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Abstract 

This thesis examines the ways in which borders are enforced and imagined. The author 

uses public EU documents, expert interviews and anti-border scholarship to explore the 

oppressive nature of borders. Specifically, she focuses on how the European Neighborhood 

Policy (ENP) tasks Morocco with policing its Northern border with Spain to protect the 

Schengen Zone. Morocco’s participation in the ENP demonstrates why anti-border thinkers and 

activists believe that borders uphold racism, wealth inequality and colonialism. This paper aims 

to convince readers to participate in what adrienne maree brown calls an “imagination battle” by 

questioning the current institution of borders and envisioning how humans can organize 

ourselves in the future. 
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Introduction 

I start with an illustration of this passage from Anzaldúa’s book Borderlands/ La 

Frontera: The New Mestiza to emphasize my approach to borders, which centers around the 

safety of immigrants and migrating people and for whom borders pose obstacles, challenges, 

violence and death. Although I explain theories and policy which are respectively theoretical and 

bureaucratic, I hope readers will continuously keep in mind that this project is by no means 

abstract. The violence that borders exert on people is a tangible reality and something that many 

experience for their entire lives. By asking whether borders are ethical, I challenge readers to do 

the work that many anti-border thinkers and activists have already begun: to radically imagine 

new ways in which humans can organize ourselves politically and geographically.  

Imagination is central to this project. By writing this paper, I am engaging in what 

adrienne maree brown calls an “imagination battle”. I am looking into the future and pulling it 

back to the past. I am challenging the violent imagination that created borders and using the 

wisdom of migrating people, immigrants, people of color and anti-border activists to envision 

new ways of being (brown 2015; brown 2016; Kellaway 2015; Marshall n.d.). 

My Perspective 

I recognize that my positionality as a white, college-educated, U.S. citizen affects my 

relationship to borders and immigration and therefore influences the way that I write this thesis. 

It is important to me that readers know not only my social identities but my connection to this 

topic because I cannot disconnect my political views from my experiences. 
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When I was little my grandparents used to tell me many stories about how our family 

escaped from Russia during the pogroms, massacres of Jewish people. At such a young age I did 

not understand the historical context or social significance of their explanations but I could feel 

their fear. A fear of the baby not staying quiet while running away, of having Jewish sounding 

names, of speaking Yiddish at home, of kids not assimilating. My family history has been 

colored by migration and diaspora but I am about a century away from this reality. My ancestors 

arrived in the United States in the early 20th century and were afforded the privilege of 

assimilation into white supremacy over time. Thus most of my learning about migration and 

borders has come from academia, travel and those around me. 

At Georgetown, I shaped my Culture and Politics major around borders and migration, in 

part because of my family’s role in the Jewish diaspora. I started organizing with the 

Kalmanovitz Initiative’s Immigration and Labor Project where I worked with local organizations 

to combat the destructive impact of the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) in 

Washington D.C. Due to my citizenship status and economic privilege, I had the opportunity to 

study in Morocco, whose complicated and aggressive border with Spain is made apparent by the 

highly militarized fences which separate the Northern African country from the Spanish enclaves 

of Melilla and Ceuta. I began to wonder how theories that question the existence of borders, 

which I read in academic settings, apply to the situation in Morocco. 

Morocco 

In this project, I explore the practice of enforcing borders within Morocco’s militarized 

context. The border between Morocco and Spain has become one of the most contested, violent 

and heavily guarded borders in the world. Yet people have not stopped trying to cross it by sea, 
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by land, over fences, risking injury and death. This thesis rests on the assumption that no matter 

how aggressive, border enforcement does not work. Humans have agency to migrate and 

continue to choose survival. By simply crossing borders, migrating people expose their 

impermeability and shed light on the inherent violence of border enforcement. First and 

foremost, migrating people themselves are engaging in an imagination battle for freedom of 

movement and if we are smart, we will follow their lead. 

For borders to exist, so must the policies and enacted violence that enforce them: 

Governments must pass laws to encourage border enforcement. Border enforcement agents must 

wake up every day and decide to go to work. People who migrate without documentation must 

be marginalized, hated and punished to uphold the facade that borders are impermeable. The 

European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) is one such policy used to enforce the border between 

Morocco and Europe. The ENP highlights the brilliance of anti-border activists and thinkers who 

push us to learn from their example. 

I examine the ethics of border enforcement by focusing on the ENP, a European Union 

(EU) program passed in 2004. The policy tasks 16 nearby countries with preventing migrating 

people from transiting through their territories and into Europe. Morocco is one of these ENP 

countries resulting in the relocation, incarceration and deaths of many migrating people trying to 

reach Spain. Some anti-border activists and scholars argue that open borders or no borders would 

mitigate such violence. Anti-border theorists and activists vary on their opinions. Some simply 

want to eradicate the violence which takes place at borders, some advocate for open borders and 

others call for no border at all, which would bring into question the salience of the nation-state. 

Although I present the full scope of these opinions in chapter 1, I focus on a few common 
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anti-border beliefs, that borders are racist, economically unequal and colonial legacies, to prove 

my argument.  

I ask: Does the ENP support or undermine these anti-borders arguments? I argue that this 

policy, which largely crafted the violent, racist, highly policed colonial legacy at the Moroccan 

border, supports anti-border theorists' propositions that borders perpetuate racism, uphold 

colonial histories and contribute to wealth inequality. Morocco is such a perfect example as to 

why these anti-border arguments are true. Spain colonized Morocco, extracting their resources 

and greatly contributing to the high levels of poverty which exists in some parts of the country. 

The former imperial power now refuses to open its doors, acting as if it has done nothing to 

contribute to Morocco’s economic state and pretending as though migration from and through 

Morocco is not their fault. 

Terms and Language 

I group any scholar who critiques borders or advocates for their dissolution, into the 

“anti-border perspective.” This point of view is broad and includes scholars like Natasha King 

who identifies with the “no border movement” and criticizes the nation-state as an institution and 

Recee Jones who believes that borders should be open because movement is a fundamental 

human right (King 2016, 1-36; Jones 2019, 13). In this project I speak from my own unique 

anti-border viewpoint and therefore join, build on and question the scholarship of the anti-border 

perspective.  

All the language I use is an intentional effort to deconstruct some commonly made 

assumptions about immigrants and migrating people. For instance, I use the term migrating 

person for anyone that is moving from one place to another and immigrant for someone who has 
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moved in the past. I say migrating people instead of migrants to signify that migration is a verb, 

not a noun and is just one aspect of someone’s identity. I never refer to anyone as “illegal” or 

“alien.”  In order to legitimize their borders, nation-states define which practices and processes 

are acceptable to them and in doing so criminalize the existence of undocumented immigrants. 

