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Abstract

Senegalese fishermen have signifigatpanded their mobility into the eastern Atlantic
Ocean since the early 1980s. Fishermen have bessimg international maritime borders and
organising long sea journeys, in part as a resptosthe decrease in fishing resources in
Senegalese waters. From the early 2000s, they begaying West African migrants on the
maritime routes from Senegal to Spain, diversifyingp irregular maritime migration or ‘people
smuggling’. Fishermen’s fishing techniques andrtfigration flows they have facilitated are well
documented. We have a good understanding, toohefpush-and-pull factors shaping these
maritime migration patterns. Thus far, the socrad @olitical meanings of fishermen’s maritime
mobility and cross-border movements have been cmatipaly neglected. This thesis argues that
these mobility patterns are connected, revealimgslbetween regional fisheries and mobilities and

international migration flows that create distimetimaritime geographies.

Drawing on participant observations aadatives collected in 69 in-depth interviews, my
analysis explores the ways in which power and kedg¢ shape the at-sea experiences of
Senegalese fishermen. For them, mobility is moae th response to the decrease in fish resources.
By deploying their mobility, fishermen seek to reep control over their maritime and social
environments. To map the maritime geographiesmiubility co-creates, | examine three spaces.
First, | chart the social and political mechanisshfishermen’s mobility in Senegal, examining the
gendered and local meanings of their movementsorised examine these mechanisms at the
regional level — at the Senegal-Mauritania borderia the waters off Guinea and Guinea-Bissau.
Finally, | track fishermen’s routes to the Canaslahds. By attending to fishermen’s accounts, |
demonstrate the many ways in which they approptlaeocean space, shape the geographies of
maritime borderlands and rationalise their navagati reveal how their maritime mobility opens
up multiple opportunities for fishermen to negaiatith — and reshape — the power relations that

structure their social, political and natural enwiments.

Key words: Maritime migration, mobility, borders, Atlanticd®an, Senegal, artisanal fishermen,
power/knowledge, fishing crisis
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Chapter 1 — Introduction.

Power, Mobility and the Sea

1. Introduction

Overfishing has generated a loss of environmeautal economic resources, which has
tested Senegalese coastal societies. The Food gmcukure Organisation of the United Nations
(FAO) reports that most of the fish stocks in Wafican waters are considered over-exploited
(FAO, 2010: 40). The decrease in fish resourcesspecially worrying in a context of extreme
poverty: in Senegal 46.7% of the populatienincluding coastal communities (Neiland & Béné,
2004) — live in poverty. Fishing-related economége essential to the country as they generate
around 650,000 jobs in fishing, processing and etarg (FAO, 2008: 15). A recent NOAA
fisheries report suggests that around 40% of fetches in West African waters are extracted
illegally.”> With huge fishing and processing capacity, indaktvessels have contributed to
overfishing in West Africa, threatening the foodsdty and economic development of coastal
communities (Alder & Sumaila, 2004). To a lesseterk pressure on fish resources also results
from the intense fishing activities of the many &gamlese artisanal fishers. Nearly 18,916
Senegalese artisanal carfoexplore the national and neighbouring waters ewday, often
developing questionable practices. Many other ex@snpoint to the over-exploitation of West
African waters by all sorts of actors and on marsjles. How has this situation affected Senegalese
coastal communities? What reaction might we exfrect small-scale fishermen? In the Horn of
Africa, overfishing is often cited as one of thetr@auses for the emergence of piracy (Chalk,
2010). Given the situation in Senegal, could Selesgafishermen become West Africa’s pirates,

as recently suggested in the media?

® World Bank, 2014

* National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

> NOAA, 2014

® Results of the 2012 Senegalese Fisheries Registi@togramme — statistics collected during intews
with fisheries officials, Interview 69, Dakar, 2dune 2012

" Guardian.co.uk, 2012. John Vidal explains how fiseermen’s bitterness towards foreign industrial
fishers might lead them to assault foreign fleetsai similar way to what happened in Somalia.
Nevertheless, Somalia and Senegal are not companmaltierms of political stability or economic and
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Senegalese fishermen have not waited for decagfesebconsidering alternatives to the
decrease in fish resources. They have alreadyedtanossing borders and fishing or moving
abroad; their mobility has certainly been a keyoese to the crisis for many of them. Their
maritime mobility patterns have intensified sinbe beginning of the 1980s (Chaboud & Kebe,
1991). Fishermen now leave their village of origpn longer periods of time. They look for new
fishing places, organise longer fishing expeditjossttle in remote places or fish in foreign
countries’ waters (Binet, Failler, & Agossah, 2Q1Epr each mobility trend, the average time
usually spent at sea — or at least away from tileeyei of origin — has increased, whether for limite
daily fishing trips or long-distance fishing exp@oiis. In the last decade, these patterns also
expanded dramatically as fishermen engaged in pespluggling and maritime migration to
Europe. Thus far, the connections between thesditpqiatterns have raised only minor attention.
Studies on fishermen’s mobility from Senegal havainty focused on the description of their
fishing techniques and specialities or areas ofatiign or on the relation between the decrease in
resources and the increase in fishermen’s moveates@a (see, for example, Binet & Failler, 2010;
Failler & Binet, 2010). Henrietta Nyamnjoh has eérly applied strong qualitative methods to
efficiently examine the role of the Senegalesesiisten in the development of irregular migration
routes from Senegal to the Canary Islands (201@veNheless, the social and geographical
mechanisms of these mobility patterns remain ghrtexplored, and less attention is given to the
connections that exist between these maritime ntyphiends. Furthermore, little is known about
the individual experiences of the fishermen at abaut the way they apprehend maritime borders
or about the meaning they give to their mobility.

The lack of empirical data on Senegalese fisheisn@obility and maritime experiences
has therefore led me to raise the following questiblow can we apprehend the complexity and
dynamism of fishermen’s mobility at sea and how ttas analysis evidence the connections
between regional fishing mobility trends and irregumaritime migration to SpainThis project

seeks to offer thorough responses by examiningntigidual experiences of the fishermen and of

humanitarian background. The issue of piracy inHloen of Africa raises many more contextual, histor
and political questions than the fishing crisisns@l¢Chalk, 2010)

6



the other actors involved in these maritime mdbsit | interrogate the meaning of these

movements through the narratives | gathered irfiéhé during two visits to Senegal in 2011 and

2012. By doing so, | will show that fishermen’s niities are more than a simple response to the
decrease in fish resources. My ethnographic daggest that these mobilities involve complex

mechanisms linking sea and land spaces and aredtmgpspecific power-knowledge relations

between distinct actors.

This project examines the maritime mobility of teenegalese fishermen in Senegal and
beyond Senegalese borders. It examines mobiligyvasole, as part of coastal communities’ ways
of life and as part of their local economies anfiucal habits. Thus, here, the notion of mobility
includes fishermen’s everyday sea mobility, crossdbr mobility in Mauritania, long-distance
fishing migration to southern countries such asn@aiand Guinea-Bissau, and irregular maritime
migration to Europe. What is happening in Senegalesters, on a very local scale, informs us
about larger West African sea mobility trends, whare themselves related to global maritime
migration from Africa to Europe.

The ocean is changing, as are fishermen’s movenagnit. This research is based on the
assumption that borders, sea spaces and mobititgagially constructed (Adey, 2010; Cresswell,
2006; Mechlinski, 2010; Steinberg, 2001). Fisherimemobility would only be partially examined
were it seen as a simple movement crossing whaigkt understand as arbitrary lines which are
drawn on abstract seas. The realities are far cmrglex: the natural maritime environment is not
only natural, because borders are not just linésbacause fishermen’s mobility carries significant
meanings and functions. By addressing the powaeatioek at stake in these mobilities, | hope to
offer a realistic and pragmatic account of the cemxpvay in which fishermen unfold and use their
mobility across spaces. | will show how fishermemaritime geographies are changing depending
on the way in which they unfold their mobility. Tih@xperiences show how the sea is a space
where they can take advantage of borders andqadlitbnstraints and can negotiate with or elude
border practices. The ocean becomes a whole bogdspace when used as a space to reach

Europe.



My initial research questions certainly entailkinm at the causal relationship between the
decrease in fish resources and fishermen’s expgmdobility trends. However, focusing on these
aspects alone would keep us away from other essas#pects and reduce mobility to a forced
response to environmental degradation. There igaiogr a direct relationship between
environmental degradation and mobility. Put simpihere are fewer fish in the sea, so fishermen
need to go further from the shore to find more. &ftheless, the patterns of their mobility cannot
be understood as simply determined by resourceciscat show that fishermen’s mobility is
shaped by the power relationships linking varicarsdl and sea-based actors. What the fishing
crisis does, in fact, is strengthen these powetiogls, all of which result in greater mobility leds
on pragmatic knowledge. The fishing crisis has geed a decrease in resources and income for
the fishermen who have traditionally been earnimgtnof their living from fishing. The economic
situation of the fishermen has made them unabfeltib their role of head of the family. | show
how, by deploying their mobility, fishermen haveeheseeking to recover the control they have
been losing over their maritime and social envirentm Through their maritime mobility, the
fishermen have found multiple opportunities to rtede with the existing power struggles and
power—knowledge relations that structure their apgolitical and natural environments. These
mechanisms apply not only at the level of Senegalegters and fishermen’s households (chapters
3, 4, 5 and 9) but also through the analysis ofitimag border experiences (chapters 6, 7 and 8).
Rather than openly contesting traditional “domésiind social institutions (Chauveau, Jul-Larsen,
& Chaboud, 2000: 42), or confronting the exerciédosal and national state power by border
agents, fishermen have deployed a pragmatic mplrilibrder to elude these forms of control. At
the same time, their mobility asserts power oveirtiocial and geographic environment both on
land and at sea.

Looking at the particular dynamics of fishermemebility at sea is therefore vital to
understand both border regimes and tensions ingaermad abroad. This research engages in
larger debates at the crossroads of the geographtbe sea, mobility studies and border studies.
By focusing on fishing and West African migratidishow that fishermen appropriate the maritime
environment in a pragmatic way and that this isiceatble through the shape taken by their

8



mobility. In this section, | start by examining ttiekages between the notions of maritime
mobility, networks and power and show how theskages result in the production of pragmatic
knowledge for the fishermen. | then move on togpecific issue of borders. My approach suggests
considering the maritime and socio-political dimiens of the construction of borderlands through
the mobile experiences of the fishermen.

This research is about mobilities. Before | ogtlihe conceptual framework | will use to
disentangle the object of this research, | woukb dike to make clear what this research is not
about. My project is not about Senegal’s politiesheries or migration management. Although |
guestion Senegalese sea governance and Europeddfraat migration policy management, | do
so in relation to fishermen’s mobility only. Thiesearch does not aim to cover the maritime
knowledge of the fishermen, either. Their knowledgby definition practical and, as Scott puts it
(1998), the best way to grasp its complexity wob&l through repeated practice. Because the
possibilities for practising were quite limited fare, | mostly look at the fishermen’s mobility from
the shore, through the accounts of their own modxeeriences. | will certainly give significant
examples of the fishermen’s knowledge of the sat Ho not intend to provide a comprehensive

view of the complexity of their knowledge.

2. Linking maritime mobility, networks, power and knowledge

Fishermen’s sea mobility relies on networks antic@ates around power—knowledge
relations between various network members. In otddyetter grasp the meanings of Senegalese
fishers’ sea mobility, | first situate the concegtframework of these connections and show how
these connections are related to the productiomadfitime geographies. This section seeks to
demonstrate the limits of the traditional approtxthe fishers’ mobility. | highlight the need far
practical approach that apprehends the construcfionaritime spaces on the individual scale of
the actors of mobility.

In the literature on migration and fishing, leagliauthors disagree on the reasons for

migration, although they acknowledge that mobiligmains an essential driving force for the



fishermen’s community, whether it spreads at tivellef West African waters or from Senegal to
Europe. Failler and Binet argue that the decreadeshing resources in West African waters has
pushed the fishermen to migrate and spread thdilityoall over the ocean in order to find new
resource-rich fishing places (Failler & Binet, 2D.1@ccording to Nyamnjoh, Senegalese fishermen
took part in the organisation of irregular migratiourneys to the Canary Islands during the 2000s
decade mainly because of the decrease in fish stiockheir national waters. Boat migration
appears to be an opportunity for them to comperfsatitie decline in their fishing-related income
(Nyamnjoh, 2010). In turn, Sall and Morand rathendp to the fore that the maritime route to
Spain fully benefited from the dynamism of Senegaldisheries and mobility habits, thus
minimising the impact of the fishing crisis (2008).

While these studies focus on the roots of fishermgarious migration patterns, they do
not examine the nature of the mobility itself. &cf, the movement of people in West Africa has
been mostly understood within the scope of migrasitudies, as the following examples suggest.
Adepoju notes that African people have always uségiation as a habit that is part of their
everyday life at the social, cultural and econoteiels (Adepoju, 2002). The continent is in
perpetual movement, and its societies and placestmped by the circulation of people across
borders. Carling explores the mechanisms of iregaligration from West Africa to Europe as
movements which are organised around transit t@amdsadjusted to migration management policy
(Carling & Hernandez-Carretero, 2011; Carling, 20007 The literature on African migration has
considered both territorial and maritime routeglieg the migrants to North Africa and Europe,
highlighting the complex connections between mitgaimdividual experiences and the effect of
border surveillance and migration management paicyheir trajectory (Bredeloup & Pliez, 2005;
Carling, 2007b; De Haas, 2007; Dinnwald, 2011; P2896). Fouquet understands migration as a
way for the young people of Senegal to gain acteggeater social and individual recognition
(Fouquet, 2008), while Riccio emphasises the ingyaet of the transnational connections between
the Senegalese migrants in Italy and their commiwfibrigin (Riccio, 2006). Other West African
migration-related studies focus on the impact ahiteances which emigrants regularly send to
their community (Beauchemin, Kabbanji, Sakho, & &gahaker, 2013) or on the effect of
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environmental changes on people’s migration deassitHenry, Schoumaker, & Beauchemin,
2004).

The limitation of this literature is that it expés fishing mobility patterns in Senegal and
West Africa and recent migration from Senegal taiSgeparately. Failler and Binet have outlined
the multiple migration patterns of West African maigt fishermen, which they classify by ethnic
background, fishing techniques and specialitied, maritime routes and habits (Binet et al., 2012;
Binet & Failler, 2010; Failler & Binet, 2010). Chaau, an anthropologist, has provided rich
reflections on West African fisheries and Senegalfishermen in particular, highlighting the
historical aspects of today’s fisheries developn{@886, 1989). Chauvea al demonstrate how
access to the sea has long been determined bythglex power relations between the fishermen
and the multiple local and national institutionsWest Africa (2000). Other key studies have
focused on the cultural and economic use of thespeae in Senegal and have provided rich
insights for further understanding fishermen’s nmoeats at sea (Cormier-Salem, 1995; Sall,
2007). Though this literature thoroughly addregeesmechanisms of fishing-related mobilities, it
pays little attention to the connections betweenaéttors involved in maritime mobilities or to the
fishermen’s strategies for crossing maritime baddly project seeks to deepen the overall
knowledge by providing qualitative data on the aband geographical meanings and implications
of fishermen’s border-crossing experiences.

| follow Cresswell in attempting to transcend timeits of migration studies by thinking of
mobility holistically. For Cresswell, mobility canh be summarised as “getting from point A to
point B” (2006: 2). In this sense, migration stidienly explore one part of mobility. Classic
migration studies’ focus results in a compartmesasibn of migration patterns which dismisses
the linkages that exist between the various shapédsscales of mobility as well as the genuine
significance of this mobility. Cresswell and Adegve emphasised the way cultural, economic and
social contexts shape movements (Adey, 2010; Cedss2006). Mobility is not only a practical
means that joins places; it can carry meaninggalgyower relations between agents or constitute
a resource for the exercise of power (Adey, 20x8s8well, 2006). Because fishermen’s mobilities
result from complex connections between variousracthey carry meaningful social and political
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functions. These actors not only make possibleethasbilities, but they give them different
meanings and directions. In this sense, these iebihot only enable the fishermen to exercise
power over their maritime and social environmehgytare also constructed upon and reflect the
hierarchal and cultural codes of the socio-econamnganisation of coastal communities (Adey,
2010: 19). For Adey, it is essential to look at proditical, economic or social context of mobilgje
and examine the various meanings which are givethém to the extent that these meanings
substantively influence these mobilities (2010:. 38pbilities are not neutral, and their meanings
“can make a big difference. They can shape soelationships, and they might alter the way we
think about and act towards them” (Adey, 2010: 38)this sense, the mobility of the fishermen
takes distinct meanings not only for themselves,atgo for the many actors directly or indirectly
related to this mobility.

Mobility involves multiple scales and physical @nsions as the moving nature of the
ocean itself generates fishermen’s mobility. Laumgla boat or reaching a nearby fishing place
necessarily implies a mobile action adjusted toommex moving and liquid environment. For
these reasons, mobility should be both addressed wabole, whether it is local, national or
international, and examined as part — or a producef specific maritime geographies. These
mobilities participate in the “social constructiah the ocean” (Steinberg, 2001). Fishermen’s
mobility is a linking movement between sea and lapdces. This mobility gives the ocean a
central role in the everyday life of coastal comitias, making maritime spaces not only valuable
surfaces upon which fishermen unfold their trajge®or resource-rich spaces from which they
earn a living, but also meaningful spaces wher@bkand political structures are challenged.

For these reasons, this research gives partiattiemtion to fishermen’s experiences of the
ocean. Investigating the maritime dimension of fiskers’ mobility and moving the focus to the
construction of maritime geographies in an Africamvironment help us to properly grasp the
everyday dynamics of coastal communities in Senegéthough oceans cover more than
two-thirds of the world’'s surface, it is only retignthat they raised the attention of human
geographers (Steinberg, 2001, 2014). As with othenan sciences fields, geography has long
been a “landlocked” discipline (Lambert, Martins &born, 2006; Peters, 2010). Maritime spaces
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have occupied marginal places of the mental coctstru of the world, yet they have specific
functions within societies. Indeed, for Steinbestpat occurs on sea spaces has significant effects
on societies on land, and vice versa. There is rdgiragus movement between sea and land,
according to which both spaces interdependentluéntce each other, and this movement plays a
determining role in the creation of social iden{®p01: 200). Fishermen’s experiences invite us to
think of maritime spaces as “more-than-represamatispaces” (Jon Anderson & Peters, 2014: 9).
As Peters and Anderson argue, the sea is not osiyrdolic surface or an abstract concept for
individuals. Senegalese fishermen physically exgpee the multi-dimensional nature of the sea by
constantly adjusting their movement to its moviiiggd and changing materiality (Jon Anderson &
Peters, 2014; Peters, 2010). These maritime exmpaseinfluence fishermen’s relationship to the
ocean and to the political rules that regulateThrough their maritime mobility, fishermen
challenge the orders of many structures and inistits. They use the sea as a space in which to
challenge the conventional organisation of thediety and as a space in which to negotiate with
existing social and political structures — exenyitify Steinberg’s argument (2001: 191).
Competition between the fishermen over scarcemuress or illegal incursions into protected areas
are examples of the tensions that are directlyndiréctly linked to what is happening on land. In
turn, before spreading to the sea, small-scaleffiss and fishermen’s mobility are first organised
on land and result from the interaction of a myriddnore or less powerful actors. Although this
mobility happens at sea, it is decided on and pegb&om the earth and results from complex

connections of networks.

Networks, power and mobility

One of the ways to decipher fishermen’s mobilitg ayrasp the complex power relations
that give shape to this mobility would be to disemgfle the networks at stake in sea mobilities.
Actors taking part in the organisation of sea mbb#re constitutive of networks, within which
different forms of expressions of power occur. Btigating such networks entails looking at the
human and non-human actors which form part of tiet@orks and examining their connections

in terms of resources and power and their mobilenanobile nature. Whether it is used for fishing
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or migrating to Europe, fishermen’s mobility is bdson organised networks of people, financial
possibilities and material resources. For Latoan-human and human elements have always been
mixed together; they are linked by networks andstitute collectives which progress between the
poles of nature and societies without any kindhtdriruption or division (Latour, 1993). Nothing is
essentially human or natural; facts connect humamasural elements and phenomena into
networks. ‘Actants’ are ‘hybrid’ actors which pregs within a complex system of networks
interplaying with time, place and spaces, and huamhnon-human elements (1993).

Fishermen are obviously the central actors ofr thrbility, and their practice of the sea
involves various time scales, including their amtmess knowledge transmission and their own
experience of navigation. Fishermen’s narrativdsdeimonstrate that the many actors with whom
they interact significantly influence their trajedes. These actors are either family, community
members, state agents or members of fisheries isegEms who encourage, fund, denounce or
depend on the fishermen’s mobility. As Urry and I&esuggest, we should pay particular
attention to immobile actors and acknowledge tha vole which their immobility plays to making
mobility happen (2006). These actors can alsodieand influential or dependant and vulnerable.
Fish species are play a key part in this networlaaibrs (Bear & Eden, 2008): their movement
attracts the fishermen, who follow their trajeotsti Conversely, the lack of fish species also
influences fishermen’s mobility. Tide movements andrents, the rocks of maritime grounds and
the wind, but also the technologies and technidiggégrmen rely on, are other non-human actors
which give shape to this mobility.

In the field, | quickly noticed that power relai® are essential drivers for mobility on
every scale. The human actors related to fishesnewbility exercise power, depending on their
social and economic resources. Power relationsfaareed from the interaction between these
different actors, making possible — or not — thhitity and giving direction to it. In fact, | naid
many forms and mechanisms relating to Foucault'grophysics” of power operating on many
scales (1975). For Foucault, power is not only gbing that has to do with the state and with
political and economic domination, and it is nat freserve of a public sphere; it is also a matter
of power on every scale — from the self to theniatie family circle, and from the community to the
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nation — being exercised, claimed, expressed, hiddeimposed (1975). Power is grasped as a
human relationship which necessarily involves deraction between individuals:

Power’s condition of possibility, or in any case thiewpoint which permits one to

understand its exercise, even in its more “perighaffects, and which also makes it

possible to use its mechanisms as a grid of igtbllity of the social order, must not

be sought in the primary existence of a centrattpdn a unique source of sovereignty

from which secondary and descendent forms wouldnatea it is the moving

substrate of force relations which, by virtue ofithinequality, constantly engender

states of power, but the latter are always locdlarstable. (1978: 93)
Power is not possessed; it is something “immanant’’ would be better seen as an effect of social
relations rather than as something external andirdding that can be lost or recovered (Allen,
2011; Bouchard, 1996). This research proposesde its mechanisms as a grid of intelligibility of
the social order” (Foucault, 1978: 93) in the cahtaf fishermen’s mobility. Power relationships
do not work as a binary system simplistically oppg=ominating and dominated actors. Actors
related to fishermen’s mobility constantly devekimtegies and techniques rather than exercise a
dominating power. They adjust to existing orderd anstitutional mechanisms to exercise power
through mobility. In this sense, these ‘microphgsenable power to be exercised as a “conduct of
conducts, and a management of possibilities” (Boltg 2001: 341).

In order to better grasp these invisible poweatiehs, we should also investigate the
spatial dimension of power, as these networks toth actors and spaces. These actors represent
mobile nodes through which power is exercised,ngjthe impression that power circulates from
point to point throughout this network. Castelleesses the juxtaposition of networks and flows
which have become a specificity of our contempovaoyld, suggesting that these flows constitute
a support helping power to circulate (2009). HoweVéollow Allen’s argument that since power
cannot be held by individuals or network nodespitssement or circulation has to be understood
more accurately. Rather than enabling a ‘circufatitd power’, networks only make possible the
exercise of a mediated power through the use @érdifit goods, resources, actors, knowledge,
experience, material belongings, age or mobilitijcly are constitutive of these networks (Allen,
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2011). Through this mediation, power can theretoeeexercised through relation at a distance
(Latour in Allen, 2011: 133). Organised around r®ded lines, networks present a constant
mobile configuration with a spatial manifestatidnpowers that “overcomes distances” and which
causes mobility to happen. In this sense, thisigheovides many examples showing how the
connecting role of networks in Senegal enables-@tisance control of sea activities from land,
and vice versa. We will see how land-based boatosveometimes hire captain-fishers and direct
their trajectories at a distance. Similarly, seadobor emigrated fishermen seek to mediate power
at a distance to better control expenses relatingrd decisions regarding their land-based
community. As a resource that mediates power, s#ality becomes an empowering strategy that
is made possible thanks to network systems. Mglslitables the mediation of power, knowledge
and capital throughout Senegalese families andsadrtternational borders. The study of such
connections will bring to light the ways in whichese mobility networks influence the shape of
societies and sea spaces (Calvo, Javaloyas, All&er&Garcia-rossello, 2011). The use and
production of knowledge — in a broad sense — playagor role in the making of these connections.
Fishermen’s mobility is also associated with th@actice of the sea space. This practice enables
them to gain knowledge and experience of a wild amcontrollable environment. In this sense,

their mobility is used as a powerful producer obwiedge.

Power, knowledge and mobility

From the intimacy of the household, to border elgmees at sea and encounters with state
agents, the power relations giving shape to theilityohetworks rely on various kinds of power—
knowledge connections. At any scale and for allatimrs — human and institutional — involved in
fishermen’s mobility, the question of knowledge@ntral. This notion of knowledge is not limited
to the sea experiences of the fishermen. This ¢@etinly involves the sort of knowledge which
fishermen need to navigate, but it also involveskhowledge which is produced by their mobility.
We will see how valuable this knowledge is for thexs it constitutes a strength that helps them
legitimate their circulation and illegal movememwtass the ocean. For Foucault, “the exercise of
power perpetually creates knowledge and, conversagwledge constantly induces effects of
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power” (Foucault, 1980: 52). Power and knowledge iatimately linked and work together, yet

Foucault insists on the necessary distinction ploater is not knowledge. In fact, power cannot be
exercised without knowledge and, conversely, kndgdeis necessarily produced through the
exercise of power (Foucault, 1980). These relakipissare examined here in relation to mobility:

fishermen use knowledge as a resource for the isgast power. The mechanisms of their mobility
demonstrate that knowledge can also be producemighr by and for the exercise of power
through mobility. | will show how the fishermen’solility enables them to create knowledge,
giving them more control of their environment (cteap 5, 6, 7 and 8).

More precisely, this thesis gives particular &tten to the use and production of a
pragmatic knowledge through the fishermen’s mabilgenegalese small-scale fisheries are known
for their dynamism and quick adaptation potentigl bonstantly adjusting to political,
technological, social or environmental constraif@hauveau, 1984). Chauveau speaks of the
“realism of canoe fishers” (1984: 15). Through thekalism, fishermen have adapted their
techniques and technologies as well as structunedrationalised their activities over time. The
mobility of the fishermen reflects this dynamismdamakes them play a central role in West
African waters. This realism implies that fishernzamstantly adjust their knowledge to the market
needs — when landing their catches in the mosaddufishing wharves, for instance — or to border
controls — at the Mauritanian border, among otlxan®wles. They have proved to be able to seize
opportunities and divert the colonial state’s mibpilelated interventionist practices by using thei
state-subsidised engines to spread their mobihty @scape state control (chapter 4). There are
many examples — explored in this thesis — whialsithte this dynamism and realism that is based
on practical knowledge.

This pragmatism certainly reminds us of Scott'eé€krnotion of “métis”, which grasps the
complexity of practical knowledge and which he oggmto “techne”, or “technical knowledge”:

Métis represents a wide array of practical skillsd aacquired intelligence in
responding to a constantly changing natural andamuenvironment. (Scott, 1998:

313)
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Technical knowledge, or techne, could be exprepsecisely and comprehensively in
the form of hard-and-fast rulendt rules of thumb), principles, and propositions. At
its most rigorous, techne is based on logical dédlucfrom self-evident first
principles. (1998: 319)

Scott refers to sailing as one of the most diffiactivities to teach in a practical way.
Precisely because of the weather conditions, tiaés send fish species’ movements constantly
change, so knowledge can be acquired mostly throepgated experiences, making secondary the
use of handbooks (1998: 313). Senegalese fisheaftem mention how the sea is their “school”,
emphasising the value of their practical knowledgehis sense, their mobility relies on “métig’. |
also seems that because this mobility adjusts tiousforms of control and is a way for them to
exercise power, it is in opposition with “techneidathe “simplification” power of state’s norms
(1998: 309). Scott argues:

Métis resists simplification into deductive prinigp which can successfully be
transmitted through book learning, because theremwients in which it is exercised
are so complex and nonrepeatable that formal puwesdf rational decision making
are impossible to apply. In a sense, métis lighai large space between the realm of
genius, to which no formula can apply, and themeaf codified knowledge, which
can be learned by rote. (1998: 310)

Fishermen'’s realism, or “métis”, is pragmatic.this study, | understand pragmatism as
being based on practical knowledge and being ctetised by providing the fishermen with the
ability to both negotiate and rationalise. At seaon land, fishermen have used their practical
knowledge in a pragmatic way to negotiate withittstitutions and existing structures such as sea
governance, border regulations and community osgdioin. In this sense, their mobility and
practical knowledge does not radically exclude ltex’ to the extent that fishermen have proved
that they can adopt, reject, or negotiate with rglestate structures and regulations that first
sought to govern their mobility. The notion of praagism involves realistic calculations, which
fishermen develop in order to assess existing caings, as well as the ability and resources which
can be used to overcome, cope with or take advartithese constraints. Mobility constitutes an
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ability to elude obstacles, while financial resas,cknowledge and networks make this mobility
happen. Precisely because the mobility of the figlka is by nature flexible, it allows spaces for
negotiation with existing power struggles. Thesgita are similar to the mechanisms explored by
De Certeau imhe Practice of Everyday Li{d984). De Certeau decrypts the way ordinary peopl
develop subtle tactics to appropriate spaces. Tiaeses enable individuals to get around all kinds
of established orders which are meant to domirts& everyday life, determine their behaviour
and shape their mobility (1984). These pragmattids: result in the production of genuine sea
geographies and reproduce on the many scalestafrfien’s mobility in Senegal’'s waters and

beyond.

3. Crossing international maritime borders

Whether fishermen legally or illegally cross mian# borders, encounters with border
agents almost systematically generate problematiat®ns. How do they legitimate their illegal
incursions into forbidden areas? How does maritimoeder regulation influence fishermen's
mobility? | will show how fishermen shape West &&n oceanic spaces through their everyday
border experiences. From among the multiple mgbdlitategies Senegalese fishermen have been
considering over the last decades, | focus on threaningful maritime border-crossing scenarios
(Map 1).

Firstly, over the last few decades and with thegpessive border-closing process in
southern Mauritania, different mobility strategiesve been developed by the local Saint-Louis
fishermen (Guet Ndaridnto avoid border controls and take advantage efrith neighbouring
Mauritanian waters (chapter 6). Secondly, atlbginning of the 1980s, some Guet Ndarian
fishermen also started to navigate very long distanand reached Guinea-Bissau, Guinea and

Sierra Leone’s waters, where they have been orggnigcrative fishing expeditions since then

8 Guet Ndarian fishers come from the famous fishiigge of Guet Ndar, which is located in the forme
colonial capital Saint-Louis, in the very north@e#negal
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(chapter 7) (Failler & Binet, 2010, and field rasif These maritime movements towards the south
first increased with the 1991 Mauritania—Senegaldéo closure and were then reproduced by
fishermen from other Senegalese communities. lallgar fishermen started to take part in the
organisation of illegal migration journeys to therary Islands from the end of the 1990s.
Europe’s migration management policy had the efféprrogressively deterring the smugglers who
were organising departures from Mauritanian beachssa response to the border reinforcement
and in a context of resource scarcity, Senegalsberfnen started to organise these perilous trips
from their local beaches in Saint-Louis, Dakar, Mbor Ziguinchor (chapter 8) (Nyamnjoh, 2010;

Sall & Morand, 2008).

° This thesis does not address the mobility of ibefmen across Gambia. Fishermen reach Gambian
waters every day. The country is landlocked withanegal and fishermen progress in its territoritiens

as if they were fishing in Senegal. In fact, inreiviews, fishermen never raised particular attentemthe
guestion of the crossing of Gambia’s common masdtborders with Senegal. The border with Gambia has
been easily crossed, whether it has been for fishativities (1982 agreement, revised in 1992, 189
2003) or transit rights. These reciprocal fishirggegments which were signed by Senegal and Gambia
guarantee free movement at sea and fishing aesviti both countries with no required payment (Pape
Gora Ndiaye et al., 2007)
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Through their expanding mobility, fishermen hawperienced different kinds of border
practices at sea. The analysis of these experi@mtads addressing the contemporary academic

discussion on the notion of border. In fact, exanginthese border experiences requires a
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theoretical frame that will address the maritimenelision of the border and the complex
mechanisms of fishermen’s mobility.

Recent changes in and conceptions of Europearetsmrterritories and mobility modes
have generated a more complex and conceptual tiedfeamework for the understanding of the
way borders work in our contemporary spaces. Gisé@bn has eased the circulation of flows,
capital and information, resulting in the develominef all kinds of mobility and networks which
now seem to prevail upon static places and traditidborderlines (Castells, 2009). While global
networks as well as de-territorialisation processesbrought to light in the making of trans-local
and transnational identities, the proliferatiorflofvs of information and media facilitates the work
of imagination and encourages a greater mobilityp@durai, 1996; Castells, 2009; Conradson &
McKay, 2007). Migrants can therefore representaoject themselves thanks to the technological
support introduced by this global system. Howevkeir mobility clashes with the sometimes
violent material reality of the borders they endeunvhose role is to filter the desirable flowsnfro
the less desirable.

Anderson and O’'Dowd (1999) show how globalisafiocised studies pointed out the
progressive weakening process of borders in th@g,9%escribing the emergence of a borderless
world where flows and networks are increasingly sfieming the role of territorial borders.
Contemporary border research stresses that althtawgs of people, information and capital may
circulate more easily nowadays, these free movesmngariadoxically involve the reinforcement of
national borders, which stops certain kinds of hmmaobility and materialises in delocalised
security practices outside traditional territofimirder areas (James Anderson & O’'Dowd, 1999;
Bigo, 2010; Van Houtum, Kramsch, & Zierhofer, 20@88alker, 2000). Balibar stresses the way
borders take unequal meanings and function byrifilepeople and things depending on their
socio-economic or geographic origins (Balibar, 2092). Mobile controls outside Europe’s
territorial borders embodied by the creation ofrfteal® in 2004 are a type of these new forms of

mobile border practices (Carrera, 2007). They ginether meaning and function to the notion of

9 European Agency for the Management of OperatiGoalperation at the External Borders of the Member
States of the European Union
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border. These debates bring valuable elementsetaiiderstanding of border practices and their
related effects. Borders result from social and neatc constructions, reproducing and

strengthening hierarchies by their unequal filtlgrarction (Van Houtum et al., 2005). However, as
these works address borders from a state perspeatid mainly focus on the effects of borders,
little room is left for the action of everyday bercexperiences on borderlands.

Basing his research on a study of 169 securitglgiwints, Mechlinski argues that because
the cross-border movements of individuals in WeltcA participate in the socio-economic and
cultural formation of borders, the individual exigecces of borders should be fully addressed in
border studies (Mechlinski, 2010). Moreover, indted looking at borders from a classic state
viewpoint, Rumford suggests that scholars shouttersstart seeing “like a border” (Johnson et al.,
2011: 68; Rumford, 2006). Invisible border pracicandividual border performers and specific
border-related effects can then be better idedtifieerefore giving much more room to everyday
local actors in the shaping of borderlands. Thigreach brings valuable insights which highlight
the inherent paradoxes of border functions. Becdhise approach entails including non-state
agents in the creation of borderlands, it shows howvders can be appropriated by actors such as
the fishermen. In this way, border functions cantimed to the advantage of actors who are
initially discriminated against. All this can berpeived through fishermen’s experiences of
borders, whether European or African. This appraawbles us to shed light on the great capacity
fishermen have for diverting originally mobilityseicting border functions into more profitable
meanings: once organised, mobility becomes a powtattic to escape and/or appropriate rigid
border practices. In the case of Senegalese figherthese tactics reveal their dynamism and
adaptation skills that constitute a significant m@u-power to regulating state practices. Because
fishermen cross maritime borders, this approactbleraus to address the specific maritime
dimension of their border experiences.

In Africa, borders were traced according to théowial elite’s will, following natural
landmarks and ignoring the existing juxtapositidnethnic groups from both sides of borders
(Newman, 2006). Their drawings have generated aeumf political and identity struggles since
the independences, although African borders mdstlye not changed since then. For example,
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despite the 1989 border crisis, Senegal and Maigit@re still separated by the Senegal River, and
territorial and maritime cross-border movement$ @ticur on an everyday basis. Although African
borders might have been drawn arbitrarily, EnglebBarango and Carter suggest that in most
cases they have remained permeable and have enatded-border movements of people
(Englebert, Tarango, & Carter, 2002). Adepoju stesshow the lack of police controls at borders
has made easier African migrants’ border crossorgshe continent (Adepoju, 2005). Fishermen
do not cross maritime borders as smoothly as offhest Africans might at the territorial level.
However, international maritime border regulatiaare part of their representations of the sea
space, and their narratives suggest that borderddshot be reduced to external abstract structures
which have been imposed on them (chapters 6, 78ndrishermen appropriate and shape
borderlands; they integrate borders as part of thairitime geographical constructions. Through
fishermen’s practices, borders are either directlyndirectly lived, shaped, avoided, confronted,
ignored, challenged, imposed, suffered, invisikievigible, useful or irrelevant, or legitimate or
illegitimate and so forth.

Given the complex nature of both the sea and tbleility of the fishermen, and the way
they experience multiple border practices at saadny situations, apprehending maritime borders
as mere dividing lines limiting the movement of tseamen is far from satisfying. Both West
African and European maritime border practices afgein a mobile style, rather than in a
sedentary mode that would be attached to territdiri@ts. This is generated not only by the
constant growing movement of Senegalese fishermralbo by the fluidity of the sea and the
potentiality provided by the nature of maritime sg&® The lines which divide sea spaces remain
abstract political constructions dismissing the ptaxity of individuals’ mobility and experiences,
fish and sea movements, and historical and socd@nings which constantly shape borderlands.
As Steinberg remarks, these lines are “divorcethftbe matter that is experienced by those who
actually inhabit the environment” (Steinberg, 201#82). For this reason, | understand the
geographical frame of the maritime borderlands Wiishermen have been crossing as an unstable
and changing spatial mechanism combining the mghofi the fishermen, border patrols and the
sea rather than as a simple, abstract, dividingésbine disconnected from the reality.
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4. Overview of the structure of the thesis

The methodological approach | used for this reseds detailed in chapter 2. In this
chapter, | introduce the different actors | choseirtterview and explain my methodological
choices. The chapter also addresses the politichsacio-economic background of this research. It
defines “the institutional dimension” (Chauveauakt 2000: 14) at stake in fishermen’s mobility
and disentangles the complex network which makesilityohappen. | then question the weight of
the domestic institutions and African solidarity fielation to mobility. Given the community
pressure around active workers in fishing commaesjtmobility appears to be an efficient way to
elude a potentially demanding family and socialiemmment.

These first considerations provide some elemehts response to the question | raise in
chapter 3: are fishermen environmental migrants2hia chapter, | explain why addressing
fishermen’s mobility under the scope of “environttamigration” would be too reductive, based
on the responses provided by “environmental migréitrelated studies (Bates, 1989; Black,
Kniveton, Schmidt-Verkerk, & Smith, 2008; Gemen2807; Gonin & Lassailly-Jacob, 2002;
Tacoli, 2009). Reducing migration merely to the iemwmental reasons for it would not only
dismiss the complex realities of fishermen’s maypitiut would also provide potential responses to
legitimate the strengthening of security practigéartmann, 2010). This chapter certainly points to
the responsibility of the fishing crisis for mobjlipatterns, suggesting that mobility is one among
other strategies which fishermen have chosen ieram cope with the fishing crisis. However,
“naturalising” the causes of migration and ecolagissues (Hartmann, 2010: 235) would tend to
dismiss the political and social meaning of fishens mobility and reduce the sea space to a mere
space consisting of natural resources.

In fact, the maritime mobility of the fishermenlwbe better understood first in relation to
the Senegalese state’s fisheries governance. Chagbeplores the way the relationships between
the political institutions and the fishermen hawed shaped the mobility of the latter. This chapter
examines the historical grounds of today’s fishepelicy, as well as the power struggles which

have emerged throughout fishermen’s routes. Engpiggamples provide material for the analysis
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of fishermen'’s relationships to the state, nornt ruhes. This chapter emphasises the way “métis”
and “techne” (Scott, 1998) cohabit and are not gbmautually exclusive. It sets the bases of
fishermen’s practical knowledge, which relies omix of local, internal and external elements.

The reflection brings to light the way fishermem®vement as well as their way of thinking has
long been realistic.

More than a reaction to state control measuresptbbility of the fishermen connects sea
and land spaces through the creation of networklsaamediation of power. Chapter 5 shows the
extent to which mobility is an empowering stratefgy the fishermen and a resource for the
mediation of power, knowledge and capital throughbe Senegalese fishing community. Two
“success stories” based on different kinds of nitgbihich happened within Senegal exemplify
the power—knowledge relations at stake in fishetsgmobility patterns: in the first story, mobility
is understood as internal migration movements aadtime mobile habits, and has proved to be
essential for the successful fisherman. The secawdative highlights other success-related
mobility aspects, suggesting that those sea—lamdemtions might take countless forms in this
context of maritime activities.

Fishermen’s mobility mechanisms also provide imfation about what is happening
beyond Senegalese borders. The same dynamics wpietate in Senegal (chapters 2 to 4)
reproduce in distinct border-crossing scenariosapirs 6, 7, 8 and 9 address a reflection on the
function of cross-border mobility and its direcinsequences on the shape of the ocean space and
households. In any case, power relations at stak@ise mobilities are strengthened by the border
situation. Chapter 6 examines the local cross-bonaability of Guet Ndarian fishermen at the
Mauritanian border. It sheds light on the differstraitegies and tactics which fishermen have used
to take advantage of the border, thus becomingeabibrder producers. A historical review of the
origins of the local border issues emphasises ftieificity of the local struggles and the genuine
shape of that cross-border mobility. At the Mauniga-Senegal border, reputed knowledge and
experience enable the fishermen to justify thég#l practices beyond the border. This legitimacy
is strengthened by the way fishermen romanticigr tbwn mobility. The chapter raises the
question of whether fishermen can be compared teu2&n nomads given the way they elude
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state practices and give legitimacy to their illegvement. Emphasising fishermen’s nomadic
nature leads to a dismissal of the risks, dangeasrestability which they are exposed to.

Moreover, this idealisation of fishermen’'s mobilits questionable given the level of
rationalisation of their mobility. Chapter 7 focesen the way fishermen’s mobility has produced
specific geographies of maritime spaces beyonddvsrith Guinea-Bissau, Guinea and Mauritania
through the rationalisation of their border crogsiand the practical knowledge which they created
beyond borders. This chapter further questionsrdmeanticisation of fishermen’s mobility by
putting into perspective the rationalisation ardividualisation of their practices in foreign water
| compare their practices in Mauritanian waters Bisgau-Guinean and Guinean waters. Although
in both situations distinct motives legitimate thiliegal mobility, fishermen tend to reproduce
similar appropriation ‘tactics’ (according to Der@au’s meaning (1984)), such as using a specific
language, the creation of names and the mentaseptations of border areas.

The fishermen applied the same mechanisms of ppation to the maritime route to
Europe that they had been developing over the eoafstheir West African sea expeditions.
Chapter 8 situates the global context of the enmag®f boat migration from Senegal to Europe
and examines the links between the changes in Earoporder controls, the shift in West African
migration routes to Europe and the local effectgheffishing crisis in Senegal. It seeks to clarify
the role taken by the fishermen in these journkytben emphasises how these routes changed the
function of the ocean to a border space. Agaimpeific rationalisation of maritime mobility and
border crossing is observed, turning the fisheriméo pragmatic mobile agents who adjust to
geographic constraints thanks to their skills. afin for the failed migrants, that specific cross-
border mobility, which first looked like a way teaover control over the sea space and their life,
eventually turned into a physical and moral failwtgch they had no control over.

While this thesis has essentially turned towardsiime experiences, this research moves
on to look at the specific mechanisms occurringhimitand developing from fishermen's
households. Chapter 9 explores the gendered dioren$imobility in relation to the organisation
of ocean spaces (Steinberg, 2001). It first ingaséis the traditional place of men in Senegal’'s
fishing community. This mobility is based on a geratl organisation of spaces, and articulates
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between an open, unlimited, “masculine” ocean sjpacka narrow, “feminine” house space. The
chapter engages with a view that challenges a segihpweak female immobility and a virile and
powerful male mobility (Cresswell & Uteng, 1994).dutlines the ambiguities at the core of the
relationships between men and women. Whether a wamma man, each actor proves able to
negotiate a form of power within their own sphefeaotion which challenges these apparently
strong gendered constructions. This power of natjoti expresses itself through different forms of
mobility: for the men, it means sea mobility, migpa to Europe and the search for “absence”,
whereas for the women it is generally reflecteduigh the mediation of male mobility.

Finally, chapter 10 draws the conclusion of thiseggch, starting with Sarkozy's 2007
Dakar speech and its provocative ethnocentric @sssr The chapter discusses the way fishermen
have become free mobile subjects through the doofravhat they know and what they let the
actors who embody institutional — social and pwditi— structures know. Drawing on Steinberg’s
discussion (2013), | further question the way inichtheoretical metaphors can provide useful
tools for the understanding of the mechanisms g¥feiimen’s maritime mobility and at the same
time can be limited and limiting methods that miisenfishermen’s realities. Finally, | suggest
alternative pragmatic perspectives to address tragement of sea spaces and explore the idea of

participatory sailing surveillance systems.
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Chapter 2 —
Disentangling Networks:

Approach and Background

There is an important gap between the unprediittaloif the field and the rigour and
discipline that are required by academic researahdards. The field researcher must cope with
many obstacles and s/he is expected to adjustiny on@predictable situations. Because we depend
on those people we are interested in, we are imemedibly vulnerable position and should be
aware of our own limits and expectations. How cam @onduct a research project in such a
context? In order to take reasonable trajectoiiegems that we have to be aware of every single
detail, focus on what did not look important to as first and challenge our own mental
constructions. In fact, qualitative research meshae helpful for the researcher who apprehends a
specific cultural environment such as Senegalassinfj communities.

Narratives provide essential information on thaividual experiences of mobility, borders
and the sea and help grasp the realities lyingrmbpaggregated data and basic surveys. Participant
observation, narratives’ analysis and other qualgaresearch methods have proved to be an
efficient way to grasp the meanings which individugive to mobility. The main results of this
thesis are based on qualitative field researchorelzry data from the Internet and a literature
review. In total, | conducted 69 qualitative intews with a wide range of actors in Senegal during
two field sessions in 2011 and 2012. | had varigpgortunities to spend time with members of
fishing communities, such as, for example, duriegesal immersion stays in Kayar and Saint-
Louis and during the fishing trips | was invited by groups of fishermen. | got in touch with
people in the field not only during the intervielst also before and afterwards, when we had
informal conversations which were not directly tethto mobility. In other words, | found key
responses for this research both through the speaibwers of my respondents and through my
personal field experience. The way | approacheuvishgals or how | failed in some interviews or

had the feeling of being vulnerable, for instarinfgrms the precise subject of this thesis, asethes
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experiences enabled me to be sensitive to ongeingidns, emotions and power relations. As
Rabinow shows ifReflections on Fieldwork in Morocgcoonducting fieldwork cannot be reduced
to a simple data-collection activity. It is, rathar“distinctive type of cultural activity” whictufly
involves the researcher’'s experiences in the daation process and the search for meanings
(Rabinow, 1977: 5).

The directions in which | took my project certgimhanged from the beginning to the end
of my PhD. However, | attempted to keep my approadherent, following realistic
methodological principles. Because my approach saeljlito the realities of the field, in this
chapter | suggest starting to disentangle the mésvarhich organise fishermen’s mobility and
identifying the main actors and institutions ofsthinobility. | first explain my methodological
choices and the reasons why qualitative researchate are more appropriate for the kind of
research questions | raise here. The chapter desdhe fieldwork approach and clarifies different
categories of interviewees, methods of analysisthadempirical limits of this particular field. |
then move on to examine the “institutional dimensigChauveau et al., 2000) around which
fishermen organise their mobility. | shed lightthe way fisheries are managed in Senegal and on
the complexity of the fishing unit's organisatigoroviding general background information on

Senegal.

