Despite the many efforts made by the various Italian governments to
control the flow of migrants, the numbers have by no means decreased. In 2022 the migrants
present on the Italian territory hit the historically high number of 6 million, approximately 10%
of the whole population (Fondazione ISMU, 2023, p.60). Secondly, Italy features a
thriving underground economy that in 2020 accounted for 10.5% of the country's GDP
(ISTAT, 2022; p.2). Even though (irregular) migrants are by no means the only ones
responsible for it, they are unquestionably the first to be blamed for its proliferation and hence
labelled as a threat. This study will concentrate on a particular area of the Italian underground
economy, namely the agricultural sector, which has some interesting peculiarities since,
especially in the South, it is often intertwined with the caporalato — which will be defined and

addressed in due course — and the Italian mafia.

Methodology

The methodology will involve a triangulation of sources, including the existing literature,
information from national newspapers and the most recent data from official sources —
including national and international organisations, as well as NGOs. These sources will be used
to examine a specific case study, i.e. the effects of the securitization on the Italian underground
economy and its consequences, as exemplified by the revolt that occurred in the town of



Rosarno in 2010, which involved a group of migrants employed irregularly and exploited in
the agricultural sector. The case study approach was chosen as it enables to present a logical
and chronological narrative of the research, which can give readers relevant context to help
them understand the topics being covered (Gillham, 2010, p.22). Even though only one case
study will be taken in consideration, this can often be sufficient and powerful in portraying a
topic more effectively than other methods (Ibid., p.101). The purpose of this study is to respond
to the following empirical research question: What are the effects of the securitization of
migration for the Italian underground economy and how did these effects manifest themselves
in the case of Rosarno? What this paper expects to find is that the securitization of migration
led, among other consequences, to the marginalisation and exploitation of migrants in the
Italian underground economy. This created tensions that, in the case of Rosarno, resulted in an

increase in violence, reinforcing the securitized perception of migrants as a threat.

Structure

The paper will be structured as follows: first, a discussion of the main theories and literature
produced on the three components (securitization, migration, and underground economy), as
well as on the way they interact, will be provided (Chapter I1). This theoretical framework will
be then helpful when analysing its practical application to the case study of Italy and Rosarno
(Chapter I11). The latter will begin by providing some background information on Italy, briefly
discussing how immigration has been securitized over time. It will be followed by information
on the size of the underground economy, with a focus on the agricultural sector and its
dynamics. Subsequently, it will investigate the effects that these policies have had on the
underground economy and the involvement of migrants in it. The case of Rosarno will then be
examined as an example of escalating insecurity, which will aid in providing some comments

and conclusions on the subject (Chapter 1V).



II. Theoretical framework: securitization, migration and the underground

economy

Securitization theory

In the context of the post-Cold War, it soon became apparent that society itself, rather than the
state, was the primary referent of new insecurities (Buzan et al., 1998, p.1). The Copenhagen
School developed this new understanding by expanding and revising the term "security"
(McSweeney, 1996), thus producing one of the most interesting theoretical works for the
international security studies field. Indeed, security could refer to five realms: economic,
environmental, societal, military and political (Buzan et al., 1998, p.1). In their book "Security:
a new framework for analysis"” (1998), Barry Buzan, Ole Wever, and Jaap de Wilde proposed
the idea of securitization, employing a constructivist approach as a starting point for security
studies (Ozerim, 2013, p.924). Securitization theory is described as the instance in which “by
means of an argument about the priority and urgency of an existential threat the securitizing
actor has managed to break free of procedures that he or she would otherwise be bound by”
(Buzan et al., 1998, p.25). Reframed in other words, the process by which a securitizing actor
proclaims a non-traditional security concern to pose an existential threat to a referent object is
referred to as securitization. If the audience to which the securitizing move is addressed accepts
it as an existential threat, emergency measures may be adopted to deal with the issue quickly
(Buzan et al., 1998, p.25) and without the "normal” (democratic) rules and regulations of
policymaking (Taureck, 2006, p.55).

According to the theory, securitization has three essential components: the securitizing move,
the securitizing actor, and the targeted audience (Stritzel, 2007, p.362; Glover, 2011, p.78). The
former mostly consists of a security speech act (Buzan et al., 1998, p.33), demonstrating the
importance of discourse in framing a topic as a security issue (Balzacg, 2002, p.9). Secondly,
since the process of securitization is actor-based (Ozerim, 2013, p.924), actors and agencies
are another essential component. The actor initiates the perception of threat to a referent object
(Ibid., p.924) and, if it has a certain degree of legitimacy, the likelihood of the security speech
act succeeding increases significantly (Baele & Sterck, 2015, p.1124). This is why, according
to Buzan et al. (1998, p.40), they are typically, but not always, political, bureaucratic, and
governmental elites. Finally, to have a complete and successful securitization, the referent

object (or audience) must accept the issue as a security concern and as a threat.
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There have been some significant criticisms of the Copenhagen School. The majority of these
largely concentrate on criticising the securitization theory for emphasising security speech acts
(Huysmans, 2006; Taureck, 2006; Karyotis, 2007; Stritzel, 2007; Balzacq, 2008; Benam, 2011,
Glover, 2011; Karyotis, 2012; Baele & Sterck, 2015) and ignoring practises and actors that
play a significant role in the securitization process (Huysmans, 2000; 2006; Bigo, 2007,
Balzacq, 2008; Benam, 2011; Baele & Sterk, 2015). For example, some authors emphasise the
problem of concentrating solely on security-related speeches since anything could
potentially turn into a security issue if someone declares it so (Trombetta, 2010, p.137). Finally,
McDonald (2008, p.573) claims that the socio-political and historical context, and not just the
"utterance” of an existential security threat, determines whether securitization is successful,

and therefore must be taken into account.

In this regard, it is important to note that several academics (Bigo, 2002; Bigo & Tsoukala,
2008) have abandoned the conventional definition of securitization as a "speech act™ in favour
of one that views it as a field effect. The Paris School of Securitization is undoubtedly one of
the most renowned. They contend that routines and practices can be used to achieve
securitization. A policy area may become securitized by institutional processes, administrative
and bureaucratic routines, and a network of actors (Asderaki & Markozani, 2021, p.183).
According to Bigo (2002), activities such as “population profiling, risk assessment, statistical
calculation, category creation, proactive preparation, and what may be termed a specific habitus
of the ‘security professional’ with its ethos of secrecy and concern for the management of fear
or unease” (Bigo, 2002, pp.65-66) can all be used to promote securitization. Balzacq's
sociological perspective on securitization, which emphasises the significance of practices,
context, and power relations, further develops these concepts. As he explains, "security
practices are enacted, primarily, through policy tools" (Balzacg, 2011, pp.15-16) contending
that institutionalisation through repetitions of security practices, rather than the power of
speech acts, plays a more significant role in the construction of security issues (Unal Eris &
Oner, 2021; p.167). Therefore, he suggests concentrating on the roles and implications of the
policy tools used to address the public issue rather than looking at how threats are constructed
at the discourse level (Balzacq, 2008, p.75). Both Schools present strong arguments and will
therefore be used in tandem. In fact, it is impossible to disregard the contribution made by the
Paris School, particularly because the purpose of this study is to critically assess the
implications of securitized policy tools and migration laws rather than only discourses on

migration.



The securitization of migration

Despite the criticisms, the securitization theory continues to provide a useful theoretical
framework, particularly when attempting to understand how migration has come to be
perceived as a security issue. For instance, Stivachtis (2008, p.2) claims that it provides the
most extensive epistemological method for studying the relationship between migration and
security. In fact, securitization is frequently found in states' responses to migration.
Unrestricted migration flows are a particularly sensitive topic to tackle in a security frame
since, in accordance with the realist notion of the state, managing borders and being able to
track migration is of the utmost importance (Weiner, 1993). The theory of securitization goes
perhaps a step further, acknowledging the danger of not being able to manage borders, but also
considering the importance of safeguarding social security, meant both as the
domestic environment and the socially created values (Weaever & Freedman, 1993, pp.42-43,
149).

Those in support of a securitized view of migration highlight the many dangers and challenges
that migration could bring. One such challenge could involve a threat to identity, since
migration brings many cultural, ethnic, and linguistic features to host communities and has the
potential to modify them (Wever & Freedman, 1993, p.23). Other negative repercussions
could include those on public order, crime rate, demography, politics, society and economy
(Karyotis, 2007; 2012; Todor et al., 2014; lancu & Nechita, 2016). For instance, even though
some evidence indicates the positive economic effects of migration in receiving countries (Peri,
2012), others claim that a state's welfare system, housing market, and unemployment rate may
all be affected by a sudden increase in population brought on by migration (Sasse, 2005, p.674;
Karyotis, 2007, pp.8-12; Karyotis, 2012, p.391). Furthermore, when immigrants have a
criminal tendency, the public order of the receiving country is in danger: the view of
immigrants as security threats and sources of criminal and terrorist activity leads to the
perception that they pose a threat to national security (Karyotis, 2007, p.1). Public actors in
Europe, including politicians and the media, have therefore started to increasingly view
migration as a threat to society's safety and survival as well as an economic and cultural menace
(Huysmans, 2000; Ceyhan & Tsoukala, 2002).

When securitization is translated into practice, it inevitably entails some negative effects that
are researched by many. The Copenhagen School claims that securitization is a form of panic

politics that emphasises the need to act immediately in order to safeguard society (Roe, 2012,
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p.254). This undoubtedly affects the democratic process, since it limits debate and deliberation
and encourages people to circumvent normal procedures (Ibid., p.254). The aim of this paper
is, however, to examine additional forms of negative effects of securitization aside from the
democratic implications of such a strategy. Specifically, the following paragraphs will try to
investigate what effects the securitization of migration can have on the underground economy

of receiving countries.

Underground economy, migration and securitization: a complex interaction

First and foremost, it is crucial to clarify what the term "underground economy" means and the
potential factors from which it could originate. According to Schneider & Williams (2013,
p.23), the term generally refers to "currently unregistered economic activities that would
contribute to the officially calculated gross national product if the activities were recorded".
Furthermore, Smith (1994) distinguishes between legal or illegal activities, the latter of which
include prostitution, drug dealing, and the illegal sale of weapons. The OECD offers an
additional definition of the phenomenon, although it excludes activities that are inherently
illegal. It defines the underground production as consisting of activities that are “deliberately
concealed from public authorities for the following kinds of reasons: a) to avoid the payment
of income, value added or other taxes; b) to avoid payment of social security contributions; c)
to avoid having to meet certain legal standards such as minimum wages, maximum hours,
safety or health standards, etc.; d) to avoid complying with certain administrative procedures,
such as completing statistical questionnaires or other administrative forms” (OECD, 2002,
p.228). This description is very useful as it hints at both the potential factors that could originate
the underground economy as well as the problems that may arise. Regarding the former, several
researchers (Caballé & Panadés, 2007; Torgler & Valev, 2007; Schneider & Buehn 2018)
indicate the regulatory, tax and social security burden, institutional quality and efficiency,
citizens' tax morality, corruption, the size of the economy, unemployment, and the size of the
agricultural industry as determining factors. Along with them, the availability of illegal
migrants as workers may also encourage businesses to become involved in the informal
industry (Camacho et al., 2017, p.1051). As for the latter, in addition to not allowing an accurate
calculation of a nation's GDP (Smith, 1994), these underground activities also violate labour
and administrative laws and, by evading tax authorities, do not support the social security

systems of the countries (Geddes & Pettrachin, 2020; p.153). Combining the detrimental
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effects that the shadow economy has on society with the evidence of a clear connection between
migration and the underground economy (Bracco & Onnis, 2016, p.19), only serves to cast a

negative light on migrants, further supporting the need to restrict and reduce migration.

