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Why irregular migrants arrive and remain: the role of
intermediaries
Maurizio Ambrosini

Department of Social and Political Sciences, University of Milan, Milan, Italy

ABSTRACT
Despite many efforts to combat irregular immigration, there is a
widespread perception of a failure of public policies in this field.
But because unauthorised immigrants are officially excluded from
formal labour markets, housing markets and most welfare
provisions, they can settle if they find other sources of work,
income, housing, and social protection. In this regard, a crucial
role is played by various intermediaries: people or institutions who
favour the entrance of immigrants, their entry into the labour
market, accommodation, response to their social needs, and
possibly regularisation. They can act for profit, but also for moral
reasons. They can break the laws and work in the shadows, but
they can also work in legal forms. In this article, I will explore the
identities of these intermediaries and their practices of support
towards irregular migrants. My purpose is to show (1) what
precisely constitutes intermediation, in what activities it can be
factored, and what the main categories of intermediaries are; (2)
that the implementation of migration policies is hindered not only
by migrants’ practices to circumvent controls but also by the
action of these intermediaries. For this reason, too, it is so difficult
to eradicate.
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Despite many efforts to combat irregular immigration, to secure borders, and to exclude
unauthorised immigrants from the social life of the receiving society, there is a widespread
perception of a failure of public policies in this field (Castles 2004; Cornelius, Martin, and
Hollifield 1994). In Europe, especially arrivals by sea are now the dominant image in
public opinion of an immigration out of control (Andersson 2016). At the same time,
when settled, irregular immigration is commonly viewed as a hidden phenomenon con-
cealed from receiving societies (Engbersen and Broeders 2009). Political restrictions fuel
separation and segregation, threatening also the position of legal residents (Aranda,
Menjívar, and Donato 2014; Menjívar 2006). But because immigrants, and in particular
unauthorised immigrants, are officially excluded from formal labour markets, housing
markets and most welfare provisions, they can settle if they find other sources of work,
income, housing, and social protection. Furthermore, irregular status is changeable
(McIlwaine 2015), or it can be transitory (Ambrosini 2016), and the distinction
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between regular and irregular legal status is not always clear and absolute (Goldring and
Landolt 2011; Triandafyllidou 2010).

In this fluid and dynamic context, a crucial role is played by various intermediaries:
people or institutions who favour the entrance of immigrants, their entry into the
labour market, accommodation, response to their social needs, and possibly regularisation.
These intermediaries are often, but not only, coethnics. They can act for profit, but also for
moral reasons. They can break the laws and work in the shadows, but they can also work in
legal forms, and they can be firmly embedded in receiving societies, and even in public
bodies. What Hagan states for religious actors can be applied to several other subjects
acting at several points of migrants’ ventures:

In the face of governmental border enforcement and a quasi-criminal underground railroad,
they have become guardians of migrant rights and dignity, a role they maintain in part
through migration counseling, and are part of the ever-expansive and complex social infra-
structure that supports migrants in their travels. (2008, 84)

But in other cases, intermediaries do not correspond to this positive picture. They can
be smugglers earning huge profits from the needs of asylum seekers, or even putting the
lives of their clients at risk; or exploiters of their unauthorised and unprotected work (Faist
2014) in sweatshops or in the sex industry (for terminological and conceptual distinctions:
Triandafyllidou and Maroukis 2012).

In this article, I will explore the identities of these intermediaries and their practices of
support towards irregular migrants. My purpose is to show (1) what precisely constitutes
intermediation, in what activities it can be factored, and what the main categories of inter-
mediaries are; (2) that the implementation of migration policies is hindered not only by
migrants’ practices to circumvent controls, but also by the action of those intermediaries,
who are often deeply embedded in receiving societies. For this reason, too, it is so difficult
to eradicate.

The article starts with a general introduction on irregular migration, stressing that it has
not been defeated in any democratic country, despite several efforts (section 1). It then
discusses the role of intermediaries in irregular migrations, analysing what intermediation
is and identifying five types of activities into which it can be distinguished (section 2). The
following section 3 highlights the role of smugglers in travel and border crossing. Section 4
turns to the receiving societies, treating the role of ethnic networks and brokers in the
settlement of irregular migrants. Section 5 considers the role of employers and labour
markets. Section 6 analyses the responses to social needs of irregular migrants, in which
NGOs and other civil society actors are involved, but frequently common citizens as
well. Section 7 in turn shows that also civil servants and bureaucracies in some ways
favour certain types of irregular immigrants. Section 8 presents the conclusions of the
study, emphasising that irregular migration is a game in which not only states and
migrants are involved, but also a third group of actors, whom I have labelled
‘intermediaries’.

1. The governance of irregular migration and its actors

Irregular migrations are the object of campaigns of restriction in all the Global North, and
elsewhere, but no democratic state can say that it has eradicated this phenomenon
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(Triandafyllidou and Maroukis 2012), despite many efforts: more rigid border controls,
greater attention to visa policy, interior enforcement measures, provisions against illegal
employment, and removals as the last resort (Massey, Durand, and Pren 2015; Papademe-
triou 2005). In the U.S.A., the current debate on Immigration Reform starts from the fact
that, despite huge investments in surveillance of national borders and large-scale deporta-
tions, more than 11 million irregular immigrants are settled in the country. In all EU
countries in 2013, an official document stated that only 39.2% of return decisions, were
enforced (EC 2015, 9). Restrictions have been tightened, and spaces for tolerance
reduced, but the situation does not seem to have radically changed: the Immigration
Reform in the U.S.A. can be seen as the admission of a failure.

Several factors can explain this failure: liberal principles, huge costs of more effective
policies, contradictions in legislations, lack of cooperation by sending and transit
countries, economic and political interests favouring mobility across national borders
(Ambrosini 2013a). The bordering and re-bordering practices of national and supra-
national agencies are in various ways resisted, challenged, and contested (Squire 2011)
by the people concerned, by their political and humanitarian sponsors, and by vested
interests.

Here, I would highlight the importance of actors who, for different reasons, support
irregular immigrants in their journeys and settlement practices. A body of literature has
analysed migratory institutions, both formal and informal, defining them as ‘a complex
articulation of individuals, associations, and organizations which extends the social
action of and interaction between these agents and agencies across time and space’
(Goss and Lindquist 1995, 319). But this analysis regards sending countries, specifically
the Philippines. Furthermore, Piore’s seminal book (1979) already highlighted the impor-
tance of recruitment agents for migrant labour markets, and other studies have identified
various activities, legal and illegal, conducted by labour recruitment organisations in the
developing world (Eelens and Speckmann 1990; Prothero 1990; Radcliffe 1990). In turn,
my analysis tries to link both shores of migratory movements, but its main focus concerns
receiving countries. Here, as Engbersen and Broeders state, ‘The unknown cities of illegal
immigrants also feature numerous actors from the overworld: legal compatriots, employ-
ers, clergymen, lawyers, and public service workers, including police officials and mayors
who sometimes turn a blind eye or assist illegal immigrants’ (2009, 868)