1. Approach: looking for appropriate qualitative methods
Unlike quantitative research, qualitative studiesult from an inductive process involving

a constant progression and an adjustment to therialatvhich is obtained throughout the research
project (Schutt, 2011). This process entails thatihterpretation of qualitative data starts at the
moment of data collection rather than afterwardsh(®, 2011). For example, the respondents’
answers may determine the interviewer’s next qoestior the researcher may identify new actors
who might bring valuable information or interpréat and thus give new orientations to his/her
project. My research certainly started from a majpothesis to which | expected the fieldwork
study to offer responses. At first, | aimed to istigate the causal relationship that exists between
the collapse of fisheries in Senegal and fishermemyration to Europe, examining the European
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policy responses to this migration. Neverthelds#q studies and further readings have highlighted
the need for a less ethnocentric research quetstasnvould not have assumed that all migration
flows are directed to Europe and that Europe islgaksponsible for the fisheries’ collapse. In
fact, the complexity and multiplicity of fishermen’maritime trajectories call for a broader
perspective of inquiry (as | show in chapter 1)efdfore, | have progressively oriented this
research towards something slightly different frafmat was initially envisaged: new connections
and areas of interest raised my attention in tblel fleading me to move the focus of my research.
In this sense, this project articulates as a “@sgjve focusing” (Parlett & Hamilton, 1976, cited i
Schutt, 2011: 322), which is a common process alitgtive research.

There are many reasons which encouraged me to tinakdnoice of conducting qualitative
interviews and participant observations. For Siivan, qualitative research methods give access to
a higher level of analysis when researchers exanmdiidual experiences (2010). In fact, it
seemed more appropriate to tackle the way indiveduafold their mobility at sea, experience
cross-border movements or mentally shape sea splaceggh their own accounts of everyday
practices rather than through spreadsheets, tablegaphs. As qualitative analysis enables a
“focus on meanings rather than on quantifiable phana” (Schutt, 2011: 324), it constantly looks
at the influence of contextual facts and backgroondthe behaviours and interpretations of
individuals. Using qualitative research methodsr&sl not only to examine what my respondents
were saying about mobility as such, but also tsgréne way their own cultural, political and
social background had influenced their mobility @neir relationships to other actors, for example.
| did not explicitly speak about mobility with tmespondents, and my question was not “what does
mobility mean for you” but rather addressed a raofggeneral questions in which the meanings of
mobility could be grasped through my own interptieta If | were to classify my approach into a
specific category, | would certainly call it an Heb-methodological” approach (Schutt, 2011: 336).
My field research involves participant observatim narratives’ analysis and looks at the actors’
interpretations of the world, starting from the umaption that they construct and create reality
through these interpretations. In fact, this redearesults from an interpretation (mine) of
interpretations (the narratives of my intervieweés)m aware that my analysis of the respondents’
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narratives is influenced by my own experiencedlirfge and academic and social background as
well as my expectations of what field observatishsuld reveal. However, those biases would also
apply in relation to any quantitative methods -t tkain the choice of variables, data collection
methods, orientation of research questions or Hngsats, for example. Furthermore, there are
atmospheres, specific relationships, informal,flirgversations, silences and emotions or tensions
which are not tangible solely in the interviewsrdnscribed in this thesis. This entire context |
learnt to be sensitive to has influenced my owre@eations, research questions and interpretations.
| attempt to give room to these emotions and peimepthroughout this thesis.

This qualitative approach specifically focuses ratworks. Given the difference in the
nature of the actors involved in this project ahd way they are interconnected, | focused the
fieldwork methodology on the existence and idecdifion of networks, stressing the relations
between human and non-human elements (B. Lato@®5;2Ruming, 2009). As Ruming states,
rather than being a strict theoretical frameworkctor-Network Theory” (ANT), used as a
methodology, might help “translate” facts produdmsd visible or invisible networks (Ruming,
2009: 454). The Actor-Network-Theory suggests thetworks should be “translated” so that
research becomes a mediator which occupies a plattee studied network itself and which in
return influences the actors of this same netwoyrkttbs translation work (B. Latour, 2005;
Ruming, 2009). The relevant aspect of this methmgiplis that the same importance is given to
human and non-human actors and that the “traciRgih(ing, 2009: 353) of their interrelations
provides key information. For example, field stualyempts to “trace” human and non-human
network actors and understand their interactioncaedtion.

Other reasons deterred me from conducting surdeysticed that these methods tend to
provide very impersonal and poor responses for kirid of case study. In 2007, when | first
conducted fieldwork in Senegal for a Master’s theknoticed that fishermen all tended to provide
similar answers when my questions were too speaiiitt precise. This can be explained by their
general distrust of and reluctance towards what #ssociate with administrative procedures and
scientific knowledge and so forth. It was thereforere helpful for me, and less intimidating for
the respondents, to use my old notebook and memedbare my questions rather than to have a
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properly typed questionnaire in my hands. Neveed®l sea mobility patterns are certainly
quantifiable phenomena, and it is of interest fis tesearch to assess them. In the field, | gather
quantitative data related to the mobility pattestigdied in this research. Also, results are mainly
based on the 2005 official fisheries census, whigbeared to be one of the most reliable, complete
and recent data sources (ISRA, 2006). Unfortunately data are available on irregular migration
to Spain or on cross-border movements throughout Wiican waters. Access to more recent and
reliable quantitative information on fishing migmat to Mauritania, Guinea and Guinea-Bissau
was impossible at the time of the fieldwork. In 201 had access to a series of scientific reports
meant to assess fishermen’s migration patterrseasub-regional level and for which research had
been conducted by a recognised international osgdan. Unfortunately, | was informed that
those statistics had been manipulated for politicerests and were thus unsuitable for further
scientific use.

As this research involves human participants,ugbb approval from Keele University's
ethics committee. My project was approved by Kadversity's Ethics Review Panel on two
occasions, in April 2011 and January 2012, befoeettvo field sessions | conducted in Senébal.
Before starting any interview, | informed the resgents about the objectives and implications of
my research, the confidentiality of the researdled them if they wanted to remain anonymous
and gave them details about my own backgroundcdoerdance with the ethical requirements, we
started the interview only after they had formadiyen consent. Depending on their personal
wishes and professional requirements, institutioredpondents have not been systematically
anonymised. Also, | changed the names of mostefiiihermen | interviewed in order to protect

their identity.

Organisation of fieldwork
| first conducted a two-month fieldwork session2@l11, in order to identify the main
actors and immerse myself in the field. | carriedl 28 in-depth interviews among a wide group of

actors, including state agents from the Ministry Fisheries (monitoring and control sections of

1 Appendix 1
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small-scale and industrial fisheries), civil sogietnembers (ADEPA, CNPS, FENAGIE),
fishermen, fishermen’s leaders and returned migritom Europe (failed migrant$) It was very
common for these actors to fulfil several of theskes. For example, in this panel, professional
organisations’ representatives could be retireldefimen; similarly, interviewed failed migrants
were always former or active fisherm@rtowever, | chose to orientate the interview dejpend
on their present status at the time of the researetsonal migration or fishing-related history.
Broad questions were raised at this stage andtidinsovere given for further field analysis.

The choice of the fishing villages was made adogrdo their specificity in terms of
mobility. Indeed, in order to gather fishermen’penences, | first selected three fishery sitethén
Dakar area from which different types of fisherneemobility can be observed. The first one,
Ouakam (Map 2), specialises in small-scale demégtahg: fishermen stay in the coastal area and
generally fish around Ouakam with small canoes. 3&eond place, Hann, is more focused on
large-scale mobility, with departures to GuineasBis Mauritania and Guinea (Conackry) and a
small number of local net and line fishermen ad.\Wéle third site, Kayar, presents cases of both
large-scale and small-scale mobility, and has lmwe®nof the most common departure points for
fishermen’s migration to Europe over the last decdd Kayar, failed migrants have created an
organisation through which they could be reachedotal in 2011, fourteen of the respondents
were fishermen (including two leaders of professlamrganisations). They were failed migrants,
local net and line fishermen, fishermen’s leadarsnternational fishermen who agreed to talk
about their migration decisions and sea experienCesthe national scale, representatives of
institutions and organisations specialising in disés were mainly targeted. More than primary
data, these interviews mainly generated essentialenml for discourse analysis and an
understanding of mobility patterns in Senegal. Gaties of respondents for this first fieldwork

stage are listed in Appendix 2.

2 For a full list of respondents and organisati@® Appendix 2
13 For further information on the respondents’ stasee Appendix 2, Table Respondents’ categories
according to their main function, status, professibactivities or personal migration history
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This panel helped get an overview of the fishingg@ein Senegal and a general idea of
local sea geography Senegalese fishermen haverwotest over time. In 2012, | conductec
second and longer field stt, mostly among fishing communities in H¢, Saint-Louis and Joal.
The following description of the field approach motly gives information on the way intervie
were conducted, but also on the way networks agarmsed among fishermen. In fact, in orde
disentangle the networks organisinsheries and mobility patterns in Senegal, as arelser | hac
no choice other thamtegratinc these networks. Besides, the simple action of vigening these
field actors and making connects between them can be considered as an action oforle
creation(Ruming, 200¢.

Over the course of the 2C session, representatives of professional orgaaisatiave m
contacts of potential respondents from variousirigglwharves in the Dakepeninsula who were
known as local leaders. | got to know the relatimps which tied these different key netwt
actors together, andlas also introduced to potential responder@y the end of this first fiel
session, | had a broader understanding of the &eltlit was easier to recognise the leaders

understand thhierarchical connections between tt. The waythey were introduced, talked to
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welcomed by the members of the community were atdias and cultural codes helping me to
grasp the structure of the local networks’ orgaiosas.

In order to meet fishermen, | always started wagkirom the local fishery services where
my informants were generally based. My informaisnt used to walk me either through the
narrow, dusty streets of the fishing village othe noisy fishing wharf. Because of the high level
of their mobility, the fishermen — and especiahlig ttcross-border migrants — | first interviewed in
2011 were not interviewed again in 2012. They vestieer not available, were fishing in Guinea-
Bissau or had moved to another village. Nevertiseleimterviewed some of the respondents | first
met in 2012 several times over the course of #ieid field session.

Everything, including my own person, as a researchias involved in the power relations.
This was unavoidable as it was one of the conditio@eded to reach a proper comprehension of
fishermen’s mobility. For instance, the only effeetway to meet with key respondents and gain
their trust was to be properly introduced to thgnirtfluential members of the community. | first
identified actors according to their functionslie torganisation of mobility: those people who were
physically taking part in maritime migrations, teogeople funding sea journeys, those people in
charge of stopping illegal movements at sea ansktpeople indirectly encouraging departures and
so forth.

Although respondents varied from one year to ttierg key informants remained the
same. For this research, key informants are defasethose field actors who are fully integrated
into the network studied and who agreed to guideameé put me in contact with would-be
respondents. | first interviewed these actors irisafated way, and as soon as | perceived their
recognised leading function among their commurlitgroposed that they introduce me to other
members of the network. They were more than a sinmpérface between the interviewees and me.
I noticed that | was “treated” in the same way thvaye and | was given the “same” social function
they were; and respondents agreed to answer myiguesn the same way they would for my
informants. Being aware of this specific socialraiehy between network actors undoubtedly
helped to gain the trust of the respondents as agllo get deeper answers in interviews. For
example, in 2011, | attempted to conduct a couplaterviews in a fishing village, but because |
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was helped by an informant who was not very inftisdr- or who was perhaps not willing to help
me properly — | either had very common and impessed responses or fishermen were not very
keen to take part in my study. The choice of figlidrmants needs experience, as being aware of
social codes and the cultural hierarchy in suchrenmnents is absolutely not an easy task for a
Western researcher.

For these key informants, coming back a year latet promised | would do in 2011, was
seen as a sign of intellectual honesty, which m#attthey finally opened their doors in a wider
way than they did in 2011. Therefore, the timedrggn their company in the time before | got to
know new potential interviewees was more fruitfubey time. They had a lot of information about
fisheries, their social and professional organisatand power relations between actors and
mobility patterns — the kind of information whicisliermen themselves were not always willing or
able to provide me with, with any precision, durimgerviews. These key informants acted as
translators of cultural codes | was not able toaeusiind or even perceive in the field, so thatdbts
responses | found for this research came out @udsons with them. In 2012, my field study
lasted six months, during which | conducted 41rné&ws with representatives of fishery-related
public institutions (Ministry for Fisheries) andgbessional organisations (FENAGIE, CNPS) and
with fishermen, fish traders and fishermen’s comityumembers$’ in Dakar (Hann and Ouakam),
Saint-Louis, Mbour and Joal (Map 1). | identifieifferent categories of fishermen: local or
international, dermersal or pelagic fishermen,disien who attempted to go to Europe by sea and
fishermen who mainly fish in Guinea or Mauritaniadaso forth. | mainly targeted cross-border
fishermen as well as their relatives for this fieddssion and conducted in-depth qualitative
interviews among specific actors in the field. Ti@rratives of the fishermen’s relatives are
essential to this study as they explicitly put fards the value of the mobility experience on the
intimate and social scales. They also enable tfogeg to introduce a gender dimension for the
analysis of mobility patterns from Senegal and beza valuable link between the different forms

of mobility | propose to explore.

14 Appendix 2
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Details of life stories, border experiences andration and fishing narratives were given
in these interviews. In 2012, | met actors sevémaés and conducted interviews in a freer way
than in 2011. When possible, mental maps were draltimough this was seen as a very difficult
task for the fishermen. They are not used to drgwirstill less drawing maps — and most of them
are poorly educated. They were sometimes reluttaimbld a pen and draw the local geography of
their fishing places. Also, lots of time was neededgain their trust, so | had very few

opportunities to ask them to do this exercise.

Translation issues

It is very difficult to evaluate the number of Hermen who were able to speak French
properly as some of them were happy to answer regtqans in a mix of French and Wolof, while
others who could speak perfect French chose to/ repMWolof. In 2011, | was helped by a
Senegalese research assistant who translated téheigws with the fishermen — | am able to
understand a bit of Wolof, but this was not enotgybonduct the whole interview in this language.
This research assistant was external to the fiseingronment and had no personal link with the
network of fishermen | was attempting to mentallgetitangle. However, | soon realised that
respondents were actually more distant and lekattad in the presence of a translator, despite
them his native: | had more common and impersoedliesponses than in much less structured
interviews with “pure” Wolof-speaking fishermen. s&l, | perceived that the presence of this
translator as well as the key informant were irt faimidating for the interviewees — needless to
say, the fact that the interviewer was a Europeamawn inquiring into a purely masculine and
native environment also made the situation evererdeticate. In 2012, | decided to conduct the
interviews in the presence of a respected and kmelvn key informant only, although | was aware
| would get less precise translations. This methaved to be much more fruitful, and although |
did not have the best translations, | could gaghtful responses that | would never have been able
to hear otherwise. Also, the transcription proceSshe interviews involved another translation
movement from French to English. When doing thigttempted to keep as respectful to the

original respondents’ way of speaking as possible.
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Finally, because fishermen’s mobility first depsrah their fishing speciality, techniques
and habits, it is important to outline the categerl used for this research. They can be either
demersal or pelagic fishers, local or internatidirgiermen or failed migrants and so forth. It is
also worthwhile highlighting the connections betwebese functions as a starting point for this

research.

Categories of respondents: who are the fishermen?

In Senegal, fishing activities spread all along tdwastline from Saint-Louis, at the
northern border area next to Mauritania, to Casamamear the southern border of Senegal, next to
Guinea-Bissau. The local economies of Saint-Ldi#sjar, Dakar, Mbour, Joal and Ziguinchor are
greatly influenced by important fishing centresnirovhere pelagic and demersal fishermen,
whether local or migrant, go back and forth andaarge their maritime trajectories (ISRA, 2006).
The 2005 national census estimates that Senegail fesst 57,000 active maritime fishermen who
are either captain-owners, simple crew memberppreatice fishers who are all men from various
ethnic backgrounds (Wolof, Lebous or Serers Niomi)kISRA, 2006). The social status of the
fishers depends on their age and their relationhthe boat owners: young fishermen are single,
with less responsibility on board, whereas captaires slightly older (30 to 35 years old) and
generally are close relatives of the boat ownershen these boat owners are not captains
themselves (30% of them are captains) (ISRA, 20BBjlly, most of the fishermen had a limited
education as a majority of them only went to priynachool (84.6%) and/or Koranic school
(56.5%). Also, it is very common that 15 to 20 fhrmembers live together, composing extended
households which financially depend on a coupldisifermen. The economic situation of the
fishing communities is difficult to assess as theoimes of the fishers vary from one day to another
throughout the year. A simple hand-line fishermaghinearn XOF 50,000 (£63) a month and, with
other male workers, pay for the expenses of upSdalnily members. Coastal communities
generally live in a modest economic situation; mibig@n 55% of Senegalese households earn less

than two $2 a day.

5 world Bank, 2014
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For this research, | identified six categoriedisfiermen: the outlines of these categories
are flexible as fishermen might shift from one gaty to another over the course of their career,
depending on their resources, their family’s tiadig and preferences and their individual wishes
or opportunities. In fact, it is unlikely that aptain fisherman whose family owns boats and gear
for line fishing, for example, will eventually dele to convert to being a pelagic fisherman. By
contrast, when fishermen do not own boats and gedrare unskilled (in terms of fishing), they
might get hired by either demersal or pelagic fightrews. Also, a local fisherman might become
a cross-border fisherman, depending on the opptigsiie gets, and vice versa. | will explore the
reasons for these shifts in different scenariospersonal choices and professional orientations
certainly give meaning to mobility. Table 1 summsas the distinct categories and fishing places

on which this project is based:
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Table 1:Categories of fishermen respondents and theimigstiestination§

Cross-border fishermen

Local fishermen

Demersal | Long- Pelagic Long- Local Local
fishermen | distance fishermen distance demersal pelagic
demersal demersal fishermen fishermen
fisnermen | Up t0 30 fishermen
Small crew Based in Based in
fishing members, Dakar Dakar
units, Ice-box based in Ice-box 20- | peninsula, peninsula,
4to 5 crew| 20-metre- | Saint-Louis | metre-long | Mbour, Joal, | Mbour, Joal,
Categories of members, | long boats, boats, Sine Saloum| Casamance,
fishermen based in 13to 20 (pgrse 13to 20 Casamance,| Sine Saloum
/ fishing areas Saint- crew seme/_sur— crew 4to5crew | —upto 25
Louis members, | rounding members, members crew
(hand line, | based in | Nets) based in members
drift nets, | Saint- Dakar (hand line,
set nets) Louis peninsula, drift nets, set| (purse seine,
Mbour, Joal, nets) sur-rounding
(hand line, Casamance nets)
drift nets,
set nets) (hand line,
drift nets, set
nets)
F | Beyond the
| Mauritanian
border, X X
s coastal
waters (max|
H | 24-hr trip)
I Senegalese
coastal X X X X
N | waters
G
Few hundred
km off
Mauritania,
A . X
sometimes
R | UP to
Morocco
E
Guinea-
A Bissau,
S Conakry, in X
some case
Sierra Leone

'8 Among the respondentdailed” or returned migrantsnight belong to any of these categories.
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i. “Failed” or returned migrants

Fishermen are either local fishermen or crossdroféshermen used to fishing outside
Senegal in West Africa. Among these two categafdishermen were also those who had tried to
reach Europe by sea, sometimes several times, &wodfailed and returned to Senegal either
voluntarily — when they had to interrupt their segyage because of a storm, for example — or
involuntarily — when they got arrested at sea,rdved in the Canary Islands but were repatriated
to Senegal. For convenience, | chose to call them “failed™returned” migrants. These migrants
failed as they aimed to reach Europe but for soesson they did not manage to make it, and
considered these attempts as failures, as did fdmgities and communities (see Dinnwald, 2011;

Pian, 2006).

il. Demersal and pelagic fishermen

Pelagic fishermen work on large 20-metre-long oatith 15- to 30-member crews
(Photographs 1 and 2). They generally fish in @asteas using “purse seine” (surrounding nets).
These are immense and heavy fishing nets useddio palagic species and can measure up to 500
metres long. Pelagic species move in shoals umdesurface of the water, contrary to demersal
species, which are deep-water species. Sardineflareckerels are common pelagic species that
Senegalese fishermen usually catch. Fish shodlswfdpecific seasonal migration patterns all
along West Africa, from Guinea-Bissau to Moroccbe$e fish migrations generate a very mobile
way of fishing, sometimes leading fishermen togdiy cross international maritime borders, as in
the case of the Senegal-Mauritania border and -Bairis fishermen. Fishermen adjust to these
seasonal movements and migrate all along the Sksegaoast at different times of the year,
looking for sardinella, mackerels, horse mackeoelfalse scads, depending on the season. They
then sojourn in camps or relatives’ houses forfigteng season, usually living with the other crew
members, far away from their wives and children.e¥élas fishermen generally organise 24-hour
fishing trips in order to keep the fish as frestpassible, their regional migrations can last saiver

days, weeks or even months (Binet et al., 2012¢yTdell their catches on the local market, as

" Mostly after 2006 following the bilateral agreernsigned by Senegal and Spain (chapter 8)
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pelagic species are mostly directed towards looakemption and have a low-value market in
comparison with the demersal species.

Furthermore, the upwelling system off Senegal Madritania influences the movement of
fish shoals on a seasonal basis. The upwellingltseftom strong seasonal winds which, by
blowing on warm surface waters, generate a movemgdeep, cold waters up to the surface.
These cold waters attract many fish species asfthaur the proliferation of phytoplankton and
seaweed, which encourage the development of ma&wosystems by providing food for fish
(Boely, Chabanne, & Fréon, 1979; Cury & Roy, 1988)r example, sardinellas migrate from
Guinea-Bissau to Mauritania, generally from FebyuarSeptember: from April to the beginning
of July is the best time of the year for pelagishérmen to catch them in great quantities in
Senegalese waters, as sardinellas are attractdtebich waters brought up to the surface by the
upwelling (Boely et al., 1979). Similarly, whiteaypers — which fishers catch with hand lines —
migrate each year from Mauritania to Senegal ab#ginning of the cold season, and near Dakar,
fishermen start catching them in February to Mg@iry & Roy, 1988)'

Demersal species live in deep waters and aretddefor export to Europe, Africa and
Asia. Sea bream, white groupers or barracuda amedal species which in Senegal are also
known as the “noble species” and which are maiolg ®n the international market. Fishermen
either catch demersal species in local coastabdfaotograph 3), looking for rocks where deep-
water species usually live, or they navigate longtathces, crossing international borders and
fishing in the waters off Guinea-Bissau, Conakngr@ Leone or Mauritania (Photograph 4). They
use many fishing techniques, such as hand linés)ete and drift nets, depending on the species
they target. Demersal fishermen do not follow sb@d pelagic fishermen do; they go directly to

these richer, remote fishing places, sometimesga#ivig for days before they can reach them.

iii. Cross-border fishermen
In this study.cross-border fishermeare fishermen who have been crossing the maritime

borders of one or more West African countries. Grax long-distance international demersal

'8 These species are attracted by the rich ecosysteths cold waters brought up to the surface ley th
upwelling
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fishermen are made up of around 13 to 20 membatks tteey spend up to two weeks on board
large 20-metre-long boats: these boats are calbox canoes”pirogues glaciéresas they
carry important ice stocks so that fish is kepzé&mo until its sale once back on Senegalese shores.
These fishing expeditions are very specific sinmesvs remain at sea when abroad. Crews stock up
on ice, fuel and food supplies in Senegal so thay tremain autonomous at sea during the
expedition. In fact, with their significant carrgrcapacities, both ice-box and purse seine boats
were used to carrying West-African migrants ugie €Canary Islands.

The category of cross-border fishermen also iredutkemersal and pelagic fishermen who
are used to crossing the Mauritanian border inraésh either legally or illegally there. Thep d
not consider themselves as migrants as they dorganise long-distance fishing journeys: rather,
they leave for 12- to 24-hour trips, contrary te tme fishermen, who navigate up to Moroccan
waters or down to southern countries’ waters, oenevo those who temporarily settle in
Mauritanian camps (chapter 6). However, their edayyexperiences of the Mauritanian border and
daily migration movements, as well as the way theyify their illegal border crossings, make
their situation comparable to long-distance fishemm

Furthermore, the cross-border fishermen | am $tigdyn this thesis are all based in
Senegal and always come back home after the fideagon. This project does not deal with the
Senegalese fishermen who permanently settled hétin tamily in neighbouring countries’ fishing
villages (Binet et al., 2012) as fieldwork was cocigd in Senegal only. Also, for reasons of time,
migration on board large-scale fishing boats —echHtlateaux ramasseurs will only be briefly
mentioned in this research. From the end of th@®@49&sian industrial boat owners started hiring
local line-fishers for a couple of weeks or mont8all, 1999). These boats carry around 40 small
line canoes and 200 to 250 fishermen, departing f8enegalese fishing villages and navigating to
rich, remote waters (Sierra Leone, Mauritania amth€a, for example). The small boats are then
released in these remote waters, and crews fistbimgl their catches to the ship-owner every day
during the season. In exchange, they are hostazhid@band are paid at the end of the season.
These fishing methods were more or less legalleliged and are now disappearing. Although
ship-owners hold valid licences, they generallg ltivese fishing crews in very extreme conditions.
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These practices were reported by NGOs for violatingnan rights (Sall, 1999). Some of my
respondents, especially the migrant fishermen, rtegothat they had experienced this kind of
fishing migration, once in a while, during theirofessional career. However, lack of information
on these specific fishing migration patterns mehasthis project cannot examine them in depth.

Whereas pelagic fishermen are very mobile at &@mwing shoals and stopping only
while throwingtheir nets into the water, line-fishers rather Idok fixed fishing places where
slightly less mobile deep-water species are likelglwell. Drift-net fishers let their nets drift in
order to trap demersal fish species, which movagleith sea currents. These ways of fishing
influence fishermen’s geographies of the sea spBetagic fishermen mentally construct the
seascape according to moving marks, whereas ddrfisrgamen progress between fixed points in
the sea (chapter 7). Also, these categories barglt different kinds of human and non-human
interconnections. First, the movements of demeesal pelagic fish species in the sea are
interconnected: through the oceanic food web, deahespecies depend on pelagic species to
survive — the former eating the latter. Second,eteal migrant fishermen use sardinellas and other
pelagic species as bait: the mobility of thesedlisrand the way they organise their fishing trips
thus highly depend on the availability of pelagiecies and purse seine fishermen’s catches and
mobility.

These categories simplify the complex organisatibthe fishermen’s mobility as well as
their traditional techniques and preferences. Thewide a first-hand clear frame for further
analysis, and, as this mobility not only dependseamironmental elements, | now move on to

introduce the institutional and political backgrdusf fishermen’s mobility.
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Photograph 1Purse seine boat off Dakar coasts, ApriPhotograph 2Crew members of purse seine boat
2012, J.H. on a fishing trip off Dakar coasts, April 2012,
J.H.

Photograph 3Local demersal-fishing boats, Mbour, May 2018.J.

 — = e -
Photograph 4 Demersal fishers back from Guinea-Bissau, July22®ann, J.H.
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2. Institutions and mobility

In Senegal, domestic and political institutionsvénaa significant impact on people’s
mobility and behaviours. For small-scale fisheritgse institutions can be perceived at many
levels through professional organisations, trad#lorules for the use of sea resources, state
representatives, the law and its agents, religieaders, a traditional distribution of the workferc
and resources or capital. Chauveau, Chaboud aricadsgn emphasise how access to the sea is
determined by the complex power relations betwd®n fishermen and the multiple local and

national institutions in West Africa (2000). Thegfiohe these mechanisms as follows:

Through institutional dimension, we understand th# rules, norms, conventions,
institutional arrangements, forms of coordinationd ainformation and decision
making processes from which the distinct socialomgt both individuals and
collectives, interact together in order to organisEess to resources, assert their
control over these resources and find room for reame arges de manoeuyre
according to their position, to the stakes theycedre of as vital for them and to the
particular background in which they progress™iIt.[the institutional dimension] not
only involves the - formal or informal- regulatidn material, environmental and
economic resources’ access, but also the politisatial, identity and symbolic

resources and constraints which condition this s£d@000: 14y

These authors understand this “institutional disnam’ as a series of mechanisms for the
exercise of social and political powers which Wafgican small-scale fisheries take into account
in the organisation of their access to sea reseuiee authors emphasise the way the “distinct
social actors, both individuals and collectives’yoiate with these institutions to “assert their
control” according to their own possibilities angesific positions. In other words, access to
resources is shaped by the power relations linkiregspecific actors of the small-scale fisheries
and the domestic, local or national institutionst Bul-Larsen, these relations not only give shape

to competition for access to resources but alserahe the economic development of fisheries in

9 My translation
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the case of Congolese migrant fishermen (Jul-Lar2@00: 168). In Senegal, these institutions take
multiple shapes around which fishermen unfold argauoise their mobility.

It is certain that national state structures amall institutions exercise power separately in
terms of access to the sea. The state instituomgto control sea activities, the exploitation and
preservation of fishing resources and the developroé both small- and large-scale fisheries.
These institutions are embodied by the Ministry féisheries (DPM,Direction des Péches
Maritimeg, which is divided into different sections thatlude small-scale fisheries and industrial
fisheries management, scientific research and mm&risurveillance. At the end of the 1990s, the
Senegalese state started a decentralisation patich aimed to give more strength to state control
at the local level along Senegalese coasts. Stgtietsaare certainly more visible in the field but
still lack legitimacy for the local fishermen (chiap4). Border agents of neighbouring countries
also embody external institutions which fishermensitndeal with. In parallel, fishermen are
represented by several national professional osgéiohs such as FENAGIE CONIPAS® or
CNPS?? In theory, these organisations defend the fishalnmterests, providing financial and
political support to fishing activities. Local fisly-related private actors elect representatives of
local GIEs Groupe d’Interét Economique Economic Interest Groups). GIEs generally organi
the fishing wharves and operate in collaboratiothviocal state representatives, and in practice
they often have a mediating function between tatesdnd individuals. Fisheries-related actors are
the women processing the fish (drying, salting &owhl sales), fish traders (who can be either
women or men — though mostly men) and local workarsying fish boxes and selling fishing-
related items (ice, fuel, gear) and so forth.

Fishermen interact with these institutions eveay.dTheir international fishing-related
mobility involves a higher geographical scale whitle Sub-Regional Fisheries Commis$ion
covers. This Dakar-based intergovernmental comomnssovers seven West African countries,

including Cape Verde, Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-BisBrwritania, Senegal and Sierra Leone. The

20 Fgdération Nationale des GIE de Péches

L Conseil National Interprofessionnel de la Péchdsartale au Sénégal

22 Collectif National des Pécheurs Artisans du Sénégal

23 SRCF or CSRP in French. For further informatiae tp://www.spcsrp.org/Presentation/Objectif
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organisation aims to strengthen cooperation amdhfisresources management policy among these
state members through common policy programmesarels and surveillance structures. Among
other functions, the organisation gives a politifraime to the implementation of international
fishing agreements linking the member states. TREFSwebsite provides the official material and
policy texts that | used in this thesis. Fishermermer mention the work of this intergovernmental
organisation in their narratives.

These institutional “arrangements” also coverrdiggious dimension, which is essential to
the organisation of Senegalese communities (Gemm2R&l) and fisheries in particular.
marabouts, who are spiritual leaders who preaamisind ward off fate with animist rituals, play a
decisive role in the mobility of the fishers asythake part in the blessing of the canoes befage th
fishing seasons. The longer the sea trip, the regpensive the marabout’'s consultation. In fact,
the financial dimension of small-scale fisheriesaiso very complex. While private banks and
cooperatives provide loans to the fishermen, istarges are generally very high (up to 14%) due
to the unstable economic situation of the fisherifwam are often not even able to provide enough
guarantees to the funders) (Sall & Diallo, 200lshErmen tend instead to seek funding at the
informal level of the community from their relatijdfish traders or boat owners.

Traditional fishing communities are methodicallgganised, following strong values and
principles based on the community system, taskirsipand social hierarchies. The institutional
dimension is especially strong at the domesticllevéot of pressure is put on the fishermen, who
fulfil the role of livelihood providers. A strongokdarity system works as a form of “informal
social security”, as in many West African countr{€alves & Marcoux, 2007: 8), and somehow
fulfils the role of the state. In the name of thddidarity system, active workers often have talfee
many more mouths than expected. This solidarityesysmight take negative shapes when it
generates strong dependent relationships and wdastibstacles to self-realisation by preventing
individuals from saving a share of their income g@ndjecting themselves into future sustainable
plans (Marie, 2007). As we will see, in many sitoias, mobility is a response to this solidarity
system to the extent that migrating or being abseables the fishermen to escape social pressure
(chapter 9). Finally, these hierarchies and thmmatisation of community members’ tasks and
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roles remind us of Janin’s observations about afjtical communities in Sub-Saharan Africa.

Janin emphasises how these communities organiseséiees according to “micro-geopolitics of

resources” (Janin, 2008: 1). Each individual falfpecific functions and carries out specific tasks
according to his or her age, gender, experiencdsskitis. For Janin, this rational task-sharing
system is a guarantee of cohesion and a reliabnse to risks.

For the fishermen, these “micro-geopolitics” adiceable on many levels, including on
the scale of the fishing unit. Each fishing unite-matter whether it is demersal or pelagic orignte
—is based on a complex hierarchical and traditispstem which determines the way the earnings
generated by the fishing activities are distribuéedong the crew as well as the distribution of
specific tasks and responsibilities on the boathBEeshing unit always includes a captain, a second
captain, a boat owner, an engine, a net, a coalcedistinct crew members. Each of these specific
agents earns a share of the profits gathered a&nthef the fishing trip. This organisation implies
that a boat owner who can be both a captain arshgime owner, for example, will earn a share for
each of these specific functions. The proportiohthe share vary according to the fishing units:
sometimes the share of the boat owner correspandghird of the total and sometimes it can be
half of it. Also, a boat owner’s share can repregen crew members’ shares. Similarly, crew
members’ shares vary according to their level gfegdence and skills: for instance, a 15-year-old
fisherman may earn half of a share, whereas hie meperienced father, also in the crew, earns a
full share. In theory, this system enables thevd® properly manage and cover the expenses
involved in the fishing trip: fuel, ice and supglidor the crew and so forth. These shares are
methodically calculated and distributed by the creaptain. Crews are considered as a proper
family for these fishermen: the trip funder (oftdy@ boat owner and/or captain) is responsible for
his crew members. He is supposed to cover alldbd find accommodation expenses during the
fishing season, and sometimes even supports hig r@mbers by helping them financially in
difficult times, somehow working as personal insiw& This organisation makes the fishing units

work like a balanced system, methodically mixingriam and non-human agents.
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In conclusion, | have broadly introduced the mdtiogical and field background of this
research, outlining the way | approached the redgais and the limits | was confronted with. This
qualitative approach has enabled me to identifyntlaén actors of mobility and be aware of the
dynamics of fishermen’s mobility. The institutiordimension of their mobility is essential: these
complex institutional mechanisms manifest at thblipuor domestic level, on the international,
national or local scale, and aim to secure the coniiies’ stability. These mechanisms give shape
to the fishermen’s mobility to the extent that tletgucture the way coastal communities work and
play a decisive role in the access to sea resoanmesn the sharing of economic resources. We
will see that although sea mobility — or ratheresmscto the sea — depends on, and is possibly thanks
to, these institutional mechanisms, mobility parsacilly also enables the fishers to negotiate with
these arrangements by providing them with oppdisito exercise power in a pragmatic way

over their physical, socio-economic and politicafieonments.

For the analysis of fishermen’s mobility patterdsfirst interrogate the nature of
fishermen’s mobility. Is their increased mobilityenaly environmentally induced? If fishermen are
environmental migrants, what are the political @wdnomic implications of their mobility? The

next chapter explores the limits of such assumption

51



Chapter 3 —
Are Senegalese Fishermen

Environmental Migrants?

Climate change may significantly affect vulneraptpulations of many nations in the near
future. The rise of the sea level will have a majopact on coastal communities in Guyana, the
Bahamas and Bengladesh by 2100 (Dasgupta, LapMetsner, Wheeler, & Yan, 2007), whereas
drought and a decrease in rainfall are more likehaffect West African countries — causing an
emergency situation for millions of people, as e in March 2012, As a response to these
environmental changes, the people affected may id®msnigration strategies and become
“environmental migrants” or “refugees”. If in Sgya the decrease in fish stocks influences the
maritime mobility of the fishermen, shall we cdflet fishermen environmental migrants? In a
recent study called “Migrant fishermen: climate aeblogical refugee$”, Failler and Binet
suggest that the analysis of Senegalese fishingatiog patterns should form part of the wider
debate on environmental migration (Failler & Bir&®10). They argue that the decrease in fishing
resources in West African waters has pushed therfisen to migrate and spread their mobility all
over the ocean. What is the interest in classifyirggfishermen as belonging to such a category?

This chapter explores the relation between thhirfgs crisis and the mobility of the
fishermen through the concept of environmental atign. | question the relevance of this
emerging concept, which has been discussed in ebarig/-oriented literature (Dalby, 2009;
Deudney, 1991) and anthropologic and geographitiesu(For example Black, 2001; Gemenne,
2007; Hartmann, 2010). The narratives of Senegatesgondents certainly evidence the linkages
between the environmental crisis and sea mobititgywever, reducing their mobility to a mere
response to resource scarcity does not inform aatahe social, political and geographic meaning

of — and causes for — their mobility. In fact, tbeeation of the category of “environmental

*BBC News, 2012
% My translation
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migrants” tends to move the focus to the naturpkesof the crisis and dismisses the political
dimension of the fishing crisis.

The first section examines the notion of environtabemigration. | interrogate the way this
environmental crisis is linked to the fishermen’shitity in Senegal and finally the shape of
maritime mobility patterns. The reflection bringsthe fore many connections other than those

pointed out in the environment—migration nexus.

1. Environment and migration: what linkages?

The “environmental refugee” concept was first falated in a United Nations’ report in
1985 (Gemenne 2007). This concept suggests a ne&wpiatation of migration trends by
describing migratory movements as a response togelsain migrants’ sending environments. This
category of environmental refugee emerges in th&texd of public awareness about climate
change after the 1972 Stockholm Summit (Gemenn&7)20Myers, an environmentalist,
designates environmental refugees as every popullicated in vulnerable areas that might suffer
in the future from natural events. Myers predidtsvé of 200 million environmental refugees
fleeing the consequences of climate change in the few decades (Myers, 2005). These
assertions have encouraged policymakers to assmlamate-change-induced migration as a
potential political threat to the security of natéb states. A 2008 European Commission paper
foresees a significant increase in climate-changegéed human migration, considering these
potential migrants as a threat to the politicab#ity of receiving countries (Solana Madariaga,
2008). For environmental security academic reseadtcts clear that resource scarcity causes
“environmental migrants” or “refugees” who will traten the security of many countries,
potentially producing conflicts and tensions (Dalbh996, 2009; Homer-Dixon & Boutwell, 1993).
However, geographer Richard Black denounces thesiomplification of the Malthusian approach
to the environmental refugee concept and instegdests the use of the notion of “environmental
migration”:

This notion of “environmental refugees” hardly iedl with arguments about recent
destruction of the ecological balance by moderriesgicrather, migration is again
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perhaps better seen as a customary coping stratetiyis sense, movement of people
IS a response to spatio-temporal variations inaiienand other conditions, rather than
a new phenomenon resulting from a physical limitihg been reached. (Black, 1998:
28)

Whereas Myers predicts huge waves of forced refsigdlack characterises migration as a
chosen strategy to cope with climatic crisis arebvece degradation rather than as an unprepared
response (Black, 1998). Findley observes that duand after drought periods in Mali in the
1980s, population movements from rural to urbamsangere circular and temporary rather than
definitive (Findley, 1994). In other words, ruralaMan communities adopted temporary migration
strategies in order to cope with environmental geaand did not flee drought as they would flee a
violent conflict — that is, in an immediate andded way. In fact, contrary to the security-oriented
studies, some academics do not take for grantetnkéetween environmental degradation and
migration, suggesting that this link is not so evidand may lack consistency (Black, 2001;
Gemenne, 2007; Tacoli, 2009). Tacoli conducted re¢viecal-scale case studies in Senegal,
Bolivia and Tanzania. Her results corroborate theaithat the systematic causal environment—
migration relationship should not be taken for ¢ednand clearly shows that long-term
environmental degradation does not necessarilyretggdarge-scale migration movements (Tacoli,
2011). Furthermore, the characteristics of envireminduced population movements might also
be determined by the nature of the ecological chdBtpck, 1998, 2001; Findley, 1994; Henry et
al., 2004; Tacoli, 2009). A sudden natural disastgght not have the same impact on a local
population as a long-term drought, for instancelilarly, a population affected by rising sea levels
will not necessarily produce similar migration respes to a population facing a serious crisis in
fish stocks. What these studies show, in factha although environmental changes may induce
human migration movement, we cannot predict th@ealdd the resulting mobility patterns, their
quantity or direction.

Moreover, migration can be deeply influenced byirmmental factors, although it would
be too simplistic to “naturalize”its causes (Hartmann, 2010: 235). For Hartmann, the
“environmental refugee” concept is an invention ebhiends to minimise the responsibility of the
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state in the management of the phenomenon and litleise the causes of displacement”
(Kibreab, 1997 21, cited in Hartmann, 2010). Kibreab believeat tteceiving states would not
have the obligation to take care of refugees weeechuse of their displacement acknowledged as
merely environmental (1997: 21). This “depolititciea” results in reducing the responsibilities of
states for this displacement as it is natural amdrenmental rather than political. According to
Hartmann, “in addition to unreliable statisticsg tenvironmental refugee’ concept has a number of
shortcomings. It naturalises the economic and ipalittauses of environmental degradation and
masks the role of institutional responses to 1@ 235).

It seems that by disconnecting the notion of “emvnental migration” from thaetwork
to which it is linked, its political and social sihnce is being extracted. Paradoxically,
environmental migration is being changed into atigal object at the same time precisely because
it is becoming a security preoccupation. Reducingration to its environmental aspects might
lead to the negation of its political dimension:

The degradation narrative has proved particuladgutar in Western policy circles
because it kills a number of birds with one stabhdilames poverty on population
pressure, and not, for example, on lack of landrrefor off-farm employment

opportunities; it blames peasants for land degiadatobscuring the role of

commercial agriculture and extractive industriedl @&ntargets migration both as an
environmental and security threat. (Hartmann, 2Q@B84&)

Thus, according to Hartman, considering Senegdissermen as environmental refugees
would make them responsible for Senegalese marimgngs’ overfishing and underestimate the
role of foreign industrial fisheries in Senegalessers. At the same time, fishermen’s mobility
would be pointed out “both as an environmental sealrity threat”. It is certain that a cautious use
of the notion of environmental migration is need€&de mobility of the fishermen might not only
be considered to be a direct result of a natursiscand the fishermen themselves as the cause of
resource scarcity. Following Latour’s interpretatiof modernity, Kibreab’s and Hartmann's
analyses would evidence the nature—culture separatidere, nature is seen as an object
disconnected from any kind of political reality.rHaatour, an ecological crisis such as the ozone
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hole is not purely natural but “simultaneously malized, sociologized and deconstructed” (B.
Latour, 1993: 6). Hybrids such as global warmingleforestation are “human because they are our
work” and “natural because they are not our doig’ Latour, 1993: 50). The notion of
“environmental migration” suggests an associatietwken natural elements and human facts. The
concept implies that natural events have an impadocial behaviours and that social behaviours
may be the direct result of ecological changeswaswill see, in Senegal, the fishing crisis is a
natural manifestation of political choices and tetgées involving a myriad of actors — including
industrial foreign fishers, small-scale fishermer dhe Senegalese government. Once species are
endangered, they progress exponentially towardsatixin and, as soon as a certain limit is
reached, the extinction becomes irreversible (Mead&anders, & Meadows, 2005). In Senegal,
marine ecosystems are endangered, because thsitintfmaritime activities is increasing as well
as the number of fishermen using these ecosystemextract resources. This biological
phenomenon has a great impact on the organisatidnn@obility of coastal communities and
cannot be analysed in isolation as the causeseofishing crisis as well as its consequences
involve other actors of the chain-reaction proééss.

In order to address these complex mechanism® Hafe been several attempts to theorise
the interactions between natural marine elemerdsttagir human exploitation. Corlay applies the
concept of the “geosystem” to the study of smadllsdisheries; it combines an “ecosystem” (the
fish resource) and a “socio-system” that involles fishers’ techniques, as well as their social and
cultural habits (Corlay, 2004, cited in Le Roux &®@&, 2007). This definition echoes Cormier-
Salem’s description of the fishing resource, whighthat the construction of marine and fishing
spaces should not be reduced to the fish, as tieeystead based on an association of biological,
cultural, political and environmental elements (@Gi@r-Salem, 2000). Similarly, Chauveau applies
the notion of “technotopes” to the distinct margirareas around which the fishermen circulate at
sea (1991: 26). These “technotopes” form part ‘tfpatial system” of networks which fishermen

exploit according to a “combination of bio-ecolagliceconomic and political factors” (1991: 26).

% Chapter 4 explores the causes of the fishingsgrisiidencing the responsibility of the Senegattate in
the development of the fishing sector and lookibgndustrial and small-scale fisheries’ unsustai@ab
practices and overfishing.
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Fishermen choose to go to these “technotopes” diépgron their knowledge, specialisation and
fishing techniques. The balance of these “geosystam “technotopes” is threatened when fish
stocks diminish because of some forbidden techsigunel practices, overfishing and inadequate
marine governance. These concepts address thalspatanisation of mobility into networks as
well as the practical dimension of the distinct wiedges implied by the exploitation of these
marine areas. These notions evidence specifidorkitips between the seamen and their marine

environments and take into account fishermen’sqaatr local knowledge.

In conclusion, because it is not easy to put tb#on of environmental migration into
practice, because this notion simplifies the meisgmas of human mobility and because it might
encourage the development of state security resgdosthe detriment of vulnerable communities,
the use of this concept seems inappropriate to eaddiSenegalese fishermen’s mobility.
Nevertheless, what is certain is that there ik tietween fishermen’s mobility and the fishing
crisis: although fishermen are not “environmentanants” as such, their movement is led by fish

species’ movement and stock evolution.

2. Fishing crisis and mobility responses

Fishermen’s mobility seems to be both a clearesgion of resource scarcity and its cause.
In Senegal, fishing has become an outlet activitpse future is greatly jeopardised by a negative
feedback loop involving increased competition, \ahis itself encouraged by a greater use of
technologies and new fishing techniques, and aaredipg mobility, all of which threaten marine
ecosystems. These connections are not noticeafitetaflance. There are many ways to look at
national reports assessing Senegalese fisheriediskndtocks. On one hand, these reports may
reveal a sectoral dynamism, while on the other hdrey may also produce signals indicating that
the situation is critical. In fact, the decreasefigh species’ stocks is not correlated with the
fishermen’s catches as, according to 2013's offigtatistics, this sector has significantly
contributed to the growth of the national economdjirdction des Péches Maritimes, 2014).
However, ecosystems are greatly threatened todamaay species are fully, even over-exploited
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(FAO, 2010). Fish resources in Senegalese watspgc@lly demersal species, are considered to
be in a serious condition (Alder & Sumaila, 20BA0, 2010; Gascuel, Laurans, Sidibé, & Barry,
2002; SSNC, 2009). One of the most threatened epétiSenegal is the grouperand it is now
facing extinction because it is over-exploited (FAZD10). Scarce catches of white grouper are
destined for export as local communities cannatrefto buy it, although it used to be a central
element of Senegalese everyday food habits.

The critical situation of fish stocks in SenegalswWormally acknowledged at the level of
the government in the 2007 policy sectoral |eftdfor the Senegalese government, these changes
are the consequences of unsustainable fishing ipgacnd the over-exploitation of coastal
demersal species. However, for the researchersaBdlMorand, official statistics do not show a
decrease in catches for the small-scale fishingosext the national level but rather indicate a
stagnation (Sall & Morand, 2008). In fact, the totamber of catches greatly varies from 1997 to
2008, indicating an alternation between a decrems#® an increase in catches (Table 2).
Furthermore, the most recent information on aréaratches reports that small-scale fisheries
today contribute 4.8% to Senegal’s national GDRd®&ion des Péches Maritimes, 2014), whereas
in 2007, this proportion was only 1.9% (Sector plietter, 2007).

