
The  migrants,  during  their  journey  from  country  to  country  towards  Europe,  developed
networks of  mutual  aid in order to continue their collective movement and their everyday
survival. Furthermore, while staying at Idomeni, they organized and demanded collectively the
opening of the border and better living conditions through various protests, which included the
blockade of the railway, blockades at central roads and even collective hunger strikes. Despite
the presence and domination of the army, the NGOs, the everyday hope that they will be one of
the few migrants, who would cross the border and the harsh weather conditions, the migrants
proved daily that they were not victims. The militarized eviction of  Idomeni camp last May
showed that the relations,  which had been built  between the people in solidarity and the
migrants,  as  well  as the relations within the migrants  themselves,  should  not be localized
anymore  in  order  for  the  possibility  of  producing  collective  resistance  to  be  prevented.
Moreover,  the evacuation of  Idomeni  signaled the official  shift of  the governmental  policy
regarding the humanitarian face of migration management, since the camps were constructed
for the refugees.

For many months, the rhetoric which blames the smugglers as the only cause of the difficulties
that migrants faced during their journey, was being reproduced in public discourse level. Truly,
smuggling  is  a  fully  profitable  game,  which  operates  either in  cooperation  with  the State
mechanisms or under their tolerance and exploits the need of people to move to other places
charging  huge amounts  of  money and exposing  them to various risks.  On the other side,
blaming only the smugglers for all the hurdles which migrants have to come over, obscures the
role of the State in the management and delimitation of their movement and further victimizes
migrants, by perceiving them as passive beings, who are being exploited by the “modern slave
traders”. In reality though, the migrants chose to move and met various barriers like fences,
closed borders and hundreds of sea miles and they had no other choice but to seek every way to
cross them, so they could try to live in better conditions than those they faced ( war, poverty,
gender discrimination, political prosecutions). The discourse which focuses on smuggling tends
to forget the repetitive attempts of  criminalization of  the mutual aid and struggle relations,
which have been developed with the migrants. Thus, every help towards the migrants which
forwards or facilitates their movement can be baptized illegal  smuggling,  and consists of  a
felony.

In this way, an attempt is being made to reduce the contact of us the “locals” with the migrants
to a piece of  bread or a blanket which we will  give and to make it managed by the State
mechanisms (army,  police,  coastguard)  and to present the labor in  the NGOs as  the only
essential help which can be given to the migrants. Additionally, every possible self-organization
of the migrants, which aims to cross the borders, can be baptized a “part of the organized crime
which economically exploits the refugees”. Lastly, the accusations about “modern slave trading”
and about chaotic and dangerous migration flows prepared the ground for the intensification
of the border control1. This border control intensification affected more all of those, who tried
to cross the sea borders  much more than the international  smuggling  networks which,  in
cooperation with the State mechanisms, created  new smuggling routes and further increased
their profits against the migrants.                                                                                                

In addition, the construction of  the identity of  the refugee2 (contrary to the identity of  the
“illegal” migrant), the identification of  the migrants as  jihadists, by the Minister of  Foreign

1 Increase of Frontex forces in land and sea borders and common patrols with members of NATO in 
the Aegean since February 2016 on the pretext of chasing smugglers and illegal migrants.



Affairs, as well as the constant designation of them as sexual criminals, because of their country
of  origin  and  their  religion,  act  as  essential  technics  in  order  to  succeed   (1)  the
institutionalization of the separation between immigrants, as well as (2) the social legalization
of  politics that would change the managment of  migrants from humanitarian to a military
approach  (hot  spot,  closure  of  borders,  evacuation  of  Eidomeni,  repression  of  solidarity
projects and migrants squats).

The displacement and the isolation of the migrants far away from the center of the cities was a
first and essential action in order for the decrease of the migrants movement to get assured, but
also for the possibilities  of  common struggles  between locals  and  migrants,  get  vanished.
Furthermore, the division of the migrants to categories based on the fact that some of them are
more undervalued, than the others,  and they deserve a special treatment, socially legalize the
undervaluation of  the others  and minimize their ability to organize common struggles for
better life conditions. The deportations, that keep going daily, for the people that do not have
the identity of  the refugee3 and the continuation of  the existance of  the detention camps,
confirm the success of the “divide and conquer” concept.