However, additional information is needed to fully grasp how migration is connected to the
underground economy. Firstly, a significant number of migrants typically work in sectors
including manufacturing, industry, agriculture, domestic work, construction, catering and
hospitality (Quassoli, 1999; Castles et al., 2016; ILO, 2016, 2019). These are also areas that
are heavily represented in the shadow economy and offer both local workers and migrants,
particularly unauthorised ones, an extensive number of irregular jobs (Talani, 2021, p.252). All
these occupations have low skill requirements (Bracco & Onnis, 2016, p.2;19), and frequently
entail heavy and dangerous tasks (Reyneri, 1998a, p.311), especially when safety and health
regulations are disregarded (Palidda, 2005, p.66; Reyneri, 1998a, p.311). The nature of these
jobs makes them unattractive to native workers, who prefer better paid positions, and who have
been allowed to move upwards in their careers by migrants’ willingness to take on these jobs
(Baldwin-Edwards, 1998, p.3; Baldwin-Edwards, 2008, p.1455). Truth be told, more
frequently than not, migrants are unable to choose or aim for higher positions, regardless of
their preferences. It should be highlighted that this is true for both regular and irregular
migrants, as those in the former category may be forced by their employers to work illegally to
avoid paying taxes and social security (Ambrosini, 2008, p.569). They are free to leave their
jobs, but they must then leave the country, or risk being charged with the offence of illegal stay
(Anderson, 2008, p.11). Thus, even regular migrants find themselves in a precarious and

reversible position (Reyneri, 1998b; Calavita, 2005).

When looking at the vulnerabilities of migrants — both regular and irregular — they are first and
foremost in a precarious position due to their limited educational attainment, lower professional
skills (Quassoli, 1999, p.218), lack of a network of connections (Bracco & Onnis, 2016, p.2),
and cultural, linguistic, legal, and administrative barriers, which increase the likelihood of them
being recruited into the underground economy, and exposed to additional abuses and
inequalities (ILO, 2023, pp.17-18). Additional factors that make them more willing to accept
any job that is offered to them, regardless of the poor working terms and conditions, include
their need to support their families (Cretan et al., 2019, p.93) and their reluctance to return
home and accept failure (Reyneri & Ballarino, 1998, p.313; Talani, 2021, p.249). For irregular
immigrants, the situation becomes even more precarious. For them, any chances

of employment in a foreign country exclusively consists of finding a job in the underground
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economy (Bracco & Onnis, 2016, p.19; ILO, 2023, pp.17-18). As a result, they lose their
negotiating power as workers (Quassoli, 1999, p.218), which raises the risk that they will be
involved in forced labour or other types of abuse (ILO, 2023, pp.17-18). On the employers’
side, they benefit from employing irregular workers since this allows them to reduce labour
costs by not having to pay for income tax, social security contributions, and other labour-related
costs (Reyneri, 1998a; Ambrosini, 2001). Employers are also assured that this category of
workers cannot complain about treatment or inability to abide by an agreement (Anderson,
2008, p.9) due to the restricted or non-existent rights that irregular migrants have in the host
nation (Maroukis et al., 2011, p.130).

Overall, the relationship between the underground economy and migration could be described
by the term "strategic complements": while a large informal economy can encourage illegal
immigration, a large population of irregular migrants can increase the incentive for businesses
to operate informally (Camacho et al., 2017, p.1052). However, when it comes to establishing
a causal relationship between migration and the underground economy, the factors examined
thus far seem to indicate a clear direction. Although it is true that immigrants — and more
specifically, undocumented migrants — are one of the primary sources of labour in the informal
economy (Maroukis et al., 2011, p.130), the underground economy appears to act more as a
catalyst for (irregular) migration than the other way around (Talani, 2019, pp. 115-116). The
body of research on the subject written thus far seems to support the idea that, while migration
undoubtedly aids in the expansion of the underground economy (Reyneri & Ballarino, 1998,

p.311), it by no means creates it (Cretan et al., 2019, p.94).

A further aspect must be added to the framework, namely how the securitization of migration
relates to the underground economy. One aspect that can lead to the perception of migration as
a threat is undoubtedly the economic one. In this case, those in favour of a securitized approach
to migration argue that it poses a threat to the labour market, and puts pressure on the welfare
state and the social security system (Ozerim, 2013, p.925). This perception of immigrants as
an economic threat is surely exacerbated by their participation in irregular employment because
of their unequal competition on the job market, and their failure to contribute to the social
security system, while taking advantage of it (Unal Eris & Oner, 2021, p.313; ILO, 2023, p.18).
A second aspect to consider is that, when migrants participate in the underground economy,
the threat is no longer just economic but can also impact internal security. This perspective
supports the idea that migrants involved in the underground economy constitute a threat to

citizens’ daily lives because of their potential for criminal activity (Ozerim, 2013, p.926),
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especially when legal and illegal activities in the shadow economy overlap. Overall, the
tendency to associate migrants with crimes and insecurity, as well as to regard them as enablers
of organised crime and as an indicator of corruption contributes to reinforcing the migration-

security nexus (Huysmans, 2006).

How the state responds to migration

What remains to be analysed is therefore how the state responds to the perceived threats
mentioned above, and to investigate its (in)ability to control migration. In the context of current
globalisation processes, the question of whether states can manage migration has long been a
major source of worry for Western governments, and a topic of intense debate among
academics (Rosina, 2019a, p.88), from which several theories have originated. The liberal
institutionalist perspective (Hollifield, 1998, 2004; Geddes, 2003; Geddes & Korneev 2015)
contends that supranational organisations may successfully manage migration and promote
collaboration among states on the matter. The realist viewpoint adopts a more state-centred
approach, since it assumes that states can unilaterally and autonomously manage and regulate
migratory flows (Weiner, 1985, 1995, 1996; Borjas, 1989; Freeman, 1995, 1998; Teitelbaum,
2002; Freeman & Kessler, 2008). Authors such as Borjas (2014) assert that there may be some
adverse economic consequences related to migration. He highlighted a decline in native worker
wages resulting from migration inflows, and claimed that members of disadvantaged
groups had to disproportionately bear the consequences (Borjas, 2014). The risk of social and
political repercussions would be too great for states to allow unrestricted migration flows,
hence the need to avoid these risky outcomes by adopting a range of restrictive (securitized)
measures. It is difficult to provide a complete list of all the actions undertaken by states that
reflect a securitization of migration. However, some of these measures might include tightening
controls on entry to the country, more restrictive requirements to legally reside in a territory,
broadening the scope of what constitutes a criminal offence, increasing the possibility of
prosecution and of more severe penalties, facilitating the process of expulsion, and revoking
citizenship or residency permits (Fauser, 2006, p.7). The transnationalist approach provides a
final viewpoint on the state's capacity to manage migration. More accurately, transnationalists
(Sassen, 1996; Castles, 2004a, 2004b; Talani, 2010, 2015; Ledn and Overbeek, 2015) contend
that migration is largely an uncontrollable phenomenon. Many academics have suggested that

stronger border controls, and other strategies for restricting migration, are not as effective in

14



achieving their objectives (Albahari, 2015; Jones, 2016). This is because, on the one hand,
migrants who are committed to travelling to Europe will develop more sophisticated (and risky)
methods of crossing the borders (Cornelius & Salehyan, 2007). On the other hand, if the pull
factors connected to the labour market are not addressed first, not much can be done in the
form of tighter border restrictions and deterring measures (Ibid.). Among these shortcomings,
the existence of a thriving underground economy in the country of destination plays a
significant role in reducing the efficacy of any attempt to curb migration (Ambrosini &
Triandafyllidou, 2011, p.272; Camacho et al., 2017, p.1051). Thus, the paradoxical nature of a
securitized approach to migration: while the amount of migrants entering through legal
channels will decrease (Yilmaz & Solano, 2022, p.3), this approach most likely modifies the
composition of migration flows (Ibid.; p.3) by increasing the number of undocumented
migrants entering a country (Zincone, 1998; Donato & Armenta, 2011), who will most likely

be recruited in irregular (if not criminal) activities (Anderson, 2008; 2010).

In order to analyse the connection between securitization, migration, and the underground
economy, this last viewpoint seems to be the most appropriate. The research will therefore
proceed by investigating, through a transnationalist perspective, what are the negative effects
of the state’s attempt to securitize and control migration. Specifically, it will look more closely
at the negative effects of the securitization of migration on the Italian underground economy,
and the social consequences that might result from this interaction. Due to space and time
constraints, it will mostly focus on one specific sector of the underground economy, namely
agriculture. This is also due to the case study of choice: the Rosarno revolt of 2010, which
involved migrants irregularly employed in the agricultural sector. The aim is to address the
empirical research question: What are the effects of the securitization of migration for the
Italian underground economy and how did these effects manifest themselves in the case of
Rosarno? The hypothesis is that the restrictive approach to migration, justified by the perceived
sense of insecurity, only incentivised migrants’ participation in the Italian underground

economy, eventually leading to more insecurity for both migrants and citizens.
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III. The negative effects of securitization in Italy: impact on the Italian

underground economy and the Rosarno revolt

Italian migration policy: a securitizing trend with little effectiveness

The increase in the number of migrants on the Italian territory, which began at the end of the
1970s (Colombo & Sciortino, 2004) but notably accelerated in the past 20 years, has made
migration a structural phenomenon in Italy, with over 6 million migrants present on the territory
(Fondazione ISMU, 2023, p.60). At the same time, however, this sparked concerns about
immigration levels (Barbulescu & Beaudonnet, 2014, p.218), which have grown in importance
for the Italian population, and have been embodied by the securitizing trend that has shaped

immigration laws and policies since the turn of the millennium.

The Bossi-Fini Law of 2002 was promoted by the centre-right Berlusconi Government, and
amended the prior Turco-Napolitano Law of 1998 by introducing stricter measures on
migration (Holloway et al., 2021, p.5). The Bossi-Fini Law is considered to be the first clear
indication of the securitization of migration in Italy (Bello, 2021, p.66), since it linked
migration to public order and state security (see Art.4b(3)). As for the securitizing practices, it
established procedures for migrant identification (such as population profiling by collecting
fingerprints) and stricter measures for expulsion (Bracco & Onnis, 2016, p.4), broadening the
list of circumstances that can lead to it, and lengthening the period of detention time (from 30
to 60 days) while awaiting expulsion. Finally, the Law strengthened requirements for migrants
already living in the country, by tying their residence permits to contracts of employment, and

tightening procedures for permit renewal.