A typical aspect is the selectivity of controls. In some local contexts restrictive policies
are enforced more than in others: in the U.S.A., only two states, California and Texas,
account for more than half of all of the deportations enacted with the Secure Communities
Program (Chand and Schreckhise 2015). Furthermore, some irregular immigrants are tar-
geted more than others. In Italy it has been observed that women attract less attention than
men, unless they perform sex work in public spaces; irregular immigrants in work are less
subject to control than unemployed ones; those who have somewhere to sleep are less tar-
geted than the homeless; those who harass passers-by are more likely to be detained than
those who try to remain unnoticed (Ambrosini 2016). In practice, this means that there are
many grey and blurred areas between illegal migration (to be repressed) and authorised
migration. But also in the Netherlands research results go in the same direction: ‘Even
in a restrictive policy context immigration rules are not categorically enforced; assumed
“deviant” unauthorized migrants run much higher apprehension risks than “nondeviant”
unauthorized migrants’ (Leerkes, Varsanyi, and Engbersen 2012, 446).
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As a result, actual migration governance is quite different from official policies: more
tolerant, less efficient, and often contradictory. In particular, it is influenced and con-
ditioned by the interests and activities of various actors acting for profit, for humanitarian
reasons, for personal relations or moral obligations. Their activities take place at various
points of migrants’ trajectories: before departure, upon entrance, in the labour market, in
response to accommodation needs, in health care, in protection against controls, and in
legalisation procedures.

2. What is intermediation? Five types of action

As a first step, I shall analyse the concept of intermediation. In my view, it encompasses
five main types of activity. The first is connection: a vital role played by several interme-
diaries is to link migrants with opportunities: for entrance, work, accommodation. New
migrants without legal status lack access to most formal institutions and regular providers
of many resources. What an intermediary does is supply a bridge to the receiving society or
to informal providers of certain benefits that immigrants need: the most important are
jobs and accommodation. Immaterial goods, like information, reference and sponsorship,
are the key objects of this first type of intermediation. In this field, trust is the main
resource that intermediaries employ to connect migrants with suppliers of services. In a
sense, they obtain trust from migrants and sell it to their counterparts in receiving
societies: employers, or house owners, or sellers of documents. Even if intermediaries
act for profit, and sometimes exploit migrants ruthlessly, from the point of view of
their ‘clients’ they are considered at least a necessary evil. Only in extreme cases are
their activities reported to the authorities by the users (and victims) of their intervention.

A second role is the provision of certain services: because irregular migrants cannot
access formal institutions and legal labour markets, they need alternative suppliers.
Here intermediaries not only connect with resources but act to provide the services
required. I can distinguish here between intermediaries acting for profit and intermedi-
aries acting for moral reasons. This distinction overlaps in many cases, but not always,
with the distinction between legal and illegal intermediation. Their activities range from
transport across borders, through the forging of documents, to operating in the under-
ground economy; but they also include health care and language courses provided by
NGOs for free (see section 6). I include in this category also political support for demon-
strations by, and social movements of, irregular immigrants. Native organisations often
provide immigrant activists with crucial resources, such as influence on politics and
mass-media, and also money, legal counsel, symbolic capital, knowledge of national pol-
itical cultures and institutions (Nicholls 2013, 613). As a general rule, the hardening of
migration policies has created more space for these alternative providers, both legal and
illegal (Engbersen and Broeders 2009).

The third activity is help: concrete first-hand support in meeting actual needs. I dis-
tinguish help from the provision of services on the basis of complexity and organisational
structure: help is immediate and does not require an organisation. Giving money or some
food to a panhandler or provisional accommodation for some nights to a coethnic person
are examples. Irregular immigrants may find themselves in many types of difficulties.
Family networks and coethnics are obvious targets of their requests. Some types of
native actors, like churches and religious institutions, are particularly sensitive to people
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in need. But also ordinary citizens can become involved in giving some forms of help in
certain circumstances.

The fourth type of intermediation is tolerance. This can be defined as a kind of implicit
intermediation: in this case, some actors, such as NGOs, employers, owners of flats, and
sometimes also public authorities, can simply turn a blind eye, neglecting careful controls
of the identity and legal status of people. This lack of initiative becomes a bridge towards
access to some opportunities or services, or it makes it possible to gain time, or to avoid
arrest and deportation: in any case, it intermediates unauthorised immigrants’ settlement
in receiving societies.

It is true that laws in recent decades have sought to enforce what have been called
internal controls (Van der Leun 2006), the purpose being to deny irregular migrants
access to labour markets, social services, and accommodation. But research in this field
has shown that the results do not correspond to the aims of legislators. One important
reason is the reluctance of many actors to apply the rules, with several motivations: for
some, there is an economic interest at stake; for others, moral beliefs or solidarity with
people in need; for some others, there comes into play an organisational or professional
commitment that emphasises other priorities, and they do not consider checking legal
status to be an appropriate or priority task. This is what Vogel has called the ‘cooperation
dilemma’ (2000, 416): the agencies which cooperate with the aliens’ authorities in checking
the legal status of migrants must sacrifice some of their other objectives. Furthermore, in
the case of the police, more severity against undocumented immigrants can hamper the
willingness of the latter to cooperate as victims or witnesses of crimes: immigration
control is considered an obstacle against crime control (Leerkes, Varsanyi, and Engbersen
2012).

A fifth form of action, which only some intermediaries can and want to take, is political
pressure. This is a typical role played by collective actors: ethnic associations, social move-
ments, NGOs, trade-unions and civil society actors, and sometimes employers’ associ-
ations. I see it as a form of intermediation because in several countries it has paved the
way to amnesties or other provisions in favour of unauthorised migrants, or it has pre-
vented political authorities from enforcing stricter regulations, influencing political
debate (Chand and Schreckhise 2015). Political pressure must be distinguished from
other forms of intermediation because it regards large populations. In the case of amnes-
ties, it concerns broad segments of irregular sojourners: in Southern Europe, mainly
workers, in Northern Europe mainly asylum seekers (Van Meeteren, Mascini, and van
der Berg 2015). In any case it creates the conditions for irregular immigrants to settle
in receiving societies and legalise their status. For instance, Itçaina (2006) has analysed
the role of the Catholic Church in favour of immigrants in Spain. He shows that the
Catholic Church has not limited itself to concrete help or the provision of some services;
rather, it has repeatedly undertaken political action towards governments, in alliance with
secular actors, in order to change the laws or to protest against restrictions. The same
applies to the Catholic Church in the U.S.A. (Hagan 2008), Italy (Ambrosini 2013b;
Gallo and Scrinzi 2016), and other countries where it has some influence in the political
arena, as well as to other Christian churches and religious institutions.

Some further distinctions are necessary. One is the relation with the legal system. Inter-
mediation can be provided on legal or illegal grounds: some types of intermediation do not
break any laws (e.g. services provided by NGOs or other formal institutions); some others
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are clearly illegal and persecuted by the judicial system (e.g. forging fake documents); but
some others fall in between, in a blurred or grey area. Another distinction regards the
point of migrants’ ventures at which intermediation takes place. It can concern departure,
travel, border crossing, or settlement: accommodation, entry into labour markets, legalisa-
tion; or the response to specific needs: health care, language learning. Table 1 summarises
the main points of this typology.

In the next sections I will analyse the activities run by different types of intermediaries,
distinguishing (a) travel and border crossing; (b) settlement; and (c) response to social
needs.