Table 2 Catches of small-scale Senegalese fishermendmanSenegal’'s Economic Exclusive
Zone (EEZ) from 1997 to 2008 (Source: Direction Mae des Peches and FAO, 2008: 10)

Artisanal fisherieg
catches (thousands
of tonnes)

1997 345.6

1998 317.1

1999 302.3

2000 328.8

2001 320.4

' Thioffin Wolof

% After a series of dialogue and negotiation progssen the management of Senegalese fisheries,
Senegal’s Ministry for Fisheries compiled the mabjectives and policy of the fisheries sector ifitbe
Aquaculture and Fisheries Policy Sectoral Letteket{re Politique Sectorielle des Péches et de
I’Aquaculture (Sector Policy Letter, 2007)
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2002 292.9
2003 385.8
2004 395
2005 406.9
2006 -
2007 368.1
2008 383.6

Yet, field observations suggest that this stagmatir increase in catches is not significant
for the evolution of Senegalese fishing activitres for fish stocks. National statistics do not
include fish species which are caught in foreigrtensaand sold in the national market (this is
specified in Direction des Péches Maritimes, 20T4)ese assessment methods are especially
ambiguous because we know that a growing numbdisbérmen have been organising long
fishing trips beyond Senegalese borders since #88sl (Binet & Failler, 2012 and chapter 5).
Furthermore, the demersal species which are calgioiad have a higher market value than the
Senegal-caught demersal species. Therefore, tierhimancial benefits provided by the sale of
these valuable catches in the Senegalese marketralke more complex the assessment of the
actual condition of fish stocks in Senegal. In th@ntext, how should we interpret national
statistics on fisheries? What they certainly déexfis the dynamism of the artisanal fishing secto
Unfortunately, they tend to hide the critical sttaa of both marine ecosystems and local
fishermen who keep fishing in coastal areas. Ii22@ere were around 3.8 more artisanal fishing
boats than in 1984 and 1.5 more than in Z?GOEDespite the decrease in fish stocks, the total
number of boats has quadrupled in the past 30 ysaggesting the immense pressure over marine
resources. Although we observe a stagnation ohtsligcrease in artisanal production, this
evolution of the national production is not propamal to the significant expansion of the number
of boats. Furthermore, this increase in boat numiaso suggests deeper and more general

economic issues as it reflects how the fishingmsedtas been a last-chance sector for a number of

2 Considering that there were 4,968 boats in 198819 in 2006 (FAO, 2008: 8) and 18,916 fishingtboa
in 2012 (Results of the 2012 Senegalese FishergggsRation Programme — statistics collected during
interviews with fisheries officials, Interview 6Bakar, 2% June 2012)
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young people seeking employment in Senegal. Indbiigext, it is more uncertain that we should
still speak about the dynamism of Senegal’s figsesector. As a response to the resulting decrease

in resources, artisanal fishermen have spreadiiility over the ocean.

Mobility and fishing crisis: evidencing linkages
The consequences of fish-resource scarcity on figlermen’s mobility have taken

multiple shapes. Their everyday mobility is a sabye indicator giving valuable insights which
reveal the fishing resource’s current conditiomstriocal and regional mobility have increased: fo
their daily fishing trips, pelagic and demersah&ismen must go farther from the shore in order to
find fish. Second, seasonal migration patternesHaacome more permanent and require higher
financial investment. Thirdly, although the aimeofhird maritime mobility pattern is not fishingy, i
is worth making connections with the first two mapi trends. Some fishermen turned to
smuggling and economic migration to Europe at tbgirming of the 2000s. These strategies —
especially the first two — are reminiscent of Joisaremarks on the recent changes in West African
fisheries:

Once access to land has been severed, diversificatf occupations becomes

impossible and risk-minimization strategies needtdke an altogether different

direction: mobility in following the fish wherevehey go. There are two distinct

qualitative ways of doing this. Follow the fish owestretch of coast centred on one’s

beach settlement, an outpost of the ancestralgeillavhich | have calledeasonal

moves or, via what | have callethigration turning to the more drastic solution of

exiling oneself for a time under more favourabléesk where fish are plenty and

buyers rich. (Jorion, 1988: 152; cited in Jul-Lax,sE992)

Furthermore, the specific maritime movement of Slemegalese — demersal and pelagic —
fishermen has been theorised by Marie-Christiner@arSalem. Fishermen progress according to
two kinds of principles determined by the geographorganisation of fishing resources (Cormier-
Salem, 1995). The maritime space can be charaatelig two different areas: the first one is a
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territorialised space which is dominated and orgeahiby the paysans-pécheurg1995: 53) or
“peasant-fishermen”. It corresponds to coastaljaggtand closed areas and is opposed to the open
oceanic spaces, which cannot be controlled asaheyspaces to be conquered and whose limits
are always pushed away but never fixed yet” (Cor8eem, 1995: 53). “Sailor-fishermen” or
“marins-pécheursprogress in this second kind of space. Thus, Gar®alem suggests the notion

of “parcours or “route” to characterise the mobility of thealikr-fishermen”, which would be
opposed to the notion oftérroir” or “territory” used to describe the activity ofid “peasant-
fishermen”. The idea of a “route” both efficientbaptures the unpredictability of the sailor-
fishermen’s movement, which is adjusted to the tighof the fish resources, and characterises
their will to discover new horizons. When localhgmen choose to become migrant fishermen,

they become “sailor-fishermen” and exclusively lowg from and with the sea.

In their observations, fishermen associate theease in their mobility with the decrease in
the natural resource. This implies that on thellecale, they are forced to spend more time at sea
every day and for a smaller income. Although thiglyexploit their traditional fishing places, they
now have to increase the places they go to. Motlieofime, when | ask the fishermen about their
catches, they first say something very vague likewas better before, catches were bigger.”
From fishermen'’s responses, it was difficult tdtidiguish what relates to a lower condition of fish
stocks regularly occurring at some point duringybar from what relates to the general evolution
of the fishing resource. Local fishermen do notehavganised timetables for their working year;
they plan their everyday sea trips according tb fiovements just the day before or a couple of
hours before they go fishing.

Alioune® is a retired fisherman and one of the respectadeles of his local community.
He is general secretary of Ouakam’s local fishioghmittee (CLPY), leading some of the state
projects for the protection of local fish resoureealthough he is not a civil servant. Ouakam’s

fishing wharf is a reasonably small fishery struetwhere around 450 fishermen work every day.

3 Interview 17
31 Comité Local de la Péche
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As a local leader, he agreed to share his expedene the decline of fish stocks and the issues the
community has been facing over the last few decadissstatement reflects what | have generally
heard about the fishing crisis:

It has diminished ... catches have started to dghinWe’re going fishing farther and

farther away. We spend more time in the sea and wutr “pirogues de marées”

[long- distance canoedhstead of spending two days at sea, we staydays and we

go farther and farther. Before, we used to fill taoe with catches within a half day.

In the 1970s, when | learned to fish, the canoe fuils with the Thiof, all these

species, the noble species. They have a high maakes, but now it is diminishing.

Similarly, Laminé®, a fisherman from Hann, explains that beforefigltanoes did not go
that far and that one could see them from the hdestting along the horizon line all year long.
Today they have to navigate for two or three addal hours except during a couple of months
each year — during the rainy season, they staytheasoastline and are not visible from the beach
anymore. In Kayar, the statement of a CRODT testaniwho has been working in the area for the
last 20 years gives other visible indicators ofdkeline of the fishing resource:

Fish shoals were closer to the village. Fishing gals were less distant. But for
demersal resources, fishing places remain the safeehave fishing places opposite
the village and with the motorised canoes theylacated from five minutes away to
one or two hours from places like Mboro. The pelapecies have changed and their
fishing places vary. In 1991, the purse seines thadopportunity to go fishing three
times in 24 hours. This means somehow that fishlsheere not that distant from the

village which made fishing trips easier than today.

3 Interview 17

3 Interview 21

3 Interview 1, Center for Oceanic Research of Daksiaroye,Centre de Recherche Océanique de Dakar
Thiaroye
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Modou is a fisherman from Kayar who had tried totg Europe twice in 2006 and had
been deported back to Senegal that same year. Arodd of the Kayar fishermen, he fishes
demersal species such as grouper, octopus or sambHe had to discover new fishing places as
fish were not as plentiful in traditional placestlasy used to be, although he keeps going to the ol

fishing places.

| felt | had to go further to fish. At the begingjn needed around 20 minutes before
getting to the fishing places. Now you can navidatealmost 3 hours. But it depends;
it varies according to the species. Sometimes, Bdtas away you can find fish and

sometimes you have to go on looking for fish andgage for 3 hours®

With his friend Abdu, they explain that they dot mecessarily go farther out to the sea.
They rather multiply and diversify the fishing péscthey go to. The president of Kayar fishery’s
local committee confirms thatttfere used to be one fishing place per canoe, roavetare
hundred$®. However, the way they name the places has chamaged has become more
personalised (see chapter 5). Thus, on the locd sthe idea of the fisherman going “further and
further out to the sea” because of resource sgarsight be more exactly formulated as an
intensified mobility between old — and not necesagmote — new fishing places rather than as a
constant movement towards new and increasinghamligtlaces. In fact, fishermen speak about
their fishing trips and everyday mobility more irms of length than of distance. Distances are
calculated according to time references, which mdhat they perceive the amount of time now
spent in the sea as a sort of distance althoughdth@ot physically navigate farther than before. |
this sense, “from 20 minutes to 3 hours” can b@ seean indicator of resource scarcity. The effect
remains the same whether going farther or spendmg time navigating — even next to the shore:
time and money spent in this mobility representighdr investment in the fishing activity than

before.

3 Interview 23
3% Interview 2
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Fishermen unanimously describe great changesein ¢hreryday fishing habits, although
they are, most of the time, unable to give a pesascount of their yearly activity. As the quote
above shows, words such as “it depends”, “it varesit changes every day” are very commonly
used during interviews. They reflect the unpredildanature of the fishing resource and the way
fishermen adjust their mobility to it. So, at thery local level of daily fishing places and areas,
fishermen’s mobility has intensified. In order tape with the higher costs related to this increased

local mobility, some of the local fishermen who dise migrate on a seasonal basis to other

Senegalese places started migrating more permgnentl

From seasonal mobility to longer migration patterns
Fishermen have based their way of life on mobitigtterns. These mobility habits were
intensified only lately, as a result of a combioatiof aspects. Chauveau reports that in the
eighteenth century the sailing technologies maimdged by the Guet Ndarian fishermen spread
among the other fishing communities in Senegal. &m@mple, the Lebu from other regions
developed Guet Ndarian sailing techniques by adigishem to their own habits:
Technological contacts multiplied as Guet Ndariad aebu sailors needed to stock
up on processed wood pieces and canoes furthdughdr in the south, in the area of
Joal in the middle of the nineteenth century, an@asamance later on. At the end of
the century, the Northern fishermen started un#ierga migrations down to
Casamance during the dry season. (Chauveau, 1984: 3
Two centuries ago, mobility patterns were remalkadspecially in the northern regions of
Senegal. Mobility enabled the spread of efficieanigation techniques as contacts between distinct
fishing communities increased. These migrationsevarcouraged by the seasonal movements of
fish species and the need for wood which wet ferethe southern regions could provide for the
canoe constructions. The alternation of dry and seasons temporally marked fishing migrations
as well, and, as long as land was available, fiekarcould either fish or cultivate — except in the

case of Guet Ndar, where fishermen have had nossdcearable land. In the 1970s, the high

37 My translation
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demand for fish inside Senegal, a severe drougtt smil salinisation are the reasons which
indirectly contributed to the development of aniah fisheries. Instead of diversifying their
economic activities, coastal ethnic groups stasgigecialising in fishing. The Niominka from the
Petite Cote and the Wolof from Guet Ndar (or Gudaiians) became the first main actors of the
Senegalese fishing economy, and, later on, the frebuDakar, especially from the Hann Bay and
Petite Céte (Chauveau, 1984). The organisatiofisbfng migration beyond Senegal’'s borders
started in parallel with this national specialisatin fishing in the 1970s (Chaboud & Kebe, 1991,
Chauveau, 1984). In fact, the development of tfiseeng routes results from a double movement.
According to Chaboud, internal fishing migrationgensified in the 1980s and were mostly
organised by the Guet Ndarians, who became theetingic group to spread their maritime routes.
In 1983, half of the internal migrant fishermenSenegal came from Saint-Louis (Chaboud &
Kebe, 1991). In 1990, Chaboud observed a noticembhee of fishing units to southern fishing
wharves. Many Guet Ndarians left Saint-Louis antleskin Dakar, Mbour and Casamance. These
migrations were initially temporary, as the fishermused to come back to their region of origin
after their fishing expeditions. They soon becaraéndive as some of them started to settle all
along the Senegalese coastline. The wide spre@&lef Ndarians in Senegal, and their reputed
know-how, navigation skills and fishing techniquesdoubtedly influenced the habits of the
autochthon population with whom they came acros®ete over the course of their migration.
Chaboud and Kebe interpret this internal move dgect consequence of the events of
1989 and the closing of the Mauritanian border (399ndeed, fishing migrations increased
because of the reinforcement of the northern bostemigrant fishermen directed their trajectories
to the south. Some Guet Ndarian fishermen founditireas more advantageous for them to invest
in fishing trips to southern countries’ waters gatthan to Mauritania’'s despite the great proximity
of the border. The narrative of El Hadj, a fishenmamet in Hann in 2012, summarises this
situation: in the same response, he associatdadkef fish resource, the reasons why he thinks
there are fewer fish now, Mauritanian fishing reggns and controls, and the resulting new

fishing routes he is taking now:
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It was easier before. Before, the fish were classst we always stayed in Senegal.
Now we go to Guinea because there are no fish aregmoln Mauritania, we are not
allowed to fish. | am from Saint-Louis, | used totgere but | no longer go because it
is forbidden. Controls are tight. ... The fish... \heused to fish before in Senegal,
there is no fish anymore. It's because of the lugt{the trawlers].We are forced to
go fishing elsewher®.

It has, then, appeared to be more profitable W@dnin large-scale sea trips and more
sophisticated gear in order to maintain this atgti@imong fishers’ communities. Also, settling in
Dakar, la Petite Cote and Casamance considerabdllyced the distances between the departure
places and the remote fishing places abroad. Meredang-distance fishing migration strategies
were already developed by the Guet Ndarian fisherwigo, in order to avoid Mauritanian border
patrols, used to — and still do — head to the Wgshavigating in international waters and head
further north to reach the Nouhadibou area (chajter

Thus, organising southern fishing trips from Dakas a solution for many of the northern
fishermen who had not made the choice of struggliitfy the Mauritanian border agents and
instead started to take southern routes. Alsogiticalation of the fishermen on the ocean was less
constrained by fishing and border regulations ttaatay — thus making their trajectories shorter
and easier. Over time, navigation times have irs@@aas have political constraints. However,
these new obstacles do not prevent the fishermegimg@rganised and adjusting their mobility. A
retired fisherman and local leader whom | met imiaives a few details about his former
mobility habits around the Saint-Louis area:

The Maures had other activities; they didn't catgoat their sea. ... | was one of the
first fishermen who took some Maures with me to ¥éa started at 4 am and came
back at 3 pm. We used to have a lot of fish tHeue.now, what we used to doin 11

hours|...] today[...] we go to Guinea and do it in 13, 15 or 17 days Hst time |

3 Interview 13
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went to Guinea, it lasted 4 days ... 96 hours tchethe fishing place. | had a very

good canoe at that time. Some canoes do it inGsdays>’

In addition to these local and regional circumsta) the emergence of international
fishing migration beyond Senegalese borders isralsted to economic and political events. Guet
Ndarian fishermen originally developed these lagale mobility habits from Saint-Louis, and the
Nyominkas and Lebou imitated them later on (Chak®webe, 1991: 59). Failler and Binet show
how the search for demersal species became a \alaetivity following the Lomé Convention in
1974 (Binet et al., 2012). Since 1974, a seriesgoéements was signed according to the ideas set
out in the convention. The Lomé Convention aimeslupport the development of A€Rountries
through cooperation with the European Communityh@aet al., 2007). The convention also
sought to encourage a rational management of feshddence, African countries got access to the
European market and started to export high-valste $§pecies thanks to this convention. In 1990,
Lomé IV provided privileged treatment for Africarxports directed to the European market
(Dahou et al., 2007). Because of their potentihigh commercial value, demersal species started
to become very attractive. This economic contextseguently added pressure over Senegalese
fishing grounds. Navigating to remote, unexploredtexs naturally appeared to be a valuable
solution for many fishermen. The 1994 devaluatibthe West African (CFA) franc also seems to
have had an impact on fishing migrations as Semegaéxports became more valuable — and
imports as well, with the rise of fuel prices, Botample (Binet & Failler, 2012). Failler and Binet
stress that 60% of exports of high-value fish caécfrom Senegal to Europe come from these
fishing migrations, and represent 80,000 tonndssbfper year (2012: 105). Running in parallel to
this international economic background, the advehtnew technologies made longer sea

expeditions possible. With engines and GPS, thélityobf the fishermen has taken new shapes.

¥ Interview 27
0 Africa, Caribbean and Pacific countries
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Adjusting fishing and navigation techniques to tgse scarcity and increased competition

Fishing and navigation techniques have changed tower, and these changes reflect the
evolution of fish species’ abundance in Senegaleders. Indeed, coastal communities were used
to catching fish shoals directly from the beackramt of their house with beach seines. These large
nets are thrown out straight from the shore anetenf fishermen pull them up while the tide is
going out. Nowadays, fishermen are progressivebndbning this technique as fish species are
keeping away from the shore. For example, in Hdemer than four beach seines are now
registered, far less than a few years ago, wherethere a dozéh Furthermore, from the
beginning of the 1950s, sails were progressivepfaced by engines. Today, each canoe has an
engine on board and sails have become synonymoils archaic and inefficient techniques.
Canoes got bigger and stronger and navigatoredtastuse GPS devices when they got further out
to sea. With GPS devices, fishermen no longer rieddefollow the coastline to orientate
themselves. These steps are significant as thdgctethe evolution of the fishing activity in
Senegal and take part in the shaping of the litttadscape. They reveal how fishermen’s
adaptation skills and fishing techniques adjustechobility.

The following photographs show distinct stageantitanal fishing in Senegal. Photograph
5 is a painting from 1830 by Francois-Edmond Patisch shows a typical ancient sailing boat
from Gorée Island (in the Cap-Vert area). The caisomuch thinner and smaller than today’s
traditional fishing canoes as it was adjusted &fithermen’s reduced mobility. Photographs 6 and
7 show Saint-Louis canoes being launched directinfthe beach before 1960. Engines were not
widespread yet and fishermen used to paddle te dhigir canoes. Again, these techniques were
adjusted to their mobility habits. Photograph 8veha similar scene 50 years later, in 2012: Saint-
Louis fishermen are launching a boat before arighiip to Mauritania. The photograph was also
taken from Guet Ndar’s spit of land. The photogfagomposition is very similar, although the
boat has neither sail nor paddles as it is motdyigds slightly longer and stronger, and painted
with colourful markings. In photograph 9, we seshéirmen back from a fishing trip in Guinea-

Bissau. Fish catches are stocked in the ice-boKes.crew is waiting for their captain, who is

“1 Field notes
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negotiating the price of his catches with the fisdder on the beach. What these photographs
demonstrate is the way fishermen have adaptedttiniques according to the availability of the
fishing resource and their growing mobility. Ap&am this, nothing has truly changed. In Saint-
Louis, no Western-style modernised fishing whar$ baen built despite the growing number of

fishermen, the high level of specialisation in filghand the liberalisation of the fishing economy.
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Photograph 5“Canoe of Gorée”, watercolour by  Photograph 6Boat launching, with Guet Ndarian
Francois-Edmond Paris, 1830 (in Rieth, 2010: 165)ishermen paddling. Saint-Louis’ spit of land, take
before 1960 by anonymous photographer (in Rieth,
2010: 169)
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Photograph 7Boat launching in Saint-Louis’ spit Photograph 8Boat launching for fishing trip in
of land. taken before 1960 by anonymous Mauritania, Saint-Louis’ spit of land, July 2012:J
photographer (in Rieth, 2010:168)
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Photograph 9Ice-box canoe about to land the catches,
Hann Bay, July 2012, J.H.

69



The mobility story of the Hann elder leader sunise well these developments in the
fisheries and their connections to local, naticavad international backgrounds. He describes the
changes he had been observing in Senegal’s figttiogomy:

| was born in 1952; | was a line fisherman from Mhd grew up on the beach there,
and also in Saint-Louis. Today | am a retired sailand neighbourhood
representative. In the past, | used to sail ant.fiswas a fisherman from 1952 till
1998 ... | grew up in Saint-Louis until 1964] I left in 1964 to Hann. | came here
after a fishing trip we made around here. | usedhdwe a wife and a house in Saint-
Louis, but now my family is in Hann. | used to igbihg from Saint-Louis to Joal for
three or four months. When we fished in Joal, weeviging there, for around four
months, and then we went back to Saint-Louis. Ve abed to go to Gambia,
sometimes for three or four months, but this wéer dhe fishing trips in Joal. Then,
after, when we got engines, we used to go to Giliesau and Freetown. With two
18-horsepower enginds.] the Evinrude and Johnson, and after, it was Yanjalja
from 1959, people started to use engines in Seredal

In 1966, Evinrude spread in Senegal and the cheapegnes were sold for 140,000
francs ... | had a canoe, and with the machine,wemt to Gambia. But here in
Senegal, the industrial ships.] they made the sea get difficllt] they drove the fish
away. For this reason, we started going to Gamhbial82 to 1983, from Joal. In
1982, | had an ice-box motorised canoe. | bouglyrédually. At that time, sailing
canoes were worth 50,000 francs, and today it igthvd million. With the currency
devaluation, the cost of life, you have nothing.ti#dt time, there was no fishing
licence, everyone got along well. And you couldlgaur fish anywher&.

This narrative reflects the connections betweenctindition of fish stocks in Senegal, the
advent of new technologies, the economic and palithackground of Senegal’s fishing economy

and the expansion of fishermen’s mobility. Finatlye third and final mobility trend is connected

42 Interview 27
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to the first two observed patterns: over time, dishen have gained in-depth knowledge and

navigation skills, which became essential for trgaaisation of illegal migration to Europe.

When fishermen became illegal migrants headingutmie
Some fishermen found out at the beginning of @028 that this would be a profitable

enterprise and a useful response to the strongetraints they were facing at sea. Large canoe
owners, powerful fishermen or simple would-be migraishermen soon calculated that
investments in these trips would be the best glyate counter the decline in their income from
fishing. Willing migrants embarking were mostly et small daily fish workers or Senegalese
non-fishermen who were young to middle-aged mendiMB:. Bodian, 2008). Nyamjohh usefully
explores the role of the fishermen in the emergafamaritime migration routes to Europe. She
emphasises the combination of the lack of fish ussss in Senegal, weaknesses of the
government’s political involvement in fisheries ragement and young people’s aspirations for
independence and autonomy as the reasons for migtat Europe. Her work provides a precise
description of the relationships between the cooxeyof boat migration, local and skilled
fishermen and would-be migrants and their famillr#nging to the fore complex power relations
linking these different actors (Nyamnjoh, 2010yegfjular maritime migration from Senegal to
Europe is connected to regional- and internatiesale backgrounds: European migration policy
and border controls and the movement of regiongfation routes in West Africa have deeply
influenced the emergence of this maritime route (eapter 8). For Aliouft— Ouakam’s local
leader — there are obvious linkages between fisheisnfishing migration habits and maritime
migration to the Canary Islands:

Fishermen... they search... they look for fish, &y &are looking for something when

going to the Canary lIslands. Maybe it is betterréheand that's it, it's not

complicated! ... They go there and see what hapmemse succeed, they were luckier

than the others, and some are still there wanderiitig not working, it's not good, so

the fisherman will still be looking for somethirge will not stop — it's me saying it!

3 Interview 17
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Because we know the Canary Islands, we’ll do sangtblse... either going to the

UK, to the United States, everywhere! Yes, thpossible! With our canoes, we can!

We could go everywhere, everywhere! With the GRSedsy! You just need to

manage if*
Through this narrative, we understand how fishermmemvement adjusted to constraints and is
characterised by either the search for fish orafdretter life that would bring the fishermen the
same benefits as a successful fishing expediti@aviddtion techniques and technologies make

these mobilities possible and lead the fishermearexer they wish.

Conclusion

In conclusion, there is not just one direct cotinacbetween the mobility of the fishermen
and the decrease in fish resources. In fact, tfieseobservations have shown how maritime
mobilities in Senegal are complex and take multifsigectories which adjust to a series of
economic, political and environmental constraifitsere is certainly a link between the fishing
crisis and mobility. However, it is inappropriate use the category of “environmental refugees”
given that fishermen’s mobility is not only a reape to environmental changes. The elements
outlined here provide a background to the Senegdigling crisis. Mobility, which was at first a
forced response to this crisis, has become a tedkgy to cope with it. In fact, the decrease in
resources has strengthened the power relationebetthe actors involved in fishermen’s mobility
through growing competition for resources with othetors at sea or with state agents in charge of
sector regulation.

Fishermen want to secure their livelihoods andreiase their mobility, while the
Senegalese state now attempts to concentrate fiistsebn the securitisation of the natural
resources. This crisis has shaped socio-politeraions and constructed new seascapes. In each of
these mobility scenarios, this increased mobilag ked fishermen to experience various forms of
state regulation at the national or internatiomra&kl. In fact, in chapter 4, a deeper analysisef t

relationship between the fishermen and the Sensgadeate informs us about these emerging

“Interview 17
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power struggles. The working space of the fishermeayetting narrower as they knock against new
and stronger obstacles. | will show how the sekt® grown exponentially over the last 40 years,
making its management increasingly difficult foe thovernment. Beyond the environmental crisis,

the relationship between the Senegalese fishermettha state has shaped maritime mobilities.
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Chapter 4 -

Senegalese Fishermen and the State

Industrial and — to a lesser extent — small-scakefs’ overfishing practices generated
today’s decrease in fish stocks in Senegal. Whegettfishing practices bring to the fore are the
contradictory resource access and regulation jsliasihich Senegal’s state has implemented since
the independence. In fact, while Senegalese govartersignificantly fostered the development of
national fisheries, this development policy was canbined with the application of a surveillance
and access restriction policy efficient enough egutate artisanal and industrial catches. The
successive state practices have produced ambigatai®nships between Senegalese fishers and
the state since the 1960s (Chauveau and Samba .1B00act, while Senegal's state has
increasingly opened access to the sea to foreigastrial trawlers since the 1980s (Alder &
Sumaila, 2004), in parallel the same government® maade intensive efforts to regulate small-
scale fishers’ movements. As a result of the fighirisis, the sea has become a space of interaction
shaped by power struggles between individuals astitutions, bringing to light the inadequacy
that exists between a rapidly evolving artisanshifig sector and a postcolonial African state.
Rather than reducing the role of the environmetrials to a single cause for mobility, the decrease
in fish stocks has accelerated the emergence eéthewer struggles between fisheries actors at
the national level.

| argue that these relationships between the fishad the state have shaped fishermen’s
mobility through the fisheries’ development policinappropriate sea resources’ regulation
measures and fishermen’s mobility management. Il stibw that while the dynamism of the
mobile fishers first expressed a positive strengtich the postcolonial state wanted for Senegal’s
economy, this dynamism has become a threat to maeisources’ sustainability, which the state
has failed to regulate. These failures certainiyoive a lack of coherence and surveillance means

in the application of fisheries’ policies, but migirreflect a poor consideration of fishermen’s
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practical knowledge or “métis(Scott, 1998). As a result, fishermen’s mobilityshacreasingly
become dynamic and uncontrollable and has conveggdtive meanings to the regulators.

This chapter first examines the development pdaiofesmall-scale and industrial fisheries in
Senegal since the 1950s and explores the limi&ea&gal’s recent participatory turn in small-scale
fishing policy. | then show how state efforts hafedled to regulate Senegalese fishers by
dismissing their practical knowledge or “métiahd developing incoherent fishing regulation
practices. | will show where transgression becofeggimate (according to the fishermen) and

where local cultural norm systems bypass staterule

1. Fostering fishing activities in Senegal
The growth of the artisanal fishing sector

From colonial and postcolonial interventionist ipglto recent participatory policy, the
artisanal fishing sector has progressed indepelydieatn governmental measures, although these
measures have had indirect and unexpected effactiseofisheries’ evolution. The causes for the
expansion of the small-scale fishing sector lighm reinterpretation and re-appropriation fishermen
made of state intervention rather than in the pa@hy successful implementation of
interventionist fishing policy. However, though thiate encouraged the growth of local fisheries,
this growth is now considered problematic as expandumbers of fishermen clearly escape state
control and participate in the decrease in fisbueses.

Until the 1980s, the small-scale sector was camnsitito be an obstacle to the development
of a modern system of fishery exploitation (Chauv&Samba, 1989; Kebe & Deme, 2000). The
French colonial administration and the successivestgolonial governments followed
interventionist policies towards the small-sca#hing sector, assuming that fishermen'’s traditional
nature would slow the development of Senegaleberiiss. The state first encouraged the spread
of new technologies at the beginning of the 1960w] from 1980 onwards, it significantly
subsidised artisanal and industrial fishing adtgit(Kebe & Deme, 2000). In fact, the fishermen
pragmatically adopted some of the state’s modemisieasures while rejecting others, depending
on their needs, habits and practices. Two mainntolgical development measures marked
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Senegalese fisheries: the advent of motors anddbelopment of purse seine technologies (Kebe
& Deme, 2000). Fishermen willingly adopted thesehtmlogies, which enabled them to spend
more time at sea and bring in bigger catches. Thetdr-generalisation” policy among artisanal
fishers was successful from 1952 onwards becauseryt quickly started to spread the use of
motors among coastal communities. Whereas the gment's initial objective was to develop
local fisheries and sedentarise the fishers, meitayiboats had the opposite effect. Rather than
developing sedentary fishing, motors finally enemad fishermen to become more mobile at sea
and around Senegal. Chauveau and Samba observe,

we must look for the cause of the dynamic growtlartianal fisheries during recent

decades not within the administrative framework butthe processes that have

diverted state measures. (Chauveau & Samba, 1989: 6

Fishermen’s adaptation and ‘modernisation’ ocayrbeit in a diverted way that made use
of state support without, paradoxically, followitite initially desired directions. In this sensdsth
independent nature of fishing communities in respoto successive administrations has been
essential for the development of the small-scatdoseApart from these technological advances,
state measures to modernise artisanal fisherieglynfagled to seduce the fishermen mainly
because they dismissed fishermen’s practices awedifp knowledge. Since 1950, several
measures aimed to strengthen the traditional wobdets’ structures with new technologies such
as glass fibre, polyester and metal in order toemakvigation safer. The high costs implied by
these modifications — despite state financial stppaeterred the fishermen from adopting them
(Kebe & Deme, 2000). Similarly, in 1959 the “Condigroject aimed to ease the transition from
small-scale fisheries to semi-industrial fishing ibyroducing bigger, stronger and longer fishing
boats (Kebe & Deme, 2000). Again, fishermen prefitheir wooden boats as they were adjusted
to their needs, navigation skills and experience.

In parallel to these technological advents, tlaeshas provided financial assistance to the
fishermen for their gear. Fishermen have alwaysfiead from state grants for their production
costs: fuel prices are much lower than on the aparket, and gear such as motors, fishing nets
and canoes are tax-free (Kebe & Deme, 2000). Ttedl-swale fishing sector has always been state
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funded, not only in order to encourage wealth amgleyment creation for the sector but also to
maintain fair prices for the population so thatrgbedy in Senegal can afford to eat fish on a daily
basis. However, Deme and Kebe (2000) argue thainaghis interventionist policy has had
unintended effects on the local economy. Deme aglakl(2000) suggest that subsidies have led to
growing competition over resources and to a devalnaof fish prices with the reduction of
production costs. Fishermen, as a consequence,togegdduce more for a better income as fish
stocks decrease, because of greater fishing pees€twastal communities experience the
consequences of such a policy: scarce fish andatésts on their abilities to fish them.

These policies reflect Senegal’'s state interestsl@veloping maritime fisheries as a
strategic sector in order to balance the lack ektigpment in the other economic sectors. Unable
to propose sustainable solutions to overcome thieudtyral crisis, the government considered the
exploitation of marine resources to be a greatrgiatefor national economic growth. In fact, since
the 1970s and as a response to the drought affeStimegalese rural areas, many peasants have
migrated to coastal areas, where they have beed hs workers by fishermen crews (Nguyen-
Van-Chi-Bonnardel, 1980). Fishing became an imniedisimple solution for these peasants, as
they did not need to have specific fishing skitisbe hired. As fishermen needed help to get their
heavy nets out of the water, drought-fleeing mitggdrecame a useful workforce. Peasants who
turned into fishermen were used to physical taskdough they were unskilled for fishing.
Drought-fleeing migrants progressively learnt matgout fishing processes and became more
qualified, which enabled them to buy their own Iscad develop their own fishing activitiesA
representative of the ADEPA organisation adds alieviing:

We have to say that fishing has always been aimégyesting and lucrative activity
for coastal areas. The economic crisis which hasnbaggravated by drought and
unemployment has encouraged people who were natraly” fishermen to make

do with fishing®®

* Interview 4, ADEPA Association Ouest Africaine pour le DéveloppemeniadPéche ArtisanajaNest
African Association for the Development of ArtishR#sheries
“© Interview 4
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Moreover, the lack of infrastructure and the ssafimancial involvement in fish processing
has indirectly encouraged overfishing practices. Aboune, it is the lack of communication
between fishermen that prevents them from selftegiug their daily catches:

Sometimes, the purse seine fishers all land trethes in the same fishing wharf. In

Hann, for example, all the pirogues, you knowesthvery deep 18-metre boats, filled

with tonnes of fish. Well, they don’t phone eadfeotand say. “I've got fish, do you

have some in your area?” Instead, they all landrticatches at the same time and of

course, they don't find any buyers. What do the¥ Hoey throw everything back into

the sea, and the fish goes rotten. They have beieg do for years! [...] We share a

big responsibility, you see... If we don't get orgadi, we're on a slippery slope, it'll

somehow go rottef.

Unstable electricity supplies and a lack of infnastures and freezing equipment in
Senegalese artisanal fishing wharves do not all@ifish workers to store their catches and better
plan their activities. In addition to the high nuenlof fishers, contestable fishing techniques and
overfishing practices in Senegal, the weaknessasfrafstructures are a tangible hindrance to the
sustainable development of Senegalese marine gsodimls, the growth of the artisanal fishing
sector and the resulting fishing crisis have resulfrom a number of spatio-temporal
circumstances. These circumstances involve a dewelnt-oriented policy, combined with an
inherent dynamism of the fishermen and an envirartateand economic crisis which brought
many new fishers into the fishing sector. In patato these developments, the Senegalese
government has opened the national maritime sp@cearious foreign fleets, mainly since the

beginning of the 1980s.

Encouraging the large-scale exploitation of marieeources
Senegal has been party to a number of fishingeaggats signed by the European

Commission and African countries, which increasedhe 1980s (Catanzano & Rey Valette,

4" Interview 17
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2002). These agreements have enabled the WestAfdountries whose fishing capacities and
financial means are limited to take advantage eifr tharine grounds and benefit from a financial
counterpart. These agreements have been largdilyiseil as European fish catches constitute a
considerable loss of resources for local fisherfgdentists have documented a serious fishing
crisis (Gascuel et al., 2002) for which Europeaeet# have been mentioned as sharing
responsibility in West African waters (Kohnert, Z00These formal agreements were not renewed
with Senegal in 2006 because of the serious camdif the fish resource (SSNC, 2009). However,
since 2006 a number of European-based companiesdedided in Senegal in joint ventures. They
are officially Senegalese and count as Senegakgad companies, but at the same time, this is an
opportunity for foreign fleets to informally fisim iSenegalese waters and direct their catches for
export to the international market (Baché 2011).

By ratifying the 1982 UN Convention on the Law thle Sea, Senegal reinforced its
sovereignty over the 200 nautical miles of its ovaai Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ). Through
this convention, the Senegalese fishing area wadedi into two parts, which extend between the
coastline and 12 nautical miles offshore. The féstautical miles are exclusively dedicated to
small-scale fisheries, whereas most of the indaldighing boats can only fish beyond the 12-mile
limit depending on their size, fishing capacity aadget§® (Decree no 90/970, 1990) (Map 3).
Local fishermen are also allowed to fish beyond@hmile limit, where they increasingly compete
with national and foreign trawlers.

There is a lack of transparency regarding thel liegaework of industrial fishing licences’
sales. The Senegalese Minister for Fisheries andtivia Affairs, Haidar el-Ali, estimates that
around 40 Chinese, Russian or Ukrainian vesselsieng other nationalities — circulate across
West African waters and fish illegally in SenefalOn the 5 January 2014, the Senegalese
authorities seized the Russian skifeg Naydenowvhile it was fishing illegally off Senegalese

shores. For being a “repeat offender”, the ship@wwas sentenced to a XOF 600 million

8 Except for sardine fishing trawlers, whose fishiapacity does not exceed 250 tonnes a day (ftrefur
details see Decree n° 90-970, 1990)
*RFI, March 2014
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(£763,900) fine® With a processing capacity of 250 tonnes of figm gay> illegal fishing
operations have remained a lucrative activity fe@ Russian trawler. Fines seem to have a poor
deterrent effect and do not stop the trawlers froontinuing to make illegal incursions into
Senegalese waters. The former government may bplioinas, in 2011, the Senegalese fisheries
organisations denounced the signature of 22 iligieements in 2010 allowing foreign trawlers to
fish extensively in national watets.The NGO “Péche et Développement” reports that the
Senegalese government sold questionable pelagindidicences to the joint venture companies
Senemer and Société Atlantique de Péche in 201ds¢Mi& Seck, 2011). Among other Russian
ships, theOleg Naydenowessel has actually been operating under the mér8enemerDespite

the lack of transparency of official data regardihgse joint venture companies, Niasse and Seck

provide the following estimation:

Table 3 Industrial fishing joint ventures in Senegal (8e: Niasse & Seck, 2011: 5)

Nationality Joint venture Ships/trawlers
companies

Senegal/Spain 11 29
Senegal/China 1 26
Senegal/France 3 24
Senegal/ltaly 2 7
Senegal/Greece 1 2
Senegal/Russia 2 4

Although these ships must land their catches ikaDahey rarely do so as they can freeze
up to 1,500 tonnes of fish for 12 days at sea. &hskgps can also process 40 to 50 tonnes of
fishmeal per day (Niasse & Seck, 2011: 5). The hwagmcity for freezing and fish processing of
the many industrial vessels not only enables thesdio fish in great quantities but also prevents
the Senegalese communities from economically bemgfirom these activities. Indeed, Niasse and
Seck estimate that only 15% of the joint venturenpanies’ industrial catches are processed and

sold in the Senegalese market (Niasse & Seck, 2011:

0 RFI, March 2014
*l Greenpeace, 2014
21ps, 2011
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In fact, both small- and large-scale fisheriesragponsible for the decrease in resources in
West Africa’s seas. The Senegalese state has failddvelop an efficient management of its seas
by encouraging the exponential growth of the natidisheries. Despite the government’s desire to
regulate access to the sea through multiple lawisdaerees, the lack of surveillance means has
prevented a proper and sustainable regulation afinmaresources’ exploitation. Fishermen

experience state regulation efforts as a consttia@tobstructs their free movement at sea.

2. Regulating sea mobility and fishing activities: thereasons for the state’s failures

Today, as a result of resource scarcity, theriglsiector, natural resources and fishermen’s
mobility have reached their physical and geograpihits. As a response to successive failures
and the resulting fishing crisis, state regulatismow proceeding with the implementation of
participative measures and co-management prograrmmiesal fisheries. This new policy seems
to be a unique solution in that it is attemptingtknowledge the traditional, independent nature of
the fishermen. Indeed, according to Trouillet et(@8D11), the main obstacles that prevent the
appropriate governance of West African waters ape@ knowledge of small-scale fisheries and
weaknesses in participatory processes. In thiseggnis the “participatory turn” a significant
advance for sea regulation? The application of suphrticipative policy still remains problematic
because of the government’s incoherence in regglahd managing the sea space, and a lack of
surveillance means and consideration for fishermpnractical knowledge. Although in some local
fisheries this participative system seems to hdaseesl working (Ouakam), in the majority of
fisheries, fishermen are reluctant to acknowledgte sauthority, afraid that doing so will see their

freedom of movement constantly threatened.

The limits of the application of the law

Senegal adopted its first Fishery Code in 1976 attdress the problem of an
over-exploitation of the sea and to regulate indaisfishing activities (Bernard Camara, 2005).
The version that was modified in 1987 regulateslisscale fishermen’s access to the resource,
requiring them to hold a fishing licence in theddgfore that, anyone could become a fisherman at
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any time. In 1998, a more constraining law came fotce which included a new fishery code. It
clearly established the responsibilities of thdestnd of the small-scale fisheries’ actors in the
management of fisheries. Through this policy, bibidn national government and fishing villages
are required to take part in this management thrdhg creation of local committees for fisheries
(CLP>). At the head of these participative committeesjvil servant represents the state at the
local level. The rest of the committee is democedly elected by local fishermen and constitutes
an intermediary between the national administrato the local fishers (Code for Maritime
Fisheries, 1998). In addition, this new policy femaes the existing licence system and clearly
forbids numerous unsustainable fishing technigdd=vertheless, it was only in 2005 that the
Senegalese state formally started imposing mandésiring permits for artisanal fishers (Decree
no 5916, 2005). As a response to the fishing ¢ribis then Senegalese Ministry for Maritime
Economy* elaborated a sector policy letter in 2007 thatsaim reinforce the entire national
fisheries reform programme launched in 2000 (SeRtdicy Letter, 2007). In order to maintain the
sector’'s international competitive advantage andcteate more employment and generate
sustainable wealth and growth, the ministry hassehcseveral directions for the development of
the small-scale fishing sector. This policy letteostly targets the preservation of the resource
through the creation of protected marine areas (RMAificial reefs for species reproduction and
aquaculture development, in parallel with strengifg restrictions on fishermen’s access to the
sea (Sector Policy Letter, 2007). While local fishen are increasingly included in the
management of their local fishing areas, they @ supposed to start paying for an annual fishing
permit. Sixty percent of the total funds generabgdthese permits have been collected at the
national level in order to fund the co-managemegatesn and the new local fishery committees in

Senegal. However, due to administrative delays, filmding system is still not in place. That the

°3 Comité Local des Péches

** Senegal’s institutions in charge of fisheries’ mg@ment have successively been, from 1980 onwards:
— Secretariat for FisherieSécrétariat des PécheMinistry in Charge of Maritime Fisheried{nistere
Chargé de la Pécheand Ministry for Fisheries and Maritime Transgo@linistere des Péches et des
Transports Maritimesunder the presidency of Abdou Diouf (1980 - 2000)

— Under Abdoulaye Wade’'s presidency (2000-2012), Ministry became the Ministry for Maritime
Economy of Maritime Transports, Fisheries and Idl&msh Farming Nlinistere de I'Economie Maritime,
des Transports Maritimes, de la Péche et de laiitttire).

— Since Macky Sall’s election in 2012, El Ali Haidzas been Minister for Fisheries and Maritime Affa
(Ministre des Péches et des Affaires Maritiijnes
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system does not work causes great frustration arttenfishermen, who have the feeling that the
state has not complied with its commitmeTité\ccess to the sea is undoubtedly more limited
because of this new policy whose principal ainvipriotect oceanic resources without jeopardising
the traditional Senegalese fishing activities. Tékective application of this participative
management still leaves the fishing community \@gptical, so it has been very difficult for the
state to impose its norms and rules for the comsienv of resources. A Joal-based state agent
complains about fishermen’s arrogance; they haes befusing to respect biological recovery in
the local PMA. He translates these two famous Weéaitences he says he has often heard from
these migrant fishermé&h “Guedje amoul thiabi, bagnou koye tethihich literally means: “the
sea has no key and cannot be locked”. The secoedsoslightly ruder, though very explicit:
“Bayou Kene sawoule pour guedje”athmeans: “nobody’s father pissed so that thethdssea.”
These two famous Wolof sentences reflect migretiefmen’s vision of the sea: a space
without limits or borders which does not belongatmybody. In this context, applying the law
remains challenging for the regulators. Furthermtire lack of efficient application of the law has
led to increasing competition over fish resourced aver the development of contested fishing
techniques. Despite the restrictions imposed by19@8 Code of Maritime Fishing (Code for
Maritime Fisheries, 1998), fishermen keep usingasiyite and poison, spear fishing, reducing net
sizes and using monofilament nets (PNUE, 2004).uleeof monofilament nets has remained very
common. One can still find many of these greentigla®ts drying on the ground on many wharves

and beaches (Photograph 10).

R A T i
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Photograph 10Monofilament net drying on the beach, Ouakamifigtwharf, June 2011, J.H.

5 Interview 69
%8 Interview 49
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Despite their prohibition, these nets are impoftedly and are far less expensive than the
traditional nets. When fishermen lose them at glagrmen say that these nets “keep fishing”, as
they are not readily biodegradable and threateinmacosysten¥.Also, the introduction of these
measures has had some impacts on fishermen’s tgoadifishermen adjust their fishing trips’
trajectories to avoid possible state controls atwhile using these techniques. Moreover, the lack
of application of the law has led to conflicts beem fishermen’s communities. Fishermen who
work in their local area have to share resourcels fishermen from other communities. It seems
that this marine cohabitation is not problematiclasy as the fishing techniques used by the
different fishers are compatible and toleratedhsylbcal community® Fishermen seem to express
a certain feeling of belonging according to thetdl area, although they do not explicitly claim an
absolute control and proprietary right over theaditional fishing area. They identify themselves
according to their fishing techniques, and frictman occur sometimes between users of different
techniques.

At Ouakam’s fishing wharf, Alioune argues that tdevelopment of these forbidden
practices has had important impacts on fish spe@psoduction. The fishery structure of Ouakam
has been selected for a World Bank-funded environahg@roject (GIRMAC). In this context, the
fishing in the local area has been restricted ideprto restore the coastline’s ecosystem and
encourage the reproduction of endangered spenidise Iframework of the co-management fishery
policy, the community has chosen its own monitoang surveillance agents, under the ministry in
charge of fisheries’ supervision. Ouakam’s locahiiig area has been divided into two sub-areas
delimited by buoys. Fishing is strictly forbiddem the first area (ZIP), and restricted in the other
(ZER). A map has been designed for the programmkdai actors, based on fishermen’s local
knowledge. This map shows the traditional Wolof earof the fishing plac&sand their depth and
geographical coordinates. However, Alioune is asbiptical regarding the effectiveness of this

system:

5" Interview 17
%8 Interview 17
%9 Appendix 3
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You can see over there, there is a GIRMAC can@y, fave us a canoe and a motor,
and him, he is the president of the surveillafieeindicates one of the fishermeBlut
we do what we can. We've inspected people who uging monofilament drift nets. ...
When they come to our fishing area here, in thek@maarea for example, they spread
their nets and when the nets drift with the curréhey hang upon the buojsf our
dormant netshnd instead of disentangling them, ththe fishermenjcut our nets. So
we go with him, the president; sometimes we orgaaisinit — we pick them up, we
bring them here like the local police, but we ddrdte the right to do that. We are told,
“You can't do that” but we do it sometimes, becawse are tired. We know that,
sometimes, we know that the fisherman will havedbisnant net cut and he won't be
able to buy a new one. He is going to be poorlierrest of his life, | tell you, because
the small amount he was earning, he doesn’t haemyimore. These are things that
happen between us, so sometimes, we just do ileess We give them a beatingg
fight before the state comes™ [they laughf”.

It is not that clear how the role of the surveite agent who has been designated by the
fishermen can be effective. Local fishermen areravlaey are responsible for the management of
their local fishing area and that they have sonwgtiteate control over the irregular fishing
activities occurring there. However, they do na feemselves as representatives of state power,
being aware that they cannot arrest people whdlagally fishing along the coastline. They find
the legitimacy for their actions and for their osiomal violence in their disillusion, tiredness and
frustration towards both the state and the otlsrefimen’s behaviour. However, Alioune attributes
a role to the state, although in his story it comesfter the conflict has occurred. The statels ro
is not clearly identified, but it seems that it Isasne authority at some point. Alioune then adds th

following about the direction of surveillance armtection for fisheries (DPSP)

0 My emphasis
& Interview 17
%2 Direction de la Protection et de la Surveillancesd@&chesDirection for the protection and surveillance
of fisheries
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The DPSP, we call for their action, they know thatt sometimes they say they don't
have enough resources, not enough fuel, they ssgycidn’t patrol and that their units
are reduced...] but sometimes, they actually do these controks; gatrol in the sea
and sometimes perhaps they increase awareness dfawlers that fish in certain
areas®

Alioune acknowledges that the local fishing secteeds state action for the management
of conflicts and fishing resources, although hesdoat seem to give much credibility to its action,
because of the lack of financial resources. Asrapromise, he recognises that “they actually do
these controls”, although he is not quite sure albloe reality of the DPSP’s actions. Also, he
seems to believe more in the traditional fishermmeagulation:

We say that the fisherman, when he fishes in aa, an@aybe when he was the first to
go to this area, we don’t say that he is the owsfdhe place, but if someone else then
comes, he has to pay attention to the one who Ineady settled there. Here it is, this
is a natural fishing regulatiofy’

The legitimacy of fish resources and fishermen’'sbility regulation relies more in
traditional oral agreements that tie fishermen tiogiethan in an external state authority. The state
seems to struggle to impose its official and formeés because of an apparent lack of financial
resources. To fishermen, these oral regulationgapfp be “natural” and in opposition to the
obscure external state rules. These regulatiomk sgmces, places and fishermen’s identity, and
when they are effective, they enable a fluid reotaof the mobility. When these regulations are
questioned, boundaries emerge through violent oatdtions. State regulation seems to have no
authority on this very local scale, although ieipected by fishermen. In 2005, migrant fishermen
from Saint-Louis angered local Kayar fishermen wHikhing in their traditional fishing places
with nylon nets. Fishermen from Kayar mostly hamte land use fixed nets, whereas Guet
Ndarians use monofilament nets that drift alondhwlite currents, obstructing the local fishermen’s

activities and mobility. Kayar fishermen reactebstly against Saint-Louis fishermen’s lack of

% Interview 17
5 Interview 17
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concern regarding their traditional fishing orgaitisn, techniques and places. The two
communities engaged in an armed clash for a confpl®urs on Kayar's wharves. There was a
death and 20 fishermen were injured after some Kéghermen assaulted some Saint-Louis
fishermen and ended up fighting against local podigents who tried to stop the conflict (Le Roux
& Noél, 2007). Although this event has marked laoamories, the local and migrant communities
still cohabit during the fishing seasons.

