
El Paso Texas, 2007

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Emerging from the pitch black of night in West Texas, I arrived in the El Paso area at around five in the morning after an all night bus ride on Interstate 10. To the north of the freeway everything was still pitch black, but to the south the landscape was lit up with yellow electric bulbs. The dawn revealed an oil refinery to the south, and the Rio Grande and Juarez, Mexico were just a few miles beyond it with the lights extending well into the distant mountains.I arrived at the bus station and my brother came to pick me up at about six in the morning. I was staying with his family that evening at the Fort Bliss Military Reservation for a visit before resuming my research. We meandered over to a Starbucks and sat outside watching the morning rush hour traffic on I-10 and its access road. Just after we sat down, a white bus with a green stripe and a US Customs and Border Protection insignia passed with several people in the back behind gated tinted windows. Several minutes later a white helicopter with a green stripe buzzed overhead low to the ground heading toward the border. “That’s a border patrol chopper, right?” I ask. “Yeah, they run those and some black ones out of Bliss all the time. There’s CIA and Army Rangers stationed here that are involved with it somehow,” he replied. The helicopter headed south toward the border. “It looks like its violating Mexican airspace,” I said. “I’ve wondered that too because it looks like they get awfully close… But even if they do, what the hell is Mexico gonna do about it?” he asked with a chuckle. 
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A Thesis Presentation 
by 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The two-thousand-mile-long Mexican-US border is perhaps the largest and best known structure exhibiting the economic inequities of global capitalism. Although other nation-state borders throughout the world echo the US-Mexican border’s militarization and economic inequities, including the Israeli-Palestinian border in the Middle East and the Spanish Moroccan border in North Africa, few if any borders exhibiting these qualities match the US-Mexican border in size and scope. The striking economic contrasts between Mexico and the United States have illustrated this border’s functions and benefits over the last several decades. Capital, goods and US citizens have flowed increasingly freely across this border, while militaristic and legal displays of power by the US and its agencies have attempted to discourage the less affluent in Mexico from crossing. Simultaneously, higher paying wage labor in industries on the US side has enticed many impoverished migrants to cross this border nonetheless. Undocumented migration has been lucrative for US industries, as these industries have often exploited undocumented labor at below market value. However, recent escalations of US policies and structures preventing this migration has created a situation in which the undocumented labor that US industries have come to rely on seems increasingly scarce and therefore more expensive than in the past. 



Introduction to Research
• Border has benefited US 

employers for decades

• Recent military and legal 
activities causing scarcity 
of migrant labor

• If the border no longer 
serves as a semi-
permeable barrier to 
Mexican labor for 
economic exploitation by 
US employers, what is its 
function and what entities 
are benefiting from this 
increase in militarization? 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Since September 11, 2001 under the guise of homeland security, the United States has engaged in an escalating buildup of physical structures, militaristic tactics and legal procedures that further prevent people from migrating across the border into the United States. Although undocumented migrants once served as an inexpensive, exploitable workforce for US employers, many US industries have suffered economically due to a recent scarcity of migrant labor. Concurrently, US agencies have begun to crack down on US employers who employ undocumented labor with penalties including fines and prison terms.My central research question became, if the border no longer serves as a semi-permeable barrier to Mexican labor for economic exploitation by US employers, what is its function and what entities are benefiting from this increase in militarization? In order to answer this question, I explored the military, legal and economic functions of the border utilizing ethnographic methods and incorporated anthropological theoretical perspectives including panoptic theater, structural violence, and political economic analysis on the ethnographic data.



Research Design & Methodology
• Designed a multi perspective 

study to assess the impact of 
post 9-11-01 federal changes. 

• I conducted ethnographic 
research on

– migrants
– US employers
– immigrant rights groups 
– border guards and military 

personnel 
– residents on the border 

• Research was conducted over a 
period of ten months in 2007 and 
2008 in six US states and two 
Mexican states. 

• To protect the identities of my 
subjects, I did not take notes 
during our conversations nor 
did I record their actual names.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
I began background research in Portland, Oregon in the early part of 2007 speaking with both migrants and employers about the situation at the border. I was introduced to several undocumented migrants by an informant who had immigrated legally. I was also introduced to the manager of a dairy farm in nearby Salem through a friend of a friend. Perplexing data in my preliminary research forced me to conclude that simplistic narratives of economic hardships and worker exploitation by employers often described in prior anthropological research might only be a part of the story of Mexican migrants in the United States, and that other actors in the overall border structure might play a larger role in its overall function than they had previously.Therefore, I designed a multi perspective study on the current border situation to assess the impact or lack thereof of the post 9-11-01 federal policy and bureaucracy changes.I set out to research bureaucratic structures, employers, immigrant rights groups, anti-immigrant groups, and the migrants themselves. This allowed me to gain a complete and well rounded understanding of the US-Mexican border.I further conducted ethnographic research on the changing function of the border by interviewing migrants, US employers, immigrant rights groups, border guards, military personnel and residents on both sides of the border In order to understand the functions of the border, I elected to conduct research at migrant destinations across the US, as well as investigate both sides of the border itself. My research took me from the farming communities in the Willamette Valley of Oregon, California’s Salinas Valley and Central Florida’s Citrus Groves, to the desert border towns of West Texas/Chihuahua and Arizona/Sonora. Much of the research was conducted for over a year from January 2007 to March of 2008. As much of my research was with sensitive populations and I wanted to protect their identities, I did not take notes during our conversations nor did I record the actual names of my subjects.