Describing someone as “illegal” or “alien” affirms the nation-state’s belief that immigrants and 

migrating people are doing something wrong. Using this language over and over makes citizens 

believe that immigrants are their enemies without ever having met them. These citizens then 

become complicit in the violent imagining of borders and migrating people. The words 

“immigrant” and ‘migrating person” recognize the experience of migration without referring to 

someone’s documentation. That said, many authors use these terms interchangeably or express 

their own justifications for using certain words over others which is evident by the quotations in 

this paper. Any actions which aim at preventing people from entering or exiting a country or 

territory through violence, arrest, barriers, criminalization, detention or deportation, I call 

“border enforcement” which is an act of maintaining the structure of borders. In Morocco they 

commonly use “muhajireen” meaning migrants and “lahjieen” meaning refugees to refer to 

people who try to cross into Europe. I borrow the term “closed border scholars” from Recee 

Jones to refer to anyone who agrees with the existence of enforced borders (Jones 2019, 6). I 

acknowledge that although this is a permanent document, language is constantly changing and 

the words we use to describe migration will shift. I hope that thinkers and activists can hold each 

other accountable to use language that feels honest, critical and humanizing.  
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Assumptions 

In this paper I operate based on the following on anti-border assumptions and will not 

take too much time to justify these but instead will build on them. Disciplines such as political 

science operate based on a different set of assumptions. Although a political scientist may say, 

“democratically elected governments help their people” or “countries which were built on white 

supremacy have the capacity to change,” an anti-border thinker, specifically a no-border thinker 

would assert, “nation-states will never defend the interests of marginalized people because their 

primary goal is to gain capital”. Similarly, when a political scientist argues “borders serve to 

organize our world in a positive way”, an anti-border thinker might counter “restricting human 

movement does not make us all safer and that there are enough resources for all humans to 

survive but capitalism teaches us the myth of scarcity”. I could continue but these are some 

preliminary examples.  

As previously stated, I avoid the word, “illegal” to describe migrating people because I, 

along with many anti-border thinkers, reject the connection between legality and morality. We 

also reject the good/bad immigrant myth, one that only deems those who fit the narrative of what 

the state believes to be acceptable, such as refugees, deserving of entry. This myth justifies the 

exclusion of those who cross borders in the “wrong” way (Bendixsen 2016, 1-19; Carr 2012, 20). 

People who do not present a strong enough case for leaving their home country, who cannot 

contribute economically to their new host country or who bring traumas from their past, are 

called bad immigrants. Bendixsen (2016) explains how this distinction between migrating people 

is problematic: “Construing certain migrants as ‘productive’ or ‘harmless’ and asylum seekers as 

‘unproductive’ or ‘problematic’... feed[s] into an increasingly strict environment for refugees and 
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asylum seekers who have been subject to various processes of criminalization” (545). In this 

project I do not deem anyone deserving or undeserving of migration. I instead draw attention to 

the fact that borders contribute to the marginalization of already vulnerable people and further 

imagine how they can be deconstructed.  

 My personal anti-border position rejects any systems of limited inclusion, rejects rhetoric 

which criminalizes immigrants and migrating people or makes justifications to use people as 

economic means. In the range of anti-border thinking, I agree with the no-border movement 

more than the open-border perspective. I prefer anarchist and anticolonial arguments rather than 

capitalist and liberal ones. That said, I will still present the full spectrum of anti-border 

arguments.  

I believe that oppressive systems are able to survive because they transform with time. 

Racism, for instance, no longer looks like slavery but manifests as poverty, segregation and 

inequality. Ableism no longer takes the form of institutionalization but instead shows up as lack 

of accessibility and the pressure of constant productivity. Borders are the same, they must adapt 

in order to survive. The Schengen Zone of internal movement within European countries and 

resulting ENP is not a revolutionary system, nor does it expand people’s freedom of movement. 

It is simply a rebordering, a metamorphosis of border oppression.  

I also must state that of course, international borders are one of many systems of 

oppression, intertwined with patriarchy, white supremacy, capitalism, and that border 

enforcement occurs in other contexts outside of the nation-state. Within countries, states, cities 

and neighborhoods, the movement of people is violently restricted and policed. Palestine, 

Kashmir and surveillance of Black and brown people in the United States are just some examples 
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of how border enforcement is not just a global phenomenon occurring on international borders. 

Yet for the purposes of this paper, I will be focusing on international borders and their 

contribution to these previously mentioned systems, specifically the border between Morocco 

and Spain. 

Methodology 

My research methodology relies largely on public European Union documents as primary 

sources and the work of anti-border scholars as secondary sources in order to analyze the ENP 

Morocco Action Plan. I also draw on interviews with two people from the Association 

Marocaine des Droits Humains, the Moroccan Association of Human Rights (AMDH). I spoke 

with the vice president of the Rabat office, Khadija Ainani, and former member Said Tbel. I 

conducted the former interview at the Association’s office and the latter at a coffee shop in Rabat 

in a mix between English and Modern Standard Arabic, per request of the interviewees. Both 

signed a consent form which was presented to them in English and French  giving their approval 1

to use their names, job and statements in this paper. After our conversations, I sent a copy of the 

consent form to both participants. 

In chapter one I address the question: “What does it mean to be anti-border?”? I draw on 

brilliant scholars to explain the difference between closed borders, open borders and no borders. 

The questions and arguments posed in this section will help inform criticism of borders and the 

ENP itself in the following two chapters. I look at how borders intersect with and complement 

other forms of oppression such as capitalism and racism. I end by emphasizing the importance of 

1 Attached in Bibliography 
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imagination and highlighting the work of activists who enact the theories of the anti-border 

perspective in their practice.  

In chapter two I provide an overview of how borders originated and I give a brief 

historical and political background of the European Union’s border and the Moroccan border. I 

situate my explanation of the Schengen Area, which functions in many ways as part of Europe 

without internal borders, in opposition to my explanation of the Moroccan border is heavily 

guarded. I show how the arguments of anti-border theorists, who call borders violent, racist and 

legacies of colonialism, apply directly to the situation at the Moroccan border by detailing the 

violence and militarization happening there. 

In chapter three I prove that the European Neighborhood Policy itself, which has greatly 

shaped the situation at Morocco’s border and harmed migrating people passing through 

Morocco, supports the arguments of anti-border theorists. I look at the text of the ENP and its 

reception among academics and activists to prove its racism, contribution to wealth inequality 

and continuation of colonialism. I hope this project will push the migration discussion past solely 

criticism of border controls and institutions and into imagining anti-border possibilities. 
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Chapter 1: What does it mean to be anti-border? 

Although the underlying reasoning and extent of their arguments differ, many anti-border 

thinkers and activists share the same basic critiques of our bordered world. In this chapter I 

explain these critiques and outline the differences between the open border perspective and the 

no borders perspective. Although it is beyond the scope of this paper to provide a full 

philosophical debate about the existence of borders, I begin by briefly discussing the arguments 

of closed border scholars in order to address common criticisms of anti-border arguments. I end 

by explaining the role of imagination in the anti-border struggle and finally I give examples of 

activists who employ anti-border ideologies in their organizing work. 

Closed Border  

Although this is not the main focus of my project, I will address some of the main 

arguments and criticisms made by those who believe borders should be closed. Jones writes, 

“The closed border argument rests on a foundation that assumes that states have a legitimate 

right to control territory and an obligation to protect the interests of their citizens above those of 

non-citizens” (Jones 2019, 5). This assumption is widely held in many fields of study such as 

political science, security studies, international development and law. Academics in these 

disciplines do not frequently need to defend or unpack their assumption that the nation-state is 

the best way for humans to organize ourselves.  

Those who advocate for closed borders believe that migration poses economic and 

political challenges. George Borjas, for instance, argues that immigrants would negatively affect 

the employment prospects, quality of life and wages of citizens (Borjas 2016; Jones 2019, 6). His 
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perspective values people only as workers and their contribution to production. Others, such as 

Bolsonaro and Trump say that migrating people would bring political instability to their host 

country, a belief steeped in racist assumptions (Saavedra, 2019). Advocates of closed borders 

may also be worried that the cultural underpinnings of their country will shift due to new 

immigrants. More often than not these thinkers believe in the myth of a shared national identity, 

which I will discuss further later in this chapter. Closed border scholars see borders as natural, 

necessary and a source of legitimacy for their governments. 