3. Travel and border crossing: the role of smugglers

In recent years, as asylum and landings from the sea have become central issues in the
public discourse, smugglers have occupied a crucial place in representations of irregular
immigration. They are often seen as the cause of unauthorised immigration, even if
more thorough analysis considers their activities to be an effect of the absence of legal
channels to reach the Global North for people under threat or seeking a better life
abroad (for the US: Cornelius 2005). To be stressed is that only a minority of entries by
new immigrants into Europe (Düvell 2006; Triandafyllidou and Maroukis 2012) are
favoured by smugglers. According to these studies and others (Finotelli and Sciortino
2013), the majority of irregular immigrants in Europe are visa overstayers, mainly for
tourism. Furthermore, the concept of smugglers could be widened to include not only
some tourism operators, but also relatives who send invitation letters, or professionals
who support people in acquiring documents that can provide a visa or even citizenship
in the case of descendants of former emigrants.

It is generally recognised that growing restrictions in immigration policies have
increased the difficulties and risks of migrants’ travels (Castles, de Haas, and Miller
2014), and they have given a new salience to national borders, creating at the same
time new external and internal borders (Rumford 2006). Migrants’ journeys often
become longer, non-linear, and fragmented (Collyer and de Haas 2012), especially if
the migrants come from poor countries and with few resources. Under such conditions,
the development of what has been called the ‘migration business’ or ‘migration industry’
(Salt and Stein 1997; Koser 2010) is not surprising. Kyle and Koslowski (2013) have
observed that smuggling of migrants is not a new phenomenon, but what is new is the

Table 1. Intermediation: activities and actors.
Activities Actors

Connection Matching migrants with opportunities for travel,
work, settlement, through information and
reference

Various types of brokers on both sides of migrant
movements

Provision of
services

Legal, semi-legal and illegal supply of resources on
demand by irregular migrants

Different providers, both legal and illegal, formal
and informal, acting for profit or for ethical
reasons

Help Concrete and personal support to people in need Common citizens
Tolerance Abstention from tighter controls Mainly civil servants and sometimes also NGO

officers
Political
pressure

Lobbying for migrants’ rights Collective actors: NGOs, trade unions, religious
institutions, social movements
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expansion and the global extent of such smuggling. In this field, support in organising
journeys and border crossings is only one of the services that smugglers sell to migrants.
Fabrication of fake documents, provision of invitations, the corruption of public officials,
are other services sold and bought in the black market of the migration industry.

Goss and Lindquist (1995) have emphasised the role of people whom they call ‘brokers’
in sending countries. These operate across boundaries in order to establish socio-spatial
connections between would-be emigrants and labour markets abroad. Goss and Lindquist
identify three types of brokers: local patrons, returned migrants and private recruiters.

To provide an other example referred to sending countries, Alpes (2013) describes the
role of ‘migration brokers’ in Cameroon as ‘popular avenues for international travel’, in
exchange of ‘large amounts of money’ (2013, 4). For the same reasons, while often
accused of being criminal businessmen, the migration brokers are ‘greatly admired’ by
common people (Alpes 2013).

Research on this topic has shown that smugglers can have very different organisational
profiles, ranging from single smugglers operating in proximity of borders, through net-
works of coethnics, to more complex criminal organisations (Heckmann 2004). Much
public discourse mixes up smuggling with trafficking and presents smugglers as dangerous
criminals, even when they carry asylum seekers to safe countries. The reality is more
complex and diverse: most ‘clients’ of smugglers want to cross borders and they volunta-
rily purchase the smugglers’ services (Koser 2010), and only a part of the smuggling is con-
nected with other illegal activities and managed by organised crime. But smuggling can
evolve into the trafficking and exploitation of immigrants, or it involves clients in risky
journeys, also in consequence of the growing criminalisation of this activity (Castles, de
Haas, and Miller 2014). In other cases, however, it is a kind of provision of services not
available in the formal border crossing market (Sanchez 2014). Moreover, smuggling
can be seen as a by-product of mobility regimes with their social and political stratification
of mobility rights (Faist 2013).

4. Settlement: ethnic networks and brokers

The arrival and insertion of new migrants in receiving societies is mainly fostered and
sponsored by networks of relatives and coethnics (Massey et al. 1998). Portes and Sensen-
brenner (1993) have highlighted the different forms of social capital produced by ethnic
networks. ‘Bounded solidarity’ by coethnics is of paramount importance in responding
to a host of social needs, especially for recently arrived people (Portes 2010). This obser-
vation is even more true for migrants who lack proper documents to sojourn abroad
(e.g. Bloch, Sigona, and Zetter 2014). As McIlwaine (2015) has observed for Latin-
Americans in London, migrants ‘negotiate irregularity’ within their community of compa-
triots with different legal statuses. As a rule, undocumented migrants depend more on
their networks of compatriots than regular sojourners (Bloch and McKay 2016). Put in
other terms, for them social capital, even if weak, is in general more important than
human capital or other resources: having a reliable contact in the receiving society pays
more than a high school diploma in irregular migrants’ ventures.

It is true that recent literature has emphasised that migrants’ networks encompass not
only coethnics but also several agents and institutions (Van Meeteren and Pereira 2013);
but for irregular migrants, legal status creates obstacles and mistrust in social relations
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(Datta et al. 2007; McIlwaine 2015). The density and quality of migrants’ relations with
their ethnic networks is a crucial factor in their trajectories: self-sufficiency depends on
their capacity to build relatively large and heterogeneous social networks from which
they can mobilise both social support and social leverage (Van Meeteren, Mascini, and
van der Berg 2015, 457). The lack of supporting networks or an inability to build them,
on the contrary, is connected with social isolation and social weakness.

The exclusion of migrants from many legal institutions of receiving societies pushes
them towards parallel (Mahler 1995) or bastard institutions (Hughes 1994), and these
institutions are mainly created and fuelled by ethnic networks. The latter can provide
support for very different reasons, ranging from economic exploitation of newcomers
to bounded solidarity among people in the same harsh circumstances, to moral obligations
towards family members (Engbersen, van San, and Leerkes 2006). Hence, in reality, differ-
ent types of relations can be detected within ethnic networks: at one extreme, communi-
tarian bonds; at the other, market relations. The nature of the support can also vary, from
simple economic exchange to ethical involvement. In particular, Vasta (2008) has
described the different aspects of what she calls the ‘paper market’ of identity documents.

Furthermore, Faist has directed attention to the role of brokers (Faist 2014): persons or
institutions who connect two parties, in our case migrants and receiving societies. We have
already considered their role at the departure; now we must widen the scope of the analysis
to countries of destination. In their activity, brokers select migrants and forge their adap-
tation to receiving societies, generating inequalities but also resources. In particular,
migrants lacking official status rely on brokers to access services, jobs, legalisation of
their status, or the possibility to evade controls. Hence a kind of ‘moral economy of
brokerage’ intersects with migration policies, fostering a thriving ‘migration industry’
(Faist 2014, 43). As Datta et al. have noted in regard to London’s labour market,
‘Migrant supervisors and managers played a particularly critical role in determining the
ethnic character of particular workforces as they were responsible for recruitment’
(2007, 418). Hence brokers play a crucial role especially by connecting migrants with
employers and labour markets (see the following section).