Border Militarization
&

Panoptic Spectacle

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Although the Mexican-US border has been highly militarized for at least a decade (Andreas 1998), news reports since the terrorists acts carried out against the United States on September 11, 2001 had shown an increasing use of surveillance technologies and fencing as well as more security patrols in the region (Arizona Star 2006, BBC News 2007, Christian Science Monitor 2006). To explore the functions and extent of this recent militarization, I researched towns and cities along the southwestern US border and analyzed my data using the blended anthropological theory of Panoptic Spectacle.



Nogales Arizona, 2007

Presenter
Presentation Notes
I rode a shuttle van from Tucson, Arizona to the border town of Nogales and hopped off in a parking lot a stone’s throw away from the border station. Barbed wire adorned the tops of fences everywhere – around the lot and along the tops of the walls that divided the valley and the nations. A sheet metal wall crawled up the hillsides from the valley border station to the east and the west. The valley acted as a natural funnel to the border patrol station. I walked around the town of Nogales a while and along the sheet metal border walls with the barbed wire on top. I noticed border patrol agents at about hundred yard intervals along the wall, hanging out in their white SUV’s with green stripes. As I walked back to the parking lot where I had arrived, border patrol agents cuffed a Hispanic man’s hands behind his back and loaded him into a white and green van. 



Panopticism
• The militarization of the border 

creates an atmosphere that 
mimics Foucault’s description of 
the Panopticon (1979).

• The US-Mexican border 
functions as a site of 
surveillance and disciplinary 
power. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The theatrical displays of the border patrol apprehending migrants took place on a regular basis and this scene in Nogales was not unusual. To understand the performances which take place at the border, I relied heavily on panoptic theory and military spectacle. The militarization of the border I witnessed creates an atmosphere that mimics a prison reminiscent of Foucault’s description of the Panopticon (1979). Foucault’s theoretical analysis of Bentham’s architectural Panopticon suggests that it represents a spectacular display of power and control. Similarly, the US-Mexican border functions as a site of surveillance and disciplinary power. The circular structure of the Panopticon with a ring of cells on the interior and a wall defining its external boundaries allows for constant surveillance of inmates within the walls from a central control tower that houses a guard or guards who peer down at the inmates. Although the US-Mexican border surveillance lacks the architectural compactness of Bentham’s Panopticon, the border is linear as opposed to a circular prison, the essential theoretical functions of the border mirror those of the prison analyzed by Foucault. The resident inmates look back up toward the shrouded tower unable to return the gaze, and so they must assume that the entity in the tower watches them at all times. I personally witnessed empty Border Patrol SUV’s sitting idly near holes in border fences to deter would-be smuggled migrants. This causes the inmates fear and anxieties that force them to behave deferentially to the regulations imposed by those who control the tower. Whether guards sit in the tower or not becomes increasingly immaterial with time; the deferential behavior of the inmates becomes institutionalized. A group of migrants I witnessed scaling fences along the border in El Paso saw the empty SUV and hid beneath a bridge, waiting for the guard to move elsewhere. Forced to assume the guard is watching, the inmates begin to police their own behavior, and thus they succumb increasingly to the authority of those who control the tower (Foucault 1979). Nevertheless, migrants frequently violate this panoptic authority. As one migrant I spoke with stated – “Let them build a bigger fence, Mexicans will climb it!” Thus, Foucault’s theories are only applicable to a degree, ignoring agency and resistance.



El Paso, Texas

Presenter
Presentation Notes
While doing research at the border in El Paso, I walked from the Chamizal National Monument to the International Bridge of the Americas. I looked at the US border checkpoint and observed numerous Mexican tractor trailer trucks waiting to cross the border. I decided to take a picture of them. Just after I took the picture, a white SUV with a green stripe pulled up behind me on the grass to my right so slowly and quietly I did not hear it. I looked over somewhat startled at a Hispanic border patrolman in dark sunglasses. “What are you doing?” he asked. I told him I was a researcher from Oregon studying the border. He looked at me through the sunglasses and said nothing. He did not even move. Finally after a rather long and what I deemed uncomfortable silence, I asked what he was doing. “Just watching the border,” he said matter-of-factly. I asked if he’d like to be interviewed and he smiled at me. He immediately proceeded to drive into the middle of the Border Highway, bringing oncoming traffic to a screeching halt, and parked his SUV on the sloped median.