 Other closed border scholars posit that borders do not create violence, as many 

anti-border theorists assert, unless they are badly placed (Jones 2019, 10). Many consider only 

border enforcement to be racist but not borders themselves. In the following sections I show how 

borders themselves, not their placement, are violent because they uphold racism, exacerbate 

wealth inequality and continue colonialism. As Khosravi quotes in his auto-ethnography, 

“Borders are willing to tolerate casualties” (Inda cited in Khosravi 2010, 29). Borders indicate 

inclusion, into citizenship and resources, which means that involuntary and therefore violent 

exclusion is inevitable. 

How are borders harmful? 

Anti-border theorists criticize borders because they enforce racism, uphold colonial 

histories and perpetuate wealth inequality. In order to explain this criticism, I must first 

contextualize borders within the history of colonialism and draw the connection between 

colonialism, race and capital. From 1500 to 1960, Europe colonized almost every country in the 

world (Fisher 2015). Colonialism as an institution was inherently tied to the notion of racial 

inferiority and colonizers used this racism to justify accumulating capital through slavery. Many 
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European countries built up their wealth by using forced labor and resource extraction from other 

countries, destroying other economies in the process, and protected their own economies with 

tariffs and prohibitions. Then, once they reached financial security, the same countries began to 

advocate for free trade so that they could continue to benefit from the wealth of others (Hayter 

2004, 33). Europe still profits from labor exploitation of formerly colonized people. After 

migrating, immigrants are only valued for their labor and their economic contribution to their 

host country (King 2016). Such a system sees people as “disposable” workers instead of full 

human beings. Anti-border thinkers reject the narrative that immigrants are either useful or 

useless, good or bad and therefore refuse the idea that some should be allowed in and others 

excluded (Jones 2019, 11; Bejarano Morales and Saddiki 2012, 27).  

Anti-border theorists point out the irony of limiting people’s freedom of movement: The 

very countries restricting migration, were the ones that created impoverished conditions that 

migrating people must escape. King writes, “the global advancement of capitalism that was 

instigated by affluent countries such as the United States have dispossessed and displaced 

significant portions of the population in less-industrialized countries and, thus, created the 

migration of people who would prefer to stay” (King 2016, 25). King’s statement could also be 

applied to migrating people who come from countries that are victims of imperialism or 

neo-colonialism. Many migrating people flee countries in Latin America, such as El Salvador, 

Cuba and Chile where the United States incited wars, installed dictators or imposed sanctions. 

Hayter states, “Those who assert that refugees and migrating people are a problem should 

examine the causes of forced migration, rather than blaming and punishing refugees” (Hayter 

2004, 26). Similarly, Spain created poor economic conditions in Morocco as a colonial power 
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and now blame migrating people for crossing their border without documentation. Yet borders 

do not impose the same constraints on everyone (Fassin 2011, 32).  Black people and people of 

color experience the most violence from borders and their enforcements. 

Anti-border thinkers critique borders because they perpetuate racism by targeting people 

of color. Everyone’s experience crossing borders is not universal but instead dependent on time, 

space, context and social identities (Nyer 2010 cited in Bendixsen 2016). Carr writes, “borders 

are not just political boundaries or lines on a map: they are also an expression of the fears, 

phobias and expectations of the societies that enforce them” (Carr 2012, 6). Many countries have 

a collective societal fear of people of color, stemming from slavery and colonialism, thus borders 

work to intentionally exclude these individuals, specifically Black people. A clear example of 

this exclusion is in Britain. Hayter writes, “immigration controls, from 1962 onwards, were at 

first covertly and then blatantly based on racial discrimination not only against foreigners in 

general, but against particular types of foreigners... including Jews, ‘coloured British 

Commonwealth citizens’ and refugees” (Hayter 2004, 1-4). This racist border enforcement 

continues today. Someone who has documentation, a strong passport, or is white will experience 

the border as a “trusted traveler” whereas someone who is undocumented or a person of color 

may face obstacles, long wait times, or detention (Nyer 2010 cited in Bendixsen 2016). Nevins 

and Aizeki call the current system of restricted travel between nation-states a kind of “global 

apartheid.” They explain global aparthied as a system where, 

[T]he relatively rich and largely white of the world are generally free to travel and live 
wherever they like and to access the resources they ‘need.’ Meanwhile the relatively poor 
and largely nonwhite are typically forced to subsist in places where there are not enough 
resources to produce sufficient livelihood or... risk their lives trying to overcome 
ever-stronger boundary controls put into place by rich countries that reject them (Aizeki 
and Nevins 2008, 184). 
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Institutions such as the Schengen Area uphold this system of inequality by restricting movement 

of people from non-Schengen countries and expanding freedom for those who have a Schengen 

Visa. This term “global apartheid” not only points to how immigration controls and migrants 

themselves are racialized, but also sheds light on the kind of labor that immigrants may have to 

undertake once they reach their host country: “Black bodies were [and are] needed to nurse white 

children, to clean white houses, and to labor in white industry” (Aizeki and Nevins 2008, 185). 

Once a migrating person reaches their destination, they face institutional and social obstacles not 

only to employment but also to education, healthcare and political participation, especially if 

they are a person of color (Bendixsen 2016). Thus Ngai describes immigrants, specifically 

non-white, poor and undocumented immigrants as, “a caste, unambiguously situated outside the 

boundaries of formal membership and social legitimacy” who become an “‘impossible subject’ 

that the state cannot solve” (Ngai 2014, 2-4). Khosravi echoes Ngai’s language: “People who 

cross borders become unclassifiable and pollutants” (Khosravi 2010, 3). The state frequently 

attempts to solve this problem of the impossible subject by criminalizing them. For immigrants 

of color a mundane activity such as being with friends can easily be criminalized, and also often 

racialized by law enforcement leading to violence or deportation (Bendixsen 2016). It is because 

of all of this racism, wealth inequality and colonial history that anti-border thinkers imagine 

another future.  
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What do anti-border thinkers believe? 

Anti-border thinkers and activists respond differently to the above issues. Some argue 

that there should be open borders and some that there should be no borders at all. Both ideas 

bring into question the nature of countries today. Since land sovereignty is a critical part of 

nation sovereignty, what would it look like to allow free global migration? Would we need to 

dissolve the modern nation state?  

Open borders 

Many scholars argue that borders should remain intact but be open for all migrating 

people to cross with minimal restrictions and only a few exceptions made for very extreme cases 

and threats of violence. This would not challenge the nation-state as an entity but rather make its 

borders more permeable. Most arguments for open borders utilize an economic justification to 

present their arguments. Some economists say that freer movement of people would raise global 

economic conditions and increase the amount of economic opportunities for everyone (Hayter 

2004, 3; Thibault 2017; Gill 2009; Clemens 2011; Tabarrok 2015). Carens is an open borders 

thinker who presents a philosophical argument as to why borders should be opened. Although at 

first, his argument sounds like that of Nevins and Aizeki, asserting that those born in “Western” 

countries have more privilege because of their proximity to resources, he ends with an economic 

based reasoning, asserting that “low-skilled immigrants” should be able to migrate because they 

would not cause the brain drain that their higher skilled compatriots may produce by their 

absence (Carens 1987, 261).  Similarly, libertarians often argue that open borders would benefit 

the global economy just as free trade does (Bauder 2017, 398). They say that more, but not 
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unconditional, freedom for people to move around would create a safer environment with less of 

a need for international military actions which would save nation-states money (Bauder 2017, 

399). Sebastien Thibault, of The Economist, agrees. “The quickest way to eliminate absolute 

poverty would be to allow people to leave the places where it persists” (Sebastien 2017). 