The continued view of immigration as a threat led to the introduction, in 2008, of the Security
Package, which was promoted by Interior Minister Roberto Maroni, a member of the far-right
party Lega, with the intention of prioritising security for the Italian population (Rosina, 2019b,
p.93). Firstly, it extended the detention before the expulsion up to 18 months (Bello, 2021,
p.66). Secondly, and more important, the decree changed irregular presence from an
administrative offence to a penal one, punishable with imprisonment from 6 months to 4 years
(Art. 9) (Miggiano, 2009, pp.7-8). The Security Package is therefore considered another

cornerstone in the process of securitization, because it formalises the criminalization of the
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immigrant (Dennison & Geddes, 2022, p.448), who is assessed based on a subjective condition
rather than their behaviour (ASGI, 2008, p.13).

The securitization of migration has more recently been noted in the Security Decree (Decree
Law 113/2018) issued in 2018 by Matteo Salvini, the current Lega leader, while he was Interior
Minister under the Conte | Government. In an effort to make Italians feel safer (la Repubblica,
2018), it reduced barriers to citizenship revocation, prolonged the naturalisation process, made
it more difficult for asylum seekers to enter reception facilities, and established a rapid
expulsion procedure for "dangerous” asylum seekers (Geddes & Pettrachin, 2020).
Additionally, it eliminated the humanitarian protection status for migrants, which, until 2017,
was the most common form of protection granted to asylum seekers, as it gave beneficiaries
access to basic services and the right to work (Ibid., 2020, pp.236-237). This was replaced with
"special permits", which can only last for one year and cannot be turned into a residence permit,

making migrants' condition in the country extremely precarious (lbid., pp.236-237).

Far from being an exhaustive description, it is however clear how the case of Italy perfectly
fits within the overall trend of securitization of migration that distinguishes Fortress Europe
(Panebianco, 2022, p.1408). Indeed, there has been an ongoing tendency, over the past 20
years, towards securitizing and criminalising migration, of which the aforementioned laws are
merely the most explicit manifestations. Although the examples made have been mainly
advocated by right-wing parties, it is important to note that the changing of governments has
not necessarily resulted in significantly different policies (Zotti & Fassi, 2020). Indeed, this
securitized framing of the issue has only sometimes been strongly opposed by the political left
(Campisi & Sottilotta, 2022, p.1), highlighting the difficulties for mainstream parties in de-
politicizing such a subject (Rosina, 2019a, p.83).

From a transnationalist perspective, however, the results of these regulations are extremely
dubious, particularly when it comes to evaluating how well they control and restrict migration.
The Bossi-Fini Law, the Security Package, and the Security Decree, among others, do not
appear to have made a significant difference in the likelihood of potential migrants fleeing
(Rosina, 2019a, pp.90-91). Indeed, as it can be seen in Figure 1, the number of migrants present
on the territory has been constantly increasing, regardless of the many restrictions imposed.
Paradoxically, in line with a transnationalist perspective, these laws pose the risk of increasing
the volume of unauthorised migration, which they claimed to tackle, by introducing stricter
conditions for immigrants to legally reside in the territory (Villa, 2022).
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Figure 1 - Stock of migrants present in Italy on the 1st of January 2003-2022 for category (in thousands)
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At a first glance, it seems that the number of irregular migrants present on the territory has been
fluctuating around 500,000 for many years. It is however important to read beyond these
numbers. In fact, they conceal the role that periodic amnesties and regularisation programmes
have played over time in regularising migrants who were already illegally present on the Italian
territory (Ambrosini, 2008, p.568). Indeed, whenever there is a sharp decline in the number of
irregular migrants — as shown in Figure 2 —this is attributable to the amnesties enacted in those
years. The most recent ones occurred in 2002 (approximately 647.000 migrants regularised,
hence the name "great regularisation™), 2009 (almost 300.000), 2012 (around 100.000), and
2020 (still incomplete, as only 83.000 permits have been released, whereas more than 127.000
requests have been accepted but need to be processed) (Buonomo & Paparusso, 2018; Open
Migration, 2023).
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Figure 2 - Estimation of irregular migrants present in Italy, 2002-2017 (in thousands)
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Source: Neodemos (2018) on data retrieved from Fondazione ISMU

Furthermore, these numbers conceal the role of the Government's Flow Decrees, which set
annual quotas for migrant workers allowed in the country, and that frequently tend to regularise
irregular migrants already present on the territory and working in the underground economy
(Bracco & Onnis, 2016, p.3). This is why, despite the growing number of migrants present in
the territory, the share of irregular migrants seems to be stable. However, it is by no means
proof of the effectiveness of these laws and decrees in tackling irregular migration. Finally, it
is also worth mentioning that these restrictive policies hindered migrants’ integration into the
host society (Bello, 2021, p.68; Bello, 2022, p.1463) as they made their legal status even more
precarious, leading to detrimental effects that will be analysed in the following paragraphs.

The effects of securitization: migration and the Italian underground economy

These laws and regulations reflecting a securitized view of migration have further limitations
that cannot be ignored. The first is their incongruity with the reality of the situation, especially
when considering the needs of the labour market (Ambrosini, 2014, p.211). While society may
view immigrants as undesirable, calling for tighter border controls, there are indeed some
sectors of economic activity in which migrants have become crucial (INPS, 2017, p.127;

Dennison & Geddes, 2022, p.442). This is particularly true in those areas where there is a
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shortage of Italian workforce (Cornelius et al., 1994; Calavita, 2005; Divell, 2006) due to the
unappealing jobs that they offer (Palidda & Reyneri, 1995; Reyneri, 1996). The sectors with
the highest incidence of migrants — both regular and irregular (Maroukis et al., 2011, p.131) —
are therefore those with low skill requirements and low retribution (Zanfrini, 2023, p.110),
such as other services to the person (34.3%, including domestic service), agriculture (18%),
construction (15.5%), and hotel and catering (15.3%) (lbid., p.110). These industries are,
however, also heavily represented in the shadow economy: according to ISTAT (2022), the
largest percentages of unreported labour are found in other services to the person (34.2%),
trade, transportation, hotel and catering (22.1%), construction (19.3%), and agriculture
(16.9%). In fact, another shortcoming that prevents these regulations from working effectively
is that they do not take into proper account the existence of a vibrant underground economy.
On the one hand, this serves as a pull factor for unauthorised migrants (King, 2002; Baldwin-
Edwards, 2008; Maroukis et al., 2011; Triandafyllidou & Ambrosini, 2011; Talani, 2021), who
undertake the journey to Italy knowing that they can find employment in the country anyway.
On the other hand, in a context of strict legal entry and stay policies (Maroukis et al., 2011,
p.146), working in the underground economy becomes migrants' only means of surviving in
the country (Geddes & Pettrachin, 2020, pp.230-231), particularly if they are unable to fulfil
the requirements to obtain or renew their residence permits (Palidda, 2005, p.67; Locatelli et
al., 2018, p.38).

Evidence of migrants’ involvement in the underground economy (Ambrosini, 2013a; 2013b;
2014) therefore seems to indicate an undeniable connection between the two. However, for
many migrants — whether regular or irregular — working in the underground economy becomes
a matter of need rather than a choice. Indeed, the securitization of migration, by making
migrants' conditions more precarious, unintentionally creates a vicious cycle between
unauthorised entry and stay in the country and involvement in the irregular or even illegal
labour market (Talani, 2021, p.220). The following paragraphs will show that the
vulnerabilities that immigrants face are obvious in the agricultural industry and, more

specifically, in southern Italy.

Agriculture is primarily characterised by seasonal labour, which involves hard work over a
short period of time. As it entails low levels of productivity, salaries tend to be low, making it
unappealing to the locals (Baldwin-Edwards, 1998, pp.7-8). This explains the growing
contribution of young, flexible, and frequently vulnerable migrant workers (Jinkang, 2022,

p.3), which, according to estimates, can reach up to 45% of the sector's entire workforce
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(CGIL-FLAI, 2021). In Southern Italy, agriculture is particularly relevant, and yet it is also one
of the sectors where irregular work is most prevalent (Reyneri & Ballarino, 1998, p.293; Devitt,
2010, pp.232-233), employing many migrants in jobs with working conditions well below the
acceptable standards (Zanfrini, 2015).

The widespread prevalence of caporalato in the south makes the already bleak situation even
worse. According to Art.603 bis of the Italian Penal Code (as modified by Law n.199/2016),
this refers to the unlawful hiring and exploitation of workers in the agricultural industry by
individuals — either Italians or, more frequently, migrants themselves (Barbieri et al. 2015,
p.16) — who act as intermediaries between employers and migrant workers (Jinkang, 2021).
They handle the logistics by selecting the fittest migrants and transporting the work teams to
the job site in exchange for a share of the migrants' pay (Barbieri et al. 2015, p.16; MEDU,
2017, p.2). The caporalato, in conjunction with the widespread influence of the Italian mafia
— which, for time and space constraints, will not be analysed in detail — makes southern
agriculture a free area where migrant workers' rights and dignity are suspended (Barbieri et al.
2015, p.21), with societal repercussions that will be further examined in the chapter.

The consequences of migrants’ involvement in the Italian underground economy

Among the consequences that result from migrants’ participation in the underground economy
of the host nation it is first important to mention their stigmatisation. As already anticipated,
their involvement in the shadow economy contributes to worsening their reputation as
criminals and limits the possibility of seeing them as enhancing the welfare of the host country
(Reyneri, 2003; Talani, 2021, pp.364-365). Due to their irregular employment, they do not
entirely pay taxes or social contributions, and they are seen as free riding on public resources
(Reyneri, 2003; Bello, 2017). Furthermore, it is believed that immigrants who work in the
underground economy are more likely to commit crimes (Reyneri, 2003, p.26). There are two
possible explanations for this. On the one hand, the fact that illegal migration is a crime in Italy
strengthens the connection between migration and security. Therefore, those migrant workers
holding irregular status are often regarded as criminals because illegal entry and stay constitute
a criminal offence (FRA, 2014, p.2; ILO, 2023, p.18). On the other hand, the belief that
migrants are a threat to the host society might be exacerbated by their connection with the

organized crime, which often controls the underground economy of southern Italy and uses
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migrant workforce to enhance its power. Along with the stigmatisation of immigrants, there is
a process of antagonisation between them and the native population. In fact, categorising
migrants as clandestine or illegal encourages prejudices that see them as a threat and as
undesirable in the country, amplifying racial and xenophobic sentiments among local
populations (Ferreira, 2018, p.5) and sustaining discriminatory practises (ILO, 2023, p.18).