Border Patrol

• This arrangement 
assures that “the 
surveillance is 
permanent in its effects” 
(Foucault 1979:201). 

• Encounters with Border Patrol demonstrate the Panoptic 
effect

• The primary effect of the Panopticon is “to induce in the 
inmate a sense of conscious and permanent visibility that 
assures the automatic functioning of power” (Foucault 
1979:201). 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Asserting my agency and resistance by utilizing surveillance technology of my own, I had turned the panoptic gaze of the camera back toward the CBP. Although I had not violated any law by taking a picture of the activities at the border, I violated the rules of the border theater. I had shown a lack of deference to the CBP and their functional monopoly on surveillance by taking a picture of their panoptic border, which they created by fear and intimidation. The CBP found this appropriation of their methodical surveillance techniques to be untenable. Therefore an agent proceeded in an attempt to harass and intimidate me by sneaking up from behind with covered eyes, a few brief words, and a gruff demeanor, thus reasserting the power and dominance of the CBP’s panoptic gaze. Moreover, by asking the CBP agent if he would like to be interviewed, I had refocused my academic gaze back upon the CBP a second time through the patrolman. The patrolman finds the mirror of surveillance I held up to him uncomfortable because he prefers his more traditional role as the faceless entity watching from the tower. In suggesting that I put him under surveillance, I reversed the roles. He found this unsettling so he left, reasserting his dominance in an intimidating and dangerous display of power through highway traffic.Still, my encounter with the border patrolman illustrated that the primary effect of the Panopticon is “to induce in the inmate a sense of conscious and permanent visibility that assures the automatic functioning of power” (Foucault 1979:201). In the above case, I was the inmate and I had violated established deferential behavioral norms by taking pictures of the border checkpoint. As Foucault describes the Panopticon, “One is totally seen, without ever seeing; in the central tower, one sees everything without ever being seen. It is an important mechanism, for it automatizes and disindividualizes power” (1979: 202). I was stealthily caught in the act of this behavioral violation and subsequently intimidated by an agent of the panoptic entity whose eyes were not visible to me. This arrangement assures that “the surveillance is permanent in its effects, even if it is discontinuous in its action; that the perfection of power should tend to render its actual exercise unnecessary” (Foucault 1979:201). The agent had ensured that I would be self-conscious that my actions in the future would be visible and observed by an ever-watchful and faceless entity; even if no one was in fact watching me. 



Military Spectacle
• Military displays of spectacle to 

intimidate the inmates on 
whom the panoptic gaze is 
focused. 

• Spectacles consist of border 
checkpoints and surveillance 
activities carried out by the US 
Military, US Border Patrol and 
local Police Departments

• “spectacle…and panopticon, 
coexist as technologies of 
power” (Kaplan 1995:93). 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
To supplement the panoptic structures at the border, the US has further engaged in a traditional military display of spectacle to intimidate the inmates on whom the panoptic gaze is focused. The phenomenon of ‘shock and awe’ as spectacle described by Dan Rather in reference to the second Iraq War “focuses on the psychological destruction of the enemy's will to fight” (Rather 2003). The spectacle of shock and awe is also a policy employed by the US as a psychological tactic to destroy the will of the migrants as well as US citizens to resist or even question US border policies.The spectacles of fencing and border checkpoints as well as the surveillance activities carried out by the US Military, US Border Patrol and local police are intended to discourage migrants, would be migrants, the Mexican state and US residents from violating established behavioral norms and to discipline them to defer to US hegemonic authority. The detentions and surveillance activities at the border create what Foucault described as a “segmented space, observed at every point” thus creating a “model of the disciplinary mechanism” (Foucault 1979: 197). Accordingly, as Kaplan notes, “spectacle…and panopticon, coexist as technologies of power” (1995:93). Nowhere is this more evident than at the US Army’s Fort Bliss.



El Paso, Texas

Presenter
Presentation Notes
My brother and I left the Starbuck’s and headed toward his house on Fort Bliss. The US Army base is a huge sprawling military complex that divides the city of El Paso in two. The base contains US Army and Air Force personnel and equipment, in addition to the forces of several US friendly countries including Germany and Japan.  And it just happens to be situated on a ridge overlooking downtown El Paso and the Rio Grande – the US-Mexican border.We approached a fence with barbed wire at the top and a gated entry with several uniformed guards stationed in between the traffic lanes. After proceeding through the checkpoint, we drove onto the base, which seemed somewhat deserted, and arrived at his house. From this ridge-top fort, we could see the entire Rio Grande valley, including downtown El Paso and its sprawling sister city in Mexico once known as El Paso Del Norte.