Clemens estimates that labor mobility would raise the global GDP from 50 to 150 percent, more 

than the estimated gains of free trade and elimination of other barriers combined. She writes, “If 

half the population of the poor region emigrates, migrants would gain $23 trillion—which is 38 

percent of global GDP” (Clemens 2011, 85). These scholars and activists argue that borders 

should be open not only because of economic benefits but also because of a commitment to 

human rights. 

Proponents of open borders argue that freedom of movement is a human right. In fact,

the 1984 United Nations Declaration of Human Rights (UNHDR) declares, “everyone has the 

right to leave any country, including his own, and return to his country. Everyone has the right to 

seek and to enjoy in other countries asylum from persecution. This right may not be invoked in 

the case of prosecutions genuinely arising from non-political crimes” (Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights). Many believe that borders should be open as a way to adhere to this declaration. 

Liberal political theorists, for instance, advocate for the movement of people, saying that 

countries cannot claim liberal principles while simultaneously containing mobility (Bauder 2007, 

38; Tabarrok 2015). Jones is one of these theorists. She argues that movement is a fundamental 

human right throughout her book “Open Borders.” The difference between her perspective and 

the no-borders perspective is that the former does not challenge nation-states’ right to 

geographical and political existence whereas the latter does (Jones 2019, 13).  
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No borders  

The no borders perspective is a refusal and rejection of the border. Its advocates 

recognize that it is the borders themselves which create problems such as violence and racism. 

So long as borders exist, migrating people will continue to face harmful and often lethal 

consequences. This line of thinking recognizes that the state’s criminalization of migrating 

people has never fully stopped people from migrating (King 2016, 24). If open borders politics 

asks, “how can the nation-state change to accommodate migration?” the no borders ideology 

wonders, “how we can reorganize ourselves in a way that encourages the inevitability of 

migration?” For King, the no borders perspective is a movement. It asserts the autonomy of 

people’s bodies and affirms human creativity. She calls it an escape from the state and “a 

practice of racial equality” (King 2016, 25-50). Loyd compares borders to prisons because both 

restrict mobility and are, “fundamental to managing wealth, social inequalities and opposition to 

the harms created by capitalism (Bejarano Morales and Saddiki 2012; Jones 2019, 89-104). Even 

though the no borders ideology is ambitious, it is not blindly idealist. Scholars and activists do 

not think that abolishing the existence of borders would automatically overthrow all other 

oppressive systems. 

No border thinkers do not believe that eliminating borders would solve every existing 

inequality. Newman writes,  

Those who benefited from maintaining tight economic tariffs or immigration restrictions 
in the past are not necessarily the losers when these institutional procedures and barrier 
functions are removed. The rich and powerful do not suddenly become poor and weak as 
a result of the easing of restrictions. Nor do the disenfranchised and poor suddenly 
become powerful.  (Newman 2011, 22).  
 

King explains that the no borders movement is not just about physical borders but also social 
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borders. These borders, which prevent access to resources, are not solely international but exist 

within countries, states, and cities. In fact, these two kinds of institutional boundaries are related 

and supported by one another (Hayter 2004, Bauder 2007). Those vulnerable to exploitation of 

labor due to socioeconomic class or race are more likely to migrate and vice versa; people who 

migrate are often those who experience racism and economic barriers (King 2016, 52). Thus the 

no border struggle is a struggle against all these systems of oppression. For no border thinkers, 

the solution to this oppression is not reformation of the structures that already exist.  

Open borders advocates want to reform the structure of borders but whereas no border 

advocates want to get rid of it completely. As Audre Lorde Writes, “The Master’s tools will 

never dismantle the master’s house” (Lorde 1984). No border thinkers and activists work 

towards a world without borders, but within our current system. King, the author of No Borders: 

The Politics of Immigration Control and Resistance, describes this paradox, “How do we talk 

about migration in ways that don’t reproduce the same socio-political processes, that create the 

very inequalities we seek to oppose? We may refuse the border and oppose the state, but too 

often it is also the state that we have to appeal to if we want to secure greater freedoms” (King, 

2016: 5-7). King poses a complicated question: How can we practice no borders thinking? 

What does liberation look like?  

Some may say that the no borders argument is unrealistic and abstract. Bauder reminds 

his audience that unlike the open borders perspective, which he argues is contradictory and 

theoretical, the no border movement is rooted in reality: “Rather than projecting a utopian image 

of a future without borders, no-border politics focus on current policies and everyday practices 
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and challenge the divisions that borders are creating between people” (Bauder 2017, 402). 

Imagination and activism are these everyday practices. 

Imagination 

adrienne maree brown is a writer, facilitator of Black liberation work, doula and pleasure 

activist. She is the author of Emergent Strategy, Pleasure Activism, and Octavia's Brood: Science 

Fiction Stories from Social Justice Movements and co-host of the podcast “How to Survive the 

End of the World”. Her thoughtful and critical ideas center this project. She calls social justice 

work an imagination battle (brown 2015; brown 2015; Kellaway 2015; Marshall n.d.). Some 

people imagine oppression and others imagine freedom. Unfortunately, as is the case with 

borders, the former is “winning” the imagination battle because those in power, primarily white, 

rich men, have the right to imagine and actualize their imaginations. brown gives the example of 

anti-Black police violence in the United States: “Trayvon Martin and Mike Brown and Renisha 

McBride and all of them are dead because in some white imagination, they were dangerous... 

imagination gives us borders, gives us superiority, gives us race. We have to imagine beyond 

those fears. We have to ideate together” (Ibid). Anti-border theorists and activists are taking on 

this imagination battle. They are fighting to create a world that they have not yet seen. brown 

borrows his concept from Claudine Rankine and Terry Marshall. The latter writes, “Addressing 

systemic global crises requires the kind of transformation that can only be created through 

collective visionary world building and radical imaginations from those most impacted by 

systems of domination” (Marshall n.d.). In the context of the no-border movement, immigrants, 

migrating people, undocumented people and people detained in border detention centers are the 

most impacted. I ask readers to follow their lead and listen to their wisdom. I hope we can 
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collectively question the border structure as the default system of organization and imagine what 

anti-border ideas would look like in practice.  

Borders are often taken as fact but are actually imagined and culturally constructed. 

According to Khosravi borders are, “presented as primordial, timeless, as part of nature” 

(Khosravi 2010, 1). Yet many borders are as new as the last few decades (Carr 2012; Hagen 

2013). Animals cross borders every day, as do rivers and mountains and rain but none of these 

elements are punished for their disobedience in the same way people are. Before borders were 

imagined, moving from place to place was not called “migrating.” It was only once borders were 

invented that a person could actually cross them. As Khosravi states, “migration and borders are 

defined in terms of each other” (Khosravi 2010, 5). In the opening lines of his autoethnography, 

Khosravi confronts the dilemma of borders. “When my foot touches the ground on the other side 

of the road, I will not be the same person. If I take this step I will be an “illegal” person and the 

world will never be the same again” (Khosravi 2010,  Ibid). In this moment Khosravi stares at a 

line on the ground that could gravely affect his future. He does end up taking the step and the 

consequences of his small movement propelled his life into a direction filled with uncertainty 

and unsafe conditions. However he as a person did not change. It was the border that 

criminalized him.  