In a pessimistic scenario, the risk posed by this stigmatisation and antagonisation is an
increasing division between citizens and migrants (Jaskulowski, 2018, p.716). Indeed, strict
immigration and integration policies foster a vicious circle of exclusion that feeds feelings of
mistrust and separation (Yilmaz & Solano, 2022, p.3), further marginalising migrants and
escalating residents' hostility towards them. (Talani, 2019, p.118). In southern Italy, this takes
the form of the marginalisation of migrants in agricultural ghettos, where they are kept on the
periphery of society in the absence of the most fundamental rights and services (Jinkang, 2022,
p.5). Consider the Gioia Tauro Plain in the province of Reggio Calabria, where Rosarno is
located. Every year since 2014, MEDU (an NGO operating in the area) has observed and
documented the appalling living conditions endured by migrant workers. The hundreds of
migrants who come to work as seasonal workers in the plain have no option but to find shelter
in improvised camps, abandoned buildings in the countryside, and shuttered factories, all of
which are at the margins of society (Locatelli et al., 2018, p.14). The situation has grown to
alarming levels, particularly in the area of San Ferdinando, which hosts the biggest tent city in
Italy — about 2000 migrants annually (MEDU, 2017, p.3). Given the absence of any essential
service (light, water, heating, and waste disposal), it goes without saying that the living
conditions are well below any dignified and acceptable standard (Zambelli et al., 2020, p.20).
The only sources of heat are gas cylinders and camping stoves, outdoor latrines have been built
due to a shortage of hygiene facilities, and most migrants sleep on mattresses or on the ground
(MEDU, 2017, p.3). Despite the tragic situation that persists year after year, all the action taken
so far has mainly consisted of emergency measures, which have only made the precarious
living conditions of migrants worse by putting them at a greater risk of social exclusion,
vulnerability, and hardship (Locatelli et al., 2018, p.18).

Finally, the social and economic marginalisation of migrant workers encourages cases of
exploitation and human rights breaches (Ibid., p.29), which have grown pervasive in a context
of criminalization of migrants (Palidda, 2005, p.64). In fact, studies have shown a link between
the exploitation of migrants and the restrictive policies put in place by the Italian government

to manage and limit migrant influxes (Amnesty International, 2014, p.6). For irregular
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migrants, the risk of being subject to exploitation and forced labour is particularly real (ILO,
2023, p.24). The threat of being reported to the police and subsequently expelled from the
country serves as a powerful deterrent when it comes to reporting the abuses to which they are
subject (PICUM, 2020). However, the likelihood of exploitation is not any lower for regular
migrants. In this situation, individuals are constantly in danger of losing their jobs if they claim
their legal rights (Locatelli et al., 2018, p.28), which would cause them to become irregular as
— ever since the Bossi-Fini Law — their residence permit depends on a working contract. As a
result, migrants must agree to longer hours and lower pay than what would be required by law
while searching desperately for any type of job (Zambelli et al., 2020, p.31). MEDU reported
shifts between 8 and 10 hours, with a pay of about 25 euros per day (Barbieri et al., 2015, p.15)
— the average in this sector would be about 42 euros — part of which is given to the caporale
for the transportation to the field (Ibid., p.16). As for the composition of migrants employed, it
is true that the percentage of those legally residing rose from 77% in 2014 to 94% in 2021, as
did the percentage of migrants holding employment contracts, which went from 18% in 2014
to 56% in 2021 (Zambelli et al., 2021, p.52). Nevertheless, migrants' living and working
conditions are still precarious and have de facto not improved. This is because black/irregular
labour has been largely replaced by "grey" labour (Ibid., p.52), which includes, among other
things, the employer declaring fewer working days than the ones actually completed (Locatelli
et al., 2018, p.28), migrants working longer hours than stated in the contract, not receiving a
payroll, and not having their contributions paid (Zambelli et al., 2021, p.52).

Unsurprisingly, the ultimate risk of all this is that immigrants will exhibit the same criminal
conduct that was first predicted by a securitized view of migration. Marginalising and
criminalising migrants encourages them to engage in criminal behaviour (Ambrosini, 2018):
because illegal immigration is already a criminal offence, they are less concerned about
committing additional crimes. Conversely, it has been shown that having access to legal status
and consequently to chances for regular employment deters migrants from engaging in criminal
activity (INPS, 2017, p.130). Furthermore, the harsh conditions that migrants face in the
underground economy raise the possibility of violent outbursts caused by their disappointment
with the lack of any real progress (Jinkang, 2022, p.5). This will be demonstrated by looking
at the Rosarno revolt, discussed in the following paragraph.
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When insecurity reaches a peak: the Rosarno revolt

The following paragraphs are going to provide an account and reflection on the facts that came
to be known to the public as the Rosarno revolt. This case study is extremely pertinent to
examine the potential effects of the securitization of migration in a context of migrants’
participation in the underground economy. Rosarno exemplifies the myriad contradictions of
the Italian system: a context where immigrants are perpetually marginalised from society, while
being used as a weak and affordable labour force to support an agricultural sector pervaded by
caporalato, and with strong ties to the Italian mafia (Zambelli et al., 2021, pp.45-46). The
events that occurred between the 7" and 9™ of January 2010 are therefore an appropriate
illustration of the severe consequences of the marginalisation, exploitation, and hostility
towards immigrants, which ultimately resulted in an escalation of tensions, violence and

insecurity.

Located in the southern part of Calabria, Rosarno is the largest centre of the Gioia Tauro Plain,
a territory renowned for the agricultural production of citruses and olives (Perrotta, 2020).
Since the 1990s, the area has seen an increasing share of migrants working in agriculture (Ibid.),
making Rosarno one of the cities in Italy with the largest migrant concentration (La Stampa,
2010). However, the housing and working conditions were appalling. Before the uprising, most
migrants would live in two abandoned factories, "la Rognetta” and "Opera Sila,” which could
accommodate up to a thousand migrants during times of the highest work intensity (Reuters,
2010). Here, migrants would sleep on mattresses or directly on the floors, if not within oil siloes
(Barbieri et al., 2015, pp.16-17), and the most basic utilities such as power, gas, water, and
hygienic services were absent (la Repubblica, 2020).

On the 7™ of January 2010, the situation of utter unease and abuses came to a peak. According
to the reports, at least one® migrant was shot with a pellet gun while returning to the shelter
after a day of work for no apparent reason. After learning about the gunshot, hundreds of
migrants decided to head to the town centre, where their rage quickly erupted into violence (La

Stampa, 2010). Reports from many newspapers? described the various crimes committed by

! Based on the accounts, some newspapers reported the news of one migrant (see, for instance, Greene, 2010;
Reuters, 2010; Donadio, 2010; Candito, 2017) or two or more migrants being shot (see, for instance, The
Guardian, 2010a; The Guardian, 2010b; Human Rights Watch, 2010; Randall, 2010; II Sole 24 Ore, 2010; La
Stampa, 2010; Vassallo Paleologo, 2010)

2 See, for instance, Donadio, 2010; Greene, 2010; Human Rights Watch, 2010; La Repubblica, 2010b; II Sole 24
Ore, 2010; La Stampa, 2010
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immigrants. They threw rocks at windows of stores and homes, turned over garbage bins and
set them on fire, stopped passing cars and struck them with rocks and sticks, sometimes even
setting them on fire. The police's attempt to disperse the crowd was unsuccessful, and
throughout the night the clashes continued, with some locals encouraging the police to open
fire on the mob (La Stampa, 2010).

The following day was when the violence really peaked. More than a thousand migrants
gathered on the 8" of January in a peaceful demonstration to protest the mistreatment they had
to endure (The Guardian, 2010a; Reuters, 2010). However, the violent events of the previous
night sparked a furious reaction from the local population, who chose to seek revenge by
organizing a "migrant-hunt”, which lasted for a few days. Reports® described a series of
punitive raids against unarmed migrants, which included beatings, shootings, running them
over with cars, and setting their lodgings on fire. A threat message was reportedly broadcast
from a van instructing migrants to leave Rosarno or they would have been killed (Greene,
2010). The toll of people wounded at the end of those days was above 50 between migrants,
police officers, and citizens (The Guardian, 2010b; Reuters, 2010).

All the action taken following the uprising consisted of purely emergency measures. Some of
the migrants living in Rosarno were sent to other reception facilities in Crotone and Bari while
others left the city voluntarily (Human Rights Watch, 2010; Reuters, 2010), perhaps to avoid
imprisonment and expulsion. After having evicted both “la Rognetta” and “Opera Sila”, the
former was immediately taken down (Devitt, 2010, p.222). The Government of that time — a
right-wing coalition led by Silvio Berlusconi — made very harsh comments on the facts.
Particularly contentious were the remarks made by Interior Minister Roberto Maroni. He
asserted that this was the outcome of an excessive tolerance for irregular migration, which only
served to strengthen organised crime and resulted in severe cases of social degradation, as the
Rosarno episode demonstrated (la Repubblica, 2010a). He continued by stating that the
Government would make every effort to combat clandestine immigration, emphasising the
necessity of enforcing stronger controls (Devitt, 2010, pp.222—-223). Only later, when it became
apparent that most of the migrants present in Rosarno had a regular residence permit but no
regular employment contract, did Maroni shift the emphasis to the larger problem of illegal
work, caporalato and organised crime (lbid., p.225). Members of the opposition sharply

criticised the Government's approach, claiming that it was using irregular immigration as a

3 See, for instance, Candito, 2017; Donadio, 2010; Greene, 2010; The Guardian, 2010b; Human Rights Watch,
2010; Randall, 2010; Reuters, 2010; Vassallo Paleologo, 2010
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scapegoat while failing to adequately address the problems of exploitation, xenophobia, racism,

and the mafia's involvement (lbid., p.224).