The US Military
• Fort Bliss is a spatial and 

economic representation of 
US control of the El Paso 
region. 

• The base accounts for a large 
amount of local economic 
activity

• The base and its munitions 
testing range sit on a ridge 
that splits El Paso between 
East and West

• Fort Bliss also serves as a 
primary training ground for air 
defense. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The location and size of the US Army’s Fort Bliss is a spatial and economic representation of US control of the El Paso region.The base accounts for a large amount of local economic activity and is the region’s number one employer (Soden, Schauer, McCune, Coronado and Conary 2004). The base and its munitions testing range sit on a ridge that splits El Paso between East and West and as you can see on the map here, the base dwarfs the territory the city of El Paso occupies (Global Security.org 2008, City-Data.com 2008a). Fort Bliss also serves as a primary training ground for air defense. Occupying the high ground, the fort’s tactical location on the ridge overlooks the valley and into Mexico. This tactical location is akin to the central tower of the Panopticon looking down into the valley prison below. 



Border Patrol Checkpoint
Agua Linda Road
On I-19 between 

Nogales & Tucson
Tubac, Arizona

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The panoptic gaze has also been extended onto the US side of the border.The shuttle van I took back to Tucson left Nogales with a full load of ten to twelve passengers and went back up Interstate 19 as the pale glow of day in the desert deserted us. When nightfall descended on the desert, I noticed some flashing orange caution signs ahead on the side of the road. We had reached the ‘temporary’ border checkpoint and there was a long line of vehicles in front of us with several sets of floodlights below the bridge at Agua Linda Road. As we crept closer, I noticed several white vehicles with the green stripes and CBP logos parked up on the bridge. Below the bridge there were several border patrol agents with German Shepards on leashes. A uniformed border patrolman pulled our shuttle van aside, though he waved most passenger vehicles through. As we pulled off to the side, I observed several agents thoroughly searching a Dodge convertible. One Anglo patrol agent with a shaved head questioned three Hispanic men next to the vehicle. I could not see the vehicle’s license plates to know its origin. All the passengers in shuttle dug out their ID’s suggesting they had been through this before. I got mine out as well. A young Anglo agent approached us and asked our nation of citizenship verbally. Everyone answered “U.S.” Without showing our ID’s, the patrolman waved us through and the van headed back to the Interstate. I looked at my shuttle ticket stub and noticed it said that “your immigration status is your responsibility” in both English and Spanish, despite the fact that the shuttle never crossed an international boundary. 



Borders Within Borders 
• Border checkpoints inside the 

territorial US

• Checkpoints on I-19 and 
elsewhere serve as a ‘third 
layer’ of enforcement (GAO 
2007)

• This “third layer” of enforcement, extends the atmosphere of 
the border inside US territory. 

• The borders within borders, along with stringent 
requirements for identification documents extend the 
panoptic gaze to encompass those on the US side of the 
border as well.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
I encountered several border checkpoints inside the territorial US during the course of my research – two permanent checkpoints on either side of El Paso on Interstate 10, and a ‘temporary’ checkpoint on Interstate 19 at Agua Linda Road between Nogales and Tucson. Several people on the I-10 Greyhound complained about the checkpoints near El Paso wondering why they needed to declare their citizenship when they never left the US. Equally curious, I decided to research the borders within border phenomenon.With increasing globalization, borders are no longer situated only at international boundaries. Balibar & Williams state that “borders…are no longer at all situated at the outer limit of territories: they are dispersed a little everywhere, wherever the movement of information, people, and things is happening and is controlled” (2002:71). These borders within the border extend the auspices of US power and control beyond the international boundary to encompass strategic locations within the US nation itself. According to a 2005 report by the Government Accountability Office: Permanent checkpoints on I-19 and elsewhere serve as a ‘third layer’ of enforcement after the border itself  (Morlock 2007).  This “third layer” of enforcement, extends the atmosphere of the border inside US territory.  According to the GAO, “The checkpoints are designed to get illegal immigrants …off the interstate and make them easier to identify and catch” (Morlock 2007). This is significant because the residents on the US side of the border are predominantly Hispanic. As the appearances of US Hispanic and Mexican Hispanic people are generally indistinguishable, the effort by the US bureaucracy to make the installation permanent despite the protests of local residents rather seems designed to extend their surveillance activities to encompass territory beyond the international border. These borders within borders, along with stringent requirements for identification documents to attend schools, get health care, drive cars, or even travel in a shuttle van to visit relatives in a neighboring town, extend the panoptic gaze to encompass Hispanics on the US side of the border as well. Such activities inevitably escalate the divisions inherent in identity politics.