Also, despite the state’s efforts to regulate digten’s mobility and practices in a
participatory way, fishermen still give little caderation to fishing norms when they fish outside
their local fishing areas. Ahmet and Alassé&heho are 27 and 23 years old respectively, are two
pirogue captains | was introduced to by the owrighe boat they navigate on every day. When |
interviewed them in March 2012, they had just cane of jail, where they had been imprisoned
with their colleagues for one week for having idlg fished in Dakar’'s port (fishing in Dakar’s
port is forbidden mainly for security reasons). sThiirse seine fishing crew openly bypassed the
official fishing rules. The experience of theséhéiemen shows a gap between their expectation of
the state’s actions and the flexible and — to theimcoherent application of the law. | meet with
them in a very small and dark bedroom whose unipar gives direct access to the street. They
share this narrow space with the other memberbkeottew. Comfort and hygiene are very basic:
there is a mattress and a carpet on the floor,thei are a couple of shelves full of religious
objects. Since they have no responsibility foirtbkildren and wives, they eat, live, sleep and go
fishing together.

Ahmet and Alassane explain that they went fishimghe port area because they were
coming back from an unfruitful fishing day. It h&egen three months since they had caught a
“good shot” or literally got a “jackpot® and they assumed they would have this opportimitiye
port. “Good shots” generally happen when fishercegich the whole of a big pelagic fish shoal at
once. When there are “good shots”, they call tihertishermen who are around to help them store

all the fish on the boat. In This way, they cahuj to 10 pirogues, sell the equivalent of 300d®0x

% Interview 35
% The French words they use for this ane ‘toup or “un gros lot
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on the local market and earn millions of francsaffthay, Ahmet and Alassane and their crew had
been following a fish shoal into the port and wareested while emptying their net into the
pirogue. As there were no other pirogues aroundelp them get everything out, they were not
able to manage the whole quantity of fish trapmetthéir net and could not escape the police:

We knew we didn’t have the right to fish in thetpbut we didn’t want to go home

empty-handed. Because, spending the whole day arnsecoming back with nothing,

it's very hard. ... It wasn't the first time we wdishing there, but yes, it was the first

time we got caught. But, we can say, it's not st fime, because sometimes, when

we got caught, we negotiated.it] well[..] But you see, here, it was overflowffig.
Their reaction when they were arrested shows tifiereint strategies they use to find a way out:

The policemen lectured us; we did everything tadrpegotiate but they refused. We

tried to calm down the situation; we asked for ttlieigiveness. They refused. We said,

that, well, we didn’'t know we couldn't fish there. Then, they made us get off the

boat. The policemen kept the fish catches andteel®®

For the trial, they agreed to say the same thimgheir defence: basically, that they were

ignorant of the law, and that they were apologisitiey were finally released, without any penalty
or fine to pay. My local informant explains that had helped them get out of jail with some
courtesy visits he made to powerful state official®akar. Although they had no fine to pay, crew
members complain because while they were all in lagy were not fishing and thus could not
send money to their families. They all express rtltiscontent towards the policemen who
“arbitrarily” arrested them and “stole” their fishith impunity, though they seem to make a clear
distinction between the policemen and the state:

We can say it isn't normal; they sent us to jahe¥ brought us to jail and then they

stole our fish, which was worth 1,200 million frandhey shouldn’t have done this.

The state has done nothing ... | wished the stmtgudtice to us, because it is not

57 Interview 35
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normal. They kept us in jail 11 days, without wogkiand then they took our fish,

1,200 million franc$?

To the questions/Vhat does the role of the state mean for you, ir gweryday life at sea? and
Are the state and policemen the same thiddfnet replies:
No, it is not the same thing: sometimes, policevwnt what is not in the law. And the
state must control this, it must control that wepect the norms and charters. ... It is
important to have norms at s¢a] Sometimes they ask for money. Because, when
they arrest us, they say, “If you want, if you haweh amount of money, we can free
you.” Without having done something illegal, or fexample if we don't have life

jackets on board, they ask for money and let usde@hey don’t apply the laff.

This statement reflects the ambiguous relatiorssttipt exist between the fishermen and
the state. First, Ahmet criticises the fact thatbeld not negotiate with the policemen in the same
way he did previously, several times, while fishinghe port. This time, the crew had no choice
other than accepting the arrest and going to$atondly, Ahmet considers that the policemen did
not respect the law and abusively arrested thatmagh he is aware they were illegally fishing in
the port. For him, a more appropriate role forgtee — which seems to be represented here by the
court that judged them — would be to regulate theskcemen’s abuses, enable an efficient
application of the law and be more tolerant towahdsfishermen. This behaviour reminds us of
what has been said previously about fishermen tatd segulation: they skilfully divert the law
according to their own interest. They do not ignikelaw; on the contrary, they try to find and tes
its limits and take advantage of its weaknessesirTignorance seems to be used as a helpful
excuse to legitimate their faults and ask for mimlerance from the state. Negotiation with the

policemen appears to be the last determinant stipdogetting arrested. Fishermen count on this
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flexibility of the application of the law. Moreovethe intervention of the external actor — my local
informant — who apparently influenced the judgenstdws an additional level of flexibility.

“Mundane arrangements” such as the applicatiotheflaw produce the effect of an
external structure that gives order to social jicast (Mitchell, 2006: 180). The expressions of
these “arrangements” lead people to identify ttegestis something apart from their lives that
directs and shapes their movements and activitighis case study, the state is perceived through
fishermen’s discourses in their daily fishing attes. Paradoxically, fishermen do not consider
the policemen as the state agents and would rateethe state as a superior, unclear, powerful
frame that should control policemen’s actions. Tshermen community conceives of the
Senegalese state as an external structure seffipartheir lives whose effect is weak as its actio
is criticised yet expected.

These experiences demonstrate great ambiguiisserimen not only denounce the lack of
state regulation and weak application of the lawdiso the lack of legitimacy of state agents who
act in the name of the law’s application. The pgyatory policy has attempted to involve
fishermen in the regulation of Senegal’s fishingowces. Nevertheless, because fishermen give
little legitimacy to state practices in generais tholicy has not proved successful yet. Persom@l a
community interests as well as traditional regolatsystems remain superior to state norms,
although fishermen, paradoxically, expect an affiti state action for the protection of fish
resources. Moreover, fishermen’s relationships &ne§al’'s state have become increasingly
ambiguous as a result of weak maritime governamck the surveillance of industrial fishing

activities.

Weak maritime surveillance and state regulatiop@itimacy

Senegalese fishermen have expressed their distamteut Senegal’s industrial fishing
governance. On one hand, Senegal’'s governmentsatigmpted to limit fishermen’s access to the
sea since the end of the 1990s, while on the dthed, these same governments have increasingly
allowed foreign companies to exploit Senegalesenmsathreatened resources (Le Roux & NOél,
2007) — at least until 2012. The ambiguity of Selsgmaritime governance has generated
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frustration among the fishermen, who got organigedugh a number of national professional
corporations (such as Fenagie, Conipas or CNP®sd lorganisations call for more coherence,
transparency and attention and often protest wingy thear a rumour about obscure new
agreements signed with foreign fishing compafidgshermen denounce the sales of illegitimate
fishing licences, the lack of surveillance of intlizgd ships’ practices and regular incursions into
small-scale fishing areas.

The Direction of the Protection and Surveillance Fisheries (DPSP)is one of the
branches of the Ministry for Maritime Economy amsdir charge of monitoring sea activities. A
plane, five 12-metre-long and two 20-metre-longgaboats watch the whole Senegalese marine
area and must monitor both the small-scale fisaedsindustrial boatS. The French navy provides
the DPSP with 5 flight-hours a month and helpsDIRSP arrest illegal industrial foreign trawlers
or rescue artisanal fishers. DPSP’s officials rédandustrial ships’ routes, detect pirate fishard a
keep track of vessels’ movements on a 24-hour bBaish licence-holder trawler carries a beacon
connected to satellite systems, which enables #®@MDagents to follow their movement at sea. By
recording ships’ speed and geographical positioARSP's agents know if ships are fishing in
unauthorised waters or are simply navigating betwe® points. When ships’ speed is between 2
and 5 knots for more than an hour, it is very lk#iat these ships are fishing. However, these
surveillance resources seem to be very weak wherkimows that more than 18,000 canoes and at
least 143 industrial trawlers (FAO, 2010) operateSenegalese waters along a 718 km-long
coastline.

In fact, foreign industrial trawlers operating fioint venture companies often use illegal
practices. When trawlers do not have freezing aapacaboard, they illegally trans-ship their
catches at sea to bigger vessels, and the catehésea sold in markets outside Senegal (Niasse &
Seck, 2011). Furthermore, Niasse and Seck repeibiibes that ship-owners are willing to pay to
Senegalese officials to avoid formal sanctionsoAkccording to the code for maritime fishing,

professional observers must embark in the shipairAghis is rarely observed in practice (Niasse

nIps, 2011
2 Direction de la Protection et de la Surveillancesd®ches
3 Interview 5
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& Seck, 2011). Although industrial ships have bepenly developing illegal practices, they were
still sold licences until 2012, although since élisction that year, President Macky Sall has sought
to put an end to these practices. The arrest dDtbg Naydends crew in early 2014 demonstrates
that the Senegalese navy is in fact able to ddtegtl fishing in national waters and truly apply

the law despite weak material resoures.

Regarding the management of small-scale fisheaesvities at sea, the DPSP official
acknowledges that the Senegalese sea surveillgsmasis clearly inefficient, because of a lack of
financial means and the involvement of local smealite fisheries’ actors. According to this
official, the participative turn which fishing poli practices have recently taken also works for sea
surveillance and needs to be generalised:

Top-down practicefsaid in English]are not working; we’d rather practice bottom up
practices: we must further develop the participatsurveillance strategy in place.
Actors are greatly involved in the implementatidnsach practices; they plan each
day of surveillance. They themselves take parhen durveillance effort. Why is it
interesting? We can't place an agent behind eagiefiman; also, if fishermen do this,
it reduces surveillance costs. We must take adgentsf the sociologic power of

surveillance’

In practice, this participative management searappropriate regarding the management
of industrial trawlers’ movements at sea and tpedblematic interaction with small-scale fishers.
Indeed, there have been an increasing number lingsnets damaged by trawlers (Map 3).
Fishermen leave their dormant nets overnight arotimed 6-mile limit and come back in the
morning to get their catches out. They often carfimok their nets because they have been pulled
out by trawlers. Conflicts between industrial amaali-scale fishermen regularly occur and cause

significant material damage for the fishermen (Dsl# Zografos, 2012). Although such conflicts

“BBC News, 2014
S |bid.
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are reported to the DPSP, which is in charge dflvasy them, this institution’s mediation role is

rarely efficient (Dubois & Zografos, 2012). Destiioo of fish nets by trawlers happens on an
everyday basis either in the first 6 nautical midesn the 6—12 nautical mile area. Between 2000
and 2005, the Senegalese authorities registereché&®3that were destroyed by trawlers and 139

collisions between artisanal canoes and trawl&RA, 2006: 112).
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Map 3:Nets damaged by industrial trawlers (by departrreamd, between 2000 and 2005),
May 2014. Design: J.H.

Through the analysis of these conflicts, one fiodstradictory responses from fishermen
and government officials. Fishermen hold the stasponsible for these conflicts as they denounce
the industrial fishing agreements which have maalesiple the large number of trawlers in their
fishing areas. Furthermore, fishermen perceivestage as being absent in the resolution of the
conflicts caused by a supposed trawler's negligefidtee comments of Modou reflect these
feelings. This returned migrant discusses the reagty Kayar fishermen decided to go to Europe
in 2006. This statement shows how fishermen’'s ma&rgmare now confronted with tangible
geographical boundaries; from the contact withtthevlers emerge the limits of Kayar’'s fishing

area.
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We didn't like fishing anymore. The youth were dpdwith fishing; what they earned

wasn't enough. Fuel prices were increasingly risiAgd still, the fishing agreements,

with the trawlers, it bothers us a lot. You knovereh in Africa, there is bad

governance. With the Minister of Fisheries, lasirth [..] there were problems all

the time with the trawlers. There had been big teasvthat came 3 kilometres away

from the coastline and they were fishing in big mfitees; they damaged the fishing

nets. We started to respond. We organised a proteste were media, television. The

big trawlers, it's part of the fishing crisis iss(fe

Modou’s comments reflect a general frustrationfemling, that has pushed a number of

fishermen to choose to take the migration rout&woope. Modou’s inability to fish in decent
conditions is associated with the African “bad gomamce”. He considers that this state failure
pushed him to go to Europe illegally in 2006. Tigstration has also resulted in protests
organised by fishery leaders. These considerationtrast with the discourses of two officials of
the Ministry of Maritime Economy. These official®rdirm in interviews that these conflicts
between fishermen and trawlers have increasedtbedast decade. They understand the conflicts
as a sign of a growing competition over a scaresouirce. Fish species reproduce in these areas so
they attract industrial fishers. The DPSP’s directported that on average there are 20 illegal
intrusions detected per year. However, both ofahefcials consider fishermen to be responsible
for these conflicts. Fishermen’s ability to modseiand adjust to fishing regulation norms is in
question. According to the Director of Maritime frésies (DPM):

We realise that, despite our delimitation systera,still cannot solve the conflicts

because, and we have to acknowledge this, it @ dfte small-scale fishery with its

very fast development and dynamism that movesooéfgbwards industrial fishing

areas. There are often these kinds of conflicts @acthage because the small-scale

fishery does not respect navigation and fishingcfice norms in general. For

example, the nets: they generally let out theinifig nets without indication. Then,

® Interview 23
" Direction des Péches Maritimewhich is a branch of the Ministry for Maritime &@wmy
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when the industrial trawlers pass, they can't daee nets, they are not visible to the

naked eye, so they tear the nets up, which thesesaall kinds of conflicts.

For this official, lack of attention towards staterms combined with an uncontrollable dynamism
characterise fishermen’s behaviour and generateoigeble conflicts. For the DPSP’s director,
this lack of education and maturity seems to benta@é reason why the regulation of the system
has been made more complex:
It is hard to regulate this sector for several reas: the small-scale fishery has
always been an informal sector. ... Then, becausst wf the people working in the
sector are illiterate and haven't been to schobkyt haven't learnt navigation and
fishing rules and they often ignore everything. Fbis reason, and in order to
regulate the sector, we are going slowly; we tryncrease their awareness, to train
them in order to avoid certain practices and the o$ some fishing gear such as the
monofilament, which is forbidden, and the use ofieséorbidden methods in Senegal.
They don’'t know, so we approach them; we organgeirgrs, meetings, and also
maritime controls. At the beginning, we didn’'t at¢hese people, we tried to explain

to them, “This is not good, the law forbids {t".

In both discourses, there is a gap that sepathiesofficials from the fishermen’s
community. By pointing to fishermen as mainly rasgible for the conflicts, the DPM's official
questions the legitimacy of fishermen’s rights toss the 6-mile limit and go fishing in these
areas. He suggests that fishermen could have al/tideble by not crossing this limit. Although
the DPSP director articulates a similar distantiee€e people”), we can perceive a certain form of
paternalism and affection towards the fishermennvhe insists on showing goodwill by taking
care of them and being indulgent towards their digimce”. These officials consider fishermen to

be part of an informal underdeveloped communityt tisaunable to follow state rules and

8 Interview 19
® Interview 9
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regulations. Fishermen’s mobility carries a negatimeaning and is held responsible for these
conflicts. Being unpredictable and invisible, mapilthen becomes a problem: fishermen are
moving in an irregular way, becoming increasingplateless” and detached from fixed points
(Adey, 2010). Both their “fast development” and fidynism” are obstacles for state regulation
efforts, although these dynamics have paradoxicaBulted from state action. Fishermen are
expected to respect standard practices in ordenake their routes and fishing places visible.
Failure to adopt these practices keeps them irleisibd outside the regulation system. The state’s
norms are both a way to make fishermen tracealuecantrollable and a way of providing them
with some legitimacy — from the viewpoint of thatst In fact, the state reinforces its power over
the small-scale fishermen by developing “technetof§ 1998) and by ignoring fishermen’s
practical knowledge. Fishermen leave visible maish as floating plastic bottles to spot their
underwater nets. Although these marks are not eagistinguish for trawlers’ skippers, fishermen
pay attention to these signs when navigating asHirfg. For the state, making fishermen’s
mobility visible — in a more appropriate way — wauhake it more recognisable, stable and
rationalised. These expectations of the stateateflee “simplification” process performed by the
state while it deals with the complexity of the raments of the fishermen (Scott, 1998). By
staying invisible, fishermen therefore affirm thiessistance to the state’s attempt at domination.

Although fishermen’s ability to comply with stateles and regulations is questioned, we
notice through Alioune’s previous comments thahhe a certain level of understanding of fishing
regulations as, for example, he is able to contiiemkind of gear which is forbidden. As a leader,
Alioune seems to be more concerned about the wesetiules cannot be integrated by other
fishermen and systematically applied by state agéiite distance he puts between himself and the
state is due to the lack of credibility he givesttdde seems to believe in the regulation, althoug
he questions its application.

Fishermen'’s reactions to the state’s action -ack bf action — reflect their independence
and reluctance to obey any external and superitiogty. Their responses are more than a simple
sign of cultural, social and economic ‘immaturityas understood by the government. It seems that
the state failed to manage Senegalese fisheries bemause of its negligence of fishermen’s local
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knowledge than because of fishermen’s supposed ftanitya Although fishermen would agree
with the aim of the state’s policy to protect fisksources, they distrust state intervention. Two
examples further exemplify the state practicesk lat pragmatism regarding the management of

fishermen’s mobility and security at sea.

Are mobility and security-related measures compatitith practical knowledge?

What arises from the study of fishermen’s readtion imposed new norms, are two
examples of fishing regulation that exemplify Seottotion of state “simplification” practices
(Scott, 1998). Firstly, fishermen must wear a jieket while at sea, and the quantity of life jaske
aboard must correspond to the number of crew mesn#dthough fishermen benefit from an
important state grant to buy those life jacketgytklo not respect this requirement. Fishermen
observe that these life jackets limit their mobilin board because of their size and bulk. Because
they need to be very reactive and mobile, espgdail net fishing, they consider that the jackets
make them lose time and the physical ability fa tdsks they have to undertake on board. Fishers
also consider that this requirement questions thgiity to navigate safely and that wearing life
jackets would also mean that they are interferiiittp @od’'s will (Sall, 2007). Talismans, prayers
and sacrifices are the safety practices that teedéllows fishermen to use in order to ward oféfa
and bad spirits at sea. Furthermore, on a fishipgl tundertook in April 2012, with a crew of 16
purse seine fishermen, | was the only one wearingeajacket despite the swell’s strength
(Photographs 11 and 12). When | asked the crew mdme of them were wearing one, they
proudly replied that they did not need one becdtlsey were experienced fishermen”. On our
route, we met 10 to 15 other boats full of fishemméro were all going in the same direction. | did
not see any of them wearing a life jacket. Crewsract with each other while at sea; they
recognise the boats of their fellow fishermen, itepgach other and engaging in competition. In
these conditions, if wearing a life jacket is indes=en as degrading, it can be understood why
social pressure and control becomes superior toffieal fishing norm. These life jackets are
worth XOF 25,000 (£31): they are sold at XOF 5,80@he fishermen, while the state funds the
other XOF 20,000. It is commonly acknowledged thast of the time captain fishermen buy life
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jackets for crew members, but as soon as fishirtg lgad, they sell them back on the informal

market and use the refund to pay for the fuel sfierthe unfruitful fishing day®

Photograph 111 ooking for fish shoals, Photograph 12Crew members dragging the net, off
off Dakar coasts, April 2012, J.H. Dakar coasts, April 2012, J.H.

Secondly, an anonymous respondent in the DPM meplahy it has been so difficult for
the Ministry for Maritime Economy to efficiently iplement the national canoes registration
programme. A wide programme to register Senegaldgsganal canoes was launched in 2008 by
the ministry. In July 2012, this programme wad stihning, and the definitive number of canoes in
Senegal still remained unknowh.Each boat owner must register his canoe(s) with th
administration through local fisheries servicese Thinistry’s officials then compile these local
statistics at the national level. In theory, evewner needs an administrative authorisation to be
allowed to build and then register a new canoes ptogramme seeks to track the exact number of
canoes in Senegal in order to limit the numbeigfifig permits and canoes. These limitations aim
to reduce the fishing efforts by regulating thetse@nd access to resources. Indirectly, these
limitations would also enable better control othfismen’s mobility as this system enables state
agents to identify and localise the fishermen wthery control the boats: fishermen are supposed
to report their arrivals and departures to locahimistrative representatives.

Nevertheless, in addition to institutional slowsiedishermen’s traditional beliefs,

reluctance, distrust and lack of comprehension Hazaen great obstacles to this programme’s

8 Field notes, 2012 and 2013
81 Interview 69
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implementation. Once registered, local state ageaitst the registration humber on the boat and
insert a small chip into the boat hull that congaimformation about the boat’s dimensions, date of
construction, registration number, ownership anaiéport. However, my informant explains that
fishermen often refuse to let the agents do sdioigh the chip inserted in the frame of the boat
only gives information about the characteristicstioé canoe, fishermen think it allows the
administration to localise them everywhere permtpnemd trace their routes at a distance:

They[the fishersithink that if there is an infringement, if theyeallegal, if they go to

protected areas, even if they flee, surveillancentg will give their position. They

think the chip gives their localisation. Besiddsey think that this registration system

enables the state to identify them, to make theynaaes. They are not aware of the

programme’s goals. If they understood that the progne aims to manage fisheries

and resources, they wouldn't reject it. But theysider that if the initiative comes

from the administration, they must distrus¥it.

This behaviour shows how essential freedom of mevrd is for the fishermen. They do
not understand how official programmes and measuwa%, and tend to assume that these
measures will jeopardise their ability to move digh. In addition, fishermen have their own
identification system, using the paintings of ttaial, regional and/or familial signs on their
boats. They generally paint the name of the boat. dimey choose a name according to the family
story, for example, and draw specific signs onww®den frame (Photograph 13). In this way,
fishermen recognise each other at sea accordititgeboregion of origin, family and social groups
and so forth. By imposing the painting of a registm number on the frame of the boat, the state is
simplifying and ignoring this traditional identifition system. These procedures have generated
distrust among fishermen, especially because thiak that this registration process would have an

impact on their mobility and would enable the stateontrol their movements.

82 Interview 69

99



-~ = e e i
bl » S . et I Sl =
s i g o Ve A &

& - Wit olee S TR Wt PR D A .

Photograph 13Traditional paintings on Kayar local fishing caso
Kayar, July 2011, J.H.

Conclusion

Fishermen and the Senegalese government are,, tladayg a great dilemma. Fishermen
want to keep being mobile and exploiting the seahdtrmen’s mentality seems to be more
complex than reducible to a lack of comprehensiom anaturity, although state agents’
considerations initially convey this feeling. Irigkthapter, statements and discourse analyses have
shown how ambiguous fishermen’s expectations ofesttion are. Resource scarcity and
competition undeniably generate power strugglescamdlicts between fishermen and state agents.
Paradoxically, fishermen denounce an absent sthieh is responsible for a lack of resources, and
at the same time, they reject its intervention,clvhievertheless seeks the protection of the same
resources — despite the state’s disproportionasely attitude towards international industrial
fishers. Participatory policies seem appropriaté dnly to the extent that state agents would
coherently apply the law and regulate both indakemd small-scale fisheries in a fair and rational
way.

Power struggles between state and non-state astmiglly construct the Senegalese
Atlantic, which makes the meaning of the ocean ftinetions of state agents and the expectations
of fishermen more confused. | have shown how fisieer have exercised a form of power over
maritime spaces through their mobility. Spreadihgirt movement across the Senegalese waters

has constituted a powerful means to escape staténdtion as the government’'s control has
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expanded. Mobility has been something more tharespanse to state intervention and has
embodied a powerful way for the fishermen to exprb®ir inherent dynamism. Mobility carries
power because it has enabled the fishermen to pécally elude state domination and
strategically divert and overcome the measuresnaily intended to limit their movement.
Fishermen’s mobility reflects their ability to appriate new techniques and develop their
activities, knowledge and experience of the seay &fter day, the Senegalese maritime space
consequently takes on new outlines: starting assaurce-rich, free-access space, it was first a
space of freedom and growth, and was then chamgedilimited and competed-for space where
fishermen’s trajectories have become more stratddgiese mobility strategies at the Senegalese
level and fishermen’s interactions with state agemwe valuable for the comprehension of longer
mobility patterns and international border expearesn Fishermen have used similar strategies —
that is, diverting the rules and taking advantafythe state system’s weaknesses — for their long-
distance maritime journeys. Rather than being astaglke to the sector's development and
dynamism, their quick adaptation and non-modernis@dcture has eased their expansion
throughout the Atlantic Ocean. The following chaptxplores the contemporary power—
knowledge relationships produced by fishermen'srylagy activities at sea, examining how the

traditional functions and values they have attedub the ocean have changed over time.
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Chapter 5 —
Connecting Sea and Land Spaces

Through Mobility-related Practices

In Senegalese fishing communities, powerful famili@ve become influential thanks to
the use and spread of their specific knowledgeyords and mobilities. At first glance, family
networks and hierarchies are not obvious to anidritsbserver. This social organisation lies in
implicit cultural codes and is not claimed by mensbef the community or found in architecture
and urban organisation. | realised that fishermenad connected and that they are organised
according to specific power relations. These cotioes need further exploration as they shed
light on the whole organisation of the small-sdahing sector and mobility patterns in Senegal. It
seems that one misses a great part of the storp witerviewing fishermen individually without
looking for these connections.

In this chapter, | decrypt the way fishermen’s rligbioperates though specific power—
knowledge relationships which connect sea and &pates. | argue that through their mobility,
fishermen project power onto the sea and fish megstlocal management. At the same time, this
mobility produces essential knowledge so that iflgefmen can navigate and develop productive
fishing activities. | will show how the control aveconomic resources is intimately linked to
fishermen’s maritime and territorial mobility. Bgirmobile and absent enables the fishermen,
paradoxically, to manage their expenses and theis ifdependence better. Furthermore, when
fishermen control their own resources and finanoielns, they gain greater control over their
maritime mobility and production means. But whesh&érmen lack knowledge of and control over
these expenses, their maritime mobility increaginghds to rely on land-based wealthier and more
powerful agents. These mechanisms participateand-challenge — fishermen’s geographical and
“social construction of the ocean” (Steinberg, 2001

I initially show how the naming of fishing placesicathe deployment of navigation

knowledge reflect these power—knowledge mechanis$esond, | look at distant control and
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mediation of power that operate through —and ghape to — fishermen’s mobility. | analyse two
mobility-related success stories which bring toget#iements of networks, power and knowledge
in a complex way. Whatever shapes these mobiligctppmes might take, these practices link

together sea and land spaces.

1. Constructing local marine areas in relation to so@il constructions on land

Fishermen’s approaches to the sea inform us ahewgdcial construction of their maritime
environment. For fishing communities, the ocearfiist, a space for the projection of power and
the production of practical knowledge. These comities) project power onto the sea spaces
through the spiritual values and functions theyediv the sea and through the practice of naming
fishing places. As do most Senegalese communitiglsou and Wolof fishermen’s communities
mix Muslim and animist beliefs in a complex waysHing communities organise everyday life
around syncretistic practices that are often peréat by marabouts. Also, these traditional
communities have kept their matrilineal cultureotigh animist traditions. As Fatou Diome has
shown in her novels (Diome, 2006, 2010), a gendetisttibution of religious rituals makes
women the main actors and perpetuators of animisttioes, whereas men generally embody
Muslim values. Furthermore, for traditional comniigs, a goddess inhabits the sea (Sall, 2007):

Among the Lebous and Guet-Ndarians, for example,hthalth of marine resources
and fishermen’s security (insurance incomes aneftypat sea) depend on the will of
the sea goddesd duk Daour for Lebous andMame CoumbaBang for Guet-
Ndarians). (Sall, 2007: 160)

Balandier and Mercier (1952) observe that for iebdrmen, the sea has long been filled
with mystic elements and feminine powers becauge sburce of fecundity. Thus, the traditional
work performed in order to keep control over th&eeninine” elements is often carried out by
women. For example, before Senegal’s independd@alandier and Mercier (1952) reported that
women made sacrifices just before the dry seasondier to ensure a fruitful fishing season. These

beliefs still play a big part in fishermen’s dalife; they often mention the presence of spiritshe
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sea. They protect themselves with talisnfdnsacrifices and Marabouts’ advice and blessings
before going fishing. This spiritual projection &Eminine powers onto the sea balances the
exclusive masculine use of maritime spateslso, these beliefs shape fishermen’s mobility and
representation of the sea and secure a fair balaeteeen maritime and land-based activities.
These practices are a way for the community tocessercontrol over their environment, although
this control remains fairly limited by mystic magipowers. According to Sall, for the fishermen,
the decrease in fish resources is “part of the abtrals and tribulations of nature, which depend
on the will of the holy powers they consult frormé to time” (Sall, 2007: 15%.In addition to
these spiritual practices, fishermen name théuirig places in a specific way.

In Senegal, new generations of local fishermernvarg familiar with the names which the
elders gave to their traditional fishing placese3dé names reflect the biological evolution of
fishing resources and inform us about the way fislem appropriate the coastal marine
environment. These names generally characterisdighing places by the type of species they
usually provide. Names refer to the quality of éhéishing places, their geographical position or
the families who first discovered them. In Kayarpddii® explains that elders gave some of these
names according to the land-based elements thdg sea from the fishing places. For example,
one of Kayar's oldest fishing places is calléithies because when the elders were fishing there,
he explains, they saw a big tree which they deewssllocated near the Senegalese city of Thies.
This type of name is a support for navigation aetps the fishermen to orientate themselves
according to the position of the land-based elemspbtted from the sea (Map 4). Other names
such as Mbayeng, “Paléné or “Mbenguénéwere those of influential families who used teffi
in these particular fishing places. Also, many namefer to the substantial fishing quality of the
place: ‘Takalé means “sparkling” whereasAmul Yagdl literally means “no patience”. Because

these places are not so popular anymore, thesesrammaot so relevant. For example, Takalé

8 Called ‘Gri-gri”, these small talismans are worn as necklacesgles to protect against bad spirits

8 See chapter 9 for further gender analysis

% Nevertheless, these assertions are questionedgthrfishermen’s narratives. Most of the fishermen
mention instead the use of inappropriate technigihesincrease of industrial fishing, growing cortifien
and bad management of maritime resources as giadasons for the decline of fisheries (field ivigws

in Ouakam, Hann and Kayar; see chapter 4)

% Interview 23
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fishermen used to find groupers and sea bream$undance. Octopuses are a less profitable
species which fishermen now find there in greamngjtias. New fishing places are not necessarily
more distant than older ones, though their “crextis a sign of the increased mobility of the
fishermen. The less poetic names of these newgladeate their recent discovery. Called simply
“11 kilometres” or “6 kilometres”, their names ref® the distance that separates them from the
shore and reveal the novelty of these fishing @aEeshermen discovered these places after the use

of GPS devices had become popularised and endigatistance to be measured in kilometres.
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Map 4: Modou’s geography of Ouakam'’s local fishing areayN2014. Design: J.H.

The “social construction” of this maritime spaceineds us of the Foucauldian heterotopia
(Foucault, cited in Steinberg, 2001) to the extbiat the sea acts as a mirror of the land both in
geographic and social terms. Fisherrsbape the sea space by reproducing the toponymhay af
based elements in fishing areas. They organisentrine space with reference to their territory,
giving priority to dominant families or projectirte frame and marks of the territorial landscape
onto the maritime space. By doing so, they repredsocial struggles and hierarchies, and
domination as well, transforming the sea into acepef “alternate ordering” (Steinberg, 2001.:
193). Thus far, this spatial organisation has mdy oeflected the wealth of Kayar’'s local fishing

economy through this traditional toponymy but atbe open access to fish resources which
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traditional fishermen’s communities have relied ©his heterotopia is unstable and has become a
space where the new generation of fishermen clyepower struggles and social domination
(Steinberg, 2001). In fact, the increased pressarishing resources jeopardises the balance of the
traditional construction of this marine environméhen fishermen cannot exploit the traditional
fishing places because of a lack of resourcestebgting higher competition encourages them to
find new places.

Today, fishermen increasingly tend to keep theshifig places secret and give them
personalised hames — generally the name of a cidaive they register in their GPS systems.
They do not want to disclose their new fishing pkdn order to minimise competiti6h.In
Ouakam, Alioun® reports that many fishers now hide themselves gmdishing early in the
morning so that they can preserve their new disgov&@hese recent practices generate an
individualisation of the fishing activity, which sd enables greater control over the local
environment. Names and new fishing places thennpelo individuals or small groups of
fishermen who do not wish to share their new infmion. These naming practices make possible
the appropriation and shaping of the sea spaceaanédn instrument for the exercise of a greater
control over resources. Controlling knowledge —hsas information about fishing places — is for
the fishermen a way to secure resources and maiat&ir balance in the exploitation of the sea;
and on the other hand, managing navigation tecksigud technologies enables the fishermen to
unfold their mobility and cope with greater competi and decreasing resources. This “marine
heterotopia” is a space for the production of pcatknowledge and the exercise of control for the
fishermen through navigating and fishing practicBse construction of this space is constantly
moving, as are fishermen’s practices. At the samme tas fishermen challenge the traditional
organisation of sea spaces through their maritirobility practices, their increased mobility is a

response to the economic issues their communitypéas facing recently.

87 This has been observed in several fishing pladeiteviocal CRODT agents in charge of surveying
fishing activity report their difficulty in knowingvhere exactly fishermen went fishing. In additidims
kind of information is not shared between the figien either

8 Interview 17
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In addition to these geographical marks and nampiagtices, fishermen also localise their
fishing places by measuring the depth of the semk@m’s underwater canyon is known by the
fishers for its exceptional depth, and it attrantany fish species (Map 4). In Joal, former
fisherman Ahmed further informs us about “the fish@n’'s language”, which reflects a local and
practical knowledge demersal fishermen usually oglyo navigate and fish:

There is what we call the fisherman’s languagehwto and Kel. Kao is where the
water is not very deep and Kel is where it is \a#gp. There is a time, for example, if
it's cold, the fish tends to go to Kel, and if itisrm, they go down to Kao to better
breathe the oxygen, so it depends on the time ¢ghelBiot there are specific fish which
we don't find at Kel, such as, for example, thegionm fish[..] we find it at Kel only,

as black and yellow groupef$.

When | ask Ahmed if thigao andKel orientation system corresponded to ‘our’ west aast, he
replies:

Kao is the east and Kel is the west. North is Gog south is Tank. Gop is always the

north and Tank is always the south. The east isatabKel is the sea, in the wéSt.
Although this language can be transcribed into aemamiversal navigation language in this
situation, it would not always be the case — whesé¢ fishermen navigating in other places where
the sea would lie in the east, for example; thég the depth of the sea as a geographic reference
rather than the universal cardinal points. Nevde® it seems that this specific navigation
knowledge is based on a mix of universal normslaaal techniques. For example, fishermen use
the fathom unit to measure the sea depth:

You take the rope, you attach a weight and yoit wn until it touches the bottom

and you start measuring; it is what we call a fathoA fathom is two metres. If you

have ten fathoms, you have twenty metres; thigisvay we measure’it.

8 Interview 50
9 Interview 50
1 Interview 50
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This fisherman’s language is based on a combimatfopractical local knowledge and
more universal conventions. The way in which fisten have constructed their own navigation
knowledge has therefore been essential for thenpatig construction of the maritime spaces they
go to. The appropriation of maritime spaces theseftarts from the creation and appropriation of
a pragmatic language that connects sea and lamgspa@ther mobility-related practices produce

similar connections. Distant control and mediatedigr enable the spread of mobility over the sea.

2. Distant control and mediation of power

While the funding of fishing activities had tradially come from internal and informal
family and community networks, today fishermen @asingly tend to seek external funding from
independent fish traders, fish factories or extegmtractors (Le Roux & Noél, 2007). This
financial dimension applies to the captain-fishet® hold capital and work for a land-based boat
owner — as do 30% of the fishermen (ISRA, 2006 emapter 2). As these financial investments
make fishermen more dependent on external fundisteermen partly lose their autonomy and
freedom of movement at sea. These dependent redhtjs connect land and sea spaces through
distant control practices and mediation of powextvidrks and resources play a substantial role in
the shaping of fishermen’s mobility and are rengaig of Latour’s and Law’s ANT theory (cited
in Allen, 2011). Basing what he says on the analgéithe sixteenth century Portuguese navigation
to India, Law argues that:

long-distance control depends upon the creatiom wétwork of passive agents (both
human and non-human) which makes it possible fdsgares to circulate from the
centre to the periphery in a way that maintaingr tderability, forcefulness and

fidelity. (Law, 2003: 1)

For Senegalese fishermen’s maritime mobility,railar system of distant control operates
through non-human agents such as GPS systems,emainhes and navigation techniques; sea
currents and swell; or knowledge about the climidite sea and the stars. Human agents take part in
this mobility system to complete the decision-mgkiprocess or for reasons relating to the
workforce or because of financial investments: hotthile and immobile agents are involved in
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fishermen’s mobility (Sheller & Urry, 2006). Forstance, for demersal long-distance fishing, boat
owners may hire a first captain they trust and fomust of the navigation and fishing costs without
going on the journey. At the end of the fishing titihe crew negotiates prices with the fish traders
and sells the catches on the local market. In stases, the owner/funder who is in direct contact
with the local fish traders — when this funder @& a fish trader himself — predetermines the ports
where crews must land as well as the price of #tehes. The smaller the captain’s investments in
the fishing costs, the more dependent he is otatitbbased agents, and, consequently, the more
restricted the trajectories he follows at sea. &athan circulating, power is mediated through
resources and at a distance (Allen, 2011). Netwodsources and agents form a supportive frame
for this mediation of power.

Generally, agents who hold resources are forns@efimen who convert themselves into
port-based brokers. Ahmed observes that fishernesn this professional conversion as an
achievement and consider that the less time tlbirrgquires them to spend at sea, the more
successful their conversion is. This former fishenmwho turned into fish trader took the lead of a
national organisation — “the emergent actdfs> which represents Guet Ndarians’ international
demersal fishers in six coastal villages in Senegal

Ahmed used to go fishing in Mauritania, Guineas®is and Guinea and progressively
abandoned his sea activities in order to focushenorganisation he represents. This organisation
aims to provide assistance to the fishermen wheg ttave difficulties getting foreign fishing
licences, for example, or when they are in troublth Senegal's or neighbouring countries’
administrations. This organisation works as a compe that mutualises capital, funds and
resources in order to provide the fishermen witkliable, organised structure in case of navigation
accidents, for instance. Ahmed also fights for eatgr autonomy for the fishermen. He first
explains the dependent relationships binding fisteer to their funder — though he is mostly
speaking of long-distance fishermen who use ice-baroes and fish in Bissau-Guinea or

Conackry:

92 Acteurs Emergeants
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If you haven't got savings, you must look overdhard ask the fish trader to lend you
a small amount of mondy..] but this is the greatest problem of the fisherrheh
because once the fish trader gives you money,yoeiis master, and you must give it
back to him at any cost. Now, if you are autonomypas can freely sell your product.
... Here, the owner is also very often the fisldéra It means that he both buys fish
and provides the funding for it; he is at the saime fish trader/broker and funder.
This is a problem. ... The best thing is to be aooous. If you, you are autonomous,
you can sell your product for the price you wisht i6 you are not autonomous, you

are obliged to follow the fish trader’s pricé&s.

The captain who is in debt can hardly sell hiclas to someone other than his funder
because the fish traders on the landing docks radivkeach other and would be aware of that
‘unfair’ transaction. Fishermen prefer to followetbral agreement that ties them to funders rather
than attempting to escape funders’ control. In otdestrengthen this long-distance control, land-
based boat owners generally hire a close relatm@ among the crew members. Assane, a Joal-
based boat owner who funds fishing expeditionsum&a-Bissau, observes the following:

If you have a canoe and you haven't put one of yelatives on it, you're screwed.

It's safer to do this?
Relationships and networks reveal all their meduinfunction here as they enable a distant
control from the land to the sea. In this way, k@t owner can oversee his crew’s activity at sea.
When captains are not boat owners, their trajectsryhus significantly controlled from the
beginning to the end of the journey. These unbaldmelationships shape the connections that
exist between land and maritime spaces, as theéhlemgl direction, and the departure and arrival
places of the sea journeys depend on the fundegignements. The exercise of such distant control
has the qualities of “durability, forcefulness dittklity”, which conditioned Portuguese navigation

in a similar way (Law, 2003).

% Interview 50
% Interview 52
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From sea to land spaces: empowering land-basedities
There is a divide between sea- and land-baseditasi which has had significant

consequences for the organisation of the fishimfosén Senegal. Ahmed reports that this divide
has generated an division between the many fishemwh® spend most of the year at sea and their
land-based leaders, who are often retired or forfrefrermen. He mentions the difficulties
fishermen meet because of Senegal’s administratidnexplains why he feels that the state do not
believe that fishermen'’s representatives are cledib

Today | am not going fishing. | have not been gdimgea for one or two years.

Because | wanted to diversify my activities, adnaghers fish and I'm a bit educated,

| stay on land. | manage the canoes ... Also, tleeethose organisations, you know,

you don’t have the time to go fishing, you becongeeat ‘responsible’. Professional

organisationsmeetings [ ] it takes time.

Fishermen are not involved in decision making bsealithink, on one hand, there is

negligence by the fishermen who do not organismseéses very wejl..] because if

they were well organised, with a united voice, stete would listen to them. But, if

there are a lot of voices, a lot of dispersion, btib is the state going to listen to? The

only organisations recognised by the state are G@¥, the Union of the Mareyeurs,

Unatrams, Unagems. But the real, real actors arelistened to by the state, because

the state doesn’t know them. Hence, the necesgsatian of our organisatior”

This “negligence” explains why fishermen are wealdpresented and their interests inadequately
defended. Fishermen lack the time and energy tanisg themselves properly and elect efficient
representatives because they spend most of thrrai sea. For Ahmed,

The fisherman doesn’t care a lot; he does not ¢eetfortable. If he comes, he just

sells his fish and goes home, without thinkingomhdrrow. But this is changing;

fishermen start realising the benefits of gettimgamised. ... There is a problem, a

lack of time and overall tiredness. That is why y@ave to[..] if you have an

% Interview 50
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organisation, if | don’t stay on land to control §iness, it will be screwed. This is
what encouraged me to stop going to the®ea.

Ahmed makes a clear distinction between land- seadbased activities. He suggests that
defending fishermen’s interests requires full-tinead-based involvement. Fisheries’ actors need
active land-based representatives in order to keaprol over — or at least get involved in — the
decisions made at the institutional level regard®enegal’'s marine activities. This move of
activities from sea to land has been empoweringAbmed. He considers himself to be an
effective leader as his education and maritime e&pee legitimate his representative function: he
says that “as my brothers are fishing and I'm aediicated, | stay on land, | manage the canoes”.
With his knowledge, Ahmed has become an active taglaose function links sea-mobile actors
and land-immobile actors. As a boat owner, his guaak financial resources and capital have
enabled him to control at a distance the maritimebitity enacted by his brothers. As an
organisation leader, his knowledge and land-basedtibn embody efficient resources for the
mediation of the power of sea-based fishermen wdek 40 have an influence on sea-related
decision making.

Ahmed’s understanding of fishermen’s habits himté their lack of awareness of the
management of their income and inability to plaa fbture. Fishermen’s difficulties in saving
money and managing their income in the long tertarofead them to seek this external financial
assistance. Ahmed explains that this situationhisnging and that fishermen are increasingly
tending to save money and invest in houses ortlamare rather than making unstable investments
in fishing and sea activities. His statements destrate that fishermen’s personal savings make
their maritime mobilities more independent. In fatis fishermen’s mobility that, paradoxically,
strengthens their ability to accumulate savingshtoextent that fishermen’s absences help them

escape their demanding dependents and better mtrggmcome.

% Interview 50
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3. Mobility as a key step for success
Sharing is part of the solidarity system in planeSenegal, and fishermen can be

overwhelmed by demanding dependents. Similarlyirnétg emigrants who are believed to have
become rich in Europe are expected to give a gsbfateeir income to their Senegal-based family
once back home (Diome, 2006; Fouquet, 2008). Leatigs proved to be an efficient way to
provisionally escape this demand and better maoagks expenses. Nguyen-Van-Chi-Bonnardel
recognises seasonal fishing migrations as a wayhmifishermen to better control the family’s
expenses while away fishing for several months ar ¥&980). Seasonal migration is a long-
established means for young fishermen to escapal poessures:

It is therefore thanks to migration that fishermesn save money and consider

investments for personal interest: get a wife,vaw br even three, build a house or

improve living conditions (with a fridge, a TV), ggear (engine and canoe) which

will enable them to work independently for the timethe seasons far from their

village of origin?” (Nguyen-Van-Chi-Bonnardel, 1980: 274)

By the late 1970s, when Senegalese small-scdimdiconomies started to be organised
according to expanding migration patterns, familiasl developed a local economy ruled by the
alternating seasons. When fishermen were workinthéir fishing villages’ local waters, their
profits used to be entirely shared within the edgzhfamily. During the rest of the year, when they
migrated to other parts of the country’s watergsth fishermen were entitled to keep and
individually manage their entire income (Nguyen-Mahi-Bonnardel, 1980: 273). Through these
arrangements, maritime mobility has become synomgnwith independence and a new way for
the fishermen to free themselves from the traditiGhand sometimes pressurised — community-
based system. The ability to save money has beeosign of progress and personal development
in Senegal. However, despite these opportunitiethofishermen to develop their saving abilities,

respondents of this research often mention fisheisrlack of ability to plan the future as a major

" My translation
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issue for Senegal’s coastal communities. A Sainti¢-based Ministry for Fisheries retired official

discusses fishermen’s saving ability:

Fishermen don’t manage capital. They aren’t awdréheir expenses... they just know
what they earn. They struggle against boat owners they ignore the nature of
investment. Fishermen'’s lack education on how tmagea expenses. If they have a
good shot, all their relatives come and ask forirtisbare. But they don’t know how
much they originally invested. The foreigner, thigramt, is better skilled at saving.
Fishermen sell sardines at 1,500 frarj£4,90] and can’'t keep and freeze them. So,
when the fishermen go back to fishing, they wilurehase sardines and spend 8,000

francs[£10]%®

In addition to what young fishermen usually owelteir family after their fishing day, it is
very frequent for housewives, unemployed sistets lanothers or close relatives to knock at the
worker’s door and ask him for a bit of extra monBgfusals are socially denounced; money must
circulate and be shared and distributed. Beingeat absent and thus away from social pressure
brings immediate autonomy and freedom to the saifwl leads to individual accomplishment. In
this context, successful fishermen might avoid shgwestentatious signs of their wealth in order
to minimise the potential jealousy of community niems.

While walking throughout traditional Senegalesghifig villages, outsiders can barely
notice wealth and success. The same really tinydasty streets can lead both to the poorest house
in the village or to the house of the (unsuspectiethest fisherman in the country. One can learn
after two weeks of regular visits to the same plhee the lady who processes fish every morning
sitting on the floor and with limited artisanal gesurrounded by her four children and some goats,
is in fact one of the wives of a very wealthy anfiuential fisherman in the region. In Hann, every
path seems to lead to the same old fisherman, Réyeespondents are all connected to this man

and spontaneously mentioned him while telling thiédr stories. | found out that this man is the

% Interview 63. This informant is referring to therdersal fishermen who need to buy sardines asbdit
who are different from the pelagic fishermen wtshfthese sardines.
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richest fisherman in Senegal and owns no less4Barouses in the village. He was born in Mbour
84 years ago, moved to Hann, where he started tk aga fisherman, and rapidly took the steps
of what became a unique success story. Accordingytdocal informant, this success finds its
roots in the fact that this old man had no familyuad, because he was an immigrant in this small
village. As a foreigner, he was better able to mganhis income, was freed from community
pressure and enjoyed the distance that separateftdrn his home village. This distance enabled
Faye to save the financial resources he earnedfisting and to avoid the temptation of spending
everything in traditional celebrations and familyerts. His success story started from a migration
experience, when saving money and migrating seego tand in hand.