What is it about the movement of people that must be restricted? Why do global 

institutions, governments and individuals worldwide continue to imagine borders as integral to 

society? One reason may be because borders elicit what Anderson calls “profound emotional 

legitimacy” (Anderson, 1991, 19). He argues that nations are “imagined political communities” 

because although it is impossible to meet everyone who resides in a certain country, many feel a 
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deep sense of attachment to their compatriots simply because of shared nationality. This sense of 

attachment is created by delineating between who is and who is not a part of a community, and 

then building a sense of shared pride or patriotism among those who are a part of it. By tying 

identity to a nation-state, governments teach their nationals that borders are necessary and 

unquestionable and that they should always respect the decisions of their country, even if they 

may disagree. This socialization even mobilizes entire populations to kill and die in the name of 

protecting their imagined community. Imagined communities are just that, imagined. Anti-border 

activists have proven that we can reimagine the structure of borders. 

Activism 

Anti- border activism has a long and rich history. Acts of resisting the border are not new. 

Zapatistas, indigenous people, ex-slave colonies and pirates have all succeeded in independently 

surviving without the structure of sovereign and protected territory (King 2016: 27). Although 

we do not think of their actions as resisting the border, they successfully lived outside of border 

enforcement and therefore engaged in radical imagination of a new reality. No border activism 

occurs in modern times as well. 

The No Border Network arose in Europe in the late 1990s from a no-border camp in 

Germany. At the camps, migrating people, documented and undocumented, met with allies to 

exchange ideas, provide aid, participate in direct actions, create an autonomous space, 

symbolically merge borders and brainstorm ideas for activism (King 2016, 68). Since the 

network is non-hierarchical, decentralized and broad in its nature, many political ideologies, 

struggles, movements and organizations fit into its umbrella. One of these organizations is 
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“Sans-Papier” which advocates for the erasure of borders in France (Gauditz 2017, 51). King 

explains some ways that no border thinkers put their ideas into action: “No Border activists visit 

detainees in detention, provide safer spaces for people on their journeys, [and] put out counter 

information to that of the mainstream media’s racist account of the ‘migrant crisis’” (King 2016, 

69). Many other groups outside of Europe also practice anti-border politics. For instance, in 2007 

a youth group constructed the very first border camp between Mexico and the United States as an 

attempt to, “eventually create one autonomous camp/space that would span the border and allow 

activists to flow freely back and forth – erasing the line, at least temporarily” (King 2016: 27). 

Erasing the border temporarily is the first step in the imagination battle to erase it permanently. It 

is seeing the future and pulling it into the past (brown 2016). 

All this aforementioned activism work refuses the border without appealing to the state, 

something King did not know was possible (King 2016: 5-7). Gauditz describes these activists’ 

actions as, “dual political strategy of challenging state policies and simultaneously creating 

spaces to establish and experience new practices of sociality within the sphere of daily social 

life” (Gauditz 2017, 53). Carl Bogg calls such a strategy prefiguration because the desired goal, 

in this case a world without borders, is being created through common practice (Boggs 1977 

cited in Gauditz 2017, 53). Anti-border activists realize that structures created in the past can be 

un-created and re-created. They know that borders are not primordial and in fact, are a fairly 

modern invention.  
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Poem by Anzaldúa Borderlands/ La Frontera, (p.33) 
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Chapter 2: What is the history of borders? 

Where did borders come from? 

For me, it feels difficult to imagine a world before borders, before violent border 

enforcement, before passports, before migration was called legal or illegal. Although I am what 

Bendixsen calls a trusted traveler, visiting international countries without personal fear for my 

safety, militarization of borders is impossible to ignore. As I stood at the border between Spain 

and Morocco surrounded by 20-foot fences, guard towers and uniformed soldiers, I was losing 

the imagination battle. Yet humans did not always live within confined spaces of set boundaries. 

History does this imagining, in part, for us.  

Before there were migrating people and borders, human society was composed of 

nomads who survived as hunter-gatherers around the world and who weren’t restricted in their 

movement (Hagen and Diener 2012, 19). Once agriculture became widely used, ancient 

civilizations, such as city-states, were more stagnant but, as Joshua Hagen asserts, “territorial 

control [in these cases] did not always rely on clearly defined borders.” Some say that ancient 

Roman or Islamic empires were the beginning of borders but it was not until European feudalism 

gave way to monarchies in the late middle ages that the modern state began to marginally 

resemble what it is today. (Hagen and Diener 2012, 28-38; Carr 2012, 14). 

The process of carving out the world into fixed territories was not passive or 

evolutionary; it was intentionally violent and meant to smoothly facilitate oppressive control 

over people and resources. In the 16th century, the Treaty of Westphalia played a huge part in 

formally defining the modern border. It was signed in 1648 and created the current system of 
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independent states and state sovereignty. The treaty established the territorial integrity of 

countries and their total control over a set region of land, meaning that no recognized state has 

the right to annex land from another. Additionally, it solidified the permanence of national 

militaries to maintain these manufactured borders (Cavendish 1998; Carr 2012, 14). Violent 

military defense of a nation-state’s land allowed rulers to consolidate their ability to extract 

wealth and control labor. As power became more centralized and cartography  improved, leaders 2

gained the ability to defend their territories in ways that were not previously possible so borders 

shifted from natural obstacles such as rivers to more constructed lines (Hagen and Diener 2012, 

42; Carr 2012, 14). While Europe's borders were moving and solidifying, colonial borders 

abroad were as well. 

The colonization of Latin America, Asia and Africa transplanted the European 

construction of borders all over the world and made them a universal phenomenon in every 

country (Anderson 1991; Carr 2012). In 1884, the colonial powers present at the Berlin 

Conference, including, most notably, Belgium, Portugal, the United Kingdom, France and 

Germany, split up Africa into colonial regions for each state to control, so that they could exploit 

the continent’s people and resources. The Berlin Conference laid the foundation for Africa’s 

present-day 54 countries. Similarly, The United Kingdom and France carved up what is now the 

Middle East in the Sykes- Picot Agreement of 1916. In both cases the division of land was not 

consensual. Empires divided the territories with little knowledge about local culture, ethnic 

groupings, religion or history and without consulting the people who lived there. By the early 

20th century, after decolonization, the nation-state was the primary system of organization across 

2 The science of drawing maps 
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the world. These politically and economically motivated forced borders still cause violence 

today, yet Europe is shielded from its effects.  

The European Union’s Border 

After World War II, Europe aimed to unite itself in hopes of avoiding more violent 

conflicts. In 1950 the creation of the European Coal and Steel community pushed Europe 

towards this unity through economic ties. It bound six founding countries in resource cooperation 

in order to foster political partnership. Subsequently, in 1957, the Treaty of Rome set up the 

European Economic Community outlining a set of rights for Europeans, including EU 

citizenship, freedom of movement and the ability to vote (Official Website of the EU “The 

History of the EU,” 2020). A defining element of the European Union is the Schengen accords 

which in 1985 established an “area without internal borders” within Europe, consequently 

tightening border security outside of the EU (Bendixsen 2016). Finally, in 1993 the Single 

Market allowed “movement of goods, services, people and money” throughout Europe and the 

Maastricht Treaty officially founded the EU as it is today.  