Legal Functions &
Structural Violence

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Cesar came to the US when he was two years old and his mother promptly renamed him George, although no legal evidence of this name exists. George grew up in San Diego, California. He later enrolled at a state university in the San Diego area. He needed a little extra money to cover his living expenses and applied for a federal student loan. The counselor called him and informed him that he had been denied the loan. He went into the office and she showed him that his named had been marked with “X’s” through it. He asked why that would happen and she asked if he had been convicted of any drug offenses. He told her no and she said the only other reason would be if he wasn’t a US citizen. Shortly thereafter, US immigration officials began contacting George’s mother at her residence, searching for him. His mother, who had become a citizen by marriage, convinced him that he should turn himself in to immigration officials. US Immigration and Customs Enforcement detained him for a few months in California while awaiting his deportation hearing. After the hearing, they walked him from the detention center across the border with no money or possessions, just the clothes on his back. As he walked into Mexico, they called to him, “Hey Cesar” and he turned around. “I knew that was your name,” one officer said. “Don’t ever come back,” said the other.After interviewing George and others who had been deported, the role of US immigration law and the structural violence it committed against migrants and their families became increasingly apparent. To discover the function that US law plays at the border, and how it works in conjunction with militarization, I researched US immigration law and explored how it had affected those I interviewed. 



Structural Violence

• Caused by large scale 
economic, political and 
social conditions

• Focus on US legal 
system’s production of 
structural violence 
against migrants

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Structural violence is caused by large scale economic, political and social conditions. It is a face-to-faceless violence, often so large and pervasive that people don’t see it despite being caught in the middle of it. These violent structures and processes include, but are not limited to – the formation of nation-states and militarization of borders, colonialism, national debt and free-trade agreements. I will argue that many of the legal structures the US has in place also have the effect of inflicting structural violence against migrants from south of the border. Although the economic disparities between the US and Mexico often caused by colonialism, national debt and free trade agreements are equally important when discussing border structures, I will focus on the ways in which the US legal system produces structural violence against migrants. These legal structures and processes include exorbitant legal fees and legal complexities which discourage legal migration.



Legal Fees
• Fees to immigrate legally 

much higher than 
smuggling fees

• Fees discouraged 
several migrants I spoke 
with from obtaining legal 
documents because they 
could not afford them

• Discourse advocates for 
legal immigration

• Legal fees have recently 
risen dramatically

Presenter
Presentation Notes
To immigrate legally, one migrant I spoke with had paid over three thousand dollars in fees to the US government, and much more to an immigration lawyer. The process to become a US citizen took him well over six years, and that was with a US citizen relative. He was told the process would have been more expensive and taken over 15 years without his relative.Three thousand dollars constitutes a considerable sum merely to obtain the right to legal employment, even for the majority of US citizens. Although smuggling fees are quite expensive, even by US standards, two other migrants I interviewed who got smuggled in to the US paid $1500 less than what Miguel paid to enter legally. This did not even include Miguel’s fees to his lawyers, and the undocumented migrants arrived in matter of weeks instead of years. While public and US government discourse has advocated legal immigration, legal fees have conversely risen dramatically in recent years (US Citizenship and Immigration Services 2008a, 2008b). A number of migrants I spoke with cited high fees and long waiting times as the primary reason they chose to migrate without documentation.One deported migrant I interviewed had married a US citizen and could have applied for citizenship but had not done so. I asked him why he didn’t apply for citizenship before they deported him and asked if he thought he wouldn’t get caught. He said that he always worried about getting caught but that the process seemed very difficult and expensive and that everyone needed to hire a lawyer to help. With a new child he could not afford one. These high legal fees worked to encourage this migrant remain undocumented and eventually got him deported, while his US citizen wife and child were forced to move to Mexico to keep the family together. 



Legal Complexity
• 100’s of immigration 

documents at the USCIS 
web site. 

• Forms filled with legal 
jargon. 