In the same vein, Bashi has highlighted the role of people whom she calls ‘hubs’ in
migrants’ networks (in her case, Black Caribbeans in the U.S.A.): ‘a veteran who collects
information on how to immigrate and uses it to help newcomers get into the country’
(2007, 77).

Less optimistic is the picture presented by Van der Leun and Kloosterman (2006) in
their studies on irregular migration and work in the Netherlands. More restrictive laws
have worsened the working and living conditions of unauthorised migrants, but they
have not eradicated their presence. As in many other countries, controls ‘are never fully
effective and often highly selective, and a sizeable population of undocumented immi-
grants is still present’ (Van der Leun and Kloosterman 2006, 67). New migrants are
often indirectly hired, and levels of their exploitation have grown. On the whole they
depend more on middlemen, providers of documents, and shady agencies operating at
the fringes of legal systems. Intermediaries skim off profits, and sometimes even refuse
to pay migrant workers. In other words, unauthorised labour has been pushed further
underground, it shifts deeper into immigrant circles (Bloch and McKay 2016). Here,
high levels of trust may generate opportunities and place irregular migrants’ labour in

8 M. AMBROSINI



situations that are less susceptible to detection, but at the same time make it easier to
exploit social weakness deriving from lack of legal status.

5. Insertion: employers and labour market demand

The EU agenda on immigration of May 2015 repeatedly states that EU countries need only
skilled migrants, and do not need new unskilled foreign workers at all (EC 2015). State-
ments of this kind contradict what occurs every day in labour markets: the demand for
cheap, flexible and compliant labour in highly segmented labour markets makes space
for new workers, whose legal weakness can become a competitive factor (Cornelius,
Martin, and Hollifield 1994; for Europe: Triandafyllidou 2010). In other words, the fact
of being excluded from legal protection is attractive for some types of markets and
employers (for Southern Europe: Calavita 2005; for the UK: Ruhs and Anderson 2010).
Brokers help to overcome legal barriers. They link new migrants with local employers
and often gain a reward for this activity. Domestic and care services, construction, agricul-
ture, cleaning, and catering, are often considered sectors where undocumented migrants
can find jobs more easily (Castles, de Haas, and Miller 2014). As employers in these
sectors cannot cut labour costs by relocating their activities in other countries, and
because technological innovation can only partially substitute human labour, they
search for other ways to save on wages and social benefits. As a consequence, many
studies evidence a growth of the informal economy also in developed societies (for the
U.S.A. Ness 2005; for new urban economies: Sassen 2001). Only to cite a well-known
issue, according to official estimates nearly half of all workers engaged in picking fruit
and vegetables in the U.S.A. are undocumented (Chand and Schreckhise 2015). Similar
problems have been repeatedly reported for Italy and Southern Europe (Morice and
Potot 2010; Corrado and Perrotta 2012; Pugliese 2012).

But also in the Dutch-German Lower Rhine border region, ‘creative employers’ in the
agricultural sector develop various strategies to circumvent restrictions and hire immi-
grant workers. Furthermore, if they succeed in trials against the Labour Inspectorate,
with the help of their lawyers, they pave the way for a larger adoption of the same strategies
in the entire sector (Pijpers and Van Der Velde 2007).

Not only in Southern Europe but also in countries like Germany, domestic and care
services are typical work settings for undocumented migrants, with silent complicity by
public authorities: ‘The official policy in Germany is to turn a blind eye to the demand
for domestic and care services, neither expanding the public care sector nor creating
regular immigration venues for domestic and care workers’ (Schwenken 2013, 135).
Lutz and Palenga-Möllenbeck (2010) have called this an ‘open secret’ of German
society. According to Cornelius, in the U.S.A. ‘individual home-owners do not have to
worry about immigration law enforcement, despite the fact that they provide a large
share of the jobs that go to unauthorised migrants’ (2005, 786).

What is more interesting for the present study, however, is the role of employers as
gate-keepers Most of the literature insists on their exploitation of the legal position of irre-
gular immigrants; but on the other hand, employers can also become responsible for their
legalisation (Bonizzoni 2016). Irregular immigrants at work try to depict themselves as
‘deserving’ immigrants, and work is the cornerstone of the ‘moral economy of migrant
illegality’ (Chauvin and Garces-Mascareñas 2012). In France, Spain, and the UK, the
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acquisition of formal employment is a potential path towards ‘earned regularisation’
(Schwenken 2013).

In Italy, in Spain, and in France, regularizations of migrants depend on the willingness
of employers to legalise their workers. Informal negotiations regulate this crucial passage:
employers can deny regularisation, but workers can exert some influence on their
decisions. Sometimes they are compatriots, and employers can be the target of social
pressure to legalise their workers when a window of opportunity opens. In domestic
care services, irregular immigrants have the wellbeing of elderly people or children in
their hands, and with time often develop emotional bonds with their clients (Degiuli
2016). It is not easy for an employer to deny the application for regularisation to a
person who has taken care of her old relatives for years, and to retain the same availability
and devotion from her (Ambrosini 2015). In other countries (e.g. the UK), employers may
have a common interest with their workers in overcoming the criminalisation of illegal
migration and informal work (Bloch and McKay 2016): sometimes they lobby for regular-
izations or support demands for amnesty and demonstrations enacted by undocumented
immigrants (Chimienti 2011).

6. Supporters and alternative providers: NGOs, civil societies, common
citizens

Insertion in labour markets needs to be complemented by response to social needs. Here,
restrictions in immigration policies increase the role of civil society actors: the distance
between official policies and social reality is managed through the intervention of NGOs
and other non-public actors (religious institutions, trade unions, and social movements)
(Castles 2004). I focus here on ‘native’ non-profit organisations: collective subjects based
in receiving societies, mainly run by native citizens. It is true that also migrants have
increased their participation in civil society through formal associations (De Graauw
2015; Moya 2005) and social movements, including those created by irregular migrants
(Cappiali 2016; Chimienti 2011; Milkman 2006; Nicholls 2013). But what is more interest-
ing from the point of view of this article is the action of subjects who have neither direct
interests in, nor ethnic, national or personal bonds with, the beneficiaries of their activities.

Although the public authorities in some countries have sought to restrict the action of
NGOs in favour of irregular immigrants (e.g. Van der Leun and Bouter 2015), in several
other countries benign tolerance or some forms of cooperation between local authorities
and NGOs allow access to certain services also to migrants with irregular or uncertain
status (basic health care, shelters, language courses, etc.) (for health care in the US: Fer-
nández-Kelly 2012; Marrow 2012). Hence the enforcement of basic human rights is
often secured by non-public actors (Castles 2004).

According to critics, however, service-oriented NGOs can also be viewed as functional
to the system. Good intentions notwithstanding, they enable politicians to continue to use
a rhetoric of closure without having to face accusations of inhumanity (Castañeda 2007,
20). Civil society’s services evidently soften many aspects of restrictive formal immigration
policies, but one can ask whether irregular immigrants would be better off without the
support of NGOs when they have to deal with practical issues such as basic health care
because they are excluded from public services (Ambrosini and van der Leun 2015). More-
over, NGOs, religious organisations and trade unions in several countries have acted to
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support regularizations and consequently full access to formal institutions (Laubenthal
2007; Schwenken 2013). Their action as providers of alternative services is particularly
salient in the twilight zone between the informal insertion of immigrants in paid employ-
ment and official recognition of them as sojourners.