The Schengen Zone now includes 26 European countries without internal borders, 

meaning that citizens of these nations can move around freely with the uniform Schengen Visa. 

This area is unique because, according to the Schengen Visa website, “These countries operate as 

a single state with no border controls required when traveling within the countries but have the 

same international border control rules.” Most of the Schengen nations are European, but not all 

countries in the European Union are included in the Schengen Agreement (Schengen Visa Info, 

the EU and Countries in the EU). Over four million citizens benefit from this policy of free 
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movement to 50,000 kilometers of land and sea (Schengen Visa Info, Schengen Area). Although 

these internal border checks are abolished, Schengen states agree to increase external border 

enforcement so that migrating people and travelers coming from outside of the Schengen Area 

face extra obstacles (Official Website of the EU Schengen Area 2020).  

The irony of the Schengen area’s freedom of movement, is how its existence restricts 

movement of those outside of the Schengen zone. To preserve its exclusivity and internal 

freedom of movement, the EU uses many border control agencies. The same treaty which 

founded the EU in 1993, founded Eurodac, which allows the government to fingerprint asylum 

seekers and irregular border crossers as though they were criminals (Belghazi 2007, 93). This 

creates an easy prosecution method for someone who is deported or denied entry and then gets 

caught attempting to cross again. Frontex, Rapid Border Intervention Team (RABIT), Europol, 

European Police College and Eurojust are just some of the other agencies which create violence 

at the European-Moroccan border (Carr 2012, 32).  

Moroccan Border 

The European Union plays a heavy role in enforcing Moroccan borders so that migrating 

people will not make it to Europe. Thus the African country’s Northern border is one of the most 

heavily guarded in the world today (Harris 2017). Morocco is often a point of transit for 

migrating people on their way to Europe and is increasingly becoming a destination country as 

well (De Haas, 2014). In 2007, an estimated 15,000 undocumented people entered Morocco from 

sub-saharan Africa (Di Bartolomeo Fakhoury and Perrin 2009, 1). The major force shaping the 

violence against these migrating people has been the 2004 European Neighborhood Policy, 
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which I discuss in detail in chapter three. Yet the EU’s relationship with Morocco started well 

before the ENP. 

Since its independence from France and Spain in 1956 the Moroccan government has 

been greatly influenced by Europe. In 1987 Morocco applied to join the European Economic 

Community, in an attempt to gain access to some of the economic benefits of Europe, but was 

rejected the same year (Ipek 2019, 2-56). In 1995, Europe did include Morocco in the 

Euro-Mediterranean Partnership (EUROMED) with 15 other Southern Mediteranean countries 

and 28 EU states. The goal of EUROMED is to create political, social and economic cooperation 

between the two regions (International Labour Organization). The language of “cooperation” 

sounds docile but really is aligned with Europe’s self-interest: to enforce its external borders. In 

2003, right before the ENP passed, the Moroccan government enacted harsh criminal penalties 

for those who enter Spain without documentation (Carr 2012, 56).  Carr writes, “The result [of 

preventing so-called illegal migration] is a tragic and often lethal confrontation between some of 

the world’s richest countries and a stateless population from some of the world’s poorest” (Carr 

2012, 3). Morocco’s relationship with Europe has caused a great deal of violence against 

migrating people leaving the former country and entering the latter continent.  

Violence and Militarization 

Migrating people in Morocco experience violence at the border and inland, by land and 

by sea. Some try to reach Spain by swimming or by riding in small boats across the Strait of 

Gibraltar. The Moroccan Royal Gendarmerie are hypervigilant, monitoring the coast to prevent 

migrating people from entering Europe. Technology such as Sistema Integrado de Vigilancia 

Exterior, System of Integrated Exterior Vigilance (SIVE) allows police to screen movement in 
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the water and detain or hurt migrating people. From 1997 to 2001, there were 3,285 recorded 

deaths in the Strait of Gibraltar (Carr 2012, 47). In 2008 a Moroccan Naval Patrol boat slashed a 

life raft, killing 30 African migrating people aboard (Carr 2012, 5). These deaths occur not only 

in the ocean but also on land. 

The Moroccan border with Spain is extra complicated because of the two Spanish 

enclaves which remain on the continent of Africa, meaning that migrating people can also cross 

into Europe by foot. In 1956 when Northern Morocco gained independence from colonial Spain 

and France, Spain did not withdraw from the cities of Ceuta and Melilla. In fact, Ceuta is only 

thirteen miles away from the Spanish coast (Britannica). Although Morocco has contested 

Spain’s control of these cities, the European country will not leave because the cities provide a 

great economic advantage to Spain as they are ports close to the continent of Europe (Engber 

2005). 30,000 Moroccans cross into Melilla for work daily and many migrating people attempt to 

cross into both enclaves in order to apply for asylum once reaching European land. 

 On land, migrating people frequently try to jump Ceuta and Melilla’s 20-foot fences and 

are often beaten or killed. The enclave borders are extremely militarized with Moroccan army 

posts on the Moroccan side of the border and Spanish police on the Spanish side (Carr 2012, 51). 

These forces are designed to stop migrating people from applying for asylum, violating 

international law. The Geneva Convention of 1951 asserts that “refugees should not be penalized 

for their illegal entry or stay” but neither Spain or Morocco claim responsibility for these 

violations (Convention and Protocol Relating to the Status of Refugees 1951). Belghazi calls the 

Geneva Convention obsolete because migrating people in Morocco are prevented from seeking 

asylum in the EU (Belghazi 2007). In 2005, about 500 migrating people tried to scale the fence 
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in Ceuta and Moroccan soldiers pushed back with batons, rubber bullets and tear gas causing 

many deaths (Carr 2012, 1-52). The Human Rights Watch has condemned Morocco for police 

violence towards migrating people and human rights violations, including deportation without a 

trial (Human Rights Watch 2014). Even outside of the border zone itself, Morocan police 

terrorize migrating people to prevent them from crossing into Spain. They frequently raid the 

forest camps where migrating people hide, harass them and destroy their property (Carr 2012, 

58). After detaining migrating people, Moroccan police often put them on buses and send them 

South, dumping them in dangerous locations such as the land between Algeria and Morocco 

without giving them the right to a trail (Human Rights Watch 2014; Carr 2012, 58). Spanish and 

Moroccan forces do this because in order to function, borders must be enforced and therefore 

must be violent. 

Black Sub-Saharan African people experience the worst of this border violence because 

of border enforcement racism. Officers often throw rocks at Black migrating people and beat 

them (Salmi 2014). Generally, Black people in Morocco, documented or otherwise, are assumed 

to be an immigrant and therefore heavily surveilled. If borders are an expression of the fears of 

the societies that enforce them, as Carr writes, then the borders of Morocco, Spain and greater 

Europe express a fear of Black people. In the violent European imagination, Black people are a 

problem, a pollutant, which must be excluded (Carr 2012; Khosravi 2010, 3). The policing of 

Sub-Saharan African migrating people is an actualization of this imagination, where the twisted 

European dream is actually a nightmare (Carr 2012, 3). Carr describes the violence that occurs at 

Ceuta and Melilla as “battles” of “border wars” where migrating people are “casualties” (Carr 

2012, 3-5). I disagree with Carr’s description here because “casualty” sounds accidental, as if 
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violence against Black people were an unfortunate consequence of an unrelated problem. In 

reality, exclusion of people of color, especially from poor countries, is the whole point of 

borders.  