• Calling for clarification 
requires navigating a 
complex phone menu 
system

• Migrants therefore need to 
hire an expensive lawyer.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Working in conjunction with these legal fees are highly complex legal procedures. Deciphering US immigration law is a daunting task, even for a native English speaker. As part of my research, I combed over hundreds of forms, documents and regulations at the US Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) web site. In addition to the exorbitant fees, I found it unclear which forms applied to whom and how to fill them out. I spent hours scouring over various legal documents at the USCIS website and had trouble deciphering the legal jargon. When I called for clarification, I navigated a complex phone menu system to try and discover what one might need to do to immigrate legally. Speaking with an actual person on the phone required heavy maneuvering through the phone menu systems and a considerable hold time. I spent 30 minutes on hold twice before abandoning the quest. This participant observation suggests there is no easy way to contact an individual without spending a day at an immigration office waiting in line, assuming there is an office near where you happen to be residing. US Citizenship and Immigrations Services phone hotline provides assistance in Spanish, complete with an equally lengthy hold time, and the USCIS website offers some documents translated into Spanish, but the majority of the legal documents necessary for immigration exist solely in English based legalese. Accordingly, most migrants need the help of an expensive lawyer to assist them. US born Jose and his Mexican fiancée were living in El Paso when US Immigration and Customs Enforcement raided the restaurant his fiancée worked. He got a call that his she was being deported. Jose left El Paso and moved to Juarez with her. They retained the services of a lawyer to assist them with some leftover wedding money but to no avail. Although the couple wanted to go back to El Paso to raise their child, they were told by the lawyer that Jose’s now wife must wait 3 years and apologize to the US government for staying in the US illegally before she could go back. Jose’s situation demonstrates not only the necessity of a lawyer to navigate complex law, but also how US law inflicts structural violence against its own citizens. Jose’s family will need to hire a lawyer in order to be sure to follow the proper procedures to have their life in the US restored, despite the fact that two of the three family members are legally US citizens living abroad. 



Legal Production of Militarism
• The law and 

militarization work in 
conjunction. 

• Process inflicts 
structural violence 
against migrants

• US law functions as 
another border to legal 
migration

• Law encourages illegal 
migration

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Thus the law and militarization work in conjunction to generate a self reinforcing feedback loop. The law expedites and intensifies militarization, and this militarization creates a panoptic spectacle which renders undocumented migrants visible, which furthers the discourse against undocumented migration and provides a pretext for further militarization. This process works to inflict structural violence against migrants and their families.In institutionalizing structures which make legal immigration nearly impossible for the majority of poor and unskilled laborers, as well as many other laborers, US law functions as a barricade, another border, to legal migration. With extraordinarily high fees for poor individuals, complicated procedures and legal jargon for non-native English speakers necessitating the procurement of expensive legal services, and excessive waiting times for assistance for both undocumented migrants in the US and would be legal migrants outside the US, the effect of US law functions to discourage legal migration and encourage ‘illegal’ migration. This situation has benefited US employers for many years, however the beneficiaries have recently shifted.



Shifting Economic Benefits

Presenter
Presentation Notes
For many years, a less militarized border allowed Mexican workers to obtain employment opportunities in the US. Simultaneously, the structures of the global capitalist system allowed US businesses to benefit from the economic exploitation of these marginalized populations in the peripheral South. My research has shown however, that this has changed since the events of 9-11 with the increase in militarization and the accompanying legal and policy changes. The creation of the Department of Homeland Security, and the restructuring of the border bureaucracies have coincided with these changes. Recent crackdowns on employers who hire undocumented workers, which were once unheard of, have become increasingly commonplace. This suggests that US employers are no longer the main beneficiaries of US border policy, which represents a functional change in the overall economic benefits of the border. 



Prior Benefits to US Employers

• Migrants who lack documentation within the US legal 
framework have little recourse but to accept employment 
at below market cost. 

• Because many migrants lack “valuable” skills, many US 
employers have exploited them to a greater degree. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
For many years, US employers have enjoyed economic benefits from undocumented migration. An informant in Oregon told me Juan’s story. After a difficult journey, Juan arrived in Salem, Oregon via a smuggling ring. Juan quickly found a job as a forklift operator on a farm near Salem. Juan was a licensed forklift operator in Mexico but made only several dollars a day. Despite the lack of a US forklift operators license, he was able to show that he could do that job at this farm and now makes $12 an hour. As licensed US trained forklift operators usually make twice that much, the arrangement benefited both parties.Migrants who lack documentation within the US legal framework have little recourse but to accept employment at below market cost. Juan was not paid the US market rate for his labor and was unable or unwilling to bargain for more money given his precarious legal status, even though he had a valuable skill which was in high demand. Still, Juan made twice as much in an hour at below market cost in Oregon as he did in a day at the going market rate in Mexico. Because many migrants lack valuable skills such as operating a forklift, making them less valuable to the US labor force, many US employers exploit them to a greater degree. Several migrants in the Portland area whose plights I encountered worked as servers at restaurants for less than minimum wage. They stayed at boarding houses on the premises and their tips were withheld. Migrants who lack documentation within the US legal framework have little recourse but to accept employment at below market cost. Because many migrants lack “valuable” skills, making them less valuable to the US labor force, many US employers exploit them to a greater degree. Thus it becomes apparent that this system of undocumented labor created considerable advantages for employers and could lead to worker exploitation, and this illustrates again how the US perpetrates structural violence against these workers, particularly those with fewer marketable skills. 