Beyond this general consideration, I shall identify the main forms of support provided
by NGOs and other civil society actors in favour of irregular immigrants. The first type of
activity occurs in the area of regularisation of legal status and involves two levels of action.
At the political level, trade unions, religious institutions, voluntary associations demand
amnesties for irregular immigrants. The other form of support in this area is bureaucratic
assistance, case by case, in accessing regularisation.

A second type of activity is the provision of services. This concerns for instance
language courses (adult irregular immigrants are normally excluded from the education
system), basic health services (irregular immigrants in many countries are entitled to
receive only urgent and necessary care in hospitals: PICUM 2009), clothing, food and
soup kitchens for people devoid of resources (Bloch, Sigona, and Zetter 2014), and shelters
for homeless (Van der Leun and Bouter 2015). Volunteer work, private donations, support
from other social institutions are key aspects of the everyday activity of non-public
providers.

The third type of activity is the legal advocacy provided by trade unions (Schwenken
2013), or by some associations of lawyers for free, often in connection with other civil
society actors.

Another important activity by some actors, in particular faith groups, is the provision of
moral support. As Bloch et al. state, ‘Churches offer undocumented migrants spiritual gui-
dance and relief from the moral dilemmas stemming from their situation, a safe haven for
them and an environment in which they did not feel different or discriminated because of
their legal status’ (2014, 110).

Last but not least, I would also mention the political and cultural activity of opposition
against the criminalisation of irregular immigrants, protests against local policies of exclu-
sion or against restrictions in health care, the defence of asylum seekers, support to irre-
gular migrants movements, the promotion of views alternative to dominant
representations of the issue. By adopting mainly a frame of victimisation of irregular
immigrants, or emphasising the link between poverty and emigration, civil society
actors often play a role in the cultural struggle on immigration, in some way countervailing
the political exploitation of anxieties in receiving societies. Moral choices and political
militancy, humanitarian values and religious convictions fuel active forms of citizenship
and social commitment in this field.

However, there is another type of aid, which can be related to a fifth class of interme-
diaries: the help supplied in spontaneous, informal, and direct ways by ordinary native
citizens. Irregular immigrants try to make themselves invisible to the institutions, but
they are often integrated into the neighbourhood where they live and into a network of
social relations (McIlwaine 2015): ordinary people give money to immigrants asking for
charity, buy flowers and other goods from informal vendors, give clothes or food, send
e-mail messages to their friends to help a woman who has lost her job to find another
one, help a person they know to obtain regularisation. Furthermore, the contradiction
observed by Ellermann (2006) in Germany, in the case of asylum seekers, can be extended
to other kinds of irregular immigrants: when they are considered in abstract terms, social
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closure and prejudice are very strong; on the contrary, when native citizens experience
actual relations with real people with faces and names, established in the local community,
and perhaps accompanied by minor children who attend local schools, they often sym-
pathise with them and even rise to their defence. By contrast, when irregular immigrants
lack a support network, or lose it, they become more vulnerable, marginalised, and poss-
ibly deportable.

7. Discretional gate-keepers: street level bureaucracies and the
enforcement of immigration controls

Civil society actors try to fill the gap between irregular migrants and the provision of social
services. But also civil servants and public bureaucracies are sometimes involved. Their
intermediation takes place at different levels (see on the issue Campomori 2007;
Chauvin and Garcés-Mascareñas 2012; Leerkes, Varsanyi, and Engbersen 2012; Van der
Leun 2006; Zincone 1999).

First to be distinguished is resistance to the application of restrictive rules considered to
conflict with professional ethics. This dynamic regards operators belonging to professional
groups with greater autonomy, awareness, and internalised and consolidated professional
ethics. As noted by Van der Leun (2006), when the Dutch government introduced more
stringent criteria for access to welfare services, doctors and teachers resisted more strongly
than mere employees.

A second case concerns the abstention from controls potentially threatening for immi-
grants without documents authorising residence or work, or the use of selective and tar-
geted controls (Leerkes, Varsanyi, and Engbersen 2012). In this case, the police are mainly
involved. The reluctance to check the documents of immigrants depends on several
factors. One of them is the perception that numerous irregular immigrants are non-threa-
tening, and perhaps deserving, such as the already mentioned women working in care
activities. In this respect, social recognition also affects the work of public institutions
and their staff, influencing the effective application of rules. Another reason is the
already mentioned perception by many services and their operators, including those
responsible for the maintenance of public order, that their mission and their priorities
are different: devoting time and energy to checking the documents of foreigners means
taking time away from more socially and professionally rewarding activities, or at least
ones more closely related to their institutional tasks (Vogel 2000). Also important is the
simple knowledge that there are insufficient resources to identify and deport all the
unauthorised immigrants (Ambrosini 2013a). Therefore the final outcome is the focus
on more labelled immigrants, on those who disturb or react badly, on the local contexts
in which residents, the media, and politicians call for more controls (Leerkes, Varsanyi,
and Engbersen 2012).

A third function is referral to private social services accessible to irregular immigrants:
employees who know that they cannot provide a benefit or service to immigrants (for
example, enrolment on a local language course) because they do not have a valid residence
permit can just send them away, or direct them to an association that offers free language
classes. At local level, informal networks between public services and civil society organ-
isations thrive, with mutual referrals of cases.
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A fourth interesting feature is that of providing advice and practical help in under-
standing procedures and correctly compiling the forms necessary to access services.
Once again, the operator can send away an immigrant unable to fill out a form without
giving adequate information, can receive the form but delete it if it is incomplete or con-
tains errors, or can help the applicant compile it correctly. This feature has to do with a
decisive procedure: the acceptance and assessment of applications for regularisation.
Given the myriad grey and doubtful situations, or also the fact that some services are avail-
able even for irregular immigrants, the magnitude of the phenomenon expands.

Civil servants also have a certain power to interpret the rules and procedures when it
comes to applying them to specific cases. Here the possibility of extensive and generous
interpretations arises in dealing with the complex situations, obvious needs, and some-
times dramatic human cases that immigrants present. Street level bureaucrats can then
‘honestly cheat’ the legislator, whose rules they should apply (Zincone 1999) by giving
access to certain benefits and services also to irregular immigrants not entitled to them.
For instance, municipal offices may give residency rights to foreigners even if they live
in precarious shelters that do not fulfil habitability standards: in this way the immigrants
can obtain connections to electricity, gas, and water supplies. Or, they may admit also
undocumented immigrants to night shelters. In healthcare, treatment may be considered
‘necessary and urgent’ even if it is not (Pasini 2011) in order to treat the care needs of
unauthorised immigrants. Or they may ‘turn a blind eye’ if an employer asks for a
medical prescription for him/herself when it is instead intended for a careworker not
entitled to it because s/he does not have a residence permit. The active intermediation
of employers and acquaintances is a crucial factor explaining the willingness of civil ser-
vants to accept exceptions, replacements of people, and the bending of the rules (Ambro-
sini 2013a).