This fisherman has had 33 children with four défg wives. He trained his sons to be
fishermen so that this new generation would maridagecanoes once he retired. Faye's sons all
worked on their father’'s boats and live in theith&a’s houses in the neighbourhood. They have
had different sea mobility experiences: they hasieeld or still fish in Guinea-Bissau and Guinea,
or remained in Senegalese waters, and/or had ariempe of illegal or legal migration to Europe.
Faye’s sons have hired and trained the local fgsbmmmunity members, like their father did with
the previous generation. They are linked by thestedge and experience which their father has
passed on to them. By training and hiring youndpdisnen and investing in fishing gear and
activities, members of this family have encouratjedliocal fishing economy and the spread of sea
mobility patterns. This family has strengthenedirdtuential network throughout the village and
has become an essential reference for fishingelsticcesses both on the village scale and at the
national level.

The elder, Faye, welcomes me into his house inrtidelle of the old village. A tiny one-
metre-wide dirt street leads to his house, wheregddis family — a couple of wives, his daughters
and grandchildren — live together in the great®sphkcity. His room is on the second floor, where
he is waiting for me very simply dressed, seatedh gnattress on the floor, although there are a
couple of couches in the room. Apart from an hdiwiifficial distinction hung on the wall,
nothing reveals that this old man has been a fisbeis leader on the national scale for the last 30
years. Although he is unable to speak French anchaedly read the Latin alphabet, he is one of
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the closest advisers of the fishery minister ardftlunder of the National Federation of Senegalese
Fishermen (FENAGIE). His lifestyle of material silcfiy and non-ostentatious behaviour seems
to have been essential for his personal succesen\Waye came to Hann he was an external
member of the community. This position enabled hinsave his earnings because he was not
expected to share his income with this communityas well understood that his first priority was
to provide a decent livelihood to his Mbour-basanhify. He explains how he was welcomed by
the Hann community 60 years ago:

| was born in Mbour in around ... 1927. | grew upNtbour... | didn’t go to school. |

spent all my youth at sea, that's why | know tree seame heré¢...] | have done more

than 60 years in Hann. | fished in Mbour, Joal, topSangomar poinf...] | fished

langouste in Gambig..] | also spent some time in Kayar, but not that mddten |

settled in Hann, where | got married. | was trainedMbour, very young, and | came

here with my knowledge and my skills at sea. | vesmg much appreciated by Hann'’s

inhabitants... and that is why they were welconiovgards me. Everybody wanted my

knowledge and that is why | then stayed in Hanerdfiat. ... Here in Hann, | was

one of the firsffishermen]to get my own canoe, to become a boat owner.ig\tithe,

all those who had a canoe were actually using tpaients’ canoe. | was the first in

my generation to own a cande.

When | ask him about the reasons why he succemugeventually became the owner

of so many boats and houses, the main reasonsthdgoward are related to a reflective and
mature management of income and investments:

When | was young and working, everything that | waming, | was investing it in

land [...] At this time, there were people who were earnirggenthan | was. Being

reflective is better than being lucky.] My houses make me live; whether the sea is

working or not... Fishermen, even those who weraieg more than me, all they did

% Interview 67
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was partying, getting married to women and disttiitogl banknotes everywhere. Those
who were wastingmoney] they became poor before they dféd

On one hand, Faye gained better control over Xjiemses because he was a stranger in
Hann’'s local community. He became a famous fisharmih a great financial capital in part
because he was away from his region of origin. e dather hand, he was bringing specific
knowledge which in turn enabled him to gain a retgu position and powerful influence within
the fishing sector in Senegal. This specific knalgke is transmitted orally and relies on navigation
experience and fishing techniques and skills. @@hmunication prevails over written and
academic knowledge in traditional societies in $aheand makes easier and quicker the
circulation of information. Most of the Senegaldshermen left school early. Therefore, oral
communication is more efficient than written comication because traditional working
techniques are never written down. Faye’s skillsenscknowledged, first by Hann’s community
and then at the national level when he became btieanain fisheries minister’'s advisers. Faye’s
mobility has enabled the spread of a specific keogé, which was rare in Hann’'s new,
welcoming environment. This knowledge has proviflagie with a secure and influential position
among his new community. In turn, this mobility halso enabled the mobile actor to achieve
independence regarding his financial resources gamant. This independence has been essential
for him to become a multiple boat and house owmer @an influential actor in the Senegalese
fishing sector. Thanks to this mobility networketbld fisherman spread his knowledge and gained
a respected position among his community. His mosiin turn, assists the growth of his influence

among other networks.

Finally, there are some parallels between the fighyermen manages their own expenses
and the way they manage marine fishing resourdesugh Alioune’s remarks, we notice that, in
relation to money management or the exploitatiorisif species, young fishermen’s behaviour

reflects their inability to plan the future ratidiya

100 |nterview 67
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We try to educate the young fishermen and tell tthendamage they are doing to fish
resources. We have to insist and mustn’'t give wauree the future is also for them.
Everything we do, me, for examjple] the little | have earned from fishing, at least |
have a wife, children, and a house. So if we lodkedsea, today, | would still have
two bedrooms to rent and would be able to havermome... but therfthe young
fishermen]they have nothing yet They are the future, these young people who are
twenty, twenty-five years old. If we speak abootqating fishing resources, it's for
them but they are not aware of thiswe know what brought us to this situation, it's
because of us, the fisherm&h.

Alioune’s comments highlight the way in which tisestainable management of sea
resources goes hand in hand with a necessary afility to save money and invest in long-term
plans. Like Faye, Alioune invested his earningsififishing in immovable property, aware that sea
resources will always be unpredictable and unstalidese narratives also show that, in theory,
there is not such a contradiction between becomisgccessful and wealthy fisherman and having
sustainable fishing practices. In fact, the ratiomanagement of sea spaces involves reflexive

behaviour and a rational transfer of sea-relatedimgs into land-based, stable enterprises.

Conclusion

Through these narratives, | have demonstratedreeaurces such as knowledge of fishing
techniques, mobility and family networks enable ¢xercise of power on different scales. Family
and community networks enable the exercise of padweugh the mediation function of resources
such as knowledge and mobility. Sea mobility istoafed at a distance, while maritime mobile
actors tend to gain greater control over land as/and decision-making processes. Senegalese
long-distance maritime mobility is organised thrbugetworks composed of both mobile and
immobile agents whose influence varies accordintipedir social and economic position, education
and geographical location. Long-distance contrabsdmot only express itself through fishing

mobility patterns. Fishermen attribute a great potwetheir spiritual leader, who mediates long-

108 |nterview 17
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distance control over security and success atwseagh talismans and other techniques. Networks
between spaces, actors and resources enable thatimedf power and manifest the constitutive
spatiality of power theorised by Allen (2011).

These life stories gather together the main elésneh Senegalese fishermen’s mobility
and provide the basis for further study of todagaritime mobility patterns in Senegal. Fishermen
reproduce these mechanisms of power knowledgeeatetrel of international maritime border
crossings. Through their expanding mobility, fishen have used their knowledge in a pragmatic
way. The analysis of their maritime mobility now ves on to explore border experiences.
Fishermen actively take part in the creation of ittnae borderlands through processes of

appropriation of border regulation practices arelghaping of sea spaces.
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Chapter 6 -

Living at the Senegal-Mauritanian Border

Since the beginning of the 1980s, fishermen fromrorthern Senegalese border city of
Saint-Louis have met significant difficulties atettfsenegal-Mauritania maritime border. While
local fishermen from Guet Ndar — Saint-Louis’ faradtaditional fishing village — had been used
to freely fishing in Mauritanian waters, Mauritarfias questioned this traditional free access by
strengthening border regulation practices and applgtrict fish resources protection measures.
Today, the Mauritanian authorities deliver no mdran 300 fishing licences to Guet Ndarian
pelagic fishermen per year, whereas 3,216 caffoeisculate every day around Saint-Louis. In
Guet Ndar, there are hundreds of other pelagiodantersal fishermen who still want to fish in the
neighbouring waters but who do not have legal aightion to do so. These fishermen have
developed strategies and tactics to cross the bdelpite Mauritania’s access restriction policy.
They fish illegally beyond the border, migrate panantly to Mauritania or sign temporary

contracts with Mauritanian fish traders (Marfaig@g05).

This chapter shows that these tactics revealriisbe’'s deep knowledge and appropriation
of Mauritanian border regulation practices. | argbat rather than coping with strong border
regulations in a passive way, fishermen have becactige border performers by diverting the
initial dividing and restricting function of the ier into something more profitable to them. In
other words, their mobility has been a substantiglans for them to become familiar with
Mauritanian border control and marine resourcedeptimn policy. Moreover, Guet Ndarian
fishermen legitimate their cross-border illegal mhigb through the romanticisation of their
practical knowledge. Because they call themselestomads of the sea”, they remind us of the
Deleuzian metaphor (Deleuze & Guattari, 1988). Gitkee way fishermen strategically avoid

border controls at sea, it is tempting to see thermaritime nomads whose mobility is used as a

192 Field interviews in Saint-Louis and provisionasuéts released by the Senegalese Fisheries Réigistra
Programme — statistics collected during intervievith fisheries officials. Interview 69, Dakar, 2June
2012
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powerful means to escape state regulation. | atbae although drawing a parallel with the
Deleuzian metaphor would give strength and meatarfgshermen’s movements, this comparison

would also dismiss essential practical elementSut Ndarians’ mobility.

This chapter first explores the historical dimensiof Mauritania’s border restriction
policy and the relationship between this bordesute and the Senegal-Mauritania border conflict
of 1989. | then shed light on the different bordasssing tactics of the Guet Ndarian fishers.
Finally, | examine the way local fishers see tloein mobility. | interrogate their claims to freely

fish in Mauritania and question the nomadic natfréneir movement.

1. The Senegal-Mauritania maritime border from 1981 omwards

The geographical specificity of the Guet Ndarigtihg village and its proximity to the
border have made the local fishermen economicadlyeddent on their access to Mauritania’s
waters and intensive exploitation of these neighinguishing grounds (Map 5). The 1989 border
conflict between Senegal and Mauritania and Manidta recent interest in developing the
national fishing economy instigated the progresbieaer restriction measures aimed towards the

Guet Ndarian fishers.
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Fishermen have settled on a long and narrow spénafa couple of kilometres lorwhich
is located next to the former colonial city cerfeSaint-Louis andtalledla Langue de Barbarie
On this spit of land, tt famous traditional fishing village of Guet Ndar wagated at the end
the eighteenth centuffChauveau, 198, and itis known for its extremely high population den
—one of the highest in West Africa, or even in tharld.’® Stuck between the Atlantic Ocean ¢
the Senegal River, several thousand inhabi, who aremostly fishermen, cohabit on this narr
space and live from the sea. While walking along $pit of and, one is overwhelmed by t
dozensof children running and playing in the street, tlmésy hors-drawn carriages and old tax
groups of women occupying the street and fisherpremdly walking together in their workir
clothes after their hard fistg day. The limied space on which Guet Ndarian pe organise their

everyday activities makes the village life espégidens: (Photographs 14 and .. Thousands of

193 It has been difficult to get a ecise evaluation of the population density. Accogdio the official
website of Saint-ouis, there would have been at least 37,600 irthatsi in Guet Ndar in 2002. Tt
would mean that the population density would be deast 37,600 inhab./k’
(http://sipsenegal.org/saint_lot consulted on the 15 May 2014). In 1992, the pomradf Guet Nda
was around 15,000 habitai((Nguyen-Van-Chi-Bonnardel, 1992)
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colourful boats (Photograph 16) occupy most of gshereline all along the spit of land, which
makes fishing a central activity and the sea aiooats stage for intense activity. Public
infrastructures such as drinkable water, elecytiditealth, main roads or sewage facilities are
extremely limited. The Guet Ndarian community stgfécom high levels of poverty whereas its
economy seems to be increasingly entangled in iausccircle in which a growing number of
fishermen compete over decreasing fishing resoutcasd scarcity prevents the local villagers
from alleviating this economic situation with agtdizire, and the lack of fishing resources in the
nearby Senegalese maritime grounds do not attradbtal fishermen as much as the Mauritanian
waters. Guet Ndarian fishermen have always fishedauritanian waters as the border is located

only three kilometres away, in the north of thdagk. Whether territorial or maritime, the border

has marked Guet Ndarian minds and the villagessnifiinly turns in its direction.

Photograph 14Streets of Guet Ndar, Photograph 15Getting ready for a fishing trip,
Saint-Louis, July 2012, J.H. Saint-Louis, July 2012, J.H.

Photograph 16 The many colourful boats on the spit of land,
Saint-Louis, July 2012, J.H.
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The Senegalese media often report troubles ooguat the maritime border between
Senegal and Mauritania. These troubles are gettioge serious and always involve Senegalese
fishermen getting caught by Mauritanian coast geidrecause of their illegal fishing activities in
Mauritania’s waters. As fishermen like to say, bweder is so close that it is difficult for them to
realise when and where they cross it. The firsisilex event revealing the tensions at the border
occurred in 1997, when a conflict between Guet Mdgafishermen and Mauritanian coast guards
caused one death and several injuries among therfien (O. Diop, 2004). Although these
conflicts at the maritime border reflect a speclfical context, these troubles are related to the
long-standing tensions between local Mauritaniath &@negalese populations, which resulted in an

international border conflict in 1989.

Long-standing tensions at the Mauritania—Senegall®oand the 1989 conflict

The Mauritania—Senegal border area has been shhpelnd-based movements of
populations between the two sides of the SenegadrRiince the pre-colonial period (Santoir,
1990). Local conflicts and tensions have marked réHationships between Fulani and Maures
ethnic groups, which have long cohabited in theéoregAt the end of the nineteentkentury, the
relative peace brought by the settlement of Fraxmtbnists encouraged the move of a number of
Fulani peasants up to north of the Senegal Rivant(d, 1990). Willing to keep control of the
ambitions of the Maures — who were mainly settlethie north — towards southern territories, the
French encouraged a geographical and ethnicali@ivend aimed to sedentarise Fulani farmers at
the southern side of the Senegal River (Santo®Q19According to Santoir, through this ethnic
governance, the French colonial power acknowledtdred domination of the Maures on the
northern side of the river. Despite this local gmamce, Maures and Fulani peasants still continued
migrating to and from each side of the river. Tlbabitation between these two different ethnic
groups happened with a varying degree of peacefsinetil the end of the 1980s. In 1973 and
1985, serious drought increased these migratiotenpat (Santoir, 1990), encouraging flows of
Fulani peasants to move to the northern — thus tauien — side of the river. From the mid-1980s,

tensions arose in a context of drought, great pressn land, pasture- and land-use-related
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conflicts, political instability in Mauritania arnicdhport bans on Senegalese agricultural products in
Mauritania (Stewart, 1989). These tensions wereonbt felt at the local level of the border; they
spread among Mauritanian communities settled ire§a&lnand among Senegalese communities in

Mauritania (Stewart, 1989).

On the 9 April 1989, two Senegalese (Fulani) pe@savere killed during riots in the
Senegalese border town of Diawara. This decisiventelaunched a series of repressive acts of
violence upon Mauritanian immigrants in Senegattemnone hand, and Senegalese immigrants and
Wolof communities in Mauritania on the other hahle conflict spread on a national scale and led
to an ethnic “purification”, generating the expatsiof 170,000 Maures from Senegal to Mauritania
and 70,000 Senegalese from Mauritania to SenegBICQ) 2010). Senegal argued for the
redrawing of the border further north than the entborder, legitimating its view of the supposed
ambiguity of the original 1933 drawing of the bardeat divided — and still divides — the Senegal
River into two parts (O. Diop, 2004; Stewart, 1p8Despite attempts at negotiation and the
intervention of other African countries and Europiéplomatic relations between Senegal and
Mauritania were interrupted for around two yeamrfrAugust 1989. Although a large-scale war
was avoided, these violent events traumatised Matlritanian and Senegalese populations. These
tensions undoubtedly affected the cross-bordertimarimovement of the Guet Ndarian coastal

fishing communities.

Mauritania’s access restriction measures aimedaiegalese artisanal fishers

Marfaing shows how the Senegalese fishermen pssiyedy lose the lead they had been
taking over the Mauritanian fishing economy untd89. They have become simple migrant
workers obliged to avoid and challenge border adsince then (Marfaing, 2005). In and around
Ndiago, which is a village located next to Maurités southern border, the Wolof population had
spread independently from political and juridicahstraints until 1989. Also, Mauritanian waters
had been poorly exploited by its nationals unttttame period. The Imraguen were — and still are
— the only Mauritanian ethnic group who speciaiisesmall-scale fishing, with a very small

proportion of catches (1% in 2004, Marfaing, 200%)gking the Wolof fishermen (originally
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Senegalese) the leaders of Mauritania’s fishinghexsty. Therefore, until the events in 1989, most
of the fishermen fishing in Mauritanian waters e tborder area were either Senegalese from
Saint-Louis or from the village of Ndiago (Marfaing005). After 1990, the Mauritanians became
the biggest group of fishermen exploiting thesaugds (H. Diop & Thiam, 1991). Indeed, most of
the Wolof population, including fishermen, had beeported back to Senegal in 1989, and Saint-
Louis-based fishermen had then seen their movetimite¢d by the border closure. In parallel to
the 1989-conflict-related decline of the Wolof ptgiion in Mauritania and the restricted access of
Saint-Louis-based fishermen to Mauritanian watdiguritania started developing a growing
interest in the national fishing economy through #xploitation and preservation of its fishing
grounds.

Through the declaration of the development polfoy the fishing sector in 1987,
Mauritania recognised the great potential of itsamal waters in terms of fishing exploitation and
started developing its maritime activities. Latdmough a sector policy letter in 1994, the
Mauritanian government started encouraging privatiistrial fishing companies, developed its
own national fishing fleet and launched the buiddiof fishing infrastructures in Nouakchott in
1996 (Governement of Islamic Republic of Mauritar2813; Marfaing, 2005). In this context,
Mauritania has increased economic agreements withigh countries and fishing companies for
the exploitation of its fishing grounds in exchanige financial backing from the signatories
(Catanzano & Rey Valette, 2002). In parallel tosthelevelopments, Mauritania sought better
control and regulation of the national fishing n@s®s and started establishing restrictions for
access to its waters by implementing a fishingnibgesystem, directed at Senegalese nationals, in
2001.

The 1983 maritime convention signed by SenegalMadritania is the first decisive step
for the management of maritime resources and ssoalke fishing in the borderland (Convention,
1983; Marfaing, 2005; Ouled Touileb & Hadj Sidi,0&). This convention establishes the rules for
the fishing activities of both countries in therit@rial waters at each side of the border. It atms
ease cooperation and optimise the exploitation atunal resources in the area. This legal
framework requires the Senegalese and Mauritamgaerimen to hold the valid authorisations that
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are usually required by their respective countifesrder to fish in the neighbouring country’s
waters. The fishermen who temporarily settle in gaummust seek approval of the planning of their
fishing activities from the authorities of the ctriynwhose waters they aim to fish in. Although
this agreement has a limited scope and only ainisypéement a bilateral juridical framework, it
demonstrates Mauritania's emergent interest in gheential of its maritime environment and
constitutes the premise of the further fishingrioe system which the country launched in 2001.

Although diplomatic relations between Senegal dalritania had improved, tensions
were still felt at the maritime border in 2001. Ké&ng argues that further negotiations between the
two states regarding the management of fishinguress truly started after a Senegalese fisherman
was killed by a Mauritanian border agent while hesvrying to flee back to his national waters in
2001 (Marfaing, 2005). Mauritanian agents circulatethe border, and have a right to pursue
people, which allows them to follow the fishermerybnd the border and arrest them in
Senegalese waters when necessary. On the 25 Rel2@@t, Senegal and Mauritania signed a
yearly renewable convention in Nouakchott thatudéifes that 300 pelagic licences can be sold to
Senegalese fishermen, thanks to which they arevatido fish for a maximum of 40,000 tonnes of
exclusively pelagic species, except mullet, per y@aplication Protocole, 2008; Martin, 2010).
The cost of these licences varies from €115 ew@&228 — depending on the size of the boat — and
they are sold to the Guet Ndarian fishermen throtigh fishery services of Saint-Louis
(Application Protocole, 2008). The protocols sighgdSenegal and Mauritania after this are ruled
by this 2001 convention. Each year since then, pr@tocols have amended the original regulation,
and it seems that access to Mauritanian watersesalirces has become more restrictive. These
measures were enforced through the applicatioropobsigned on the 26 March 2008 by the two
states: in addition to what is stipulated in th®20egulation, fishermen must also land 15% of
their catches in Mauritania before heading backStint-Louis’ fishing wharf (Application
Protocole, 2008). The fishermen who are entitlethug a Mauritanian fishing licence must hold
regular Senegalese fishing permits. As the lagbpads stipulated that fishermen had to land and
sell a part of their catches in Mauritania, thegréfore organised themselves and take turns in
fulfilling this obligation — except when they infige the protocol.
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Conflicts and arrests of fishermen at the border

Conflicts and arrests of fishermen at the Maur@anborder involve both pelagic and
demersal fishermen operating illegally in MauritanThe former either do not respect the clauses
of the bilateral agreements or fish outside ausieatifishing times, whereas the latter do not hold

licences at all as the Mauritanian authorities dbsell demersal fishing licences.

The renewal of pelagic licences is conditionaltbeir requirements being respected by
Saint-Louis fishermen. For example, fishermen’sadipectful behaviour towards some clauses of
the agreement led the Mauritanian government t@esus these licences for a month in April
20111°* After these licences had expired in August 20tl,December some Guet Ndarian
fishermen who were still fishing in Mauritanian wed had been subjected to stronger penalties
such as the seizing of catches, gear and fuel, samde of the boat captains were sent to
Mauritanian jails. Mauritanian border patrols sdiZé& boats in the surrounding areas of Ndiago
that month. Once back in Senegal, the fishermeranisgd themselves and assaulted the
Mauritanian border agents at sea in order to geit fpear back® As a response to the at-sea
assault, the Mauritanian patrols fired on the fiskten, injuring 5 of them and arresting 23

others!®

At the same time, the Saint-Louis fishing commynitas oppressing the Senegalese
administration to negotiate new agreements with Mauritanian authorities and release the
fishermen and fishing gedf. In January 2012, the Mauritanian coast guardsl foa 4 Guet
Ndarian fishermen who were fleeing back to Senegaleaters, although they were about to get
arrested because they were fishing illegally in Ntania'®® Licences were eventually renewed
until August 2012. After that, fishermen had toitwantil June 2013 to get new licences and be
allowed to fish again in Mauritanian waters. Th@l2 protocol is stricter than the previous one.

The fishermen must pass back and forth past theitdaian land-based checkpoint of Ndiago in

order to make their route visible to the Mauritani@rder agents. Furthermore, the fishing period

194 Ndarinfo (a), 2011.
195 Ndarinfo (b), 2011
1% Ndarinfo (c), 2012
197 Jeune Afrique, 2012
198 Afriquinfos, 2012
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now extends from early June to August, while itldobave lasted from 6 to 9 months in the
previous agreements. In addition, the fishing ase@duced and covers the fishing grounds from
Ndiago to the south of Nouakchdtt.

Purse seine boats represent only a small propoofithe entire small-scale fishing fleet of
Saint-Louis. The issues raised by the pelagic tiesrare therefore only a visible part of this whole
border problem. The invisible part of the problemihat most of the rest of this local fleet mainly
target demersal species and fish illegally in Mamia. In spite of the fact that the Mauritanian
government restricted the licences for fishing fmelagic species, this major local fleet is
potentially willing to fish in Mauritania. From Jan2009 to December 2011, the Saint-Louis
fishery services reported that 128 Senegalesenfigoats had been seized and were still detained
by the Mauritanian authorities (SRPS - CSSC, 20Th)s report stated that only 16 boats were
purse seine boats belonging to fishermen who haa berested while fishing without licences,
whereas the other 108 boats were either net aadslimall fishing canoes or ice-box fishing boats.
These statistics do not reflect the everyday illegavements of hundreds of demersal fishermen at
the border. They only reflect the disproportionséirig between purse seine and small fishing
canoes’ activities: the latter are far more numsrand work extensively beyond the border. The
election of President Macky Sall in March 2012 had positive effects on these ongoing tensions.
The president obtained from the Mauritanian autiesrithe release of 150 canoes and 180 engines
which Mauritanian border patrols had been seizirgnf Senegalese fishermen who had been
fishing illegally since 2008 Finally, these conflicts reveal the strategieshdisnen have
developed to win the game. In-depth narrativesrinfas about the way these distinct strategies

operate.

2. Strategic adaptation scenarios: challenging the baler
When they do not hold pelagic species fishingnidess, fishermen use different routes to

cross the Senegal-Mauritania border. The narratbtfeSuet Ndarian fishermen have revealed

199 Afrique 7, 2013
10 e Soleil, 2013
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three main strategi®s which involve risky long-distance maritime joursepff Mauritanian
coasts, temporary migration to Mauritanian campd aweryday illegal movements of small
demersal canoes. Through their everyday cross-baradility, fishermen give meanings and
functions to borders, sometimes in an unexpected aad become active producers of borders.
Fishermen develop what De Certeau calls “tactiog’esponse to border control strategies (Adey,
2010; De Certeau, 1984). Guet Ndarians challenggeb@ontrol practices by spreading and using
their own mobility in a pragmatic way that revealprocess of re-appropriation, a strategic use of
the sea space and a deep knowledge of Mauritagemtst mobility. Moreover, for Rumford it is
essential to “see like a border” rather than “sgdike a state” (2011; 2006) — reframing Scott’s
famous title. Rumford discusses four argumentstFane must adjust one’s “geographical” point
of view while considering borders. Second, a sahelould not reduce borders to their state
functions but should rather consider other bordarkywuses and effects:

Borders are not necessarily always working in thvise of the state. When seeing

like a state one is committed to seeing bordefsas of securitized defense. Borders

do not always conform to this model. In a desirsttore up what may be perceived as

the ineffectual borders of the nation-state borderkers may engage in local

bordering activity designed to enhance status gulete mobility. (Rumford in

Johnson et al., 2011: 68)

Borders can generate unexpected effects andathstestopping mobility, they might in
fact unwillingly encourage it. Rather than limititige mobility of the fishers, Mauritanian border
regulation has pushed the fishermen to take detmugsbecome increasingly mobile in order to
avoid controls. The third argument raised by Ruihfputs forward the possibility that these non-

institutional actors can become active “border pomis” and take advantage of the border

110 2012, | was invited to stay in Gokhou Mbatie thorthern village on the spit of land, with thenfly

of Abdoulaye, a retired fisherman who works assa frader in Dakar and whom | previously intervidwe
there. Abdoulaye moved to Dakar a couple of yegosand settled with his second wife, while Fatbwe, t
first wife, remained in his family house in Saintlis, with her mother and sisters-in-law. Her sand
nephews came back and forth from their fishingstnghile she was looking after the youngest children
during the day

130



situation. In this sense, the empowering impaacbrganising or benefiting from border crossings
will also be considered here. Guet Ndarians devglagicular skills and knowledge while
organising illegal maritime border crossings of evhithey can financially and socially take
advantage. These advantages result in gainingrlettaviedge and control of marine resources
and of their own mobility. Finally, for Rumford, Seeing like a border’ leads to the discovery that
some borders are designed not to be seen” (in dahetsal., 2011: 68).

The invisible dimension of the border especialpyplées in the context of maritime
borderlands where geographical and territorial bordarkers are particularly weak. As a result,
this invisibility becomes an advantage for the gglay crossers as moving border practices adjust
to the unstable marine environment in an unpredlietavay. Fishermen not only play with the
invisibility of the borderline at sea but also dieyeinvisible border-crossing tactics to avoid

potential controls.

Risky long sea journeys off Mauritania

Fishermen choose the strategies used to reachit®faan waters depending on their
fishing techniques and habits. One of them consistgganising a long and risky sea journey and
reaching international waters as far away as pleséibm border patrols. This strategy implies
spending at least 10 days at sea in rough conditimal risky navigation in high seas. Fishermen
generally use 20-metre-long wooden boats, 2 engiresgation instruments such as GPS devices,
a depth sounder and a compass, and they also haugtefood supplies and water for the entire
crew. Large crews of around 13 to 15 fishermende@aint-Louis with stocks of ice and fuel so
that they can afford to remain for long periodgiofe at sea (similar to long fishing journeys to
Guinea-Bissau). These fishermen line fish and tanggh-value demersal species which they sell
on the Senegalese market. They circumvent the barée over hundreds of kilometres and then
head north. Two young crew members about to enibaak ice-box boat who are used to fishing

illegally off Mauritanian coasts explain how theyo& these controls:
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We navigate 200 kilometres heading to the west %0@ kilometres to the north,
almost up to the Moroccan border, next to Nouhadildts a 48-hour journey. Then
we spend 4 days fishing. We don’t have licencesiritdaia only gives licences to net
fishermen. ... If we had the possibility of gettiisgnces, we would buy them, because
our journey would be shorter. Instead of navigat#@ip kilometres to the west, we'd
only do 20 kilometres, without any trouble. .w# get caught by Mauritanian patrols,
they seize fishing gear, like fuel, engines ang #eep it. They'll keep the captain as
well and will say that it's a kind of “theft”, thait's theft. They keep him in jail for

around one month or two, | don't think it's norni&.

Circumventing the border area is expensive in seofnfuel, gear and food supplies. The
farther fishermen go, the less likely they are & grrested. Fishing-canoe owners can spend
£1,300 in fuel and £400 in supplies for a 10-daytey, and the canoe generally costs £13,000. In
relation to their investment, fishermen also coesitie risks of getting caught or having their gear
seized. The young fishers report that the captainast causes trouble for his crew, who remain
unemployed until the captain is released. Thess otrembers consider Mauritanian penalties to be
abnormal and claim that they are willing to payefices and fish legally, were Mauritania to sell
them demersal licences. What is not normal for tetne fact that it is impossible to get legal
licences. For them, this impossibility gives lemidicy to their illegal fishing trips because,
whatever the law says, it seems that they woulfighong in Mauritanian waters anyway. It was
revealing in this interview that these two yourgh@rmen almost never mention Senegalese border
patrols and state agents. Management of fishindlyn@snains a Mauritanian issue:

The Senegalese maripe] | can't see it. But for mg..] in the case of the licencgs]

the state must take its precautions. When we d&eda® show a licence, we must give
money. The two states must do the negotiation. kBapabout the[Senegalese]
marine[...] some do that: thefthe Mauritanian agentsjsk you to come and fish in

their area for two days. You will pay each day lesw 100,000 frand£125,000]and

12 nterview 38

132



50,000 francd£62,500]but beyond these two days, if you stay more thandays,
they will catch you. ... It's like business, a manaf doing business. There are people
[coast guardsjwho look after this area, over there, around Ndiagdmost 20
kilometres up to the north, they do tfilse Mauritanian guardsf-®

For these fishermen, the alternative to their {diggance fishing trips off Mauritania
would be to agree to pay bribes for two days @agdll — but peaceful — fishing in Mauritanian
waters. Nevertheless, for them, the longer anderisé8-hour sea trip to the west is a safer
solution in terms of arrests, although the initratestment is more important than for the other
solution, which is the negotiation of bribes theg part of the initial investment. The Senegalese
state remains quiet on the contested bribing megtof the Mauritanian agents, attempting to
keep diplomatic relations with Mauritanian authestin a favourable condition. What is striking
is the impunity of these crew members’ discoursevduld be legitimate for them to ask the
Senegalese government to prevent Mauritanian afremtsasking local fishermen to pay bribes,
although these same fishermen are fishing illegdlhese fishermen do not question the illegal
nature of their mobility practices; rather, theymatain about the way these “illegitimate” border
regulation practices have pushed them to becoswgailffishers.

In 2012, a Guet Ndarian informant reported thdeast 11 ice-box canoes were regularly
following this long-distance fishing trip stratedwg.this case, border practices have a strongteffec
on fishermen’s mobility. This strategy requires ma¢rand physical strength as well as great
navigation skills, but it is financially profitablend provides better opportunities for individual

enrichment.

Contracts with Mauritanian fish traders

Secondly, some fishermen are legally hired by Mamian “businessmen” — as the Guet
Ndarians call them — who hold valid Mauritaniarhiigy licences. These Mauritanian fish traders
own private licences they buy from the Mauritangmvernment and use the Senegalese workforce

and its reputed knowledge to fish in Mauritaniantess They recruit in Saint-Louis. These

13 nterview 38
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licences enable small crews of demersal fishernoeoross the border legally with their own
fishing gear and reach one of the isolated camgpegahe coastline in Mauritania. Hired fishermen
spend one or two months there, depending on tresesnd the availability of fish species. They
fish in Mauritanian waters and sell the fish to Mauritanian fish traders. Around 100 fishermen
regularly live in each of these camps. Senegalisderinen mention 3 of the 7 camps reported
from the south to the north of Mauritania (Bakhayolet al., 1988). These camps have names such
as “PK 28, 65 or 105" — which refer to the distatitat separates them from Nouakchdtt and

lie somewhere between the desert and the sea. dineg&lese fishermen who temporary live in
these camps do nothing but work, eat and sleemgluhie time of their contract. They are
dependent on their employers, who determine treeprof their catches and who keep a monopoly
over the sales. Access to these camps is ofterictedt by their geographical isolation, which
makes the fish traders the only potential buyeosi@d. As a consequence, fishermen generally sell
them the fish at a lower price than they would ém&gal.

Ibou is a middle-aged fisherman who has been wgrkbr the Mauritanian fish traders
since 1981. | met him in his Guet Ndar-based farmdyse. Although he lives in a remote area of
Saint-Louis with his wife and children, he spendsstrof his time in Guet Ndar when not at sea,
which enables him to maintain a strong link witls geographical and social roots in Guet Ndar.
He describes the strategies he has been develtpiface the decline of fishing resources in
Senegalese waters. He started fishing in 1971, bacdme the owner of his first boat in 1981.
Today, he owns three line-fishing boats and naemap to the south of Nouakchott on a regular
basis. According to him, Mauritanian fish tradeeg full control of these camps:

Each month, | pay 260,000 francs to the Mauritanguthorities; it's a licence but
they don't sell them directly to the fishermlen] They control everything, via the
Mauritanian marine who comes and controls the calrpave already had troubles

with the Mauritanian marine. They often come at; ¢kay find you, they look at the

114 Most of these camps have long been temporaryegsrtoved according to the fishing conditions. This
might explain why there are slight differences ledw the narratives of the fishermen and the séienti
maps drawn in the 1980s (Chaboud, 1988). In thd,fiaterviewees mentioned camp 91, which might
correspond to camp PK 105 reported by Chaboud fwezdrs ago
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fish you caught and say that you were not alloveedatich this fisH...] when we get

the net out we are not sure whether we can or canatch the fish. So, you pay,

despite your licence, and if you don't pay, thesetgou with them and force you to

pay a huge amount of money. But if you give mdhey, let you leave ... | don't like

this life in the camps. But I have no choice. Youighing, you come back, have a rest

and do exactly the same the day after. ... We hligad to live this life there; under

the tents, you have no information, no right to get, no right to speak with whom

you want:*®

The Mauritanian camp “organisers” bring rationsboéad, rice, biscuits and water every

day to the crews and leave with the daily catchmEsi complains that apart from playing cards and
drinking tea, the hundreds of fishermen living liede camps do not have any other entertainment.
Guet Ndarian fishermen are often tied by debt &fibh traders. If they have no funding for their
fishing activities at the beginning of the fishisgason, they might have to ask for a loan, soishe f
trader will then take his money back at the moneétiuying catches from his fisherman-employee.
Indebted fishermen are obliged to work for him asgl as money is due (Marfaing, 2005).
Nevertheless, this austere way of life does novearethe fishermen from keeping contact with
their Senegal-based families. When | ask Ibou hasily he can call his family when he is the
camps, he reports the following, with a very ndtarad familiar way of referring to the camps:

Yes it's easy. Camp 65, you speak as you wanit’'©8pt good, the quality is not

good. 28 neither. But, 65, there are antenfiasmobile phonesgverywhere over

there!'®

Like other migrant workers who spend time abr@aday from their community of origin,

these fishermen are a masculine workforce thatdfathe family behind, keeping in touch through
communication technologies and doing nothing butking and expecting, on the last day of their
contract, to go back home. To compensate for thistrained mobility, Ibou does not hesitate to

infringe the law as well as break the agreemeritttes him to the fish traders. In fact, despitis th

18 nterview 44
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legal framework which migrant Guet Ndarians bendfiim for their fishing activities in
Mauritanian waters, they easily circumvent it. Altigh they are not legally allowed to sell the fish
in Senegal, fishermen might go back to Saint-Lewith some of their catches in their canoe and try
to avoid border patrols. Ibou gives a precise antofihis cross-border mobility tactics:

Here[in Senegal],on a good day, | can sell up to 250,000 or 300,580cs[£300-

£360]. A fishing day sold here is worth 3 fishing dayddsim Mauritania. So,

sometimes, of course, | come back to Senegakweé fished in Mauritania, of course.

... | have a licence, the border is very closejfgbe marine guard$want to] arrest

me, | can still go back to Nouakchott in the campsot, in the night, you pass, the

border is very closg..] If | get caught, they take my fish catches, my,bogtengine,

everything. But this has never happefed.

Ibou takes advantage of the geographical posiéind economic role of the border.
Although he is legally hired in Mauritania, he c¢lgastates how valuable it is to cross the border
illegally and go back to Senegal to sell his fissteéad. Here, the border was at first an obsthale t
forced him to leave his household for several memach time he signed a contract, but it has
since become a way to give more value to his dadgk. The risks of getting caught are lower than
when using the first strategy. Crews always haeepbssibility of turning back and heading to
their camps if the marine approaches once theyeaseclose to the Senegalese border and about to
cross it illegally and go home. Again, it is diffic to provide a precise assessment of these
movements. According to Ibou’s statement, if eaicthe three camps regularly hosts 100 fishers,
then it can easily be assumed that at least 308gatse fishermen follow this strategy. Like the
first strategy of distant fishing off Mauritanidietse cross-border migration movements remain
minor. The less-organised, illegal cross-border enaents which other Guet Ndarians undertake

everyday are more frequent and are observabletiierbeach.

" nterview 44
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Gambling at the border every day

In the third scenario — the most common one -efisten simply cross the maritime border
by night on board small fishing canoes, hopingsitape coast guards. They do not even seek to get
proper licences and just spend the night fishinghenother side of the border, coming back early
the next morning. A locally active fisherman lead®roduced me to Pape, a retired fisherman
willing to share his experience of the border. Pajadks me to the northern fishing wharf of
Gokhou Mbati, next to the Mauritanian borderlingor our viewpoint on the beach, we can
observe dozens of boats casting off in the sumsetyell as dozens of immobile lines of small
fishing boats offshore, waiting for nightfall beodiscretely approaching the Mauritanian border
(Photograph 17). He explains that hundreds of fieka cross the border every night and come

back early in the morning to sell the Mauritaniest fat Saint-Louis’ market.

Photograph 17Guet Ndarian fishers who have just left the spiand and are waiting
for the sunset before heading to Mauritania, Sktis, July 2012, J.H.

Pape has been fishing for the last 30 years. Igkaims the various techniques he has been
developing to avoid border patrols. Pape confirhes tivo fishermen’s statements above, saying
that fishermen can pay bribes of around £40 teefierl peace for 3 days by the border patrols they
have been negotiating with. They are still arrestbdn “the supervisor of the border agents comes
and controls”, he says. When | ask him what hi©méepes are to avoid getting caught, he

explains:
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I'm clever, I'm very clever. Me ... as a great fisiman ... if you are not a great

fisherman like mé..] | know at what time you are on patrol, where youwgt. | tried

not to cross during patrolling times. Ndiago bordmatrols, they are on patrol one

day, at the most, and over less than 50 squarenkitces. A patrol boat never goes

beyond 50 square kilometres. | know the limits athecamp control, | know what

area they control. To catch me, you would havepend two days at sea.Two

navigation days[becauselpeyond two navigation days, | know a bit less alibe

patrol times'*®

Pape is very familiar with the location of evenaiitanian checkpoint. As with many

fishermen who take the risk of crossing the boriflegally, he has adjusted his mobility
according to the specific knowledge he has acquixed time:

There is a dangerous poipt.]18 kilometres awaj..] It's Ndiago[...] the checkpoint

[...] the Mauritanian guard$he points it on the mapyVe're heading further west.]

We navigate 15 kilometres to the west at night, not during the day. From Ndiago

til Sam [...] there is another border checkpoipt.] there is another border patrol

there...] So we stay offshore. Sometimes we used to godithéme until we saw

border patrols starting pursuing us?

When fishermen started using GPS devices, thelyl cmvigate away from the coastline
by night to maximise their chance of not gettinggte. Without GPS, they need to follow the
coastline and take note of landmarks to orientaenselves. These new navigation technologies
have enabled them to better escape controls asnbeyfeel more comfortable navigating
offshore. Once they reach latitudes they wantghb fn, they head back in the direction of the
coast, where fishing grounds are less deep andewtoeks host valuable fish species. These
strategies are very risky as fishermen turn thghtloff, navigate at night, in high seas and on

board small fishing boats which are not appropriatehigh-seas navigation. Like most of the

18 nterview 65
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fishermen on the spit of land, Pape is very prdudeing a fisherman and a great sailor. He puts
forward his knowledge of the sea and his experidgncexplain how he can escape border
controls. His geography of the sea is clearly aqowstd according to his knowledge of
controlled areas and patrol schedules.

These three strategies bring to the fore the amolig) functions of borders. Borders are
spaces of value, extraction and control, and aaeespof expertise and knowledge. They both
unify and divide, and have an opening and closimgtion (James Anderson & O’'Dowd, 1999):

They are at once gateways and barriers to the itteutesorld”, protective and
imprisoning, areas of opportunity and/or insecyrggnes of contact and/or conflict,
of cooperation and/or competition, of ambivalenéntities and/or the aggressive
assertion of difference. (James Anderson & O’Do%899: 595)

The Senegal-Mauritania border becomes an “areartdfict” for the fishermen who are
arrested when they attempt to cross it illegally. dcumventing the closing function of the
Mauritania—Senegal border, fishermen have chanigedotrder into an “area of contact” and
“opportunity”. Moreover, fishermen’'s experiencesmamstrate the ambiguous limits of the
Mauritania—Senegal border. The borderline is caltad geographical frame around which
border patrols and fishermen organise and legi@rttagir mobility. However, this border area is
better understood as

frontiers, territorial zones of varying width whicstretch across and away from
borders, within which people negotiate a variety l#haviours and meanings
associated with their membership in nations angst@artinez 1994; Prescott 1987;

Herzog 1990 cited in Wilson & Hastings, 1998: 9).

The shape of this maritime borderland results fthenrelationships linking or opposing
borders agents — whether they are state or nom-atédrs. Opportunities for negotiation provide
flexibility for the application of border regulatiopractices — through bribes — which makes
every border crosser a potential producer of a dyoriihe moving nature of the maritime
borderland makes more complex the drawing of aeativje borderline. When, why and how
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fishermen are arrested often remains obscure ferfighermen. In the Saint-Louis fishery
services’ report, for 51 of the 128 arrests fistemmre unable to explain the reasons why they
were arrested. The other 77 knew they had beestedrdecause they were fishing illegally
(SRPS - CSSC, 2011). One cannot affirm whethefishermen pretend not to be aware of the
current regulations or whether they were truly ifighin Senegalese waters and thus unfairly
arrested by Mauritanian agents. What is more ceitathat fishermen are fully aware of the
border location at sea, as their narratives hageegt. In fact, it seems that both the fishermen
and the Mauritanian border patrols take advantédleeomaritime nature of this borderland and
the resulting lack of external control and transpay. Beyond these strategies and tactics lie
fishermen’s strong claims to fish in Mauritaniantera. Their determination to continue

crossing the border illegally results from thesec#ic claims and a strong local fishing identity.

3. When knowledge and experience justify illegal pradtes: romanticising mobility

One could be tempted to give the mobility of then&gyalese fishermen the value of a
nomadic movement that avoids the sedentarisingtambiof the state authorities. Since the Guet
Ndarian fishermen call themselves “the nomads efséa”, a Deleuzian approach seems attractive.
Contemporary mobility-related research stresseswtig mobility has started taking a positive
value (Adey, 2010; Cresswell, 2006; Sheller & UrBQ06). Deleuze and Guattari's nomadic
metaphor contributes to this valorisation of mapilby making mobile subjects idealised actors
who resist state agents. Guet Ndarian fishers tibiate mobility as a way of life, a meaningful
strategy to avoid border patrols and look for fisitiches, and, more indirectly, as a powerful means
to gain autonomy and free oneself from communitgspure. Their own romanticisation
undoubtedly gives legitimacy to their illegal crdssder movement. | first investigate their claims
and then discuss the application of the Deleuziataphor in this context. Although the metaphor
is useful in the sense that it gives meaning angepdo fishermen’s mobility, its application
entails dismissing the high risks fishermen areosgg to when circumventing border patrols.

Fishermen fish in Mauritania not only because thay often repeat — they have no other
option as Senegalese waters have been emptiedisbuand mostly because they claim some kind
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of moral and historical sovereignty over these Inle@mring waters. They have acquired a specific
practical knowledge of these areas over time, wiigly consider has been jeopardised by the
political events of 1989. Furthermore, fishermemmfrSaint-Louis romanticise their own mobility
and local identity. This romanticisation gives styth to their discourse and legitimacy to their
movement.

In an interview | conducted in March 2012 in Sdiouis, a national leader of the CNPS —
one of the leading professional organisations afe§alese fishermen — summarises in his own
words the changes which have affected fishermen\sement at the border:

| can say that populations from Mauritania and $diouis were parents, and still,
they are still parents. If you go to Nouackchotiy ywill see my family there and
Mauritanian people have family here as well. Ong®ru a time, there was no
interdiction over the two areas. So, we did somseaech in Mauritanian waters
because, at this time, everybody knows that Manidta people didn’'t want to be
fishermen. They didn't like the fish. So, us Gudrin, we did all the research, and

we are those who showed them all the rich fishiaggs. ...

There was peace, we were going back and forth tlae@ was no difficulty. One day,
in 1989, there was a conflict between Senegal aadriténia, and this is when we
started having trouble. The merchants who weradwere in Senegal, they left for
Nouakchott, and the Senegalese who were fishihgpuakchott came back here; they

were repatriated. ....

The Mauritanians started getting interested inifigf{...] at this time, they were hiring
Senegalese: when a Senegalese fisher left thereabegiven four Mauritanians so
that could teach them how to fish ... and when #iayted to know how to properly
fish, how they are supposed to do it, they stargabsing the law forbidding access to

their waters]...] and this is normal. So, they started doing this) @as we were not
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used to fishing in Senegalese waters, we starteth@parouble with the coast guards...

we can say from 1992 ¢n.] until today**

This narrative gives an account of how knowledgas wransmitted from Senegalese
fishermen to Mauritanians through teaching prastideor this leader, this knowledge transfer
enabled the Mauritanians to recover sovereignty tve sea space and progressively regulate the
mobility of the Guet Ndarians. Later on, this leadiaims that Guet Ndarians should fully benefit
from their “customary law” and be exempted fronsthilegitimate” border regulation:

Our ancestors|...] they were those who found the rocks, the fishilages of
Mauritania. So, at least, if we look at the law, naa/e a customary right. This igit]
One day, they say, “No, you cannot even enter M&iritanian waters”. We know
that Mauritania is a republic, like Senegal; we tndhat [...] but also, we have
customary rights, at least, because if someone snpkagress to find fishing places
[...] sincel...] let's say]...] before the creation of Mauritania and Senegal, kefo
independence or even much before, we deserveighis Then, the other reasqgn.]
between Mauritania and Saint-Louis, we are not amjghbours, we are family. ...
We need licences to go on fishing, like what theydming with European boats. ...
Whereas they speak about pelagic fish, whereas wieatwant are licences for
demersal specids..] We want Mauritania to know that they should bérgglicences
to us [...] what Guinea-Bissau, Guinea Conackry and Sierraneeao, why

Mauritania doesn't do it#*

Although this leader acknowledges the existingil&ipns, he places fishermen'’s practical
knowledge above the legal norms and gives it legitly so that it justifies the cross-border
mobility of him and his compatriots. The law heréderring to and that gives them a “customary

right” is the fishermen’s traditional regulationhi$ customary law he is referring to reveals
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power—knowledge relationships: their practical kiemge enables an appropriation of the border
to occur. This viewpoint was shared by many offteleermen | interviewed in Guet Ndar during
this field session. For example, one of them — whmicknamed “Rapat” in reference to his
repatriation experience — confirms the leader'tegtant:

| was repatriated in 1989 during the conflict. Ichapent a lot of time in Mauritania. |

had been going there back and forth since 196@rAlfe conflict, | was deported, and

once in Saint-Louis, we were called “Rapat”: Mawartians didn't know the sea. We

were the first to show them. Without us, Mauritaniauldn’t know that the sea is

interesting. Thanks to us, they became the febefimert?