Changes in Policy to Employers
• US Immigration and Customs Enforcement increased its 

investigations including raids on Wal-Mart, Del Monte and 
Tyson foods in 2007 and 2008. 

• Charges can carry a potential 10-20 year prison sentence, 
plus forfeiture of all company assets

• Employer contended that 
US policies on migration 
“hurt farmers and farm 
workers alike. Only the 
federal government can fix 
this problem, but they 
refuse to do so.”

Presenter
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The access to undocumented labor US employers have enjoyed for many years has changed with the increase in border militarization since the September 11, 2001 attacks on the Unites States. An employer in the Houston area construction industry stated that he recently joked with some co-workers that some of their lower bid sub-contractors were probably hiring ‘illegal’ immigrants. His supervisor informed him that it was not acceptable even to joke about it because if ICE investigators deem that the company has any knowledge that their sub-contractors engage in illegal hiring practices, the company’s officers can face heavy fines or even prison time. An employer in Oregon said that some dairies in the Willamette Valley had raids by US Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and that ICE investigators led several employees away in handcuffs. The Salinas Californian newspaper reported in 2007 that the US Department of Homeland Security would begin fining employers $10,000 when workers’ Social Security numbers did not match their names.By 2008, a federal law was implemented that increased the maximum fines on employers to $16,000 for hiring undocumented immigrants (Michaels 2008). US Immigration and Customs Enforcement also increased its investigations of US companies possibly hiring undocumented workers including raids on Wal-Mart, Del Monte and Tyson foods in 2007 and 2008 (Groban 2008, ElAmin 2007). ICE no longer engages in merely fining the employers and is instead “conducting lengthy criminal investigations that result in indictments of company owners, executives, managers and other company personnel involved in these illegal activities. Criminal charges include harboring illegal aliens, money laundering and/or knowingly hiring illegal aliens. These offenses can carry a potential 10-20 year prison sentence, plus forfeiture of all company assets and revenues utilized in this illegal activity.” [Groban 2008] Thus the US Immigration and Customs Enforcement is truly far more enforcement oriented than its predecessors, and US employers have therefore become much more reticent in their hiring practices increasing their overall costs and reducing the benefits they have enjoyed with undocumented migration. An employer in Oregon argued in favor of changing the politics of the border in order to facilitate the contracts he engaged in with qualified workers. He felt he needed qualified agricultural workers, and thought most Mexicans had more agricultural expertise than Anglos. The employer contended that current US policies on migration “hurt farmers and farm workers alike.” And he blamed the government for the problems, stating “Only the federal government can fix this problem, but they refuse to do so.” Despite this change in border policy, other US entities are benefiting from the policy changes and increasing militarization at the border. Although US employers are having a more difficult time utilizing undocumented labor, the US government and its corporate contractors have begun using it for their own purposes. 



Corporate Contractors
• US Customs and Border Protection 

utilizes Wackenhut’s Transportation 
Services to transport detainees.

• In March 2002, The Wackenhut 
Corporation merged with a Danish 
owned security conglomerate

• Boeing acquired a huge government contract to create a 
“virtual fence” of surveillance cameras at the Arizona border. 

• ICE awarded a contingency contract to former Halliburton 
subsidiary Kellogg, Brown and Root. 