The refugee camps have isolated the migrants from the locals, restricted their social mobility4

and “provided” them with austere life conditions. Despite the fact that in these camps the life of
migrants was worsen, there was “born” the first collective resistance of the migrants against the

2 An interesting point is the fact that based on the new circumstances, the identity of the refugee  has
been fully revised as the person that comes from Syria, instead of the definition of the asylum service:
“the  person  that  is  away from their  country  and  is  vulnerable  to  danger because  of  race,  religion,
nationality, involvement in special social groups or political beliefs, and due to this danger they can’t
return to their country”. We observe that prosecutions and military conflicts carry on in countries like
Afghanistan,  Pakistan  or Morocco,  however  the  people  that  come from there  get  named  as  illegal
migrants. Moreover, we have to realize that the construction of the refugee identity by the greek state, is a
part of  the greek identity,  constructed by the history of  the economical  immigrants in ’50  and the
refugees of  Asia Minor in ’22.  So,  this construction tried  to couch every solidarity action in  “greek
hospitality”,  declared  that  during  “crisis”  period,  national  unity  is  obliged  and  finally  extended  the
“invisibility” of the illegal immigrants.

3 ”From the beginning of 2017 160 people from Pakistan, 150 from Iraq, 70 from Algeria, 30 from 
Afghanistan, 25 from Morocco and 20 from Bangladesh have been 
departed”.http  ://  www  .  ekathimerini  .  com  /216314/  article  /  ekathimerini  /  news  /  pre  -  departure  -
migrant  -  camps  -  planned  -  for  -  greek  -  islands

4 Beside the evacuation of Eidomeni that built the first “mound” (after borders), in regard to
the movement of the immigrants to Europe, the asylum service forced many of them to stay
permanently in the refugee camps, in order not to lose any possibility to appoint the day for
their interview for the asylum (or their transfer to Europe), and also not to lose a coupon of 90
euros, that is given from Red Cross, only to the migrants that live in refugee camps. In addition,
we have to highlight that the places of  the asylum interviews are hundreds kilometers away
from the camps, where “candidate migrants” live. This condition makes the obtainment of the
asylum papers very difficult and also ramps up the disappointment of the migrants. 

http://www.ekathimerini.com/216314/article/ekathimerini/news/pre-departure-migrant-camps-planned-for-greek-islands
http://www.ekathimerini.com/216314/article/ekathimerini/news/pre-departure-migrant-camps-planned-for-greek-islands


forced conditions. The fact that,  many migrants, with plenty of time and common day life, get
together in a specific place,  helped them claim for better life conditions,  riot against their
oppressors  and  also  create  permanent  struggle  relationships,  something  that  provided
themselves an “escape” (even though temporary) from the circumstances of camps. Although,
we cannot ignore the phenomenon of  cannibalism that emerged at refugee camps,  due to
isolation, marginalization and fulfillment of basic needs incapability for a long time.

In the end, the transfer of some of the migrants to hotels and houses cannot be assessed only as
a victory.  Despite the fact that this was possible for a small  amount of  the migrants,  this
situation  split  the  struggle  relationships  that  were  created,  provoked  insecurity  about  the
duration of  the new benefits5, forced them to stay in specified places and in dependence on
every kind of NGO or “sensitive” volunteers. 

We should also examine the "economic" aspect of the management of migrants on the part of
the state. The NGOs as international and national organizations, are a highly profitable sector,
belonging to the charity. Charity should not only be treated as a simple need of offering  from
one human to another,  but as a key economic sector,  which bases its reproduction on the
human suffering (war, poverty, migration),  faced as simple problems that occur randomly. This
logic seams  as dealing with the current problems (individually and temporarily), however, it
does not in any way broach their root causes.  On the one hand, the “humanitarian” problems
have been adopted in the agenda of any non-governmental organization, on the other hand the
problems arising from  their function and  activity, have been concealed,  for the sake of a so
called social-humanitarian good. The NGOs therefore, act as an agent of the State, who wish for
the continuous production and reproduction of  the capital (particularly in crisis situations).
Placing a piece of  undervalued labour force to manage the survival  of  surplus population,
achieves to divide further the already fragmented interests of modern and separated proletariat.
Characteristically, we can see the  "beneficiaries"6 forced to work in relation to migrants and
remain poorly paid, in bad working conditions and further forced to work many more hours
than they are paid, because they perform charity work. In a similar position are some of  the
employees in NGOs, who work  with flexible employment relationships, in very bad conditions
and without rights, because there is the notion that working in a humanitarian organization is