Because fishermen developed their skills therealse, as they say, they showed the
Mauritanian people the value of their fishing grdsnthey claim a “right” to freely go there. These
statements give more complexity to the generalragse which are usually put forward regarding
this border issue. Indeed, the fishermen do nairigthe norms; they acknowledge the existence of
the border and its location. Rather, they quedtienegitimacy of its drawing. Also, Guet Ndarian
fishers base their relationships to these foregactaes more on the social and family links that tie
them to the Mauritanian people than on externaitipal constraints, which Guet Ndarians give
less value to. The Guet Ndarian CNPS leader goesvitm his explanations, and justifies
fishermen'’s illegal practices with reference toitheputed professional experience:

| can say[...] It's the university of small-scale fishery, here $aint-Louis. Any

fisherman we can sde.] which we call a fishermaf..] he passed through Saint-
Louis[...] But we knew nothing else; apart from fishing, \vad ho other experience. If
we go fishing, you look at the sea and see it tsrich, but we have our experience,
our own techniques to get fish even though themotking; it's a gift of God. The

others can't do this; if you go on with your intEws, you will see that the other
fishermen all had a field. Their ancestors were figlhiermen, they were cultivators.
When you go further south, each fisherman can sjmwhis field. If the sea isn’t

working, they go and cultivate their land. ...

122 1nterview 43
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We don't have this means, and we want it because ifiad land, we wouldn’'t go on
putting 5 million francs in Mauritanian waters amalsing them when we get caught.
They take 5 million; it is not a small amount ofmag. So the experience we have, we
use it, and this is why people say we don'’t resfiefishing rules. Yes, we do respect
them, because if we didn’t respect the fishings;ubee would be those who would die
[...] us[...] those who know nothing apart from fishipg] So, the importance of
preserving the fishing resource, we should do tBid. yes, we have our experience to
get the fish; it's a gift God gave us — this ishbr example, a pupil from primary

school can't teach a student of the university ightschool, it's impossibl&?

These lines show the relationships between selierabn and non-human elements which
legitimate fishermen’s movements at sea. This léadliscourse mixes practical knowledge and
experience, financial resources, God, fish spethessea, Guet Ndarian fishermen and the other
Senegalese fishermen and the fishing rules. Indesrhuse Guet Ndarian fishermen had no land
they could exploit, they turned most of their aitids towards the sea. This made them develop a
specific experience and practical knowledge whibh bther fishermen — who were used to
alternating their activities between sea and lggatas — did not develop. The God whom the leader
is referring to has made them become highly skifledermen precisely because they originally
lacked land spaces and had to exploit the sea.eQaestly, they started to manage sea spaces
much better than anyone else and have developed abiiities which enable them to cope with
resource scarcity. Thanks to the fishing technighesleader is referring to, Guet Ndarians have
been able to find fish even in times of crisis. dAlaccording to him, Guet Ndarian fishermen do
respect the rules and are unfairly accused of aioigdso. In his opinion, fishermen have their own
way of managing the sea and its resources and dbegicknowledge Mauritanian rules, fully
agreeing with the need to preserve the environnmigrgrefore, questioning their ability to follow

the rules means questioning their experience awavietuge of the sea — and this leader seemed
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very sensitive on this point. However, state rutkese less value than fishermen’s own rules,
although both the fishermen and the Mauritaniatesian to preserve the sea; he stresses how it is
in the interest of the fishermen to protect thewibnment, as their livelihoods rely on it.

This narrative shows how the very strong identitghe Guet Ndarian fishermen has been
constructed upon this practical knowledge. The deacbmpares the fishing village with the
“university of fishing”, which means that he is eging to a very specific and high level of
knowledge transmission. As a consequence,other fishermen who do not pass through Guet
Ndar over the course of their career are not “réskliermen. Guet Ndarian fishermen maintain their
own reputation of being highly skilled, untouchablpures, and they construct a local myth. This
romantisation of their mobility legitimates theack of consideration for state rules, giving them

immunity — at least in the eyes of God.

The mobile response of Mauritanian border pattolshe intensified mobility of the
fishermen is reminiscent of Atkinson’s case stufijwamadic Libyan populations whose mobility
was used as a strategy against the Italian colponkr (Atkinson, 2000). In thel1920s, the Italian
colonial army adopted mobility strategies similarthose of Libyan nhomads and semi-nomads in
order to impose its control over them. Mobilityelfstherefore became a powerful weapon against
which the Italian army fought by deploying compdeadtrategies (Atkinson, 2000). Although here,
fishermen do not explicitly claim their resistatoéborder controls, their mobility strategy prodsice
the same effect: a mobile response constantly tdjus their unpredictability. Do these similaistie
with land-based nomadic populations make the Gueéaridns authentic maritime nomads?
Atkinson and Sharp suggest a careful use of theadoatlegory. These authors highlight that the
nomad metaphor should be set in a situated conbextorder to avoid the risk of

“romanticism”(Atkinson, 2000; Sharp, 2000).

Maritime nomads?
For Deleuze and Guatarri, nomads progress in “dmgpaces” which are characterised by
their absence of limits, points and lines. Theseatmspaces are the opposite of “striated” spaces,
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which are based on defined networks and routes avfiggy delimits and structures continuous
movements (Deleuze & Guattari, 1988: 382). Becaoifsets unpredictability, the movement
produced by nomads represents a threat and has wulijected to state control. Throughout
Deleuze and Guattari'$reatise on Nomadologyhe nomad is conceived of as a “war machine”.
The action of “striating” spaces can be illustratedthe way states organise, denaturalise and
structure territories in order to spread their dwatibn and control spaces. The nomad challenges
states’ spatial control by being in a continuousvement that leaves no tracks on spaces. The
nomad progresses at a different speed and tim&éasa different way of moving which the states
attempt to freeze by erecting “fortresses” that Motkill” the nomad movement, the nomad
himself and his speed, and would annihilate atsdree time the threat he represents (1988: 386).
Where are these smooth spaces? Deleuze and Glattdise them as such:

Smooth or nomad space lies between two striatedespa..] being “between” also

means that smooth space is controlled by thesdlamks, which limit it, oppose its

development. (1988: 384)

Because the sea is a “smooth space par excell@Deéuze & Guatarri, cited in Steinberg,
2001), the figure of the nomad progressing on mmagit‘'smooth spaces” is comparable to the
image of the Guet Ndarian moving across the magitoarder. The regulation and tracing of the
mobility of the fishermen would then be seen astempt by the Mauritanian state to “striate” the
maritime border area through control and regulapmactices. Furthermore, Deleuze and Guattari
suggest that nomads may also control striated sp&tghermen’s maritime knowledge produces a
different kind of spatial control at the borderlandd therefore constitutes another form of
“striating” action. This metaphor brings to lighet differences in the conception of spaces, and in
the juxtaposition of spaces and the productionriatibns and conflicts occurring on the marine
surface. It can also explain the inefficiency ofuvitania’s security practices aimed at controlling
the Senegalese fishermen and the way they caniett@dlaws and loopholes of the border system
through their unpredictable mobility.
Fishermen'’s strong local identity makes them plpgethim that they belong to Guet Ndar.

Although their mobility spreads on a wide, limigesnaritime environment, it always moves
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according to fixed points. Guet Ndar’s narrow \gksand high population density contrasts with the
open ocean space, although it remains an essemialpbile step towards fishers’ mobility.
Moreover, Mauritanian border agents do not seedettentarise Senegalese fishermen. They rather
seek to exercise control over the sea and its ressuthrough their mobile border practices by
indirectly attempting to control fishermen’s motyli Also, fishermen do not always successfully
avoid these patrols. These risks involve seriousequences, as they might lose their boats, their
engine or their crew members to Mauritanian agaéwdless to say, the weather conditions they
are exposed to when navigating off the coast atbdurisks they must be prepared for. Stories of
fishermen who get lost or in trouble when fishinghigh seas are often reported in the Senegalese
media. With no life jackets or radio aboard, riskeloubtedly increase. These practical elements
nuance the nature of the “smooth” space and geéntipression that the sea is a still surface which
highly skilled nomads would manage anyway. Althotfighers’ extended knowledge and courage
is celebrated every day among their community, they also exposed to dangers and risks.
Despite their reputed knowledge of navigation téghes, Guet Ndarians often meet
serious difficulties at the mouth of the SenegaleRiWhen they are back from their fishing trips,
they must find access to the Senegal River thrdatglvery narrow and moving mouth, paying
attention to the strong tides and currents. Thgusadheir trajectory according to the moving
sandbanks and breaking waves’ line around the m&gdhts must get through the mouth one by
one and navigate slowly. There are no buoys, markssible signs that help navigation; fishermen
orientate themselves according to the sand dundswater depth. Once in the Senegal River,
fishermen navigate up to Saint-Louis’ local fishinbarf. In March 2013, 23 fishermen drowned
when three boats collided with each other at theitmmf the Senegal Rivéf! Local online
newspapers reported that in a 10-year period, d@00 fishermen have died while trying to reach
the Senegal River's unstable access podrritocal fishermen explain that the Senegal Rivedmd

has generated the moving topography of the moutie. dam traps the sediments carried by the

124 Jeune Afrique, 2013
125 Ndarinfo, 2014
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river and prevents the sedimentation of the maofitha consequence, sea currents and swell more
easily erode the coastlin®.

More generally, the 2005 census reported that werars in Senegal, there were 2622
serious navigation accidents involving artisanahdirs in and beyond Senegalese waters (ISRA,
2006). These accidents involved capsizing, coltisiire on board and drowning. In most cases,
these accidents would have been avoidable hadighermen been following minimum safety
practices. According to the census, only 38.8%heflong-distance fishing boats registered in the
cities located between Dakar and Saint-Louis (lan@e Coéte) had communication means on board
(ISRA, 2006). The report is not more precise on twaethese communication means included
radios and satellite phones or mobile phones dnlying my two field sessions, | did not meet any
fisherman who had a radio on board. In high seasil phones do not work and radio and
satellite phones would be the only reliable commatibon means in case of difficulties. Regarding
navigation lights, the census reports a partialaigaem by the fishermen; in la Grande Céte, only
50% of the boats had such lights on board (ISRA620The lack of consideration for safety
practices reflects the way fishermen give significaalue to their practical knowledge. However,
the romanticisation fishermen apply to their owillslkas generated tragedies at sea. Considering
them to be maritime nomads would participate i tlmmanticisation and tend to minimise these

significant empirical elements.

Conclusion

Guet Ndarian narratives take part in the constracof an idealised identity of great
navigators, nomads of the sea, which political bosdare not able to stop. For these reasons, they
have been able to develop several adaptation giateo circumvent the border and take advantage
of its geographical situation and socio-economiceaCrossing borders and challenging political
regulation not only means increased mobility anphsiicated navigating techniques. The wide

ocean border space has become a space of freedaw|ekige production, opportunities and

128 |nterview 43
127 The census reported 3,605 accidents, including@88destoyed by trawlers (ISRA, 2006)
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independence but also a space of insecurity, arreavigation accidents and death. Fishermen’s
romanticisation of their movement gives a powernpasitive meaning and value to their mobility.
It is certainly true that the statements of théhdisnen can influence one’s perception and
encourage this romanticisation. The discourseh®fGuet Ndarian fishermen do not especially
demonstrate that they openly resist the borderlagégo. Rather, they elude them, although this
undoubtedly results in an increased mobility whigight be indirectly apprehended as a resisting
behaviour. They certainly contest the legitimacyMduritania’s border regime, but would also
agree to respect the rules, were they adjustdtktorieeds.

The Mauritania—Senegal maritime border issue britg light the power—knowledge
relationships which have shaped fishermen’s mgtitita myriad of ways. Fishermen’s narratives
have illustrated their pragmatism through the défe tactics they develop at the border.
Nevertheless, the lack of consideration for safptgctices and the overestimation of their
knowledge make us question this pragmatism. In féttermen’s pragmatism seems to be more
adjusted to border control practices than to theripy of protecting one’s life. Beyond these
borders, fishermen acquire expertise in foreighifig grounds. The next chapter explores the
construction of the geography Senegalese fishefmee made of the neighbouring waters, and
compares their practices in Mauritania, Guinean Bisdau-Guinean waters. Crossing borders has

produced a genuine knowledge of maritime spaces.
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Chapter 7 -

Constructing Maritime Spaces Beyond Senegal

Senegalese demersal fishermen started to followtimea routes to Guinea-Bissau and
Guinea at the beginning of the 1980s (chapter Bes& mobility patterns increased at the end of
that decade with the movement of some Guet Nddishers who gave up their maritime activities
beyond Mauritanian borders. Since then, severalsdwad fishermen have migrated by sea to these
countries, coming back and forth from Senegaleseeshwithout landing at any foreign whatf
As in Mauritania, fishermen have had to adjust dditipal regulation of sea resources in these
southern countries’ territorial waters, and theyehaccepted these regulation measures more easily
than in the north, at the Mauritanian border. Tdhapter draws a comparison between fishermen’s
practices in Mauritania, Guinea-Bissau and Guineasers. Through this comparison, | aim to
explore the meanings and functions fishermen giveheir cross-border mobility in distinct
economic and political backgrounds.

| first argue that whether in Mauritania or in Ge@-Bissau and Guinea, fishermen’s
practices beyond borders reflect both an individasibn and a rationalisation of their mobility.
Furthermore, access policy measures relating tonfisgrounds have an impact not only on the
trajectories of the fishermen but also on the weat these fishermen apprehend foreign maritime
spaces. In each of these foreign spaces, fishedagalop appropriation tactics in relation to
maritime spaces as well as illegal practices. Thg fishermen legitimate these practices varies
depending on the political and historical backgboh the relationships between Senegal and the
country in whose fishing grounds the fishermen afggrand on fishermen’s own interests. Indeed,
I will show that, for example, fishermen’s mobiliyscourses on their practices in Bissau-Guinean
and Guinean maritime spaces carry a more ratiowhless affective dimension than when dealing

with the Mauritanian border. This comparison furtagpands the argument that fishermen are not

128 Many fishermen settled in camps in Guinea andaBism: a more permanent basis. This thesis is limite
to the maritime mobility of the fishers and doed mlude long-term, land-based migration to the
neighbouring countries of Senegal
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marine nomads. Fishermen’s mobility progressesrdomp to lines, fixed points and “pragmatic
geographies” of remote areas beyond national berdéoreover, although fishers tend to disobey
state regulation and fish illegally in restrictadas, they are not reluctant to accept state rigula
per se. When they perceive profitable opportunitiesy prove able to accept legal frameworks and
are willing to make significant investments to fiuégal requirements.

The chapter first examines the specific aspectSenfegalese fishing mobility in southern
waters beyond Senegal's borders and then compashksrrhen’s appropriation practices in
Mauritania, Guinea and Guinea-Bissau. Fishermegmpsapriation of maritime spaces involves the
creation of a practical knowledge which fishermepress through a powerful symbolic language
that | decrypt on the basis of Michel De Certeautwk on the “practice of everyday life” (De

Certeau, 1984).

1. Rationalising border crossings in Guinea-Bissau anGuinea

In Dakar, Mbour and Joal and the coastal village€asamance, Senegalese demersal
fishermen prepare themselves for long fishing toffsGuinea-Bissau and Guinea all year long.
What fishermen’s experiences show is that thesetimarjourneys are profitable and rational
strategies. This rationalisation is based on erped, knowledge and navigation techniques and
implies their ability to adjust to and respect fgreregulations. This rationalisation makes the
fishermen modern seamen connected to land-basets.n€kis image contrasts with the archaic,
nomadic nature previously claimed by the Guet Ngmin Mauritania — although in this case, a
similar level of rationalisation is required foretHong-distance fishing-trip tactics that aim to
circumvent the Mauritanian border (chapter 6). lastncases, preparation for the fishing journey
first involves buying a regular licence from Guirggsau’'s and Guinea’s respective

administrations that gives them the right to fisgdlly there.
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Legal access to southern waters

Although the drawing of the Senegal-Guinea—Bisbatder was questioned by both
countries after the independences (Diaité, 1998yt the borderland remains a peaceful space in
comparison with the Senegal-Mauritania area. Guivé interests in the potential exploitation of
maritime resources at the border divided SenegadlGuinea-Bissau and led both countries to a
common management agreement in 1993 (Diaité, 19969.agreement establishes the rules for a
common regulation and exploitation of the maringoteces — such as oil, gas and fish, which
might be found between the azimuths 220° and 26&Xxectuding territorial waters (Bilateral
Agreement, 1993; Bonin, Le Tixerant, & Ould Zeif13). This agreement does not affect the
regulation of foreign artisanal fisheries in Guiriasau since these activities are ruled from
elsewhere. Indeed, from 1996 onwards, SenegaleBerfiien’s migration to Guinea-Bissau has
been regulated by a protocol which Senegal andeadBissau jointly signed in 1995 (Application
Protocole, 1995). Before this agreement, the Sdesgdishermen used to go to Guinea-Bissau’s
waters independently from any political interventidike Mauritania, Guinea-Bissau started to
regulate access to its waters by imposing fishiogntes on both national and foreign fishers.
Costs for these licences are higher for foreighefis and increased every year until 2010. In that
year, the Guinean authorities reduced the coshe$d fishing licences from XOF 1.5 million
(£1,880) to XOF 757,500 (£948) in order to makeeascto these licences easier for the foreign
fishers and thus prevent illegal fishing (Deme,llBek, & Ndiaye, 2012).

Regarding Guinea, no protocol was signed; foreignall-scale fishers therefore directly
depend on the national fishing regulation policy anust buy similar licences to the Guinean
nationals (Papa Gora Ndiaye & Samba Diouf, 200Qin€a’s small-scale fishing fleet has not
developed as much as Senegal's. Guinea’s natioagatime grounds have mostly been exploited
by international artisanal and industrial fishdfsllowing the discovery of nearly virgin demersal
stocks in Guinean waters by foreign industrial teas; Guinea started liberalising its fishing
economy from 1985 onwards. Since then, the coumay mainly turned towards international
exports, developed its national artisanal fishitegtf and signed international agreements with
industrial and artisanal fishers (Papa Gora Nd&gamba Diouf, 2007).
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Apart from occasional conflicts between fishermaard border patrols within Guinea-
Bissau, the management of Bissau-Guinean and Guiwegers has raised no major issue since
1995. Senegalese fishermen have regularly beeimgetekbuy legal licences so that they can fish
in these foreign waters. Although they might be gtduwhile fishing in forbidden spaces or
catching species they are not entitled to, the §®ase fishermen generally seek to regularise their
activities in these waters. They buy licences ftbmauthorities, either through Guinea-Bissau and
Guinea-based brokers or through the Senegalesertigth Although these licences are expensive,
they are more accessible for the fishermen andlile#ied in quantity than the Mauritanian ones.
Guinea-Bissau’s licences allow the fishermen th fiemersal species for a year, from the 1
January to the 31 December. In 2010 and 2011, ofote Senegalese fishermen bought their
licences through Bissau-Guinean brokers and sonthesh got into trouble, as although these
licences were legal, they were originally meant de sold to Bissau-Guinean fishermen
exclusively. The Bissau-Guinean brokers sold tHesal fishing licences at the price of foreign
ones; consequently, the Senegalese fishermen wewinced that they were fishing legally. Many
of these fishermen were arrested at sea by GuirssaBs border patrols, were sent to jail and had
their catches and gear seized, and the Senegatesenment attempted to negotiate with the

authorities of Guinea-Bissau to release theserfisbe!?°

Fishermen also reported that the local coast guaxak advantage of this recurrent issue to
arrest fishermen despite them holding legal licefiteTherefore, in January 2012, the Senegalese
national fishery services started providing supporthe fishermen so that they could get regular
licences from the Bissau-Guinean authoritiésAll along the Senegalese coasts, from Dakar to
Casamance, local state agents gathered the recpfethe fishermen as well as the required
financial funds so that they could get proper lmEndirectly from the Bissau-Guinean authorities.
The head of the small-scale fishery departmenhénMinistry for Fisheries reported that only 17

crews had formally requested this official sendgece the beginning of 2012. This official stresses

129 |nterview 48
139 nterview 30 and 31
B nterview 48
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that since it was the first time this service wasvjiled, some crews preferred to keep hiring a
Guinean broker. The Senegalese administrative psoisereputed to be long and would make the
fishermen lose time out of their yearly time scHedf activities™*?

In Joal, Assane is a former fisherman who own nigge-box canoes and manages an
informal company of international maritime fishemméie negotiates legal Bissau-Guinean fishing
licences for his crews with a reliable Bissau-Gaméroker he has been working with for a couple
of years now. For him, as these arrangements hese froved to work, there is no reason why he
would ask for the help of the state to get thesenkes. Also, he says, fishermdmve been
waiting for two months, while th@issau-Guineans don’t wait. The Senegalese state should be
responsible for this and have an office everywliéféAnother fisherman reports that when crews
are ashore, waiting for these licences, costs eampbto XOF 30,000 (£ 37.50) a day to maintain
them:

The only fisher who contacted the administrafimnget a licencehere in Joal had to
wait for a month and a half; the others were ndttpatient. You know, the ice-box
canoes are money-consumeérg they waste money. You can't stay a month without
going fishing. Because charges increase every eegry day the crew is here, you
can spend from 20,000 to 30,000 fraf€®5 to £37.50k day. If you multiply this by
thirty... then this doesn’t suit us, so we are iruaryto sort out the licence issue and
go fishing. So if the administration is ready f@xhyear, maybe we’ll consider this, if

it is safer this way>*

This narrative reflects the level of rationalisatiof international mobility, which has thus
far not been compatible with the lack of reactiwafythe Senegalese administration despite recent
efforts at support by the state. Just as it doeshi® Mauritanian pelagic licences, the Senegalese
state acts as an intermediary which seeks to baseelationships between foreign administrations
and small-scale actors. This role, although exgebtethe fishermen, is still weakly adjusted to

fishermen’s realities. These weaknesses of thedgadgme administration in providing an efficient

132 Interviews 48 and 52
133 Interview 52
B4 nterview 47
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response to these long-distance fishermen refiectaick of available and reliable quantitative data

informing these maritime migration patterns.

The guantitative assessment of demersal fishernmaeiational fishing mobility

Assessing the precise number of fishermen whaleite between Senegalese and Bissau-
Guinean and Guinean waters remains a difficult task brings to light contradictory and
unrealistic results. Failler and Binet estimatet @w@und 15,000 migrant fishermen go back and
forth from the Senegalese coasts today (FaillerigeB 2010: 98). The authors do not indicate the
sources of their estimations or the direction asHirfig areas of these maritime migrations. Are
these migrants temporarily migrating and settlingdreign countries in order to fish? Are they
international maritime migrants going back and Hotb Senegal without landing in foreign
countries? We do not know either whether this estion includes Guet Ndarian fishers who used
to fish in Mauritania. A 2011 FAO report more retiially estimates that around 1,500 Senegalese
fishers regularly go fishing in the Guinea-Bissaiclesive economic zone (Weigel, Féral, &
Cazalet, 2011). Table 4 provides details of theggation patterns. However, a 2012 report based
on official 2009 data gathered from the Senegatesentific institution CROD¥® contradicts
these estimations and believes that 390 canoes Goihea-Bissau and Guinea with legal licences
(Table 5). This quantity implies that around 3,¥@&bermen are involved in these fishing trips —
assuming that the minimum average number of cremlees is 8. According to both reports, the
demersal species fishermen usually target shaais, red porgy, soles, sea breams, red snappers,

groupers, barracudas, threadfins and jacks.

135 Center for Oceanic Research of Dakar Thiar@entre de Recherche Océanique de Dakar Thiaroye
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Table 4:Senegalese fishing migrations in Guinea-BissauGuidea, 2011
(Source: Weigel et al., 2011: 21)

Quantity | Species Crew Time of year Fishing areas
- of targeted members
Origin
canoes
Niominkas 130 Baracudas| 1100 From March to | Bolama Bijagos
from the threadfins, November Archipelago Biospherg
Saloum jacks Reserve
Delta .
From December Southern Guineaf
to February Bissau's EEZ and nort
of Guinea
Lebous 50 Soles, sea 300 From February | Bolama Bijagos
from  the breams, red to October Archipelago Biospherg
Cape Verde snappers Reserve
peninsula and From Southern Guineat
and Saint- groupers November to Bissau’'s EEZ and nort
Louis January of Guinea
Casamance 20 Shark 150 All year long Southern Bolam
finning Bijagos Archipelagg
Biosphere Reserve
TOTAL 200

Table 5 Senegalese fishing migrations in Guinea-BissaliGuinea, 2012
(Source: Deme et al., 2012)

Area of Quantity of

origin Canoes Species targeted
Mbour 175 Soles, coastal demersal species
Joal 50 Barracuda, sharks, rays

Hann 30 Grouper, sea breams, red porgy
Elinkine 60 Sharks and rays

Ziguinchor 75 Soles, barracuda

Total 390

These assessments may be biased by the fachehalace of origin of the captain, the
place where he was interviewed for the field red®ss for these reports and the places where he
embarks and lands his catches vary greatly. Howévese biases do not explain such differences.
What is certain is that several hundred canoestlagid respective thousands of crew members
regularly reach the Bissau-Guinean and Guineanrguaievertheless, the results | gathered from

136

local field actors are closer to those in the 26d@ort.*” Although according to field actors the

136 For example, in interview 50, a Joal-based leadtimates that around 50 canoes go back and forth
from Joal to Guinea-Bissau
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number of ice-box canoes has increased over thef@asyears, the total number of fishermen

reaches nowhere near 15,000, as mentioned byrraikEBinet (Failler & Binet, 2010).

Getting prepared for long fishing expeditions

The trajectory which fishermen take at sea depesrdsa combination of economic,
political and social elements. Fishermen do noft dimlessly at sea, looking for new fishing
places each time they embark. Their mobility fokowrecise trajectories at sea adjusted to a
limited time period. Departure places depend onatvaglability of ice and bait, whereas landing
places are chosen — with the funders when the icaistén debt — according to the prices which
catches can be sold at. The choice of the fishougeris made according to a combination of
fishing licence requirements, relationships toestagents and regulation practices, and catches’
market value. As | have shown in chapter 5, whegt loovners or funders are not aboard, crews
might be tempted to land their catches in fishid@gwes other than those initially agreed with their
funders and hide part of their profits there. Iis tivay, crews that are in debt can earn more than
the initial share calculated at the end of theifiglexpeditions and after the sale of the catches.

These long and exhausting sea trips are empowdéningrms of financial gains and
acquiring expertise, although their apparent umd@histication can sometimes be surprising
(spending two weeks at sea without landing, witltrew of 12 people, on a 20-metre-long
motorised wooden canoe, with no room to lie dowopprly and very limited hygiene facilities
promises to be a rough trip). This striking ambiguetween an apparent archaism and lack of
development of a traditional fishing community andenuine dynamism and rationalisation of the
fishing activity is visible at the local level ofdfn’s fishing wharf. Hann is a very crowded (and
attractive) fishing wharf due to the proximity afei factories, fish-processing factories, Dakar’'s
central market and an international airport. It ligext to the fishing village of Hann, which is
barely paved and is where the community slowly piggs everyday life. In contrast, the wharf is
very strongly connected to the rest of the worldhasisands of tonnes of fish caught by traditional
fishermen outside Senegal’'s EEZ are landed heny elay (Photograph 18). Once back from their

two-week fishing expeditions, fishermen hire loaalrkers to hand carry (or rather “head carry” —
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Photograph 19) the ice-boxes full of expensive fippcies from the shore up to the wharf. The
local fishing wharf's employees then take the terapge of the frozen fish and boxes are sent to
the nearby conditioning factory and destined fopagk to Europe and Asia. There is a striking
contrast between this apparent simplicity and lafcgroper infrastructure of the fishing wharf and

the international destiny of the valuable fish.

25 g
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wharf's international section, June 2011, J.H. June 2011, J.H.

In Hann, | was introduced to long-distance fighen by a local CRODT agent in charge
of surveying the local fishing activity. Twice a &k with his small team, he interviews returning
captains about their catches (species, weight)infisplaces, routes, equipment and time spent at
sea. This agent had been working with the fishersrfore than 10 years. | took advantage of his
position and followed him a couple of times on Heach. Usually at this time of the day, fishers
are very busy and under pressure as they are mgggtithe price of their catches. In Hann,
fishermen who are back from a fishing trip to Gaiiéissau know they can sell their catches at a
good price as the local market is equipped to eéxpaducts to inland Senegalese areas, as well as
to West Africa, Europe and Asia. There, they cao @repare for their next voyage by stocking up
on petrol, ice, food and other equipment.

These maritime expeditions are based on a ratzalalilation of the costs and profitability
relationship that they involve. No matter how Iargl costly these fishing trips are, as long as they
generate at least as much profit as needed tohgebriginal investment reimbursed, fishermen
consider these expeditions to be profitable. Assdaded fishing abroad in 1983, leaving for a

couple of days at first and then for up to 15 dawith) ice on board to keep the fish fresh. In Joal,
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he saved what he had been earning from fishingpaiogressively invested in fishing gear. He
became one of the empowered land-based actorstiloed in chapter 5. He progressively gave up
his sea activity to dedicate his time to the manaage of his fishing activities from land. Assane
hires more than 120 people and provides the efutirding for these fishing trips (licences, fuel,
gear and ice and so forth). The scale of this m&drcompany implies that this former fisherman
holds capital of at least XOF 20 million (£25,0@®0%he beginning of each working year. With this
amount of money, he can provide funding for therlyelicences and expenses for the 15-day
fishing expeditions of 9 crews, as each crew nedaait XOF 1.5 million (£1,880pr expenses.
This 20 million does not include the value of thehing gear. For example, a 20-metre-long
wooden canoe is generally worth XOF 10 million (£1®). This former fisherman is leading a
very profitable company; he has been able to buy gear and houses each year despite the
significant costs implied by this activity. Altholdishing expedition costs have increased, Assane
keeps investing in these trips.

Fishermen sometimes work in pairs (navigating with canoes) during these expeditions
and take turns in case there is a problem at deeseTmethods also allow them to transfer their
catches from one canoe to the other and commuteebatthe remote fishing place and the landing
area in Senegal so that they can sell the fishgabd price — although the fish is kept frozencer i
boxes, the faster they sell it, the better theeptiwy will get for it. Unless they are obligeddo
so, during their expedition they never land at teintry whose waters they are fishing in. In
Guinea, the licence is slightly less expensivehwitost of around XOF 200,000 (£250). However,
reaching the Guinean fishing places involves highel costs and navigation times and
consequently less time spent fishing. As a resiilthese circular movements, the fishing
expeditions never last more than 15 days as thiseignaximum time for which the fish can be

kept fresh.
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lllegal fishing activities: anticipating risks

Although migrant fishermen generally seek to ba icompliant situation when fishing in
southern countries, they might be tempted to cinemh the law. As in Mauritania, similar
practices of illegal fishing — by the fishers — aaousive controls — from local border agents —
occur in Guinea-Bissau and Guinea. Fishermen nigihth species other than those they are
entitled to (shark finning) or make incursions inpootected and restricted areas. Whereas
fishermen tend to legitimate these illegal practibg their claim on Mauritanian marine grounds,
in Guinea-Bissau and Guinea, they instead jushigjrtillegal incursions by citing their need to
make the fishing trip profitable with regards te ihitial investment. Fishermen include the risk of
getting caught in the calculation of the fishingedition’s profitability. When they assume they
hold a valid licence (but have very likely beendswivalid licences by their unreliable brokers),
they are still exposed to possible gear and fuelse by border agents. One of the Hann fishermen
reports:

There are problems with controls and surveillanééth the licencd...] [In Guinea],
sometimes they come to tire you out because yoa ateanger. We are obliged to
give 200,000 or 300,000 frangg260 or £400]They do this to scare us; it often
occurs™’

Since they are at sea in a foreign country, fisieer do not have a lot of breathing space
for negotiation. All these interactions occur at send are thus hidden from social controls.
Fishermen and maritime control agents are isolatedhis marginal space, which gives the
fishermen few opportunities to resist the agentssgure. Although Senegalese fishers know a few
words of Guinean Creole, they cannot express theasegery well in this language, which makes
the negotiation even more difficult. When the fishen do not respect regulations, the repression
is stronger and fishermen risk fines which are tvéine same price as the licence. This is explained

by Assane:

137 |Interview 15
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Once, we had a licence that expired on the 31Bteziember; on the firdof January]
they [the Bissau-Guinean coast guardsiind us therd...] without forgiveness, and
merciless, four canoes! | paid 750,000 fraf€d40] for each canoe in addition to the
licenced...] and | lost all the expenses | had made, | had spénmillion[£1,880]for
each canoe. There is no relationship with the coastrds, they just do their job. If
they find you but you're regular, there is no pml But if they find you with
problems[in an irregular situationthey take you; there is no explanation; there are

shootings. ...

Yes, there are shootings. If you're being sillgythake you; they don't forgive... when
you fish in forbidden areas. There, where there are parks, there are buoys, avét d
approach the parks, and even if they find you duhe area but you're not in good
standing, atcha! If you start explaining yoursgibu're getting in trouble; they don't
forgive. Sometimes, they take your fue] You know in Guinea-Bissau, it's a huge
issue to find fu€l...] they oblige you to give them fuel, 2, 3 or 4 fimitainers even if
you're regular. Because most of the Bissau-Guingzast guards on patrol, they just
come randomly to get you in trouble. But generalt is what pushed us to do the
ice-box canoes, increase our fishing capacity, $telot to go 10 to 12 days at sea,
sometimes even 15 days, and sometimes you dom baick enough. Before, even if
you spent 8 days in Guinea-Bissau, you could firtel of fish, but now it is a huge
issue; you can spend 15 days there and to eard fhenillion francs that you spent,

it's a huge issué®®

Assane’s statement is ambiguous. He first expldivag as long as fishermen respect

Bissau-Guinean fishing rules, they can navigate feaidpeacefully and not worry about possible

arrests. However, he later mentions that coastdguarght seize fuel despite the fishermen holding

valid licences. This ambiguity can be explainedhsyfact that although fishermen do respect local

fishing regulation, they do so only partly. Bisfauinean coast guards might always be able to

138 Interview 52
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find some weaknesses regarding the fishermen’sndents or practices which fishermen might not
— or pretend not — to be aware of. What is alsoarkable in Assane’s discourse is the way he
emphasises the impossibility of the fishermen “akphg” themselves to the coast guards in order
to lower the penalty. Guards’ reactions are norstiagle, unlike in Mauritania, where we saw that
border patrol agents often negotiate bribes wighGluet Ndarians. This lack of flexibility from the
Bissau-Guinean coast guards makes their relatipriehthe fishermen less emotional and more
professional. Finally, there is a direct relatiapshetween the increase in and severity of these
controls and fishermen’s movements. As a consegyamews have to spend more time at sea to
find fishing areas where they will be allowed tshfi Although fishermen are certainly exposed to
abusive practices from maritime patrols, they cssifthat they sometimes go fishing illegally in
protected areas. They legitimate these illegal rsions by the fact that because they sometimes
have not caught enough fish, they need to make ithedstment profitable and are thus “obliged”
to fish illegally. Ousmane reports that:
When there is nothing, | have a look around ana fighing in the parks...] | know
this is illegal. What would you do? We have to tagles, when you spend 3 millidf.

Hann-based boat owner and captain fisherman Ouwsmegplains that, during his various
fishing trips, he was caught several times andtbaoy huge amounts of fines because he was
fishing illegally in national parks. These arrestsd fines have a weak deterrent effect, since
Ousmane and his crew continue these illegal pesti& protected marine area was created around
a couple of southern islands of the Bijagos Arclaige within a wider biosphere reserve (Weigel
et al., 2011). The surroundings of these proteet@és have become very attractive to foreign
fishers. These wide maritime spaces tempt theriisbe, who see opportunities to fill their canoe
and avoid going back to Senegal empty-handed. Thieggl incursions have been deadly for
shark species because of the intensive and dewasgaiactice of shark finning (Weigel et al.,

2011).

139 nterview 32
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Despite recurrent negative statements referringth® decline in fisheries and the
profitability of such fishing expeditions — includj Assane’s, the businessman — these rational
fishing strategies appear to be very lucrative oligh these maritime movements, fishermen have
created specific geographies of maritime spacedauaritanian and Guinean and Bissau-Guinean

waters which reflect their distinct practices iesh respective fishing areas.

2. Producing knowledge beyond borders: pragmatic geogphies

For their navigation beyond Senegal’'s bordersefimen have created seascapes both at
the Mauritania—Senegal borderland and in southaatens. Rather than simply being an A-to-B
journey depending on the movement of the fish nesguishermen’s mobility is also constantly
adjusted to their representation of the bordertarttieir relationship to state control agents.hia t
narratives of their respective border experiendetinct conceptions of the border come up. The
following lines present a comparative approach expl) how fishermen construct spaces beyond
borders in Mauritania and beyond Senegal’s southerders. Whereas in Mauritania, the border
issue is highly controversial and remains a vensgi@e topic for local Guet Ndarians, the borders
of Guinea-Bissau and Guinea seem to representesiagphinistrative processes requiring financial
investments for the fishermen. As a consequenskerimen socially construct the spaces lying
beyond these borders accordingly. These genuineitimar geographies result from an
appropriation of the remote maritime places andngfthen the legitimacy of the fishermen to
exploit fishing grounds and transgress existingesd The practices of the fishermen are
comparable to those of De Certeau’s walkers thrahghcity. Fishermen develop “tactics” and
appropriate the maritime spaces by creating nanassthey have been doing in Kayar and Ouakam
(chapter 5). The creation of names results fronreaatigal calculation in which profitability is
achieved and from which a projection into the fatis feasible. In other words, as soon as a
fisherman finds a resource-rich place where hiitatility needs are met, he gives it a name and
records its location in his GPS device. This acti@eessarily implies a projection into a future

journey and a mental construction of the local tmag space.
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Although in Mauritania and Guinea-Bissau and Gajnéishermen develop similar
strategies to avoid controls, using their GPS amalrkhow, discourses on the location of borders
and their political regulation greatly vary. On dmend, the way in which fishermen have socially
constructed the maritime spaces lying beyond thedsoreflects the specific power—knowledge
relations | described in chapter 6. On the othedhthe geography of the border near to where the
fishermen operate in southern waters appears tondeely pragmatic and the result of the
rationalisation of their movement. Again, this doeg mean that fishermen in Mauritanian waters
are not pragmatic and do not rationalise their titgbM/hat this comparative focus shows is that
the discourses vary whereas the practices remaisaime. The responses of fishermen to the way
they identify the border at sea vary, interestinglepending on whether they speak about

Mauritanian or southern borders.

Apprehending borders

Fishermen’s representations are produced by tmebility practices and discourses.
Whereas in the north fishermen draw the border asrdestable, invasive and unclear limit,
southern borders remain for them simple geographicdinates that have closing and delimiting
functions. In southern waters, border agents anitimea coast guards seem to represent a similar
function from the perspective of the fishermen. d&or agents are not clearly named, and
throughout fishermen’s interviews we are not suh@ fishermen are speaking about. These agents
are globally identified as state control actors séhéunction is to materialise borders and restticte
areas and to control and arrest, and sometimelsugeatheir authority. They are perceived by the
fishermen as limit markers between forbidden andnoppaces. Aware of potential controls,
fishermen move according to the existing risk ahgeaught.

In Wolof, there is no word to properly name thedso that divides two countries. People
use the French word “frontiere” when referring istkind of border. | have been asking many
fishermen about how they would speak of the bomi&volof without using the French word. The
common Wolof word | was given w&igg. The wordDigg designates a dividing line between two
territories, two neighbours or two farm fields. €furse, fishermen are aware of the existence of
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international borders, but they might be movingtlie sea according to their own cultural
perception of the border — thus, it is a dividingelregardless of whether it divides countries or
forbidden and open fishing areas, etc. This is emene possible at sea, where nothing is fixed,
where everything is in perpetual movement and whiergs are barely materialised. Moreover,
when fishermen fish in Guinean and Bissau-Guineaters, what matters is not the crossing of the
border itself but rather the spaces beyond thedvdiey wish to access.

Fishermen’s discourses reveal how they identifgrimational borders when they navigate
in Guinea-Bissau and Guinea. They mostly reply that maritime agents on patrol give them
information on where they can and cannot fish andtlee location of international borders.
Fishermen also use their GPS to complete thisnmd@on. These maritime limits are assimilated
into the right to fish regardless of whether fishen speak of international borders or simply of
protected areas. These limits become meaningfulnacdssary for the fishermen to locate their
position, from their point of view as long as thenyable them to determine where they are allowed
to fish. Fishermen are worried about fishing illigabut it seems that this is more related to the
amount of the fines they would have to pay thailiggality itself. Mohamed reports that:

It is not easy to know where the border is. Butdtare always people on patrol with
their boats to tell you, “Here it's forbidden tcshi.” For example, they warn you when
there are parks or where there are borders and ttiatforbidden to fish there.. In
Senegal, there is no problem. It goes well; thely @sk you if you have a fishing
authorisation and a life jackéf?

The intense use of GPS devices allows the creaticam unique geography of maritime
spaces and international borders. Some of therfrstie seem to have a very accurate knowledge of
the geographical coordinates of borders at seay Ghete from memory the geographic latitude
coordinates of each country they usually cross.yTiee these coordinates as key numbers to

identify their fishing places and routes. Among snaramples, | retained the following statement:
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We can know where borders are with the GPS. Sergdmtween the f4and 1%’

latitude [north]. ... Gambia is from 13° 51’. ... Guia starts at 11° 10" and 10° 16’
and then Conackry is from 9° 32'. There are alsmtpcted areas where it is
impossible to fish. For example, at 10° 07’ and 16°, fishing is forbidden. If they

find you, they catch yod!

With these key numbers, fishermen draw mentasltheough the sea, and these lines
determine their trajectories. When one locatesethatitude coordinates on geo-referenced
maps, they indicate that when fishermen cross natemal borders, they remain within
territorial waters. The way in which fishermen refe these coordinates shows an explicit
appropriation of borders. Like the pedestrian wisesu“proper names” to orientate and
organise his way throughout the city (De Certed@84), fishermen appropriate these key
numbers in such a familiar way that they give thamardinates the function of names whose
meaning becomes original, subjective and specdidheir own way of moving. These
maritime borders which were originally numbers hésgeome names through the familiar
and repetitive narratives of the fishermen. Thecalirses around these borderlines are
neither contesting an existing order nor full ofeetment, and appear to be as neutral as
geographical coordinates can be. It seems thatarifest vexation has been strong enough
for the fishermen to contest the existing borderd imfluence their mental construction of
these southern borderlands. Therefore, by retag@ographical coordinates, fishermen seem
to empty their discourse around borders and magitimits of political connotations. These
coordinates only seem to carry a practical funatibnavigation and orientation at sea.

The representation of the Mauritanian borderlanslightly more complex and reflects the
complex local history (chapter 6). The mental mdpswvn with the local Guet Ndarian fishers
show a distinct perception of the border (Map jeif narratives around the drawing of the border
are richer than for the southern borderlands. Fiske are intimately involved in the description of

the borderline; they describe the border with eamtnd a sense of personal commitment. In Guet
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Ndar, Abdoulaye, a local leader who was a formshdiman and who now leads local projects in
collaboration with the local authorities, first éxips that:

You see, here, the line on the river, it's thedeor From hereglhe shows how the

border follows the shape of the Senegal River’'stiipit is completely broken and it

is the same in the ocean. There is a need for fetbmbne without jurisdiction and

which shouldn’t be either Senegalese or Mauritanidence the border needs to be

made visible with beacons so that we know whéiesit Or put beacons hefe.] and

there[...] [he points to two imagined lines on each sadethe borderlandhnd let

there be a buffer zone in betweén.

When he points out the imaginary line which desaiga the border, he adds to his
gesture a meaningful commentt fs completely brokeh.He is referring to the diagonal
direction which the borderline takes at sea. Fon,hihe borderline unequally shares the
ocean space as it encroaches upon Senegal’'s EEZonr of Mauritania (Map 6). This
representation is highly influenced by the peraep®f the recurrent struggles putting the
Guet Ndarian fishermen in opposition to the Maumida authorities. This leader claims that
he wants the necessary physical materialisatiothefoorder to help fishermen orientate at
sea. Nevertheless, his discourse shows that irnéakhows very well where the border really

lies, but hopes that its materialisation would tadte account his contestation.
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Map 6 Fishermen’s mental representations of the Senbtglritania border,
May 2014. Design: J.H.

Ousmane, A purse seine fisherman | interviewedstimee day in Guet Ndar reports the

following:
According to what | heard, the border is verticahd lies from north-east to south-
west... It lies before we get there around the maattthe level of the hospital which is
above. For example, when we leave Sal Sal, we gtraight away like thi§...] [west
direction] a little bit, not even 800 metres, and then we tillat directiorfhe shows a
south-west direction]You see this hospital there, there is a fishingeglavhich is
called “the hospital rocks”... in general we usemltake our marks there..] Before,
we used to take landmarks such as the water towéodate the border but it has

disappeared?”

In fact, the official maritime border is straigltiyt in the mental exercise | proposed to
them, they draw a line which is exaggeratedly didjoThis drawing reflects their perception of
the border and the way they emotionally apprehend/hen Ousmane sait\ccording to what |

heard, the border is vertical,as well as the way he describes how he used totatee with
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landmarks, he exemplifies the way the border strtexist through repeated practices and
experience. The outlines of the border progresgitade shape with the repeated experiences local
fishermen make out of it. The border is therefarst fapprehended in a practical way rather than

theoretically.

Creating geographies beyond borderlines

Fishermen’s geography does not stop at the banderAs they are used to fishing in
foreign waters, they produce practical geograpb&®nd borders through the discovery of fishing
places and the related creation of names. In haiht®ns, they appropriate maritime spaces in
different ways, according to their relationshipthese spaces. In Mauritania, fishermen use both
old and new names to refer to the fishing placdgreas in Guinea-Bissau and Guinea, the recent
discovery of the fishing places is not shared antbegfishermen. The names therefore vary from
one fisherman to the other. Fishermen have proceaitrilarly to the Kayar and Ouakam
communities with the naming of their fishing areasl places, in Mauritania, Guinea-Bissau and
Guinea. In those cases, these Wolof names certafigct a process of appropriation of the ocean
beyond political boundaries. In Mauritania, the o§such names gives legitimacy to fishermen’s
practices. In Guinea-Bissau and Guinea, these naregnore reflective of the individualist
practices | also noticed in Ouakam and Kayar (arapt

De Certeau describes the action of people walkinthe street as a resisting behaviour
based on an intimate and personal appropriatigheo€ity. Throughout the city, walking becomes
a way for the pedestrians to avoid the “urbanististematicity”. The walker unfolds his/her
trajectories around places which he/she approgridgieugh his/her subjective re-use of “proper
names”. These proper names participate in theioreaf a “poetic geography” as “they make
habitable or believable the place that they clatlith a word (by emptying themselves of their
classifying power, they acquire that of ‘permittimpmething else)” (De Certeau, 1984: 106). At
sea, it seems that fishermen proceed similarlgpatjh the surface of the sea is constantly renewed
by the everlasting movement of the water. Fishereigrer appropriate an existing toponymy of
the maritime spaces they go to (in Mauritania, whbk traditional names of fishing places) or
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create new names (Mauritania, Guinea-Bissau anddayiiwhich work as essential keys to the
mental appropriation of their destination placesshérmen acknowledge that the political

“partition” (De Certeau, 1984: 26) of the sea byweseign states remains. Fishermen wholly
integrate this “partition” into their intimate gemagphy of the sea space; what they do is develop
“tactics” (as understood by De Certeau) to eludamhThe names created carry the powerful
function of getting around these “systematic” boimtglines and practices and generating a “poetic

geography” of these remote spaces.

Guet Ndarian fishers’ responses to their usudirits places vary depending on whether
they use purse seine or hand-line, drift or dornmetttechniques. Pelagic fishermen have a more
distinct representation of the sea space than daindishers. Because pelagic fishers move
according to the movement of fish shoals, they dbamientate themselves around fixed fishing
places but rather take the marks of wider and piaignrich fishing areas. On a mental map, a
pelagic fisher symbolises his boat and the fishakhmot as points but as two lines. This
representation is distinct from the drawings of Guéarian demersal fishers. Because these fishers
target deep-water, rock-dwelling demersal fish E@medhey move according to fixed points. Pape
(see chapter 6) gives the names of the — demerfssihing places where he used to go hand-line
fishing:

Each area, from here up to Nouhadibou and cloghé¢oMoroccan border, each area
has a namé¢...] it's a mark. You look at the land to take landnsatk you want to fish
in Beul, you go up to Beul and then you take thectibn of the areas where you want
to fish, without seeing the coastline. But if yoantwto go to Beul without GPS, you
take marks with the land. Takhale means “gathering” and Toundou Dalbi is al&
of sand”. Thiolep is the “cornerf...] There is Madame Sidu.] It's in Mauritania.