1V, Discussion and conclusion

The Rosarno revolt may give rise to certain reflections that can be extended to Italy more
generally. The first is that, considering the context in which it took place, this episode of
extreme violence was “only a matter of time” (Unimondo, 2010), as stated by Don Pino Masi,
a spokesman of "Libera" — an Italian NGO engaged in the fight against the mafia. It was the
result of the living conditions of migrants, who had to "live like animals" (Ibid.), without access
to even the most basic services and adequate food. Therefore, the appalling working conditions,
abuse, and extortion they were subjected to at the hands of the caporali and the mafia,
combined to produce an explosive mixture (Scalfari, 2010) that, eventually, erupted in all its
violence. Second, this episode illustrates the potential consequences of years of violence
against migrant workers (Devitt, 2010, p.221) and hostile rhetoric towards them, resulting in
racial tensions and intolerance from locals, who claimed to have "put up with them for 20
years" (Donadio, 2010). Thirdly, and most importantly, the way the episode was framed and
dealt with contributed to the ongoing sense of emergency, insecurity and fear that characterises
migration. This can be observed, for instance, in the words of Domenico Ventre, a former town
councillor, who said that the migrants' response was beyond proportion and that it was
unacceptable to allow migrants to destroy the town and instil fear among the locals (The
Guardian, 2010a). Perhaps even worse, the use of irregular migration as a scapegoat by the
Government, and the clear connection made between migrants, caporalato and organized
crime, only served to strengthen the link between migration and security. These actions and
rhetoric fed into the perception of migration as an emergency and, even worse, the belief that
migrants pose a threat to the country and its citizens, which is entirely consistent with the logic
of securitization. What is important to understand is that the Rosarno revolt should not be
considered a local and isolated episode. The reason why it was chosen is that, even though the
dynamics leading to it were specific to the area, the whole framework in which it occurred is a
scenario that similarly concerns the entire country (Barbieri et al., p.21). Even more alarming
is the fact that, despite the event taking place more than 10 years ago, little has changed about

how migration is handled and how migrants are exploited in the underground economy.
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According to the research, which has taken a transnationalist stance, the securitization of
migration has paradoxically encouraged more insecurity (Talani, 2021, p.230) through the
establishment of increasingly restrictive laws and policies, creating a vicious circle. This has
been analysed by focusing on one negative aspect of securitization, namely its effects on the
underground economy and the related implications. In fact, these restrictions have increased
the number of unauthorised migrants on the territory, by decreasing the means of legal
entry into Italy. By excluding them from any sort of regular employment, their only option is
to find a job in the thriving underground economy that exists across the peninsula. Adding up
to this, even regular migrants often find themselves involved in the underground or grey
economy, as their precarious legal status — worsened by the restrictive laws implemented over
time — has made them more vulnerable to accept jobs that are less paid and where the employer

declares fewer working hours.

The enhanced insecurity affects both migrants and citizens (Talani, 2021, p.230). Regarding
the former, the research has demonstrated how their participation in the underground economy
widens the gap between them and the host society as they become more stigmatised and
marginalised, which could result in xenophobic and intolerant behaviour, as it did in Rosarno.
Additionally, their weak legal standing and lack of negotiating power increases their
vulnerability to exploitation and deprivation of the most fundamental human needs. Regarding
the latter, the perception of migrants as a threat by the local population grows because of the
criminalization of irregular migration, and because of migrants’ involvement in the
underground economy, where the distinction between legal and illegal activities gets more
blurred, particularly when organised crime is involved. The securitization of migration can
therefore be described as self-fulfilling and self-reinforcing (Maguire, 2015). Viewing migrants
as a threat, and acting accordingly through laws and policies, sets off a chain of
consequences that increases insecurity and may eventually lead to violence and criminal
behaviour — as shown by the case of Rosarno — justifying a securitized view of migration and

calling for more restrictive measures to contain the threat.

However, this does not necessarily mean that the problem is going to endure endlessly. Studies
have demonstrated how inclusive practices may genuinely bring about positive changes, just
as exclusive and restrictive policies have had a detrimental spiralling effect (Bello, 2021, p.69).
What the Italian policymaking is lacking, though, is a broader understanding of the
phenomenon, as there are many aspects that are not being addressed when dealing with

migration. Indeed, policymakers are trying to address it within the existing framework, without
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realizing that the system itself is part of the problem. Little can be done by unilaterally tackling
migration if the issues of the underground economy, exploitation, caporalato and the
involvement of the organized crime are not addressed simultaneously (Locatelli et al., 2018,
p.27). As part of a transnationalist approach, it is also necessary to recognise migration as a
structural phenomenon (Rosina, 2019c¢, p.16) —as opposed to the dominating narrative that sees
it as a crisis that needs to be managed (Bello, 2022, p.1334) — and to understand that it is nearly
impossible to completely stop it (Mlambo, 2020, p.105).

Better responses to the phenomenon are required, as the situation cannot get any better if
migration laws continue to be restrictive (Perrotta, 2014). This is easier said than done, though,
as the high degree of politicisation has made it exceedingly challenging for policymakers to
address  migration from a different perspective and to de-escalate the
securitized narrative (Rosina, 2019c, p.16). Indeed, as shown by the numerous — though not
all-encompassing — examples provided, the link between immigration and crime has become
increasingly integrated in Italian migration policies (Bello, 2021, p.69). A trasnationalist
approach would suggest that legalising and regularising migration is a possible solution
(Talani, 2021, p.256), thereby increasing the range of rights for migrants and decreasing their
likelihood of being employed in the underground economy, with all the consequences that this
entails. However, far from being a panacea, this solution is difficult to translate into practice
(Ibid., p.366), considering that Italian immigration laws are not isolated, but are a part of a

larger global securitizing trend (Strazzari & Grandi, 2019) that characterises Fortress Europe.

To conclude, this research examined the effects of the securitization of migration by
concentrating on its impact on the host country's underground economy and the potential
consequences that can result from it. This was done by first considering the problem from a
theoretical perspective (Chapter 11) and then applying it empirically (Chapter 11) to Italy and,
more specifically, to the case study of the Rosarno revolt. This research has been restricted to
critically assessing and criticising securitization. It is only able to hint at one potential, and yet
hardly feasible, solution, which is to expand the area of legality for migrants. Due to time and
space constraints, the functioning of the Italian immigration system, and the laws that constitute
it, could not be addressed in detail. Furthermore, additional factors that would have helped to
complete the picture, such as the functioning of the reception and asylum system, the effect of
labour regulations, structural problems in the Italian agricultural sector, etc., had to be omitted
from this study. Finally, by using only the Rosarno revolt as an example, the research has not

provided a virtuous example of inclusive policies that can increase safety for both citizens and
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migrants, which would have further supported the initial hypothesis. Future research in the
field could perhaps address one or more of the shortcomings highlighted above. However, by
examining its negative outcomes, this work has attempted to critically assess the securitization
of migration, which has up until now been taken as a given in migration policies. In light of the
research, it is clear that securitizing migration is by no means the best approach, as it results in

a vicious circle of insecurity that affects both migrants and citizens.

V. Bibliography

Albahari, M. (2015) Crimes of Peace: Mediterranean Migrations at the World’s Deadliest

Border. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press

Amaral, P. S. and Quintin, E. (2006) ‘A competitive model of the informal sector’, Journal of
Monetary Economics, 53, pp. 1541-1553.

Ambrosini, M. (2001) La fatica di integrarsi. Immigrazione e lavoro in Italia. Bologna: Il

Mulino

Ambrosini, M. (2008) ‘Irregular immigration: Economic convenience and other factors’,

Transfer: European Review of Labour and Research, 14(4), pp. 557-572.

Ambrosini, M. (2013a) ‘“We are against a multi-ethnic society’: policies of exclusion at the

urban level in Italy’, Ethnic and Racial Studies, 36(1), pp. 136-155.

Ambrosini, M. (2013b) Irregular migration and invisible welfare. Houndmills: Palgrave

Macmillan.

Ambrosini, M. (2014) ‘Irregular but tolerated: Unauthorized immigration, elderly care

recipients, and invisible welfare’, Migration Studies, 3(2), pp. 199-216.

Ambrosini, M. (2018) Irregular Immigration in Southern Europe: Actors, Dynamics and

Governance. Cham: Palgrave.

29



Ambrosini, M. and Triandafyllidou, A. (2011) ‘Irregular immigration control in Italy and
Greece: Strong fencing and weak gate-keeping serving the labour market’, European
Journal of Migration and Law, 13(3), pp. 251-273.

Amnesty International (2014) Lavoro sfruttato due anni dopo: Il fallimento della ‘Legge
Rosarno’ nella protezione dei migranti sfruttati Nel settore agricolo in Italia, Amnesty
International. Available at: https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/eur30/007/2014/it/
(Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Anderson, B. (2008). ‘Illegal immigrant’: Victim or villain? (COMPAS Working Paper No.
64 [WP-08-64]).

Anderson, B. (2010) ‘Migration, immigration controls and the fashioning of precarious

workers’, Work, Employment and Society, 24(2), pp. 300-317.

Asderaki, F., Markozani, E. (2021) ‘The Securitization of Migration and the 2015 Refugee
Crisis: From Words to Actions’, in Tziampiris, A. and Asderaki, F. (eds.) The New
Eastern Mediterranean Transformed. Cham: Springer, pp. 179-198.

Associazione Studi Giuridici sull’Tmmigrazione (ASGI) (2008) Osservazioni sulle Norme in
Materia di Stranieri contenute nei provvedimenti del “Pacchetto Sicurezza’ approvati
dal Consiglio dei Ministri nella riunione del 21 Maggio 2008. Available at:
http://old.asgi.it/home_asgi.php%3Fn=174&I=it.html (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Baele, S. J. and Sterck, O. (2015) ‘Diagnosing the Securitization of Immigration at EU Level:
A New Method for Stronger Empirical Claims’, Political Studies, 63, pp. 1120-139.

Baldwin-Edwards, M. (1998) ‘Where free markets reign: Aliens in the Twilight Zone’, South
European Society and Politics, 3(3), pp. 1-15.

Baldwin-Edwards, M. (2008) ‘Towards a theory of illegal migration: Historical and structural
components’, Third World Quarterly, 29(7), pp. 1449-1459.

Balzacq, T. (2002) Constructivism and Securitization Studies. Handbook of Security Studies.

London: Routledge.

30


http://old.asgi.it/home_asgi.php%3Fn=174&l=it.html

Balzacq, T. (2008) ‘The Policy of Securitization: Information Exchange, EU Foreign and
Interior Policies’, Journal of Common Market Studies, 46(1), pp. 75-100.

Balzacq, T. (2011) ‘A Theory of Securitization: Origins, Core Assumptions, and Variants’, in
T. Balzacq (ed.) Securitization Theory. How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve.
New York: Routledge, pp. 1-30.

Barbieri, A. et al. (2015) Terraingiusta. Rapporto sulle condizioni di vita e di lavoro dei
braccianti stranieri in agricoltura, Medici per i Diritti Umani. Available at:

https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/terraingiusta-2/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Barbulescu, R. and Beaudonnet, L. (2014) ‘Protecting Us, Protecting Europe? Public Concern
about Immigration and Declining Support for European Integration in Italy’,

Perspectives on European Politics and Society, 15(2), pp. 216-237.

Bello, V. (2017) International Migration and International Security. Why Prejudice Is a

Global Security Threat. London and New York: Routledge.

Bello, V. (2020) ‘The spiralling of the securitisation of migration in the EU: From the
management of a “crisis” to a governance of human mobility?’, Journal of Ethnic and

Migration Studies, 48(6), pp. 1327-1344.

Bello, V. (2021) ‘The Spiral of Prejudice and the Securitization of Migration The Complexity
of Small Changes in the Italian Migration Networked Governance’, Italian Political
Science, 16(2), pp. 58-73.

Bello, V. (2022) “The role of non-state actors’ cognitions in the spiralling of the securitisation
of migration: prejudice, narratives and Italian CAS reception centres’, Journal of Ethnic

and Migration Studies, 48(6), pp. 1462-1478.

Benam, C. (2011) ‘Emergence of a “Big Brother” in Europe: Border Control and
Securitization of Migration’, Insight Turkey, 13(3), pp. 191-207.