5 The allowance is given from mid-September through the Red Cross ( 250 euro for families and
90 euro for individuals), available only to those who are registered as staying in camps.

6 Forcing to work for the beneficiaries, is not only used to show the daily imposition of capital
to us, so as to be able to continue to live, we must sell (free of course) our workforce, but is
something more than that. They are forced to go to any job defined by OAED, so that they could
continue   taking  part  in  the   unemployment  programs.  The  unemployed  should  show
constantly that they look for a job  (in any conditions) and that they have a desire to specialize
in new areas of work. Specifically for the camps, has been announced the 2,500 jobs of 8 month
"charitable" work in 19 accommodation centers and 5 hot spots in 8 regions of the country. Of
them,  only  20%  are  finally  working   on  these  structures.
http://nofeloumeni.gr/2017/01/18/ergasiahotspot/

http://nofeloumeni.gr/2017/01/18/ergasiahotspot/


not an actual  job, but philanthropy and volunteerism, and therefore without working rights7.
Finally,  we must  consider  the  NGOs  as  a  regularization  mechanism of   the  most  violent
practices  of  State  human  management,  by  trying   to  alleviate  the  consequences  of  these
politics8. 

Τhe NGOs  are the main institutions, charged with the role of management of migrants inside
and outside of the camps, together obviously with the police and the army. That management is
not only limited to give food and shelter to migrants, but they are also responsible for all the
aspects of their everyday life. An important effect of  their function, is to act as a decompression
valve,  by  mitigating  the reactions  of  migrants  to  the conditions   they  experience,  (either
through incorporation and promises, or through exclusion), and the indifference to the nature
and  conditions  of  the  work  in  NGOs,   for  the  sake  of  a  supposed  moral-humanitarian
atonement.

At last, we recognize the overall effort to eliminate any possibility of  formation of  struggling
community between the migrants, by offering on the one hand micro-benefits or privileges to
those who work with governmental  (and non) management mechanisms and on the other
hand  through  the  attempt  of  marginalization  of  those  who   struggle.  Therefore,  on  this
promotion of segregation and isolation of migrants from social life, we have to stand by them,
trying to find the “meeting points”, away from any preferential (or not) management. For these
reasons,  we need   to  build  as  many contacts  as  possible  with  migrants  and  to listen  the
experiences of their current everyday life.

Because there isn’t a common place to build common struggling experiences, we wish today,
even isolated from the move and everyday life of  the migrants, to let them tell us about the
conditions they experience daily,  inside and outside of the camps and how  these conditions
have  been  transformed,  compared  to  the  previous  period,  without  forgetting  the  already
existent divisions constructed by the State.

7 A typical example is the indirect denial to participate on a strike of GSEE in the NGOs workers
at the camp of Moria in Lesvos. This prohibition concerned the workers "in the field",  those
who provide direct services to migrants (and not for example those who work in offices).

8 A historically extreme example (by no means identical) was when Nazis   implemented the
"final solution" as far as concerned  the extermination of the Jews. The Red Cross [one of the
first and largest (still), non-governmental organization] continued to operate under the rules of
impartiality. The organisation was also so proud of this attitude, that at the end of the war, in
1945,  informed the international community, that it had distributed 1.6 million humanitarian
aid parcels, within concentration camps. Imagine the picture: volunteers dressed in the colors
of   R.  C.  distributing  packets  in  Auschwitz,  with  personal  hygiene  items  and  dry  food,
accompanied by smiles of charity, to people that some time later would make their last shower
with lethal gas Zyklon B. For more information regarding the history of NGOs and the Greek
example see "Humanism without Borders" of the group against detention centers, Musaferat.