The final feature is the corruption of public officials, a device sometimes used to obtain
illicit support by immigrants often willing to do anything to regularise their position. A
large amount of discretion on the one hand, and political weakness on the other, as
well as the need for and maybe even the customariness of such practices, represent
fertile ground for frauds and abuses.

8. Conclusion: a game between several actors

This article has tried to deepen a sharp contradiction in migration policies: governments
have declared a relentless fight against ‘illegal’ immigration for many years, and they have
tried to close every possible way in which poor migrants from abroad can enter and settle.
But in fact, unauthorised migrants continue to enter, stay, and wait for possible legaliza-
tions. Furthermore, a clear division between regular and irregular immigration is often
blurred by several forms of semi-legal, uncertain, or ‘grey’ status, such as semi-compliance
in the British labour market (Ruhs and Anderson 2010).

A paramount role in the management of this contradiction is played by various types of
intermediaries: single people or collective actors who give several types of support to
migrants’ ventures, mediating between their aspirations and opportunities or interstices
in the receiving societies. Intermediaries act for different reasons, ranging among profit,
social obligations, moral values and political activism, and they operate at different
points of migrants’ ventures: before departure, during the journey, at the insertion in
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receiving societies, in critical situations, at the moment of regularisation. Furthermore,
their activities show that irregular immigration is not only a parallel and hidden world;
it is mingled with various interests and institutions of receiving societies. In turn, a
more drastic and coherent fight against irregular immigration damages significant
values of democratic societies: the free market, of course, but also human rights, inte-
gration of immigrant minorities, civil society activism, and freedom of religion.

In this framework, I have analysed in what intermediation actually consists, suggesting
that it involves several types of practices, extending from networking, through providing
services or help, to exerting in some cases political pressure in favour of unauthorised
migrants. But also tolerance, and in particular abstention from consistent enforcement
of the laws against ‘illegal’ immigration, can be framed as a form of intermediation,
because in practice it allows the presence, circulation, work, and settlement of undocu-
mented migrants.

Intermediaries can have different legal and institutional profiles. I have analysed in
some detail certain figures belonging in this broad category: smugglers, ethnic brokers,
employers, NGOs and other civil society actors, common citizens, and civil servants.
Some act in illegal markets, profiting frommigrants’ needs, like the providers of fake docu-
ments, others act in twilight zones, like many ethnic brokers and employers; others chal-
lenge the official policies following ethical or political values; others exercise a
discretionary power in public functions. Table 2 summarises the key points of my analysis.

This analysis implies that the recent emphasis on agency by unauthorised migrants has
to be complemented by consideration of a third party acting as a bridge between migrants
and receiving societies. The interplay between migrants and States, in other terms, is not a
game between two actors, but one in which at least a third group of actors is involved:
those that I have called ‘intermediaries’. The agency of migrants often consists in
finding useful intermediaries, networking with them, obtaining their support or

Table 2. Types of intermediaries: activities, beneficiaries and stage of intervention.
Types of
intermediaries Activities Beneficiaries Migration stage

Smugglers Fostering departures and organising
journeys and entrance into receiving
societies through various strategies
and channels

Aspiring immigrants without
other entry channels

Departure and travel

Co-ethnic brokers Matching labour demand and supply;
patronage and guarantees to
employers; finding accommodation,
documents, services

Fellow migrants, and
especially job seekers

Mainly: insertion into
receiving societies

Employers Provision of employment
opportunities; eventual access to
regularisation procedures

Immigrant workers After arrival: insertion into
the labour market

NGOs and other
civil society’s
actors

Provision of services in organised
forms, often compensating for the
closure of public institutions

Migrants with special needs
for a structured supply
(language, health care,
food, paperwork)

Mainly in the first phase of
settlement and then in
various moments of need

Ordinary (native)
citizens

Provision of immediate and direct aid,
without organisation structures

Especially immigrants in
need and personally
known

Mainly: in critical situations

Civil servants Benevolent interpretation of the rules,
information and guidance,
abstention from controls

Immigrants judged
deserving, not dangerous
or annoying

In various moments, but
mainly at the
regularisation stage
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protection, or in other cases buying their services. Migration policies, in turn, are a
dynamic battleground where States declare their commitment to fighting against migrants
lacking proper documents, but their (declared) campaigns are challenged not only by
migrants’ efforts to enter and settle, but also by actors who back up migrants’ agency. It
is important to bear in mind that they are not only smugglers, law-breakers, or unscrupu-
lous employers, as they are depicted by opposite narratives; they are often firmly estab-
lished, perfectly legal, ethically motivated, and sometimes also inserted in public
bureaucracies.

Overall, this study leads to the conclusion that irregular immigration is not a world
apart, or only the business both of criminal networks and bad employers; rather, it is con-
nected with various interests, values, and actors well inserted in receiving societies. This is
a crucial reason why it is so difficult to combat.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author.

References

Alpes, Maybritt Jill. 2013. Law and the Credibility of Migration Brokers. The Case of Emigration
Dynamics in Cameroon. IMI Working Papers No. 80. Oxford: IMI.

Ambrosini, Maurizio. 2013a. Irregular Migration and Invisible Welfare. Basingstoke: Palgrave-
McMillan.

Ambrosini, Maurizio. 2013b. “Immigration in Italy: Between Economic Acceptance and Political
Rejection.” Journal of International Migration and Integration 14 (1): 175–194.

Ambrosini, Maurizio. 2015. “Irregular but Tolerated: Unauthorized Immigration, Elderly Care
Recipients, and Invisible Welfare.” Migration Studies 3 (2): 199–216.

Ambrosini, Maurizio. 2016. “From “Illegality” to Tolerance and Beyond: Irregular Immigration as a
Selective and Dynamic Process.” International Migration 54 (2): 144–159.

Ambrosini, Maurizio, and Joanne van der Leun. 2015. “Introduction to the Special Issue:
Implementing Human Rights: Civil Society and Migration Policies.” Journal of Immigrant and
Refugee Studies 13 (2): 103–115.

Andersson, Ruben. 2016. “Europe’s Failed ‘Fight’ Against Irregular Migration: Ethnographic Notes
on a Counterproductive Industry.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 42 (7): 1055–1075.

Aranda, Elizabeth, Cecilia Menjívar, and Katharine M. Donato. 2014. “The Spillover Consequences
of an Enforcement-First U.S. Immigration Regime.” American Behavioral Scientist 58 (13):
1687–1695.

Bashi, Vilna F. 2007. Survival of the Knitted. Immigrant Social Networks in a Stratified Word.
Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Bloch, Alice, Nando Sigona, and Roger Zetter. 2014. Sans Papiers. London: Pluto Press.
Bloch, Alice, and Sonia McKay. 2016. Living on the Margins: Undocumented Migrants in a Global

City. Bristol: Policy Press.
Bonizzoni, Paola. 2016. “The Shifting Boundaries of (Un)documentedness: A Gendered

Understanding of Migrants’ Employment-Based Legalization Pathways in Italy.” Ethnic and
Racial Studies. First published on line on September 19 2016. doi:10.1080/01419870.2016.
1229488.

Calavita, Kitty. 2005. Immigrants at the Margins. Law, Race and Exclusion in Southern Europe.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Campomori, Francesca. 2007. “Il ruolo di policy making svolto dagli operatori dei servizi per gli
immigrati.” Mondi migranti 1 (3): 83–106.