Bigo, D. (2002) ‘Security and immigration: Toward a critique of the governmentality of

unease’, Alternatives: Global, Local, Political, 27(1_suppl), pp. 63-92.

31


https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/terraingiusta-2/

Bigo, D. (2007) ‘Internal and External Aspects of Security’, European Security, 15(4), pp.
385- 404.

Bigo, D. and Tsoukala, A. (2008) ‘Understanding (In)Security’, in D. Bigo, and A. Tsoukala
(eds.) Terror, Insecurity and Liberty. Illiberal practices of liberal regimes after 9/11.

Routledge, pp. 1-10.

Bigo, D. (2009) ‘Immigration controls and free movement in Europe.’ International Review
of the Red Cross, 91(875), pp. 579-591.

Borjas, G. J. (1989) ‘Economic Theory and International Migration’, International Migration
Review, 23(3), pp. 457-485.

Borjas, G. J. (1994) ‘The economics of immigration’, Journal of Economic Literature, 32(4),
pp. 1667-1717.

Borjas, G. J. (2014) Immigration economics. Harvard University Press.

Bourbeau, P. (2011) The securitization of migration: A study of movement and order.

London: Routledge.

Bracco, E. and Onnis, L. (2016) ‘Immigration, amnesties, and the shadow economy’,
Working Papers 108263550, Lancaster University Management School, Economics

Department.

Buonomo, A. and Paparusso, A. (2018) Irregolari, sanatorie e rimpatri: Qualche numero di
sfondo, Neodemos. Available at: https://www.neodemos.info/2018/07/27/irregolari-

sanatorie-e-rimpatri/ (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Buzan, B., Wever, 0., & Wilde, J.D. (1998). Security a new framework for analysis.

Boulder: Lynne Rienner.

Caballé, J. and Panadés, J. (2007) ‘Tax Rates, Tax Evasion, and Growth in a Multi-period
Economy’, Hacienda Publica Espafiola, IEF, 183(4), pp. 67-80.

Calavita, K. (2005) Immigrants at the margins. Law, race and exclusion in Southern Europe.

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

32



Camacho, C., Mariani, F. and Pensieroso, L. (2017) ‘Illegal immigration and the shadow

economy’, International Tax and Public Finance, 24(6), pp. 1050-1080.

Campisi, J.M. and Sottilotta, C.E. (2022) Italy’s far-right and the migration debate:
Implications for Europe, 1Al Istituto Affari Internazionali. Available at:
https://www.iai.it/en/pubblicazioni/italys-far-right-and-migration-debate-implications-
europe#:~:text=Migration%20is%20n0t%20a%?20passing,politicisation%20and%20sec
uritisation%200f%20migration. (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Candito, A. (2017) Viaggio a Rosarno, Sette anni dopo La Rivolta: ‘la situazione qui é
ancora disperata’, la Repubblica. Available at:
https://www.repubblica.it/solidarieta/immigrazione/2017/01/10/news/rosarno_neve mi
granti-155720756/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Castles, S. (2004a) ‘Why Migration Policies Fail’, Ethnic and Racial Studies, 27(2), pp. 205—
2217.

Castles, S. (2004b) ‘The Factors That Make and Unmake Migration Policies’, International
Migration Review, 38(3), pp. 852-884.

Castles, S., de Haas, H. and Miller, M. (2014) The age of migration: International population

movements in the modern world. Palgrave Macmillan.

Ceyhan, A. and Tsoukala, A. (2002) ‘The securitization of migration in western societies:
Ambivalent discourses and policies’, Alternatives: Global, Local, Political,
27(1_suppl), pp. 21-39.

CGIL-FLAI-Osservatorio Placido Rizzotto (2018) Quarto Rapporto Agromafie e Caporalato.
Available at: https://www.flai.it/osservatoriopr/osservatorio-placido-rizzotto/
(Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Colombo, A. and Sciortino, G. (2004) ‘Italian Immigration: The origin, nature and evolution

of Italy’s migratory system’, Journal of Modern Italian Studies, 9(1), pp. 49-70.

Cornelius, W. A., Martin, P. L. and Hollifield, J. F. (1994) Controlling Immigration: A

Global Perspective. Palo Alto: Stanford University Press.

33


https://www.flai.it/osservatoriopr/osservatorio-placido-rizzotto/

Cornelius, W. A. and Salehyan, 1. (2007) ‘Does Border Enforcement Deter Unauthorised
Immigration? The Case of Mexican Migration to the United States of America’,

Regulation & Governance, 1, pp. 139-153.

Cretan, G.C., Chirita, O.F. and Gherghina, R. (2019) ‘The impact of immigration on the
underground economy in the EU context’, Journal of Public Administration, Finance
and Law, (15), pp. 91-100.

Dabla-Norris, E., Gradstein, M. and Inchauste, G. (2008) ‘What causes firms to hide output?
The determinants of informality’, Journal of Development Economics, 85, pp. 1-27.

Dennison, J. and Geddes, A. (2022) ‘The centre no longer holds: the Lega, Matteo Salvini
and the remaking of Italian immigration politics’, Journal of Ethnic and Migration
Studies, 48(2), pp. 441-460.

Devitt, C. (2010) “The Rosarno Revolt: Toward Political Mobilization for Immigrants?”,
Italian Politics, 26, pp. 220-37.

Djaji¢, S. and Vinogradova, A. (2017) ‘Immigration policies and the choice between

documented and undocumented migration’, Economica, 86(341), pp. 201-228.

Donadio, R. (2010) Race Riots Grip Italian town, and Mafia is suspected, The New York
Times. Available at: https://www.nytimes.com/2010/01/11/world/europe/11italy.html
(Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Donato, K. M. and Armenta, A. (2011) ‘What we know about unauthorized migration’,

Annual Review of Sociology, 37, pp. 529-543.

Divell, F. (ed.) (2006) Illegal Immigration in Europe: Beyond Control. Basingstoke:

Palgrave Macmillan.

Estevens, J. (2018) ‘Migration Crisis in the EU: Developing a framework for analysis of

National Security and Defence Strategies’, Comparative Migration Studies, 6(1).

European Commission (2023) Forced migrant, Migration and Home Affairs. Available at:
https://home-affairs.ec.europa.eu/networks/european-migration-network-emn/emn-

asylum-and-migration-glossary/glossary/forced-migrant_en (Accessed: 30 May 2023).

34



Eurostat (2016) Record number of over 1.2 million first time asylum seekers registered in
2015, Record number of over 1.2 million first time asylum seekers registered in 2015 -
Products Euro Indicators - Eurostat. Available at:
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-euro-indicators/-/3-04032016-AP
(Accessed: 30 May 2023).

Faist, T. (2004) ‘The migration-security nexus. International migration and security before
and after 9/11°, Willy Brandt Series of Working Papers in International Migration and
Ethnic Relations, No.4/03.

Fauser, M. (2006) ‘Transnational Migration - A National Security Risk? Securitization of
Migration Policies in Germany, Spain and the United Kingdom’, in K. Iglicka
(ed.) Immigration policies and security. The Transatlantic Security Challenges and
Dilemmas for the European Migration Policy. Warschau: Centrum Stosunkéw
Miedzynarodowych.

Feige, E.L. (1990) ‘Defining and estimating underground and informal economy: the new

institutional economic approach’, World Development, 18, pp. 989-1002.

Ferreira, S. (2018) ‘From Narratives to Perceptions in the Securitisation of the Migratory
Crisis in Europe’, in M. Karakoulaki, L. Southgate, and J. Steiner (eds.) Critical
perspectives on migration in the twenty-first century. Bristol, England: E-International
Relations, pp. 57-73.

FRA — European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (2014) Criminalisation of migrants
in an irregular situation and of persons engaging with them, European Union Agency
for Fundamental Rights. Available at:
https://fra.europa.eu/en/publication/2014/criminalisation-migrants-irregular-situation-

and-persons-engaging-them (Accessed: 20 July 2023).
Fondazione ISMU (2023) Ventottesimo Rapporto Sulle Migrazioni 2022. FrancoAngeli.

Freeman, G. P. (1995) ‘Modes of Immigration Politics in Liberal Democratic States’,
International Migration Review, 29(4), pp. 881-902.

35



Freeman, G. P. (1998) ‘The Decline of Sovereignty? Politics and Immigration Restriction in
Liberal States’, in C. Joppke (ed.) Challenge to the Nation-State: Immigration in
Western Europe and the United States. Oxford: Oxford University Press, pp. 86-108.

Freeman, G. P. and Kessler, A. E. (2008) ‘Political Economy and Migration Policy’, Journal
of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 34(4), pp. 655-678.

Geddes, A. (2003) The Politics of Migration and Immigration in Europe. London: SAGE

Geddes, A. and Korneev, O. (2015) ‘The State and the Regulation of Migration’, in L. S.
Talani and S. McMahon (eds.) Handbook of the International Political Economy of

Migration. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar, pp. 54-73.

Geddes, A. and Pettrachin, A. (2020) ‘Italian migration policy and politics: Exacerbating
paradoxes’, Contemporary Italian Politics, 12(2), pp. 227-242.

Gillham, B. (2010) Case study research methods. London: Bloomsbury Publishing.

Glover, R. (2011) ‘The Theorist and the Practitioner: Linking the Securitization of Migration
to Activist Counter-Narratives’, Geopolitics, History and International Relations, 3(1),
pp. 77-102.

Greene, R.A. (2010) Migrants leave Italian town amid violence, CNN. Available at:
http://edition.cnn.com/2010/WORLD/europe/01/11/italy.migrant.violence/index.html#:
~:text=Firemen%?200n%20Monday%20pull%20down,were%?20living%20in%20Rosar
n0%2C%201taly.&text=(CNN)%20%2D%2D%20The%20message%20blaring,%2C%
20we%20will%20Kkil1%20you.%22 (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

The Guardian (2010a) Migrants and residents in standoff in Italy after four Africans
wounded, The Guardian. Available at:
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2010/jan/08/standoff-italy-four-africans-wounded
(Accessed: 06 July 2023).

The Guardian (2010b) Southern Italian town world’s ‘only white town’ after ethnic
cleansing, The Guardian. Available at:
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2010/jan/11/italy-rosarno-violence-immigrants
(Accessed: 06 July 2023).

36



Hollifield, J. F. (1998) ‘Migration, Trade, and the Nation-State: The Myth of Globalisation’,
UCLA Journal of International Law and Foreign Affairs, 3, pp. 595-636.

Hollifield, J. F. (2004) ‘The Emerging Migration State’, International Migration Review,
38(3), pp. 885-912.

Holloway, K., Faures, D. and Kumar, C. (2021) ‘Public narratives and attitudes towards
refugees and other migrants Italy country profile’. ODI Country study. ODI: London.
Available at: https://odi.org/en/publications/public-narratives-and-attitudes-towards-

refugees-and-other-migrants-italy-country-profile/ (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Human Rights Watch (2010) Italia: Indagini Celeri Sulle aggressioni a Rosarno, Human
Rights Watch. Available at: https://www.hrw.org/it/news/2010/02/04/238780
(Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Huysmans, J. (2000) ‘The European Union and the securitization of migration’, Journal of
Common Market Studies, 38(5), pp. 751-777.