In Saint-Louis it's Diatara, at the border betwee&enegal on one hand and
Mauritania on the other.... There, it's Keur Rasahd Madame Siou is thefbe
points on the map]You can see tefess [tiie beachlfrom Madame Siou. It's a big
rock, a very wide ong..] Every rock, the elderg..] they gave a name which was
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close to them. There is Salépere; it's the thite gi.] same distancg¢..] When you
are out of Takhale, you go to Toundou Dalbi theféfre, same distance between
each fishing place, from 38 to 60 kilometres. Titisranother area; it's Beul Khasan,

from 78 or 79 kilometre¥?*

Pape describes a south—north movement from Guat tédthe north of Mauritania and
points out places which are more or less distamfthe shore. Although he does not know the
meaning of each of these names, he knows how th ls@m, how long the journey will take and
what kind of fish species he can find there. Hesgmeto say:

In Diatara, there is a placg..] we say “keur soeur y”. There is a place whereestst
live; it means “the sisters’ housd’..] It is called this because when you're up there,
you can see the building of “keur soeurs y”, so/Molof we give this name. On the
Mauritanian side, it is called “Kane”; it means thahere are bigger rocks than in
“Keur soeur y”. It means that there are more fistah in the other rocks. It is a Wolof
name. Each rock has its name. There is Kane, Kekldao bi, etc][...] Everybody

knows these fishing places, either the ice-boxriistine, dormant nets, eté®

The Diatara area covers both sides of the borddris divided into two sub-areas, one
Senegalese and one Mauritanian. Demersal fisheralieknow this place, as it is only 10
kilometres up to the north-west and hosts a nurabdeep-water fish species. According to Pape,
on the Mauritanian side of the rock more valuaidh species dwell than on the Senegalese side.
This narrative demonstrates a genuine hierarchyfigiing places with specific internal
subdivisions revealing the geographical locatiod essource quality. The way Pape describes his
route and mental representation of the Mauritasga space is again reminiscent of, interestingly,

De Certeau’s analysis of spatial practices (MaB@king his work on a study of Linde and Labov
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on the way New York walkers apprehend the city, @dxteau mentions two styles of describing
spaces:
[...] description oscillates between the terms of aternative: either seeing (the
knowledge of an order of places) or going (spaiiadj actions). Either it presents a
tableau (“there are ...”), or it organizes moveradhfou enter, you go across, you turn
..."). (De Certeau, 1984: 119)
Pape’s way of describing the sea spaces accordihgtown “spatializing actions” indicates that
he belongs to the second category of narratorse Peyites his interlocutor to follow actively his
narrative thread to learn about his own geograpimge knowledge provided by this narrative is
distinct from the language of maps. De Certeau:adds
[...] The question ultimately concerns the basithefeveryday narrations, the relation
between the itinerary (a discursive series of dpera) and the map (a plane
projection totalizing observations), that is, betwdwo symbolic and anthropological
languages of space. Two poles of experience. ihsekat in passing from “ordinary”
culture to scientific discourse, one passes from pale to the other. (De Certeau,
1984 : 120)

Although Pape does not wander in New York stréetsrather in a natural and hostile
environment in a foreign country, his everyday ficacof the maritime space in Mauritania is
comparable to the narrations of De Certeau’s Newkd&is. Pape gives meticulous details on his
route and traces his movement in a specific spahabnology. More generally, Guet Ndarian
fishermen do not construct a “totalising” geograpfythe maritime spaces as a scientific map
would do. Rather, they base their geography onrpepgal movement resulting from repeated
experiences and the will to discover new routesgdades. In other words, their representations of
maritime spaces are constantly renewed and thésliofi their practised spaces are challenged
every day. This geography is not based on a sfiem@pprehension of spaces as it is rather
pragmatic. Some places in the ocean have more sydhan others, and this hierarchy is not
definitive as it is adjusted to fishermen’s chaggimeeds and desires or to the local economy.
Therefore, the unity and scientific neutrality bétmap is not used as a knowledge resource by the
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fishermen but rather remains external to their @gographical constructions. Fishermen were
generally not comfortable with mental maps and dngvwexercises, as | asked them to “pass” from
one “symbolic language” to another (as De Certeauldvcall it) and to “totalise” their practical
knowledge into one single objective plan. They obgly needed time to adjust their representation
to the map | presented. | had to guide them andatel where the coastline was represented on the
map or where we were actually located at the tifrtb@ interview. Given the local background of
the Senegal-Mauritania border, these names haversy walue and a meaningful function for the
Guet Ndarian fishermen. These naming practices beflect Guet Ndarian ancient traditional
cross-border mobility habits and support theseefisten in legitimating their access to these
neighbouring waters. These names reflect the spdcibwledge of marine grounds which local

Guet Ndarian have claimed and mentally represented.
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Pape's fishing places in Mauritania
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Map 7: Pape’s geography of Mauritanian maritime sjs,
May 2014. Design: J.H.

All along West Africés waters migrant fishermen have registered the rtchisking
places. Traditional fishing placebear Wolof names whiclthe elder originally created, and
today’s fishers do not always rember their significance. Althoudgishermen still go to these
fishing places, thegiscover new oneJust like in Kayar,His appropriation of the maritime spa

increasingly tends teoeflect individualistic practices. For example, Mohamed eixygiahow he
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abandoned the traditional fishing places of themdnd instead goes to places he thinks he is the
only one to know about:

Here, Diatara, you have seen, it's a KH#volof name for “rock” — it designates the

fishing place],but, well, it doesn’t work. Diatara, it's a Khete elders use to call it

this. It's a very old name. It is located in Maania. It doesn’'t work very well now.

The elders used to fish there for THWlolof name for grouperdnd other species..

So now | go to Babacar and Fatou. Babacar is a faef mine*®

“Babacar” and “Fatou” are two names he gave tbirip places he discovered. This

naming process is not systematic; he explainsftinahe other “Kher” he goes to, he just uses the
geographical coordinates he registered in his GR&e€. He also claims that he is the only one to
know them and would not share them with close iradator extended family. For Ousmane, the
West African coasts have been entirely discoveredhb Senegalese fishermen dfrdm here
[Hann] to Conakry, [he] know[s] the names of evéishing placé. Ousmane mentions the fishing
place “Diarama”, which lies on the route to thetipand he explains the meaning of this name:

Diarama, it's a salendin Wolof], a boat cemetery. Diarama means “thank yg¢ui’

Peul] They called it “Diarama” because each time theytbere, and find lots of fish,

they say “Diarama”**’

Finally, in Guinean and Bissau-Guinean waterstetlae not such elders’ names for the
fishing places. So it seems that the farther thetlge more individualised the appropriation of the
sea space is. This is especially true in southextens. The Joal-based fishermen’s leader explains
that, as for borders, the geographical coordinhte® taken the function of names for these new
remote fishing places:

There are GPS positiorjis.] | mean, instead of thinking in terms of fishingqas, fish
habitat, etc., there are only positions. | say, éxample, | want to go to 10, or 20

degrees, these are positions. Then you can chosena, you register a position and
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put Juliette or Ahmed or Fatou. If you have a fdeand you really want him to get
some fish, you can give him the position, butighigery rare[...] sometimes you can

even have the same father, but not sharing a gosiipn[...] this is very raré?®

Conclusion

In conclusion, fishermen have produced a speeifiowledge using their language and
their own geographical and cultural referencespior@priate and “colonise” foreign spaces. This
pragmatic language involves specific navigatiomiégues and words, a genuine representation of
borders and the limits of forbidden spaces, andctkation of specific names for fishing places.
Whether in Mauritania, Guinea-Bissau or Guinea,e§afese fishers organise the sea space and
rationalise their mobility according to their ecomo needs and opportunities, marine resources
and environmental constraints, personal interears] historical claims or administrative
requirements. In Mauritania, the naming practicewehstrengthened fishermen’s feeling of
belonging and legitimated their illegal fishingpsito forbidden spaces. Because they have named
these places, they consider they have some rigleixpboit them independently of the foreign
legislation.

The geography of Mauritanian spaces slightly waftrem fishermen’s social construction
of southern waters. In Mauritania, this appropoiatis older, and carries a heavy historical weight.
Names are more ancient and fishermen tend to mmrélse border with emotion and personal
involvement, leading them to romanticise their nighiOn the scale of the fishermen, there is not
such a history with Guinean and Bissau-Guinean caifitks. | have shown that the neutral
dimension of fishermen’s mobility in these watessnibticeable in the way fishermen represent
borders and maritime limits within these countrigishing expeditions in southern waters are more
reflective of individualistic practices based omaional organisation of mobility. Foreign marine
spaces are spaces for power struggles about ataienghe exploitation of fish resources, personal
enrichment, self-achievement and acquiring skiksd for local and practical knowledge

production. Whether fishermen unfold their mobilag a contesting tactic towards Mauritanian

148 Interview 50

176



fishing regulation or in order to make their invasnhts profitable, they rely on their practical
knowledge and at the same time produce knowleddgeat®/er meaning their mobility takes,
fishermen use this knowledge for the exercise @fggand the control of sea space.

Through these maritime mobility patterns, fishemnewve developed significant expertise
relating to the sea and navigation techniques. €kj®ertise has been a means of support that
encouraged the increase of boat migration to Eufapa Senegal in the mid-2000s. Fishermen
have played a significant role in the organisabbsuch journeys. This mobility pattern has given
the ocean the meaning of a bordering space givingss to Europe — in other words, to self-
achievement, professional opportunities and indég@ece, which West African maritime mobility

had so far been providing through multiple migratmatterns.
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Chapter 8 -
Risky Sea Crossings:

Irregular **° Migration to the Canary Islands

Between 2001 and 2010, more than 90,000 illeggtanis departed from West Africa and
reached the coasts of the Canary Islands (Ministiel Interior, 2011) after a perilous sea journey
across the Atlantic and with the hope of a betterih Europe. The West African maritime route to
Europe became the main path to Spain not long #feeR005 events of Ceuta and Melilla, when
an “assault” of irregular migrants to the fencesaunding the enclaves was strongly repressed by
the Moroccan and Spanish authorities (Carling, BQ@e Haas, 2007). These events led to the
organisation of new departure routes further sdinst, from Western Sahara and Mauritania, and
then from Senegal, from where Senegalese fishestamted to undertake these journeys. The
Senegalese fishermen involved in these journeys wither the long-distance fishermen who had
spread their fishing routes all over the ocean aodld use their navigation skills for these
maritime crossings or the local small-scale fistemnwho saw in these migration journeys a
strategy to cope with the decrease in fish ressurcéheir local waters.

In this chapter, | argue that through this mamtimobility pattern, fishermen have given a
new meaning to the sea. The ocean itself has beeobwrder space, a gate giving access to a
better life or — more dramatically — to death. Tdengers and risks involved in this maritime
crossing have given to the mobility of the fishemman emotional dimension and the values of
bravery and devotion to their community. The chaterossing the sea has embodied fishermen’s
strong commitment towards their families. The borfimction that fishermen give to the ocean
contrasts with the conception of borders that flected through European migration policy. As a

response to increasing migration flows to Europerofean states spread their border control

9n this study, | follow De Haas in his choice @ing the term “irregular migration” to designate status
of the migrants who transit through West Africa avttb sometimes reach Europe (De Haas, 2007). This
term is useful in that it reflects the migrantsaolying status regarding legal requirements and doies
reduce their identity to their illegal status.
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practices beyond their respective national wate@ugh externalisation and cooperation measures
with third countries. These distinct uses of tha being to light paradoxical responses to the
question of what borders really are and where ttrely lie, either for the fishers or for
policymakers.

This chapter first examines the connections betwiés maritime migration route to
Europe from Senegal and the regional backgroumdigifation patterns in West Africa, bringing to
the fore the multiple scales implied by the stutithes mobility trend. Second, the chapter explores
these maritime crossings from the perspectiveshef fishermen. Finally, | shed light on the
disillusion of the many fishers who failed to redelrope and/or were deported back to Senegal.
Because fishermen were emotionally and physicalyolved in these maritime crossings, their
failure and disillusion made them powerless andnerdble once they were back in their
community.

One has to bear in mind that although fishermenewbe main protagonists of these
journeys, they were not the only passengers ore theats. Fishermen represented around 38.2% of
the participants (Mbow & Bodian, 2008). Malian, Higan, Ghanaian and Guinean migrants
reached the Senegalese coasts as well and joiee®dahegalese would-be migrants in these
adventures. Needless to say, for the non-fisherBemegalese migrants, but also for the foreign
migrants who passed by Senegal, local scale fadtorisig their own migration projects had other
specificities, which this study does not cover. @ purpose of this thesis, | strictly focus oa th

experiences of the Senegalese fishermen.

1. Local crisis within a global background

When they aim to reach Europe, West African mitgdrave followed changing routes
since the end of the 1990s. They have crossed degsrts, seas and towns in Sub-Saharan Africa
and followed trajectories which were always adjdgie account for police controls and existing
opportunities and infrastructures. When these molate the willing migrants to Senegal, fishermen
seized the opportunity and started organising akoh@ part in maritime journeys to the Canary
Islands.
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Complex migration routes to Europe

The opportunities for legal migration to Europe&daonsiderably reduced since the 1990s,
which has encouraged Sub-Saharan migrants to fdlibevnative paths. West African migrants
started to take irregular migration routes to re&cinope when European visa procedures were
strengthened in the 1990s (Carling, 2007b; De H2888). The creation of passages to Europe
adjusted to Europe’s border controls at a globatlland occurred at a local level by the quick
reactions of local actors who temporarily becomeggters. Carling’s article from 2007 addresses
a precise description of the different migratiomutes leading Sub-Saharan migrants to Europe
from West Africa. From their countries of originjgrants mainly head to Agadez in Niger or Gao
in Mali, from where they go to Mauritania, Moroc@dgeria or Libya (2007b). The journeys of the
migrants are not smooth and uninterrupted advesitared it can take months or even years before
they reach a final destination. They usually sdttea while in transit in North African cities duc
as Kouffra in Libya or Tamanrasset in Algeria im@r to capitalise enough resources and wait for
an opportunity to reach Europe (Bredeloup & PIR205). In many cases they set off in boats and
attempt to cross the sea to reach either the igdhhdmpedusa, Malta, in the Mediterranean Sea,
southern Spain and the Balearic Islands, or theaalslands. Carling shows how the strait of
Gibraltar had long attracted African migrants sitice 1960s as this is where the distance which
separates the African continent and Europe ishbetast, although strong sea currents and intense
ship traffic make this crossing extremely risky.rli®g reports the many maritime routes around
the strait which smugglers took in order to avopdidish border agents and reach the other side of
the strait (Carling, 2007b). The number of migramiso crossed the strait increased at the
beginning of the 1990s in parallel with the stréegiing of Spanish migration policy and border
controls.

During that same period, migrants started to egh&enclaves of Ceuta and Melilla, where
they could apply for asylum or attempt to get tfarred to mainland Europe (Carling, 2007b: 24).
As a result of the growing number of irregular raigis attempting to get into the enclaves, borders
were reinforced with fences and extensive contdMhile many Sub-Saharan migrants attempted
to get into the enclaves by climbing the surrougdi@nces, many got shot or arrested and were
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deported by the local authorities. One of thesesdalis” was extensively covered by the
international media in 2005, and it seems that trad a deterrent effect on the prospective
migrants, whose smugglers soon started to lookldes controlled routes (De Haas, 2007;
Dinnwald, 2011; Pian, 2006).

In parallel to these routes, migrants starteditepWest Africa from Morocco and Western
Sahara, aiming to reach the Spanish archipelagbeofCanary Islands in the mid-1990s. While
arrivals increased, the Spanish authorities respriay using stronger and more sophisticated
controls in the form of the new system, SIVE (Siselntegrado de Vigilancia Exterior). This
technological surveillance system which the Spagsternment put in place in 1999 aims to
detect illegal maritime movements into Spanish vea{€arling & Herndndez-Carretero, 2011,
Carling, 2007a). Radar first covered the main @dasteas of southern Spain and were then
deployed around the Canary Islands. Migrants regctiie Canary Islands by sea — and who were
sometimes successfully intercepted by the SIVEmradsad arrived either on board small wooden
boats or had hidden themselves within large cahgesqCarling, 2007b). At the beginning of the
2000s, the routes to Europe got longer as theyestéurther south, from the surrounding area of
Nouadhibou in Mauritania, where dozens of migraetsbarked in small boats which local
fishermen drove to the Spanish archipelago oveeethdays. Until the beginning of 2006,
Nouadhibou was known by Sub-Saharan migrants aarsit city where they were expecting
opportunities for departures to arise. Choplin bathbard describe how the Mauritanian city has
progressively lost its transit function as a consege of the strengthening of border controls off
Mauritanian coasts (2008). It became almost imes$or the smugglers to leave the Mauritanian
coasts without being intercepted. Therefore, thedsaof migrants temporarily settled in
Nouadhibou, expecting that a maritime journey waw mnlikely, and progressively took part in
the local economy of the city.

As a result, the sea journeys started furtherhsdt@m Saint-Louis in Senegal, then from
Kayar, Dakar peninsula, Mbour, Joal, Casamance famally, Guinea-Bissau (Nyamnjoh, 2010).
In 2006 alone, a total of 31,678 irregular migrar¢ached the Canary Islands (Ministerio del
Interior, 2013). They were either deported bacth&r country of origin or transferred to mainland
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Spain — depending on the ongoing repatriation agee¢s with sending countries at the time and
the personal situation of the migrant. Most of tigrants arrived that year in the archipelago. The
flows progressively decreased after a series dtyeheasures — including externalised border
controls and Spain’s Plan Africa — succeeded irerdefy the migrants from undertaking the

journeys (Carling & Hernandez-Carretero, 2011).ektl the Spanish authorities reported 9,181
migrant arrivals in 2008 (Ministerio del Interia2009) and only 173 in 2012 (Ministerio del

Interior, 2013). The joint efforts of European manistates made possible the prevention of
migration flows, although they first had the effe€pushing the smugglers to consider longer and

riskier routes to avoid controls.

The externalisation of European border controls

Migration trajectories and Europe’s border corgrohnd migration policies are
interdependent. For Abdelmayek Sayad, immigratimhemigration are two sides of the same coin
(2004). In this sense, West African migration patteto Europe are shaped by European policies,
and vice versa. Migration policy measures were aipérthrough the externalisation of Europe’s
border controls and the multiplication of bilatemreements between sending and receiving
countries. As research has shown, the constantataapof migration movements was generated
by the externalisation and reinforcement of suchdéo controls (Audebert and Robin, 2009;
Lalhou, 2006; Whitol de Wenden, 2002; Bredeloup Bfidz, 2005; Haas, 2006). The Treaty of
Amsterdam of 1999 transferred migration managen@rihe European level. This transfer has
enabled member states to count on an intergovetamamework that protects their national
borders and ensures their internal security. Meratstes now commonly spread their police force
outside their own borders and externalise theirdéorcontrol by seeking support from
neighbouring states in order to anticipate migsatobovements.

On the European scale, management of migratioessand protection of borders seem to
go hand in hand. This translated into the creatiotihe European Agency for the Management of
Operational Cooperation at the External BorderthefMember States of the European Union —
more commonly known as Frontex. Frontex is a “diépided” external body which aims to
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support member states for the protection of thdiereal borders (Carrera, 2007). These European
measures reinforce Spain’s Plan Africa, which wi@e policy programme that largely focuses on
the prevention of irregular West African migratipatterns (Manzenado, Guzman, & Azkona,
2011). Operations such as Hera I, Il and Il wesvedoped from 2006 onwards in order to
strengthen Spain’s border controls capacities. 8iait Hera | the support mainly consisted of the
consultancy of experts from member states and sgrzbuntries, Hera Il and 1l also involved
bilateral agreements and technical cooperation sétiding countries (Carrera, 2007: 22). Through
this cooperation, European member states suchrasgBb Italy and Spain supplied 2 helicopters,
2 ships and around 10 patrol boats to Mauritanéme§al, the Gambia and Cape VerdeThis
cooperation mainly helped Senegal and Mauritanjgéwent boats’ irregular departures from their
shores. These countries both took part in the glamee of their coastal waters and legitimated the
presence of European patrols in their national msase that the coast guards could direct the
intercepted boats back to their countries of origfbiinnwald, 2011: 6). This externalisation
process has relieved European countries of theporesibility to take irregular migrants in. By
giving third countries the responsibility of aswigt Europe in the management of irregular
migration flows, these agreements patrticipate énekiternalisation of European borders (Audebert
and Robin, 2009; Vaughan-Williams, 2009).

The efforts deployed to struggle against Westoafni migration flows reflect the way in
which European member states have based theirctesparational migration policies on the
perception of immigrants as threats. For instaicentex’'s operations developed according to
“risk analyses and threats assessments” (Carr€@:2L4). In this sense, the strengthening of
migration controls seems to be the direct resulthef construction of fears, threats and danger
(Bigo, 2000; Hartmann, Subramaniam, & Zerner, 2008 which society and the population
must be isolated and secured. The constructioeassftranslates into immigration being depicted
as a security threat in Western countries ovelastefew decades (Bigo, Carrera, Guild, & Walker,
2008; Hartmann et al., 2005; Van Houtum et al.,52208s Bigo puts it, the figure of the migrant

has been turned into a socially created threatotoety: “we need to understand the social

10 BBC News, 2006
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construction of fears. And why they are now conireggon the figure of the migrant, as the key
point inside a continuum of threats” (2000 : 174).

These powerful fears are deeply rooted withinetgcand have given border controls the
functions of dividing individuals into categorieadaqualifying flows of populations according to
their origins. To contemporaneous scholars of brstde seems that the traditional understanding
of a border as a territorial limit whose main refar object is space is not accurate and cannot
reflect the contemporary complexity of Europeandeos (Bigo, 2000; Vaughan-Williams, 2008;
Walker, 2000). Borders are, rather, characterigethéir biological dividing function that operates
through certain kinds of territorialised materiation. Therefore, the externalisation of European
border controls reflects this shift in the meanargl locations of European borders that has been
questioned in the literature (Vaughan-Williams, 0Bigo, 2000: 185).

These considerations distance themselves strikingi the perspectives and experiences
gathered on the field among Senegalese fishermbiie\éh one hand, European policymakers and
media assimilate migration to danger, fears, thmadtthe “invasion” (De Haas, 2007), on the other
hand, from the migrants’ points of view, the jowrne Europe appears as a positive — though risky

— perspective that will make a better life tangible

Discussing the origins of boat migration from Seal¢g Europe

Maritime migration from Senegal to Europe is algghenomenon which greatly involves
the fishermen and responds to a national, regiandl global background. Sea migration to the
Canary Islands became an interesting opportunity tie fishermen, as, on one hand, the
organisation of the journey appeared to be muchenpoofitable than fishing and, on the other
hand, for the successful migrants, it would provideg-term job opportunities in Europe
(Nyamnjoh, 2010). There is a debate on the way bagtation started in Senegal. Sall and
Morand situate the first departures from SenegaDi@2 and argue that it was first smugglers — and
not artisanal fishers — who proposed that migrariass the ocean from Saint-Louis beaches, in the
extreme north of Senegal, as a result of the dfnenghg of sea controls in Morocco and
Mauritania (Sall & Morand, 2008). However, narragvgathered in the field instead involve
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fishermen as the first instigators of these rousshey were already using their wooden canoes to
reach remote places, navigating in a well-knowniremvnent for days and relying on traditional
skills. Moreover, Sall and Morand find the origifi the maritime migration from Senegal to
Europe in the dynamism of the fishing sector rathan in its decline. For them, this dynamism is
reflected through the exponential growth of thenifig sector since the 1950s (chapter 4). The
authors argue that the Senegalese economy thetefoled towards the sea, which made coastal
areas a step towards temporary settlement and-tenortenrichment, before migrating to Europe
(Sall & Morand, 2008). International fishing migats, the use of new technologies and the
development of navigation skills are other signghi$ dynamism. This dynamism constituted a
favourable background for boat migration to the &gnrslands, allowing highly qualified captains
to sail boats throughout the Atlantic. Sall and Mtal's hypothesis contradicts Nyamnjoh's
argument, which emphasises the sectoral crisis laok of resources as the main factors
responsible for Senegalese fishermen’s migratioEumpe. Nyamnjoh also suggests that these
migration routes are the expression of a growinglteof the fishing communities, expressing
anger both against the weak involvement of the gowent in artisanal fishing and against the
archaism of their traditional community system @Nynjoh, 2010: 50).

Nevertheless, because different kinds of fishermere involved in boat migration from
Senegal to Spain, neither of these arguments angathuexclusive. The role fishermen took in the
development of the migration routes to the Cansignds greatly varied according to their socio-
economic position. The organisation of boat migiratbenefited from the dynamism of the fishing
sector through the involvement of highly skilledhiermen. Most of them had been navigating
throughout West Africa for years and had been &blguickly adjust their activities according to
the evolution of the fishing sector. Their famiiigiwith the maritime environment enabled them to
consider these long sea trips and gave them a m@in the development of the West African
irregular migration routes to the Canary IslanBg. contrast, the local fishermen who embarked in
these boats and paid for the trips were sufferioghfa lack of perspective and resources. They
mainly took part in these journeys in order to cemgate for the decline in the profits earned from
fishing activities. These willing migrants were lgidish workers, net fishers or local-scale line-
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fishers who were suffering from the fishing crisis an everyday basis and were unable to earn a
decent living from fishing. In other words, the lhiig skilled captains who were sailing the boats
were reminiscent of the figure of the “sailor-fistmen” identified by Cormier-Salem (1995),
whereas the “peasant-fishermen” would fill a greait of these boats, being less active than the
captains. Though the socio-economic conditionserkff for each of these actors, both categories
of fishers shared the similar objectives of sattiim Europe, finding a job and sending remittances
to their families.

As an example, Ousmane is a young Dakar-born daeaer and captain fisherman who
has been organising fishing expeditions to Guineh @Guinea-Bissau since 2001 (chapter 7). In
2006, following the example of his 4 brothers, &eruited 75 people and hired 4 captains to assist
him in navigating to the Canary Islands. Apart frtme captains, the migrants on board all paid
him XOF 400,000 (£500). They went up to Morocca, &sithey were fleeing a violent storm, the
crew decided to come back to Senegalese watersewliney were arrested by the Senegalese navy
and tried in Senegal for having smuggled migra@issmane and his crew received a conditional
sentence of 2 years. Ousmane claims that befor@nisigg this trip, he was satisfied with his
financial situation, attesting that he was ableawee up to XOF 11 million (£13,760) a year thanks
to what he was earning from fishing. Though he waa comfortable financial situation at that
time, he decided to organise that journey mainlyabee, he saidWe saw that everybody was
leaving so we decided to leave as wéll’He wanted to follow his 4 brothers who had left fo
Europe by boat and was convinced that “in Europa gould easily make a living there”.
Ousmane embodies this category of fishermen whd @avantage of their socio-economic
position to organise a migration journey to the &grislands very well. He had the skills and the
experience of navigation, gear and capital suchhbaould safely invest in these trips. He seized
an opportunity and provided a “service” to the peagive migrants. De Haas suggests that instead
of seeing the organisers of irregular migratiorsamigglers trafficking human beings, we should
instead focus on the “high level of interdependemegveen migrants and smugglers” and better

understand this process as a service providedebgrttugglers rather than as trafficking (De Haas,
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2007: 25). The local Senegalese fishermen turniedsimugglers for a limited period of time and
responded to the high demands of prospective Shhr&a migrants willing to reach Europe. The
growing demand for Senegalese fishermen and looaldsbe migrants to embark in those boats
generated a rational organisation of the trips. &tmeriences of the returned migrants tell us about
their strategies and tactics to circumvent poliaggls’ controls and on the rational dimension of

boat migration.

2. Meaningful adventures

Boat migration from Senegal to Spain involved mptex combination of rational and less
rational elements. The “marine culture” (Sall, 2P0 the fishermen has influenced the
organisation of boat migration. This marine cultumeolves great expertise concerning the sea, the
ability to manage sea-mobility-related financialveastments and long-standing habits of
circumventing state regulation practices at seaisTthe organisation of boat migration relied on
this knowledge or marine culture. Overall, fishenrare flexible; they have proved that they can
adjust their habits to changing marine environmeant$ constraints. Furthermore, the obsession of
many local fishers about migrating to Europe wasivdng force for the conveyors organising such
trips. The fishermen were emotionally involved heit migration project and invested all their

expectations in these sea crossings.

Boat migration and lucrative businesses

In Senegalese fishing villages, boat migrationgpeesively emerged as a sophisticated
local economy based on potentially lucrative inmesits and on a strict hierarchy of land and sea-
based actors fulfilling specific tasks. The conuwsyof the journeys were former or active
fishermen, land-based boat owners and/or fish tsadleough they did not always take part in the
journeys, like Ousmane. Conveyors hired what Nyammalls “middlemen” (2010: 36) to assist
them in recruiting prospective migrants. These teiohgén were generally local fishermen willing
to migrate as well. They were exempted from payorgtheir seat and took part in specific tasks
aboard. Conveyors either provided one of their dwats and engines — either an ice-box or a
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purse seine canoe — or constructed a purposedbodt. On average, a hundred passengers
embarked in one of these large canoes. As for thsigince fishing trips, the conveyors had to deal
with logistics and hire crew members. Despite ibaiicant logistics-related expenses (on average
XOF 12 million — £15,000), conveyors generally maignificant net profits, which Nyamnjoh
estimated at around XOF 40 million (£50,000) for extreme sea journey involving 170
passengers (Nyamnjoh, 2010: 36). Migrants paidurato XOF 400,000 (£500) to XOF
800,000 (£1,000) to get a “seat” on board and fad water for around seven days of navigation
from the Senegalese coasts — depending on thetdieppoint. Although the fishermen made their
own decision to leave, they were greatly encourdpyetheir relatives and the ongoing excitement
about these new migration opportunities. Family toers, friends, boat owners or the fisherman
himself paid for the journey.

Most of the time, the organisation of these seassings involved important family
businesses relying on community networks and ooahrounication. In Hann, Idrissa’s family
includes a returned migrant, a retired migrantdigian, a fisherman who organised irregular sea
journeys to Spain, and three emigrated fishermandiin Spain and their respective Dakar-based
wives. Those three emigrated fishermen are théérstof Idrissa and, before leaving, they used to
navigate in distant waters. They went to Europsédzyin 2006:

My three brothers left, before me, in 2006. Théywéh different pirogues. It's been
a while ... The elder one was with my dad; theylusdish in Guinea, Mauritania and
so forth, and the other one used to fish around Wlend Joal. One of my elder
brothers was with a boat owner. He was the one wétothe prices, but he didn't
finance it[...] this was the job of the boat owner. When theyr@fttwo elder brothers
didn’t pay for anything, except that one of themeyan engine to the boat owner. The
other brother sent more than ten pirogues and edianéot of money with this. But he

has never left. He was looking for captains, creemberg...] He used to be an ice-
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box fisherman; he is Guet Ndarian. He's forty yeald. He works in Dakar, has got
three wives, one in Saint-Louis and the other adoere>?

The economic position of Idrissa’s father and elt®ther provided an ideal situation for
them to invest in the boat migration business. Whele family’s organisation has long been based
on international maritime mobility, and Idrissa urally refers to his father's successful
background in fishing:

Each weekend, Hhis father]used to have contracts with white people. He héat a
of white friends. He used to earn lots of monew fidthing. As soon as he got money,
he got four or five ice-box canoes, and lots of Isfighing boat; he had six to seven
small fishing boat$>®

Idrissa’s father bought a pirogue with the ainoafanising a migration journey to Europe,
but he eventually changed his mind about doinglitwas very likely that he would get a lot of
people but he said that money is not the most itapbthing; Idrissa says. It seems that when
these journeys were organised by wealthy actorswdre external to the fishing community, they
tended to pay less attention to the quality of hbat and engines and to the skills of the crew
members they hired. In these cases, mobility wpeaially driven by the power relations at stake
on land and organised by actors who either heldtadapr knowledge, or both. Fishermen’s
narratives emphasise the connections between thegmwered land-based actors and hired
fishermen. It was said that “experienced fishermgaherally did not insist on leaving if the
weather conditions were too risky, whereas thes"Iskilled” captains were often accused of
“forcing” the trip despite storms or problems octwy on the boat. As explained by Alassane, a
migrant- fisherman who took part in a boat trigetarope in 2006:

| was in Saint-Louis, and a friend of mine who laabloat ready to go to Spain asked
me to help him. There were 70 of us on the boatlaeid were 10 captains, | was the
only one from Yoff. There are people who take atdggnand earn money from these

trips despite them not knowing anything about &, $ut they take advantage, they

152 Interview 57
153 Interview 57

189



stay in Senegal and pocket the money. Those frant-ISauis, it's different; they
know the sea very well. They don't risk their lifethere is a storm they come back.
The others force it and it is a catastropfié.

Fishermen developed a series of appropriatiortitsicin relation to the maritime space
which turned the ocean into a border space — insémse of De Certeau’s notion (De Certeau,
1984). As they had been doing at the Mauritaniandrtand or in remote southern waters in West
Africa (chapter 5), fishermen have been using tadb elude border controls and find their way to
Spain. These tactics rely on practical knowledge iaxolve a series of practices reflected through

their know-how of the maritime environment andgilus and “naming” practices.

Appropriation tactics: risks and limits

On their route to the Canary Islands, fishermeauonvented European and West African
states’ control practices that aimed to preverteder maritime migration flows. These strategies to
elude controls involved greater risks, which thehérmen nevertheless considered to be
worthwhile taking. These tactics first involved @asting the departure point according to police
patrols. Boats first left from Saint-Louis, on therthern coast of Senegal. Between 2004 and 2008,
departure points progressively moved further sautille controls were getting stronger. Boats left
from Kayar, Dakar, Mbour and the Gambia and findilyn Casamance. The further south the
departure point, the longer — and thus riskiere-jturney was. Rather than confronting patrols at
sea, they avoided them and took detours, doing liest to remain invisible. Boats secretly left the
coasts at night and crews were aware of the Sesmmglolice patrols’ schedules. Fishermen
reported that conveyors sometimes had useful cdionscwith local Senegalese policemen.
Conveyors used to pay bribes so that they couldclathe boat without getting arrested. Once off
the coasts, crew members were following a pre-anogned route on their GPS device which the
conveyors had previously bought from other conveywrwell-informed actors. Captains managed
to take routes to the Canary Islands, which weref@ugh from the coasts so that they could stay

invisible. They initially headed to the west, antte in international waters, they could more easily
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escape controls and reach the Canary Isl&fidEhe motorised wooden canoes were not easily
detectable by radar and satellite systems. Howeween they got lost in Spanish waters, ran out of
fuel or had a mechanical breakdown, as in the cb&ustapha, they did everything to be seen by
border patrols so that they could be rescued. Nhstés a fisherman from Kayar who travelled to
Zinguinchor from the southern region of Casamanc8dptember 2008° With 171 other people
aboard, they spent 11 days at sea. When boatste@égeom Casamance, risks increased as they
had to cross a far bigger distance to reach theu@aslands than when leaving from northern
areas of Senegal. Mustapha’s crew had a mechamighlem not far away from the archipelago
and were found by the Spanish navy, who broughntte Hierro Island in the Canaries, where
they spent several weeks in camps before beingrizigal.

Another example demonstrates how the strategie®lajmed by the captains led to
situations that seriously affected crews and thassengers. In 2007, the International Organisation
for Migration’s Dakar-based team took in 89 migeawhose boat had nearly sunk off Mauritania
and who were rescued by a Spanish fishing shipn@Beiart of this IOM team, | conducted
interviews among these migrants who got lost atasehhad spent 28 days drifting aimlessly after
having departed from Casamance. The captain amdrommbers started to get lost in international
waters when their GPS device broke down. They tdarobfuel after a few days of navigation but
were able to survive with the food and water suggpthat were left, although 10 of the passengers
died during the crossing. Most of the migrants exeffl from hallucinations as a result of a lack of
quality sleep, food and drinkable water; the exgee turned out to be a nightmare which
traumatised the migrants. Only a third of the pagses were fishermen used to navigating in local
Senegalese waters. Their navigation experiencetigélem to cope with the terrible conditions of
their journeys as they were lost at sea.

Staying invisible has been a recurrent strategyha deployment of illegal migration
routes. These strategies were strengthened bypthweers” of the marabouts, who had central roles

in the spiritual preparation for the sea trip todpe. Some migrants stated that thanks to the many
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talismans located in several parts of the boaty there able to become “invisible” and escape
police checks?’ Sophie Bava stresses the complex relation linkjigtuality, migration and the
influence of the marabout on Healibé (disciples)’s mobility: “the marabout works asrteaterial
and religious comprehensive insurance’ [Salem, 1981Bava 2003] helping hisaalibé by
providing them with Baraka, advices to live in Franand blessing$® (Bava, 2003). For the
mystic work performed, marabouts in charge of thgisegues easily earned XOF 1 million, which
is an appreciable share of the comprehensive budgée trip. The marabout’s decision was the
last step of the planning of the trip, as conveymser launched a boat without their spiritual
blessings. These strategies rely on fishermen’stipe knowledge and are reminiscent of their
fishing mobility experiences in Senegal waters &eglond. The local fishermen who were not
involved in the preparation of the journeys and/dabk part in the sea crossings proved to be less

organised, although their familiarity with the seade Europe feel closer to them.

Getting familiar with the ocean and the spaces beyibe sea

None of the fishermen | interviewed ever attemgtedpply for a visa to get legal access
to Europe. Local fishermen generally said that thag heard how difficult it is to be issued with a
visa and did not even consider this possibilitye inoximity to the ocean and the maritime habits
of the fishermen somehow made their choice ea&idrough they would never cross the desert or
apply for a visa, they would definitely cross tlea $o reach the Canaries. For them, Spain became
closer, and the ocean took on a new function. Hoegetimes tried several times to cross the sea
and eventually gave up after several unsuccesteinpts. Indeed, going to the Canary Islands
became an intense obsession, and nothing seemestfpbenough to deter them from leaving.
When covering the news related to boat migratioenegalese media often used the slang
expression “mbeuk mi” in reference to the sheeplihenps obsessively into its fendésCrossing
the sea was, too, the most affordable means ahgdtt Europe and the most direct route from

West Africa. Those who were used to fishing evay dt sea did not consider this adventure to be
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frightening and perilous. When boats started todefiom Senegal, the sea journey raised great
expectations. Europe eventually got closer, unseemed as if it was just beyond the sea. The sea
space suddenly provided new resources to be takeantage of. Now that the marine grounds had
been emptied, its surface became a meaningful matreach Spain. In addition, the whole
background of European border controls’ move aedrésulting shift of migration routes brought
the European doors closer to these prospectiveantigyr Thus, because fishermen were familiar
with the sea, Europe became more concretely rebehab
There is an absolute contrast between the ratipradlthe organisation of the trips by the

conveyors and the immediacy and unpreparednedseoiilling migrants’ decisions to cross the
sea. That particular behaviour is related to thenging function of the sea and the maritime habits
of the fishers. Fishermen seemed to take the decisileave for Spain as if they were deciding to
leave for a fishing trip. Two striking examples returned migrants help understand this point.
First, there is Mohamed, a young fisherman andin@aofessional football player who attempted
to leave in 2007. What he was expecting from therney’s conveyor was a signal, a phone call
which would inform him that the crew was ready ¢ave as soon as possible. He received that
phone call while he was at his football traininge Hhmediately reached the crew on the beach
without letting anyone around him know that he ved®ut to leave. He was only wearing his
training clothes, as he had not even passed Wyohise. Idrissa told another astonishing story.
When he took his decision to leave, he was studgingpome. All of a sudden, he made all
necessary preparations to leave his village andgsciiee ocean when he heard the rumour that a
boat was about to leave:

It was the 28th of October 2006; | remember it vegll. It was on a Sunday. | had an

assignment in geography; | was studying somethibgut the inequalities in

development. All my older brothers had left, all mgnds; all had left by sea and

gone to the Canary Islands. | didn't pay anythih§prced my way. The pirogue was

over there[he points towards the sea, next to the shofegy were trying to put

everything in place. We got told; we ran over ardahed them. They said, “No, it's

an ice-box canoe, we're going to work,” and we sdifell, we're going to work as

193



well,” and we imposed ourselves on them. They aaiptaccepted us on board the
boat because they didn't want us to denounce themhe same night, there were
almost 80 people aboard.. | had no more hope; our right to education hadrbee
mortgaged; | no longer knew what to do. | wantedldave to go abroad, but
unfortunately | failed®
The people who were preparing the boat for a jeyito the Canary Islands first pretended
that they were about to go for a fishing expeditiloiissa knew this was not true and threatened
that he would call the police if they did not tdken and his friends aboard. The argument he put to
them is very symbolic: “We’re going to work as wadlhplies that no matter whether they were
leaving to go fishing or to go to Europe, embarkimghese boats remains synonymous with work.
These two stories reflect how Europe became a& gitece which could be reachable like
any local fishing place. In both cases, the migraalked about how rough the journey was, how
cold and uncomfortable it was and how afraid theyrenin the boat. They did not expect these
huge waves and violent storms to shake the bostich an impressive way. They did not expect
either that spending seven days with nearly a lethgeople — many of whom were not used to
navigating at all — would be so long and rough.yliwere clearly underprepared for such journeys,
although they knew the sea because they had bd&eerriien for a while. But because they heard
that some relatives had succeeded in this advenhey attempted it as well. This unpreparedness
of the local migrants is clearly distinct from tfagional dimension of the organisation of the whole
journey. These narratives demonstrate that fishernwere investing more than their personal or
family savings in these adventures. Their suddesisitgn and unpreparedness reflect a strong
physical and emotional commitment that seems te thiem enough strength to cross the ocean. It
is their obsession and personal involvement that ¢fae ocean the meaning of being a wide border
space to cross.
Finally, the appropriation of the oceanic bordasce is revealed through specific language
practices as well. The phenomenon of irregular atign was often phrased as “Barca or Barsakh”

meaning “Barcelona or the Beyond” (see Bouilly 200&is expression combines the spiritual and

180 nterview 59

194



cultural value of the migration journey and congdite ocean either into a pathway to Europe —
better nicknamed as Barga, in reference to theb&dlotlub of Barcelona— or, more tragically, to
the Beyond. There is a strong symbolism in thisresgion, as, in three words, Senegalese people
had powerfully summarised the sea journey to Eurdpese words can be interpreted in many
different ways. Barca is not simply Barcelona. Téxpression crystallises the many hopes of a
number of prospective migrants who had in mindsilecessful expatriation of Senegalese football
players to Europe. It reflects as well a processpgropriation of the Spanish city through oral
language practices. Similarly, Madrid was naturallgknamed “Real” or “Real Madrid”, as in
Idrissa’s comments on his brother’'s emigration:

Two of them live together, and the other one leleswhere. One is in Barcelona, and

the others are in Real Madri§*

This naming practice is reminiscent of the waydisnen have been giving personalised
names to their fishing places throughout the oc&aese nicknames seem to be a way to bring
these distant spaces closer and make them mordafiaioi the prospective migrants. With this
journey, there were two possibilities. Reachingg@ar meaning succeeding in Spain at least as
well as the soccer players — or dying. Death wdaglceither concrete, and involve drowning into
the sea, or more symbolic, in that migrants woaltl dr not even attempt to leave Senegal. This
“social death” was formulated by De Latour in adstwn Ivorian migrants whose migration
projects failed (E. De Latour, 2003: 188). The raltgive, “Barsakh”, adds a spiritual value to the
journey and participated in its mystification armnanticisation. This spiritual dimension helped
the migrants to get mentally prepared for an aat#ptdeath as well — although their death would
not depend on them but rather on their destiny@od's choice.

With these migration routes to Europe, mobilityattgies relied on the combination of
spirituality, knowledge and experience at sea. Bhgg were empowered by the prayers, advice and
mystic objects provided by their spiritual leadé€dsice they eventually reached the Spanish coasts,
they felt they had succeeded and had survived tritime experience. They did not expect to be

repatriated straight away to Senegal.
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Disillusioning returning experiences

When they reached the Canary coastline after gasfrent one week at sea, migrants all
felt relieved. Instead of trying to hide themsehaasl looking for a convenient place to secretly
land, they openly looked for assistance. They veqmecting to eat and sleep and had the feeling
that the worst was over. They became visible duthéomedia coverage. When they arrived in
Spanish waters, migrants were taken in either byidbal authorities or by the Spanish Red Cross.
However, after some identification processes affidialf procedures, the Spanish authorities sent
them to detention camps, where their case woulddreed out within the next 40 days. After
agreements had been signed between Senegal amdis{september 2006, Senegalese nationals
were systematically repatriated. Neverthelesspatih they were aware of their likely repatriation,
they believed there was still a chance to be aedejot Europe — that their fate would decide for
them.

Once in the Canary Islands’ camps, migrants fahethselves in a temporary closed space
where they had suddenly been imprisoned after bgafitat been received as victims. In camps,

they reported they “were treated like slaves” argsl’*®?

Most respondents stated that after almost
40 days in camps, they still did not know whethezytwould be released in Spain or sent back to
Senegal. They occasionally found out that they virmieg deported back to Senegal, only once
they were boarding the plane, handcuffed and snded by two policemen; or, in the worst case,
while landing in Dakar. Mustapha reports:

We stayed in the camps until the 18th of Octolves, days before our repatriation.

We were not allowed to get out. The 19th, veryyednky took us out of the cell; there

were 100 people in the cells. They made us lineMypbrother was in the opposite

cell. I wanted to be with him but | was behind e row. They tied our hands with

nylon thread. We were brought to the airport and tews of policemen were facing

the stairs. There, | knew. If we were separatekindw we were leaving. We were

divided into two groups: one for Malaga and theestfor Madrid, but just before we

left, we heard we were going back home. Each ofjatsinto the plane with a
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policeman. After 20 minutes of flight, they cut dlread. Before we arrived, the
captain announced we were about to land in Saintit.orhen each of us received 50
euros from the Spanish governm#ht.

The camp plays the role of a border, as this isr/lihe regulation process has stopped
migrants’ mobility. According to Simon Turner's dysis of a refugee camp in north-western
Tanzania, “apart from being a place of ‘no longére camp is also a place of ‘not yet™ (Turner,
2005: 333).This space is “suspended” and holdsrilgeants for a determined period of time after
a rough sea trip and before a reachable life iroir Their imminent repatriation to Senegal is
kept secret until the last moment by the autharitre order to maintain order and security and
avoid protests. The camp embodies here an extsumaéillance structure in which information
and movements are carefully controlled. A bordsra producer of space, “can be understood as a
permanent state of exception” (Salter, 2006: 18Bgrants’ lack of awareness of migration rules
makes them vulnerable and exposes them to posdilises within the strictly organised camp
structure. Their criminalisation gives the authestof the camp a legitimacy to exercise power in
the name of security. Being criminals for havingnsgressed the law, the migrants represent a
threat to security. Keeping them uninformed in otdeminimise the threat they represent becomes
a legitimate strategy that justifies these prastice

When Senegal signed readmission agreements wiin $p 2006, other West African
countries had still not accepted the repatriatibtheir citizens who had illegally migrated to the
Canary Islands. Senegalese migrants therefore alicumderstand why they were sent back to
Senegal whereas migrants of other nationalitiesdceventually go to Spain. Moussa, a returned
migrant | met in Kayar in 2011, explained that tlesre told by the Spanish police:

During these 40 days, you can be free and go tdSgemnish territory. But if during
these 40 days, your president, your governmentdsemu, you will return to

Senegal®[In fact, to be more exact, it is not “during” fgrtlays, but rather ‘after’.]
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They identify their repatriation as a decision tlame from the Senegalese state. This
interpretation was reinforced by the presence ak§alese policemen who were sent to the Canary
Islands in order to identify their compatriots iase they pretended they were not Senegalese.

While migrants had crossed the sea and felt retido safely reach the Spanish shore, they
faced the disillusion of their arrest and suddda$t all control of their personal situation, fugur
and expectations. Their repatriation was perceigdmany of them as a failure, which was
morally and physically “too hard to handfé®. They felt dispossessed of their own future and
betrayed by their own government, and could hairdggine how they would be able to face their
family, who counted on them. What is striking ishiermen’s narratives is the way they apprehend
the Senegalese state’s practices with their owimfgeand emotions. Their personal interpretation
translates into a lack of comprehension and ardistéowards Senegal state’s decisions.