The very construction of citizenship is based on exclusion, on un-citizenship, the 

privileges of the former dependent on the existence of the latter (Gauditz 2017). Similarly, the 

very construction of the Schengen zone is based on non-Schengen countries, the privileges of the 

former dependant on the existence of the latter. The history of borders, specifically in the context 

of the EU and Morocco, set a foundation for the violence and militarization happening in 

Morocco today. The ENP helps enforce the Schengen Zone, creating an external European 

border which continues Spain’s colonial legacy on Morocco. 
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Violeta Parra in Anzaldúa Borderlands/ La Frontera (p.28) 
 
Aranco has a sorrow/ that I cannot silence/ it is the injustices of centuries/ that everyone sees 
executed/ no one has remedied this/ even if it could be remedied/ rise Huenchullán 
 
Arauco has a sorrow/ blacker than its waistcloth/ it is no longer the Spanish/ who make them cry/ 
now it is the Chileans themselves/ who steal their break/ rise Pailahuán 
 
(Lyrics Translate) 
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Chapter 3: How would anti-borders thinkers view the ENP? 

What is the European Neighborhood Policy? 

The 2004 European Neighborhood Policy is a tool for the European Union to enforce the 

external border of the Schengen Zone. In the policy’s own words, it aims to build relationships 

with nearby Southern and Eastern countries so that they will then “increase prosperity and 

security in the neighborhood” (Smith 2005, 763). Of course, “prosperity” means different things 

to different people. This vague language masks the violence of the ENP. For the EU, “prosperity 

and security” means border enforcement. Although the specific ENP goals for each of the 16 

neighbors vary, all country-specific “Action Plans” generally involve economic benefits in 

exchange for border enforcement (Smith 2005, 766). In fact, in 2011 the European External 

Action Service and European Commission revised the original policy and began offering direct 

economic incentives to countries who achieved policy goals (Official website of the European 

Union, A new and ambitious ENP). The ENP was first funded by the European Neighborhood 

and Partnership Instrument (ENPI) and then replaced by the European Neighborhood Instrument 

(ENI) in 2014. Both funding instruments include many provisions allocating money to manage 

the mobility of people by implementing land and maritime border security and “creating 

conditions for the better organization of legal migration.” Although the European Union gives its 

neighbor countries a huge amount of funding, about 11.2 billion from 2007- 2013 under the 

ENPI, the neighbors themselves are expected to contribute to fund their own initiatives (Official 

Journal of the European Union 2014, 27-35). So not only is Europe tasking ENP countries with 

policing their borders for them, but the neighbors themselves are also expected to pay for these 
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programs. Due to its one-sided nature, racism, wealth inequality and colonial legacy, many 

anti-border scholars have criticized the ENP. 

The ENP essentially divides the world into four groups, all of which have a role in 

upholding the strength of the EU borders. The most powerful group includes the official 

Schengen countries which attempt to prevent others from entering. Next are the nearby 

non-Schengen countries which have the same visa processes and may join the EU in the future. 

The third group consists of the ENP “neighbor” countries, including the ex-Soviet Union, North 

Africa and Turkey, who are tasked with preventing migrating people from transiting into Europe 

through their territories. Finally, the fourth group includes countries in Sub-Saharan Africa, 

China and the Middle East who are expected to assure their inhabitants do not migrate (Belghazi 

2007). Morocco is one of these ENP countries. 

How does the ENP affect Morocco? 

For the most part, Morocco is a “neighbor” in the third group. Although some Moroccans 

try to cross into Europe without documentation, the EU is primarily concerned with the great 

number of people transiting through Morocco from Sub-Saharan Africa. Since its inception in 

2004, the EU has published many ENP Action Plans for Morocco, progress reports and 

documents which propose new goals. As is true with other ENP countries, ENP Action Plans for 

Morocco include a wide array of objectives in broad fields such as education, public health and 

the environment (EU Neighbors 2006, 33). The ENP allows the EU to influence Morocco in a 

plethora of issues and industries. I will be focusing on the ENP’s effect on border enforcement in 

Morocco. 
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The language of the policy itself, written by EU officials, makes it seem as though the 

ENP is for the benefit of everyone, not just those in the Schengen Zone. However, in order to see 

the violence of the policy, and the ways in which it enforces a violent bordered system, we must 

look at its hypocrisies and direct effects on the lives of immigrants and migrating people. For 

instance, the 2005 Morocco ENP Action plan starts by explaining that it has, “[a]mbitious goals 

based on the mutually recognised acceptance of common values such as democracy, rule of law, 

good governance [and] respect for human rights” (EU Neighbors 2006, 1). This mission sounds 

admirable, but it is only on paper. As previously mentioned, neither Spain nor Morocco respects 

human rights of migrating people. Both countries prevent potential refugees from entering to 

seek asylum and deny their right to a trial. It is crucial to remember that the language of the ENP 

is vague and untruthful. By examining the policy critically, it becomes clear that the ENP is a 

tool to enforce borders and uphold the economic disparity established by European imperial 

powers over Morocco.  

By offering financial incentives, the ENP maintains the wealth inequality between 

Europe and Morocco stemming from colonialism. France and Spain exploited Morocco’s 

resources and people for 44 years during colonial rule, leaving their country heavily dependent 

on economic assistance from France. As of 2011, Morocco receives the most aid from the EU of 

all the countries in the Mediteranean, over 650 million Euros from 2007 to 2010 (Bergh 2016, 1). 

With a clear need for economic support, it is no wonder that Morocco accepts ENP money in 

exchange for border enforcement. In 2016, the EU paid Morocco 190 million Euros to adapt its 

migration policies in exchange for trade benefits, twinning projects and political cooperation (EU 

Neighbors 2006, 3). In 2018, the package was about 140 million Euros, 50 of which is earmarked 
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for securing Morocco’s northern border with Spain (Arostegui 2018). These payments fund 

border enforcement actions including police equipment and training, helicopters and cameras 

used to track down people crossing the border and hiding in forests near the border, deportation 

of migrating people to places that are not their country of origin and monitoring of border fences 

(Belghazi 2007). In 2014 this economic pressure drove Morocco to launch a migration policy 

which reopened the Protection Office for Refugees and Stateless and permitted migrating people 

to access to Moroccan education. The policy included regularization measures, which aimed at 

giving “irregular migrants” a path to citizenship. This policy was a way for Europe to prevent 

migrating people from entering the Schengen Zone by making them settle in Morocco (De Haas 

2014). Many people have criticized the 2014 law stating that these policy reforms are not useful 

since the majority of people do not want to stay permanently in Morocco. Generally, they want 

to go to Europe where more refugee and asylum seeker protections exist, such as access to 

education, housing and other social welfare programs (Tbel 2018). That same year, the EU 

established an agreement with Morocco that eased student visa requirements for Moroccans in 

exchange for increased border patrol between northern Moroccan and Europe (De Haas 2014). 

Europe is clearly still exploiting Morocco, as it did during colonization, by enforcing the external 

Schengen border. Furthermore, it is important to note that all of these ENP provisions 

inordinately hurt Black and brown people. 