Huysmans, J. (2006) The politics of insecurity: Fear, migration and asylum in the EU.

London: Routledge.

lancu, N., and Nechita, E. A. (2016) ‘Debates and Controversies on European Migration
Policies’, Law Review, 6(1), pp. 1-10.

Ihrig, J. and Moe, K.S. (2004) ‘Lurking in the shadows: The informal sector and government
policy’, Journal of Development Economics, 73, pp. 541-557.

INPS (2017) XVI Rapporto Annuale, INPS (Istituto Nazionale Previdenza Sociale). Available
at: https://www.inps.it/it/it/dati-e-bilanci/rapporti-annuali/xvi-rapporto-annuale.html
(Accessed: 20 July 2023).

ILO — International Labour Organization (2023) Proteggere i diritti dei lavoratori migranti in
situazioni d’irregolarita e gestire le migrazioni irregolari per motivi di lavoro: Un

compendio. Rome: International Labour Organization.

ILO (2016) Promoting fair migration: General survey concerning the Migrant Workers

Instruments. Geneva; International Labour Office.

37



ILO (2019) Eliminating forced labour: Handbook for parliamentarians no. 30, Handbook:
Eliminating Forced Labour: Handbook for Parliamentarians No. 30. Available at:
https://www.ilo.org/global/topics/forced-labour/publications/WCMS_723507/lang--
en/index.htm (Accessed: 28 June 2023).

IOM - International Organization for Migration (2023) About migration, International
Organization for Migration. Available at: https://www.iom.int/about-migration
(Accessed: 30 May 2023).

ISTAT (2022) Economia non osservata nei conti nazionali, ISTAT - Istituto Nazionale di
Statistica. Available at:
https://www.istat.it/it/archivio/275914#:~:text=La%20crisi%20del%202020%?20colpisc
e,174%2C6%20miliardi%20di%20euro. (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Jaskulowski, K. (2018) ‘The securitisation of migration: Its limits and consequences’,

International Political Science Review, 40(5), pp. 710-720.

Jinkang, A. (2021) ‘Il Caporalato in Sicilia: (In)contro un nuovo schiavismo’, in Greco, S.
and Tumminelli, G. (eds.) Migrazioni in Sicilia 2020. Milano-Udine: Mimesis Edizioni,
pp. 90-104.

Jinkang, A. (2022) Vulnerabilita e Sfruttamento dei Lavoratori migranti nell agricoltura
italiana, PERCEPTIONS. Available at: https://www.perceptions.eu/vulnerabilita-e-

sfruttamento-dei-lavoratori-migranti-nellagricoltura-italiana/ (Accessed: 20 July 2023).
Jones, R. (2016) Violent Borders: Refugees and the Right to Move. London: Verso.

Karyotis, G. (2007) ‘European migration policy in the aftermath of September 11°,
Innovation: The European Journal of Social Science Research, 20(1), pp. 1-17.

Karyotis, G. (2012) ‘Securitization of Migration in Greece: Process, Motives and

Implications’, International Political Sociology, 6, pp. 390-408.

King, R. (2002) ‘Towards a new map of European migration’, International Journal of

Population Geography, 8, pp. 89-106.

38



Léon, A. I. and Overbeek, H. (2015) ‘Neoliberal Globalisation, Transnational Migration and
Global Governance’, in L. S. Talani and S. McMahon (eds.) Handbook of the
International Political Economy of Migration. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar, pp. 37-53.

Leonard, S. (2010) ‘EU border security and migration into the European Union: FRONTEX
and securitisation through practices’, European Security, 19(2), pp. 231-254.

Lindstrem, C. (2005) ‘European Union Policy on Asylum and Immigration. Addressing the
Root Causes of Forced Migration: A Justice and Home Affairs Policy of Freedom,

Security and Justice?’, Social Policy & Administration, 39(6), pp. 587—605.

Locatelli, J. et al. (2018) | Dannati della Terra - Rapporto Sulle condizioni di vita e di
Lavoro Dei Braccianti stranieri nella piana di Gioia Tauro, Medici per i Diritti Umani.
Available at: https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/dannati-della-terra/ (Accessed: 20 July
2023).

Luedtke, A. (2009) ‘Fortifying fortress Europe? The effect of September 11 on EU
immigration policy’, in T. Givens, G. P. Freeman, and D. L. Leal (eds.) Immigration
policy and security: U.S., European and Commonwealth perspectives. New York:
Routledge, pp. 130-147.

Maguire, M. (2015) ‘Migrants in the Realm of Experts: The Migration—Crime—Terrorist
Nexus After 9/11°, in Lazaridis, G. and K. Waadia (eds.) The Securitization of
Migration in the EU. Debates Since 9/11. Basingstoke and New York: Palgrave
Macmillan, pp. 62-87.

Maroukis, T., Iglicka, K. and Gmaj, K. (2011) ‘Irregular migration and informal economy in
southern and central-Eastern Europe: Breaking the vicious cycle?’, International
Migration, 49(5), pp. 129-156.

McAuliffe, M. and Triandafyllidou, A. (eds.) (2021) World Migration Report 2022. Geneva:

International Organization for Migration (IOM)

McDonald, M. (2008) ‘Securitization and the Construction of Security’, European Journal of
International Relations, 14(4), pp. 563-587.

39



McSweeney, B. (1996) ‘Identity and Security: Buzan and the Copenhagen School’, Review of
International Studies, 22, pp. 81-93.

Medici per i Diritti Umani (MEDU) (2017) Terraingiusta. Piana di Gioia Tauro. Dignita e
diritti violati nel ghetto piu grande di Italia, Medici per i Diritti Umani. Available at:
https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/piana-di-gioia-tauro-dignita-e-diritti-violati-nel-
ghetto-piu-grande-di-italia/ (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Medina, L. and Schneider, F. (2018) ‘Shadow Economies Around the World: What Did We
Learn Over the Last 20 Years?’, IMF Working paper, WP/18/17.

Miggiano, L. (2009) States of exception: Securitisation and irregular migration in the
Mediterranean. Geneva: UNHCR.

Mlambo, V.H. (2020) ‘Externalization and securitization as policy responses to African

migration to the European Union’, African Human Mobilty Review, 6(3), pp. 95-1009.

Neodemos (2018) Irregolari, sanatorie e rimpatri: Qualche numero di sfondo, Neodemos.
Available at: https://www.neodemos.info/2018/07/27/irregolari-sanatorie-e-rimpatri/
(Accessed: 20 July 2023).

OECD (2002) Measuring the non-observed economy: A Handbook. Paris: OECD.

Open Migration (2023) Sanatoria: Pratiche ferme, Uffici Allo Stremo, Open Migration.
Available at: https://openmigration.org/analisi/sanatoria-pratiche-ferme-uffici-allo-
stremo/ (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Ozerim, M. G. (2013) ‘European Radical Right Parties as Actors in Securitization of
Migration’, International Journal of Social, Behavioral, Educational, Economic,

Business and Industrial Engineering, 7(8), pp. 923-927.

Palidda, S. (2005) ‘Migration between prohibitionism and the perpetuation of illegal labour’,
History and Anthropology, 16(1), pp. 63-73.

Palidda, S. and E. Reyneri (1995) ‘Immigrazione e mercato del lavoro’, in Chiesi, A.M.,
Regalia, 1. and Regini, M. (eds.), Lavoro e relazioni industriali in Europa, Roma: La
Nuova lItalia Scientifica.

40



Panebianco, S. (2020) ‘The EU and migration in the Mediterranean: Eu borders’ control by
proxy’, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 48(6), pp. 1398-1416.

Panebianco, S. (2022) ‘The EU and migration in the Mediterranean: EU borders’ control by
proxy’, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 48(6), pp. 1398-1416.

Peri, G. (2012) “Immigration, labor markets, and productivity”, Cato Journal, 32(1), pp. 35—
54.

Perrotta, D. (2014) ‘Ben oltre lo sfruttamento: lavorare da migranti in agricoltura’, il Mulino,
n.1/14

Perrotta, D. (2020) 7 gennaio 2010: La Rivolta di Rosarno, La rivista il Mulino. Available at:
https://www.rivistailmulino.it/a/7-gennaio-2010#:~:text=violente%20e%?20razziste.-
,Nel%20pomeriggio%20del%207%20gennaio%202010%2C%20due%20braccianti%20
di%?20origine,strade%2C%20contro%20automobili%20e%20cassonetti. (Accessed: 06
July 2023).

PICUM - Platform for International Cooperation on Undocumented Migration (2020) A
Worker is a Worker: How to Ensure that Undocumented Migrant Workers Can Access
Justice. Available at: https://picum.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/A-Worker-is-a-
Worker-full-doc.pdf (Accessed: 20 July 2023).

Portes, A. and Haller, W. (2005) ‘The Informal Economy’, in N.J. Smelser and R. Swedberg
(eds.) The Handbook of Economic Sociology. Princeton: Russell Sage Foundation, pp.
403-425.

Quassoli, F. (1999) ‘Migrants in the Italian underground economy’, International Journal of
Urban and Regional Research, 23(2), pp. 212-231.

Randall, F. (2010) Rebellion in Rosarno, The Nation. Available at:

https://www.thenation.com/article/archive/rebellion-rosarno/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

la Repubblica (2010a) Spari e spranghe contro gli immigrati, 4 feriti Manganelli invia un
contingente di Polizia, la Repubblica. Available at:

https://www.repubblica.it/cronaca/2010/01/08/news/maroni_troppa_tolleranza_con_i_c

41


https://picum.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/A-Worker-is-a-Worker-full-doc.pdf
https://picum.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/A-Worker-is-a-Worker-full-doc.pdf

landestini_a_rosarno_situazione_difficile_come_altrove-1875099/ (Accessed: 06 July
2023).

la Repubblica (2010b) Rosarno, Immigrati in rivolta centinaia di auto danneggiate, la
Repubblica. Available at:
https://www.repubblica.it/cronaca/2010/01/07/news/rosarno_immigrati_in_rivolta_cent
inaia_di_auto_danneggiate-1872028/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

la Repubblica (2018) Il decreto Sicurezza approvato con la fiducia: 336 si Alla Camera, la
Repubblica. Available at:
https://www.repubblica.it/politica/2018/11/27/news/dl_sicurezza_salvini-212760016/
(Accessed: 20 July 2023).

la Repubblica (2020) Rosarno, Ecco Cosa (non) € cambiato a dieci anni dalla Rivolta dei
Braccianti Immigrati, la Repubblica. Available at:
https://www.repubblica.it/solidarieta/immigrazione/2020/01/09/news/rosarno-
245334711/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Reuters (2010) Rosarno, polizia: 'ndrangheta dietro a scontri. Via 1.100 Immigrati, Reuters.
Available at: https://www.reuters.com/article/oittp-rosarno-informativa-
idITMIE60AOAB20100111 (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Reyneri, E. (1996) Sociologia del Mercato del lavoro. Bologna: Il Mulino.