JOURNAL OF ETHNIC AND MIGRATION STUDIES 15

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2016.1229488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01419870.2016.1229488


Cappiali, Teresa M. 2016. “Activism of Immigrants in Vulnerable Conditions and Radical-left
Allies: A Case Study of Italy’s Struggle of the Crane.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies
42 (15): 2499–2518.

Castañeda, Heide. 2007. “Paradoxes of Providing Aid: NGOs, Medicine, and Undocumented
Migration in Berlin, Germany.” PhD diss., University of Arizona Graduate College, Tucson.

Castles, Stephen. 2004. “Why Migration Policies Fail.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 27 (2): 205–227.
Castles, Stephen, Hein de Haas, and Mark J. Miller. 2014. The Age of Migration. International

Population Movements in the Modern World. 5th ed. Basingstoke: Palgrave-MacMillan.
Chand, Daniel E., and William D. Schreckhise. 2015. “Secure Communities and Community

Values: Local Context and Discretionary Immigration Law Enforcement.” Journal of Ethnic
and Migration Studies 41 (10): 1621–1643.

Chauvin, Sébastien, and Blanca Garcés-Mascareñas. 2012. “Beyond Informal Citizenship: The New
Moral Economy of Migrant Illegality.” International Political Sociology 6 (3): 241–259.

Chimienti, Milena. 2011. “Mobilization of Irregular Migrants in Europe: A Comparative Analysis.”
Ethnic and Racial Studies 34 (8): 1338–1356.

Collyer, Michael, and Hein de Haas. 2012. “Developing Dynamic Categorisations of Transit
Migration.” Population, Space and Place 18 (4): 468–481.

Cornelius, Wayne. 2005. “Controlling ‘Unwanted’ Immigration: Lessons from the United States,
1993–2004.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 31 (4): 775–794.

Cornelius, Wayne, Philip L. Martin, and James F. Hollifield, eds. 1994. Controlling lmmigration: A
Global Perspective. Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press.

Corrado, Alessandra, and Domenico Perrotta. 2012. “Migranti che contano. Percorsi di mobilità e
confinamenti nell’agricoltura del Sud Italia.” Mondi migranti 7 (3): 103–128.

Datta, Kavita, Cathy McIlwaine, Yara Evans, Joanna Herbert, and Jon May. 2007. “From Coping
Strategies to Tactics: London’s Low-Pay Economy and Migrant Labour.” British Journal of
Industrial Relations 45 (2): 404–432.

Degiuli, Francesca. 2016. Caring for a Living. Migrant Women, Aging Citizens and Italian Families.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

De Graauw, Els. 2015. “Polyglot Bureaucracies: Nonprofit Advocacy to Create Inclusive City
Governments.” Journal of Immigrant & Refugee Studies 13 (2): 156–178.

Düvell, Frank, ed. 2006. Illegal Immigration in Europe. Beyond Control? Houndmills: Palgrave
MacMillan.

EC (European Commission). 2015. A European Agenda on Migration, COM (2015) 240 final.
Brussels, 13.5.2015.

Eelens, Frank, and J. D. Speckmann. 1990. “Recruitment of Labor Migrants for the Middle East: The
Sri Lankan Case.” International Migration Review 24 (2): 297–322.

Ellermann, Antje. 2006. “Street-level Democracy: How Immigration Bureaucrats Manage Public
Opposition.” West European Politics 29 (2): 293–309.

Engbersen, Godfried, and Daniel Broeders. 2009. “The State Versus the Alien: Immigration Control
and Strategies of Irregular Immigrants.” West European Politics 32 (5): 867–885.

Engbersen, Godfried, Marion van San, and Arjen Leerkes. 2006. “A Room with a View. Irregular
Immigrants in the Legal Capital of the World.” Ethnography 7 (2): 205–238.

Faist, Thomas. 2013. “The Mobility Turn: A New Paradigm for the Social Sciences?” Ethnic and
Racial Studies 36 (11): 1637–1646.

Faist, Thomas. 2014. “Brokerage in Cross-Border Mobility: Social Mechanisms and the
(Re)Production of Social Inequalities.” Social Inclusion 2 (4): 38–52.

Fernández-Kelly, Patricia. 2012. “Rethinking the Deserving Body: Altruism, Markets, and Political
Action in Health Care Provision.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 35 (1): 56–71.

Finotelli, Claudia, and Giuseppe Sciortino. 2013. “Through the Gates of the Fortress: European Visa
Policies and the Limits of Immigration Control.” Perspectives on European Politics and Society 14
(1): 80–101.

Gallo, Ester, and Francesca Scrinzi. 2016.Migration, Masculinities and Reproductive Labour. Men of
the Home. Basingstoke: Palgrave MacMillan.

16 M. AMBROSINI



Goldring, Luin, and Patricia Landolt. 2011. “Caught in the Work–Citizenship Matrix: The Lasting
Effects of Precarious Legal Status on Work for Toronto Immigrants.” Globalizations 8 (3): 325–
341.

Goss, Jon, and Bruce Lindquist. 1995. “Conceptualizing International Labor Migration: A
Structuration Perspective.” International Migration Review 29 (2): 317–351.

Hagan, Jacqueline Maria. 2008.Migration Miracle. Faith, Hope and Meaning on the Undocumented
Journey. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Heckmann, Friederich. 2004. “Illegal Migration: What Can We Know and What Can We Explain?
The Case of Germany.” International Migration Review 38 (3): 1103–1125.

Hughes, Everett C. 1994. “Bastard Institutions.” In Everett C. Hughes on Work, Race, and the
Sociological Imagination, edited by Lewis Coser, 192–199. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago
Press.

Itçaina, Xabier. 2006. “The Roman Catholic Church and the Immigration Issue: The Relative
Secularization of Political Life in Spain.” American Behavioral Scientist 49 (11): 1471–1488.

Koser, Khalid. 2010. “Dimensions and Dynamics of Irregular Migration.” Population, Space and
Place 16 (3): 181–193.

Kyle, David, and Rey Koslowski, eds. 2013. Global Human Smuggling: Comparative Perspectives.
2nd ed. Baltimore, MD: The Johns Hopkins University Press.

Laubenthal, Barbara. 2007. “The Emergence of Pro-Regularization Movements in Western
Europe.” International Migration 45 (3): 101–133.

Leerkes, Arjen, Monica Varsanyi, and Godfried Engbersen. 2012. “Local Limits to Migration
Control: Practices of Selective Migration Policing in a Restrictive National Policy Context.”
Police Quarterly 15 (4): 446–475.

Lutz, Helma, and Eva Palenga-Möllenbeck. 2010. “Care Work Migration in Germany: Semi-
Compliance and Complicity.” Social Policy and Society 9 (3): 419–430.

Mahler, Sarah J. 1995. American Dreaming: Immigrant Life on the Margins. Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press.

Marrow, Helen B. 2012. “The Power of Local Autonomy: Expanding Health Care to Unauthorized
Immigrants in San Francisco.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 35 (1): 72–87.