• Border Patrol Utilizing UNICOR – Federal Prison Industries
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One government contractor benefiting from this new legal landscape is the Wackenhut Corporation.I first encountered Wackenhut on a cool autumn morning in downtown El Paso. As I sat outside on the bench drinking coffee and having a smoke, a bus pulled up to the building next door at about 5:30 am. The side of the bus read “Wackenhut Transportation Division.” It appeared to be a prison bus with gates on the windows. The driver got out and someone buzzed him into the building. The building appeared nondescript containing only numbers on the front. I got up and walked around the building to see what I could find but saw no sign of its purpose. When I peered into the bus it looked empty. After about 20 minutes the driver in uniform led a young Hispanic boy out of the building and onto the bus. The boy wore a paper hospital mask around his nose and mouth. The boy had no handcuffs but the driver held his arm and led him onto the bus. The bus then pulled away and headed toward the freeway. Shortly thereafter, the morning hotel clerk showed up and sat outside with me to smoke. I asked him about the building next door. He told me that the building housed kids from Central and South America who got caught crossing the border and were scheduled for deportation.According to its website, the “Wackenhut Corporation is the leading provider of quality, customer focused security solutions in the United States. The company provides its industry-leading integrated security and related services to local, regional and national customers” (G4S Wackenhut 2008a). Wackenhut has divisions in several government related industries including “Security Services, Nuclear Security and Energy Consulting Services, Government Services, and Consulting and Investigations” (G4S Wackenhut Website 2008a). US Customs and Border Protection utilizes Wackenhut’s Transportation Services to transport detainees. Since October 2006, Wackenhut has been providing transportation services to CBP along the Southwest Border, including San Diego, El Centro, El Paso, Yuma, Tucson, Marfa, Del Rio, Laredo and Rio Grande Valley Border Patrol Sectors. Services provided by Wackenhut include ground transportation services, courtroom transportation, security services and other related transportation and guard services. [US Customs and Border Protection 2007b]CBP renewed their contract with Wackenhut in 2007 with a CBP representative stating “Detainee transportation is a critical component of the Secure Border Initiative. The transportation contract with Wackenhut will continue to be a force multiplier on the Southwest Border, enabling officers and agents to perform their priority law enforcement activities” (US Customs and Border Protection 2007b). Thus the Wackenhut Corporation has become the primary institution that US Customs and Border Protection uses to transport migrants, which frees CBP to enforce the laws of the border, which in turn generates more business for Wackenhut. in “March 2002, The Wackenhut Corporation (TWC) merged with Group 4 Falck, a Danish owned security conglomerate” (Wackenhut Services, Inc. 2008:2). This means that US tax dollars paid for border enforcement to a foreign owned corporation. Several other corporations in the military and defense industries have benefited from this shift. Boeing acquired a huge government contract to create a “virtual fence” of surveillance cameras at the Arizona border. The Washington Post reported in 2008 that “technical problems discovered” in the project delayed its scheduled completion by at least three years (Hsu 2008). According to the Post, the project also had new problems that included “Boeing's use of inappropriate commercial software, designed for use by police dispatchers, to integrate data related to illicit border-crossings” (Hsu 2008). Boeing’s fee to the US government actually increased with the delay.US Immigration and Customs Enforcement likewise awarded a contingency contract worth up to $385 million dollars in 2006 to former Halliburton subsidiary Kellogg, Brown and Root. One informant I encountered who was recently released from federal prison even claimed that imprisoned Mexicans were being used as labor to outfit border patrol vehicles through UNICOR, also known as Federal Prison Industries, a claim I was able to partially verify.



Conclusion

• This thesis has described the increased militarization of the border 
since the attacks on the US on September 11, 2001. It has further 
demonstrated some of the negative effects this increased militarization 
has had on a variety of populations. 

• This discussion contributes to the ongoing debates regarding 
globalization and transnationalism in modern neoliberal states, 
especially in a socio-political and economic anthropological context.

• The border has become 
increasingly militarized in the 
years following 9-11-01. 

• US interests that benefit from 
this militarized border have 
shifted with changes in policies.

• The patrols and surveillance 
activities at the border work to 
create a panoptic gaze. 
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My research confirms that the border has become increasingly militarized in the years following 9-11-01. My interviews suggest that US interests that benefit from this increasingly militarized border have shifted with changes in policies and procedures related to the functioning of the border structure. While investigating the patrols and surveillance activities at the border I conclude that Foucauldian technologies of power work to create an authoritarian panoptic gaze. My own experience and interviews with migrants suggests that these techniques force migrants and US citizens alike to discipline themselves, at least to degree, toward the power of the US hegemonic enforcement apparatus. The spectacle produced during the implementation of the panoptic border structure works in conjunction with it to generate an overwhelming theatrical display of control over the border region and its people. Nevertheless, migrants continue to resist, coming north for work in US industries, which simultaneously supports the militarized border economy.In the old economy of the border many US employers utilized Mexicans to work for them, and many Mexicans wanted work in the US. Recent US border policies have not however worked in favor of migrants, US employers or the US taxpaying public. In the new border economy, questionable US government contracts and practices have been implemented to benefit a few select entities within the government, military and corporate apparatuses. Many of the militaristic and legal functions related to these contracts and practices function as structures of violence against undocumented migrants, and serve also to generate corporate profits for the military and defense contracting industries at the expense of US taxpayers and businesses. .I hope my work constitutes an historical contribution to the ongoing debates of border studies and to the broader fields of economic and political anthropology, as well as the anthropology of violence associated with social and institutionalized inequity, particularly within the study of the international division of labor.I have described the increased fencing, electronic surveillance, patrols and arrests at the US-Mexican border that represent an increasing militarization of the border since the attacks on the US on September 11, 2001. I have further demonstrated some of the negative effects this increased militarization has had on a variety of populations, most notably on the migrants themselves, but also on many US citizens, businesses and taxpayers. I hope that discussion contributes to the ongoing debates regarding globalization, transnationalism and states of exception in modern neoliberal states, especially in a socio-political and economic anthropological context. Thank you.
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