Reyneri, E. (1998a) ‘The role of the underground economy in irregular migration to Italy:
Cause or effect?’, Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 24(2), pp. 313-331.

Reyneri, E. (1998b) ‘The Mass Legalization of Migrants in Italy: Permanent or Temporary
Emergence from the Underground Economy?’, South European Society and Politics,
3(3), pp. 83-104.

Reyneri, E. (2003) ‘Immigration and the Underground Economy in New Receiving South
European Countries: Manifold Negative Effects, Manifold Deep-Rooted Causes’,
International Review of Sociology, 13(1), pp. 117-143.

42



Reyneri, E. and Ballarino, G. (1998) ‘Immigrazione ed economia sommersa’, Stato e

mercato, 53(2), pp. 287-317.

Roe, P. (2012) ‘Is securitization a “negative” concept? revisiting the normative debate over

normal versus extraordinary politics’, Security Dialogue, 43(3), pp. 249-266.

Rosina, M. (2019a) ‘What It Takes to Become a Crime: Italy and the Criminalisation of
Irregular Migration’, in L.S. Talani and Maltide Rosina (eds.) Tidal waves? the
political economy of populism and migration in Europe. Bern: Peter Lang AG,

International Academic Publishers, pp. 83-111.

Rosina, M. (2019b) ‘Globalisation and Irregular Migration: Does Deterrence Work?’, in
Talani, L.S. and Roccu, R. (eds.) The Dark Side of Globalisation. International

Political Economy Series. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 85-120.

Rosina, M. (2019c¢) ‘Introduction: Migration and Populism in Europe’, in L.S. Talani and
Maltide Rosina (eds.) Tidal waves? the political economy of populism and migration in

Europe. Bern: Peter Lang AG, International Academic Publishers, pp. 11-29.

Samers, M. (2004) ‘The “Underground Economy”, Immigration and Economic Development
in the European Union: An Agnostic-Skeptic Perspective’, International Journal of
Economic Development, 6(3), pp. 199-272.

Sasse, G. (2005) “Securitization or Securing Rights? Exploring the Conceptual Foundations
of Policies towards Minorities and Migrants in Europe’, Journal of Common Market
Studies, 43(4), pp. 673-693.

Sassen, S. (1996) Losing Control? Sovereignty in an Age of Globalisation. New York:
Columbia University Press.

Scalfari, E. (2010) L ’inferno di Rosarno e i suoi responsabili, la Repubblica. Available at:
https://www.repubblica.it/cronaca/2010/01/10/news/l_inferno_di_rosarno_e_i_suoi_res
ponsabili-1894730/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

43



Schlentz, D. (2010) ‘Did 9/11 Matter? Securitization of Asylum and Immigration in the
European Union in the Period from 1992 to 2008’, Refugees Studies Centre Working
Paper Series, No. 56 (January)

Schneider, F. and Buehn, A. (2018) ‘Shadow Economy: Estimation Methods, Problems,
Results and Open questions’, Open Economics, 1(1), pp. 1-29.

Schneider, F. and Enste, D.H. (2000) ‘Shadow economies: Size, causes, and consequences’,

Journal of Economic Literature, 38(1), pp. 77-114.

Schneider, F. G. and Williams, C. (2013) The Shadow Economy. London: Institute of

Economic Affairs.

Smith, M.P. (1994) ‘Can You Imagine? Transnational Migration and the Globalization of
Grassroots Politics’, Social Text, 39(15), pp. 15-33.

Il Sole 24 Ore (2010) A Rosarno Immigrati in Rivolta: Scene di guerriglia urbana, 1l Sole 24
Ore. Available at: https://st.ilsole24ore.com/art/SoleOnLine4/Italia/2010/01/Rosarno-
immigrati-rivolta.shtml?uuid=c7127 (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

La Stampa (2010) La Rivolta Nera di Rosarno, La Stampa. Available at:
https://www.lastampa.it/cronaca/2010/01/08/news/la-rivolta-nera-di-rosarno-
1.37028179/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Stivachtis, Y. (2008) ‘International Migration and the Politics of Identity and Security’,
Journal of Humanities & Social Sciences, 2(1), pp. 1-24.

Strazzari, F., and Grandi, M. (2019) ‘Government policy and the migrant crisis in the

Mediterranean and African arenas’, Contemporary Italian Politics, 11(3), pp. 336-354.

Stritzel, H. (2007) ‘Towards a theory of securitization: Copenhagen and beyond’, European

Journal of International Relations, 13(3), pp. 357-383.

Talani, L. S. (2010) From Egypt to Europe: Globalisation and Migration Across the

Mediterranean. London: I.B. Tauris Publishers.

44



Talani, L. S. (2015) ‘International Migration: IPE Perspectives and the Impact of
Globalisation’, in L. S. Talani and S. McMahon (eds.) Handbook of the International

Political Economy of Migration. Cheltenham: Edward Elgar, pp. 17-36.

Talani, L. S. (2019) ‘Assessing the Relation between the Underground Economy and
Irregular Migration in Italy’, The International Spectator, 54(2), pp. 102-122.

Talani, L. S. (2021) The International Political Economy of Migration in the Globalization

Era. Cham: Palgrave Macmillan.

Taureck, R. (2006) ‘Securitization Theory and Securitization Studies’, Journal of

International Relations and Development, 9, pp. 53-61.

Teitelbaum, M. S. (2002) ‘The Role of the State in International Migration’, The Brown
Journal of World Affairs, 8(2), pp. 157-167.

Todor, C., Repez, F., and Postolache, M. (2014) ‘The European and National Dimension of
the Actual Migration. Legislative and Security Aspects’, Contemporary Readings in
Law and Social Justice, 6(1), pp. 230-237.

Torgler, B. and Valev, N. T. (2007) ‘Public Attitudes Toward Corruption and Tax Evasion:
Investigating the Role of Gender Over Time’, School of Economics and Finance
Discussion Papers and Working Papers Series 214, Queensland University of

Technology

Triandafyllidou, A. and Ambrosini M. (2011) ‘Irregular migration control in Italy and
Greece: Strong fencing and weak gate-keeping strategies serving the labour market’,

European Journal of Migration and Law, 13, pp. 251-273.

Triandafyllidou, A. and Dimitriadi, A. (2013) ‘Migration Management at the Outposts of the
European Union: The Case of Italy’s and Greece’s Borders’, Griffith Law Review,
22(3), pp. 598-618.

Trombetta, M. (2010) ‘Rethinking of Securitization of the Environment’. In Balzacq, T. (ed.)
Securitization Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. Abingdon:
Routledge, pp. 135-150.

45



Unal Eris, O. and Oner, S. (2021) ‘Securitization of migration and the rising influence of
populist radical right parties in European politics’, Ankara Avrupa Calismalari Dergisi,
21(1), pp. 161-193.

UNHCR (2023a) Italy weekly snapshot - 29 May 2023, UNHCR Operational Data Portal
(ODP). Available at: https://data2.unhcr.org/en/documents/details/100963 (Accessed:
30 May 2023).

UNHCR (2023b) What is a refugee?, UNHCR. Available at: https://www.unhcr.org/what-
refugee (Accessed: 30 May 2023).

Unimondo (2010) Rosarno: Condanna delle Violenze, migranti in Condizioni da ‘Emergenza
Sociale’, Unimondo. Available at: https://www.unimondo.org/Notizie/Rosarno-
condanna-delle-violenze-migranti-in-condizioni-da-emergenza-sociale-110272
(Accessed: 24 July 2023).

Vassallo Paleologo, F. (2010) Rosarno — Effetti collaterali della guerra permanente Al
Nemico Interno, Melting Pot Europa. Available at:
https://www.meltingpot.org/2010/01/rosarno-effetti-collaterali-della-guerra-
permanente-al-nemico-
interno/#:~:text=Gli%?20attacchi%?20continui%20ai%20migranti,politiche%20migratori
e%20in%?20questi%20anni. (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Villa, M. (2022) | Nuovi Irregolari in Italia, ISPI. Available at:
https://www.ispionline.it/it/pubblicazione/i-nuovi-irregolari-italia-21812 (Accessed: 20
July 2023).

Waeever, O. and Freedman, L. (1993) Identity, migration, and the new security agenda in

Europe. London: Pinter.

Weiner, M. (1985) ‘On International Migration and International Relations’, Population and
Development Review, 11(3), pp. 441-455.

Weiner, M. (1993) ‘Security, Stability, and International Migration’, International Security,
17(3), pp- 91-126.

46



Weiner, M. (1995) The Global Migration Crisis: Challenge to States and to Human Rights.
New York: Harper Collins College Publishers.

Weiner, M. (1996) ‘Ethics, National Sovereignty and the Control of Immigration’, The
International Migration Review, 30(1), pp. 171-197.

Yilmaz, S. and Solano, G. (2022) ‘Do migration policies work? Exploring the role of
migration policies on migration and migrant integration dynamics’, Leuven:
HumMingBird project 870661 — H2020.

Zambelli, 1. et al. (2020) La pandemia di Rosarno — Emergenza sanitaria e sfruttamento
endemico. VII Rapporto sulle condizioni di vita e di lavoro dei braccianti stranieri
nella piana di Gioia Tauro, Medici per i Diritti Umani. Available at:
https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/la-pandemia-di-rosarno-vii-rapporto/ (Accessed: 20
July 2023).

Zambelli, 1. et al. (2021) Zone Rosse, Lavoro Nero - VIII Rapporto Sulle condizioni di vita e
di Lavoro Dei Braccianti stranieri nella piana di Gioia Tauro, Medici per i Diritti
Umani. Available at: https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/zone-rosse-lavoro-nero-viii-
rapporto-sulle-condizioni-di-vita-e-di-lavoro-dei-braccianti-stranieri-nella-piana-di-
gioia-tauro/ (Accessed: 06 July 2023).

Zanfrini, L. (2015) ‘Il Lavoro’, in Fondazione ISMU — Ventunesimo Rapporto sulle

migrazioni 2015. Milan: FrancoAngeli, pp. 103-119.

Zanfrini, L. (2023) ‘Il Lavoro’, in Fondazione ISMU — Ventottesimo Rapporto Sulle
Migrazioni 2022. Milan: FrancoAngeli, pp. 103-119.

Zincone, G. (1998) “lllegality, Enlightenment and Ambiguity: A Hot Italian Recipe’, South
European Society and Politics, 3(3), pp. 45-82.

Zotti, A. and Fassi, E. (2020) ‘Immigration and Foreign Policy: Italy’s Domestic-
International Linkage in the Management of Mass Human Movements’, Italian

Political Science, 15(1), pp. 96-116.

47


https://mediciperidirittiumani.org/la-pandemia-di-rosarno-vii-rapporto/