Massey, Douglas S., Joaquin Arango, Graeme Hugo, Ali Kouaouci, Adela Pellegrino, and J. Edward
Taylor. 1998. Worlds in Motion: Understanding International Migration at the End of the
Millennium. Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Massey, Douglas S., Jorge Durand, and Karen A. Pren. 2015. “Border Enforcement and Return
Migration by Documented and Undocumented Mexicans.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration
Studies 41 (7): 1015–1040.

McIlwaine, Cathy. 2015. “Legal Latins: Creating Webs and Practices of Immigration Status among
Latin American Migrants in London.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 41 (3): 493–511.

Menjívar, Cecilia. 2006. “Liminal Legality: Salvadoran and Guatemalan Immigrants’ Lives in the
United States.” American Journal of Sociology 111 (4): 999–1037.

Milkman, Ruth. 2006. L.A. Story: Immigrant Workers and the Future of the U.S. Labor Movement.
New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Morice, Alain, and Swanie Potot, eds. 2010. De l’ouvrier immigré au travailleur sans papiers. Les
étrangers dans la modernisation du salariat. Paris: Karthala.

Moya, Jose C. 2005. “Immigrants and Associations: A Global and Historical Perspective.” Journal of
Ethnic and Migration Studies 31 (5): 833–864.

Ness, Immanuel. 2005. Immigrants, Unions and the New U.S. Labor Market. Philadelphia, PA:
Temple University Press.

Nicholls, Walter J. 2013. “Fragmenting Citizenship: Dynamics of Cooperation and Conflict in
France’s Immigrant Rights Movement.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 36 (4): 611–631.

Papademetriou, D. G. 2005. The ‘Regularization’ Option in Managing Illegal Migration More
Effectively: A Comparative Perspective. MPI Policy Brief 5. www.migrationpolicy.org/pubs/
PolicyBrief_No4_Sept05.pdf.

Pasini, Nicola, ed. 2011. Confini irregolari. Cittadinanza sanitaria in prospettiva comparata e multi-
livello. Milano: FrancoAngeli-Fondazione Ismu.

JOURNAL OF ETHNIC AND MIGRATION STUDIES 17

http://www.migrationpolicy.org/pubs/PolicyBrief_No4_Sept05.pdf
http://www.migrationpolicy.org/pubs/PolicyBrief_No4_Sept05.pdf


PICUM (Platform for International Cooperation on Undocumented Migrants). 2009. Access to Health
Care for Undocumented Migrants in Europe. Bruxelles. Accessed November 6 2012, www.picum.org.

Pijpers, Roos, and Martin Van Der Velde. 2007. “Mobility Across Borders: Contextualizing Local
Strategies to Circumvent Visa and Work Permit Requirements.” International Journal of
Urban and Regional Research 31 (4): 819–835.

Piore, Michael. 1979. Birds of Passage: Migrant Labor and Industrial Societies. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Portes, Alejandro. 2010. Economic Sociology: A Systematic Inquiry. Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press.

Portes, Alejandro, and Julia Sensenbrenner. 1993. “Embeddedness and Immigration: Notes of the
Social Determinants of Economic Action.” American Journal of Sociology 98 (6): 1320–1350.

Prothero, R. Mansell. 1990. “Labor Recruiting Organizations in the Developing World:
Introduction.” International Migration Review 24 (2): 221–228.

Pugliese, Enrico. 2012. “Il lavoro agricolo immigrato nel Mezzogiorno e il caso di Rosarno.”Mondi
migranti 6 (3): 7–28.

Radcliffe, Sarah A. 1990. “Between Hearth and Labor Market: The Recruitment of Peasant Women
in the Andes.” International Migration Review 24 (2): 229–249.

Ruhs, Martin, and Bridget Anderson. 2010. “Semi-Compliance and Illegality in Migrant Labor
Markets: An Analysis of Migrants, Employers and the State in the UK.” Population Space and
Place 16 (3): 195–211.

Rumford, Chris. 2006. “Theorizing Borders.” European Journal of Social Theory 9 (2): 155–169.
Salt, John and Jeremy Stein. 1997. “Migration as a Business: The Case of Trafficking.” International

Migration 35 (4): 467–491.
Sanchez, Gabriella. 2014. Human Smuggling and Border Crossing. London: Routledge.
Sassen, Saskia. 2001. The Global City: New York, London, Tokyo. 2nd ed. Princeton, NJ: Princeton

University Press.
Schwenken, Helen. 2013. ““The EU Should Talk to Germany” Transnational Legal Consciousness as a

Rights Claiming Tool among Undocumented Migrants.” International Migration 51 (6): 132–145.
Squire, Vicki, ed. 2011. The Contested Politics of Mobility: Borderzones and Irregularity. Abingdon:

Routledge.
Triandafyllidou, Anna, ed. 2010. Irregular Migration in Europe: Myths and Realities. Farnham:

Ashgate.
Triandafyllidou, Anna, and Thanos Maroukis, eds. 2012. Migrant Smuggling: Irregular Migration

from Asia and Africa to Europe. Basingstoke: Palgrave-Macmillan.
Van der Leun, Joanne. 2006. “Excluding Illegal Migrants in The Netherlands: Between National

Policies and Local Implementation.” West European Politics 29 (2): 310–326.
Van der Leun, Joanne, and Harmen Bouter. 2015. “Gimme Shelter: Inclusion and Exclusion of Irregular

Immigrants in Dutch Civil Society.” Journal of Immigrant and Refugee Studies 13 (2): 135–155.
Van der Leun, Joanne, and Robert Kloosterman. 2006. “Going Underground: Immigration Policy

Changes and Shifts in Modes of Provision of Undocumented Immigrants in the Netherlands.”
Tijdschrift Voor Economische En Sociale Geografie 97 (1): 59–68.

Van Meeteren, Masja, Peter Mascini, and Devorah van der Berg. 2015. “Trajectories of Economic
Integration of Amnestied Immigrants in Rotterdam.” Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 41
(3): 448–469.

Van Meeteren, Masja, and Sonia Pereira. 2013. The Differential Role of Social Networks. Strategies
and Routes in Brazilian Migration to Portugal and the Netherlands. IMI Working Papers, No. 66.
Oxford: IMI.

Vasta, Ellie. 2008. The Paper Market: “Borrowing” and “Renting” of Identity Documents, COMPAS.
Working Paper, No. 61 (WP-08-61). Oxford: Compas.

Vogel, Dita. 2000. “Migration Control in Germany and the United States.” International Migration
Review 34 (2): 390–422.

Zincone, Giovanna. 1999. “Illegality, Enlightenment and Ambiguity: A Hot Italian Recipe.” In
Immigrants and the Informal Economy in Southern Europe, edited by Martin Baldwin-
Edwards, and Joaquìn Arango, 43–82. London: Frank Cass.

18 M. AMBROSINI

http://www.picum.org

	Abstract
	1. The governance of irregular migration and its actors
	2. What is intermediation? Five types of action
	3. Travel and border crossing: the role of smugglers
	4. Settlement: ethnic networks and brokers
	5. Insertion: employers and labour market demand
	6. Supporters and alternative providers: NGOs, civil societies, common citizens
	7. Discretional gate-keepers: street level bureaucracies and the enforcement of immigration controls
	8. Conclusion: a game between several actors
	Disclosure statement
	References