The ENP Morocco Action plans make it clear that borders are racist. Although the Action 

Plans do not mention race, its policies disproportionately affect Black people and cause the 

aforementioned violence perpetrated against Sub-saharan African migrating people. The 2006 

Morocco Action Plan aims to, “prevent and combat illegal migration to and via Morocco” and 
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create, “information campaigns in Morocco on legal migration opportunities to the EU [and] the 

risks of illicit migration” (EU Neighbors 2006, 21). It promises to enact this goal by supporting 

border enforcement in Morocco through staff training, gifting border surveillance equipment and 

sending forty million Euros between 2004 and 2006 (EU Neighbors 2006, 22). This action plan 

warns of the risks of migration but does not claim responsibility for Europe’s role in causing this 

violence. Spain itself has admitted to firing rubber bullets at African  people attempting to swim 3

towards Europe, causing at least 12 deaths (Govan 2014). It is not a coincidence that borders 

reinforce the racism that was initiated during colonialism. Morocco still grapples with its racist 

history today and its borders are a reflection of this societal fear (Carr 2012, 6).  

Why has the ENP received criticism? 

Karen Smith (2005) criticizes the ENP relationship as being unequal because the policy, 

“requires much of the neighbors, and offers only vague incentives in return” (772). The 

governments of non-Schengen countries are tempted by the possibility of close proximity to 

Europe and its market wealth, even if it is just a possibility. Smith argues that the EU enacted the 

ENP in order to maintain its exclusivity without actually enlarging (Smith 2005). 

The increased cooperation and freedom of movement that the ENP facilitates within the 

Schengen Area, are dependent upon limitation of the movement from non-Schengen countries.  

Although the area seemingly challenges the frigidity of our bordered system, boasting that it is 

the “world’s largest visa free zone”, it simply transforms border violence. (Bendixsen 2016; 

Schengen Visa Info, Schengen Area). If we again consider Newman’s question of who benefits 

from enclosing or being enclosed, it is clear that those who live in the Schengen Area benefit 

3 Usually news outlets use African to mean Sub-Saharan African rather than North African, implying Black 
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from enclosing others, getting entry to most other countries in the EU, while those in the 

neighbor countries and beyond are being enclosed and lose their freedom of mobility. Newman 

wonders if the EU’s seemingly inclusive border policy changes anything substantial about global 

bordering or if it simply transfers the task of border enforcement from a singular country to a 

larger union (Newman 2011, 21-22).  

Ultimately the ENP in Morocco is unequal because it restricts movement for Moroccans 

and those traveling through Morocco in order to expand movement within EU countries. Many 

argue that the ENP forces Morocco to “play the role of policeman in North Africa” (De Haas 

2014; Belghazi 2007). Tbel confirmed, “This is a problem that isn’t our problem” (Tbel 2018). 

Belghazi (2007) describes this cooperation as Morocco “appropriat[ing] the security discourse on 

illegal migration deployed by European powers” (89). Scheel and Ratfisch call it, “the 

externalisation of the EU migration regime” (Scheel and Ratfisch, 2014). Although Morocco is 

remunerated for their assistance in maintaining the “European fortress,” the benefits are mostly 

one-sided (Roos 2013). Haas writes, “in the eyes of the Moroccan government, the European 

Union's intention to create a "common Euro-Mediterranean space" is perceived as lacking 

credibility... Europeans have almost unrestricted access to Morocco although Moroccans face 

restrictive policies” (De Haas, 2014). Both Tbel and Ainani from AMDH emphasized the 

one-sidedness between Morocco and the EU. Ainani told me, “The equality of the relationship is 

just not happening”, something she hopes to work towards in the future (Ainani 2018). 

Europeans who come visit Morocco do not need a visa, but people visiting from neighbor 

countries are not allowed entry to Europe unless they have high economic or employment 

qualifications. This is a clear example of Aizeki and Nevins’ theory of “global apartied.” 
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Moroccans are not “trusted travelers” in the European imagination. They are nonwhite and 

therefore do not enjoy the privilege of free movement. They are a caste to be kept out (Bendixsen 

2016, 538; Ngai 2014, 2-4).  

As I read through the ENP official documents, I was struck by the ways in which 

colonization has not yet ended for many countries. Morocco technically gained independence 

from Spain 64 years ago but the effects of wealth inequality and racism still remain and will 

continue to remain until the ENP, the Schengen Area and borders themselves are abolished. 
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Conclusion 
 
The goal of this project was to prove the validity of anti-border arguments. In these three 

chapters I aimed to show how the ENP is a tool used to enforce borders which are legacies of 

colonialism and continue to perpetuate racism and economic oppression today. I only briefly 

touched on brown’s ideas so I encourage future researchers to dive more deeply into her 

concepts, especially those from Emergent Strategy. I also am left wondering how communalism 

and anarchism inform anti-border thinking and activism. I urge future researchers to explore this 

connection further.  

I must mention that I finished this thesis during the beginning of the COVID-19 

pandemic. Like many people, I am feeling scared and uncertain as to what will happen 

tomorrow. I have never been alive for such an unanticipated and drastic global shift. I never 

imagined that the entire world would be quarantined just as I never previously imagined the 

abolition of borders. It was at the beginning of this pandemic when I turned to brown for 

guidance. As I consumed her podcasts, novels, website content and social media posts, I saw just 

how central imagination is to revolutionary work. I am pushing myself to imagine things that I 

thought were impossible. I hope that readers will also engage in brown’s “imagination battle” 

and envision how we can create a world that we have not yet seen. 

When I first began this project, two years ago, I thought borders should, and forever 

would be, closed. I realize now, looking back, that this learning has radicalized me. I borrow my 

definition of the word “radical” from Angela Davis who says, “Radical means grasping things at 

the root” (Davis 2011, 14). As I dug deeper and deeper into theory and art and bore witness to 
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the experiences of immigrants and migrating people, I decided that I needed to grasp at the root. 

When I explain my research to friends and family, many of them tell me I am being unrealistic or 

idealistic. But I now know that this radical imagination will lead us to freedom.  
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I am doing a project which focuses on the policing of Morocco’s northern border and the 
governmental policies surrounding this phenomenon. The overall purpose of this study is to learn 
more about border policies enacted by Morocco and the European Union and analyze the 
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STUDY PLAN 
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BENEFITS 
If you agree to take part in this study, there will be no direct benefit to you. However, 
information gathered in this study may provide insight into the global structures of border, help 
us understand how these institutions are contribution to the maltreatment of migrants in Morocco 
and worldwide. 
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Every effort will be made to keep any information collected about you confidential.  However, it 
is impossible to guarantee absolute confidentiality. 
 
In order to keep information about you safe, I plan to keep the information in my password 
protected Google Drive account online. The data will not be identifiable if you choose to exclude 
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will be no effect on your relationship with the researcher or any other negative consequences. 
 
If you decide that you no longer want to take part in the interview, you are encouraged to inform 
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Interview Questions  
 
1. Can you please explain the work you and/ or your organization does? 
2. How do Moroccan border policing affect your work/ this issue? 
3. What is your/ your organization’s view on these border policies? 
4. How do the policies of the European Union affect your work? 
5. What do you see as an ideal/ long term solution? 
6. How does this relate to the broader topic of border policing worldwide? 
7. What political and cultural history would be helpful for me to understand in this project?  
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