Once back, most of the migrants had no choicerothan going back to fishing.
Moustapha had to contract debts and borrow fisgaay from his uncle to go back to sea in Kayar.
He benefited from navigation training in Saint-Ledhrough an international NGO programme.
Generally, returnees often complained of being msltbof being deported back to Senegal. They
were not ashamed of having crossed the bordeglliegut rather of having failed their migration
projects and of having been unable to satisfy tfaily’s expectation and financial investment.
At the beginning, this migration strategy was piteg as a last chance to go to Europe and the
courage of the would-be migrants was greatly cekelr They were brave would-be migrants,
willing to sacrifice themselves for their family.elBg a returnee in Senegal was perceived as a
shameful moral failure which migrants could harsilgind, rather than as a condemnable act in that
they had broken the law. Some of them became styialepressed and traumatised by these
forced returns and were sometimes unable to speaknbnths. Anaik Pian stresses how the
repatriation of the Senegalese migrants was ofeznepred as a “rupture” in their life and their
migration projects (Pian, 2006: 88). Returned mmitgahad been both psychologically and

physically marked and needed time to rebuild thévesgPian, 2006).
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Returned migrants created organisations in thd aféected parts of the country and tried
to form a national network. In the fishing villageéKayar, almost 500 migrants registered with the
local organisation. When he came back from the Gastands, Moussa did not want to go back to
fishing and decided to take part in the local nedgr organisation. He proposed creating alternative
projects of selling cosmetics in his village. Retg organisations embody migrant fishermen’s
European border experiences and give temporarglseciognition and psychological support. The
inability of the Senegalese government to propds=ratives after these massive repatriation
movements encouraged the returned migrants toectease independent organisations (Marx,
2008). The status of migrants has changed as thgmmisations give them the visibility and
legitimacy they had lost during the repatriatioroqass or camp experiences. They are also a
response to the weak state response they had be&orted with on their arrival. In July 2006,
with the aim of settling a young rural populatiordgreventing irregular migration, the Senegalese
government launched the agriculture developmengrprome “REVA plan®® (IPAR, 2006).
Senegalese fishing villages were the places mésttatl by irregular migration to Europe. In the
surroundings of Dakar, the villages of Thiaroye,nhlaand Yoff suffered the loss of several
hundred fishers who attempted to reach the Camstagds by sea. By fostering the development of
agriculture as a response to these maritime movemerich mainly involved fishermen, the
Senegalese government was greatly criticised fer ldtck of pragmatism by the fishing
communities. Respondents ironically reframe the enash the REVA plan asc'est du révé

(literally, “it's a dream”).

Conclusion

This chapter has highlighted the power—knowleddgtions at stake in the organisation of
irregular migration from Senegal to Europe. A fewt prust in the reputed knowledge of others,
others held capital and invested in boat migratiang some individuals used their practical
knowledge to avoid controls. These movements iradlgither vulnerable or empowered actors,

experienced but illiterate fishers, and unskilled @oor prospective migrants. The narratives of the
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fishermen have demonstrated how they gave the e the function of a border space giving
access to Europe. On the routes of fishermen, tearohad at first taken on the meaning of a
frontier through their constant efforts to pushtgbdimits away and access more resources. When
fishermen decided to convert themselves into coongeeyand use their boats in order to carry
African migrants to the Canary Islands, the océselfihad been changed into a wide border space
giving access to Europe. Fishermen have shapedlihisging geography of the ocean by using
similar strategies, appropriation practices antéidado those that they had been developing over
time throughout their maritime mobility in Senegald beyond borders. This genuine geography of
the sea entails both a rational and an emotionptedyension of the ocean and challenges the
border practices of European and West African staterough maritime military operations, the
sea has been used as a bordering surface on Wkishates involved in migration prevention could
exercise their sovereignty and unfold border pcasti while for the fishermen, the ocean was
playing the role of a gateway to Europe.

The way the migration experience has empoweredithermen among their community
by giving much more significance to their absersciither explored in chapter 9. | will show how
the commitment of these individuals to their comityis paradoxically balanced by their own
perspectives of self-emancipation provided by thiebility. This last chapter introduces a
reflection on the gendered construction of fisharmespaces and mobility and explores the
tensions at stake between the intimate and limplede of the household and the spaces lying

behind the open oceanic space.
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Chapter 9
Places in Tension:

Meaningful Absences and Gendered Mobilities

The absences of the mobile fishermen have affatiedrganisation of their land-based
community. In the case of long-distance fishing naifipn in West Africa, fishermen spend most of
the year at sea with regular returns home, whitetfe many fishermen who settled in Europe for
several years, in the best cases they sporadicathe back to Senegal for holidays — when they
obtain legal status, at least. In any case, fisearmmcreasingly tend to be absent from their
community. Their longer absence, either at sear durope, has taken the value of courage and
become synonymous with hard work and remittanceshi® land-based women. Far from being
weakened by this absence, the role fishermen hayeg among their family has become crucial.
Men’s long absences have had an impact on the iyobfl their wives, daughters and mothers,
whose everyday experience of spaces and placetakas new shapes and values. Leaving has
therefore been assimilated to a greater autonontdy arpossibility for self-affirmation and
emancipation: the distance and absence generatdtiebynigration paradoxically enabled the
fishermen to recover control over their life andntounity. This chapter explores the tensions
between the narrow, intimate place of fishermewsdeholds and the external spaces to which the
household is connected. These external spaceleaceéan and the places to which it gives access.
Although their respective geographical natures eppihe household and these external spaces,
both types of space interact together and influeare reflect each other. These external spaces,
which are mostly known and practised by men, aeeasgral as the intimate “feminine” home.

Senegalese fishermen’s families construct theimarcy on ambiguous power—knowledge
relations. Each actor, whether mobile or immobilas control over its own field of information
and one sphere hardly interacts with the othersedins that whether on the unlimited ocean space
and beyond or in the narrow household place, th@rsamvolved in male mobility negotiate their

freedom of movement according to their own skjpigssibilities and socio-cultural limits. As with
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De Certeau’s walkers, women and men develop spetzifitics to appropriate a superior order,
which is embodied here by the oppressive commusitstem and the traditional gendered
distribution of social functions and geographicnies. | argue that individuals, both males and
females, negotiate practices of emancipation arlffaseomplishment by circumventing or
adjusting to this traditional structure. For mdms ttranslates into mobility and absence, whereas
women seek to mediate power through male mobility.

This chapter first explores the gendered consomadf spaces around which male and
female members of fishermen’'s communities progmssxy day. | then examine the tensions
existing between these spaces from the perspecfifishermen’s households and through the
narratives of the household-based actors who deetafl by the mobility of others. Finally, the
chapter deciphers the relationship between polyganadymobility. While male mobility certainly
encourages polygamy and strengthens gendered soostructions, it also provides the fishermen

with the means to escape the tensions generatpdiyoyamy practices.

1. Gendered geographies
The organisation of spaces develops accordingag@éndered division of social functions

in Senegalese fishing societies. Male mobility basngthened these existing geographical and
socially gendered constructions. These construstipmogress in tension between a traditional
community system and the perspectives of self-eijpahon and individualisation made
achievable through male mobility. The way fishernmave is influenced by the nature of the
space on which they move, and this is similar fom&n. The traditional gendered understanding
of mobility has long opposed a supposedly powerfasculine mobility and a powerless feminine
immobility (Cresswell & Uteng, 1994). Both men amdmen have developed distinct ways of
exercising power through this mobility. Fishermengsratives bring to light these specific aspects
and corroborate Cresswell and Uteng’s argument:

How people move (where, how fast, how often e&.jlémonstrably gendered and

continues to reproduce gendered power hierarciiies.meanings given to mobility

through narrative, discourse and representatior o been clearly differentiated by
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gender. Similarly, narratives of mobility and imnildip play a central role in the
constitution of gender as a social and culturalstot. Finally, mobilities are

experienced and practiced differently. (Cresswellt&ng, 1994: 2)

The discourses of the mobile and immobile actob®th men and women — on mobility
bring to light the connections between the difféerplaces and spaces at stake in the migration
experience — the household, the ocean and the ecimaign places. These narratives reveal the
gendered construction of mobility practices as wadl the power struggles which shape the
relationships between these distinct actors. Alfiomen are the exclusive mobile actors, the
actions of both women and men make mobility possiWomen financially or morally supported
male maritime migration to Europe, and long-distafishing migration might operate on board
boats belonging to women. Although a traditionatdgred dichotomy between spaces in Senegal
has long been marked, female immobility and comfieet at home or to their immediate
environment is not necessarily a mark of powerlessnWomen keep control over the intimate and
closed places.

While males are dedicated to hard work and seguiielihoods for their families, women
generally stay home and look after the childretioalgh in some cases they are dedicated to fish-
processing tasks at the local market. Few women toto fish traders and boat owners
(Photograph 20). Nevertheless, in any case wom&nik does not necessarily involve a high
degree of mobility — at least it is not comparabl¢hat of men at sea. They never go to sea, which
is a space of danger traditionally restricted tomn@bserved that when fishermen are not working,
they avoid staying at home with their wives andaad meet with friends in other places in the

village. Unless their presence is justified, mafdate is not at home (Photograph 21).
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Photograph 20Women attending fishers’ landing Photograph 21Men’s daily meeting in Guet Ndar,
in Hann, July 2012, J.H. Saint Louis, July 2012, J.H.

Men’s place is elsewhere, somewhere where theygearwhatever is needed to earn a
living. Fatou is the Saint-Louis-based wife of adedistance fisherman who settled in Dakar with
his second wife. Her statement reflects the sgciadicepted gendered division of tasks and the
resulting physical male absence in households:

It is better that men are absent. Men are born twkyto take care of women and
work. It is not a problem if they are absent; itistter. If he is not here, it is good, it
means he’s workingj’

Male mobility is based on this gendered constounctif spaces which progresses according
to a specific tension between a visible, uncomfidetaand useless presence and a meaningful,
positive absence. Fishermen’s mobility brings ghtlithe tension between the desired, remote
place and their rejected sense of immobility inrtisenegalese household. Fishermen do not want
to reflect the visible image of immobile and passiinemployed people. For example, the Guet
Ndarian leader (chapter 4) reported how he encedrags son to leave for Spain a few years ago.
In the same interview, he mentions three times homas difficult for his son to stand idly by
with his wife and childreh '°® Moreover, for Idrissa, women’s level of expectatiof men’s duty
is high and makes men'’s life hard. His narrativghlights the social pressure community members
put on active male workers:

You see, here, we have our realities. Women clearhbuse, all they must do is
cleaning and looking after the children Women spend their time making themselves

pretty [...] wouh! That's a pity. ... “Sama djeukeur dafa sagaWhat it means in
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French... hum, it's very rich Wolof, | don’t know...Hbld my head high thanks to my
husband”, that is what it mear®
Idrissa’s comments reveal the ambiguity of menwaochen’s relationships. Although the

traditional distribution of social functions makesmen dependent on men, the expected role of
men, which is to provide a decent economic andasstatus for women, nearly puts them in an
inferior position to women. Also, women'’s expeatas of their husband’s duties prove to be
socially accepted, as they are even codified indVddirissa goes on to say:

Senegalese custon..] Senegalese people, they spend too much money.t But i

depends, if you are a disciple like me, I'm hunayid | do what | can, you see, | don't

need to get in deljpt..] | avoid getting in troublg...] But women, they say they want to

show off, showing extraordinary things so that peaay, “Wouhouu, the baptism

was exceptional!” Then, the day after, you will &y find solutions to repay your

debts.... They don't buy the sheeffor traditional celebrationsjve, the men, we do

buy the sheep. They only spend their time makiagdklves pretty, wearing new

clothes, new shoes; this is extraordinafige laughs]Sheep? They don’t even buy

vinegar or mustard to cook the meat! They don’t haoything at all! We must rack

our brain to find a sheep. And if you're unfortumatnough to find a slightly too

skinny sheep..] ohhh you're getting in serious troublgs] “Your sheep ther¢...] it

looks like a carcass!”... This is nonsense, it's tmrd!™

Being absent is crucial to men as this is not @yigonymous with work but also with
better control over the personal earnings theyfigenh fishing or from working abroad. | have
shown in chapter 5 that when fishermen are awdljiereat sea or in Europe, they can hide the
amount of their income and free themselves frors toimmunity pressure. Migrating keeps them
away from the community pressure, which enablesnthe better manage their income and

expenses. From Spain they are still morally obligedend remittances, though they can better
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manage their investment. They send remittancesroarahly basis and manage their sending as a
whole rather than sharing it in small quantities eoraily basis. They divide remittances into
expenditure for the household, education, buildedensions for the house and traditional
ceremonies. Leaving appears to be an opportunitynée their powerlessness less visible.
Fishermen report that when they have no moneyuesinin fuel and fishing gear for a fishing trip,
they are forced to stay on land and feel judgedhgjr family. De Latour observed a similar
tension in the context of emigrated young urbami&ropeople:

Leaving courageously is a saving act which puslaek general hostility, bringing a

kind of reconciliation around the beneficial absemdhich takes precedence over the

invasive presencéE. De Latour, 2003: 178}"

Here, fishermen expect their absence to be “beiaéfiand to produce the effect of a
distraction from their too visible and passive prez. What they expect from their mobility is
strengthened by the gendered construction of dwitmunity. As men, they are supposed to be
mobile and to use their mobility to make their fhnsurvive. The expected absence produced by a
migration journey to Europe reproduces these samalstructions. Fishermen’s families have
pushed the young male generations to leave angesaair too visible and forced immobility. Sea
migration to Europe became a powerful means toigeoa calculated absence and relieve the
young unemployed fishermen from their unwantedtandisible presence.

By avoiding being physically too visible within ein community, fishermen gained
opportunities for individual emancipation. Fouques shown how the young Dakar-based
prospective migrants projected themselves into atign plans to reach social recognition
(Fouquet, 2008). Migration gives access to newsstepthe social hierarchy and is synonymous
with social success. Fouquet stresses the way timigra as a delocalised experience — is
considered by the young Senegalese as a powerfultovaieach personal emancipation. This
experience can be either lived or imagined; it agsa symbolic detachment that frees young
individuals from their traditional communal systesn that they can “grow socially”(Fouquet,

2008: 267). Although traditional West African sd®@e consider individualistic practices to be

1 My translation
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potential threats to the values of solidarity anchmunity systems (Marie, 2007), by encouraging
and depending on male mobility they indirectly &sthe self-emancipation of their mobile
members. Marie shows how this paradox has led twewa social compromise that enables
individuals to become autonomous without jeopandisthe community systems on which such
traditional societies are based:

The community solidarity remains assumed like ai@adnd a duty, but it becomes

conditional of a conscious win-win relationship Iflieg those who help, have helped

or will be able to help) and to an arbitration lthee the new needs of the couple and

its children. (Marie, 2007:17%%

For the fishing community, mobility proves to e tonly socially accepted way in which
self- accomplishment can be achieved; individuabitity is celebrated in some forms only. By
encouraging this mobility and counting on the lksuiccess of their sons or husbands, the women
indirectly encourage a certain kind of personal meigation. The community tolerates this
emancipation only from the perspective of the bénéiat this enrichment would provide in return
to its land-based members. As a consequence, rdigidualisation process strengthens and
reproduces the community system in place througtdépendence relationships binding the absent
individuals to their close and extended familiesn €an observe these mechanisms from the

perspective of the households in which memberiadmved in international mobility.

2. Observing mobility from the fishermen’s households

At the heart of their households, fishermen makéle the marks of wealth and success.
Through their narratives, the land-based commumgmbers reveal the ongoing tensions that
shape their relationship to the absent emigraritieEthe women or “failed” migrant fishermen
negotiate their own freedom of movement accordmnthé new social hierarchies generated by the
expatriation of their community members. Idrissdieusehold is significantly involved in
international mobility (chapter 8) and progressea concrete tension between different spaces: the

household, the sea and remote places (Europe dr Affgsan fishing places). | was introduced to

172 My translation
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Idrissa by my key informant in Hann. Idrissa hinidecame a valuable informant as he speaks
both French and Wolof fluently. As a spiritual leadhe made making contact with other
community members easier. On the local scale ohtiusehold, Idrissa’s narrative exemplifies the
tensions between the example of his successful rateidy brothers and his own immobile
experience. Idrissa is the only one who “failedas-he put it — and could not reach Europe. The
way he describes each of his family members anil suecessful life contrasts with his own
experience.

What is remarkable is the way his father and tmathgreatly encouraged Idrissa’s
maritime mobility by giving less credibility to hschool activities and encouraging sea migration
to Europe in general. Idrissa is a young fishermibose position slightly differs from his brothers.
He is in fragile health and he is the only familgmber who went to school for a long time and
does not dedicate his entire time to fishing. Ehiseports how he has been earning less and less
money with the jobs he has been doing over the yeets, while his three emigrated brothers
seemed to succeed in Europe. Contrary to his mothed father, Idrissa fishes in the waters
surrounding his village and has never taken paatlarge-scale fishing expedition. He simply line-
fishes next to the Dakar peninsula, with no GPSbhaoard his small motorised canoe. When not
fishing, he works at the local fishing wharf andrsano more than XOF 15,000 a month (£18).

Idrissa has an extended knowledge of his brotheay’ of life in Spain, for which he gives
precise descriptions. Like many fishermen, Idrissastructed his migration project to Spain upon
the narratives of his emigrated brothers and rethinelatives. The equipment his brothers brought
back to Senegal as well as the bedrooms they hese building on the upper level of the house
have contributed to the construction of solid nares of successful emigration experiences:

Two of them live together, and the other one laleswhere. One is in Barcelona, and
the others are in Real Madrid. All this equipméni they brought it, the television
and all this[he shows the hi-fi equipment in the bedroormhey also built three
bedrooms. ... It's been six years. We talk by Skegpe; there is a computer there, in
my elder brother’s bedroom; we regularly talk. The®nd money at the end of each
month, for the everyday expenses, the electricithvaater charges...] well, they get
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organised, to take charge of all this ... Becausairtwives are all here, and their
children as well. They rent a house there, theyogganised together, for the food, the
cooking; they live in good conditioh§.

Idrissa is in a permanent tension between théleisiesults of his brothers’ expatriation
and his own immobility. He must also cope with tireat paradox between his higher level of
education and reduced mobility and the successhbility of his brothers, achieved despite a
lower level of education. These tensions are rexeal his answers when | asked him whether
Omar — his brother who lives in Spain — could sp&p#nish:

He doesn’t use proper grammar rulgee laughs]We were chatting together, because
when he was back, he told me: “Well, over ther&umope, you say “buscar trabajar,
buscar trabajar”. | said, “No, you shouldn’t say tscar trabajar, buscar is an
infinitive verb’ you understand? Then he told mHp; you don’t know anything, you
know nothing.” So, it's “yo busco un trabajo”, I'eure[...] But he doesn’t know how
to read, this is for sure; he can't read. | donthdw how he does, but he makes it
anyway|[...] So, because there, the computer, it's too easy, thatk are lots of
computers there... one of his friends might hetp[hi] | don't know]...] to manage a
little bit on his own, but no, he can’t redd.

Idrissa’s behaviour during the interview is amigigs. On one hand, he seems very
enthusiastic about talking of the life of his brathin Spain, doing his best to stay as closedo th
truth as possible, while on the other hand | notieeis feeling nervous, impatient and slightly
envious. This piece of conversation he reports shesvy well how his own academic knowledge
is not worthy of international maritime mobility.ltAough Omar is illiterate, he managed to go to
Spain, got documented after one year and very staoted sending remittances to his family. His
brother disagrees with Idrissa’s answers when lys, s&¥ou don't know anything.Although
Idrissa learnt Spanish at school and is able toecbihis elder brother, this knowledge has less

value than the real experience, there, in Eurofpeough Idrissa’s narrative, one can perceive
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different sorts of valuable and less valuable kmolge shaping this international mobility. The
migration experience both requires and produceslgdge. A symbolic competition based on
these different types of knowledge seems to opfiusénvo brothers. Although their relationship is
intense — Idrissa reported a number of calls eveegk — there are great tensions and power
struggles between them. This is reminiscent of $Viikflection on power — which she bases on the
work of Joanna Thornborrow. She acknowledges tktajwsition of different values of power—
knowledge frames which individuals can negotiattawi

You may be relatively low in the hierarchy within aastitution, but you may be able

to locally negotiate a more powerful position fauyself because of your skills and

ability. This distinction between two types of pows important in being able to

assess which positions of power are negotiablendmch are not. (Mills, 2007: 50)

Over the course of my repeated visits, | obséie the present family members use the
space in the house. International mobility is a teart of Idrissa’s family story as the family
house has been built thanks to what was eastsivhere The house space’s use clearly reflects
the mobility habits of the different family membefhe old respected father — a retired migrant
fisherman — has one of the upper bedrooms, whédeasa’s room is the smallest one, next to the
kitchen, downstairs. The front door opens into anmapurtyard surrounded by a couple of
bedrooms, the kitchen and the living room. The kduss two levels, which can be reached from
the main courtyard. While men generally sit andt ¢cbgether in the dark living room, women are
dedicated to cleaning or cooking tasks in the gawd or kitchen. Idrissa’s bedroom is a very small
and dark place, with a mattress on the floor. litke old father, Idrissa’s brothers’ families live
upstairs, in comfortable bedrooms facing the sea.

In this house, one feels the tensions betweemi@mmse communal way of life and the
celebration of individual mobility and success. EBmigrated brothers both actively take part in the
community life of their Senegal-based family andaagipate themselves from the community
pressure. In this sense, migration reinforces timnsunity system and at the same time gives more
strength to personal achievement. Idrissa seetns &bone in this enterprise, looking for a valuable
place between the absent successful males anddabkenp busy women. Also, besides his unusual
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level of education, Idrissa is a local spiritughder and permanently wears religious clothes. |
interpreted this strong and ostentatious religidesitity as a way for him to find a legitimate and
genuine place among his family. Beyond the houaghitecture, Idrissa’s brothers left signs of

their successful expatriation on the walls andugtothe photographs they sent to their family.

Meaningful pictures

Later on, while we are speaking with Aida — Omaxige — Idrissa starts discussing a
series of photographs which Omar printed out amd ®eher. Both Aida and Idrissa have a little
explanation for each picture which Aida had gattiéreo a small chronological album. Idrissa
explains his brother’s lifestyle in Europe from thietures and describes the way he moves, works,
eats, prays and sends money and so forth. Thrdwage tphotographs and messages, Omar filters
the information about his life in Spain. He sucoesdg pauses while he is cooking, phoning from
the landline and eating a sandwich, sitting onfkber with a dozen other black men. We also see
Omar either giving money to the cashier at the supeket for the groceries or praying in the
middle of his Western-style living room. For evelgtail of his daily life, there is a photograph
with an explicit message, which Idrissa is aware of

My brother sends signs on the pictufed he wants to transmit a message each time.
He wants to show that he keeps the link with Sdesgdraditions, that he goes on
praying and eat in the community. ... Here he wémthow that he lives in modernity,
with the computer, the phofe] and there, that he goes to the supermarken that
one, he wants to show that he sends mbhey.

These twenty photographs are carefully put togetinéo what looks like a self-
representation gathering the elements of a lifes@nar wishes to have. A striking photograph
shows him at a cash machine. He is about to imseenk note into the slot of the machine in a
very explicit manner. Aida explains that througlsthicture, Omar wants to demonstrate to her
how he sends the remittances. She states that adee ribt know how money is sent via the

MoneyGram system in Spain and that she believéedmmessage of the picture. Through these
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photographs, her husband overly simplifies his yday life in Spain, converting a cash machine
into an automatic money transfer system. Theseoghaphs reveal the way Omar manages
information and knowledge about what is happeningrothere, in Spain. Sending these
photographs have allowed him to construct a reptatien of a lifestyle he would like his family
to believe he has in Europe. It doesn’t matteeifshactually illiterate; he is able to demonsttaite
successful experience through the pictures andnhesmmeone else. These representations remind
us of McKay's work on the photographs taken bypilo migrants which show

how people deploy photography as a technologyrieghinto being their desired

future selves. By making present ghosts of theréjtphotographs of the self shape

distinctive translocal subjectivities. (McKay, 20(81)

In addition, international mobility is celebratdgdough the pictures on the wall showing the
emigrated brothers proudly posing in European-stigénes. In Aida’s bedroom, a picture has been
enlarged and hung above the bed (photograph 22)@arQsnposing for the picture, driving a
motorbike. Aida confesses that she knows the mik®rtboes not belong to him and that he cannot
drive a motorbike, but she likes the picture. Tgicture strongly suggests a successful and enviable
migration experience. Idrissa adds:

But I'm not a fool[...] | know very well that my brother doesn’t have aanake or

that car in the picturé’

N -t

Photograph 22Aida and Omar’s bedroom, Hann, June 2012, J.H.
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The relationships between the household and theotee places are based on a great
tension, which the visible signs of the successkatriation of the brothers remind the family of
throughout the house. Idrissa’s narrative shed g both the different values of knowledge and
the social and geographic hierarchy produced byntiggation experience. These representations
participate in the construction of a male idenkigsed on the celebration of mobility to the extent
that the successful emigrants are able to provigeemt livelihoods for their families in an
ostentatious way. Despite his illiteracy, Omar ldeato manage and filter information about his
distant life and take great advantage of his alesefbrough mobility, the absence becomes a
valuable means to better control the householdatde same time to become emancipated from
the weight of the community. This tension is explio the pictures. Omar wishes to maintain a
strong link with his community, traditions and gitin by showing how he prays and lives in the
community. Similarly, he also demonstrates how &kiigs to a modern world and emancipates
himself as a male and an individual somewhere &lege specifically, this mobility has affected
the lives of many women like Aida, who are waitiiog their husbands or sons who are either at

sea or have gone to Europe.

Coping with male absences

In her not-yet-translated French nov@klles qui attendenfrhose who wajt Senegalese
writer Fatou Diome extensively describes the lifeh® Senegalese wives whose husband or sons
have gone to Europe (Diome, 2010). These womemagdheir everyday life around the men’s
uncertain but very much expected return. Women Hlearabsence of men thanks only to the
perspective of their expected return. Senegalegbarosold their belongings and secretly gave
their sons everything they had so that they coeddtd and, in the future, send money back to their
community. Traditional mutualised funding systenafled “tontine” gather women together: the
women who take part in these local groups all pesilsamounts of money in on a regular basis.
Once in a while, one of the women members wins glthese mutual savings by drawing lots.
The amounts of money the mothers could gather fteese funding systems helped them fund
their sons’ journeys. Of course, the risk of theins dying in the sea was considered, but the
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temptation was too strong. The initial investmepuld be compensated for by an “easier” life and
remittances sent from Spain. Before being ableotbark to Senegal for a holiday, the successful
emigrants first needed to obtain legal status.tRerwomen, the expectation was huge. Women
sometimes waited for months until they found ot tifneir son or husband had died at sea. Others
were still expecting an unlikely return althougheyhhave been left without news for years.
Sometimes, men did not want to call their familyilutheir situation in Europe was sorted out, and
waited for long periods of time before telephonamgd announcing that they had obtained legal
status and got a proper job or, more simply, they tvere coming back to Senegal for a holiday.

In Saint-Louis, Fatou and Amy live on the secolwbif of their mother-in-law’s house.
Fatou's husband, now in Dakar, used to be a losgdce fisherman who had been fishing
everywhere in West African waters. He is now a figdder and lives with his second wife in
Dakar, sending money to Fatou on a regular basimuFspeaks and understands French much
better than many fishermen’s wives in Senegal.iBtneduces me to Amy, who is the wife of her
husband’s brother and who also shares a bedroomheit children in the same house. Amy’s
husband went to Spain six years ago and only caank to Senegal for the first time after five
years. Their mother-in-law is a famous fish traideBenegal; she owns many boats and became a
great leader of women fish traders. She had fons,samong whom three had gone to Europe and
for whom she helped organise the migration proje&tsording to Fatou and Amy, despite her
comfortable financial situation, she still receivesney from her sons on a regular basis.

Fatou and Amy explain that their respective hudbarall every two or three days and send
money when necessary. Amy feels her situation hgwadved since her husband has been in
Europe. When he used to fish in Guinea-Bissau, & emrning less. When she needed something,
she could not call him since he was always atNea:, and since her husband got legal status in
Europe, it is easier to reach him. He makes dewsom the phone regarding the education of the
children and the use of the remittances he sends; i& proud that her husband is in Europe,
although she does not know what he does there eegryhow he lives or when he will come back.
She finally confesses that she finds it hard tedgarated from him for such a long time but that
her complaint is discreet. What is striking in ttedationships between women and men is that
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women never ask questions of their husband. If a l@aves the house, women cannot ask him
where he has gone and when he will come back. Thesstions will affect men’s freedom of
movement. Paradoxically, women, when they are mst{f@d more rarely wives), remain greatly
respected figures. However, although they haveecdinfluence on the mobility of the men, they
can hardly ask them about their ldeitsidethe household. Women therefore play an ambiguous
role in the mobility of the men; they can both @ely influence it and passively endure it. They
embody powerful immobile agents who keep contra@rae household, manage the children’s
education and support their men’s mobility. At teme time, they have no control over their
men’s return and have to deal with their absence.

Fatou lives in the northern part of Guet Ndar'g gp land, 500 metres away from the
border with Mauritania. Economic exchanges takeelan an everyday basis at the border. Sugar,
tea and other goods are sold there by Mauritanentimants who cross the desert and clandestinely
make use of the border. When her sons are at agay Bends her nephew there to buy sugar and
tea. Although she has been living in the same héwrsthe last 20 years, she has never walked to
the border. She does not know what the borderlaolsl like although it is located only half a
kilometre away. She does not question this surgriact as, for her, it is a man’s job to walk in
the sand and buy things at the border. Her own libpks reduced to the strict neighbourhood, the
marketplace and, once in a while, the city centtbeugh this is really exceptional. Rather than
interpreting this limited mobility as an imposednddion, | prefer to see it as a personal choice.
Fatou instead makes use of the mobility of the mka live in the house to achieve her everyday
tasks and manage her household. Through this neediabbility, she builds her own imagined
geography of the border space from her intimatesedd home place.

In Dakar, Aida saw her husband, Omar, leave ir6200ey were not yet married when he
decided to go to Europe with his elder brothersceOme settled in Spain, Aida insisted in arranging
the wedding as soon as possible in Senegal. Shetkay now that Omar was in Europe, he
represented a “strong value” or somehow a “guaedjiféand could easily be asked to marry by

other women. She states that she had to seizegprtunity and become his official wife. Their
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mutual families arranged the ceremony in 2007 m \llage, a year before her future husband
obtained legal status in Spain. The wedding cetelrdook place without Omar — men’s absence
at their own wedding has become a common thing gnSmmegalese families. When he became a
documented worker in 2008, Omar started working fisherman in European waters and sending
remittances on a regular basis. Since then, hédms coming back for a month once a year. Aida
used to work as a hairdresser in the neighbourhmatdas soon as the couple’s situation got better
and she had a child, Omar asked her to stop workialystay at home to take care of the family.
On average, he sends 30 euros (£24) a month teifeisAs long as he is sending her money, she
says that she doesdt have any problem with his decisidf? In addition, Omar did not wish to
involve his wife in the house extension works. Adtzes not know anything about this enterprise
and has not been asked to manage the money tra@sfenr’'s mobility has enabled him to have
greater control of his wife’'s mobility by askingrh® stop working. In addition, he could take
advantage of the immobility of his wife and theuldag lack of knowledge of foreign places to
create an imagined lifestyle elsewhere — as | detnaied above with the book of photo. Despite
Omar’s requirements, Aida does not look like a piegs agent. With the support of her family,
she proved to be able to arrange a wedding dasgitabsence of her future husband — though with
his agreement — and seems partly aware of Omas!s teimagnify his lifestyle in Europe.

These narratives bring to light the specific pevkeowledge relationships generated
through men’s mobility. Being absent is normal, reat one’s own wedding ceremony. Absences
remain synonymous with prosperity and successfllilm@xperiences. Visible passivity is socially
and culturally coded in a negative way, whereassible activity is lived as an essential driving
force for communities. Men and women have constdiattimacy at a distance. Men'’s role in the
family seems to be better socially accepted andtoacted as technologically and economically
mediated. These mechanisms remind us of McKay'skvaor Filipino migrant families whose
emotional exchanges have been changed by the @&bsénoothers and mediated through the
sending of remittances (McKay, 2007). Furthermanen’s information-filtering action shapes

female imagined mobility. Aida has constructed k@nsnational imagined mobility through
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Omar’s narratives and self-representation. She fwegyn spaces through her husband’s eyes,
creating a specific imagined geography of thesegslaAs a matter of fact, when | ask her whether
she is thinking about joining Omar one day in E@;aghe replies that he would not let her come,
and, in fact, that she would not even considerpbissibility. She is surprised by this question and
says that she is supposed to be here, at homegeneg8l. As | sense that she is feeling
uncomfortable with my questions, | do not pushdbeversation any further. She seems to take for
granted the balanced organisation of her houselellveen her absent husband and her
housewifely duties and would not question this ard€inally, polygamist practices have

encouraged male mobility to a lesser extent. Themtal practices are socially accepted and are

ambiguously linked to mobility.

3. Polygamy and mobility

In her novel, Fatou Diome tells the story of thuslband who comes back to his Senegalese
village after several silent years of absence speBurope (Diome, 2010). His faithful wife had
been waiting for him all those years and welcomssimpatiently. In Europe, he married a second
wife, a white woman he brings back to his villaged antroduces to his family and first wife.
Polygamy is usual among Senegalese men. Islandigcsallow them to marry up to four women.
Although these practices tend to disappear in urBanegalese societies, traditional fishing
communities still foster it. Having four wives ateh children are a mark of prosperity and power.
Successful men can demonstrate that they are abded as many mouths as they wish to. | have
shown in chapter 5 how one of the most respectaddatese fishers has had five wives, more than
thirty children and as many houses. Neverthelespandents report that many fishermen marry
two to three wives although they do not earn endogirovide decent livelihoods for the extended
family. Sometimes, their wives are even obligedive together under the same roof and “share”
their husband every day. Women barely complain hig tvidespread situation. Fishermen’s
mobility has greatly fostered this polygamy asds lenabled the fishermen to develop a “network”
of places between which they can commute and agahkir fishing activity. Polygamy wholly
takes part in the mobility system of fishermen; figbile” wives constitute nodes which men’s
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mobility unifies. This polygamy also provides tlishiermen with the possibility of being absent
from the other household and therefore benefittoghfthe advantage of this absence. In addition,
when a fisherman has two wives under the same baifig mobile helps him escape the family
pressure and tensions generated by this situation.

In Saint-Louis, the second wife of Amy’s husbaived in the room next to her mother-in-
law, on the first floor of the house. As for Fatder husband is now living in Dakar with his
second wife. Not allowed to say anything, they ndesl with this situation without complaining.
Fatou’s fatalist statement regarding her husbaseltend wedding says a lot about her emotions:

It doesn’t matter as long as | don'’t think aboutlihave already seen her, his second
wife, but | deal with it:"®

Fishermen from Saint-Louis’ spit of land are sgiyrattached to their land of origin. They
often do their best to remain on the spit of landtdeast to maintain links with family members in
Guet Ndar. However, the extremely high populatiengity of Guet Ndar village does not allow
them to build new houses and territorially extelneirt family. Therefore, marrying a second wife
outside the village has enabled them to build tbhain house without being disconnected from
their village of origin. They land their catchesGuiet Ndar, organise their fishing trips from there
carry on their relationship to their close familydacommute between the external house where the
new wife lives and the old familial house. In thiay, polygamy enables them to maintain a link
between the territory of origin and a more moddiestyle away from the oppressive traditional
pressure of Guet Ndar. Fatou’s husband settledakabDwith his second wife but is always happy
to prove his belonging to Guet Ndar effectively mmgntioning his first wife’s presence there.
Mobility and polygamy are connected in several clexpvays. In these particular cases, one
naturally assimilates female immobility to passiviind powerlessness in coping with the mobile
husbands who are taking advantage of their freegfomovement. Nevertheless, women still find
spaces of negotiation in these situations.

The “co-wives” negotiate a particular breathingepwhich enables them to cope with the

accepted hierarchy which structures the organisatb the polygamist household. In some
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families, the many co-wives can openly struggleetbgr and exercise pressure on the male
members of the household. Aziz is the first-bom gba large family — his father had four wives —
and before migrating to Europe at the beginninthef2000s, he was working for his father, who
owned a couple of purse seine boats at that timiz éxplains how he had to leave for Europe to
escape the intense pressure the four wives wetiegpon him:

There is competitiof....] and jealousy between the co-wives and their childFeor

that reason, | was in trouble and had to give upfatfier's gear. | was the one who

caught the fish, brought money, and from that maomeyused to pay for the family

expenses, to eat, drink, pay for the electricitg, €was taking the risks at sea, but

when | came back, my father’'s wives wanted to lyseater responsibility over the

catches and fishing gear. The co-wives wanted @ maore fish, and to do whatever

they liked whereas | was the one who goes to then®o takes the risks. They wanted

to make the decisions for the sharing of the cattle
Later on, Aziz explains how his father refuseddlh sim one of his boats once he came back from
his first migration trip to Europe:

He refused because he didn’'t want to be in trowhitlh the wives, because it's a

polygamous family, because he didn’t want peopkatothat | was favoured or that |

had been offered the cantié.

Aziz had funding for a canoe, though he was unabfend one at that time. He decided to
leave again for Europe and take advantage of hig-flerm, multiple-entry visa. Although he used
to be a recognised fisher with a decent incomeyd® now struggling as a street merchant in Italy
for a couple of years and was then hired as a wahda factory. Aziz's personal situation sheds
light on the power struggles he encountered whegosipg the co-wives and his father. On one
hand, he looks like an empowered agent who suadBsshanages to feed the extended family

thanks to his fishing activities, while on the athand, his mobility experience reflects his need t
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escape the growing ambitions of his mothers-in4adl gain greater control over what he would

earn, buy and decide on in his life.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the relationships between genddrranbility are revealed in a myriad of
ways through fishermen’s mobility patterns in Sexlelylale mobility raises questions of power—
knowledge relations and reveals the way houselaklsocially and geographically constructed in
relation to external spaces and values of mobilBgen as a whole, fishermen’s mobility
demonstrates the ambiguity of these power relatant questions the powerlessness generally
associated with women. My data have shown that 'mat®bility greatly shapes the imagined
mobility of women and of the land-based male memlmérthe community. Mobility is certainly
used as an empowering strategy for men and enaitagthe less mobile women. Nevertheless,
women have proved to be able to negotiate withr twgdposedly imposed immobility. They foster
men’s mobility, which they might use for their oyersonal interests, as in the case of Aida, who
hastily arranged her wedding with her absent husbanof Fatou, who mediates the mobility of
the house’s males at the Mauritanian border. Madil@ immobile actors progress according to the
many tensions between the places from where thegtste their everyday life.

This chapter has also raised the paradoxical depexe of traditional community systems
on the emergence of individualistic practices. Traal societies celebrate individual enrichment
according to the benefits that may arise from thedizidual mobile experiences. In fact, from the
perspective of the Senegal-based households, onebszrve that these tensions have led to many
kinds of compromises. These compromises entaibnbt finding a balance between maintaining
the traditional solidarity system and toleratingiuidualisation, but also between coping with the
extreme mobility of absent husbands and findingoojymities to take advantage of this mobility —
for the women. In other words, the less mobile coamity members have, like the fishermen,

proved that they elaborate subtle means — or Dde@#s tactics — in order to negotiate
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possibilities of freedom, power and individual emigation without openly resisting or

challenging existing social orders.
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Chapter 10 -

Conclusion: Modern Seamen, Free Subjects?

This research has investigated the experienceslviduals and provided a different view
of mobility and, to a larger extent, of West Afmicenobility patterns. | have attempted to overcome
the traditional push-and-pull factors that tradiifly explain migration patterns. My approach has
revealed the dynamics inherent in the organisabbra particular traditional West African
community through the analysis of the power straggit the heart of its mobility patterns. This
research has challenged a too European-centrist ofiaVest African flows which tends to keep
West African subjects out of modern times and hjstas suggested in President Sarkozy’s Dakar
speech in 2007 (Bergson & Ngnemzué, 2008). Invatitig these microphysics of power has
revealed that there are constant negotiations wepwoesulting in compromises within traditional
communities and between state actors or the fighersselves. My results raise a discussion on
the dichotomist representations that oppose magtetaoitradition, archaism to technology and
“powerless” actors to dominant, powerful actorsrotigh their mobility, the seamen produce
“hybrid” knowledges that question these oppositidiishermen are resilient actors who must cope
with more sophisticated mobility-related state colnpractices. Fishermen consider themselves to
be modern seamen and are surprised not to be eoedids such, as this last narrative suggests:

The toubaljwhite people]sails around the world, but we want to go to Spaitth our
canoes and we are told that these are shaky Hpatsggues de fortuné]There is this
toubab who paddles up to Guyana and people arerisaghthat we go to Spain with
our engines. There is a probleff!
This research has not proposed to romanticiserfisén’s mobility, and in fact does the

exact opposite, and instead looking at the fisharae individuals, and not as a mass, inquiring
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into subjectivities rather than globalising statist President Sarkozy's provocative speech

interestingly emphasises the dichotomies which esgarch has sought to nuance:
The African tragedy is that the African is not stifintly integrated in history. The
African peasant [...] whose ideal is to live in hamyowith nature, only knows the
ever revolving wheel of time punctuated by the wlieg repetition of the same
gestures and the same words. In this mindset wheretrything always starts afresh,
there is neither room for the human adventure aotHe idea of progress. In such a
universe where nature reigns supreme, the Africemains immobile amid an
unchanging order in which everything seems to leelgtermined. Here human beings
never take a leap into the future. It never dawmshem that they can get out of the
humdrum repetitiveness and forge their destinyrk@a in Bergson & Ngnemzué,
2008)

President Sarkozy gave this speech on the 26 2y in Dakar, shortly after he was
elected. At that time, the images of irregular Saaran migrants landing in the Canary Islands
had reached the French media and contributed toctmstruction of popular fears about
immigration. Sarkozy made this speech in the cdraéthe emerging debates on national identity
in France and on the role of colonialism in Afread an increase in irregular maritime migration
flows from Senegal to Europe. These lines fromdpsech have been highly criticised for their
racial tone, and it is not my intention to thorolyghnalyse them. Bergson and Ngnemzue have
already proposed an efficient reading of their idgical roots (2008), emphasising the way this
speech reflects a high degree of ignorance of aAfriealities and the pre-determinism that seems
to characterise African people. Sarkozy's wordsld¢die seen as an interpretation of fishermen’s
mobility, as the “African” peasant reminds us of thenegalese fisherman. Here, Sarkozy opposes
the ideas of modernity, progress, mobility and widlialism to the idea of an archaic, immobile
and unchanging Africa. His speech reproduces tbmtity of a supposed African unity unable to
comprehend the complexity and multiplicity of madigr and progress. The “African” is stuck in
repetitive rhythms of life which keep him away frottne emancipatory power of modernity,
novelty and progress. Sarkozy’'s condescending simglifies African realities, knowledges and
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adaptations. This research has provided some le&gidith which to overcome these provocative
simplifications by showing how the fishermen haweed their mobility as a means to reach
personal freedom, self-emancipation and indeperdd®ecause fishermen are not determined by
their physical environment, they remain free suigj@ehose movements cannot be reduced to the

repetitiveness of nature’s cycles.

Free subjects

| have shown that fishermen are not environmenmarants whose movements are
constantly adjusted to natural constraints. Althoutpese seamen apprehend their natural
environment in a familiar way and adjust to ecatagjiconstraints, they move as free subjects.
Through this research, | have provided convincingvdedge about the meanings, origins, limits
and implications of fishermen’s mobility, both in@at African waters and beyond, when they
reached Spain. Immersions in the field and ethmadcadata have helped apprehend the tensions
between the mobile actors and their community. Tighofishermen’s narratives, | understood that
mobility is not a simple movement but rather a niegiial enterprise. Mobility is not reducible to
migration as it takes the shape of local and istigonal maritime mobilities, cross-border illegal
movements, land-based mobility or women’s and diaifégrants’ imagined mobility. | have shown
that fishermen are not environmental migrants. &attheir mobility carries political, economic,
geographic and social meanings which the concepterofironmental migration does not
appropriately address.

| have demonstrated how the dynamism of fishersmemaritime mobility first finds its
roots at the national level of Senegal. The limit$Senegal’'s governance have participated in the
expansion of fishermen beyond national borders kaking possible overfishing practices
throughout Senegalese waters. Indirectly, Senegmigernance fostered fishermen’s mobility
ambitions. Fishermen developed their expertisetinglao the sea, took advantage of mobility-
related state policy and first learnt how to cireemt or take advantage of state regulation at the
level of Senegal’s waters. Furthermore, the socamemic organisation of mobility has generated
connections between sea and land spaces and hi#teddn the projection of fishermen’s power
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onto the sea and the creation of knowledge andrgpbiggs of maritime areas. By inquiring into
fishermen’s mobility through the perspective of ders, | raised the question about the social
construction of maritime borderlands. Fishermerivalt use borders and spaces beyond borders,
in Mauritania, Guinea-Bissau and Guinea. Whatewditigal and economic constraints these
border practices put on them, fishermen always fiays and means to make their mobility
legitimate, profitable and meaningful. | have shawat through international fishing mobility, the
sea is a space of political struggles, dangerscamdrontation — in Mauritania. Border-crossing
strategies changed the ocean into an area of appies, enrichment and emancipation,
negotiation, knowledge and expertise productions Wihole maritime border geography took new
shapes when fishermen started undertaking jourteyBpain. The crossing of the ocean made
possible their migration perspectives in Europes $ha then became a whole border space to be
crossed. All these mobility practices have streagéd the gendered organisation of the spatial
practices of fishermen’'s communities. Women’s riavea have demonstrated how they take
advantage of men’s mobility to affirm themselvesrethough they have no direct control over this
masculine mobility. Like the fishers, they pragroally develop tactics to benefit from this
mobility without challenging existing orders.

This study has demonstrated that mobility providggortunities for mobile subjects to
affirm themselves. Whether they are citizens,rivgdonal irregular migrants, husbands, sons,
local or national leaders, seamen or local or im#gonal fishermen, the subjects seek means and
compromises for the affirmation of the self throudgleir mobility. Their mobility is a means to
circumvent institutional structures through eitinegotiation practices or taking detours. Through
these practices, fishermen affirm their claim, ense, needs and knowledges. Because they are
mobile by nature they consider their mobility to be the only meamsffirm themselves. Through
their mobility, fishermen live and experience wtibeir unwanted presences on land in the
households prevent them achieving. In Mauritaniatevs, they legitimate their mobility by their
historical use and knowledge of Mauritanian grouridauritanian waters have been traditional
spaces of mobility; jeopardising this “legitimata8e means questioning fishermen’s identity as
mobile subjects. Similarly, opportunities for mami¢ migration to Europe provided them with the
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possibility of using their mobility as a means &ach self-emancipation and autonomy vis-a-vis
their community. Their failures to reach Spain #mel resulting loss of control over their mobility
have made the fishermen question their identitgnabile subject. As a result, they got depressed
and were deeply and emotionally affected. Becaisberimen are emotionally self-invested in the
representation of their mobility, they considereertil attempts to stop and slow down their
mobility as invasive and illegitimate practices.eithlack of distance regarding state regulation
practices reveals this emotional investment andr temotive reactions. | have shown how
fishermen’s complains of abusive arrests and fugtuse in West African waters and the
repatriation measures on the Canary Islands retfeat emotional apprehension of state practices.
However, the rationalisation of their fishing exprehs in Guinea and Guinea-Bissau’s distant
waters and the relatively peaceful political backgrd of their access to these fishing places have
provided the fishermen with more distance and &fective involvement in their mobility — as |
have shown through their appropriation practicesamhing the sea.

Most of the time, the mobile subjects avoid config the actors who embody these
structures and institutions. In fact, confrontatmmstitutes the last step fishermen consider when
the situation is too difficult to handle and makegotiation and detours inefficient, as when Guet
Ndarian openly confronted the Mauritanian bordeerdg. Although by circumventing these
institutions fishermen do not openly challenge tinxgsorders, their mobility produces this effect
by creating new orders and generating institutioegponses adjusted to their mobility. One might
ask why fishermen use their mobility as a pragmatay to elude institutional pressures and
constraints rather than openly resisting and caoifig them. Precisely because fishermen feel
confident about using their mobility, knowledge aexpertise for their own interests, no other
methods seem to be as efficient to achieve theilsgbhave shown how professional organisations
of fishers lack credibility and cohesion and camehaget the state to pay attention to their
interests. Similarly, they have no means to reaghinst the institutional structures that prevented
them reaching Europe. The solidarity system on witieir community is based is too strong for
them to efficiently struggle against it. Fishernae not only too weak to struggle. They pursue
their own interests with the tactics they deploywider to circumvent these institutional structures
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Fishermen satisfy their interests by becoming bnamngrants willing to sacrifice their lives by
reaching Europe for their community. They can eserpower through these tactics and become
respected individuals. Their community is certailgmanding and oppressive, though it is
paradoxically thanks to this oppressive solidasiggtem that fishermen meet their personal goals
of self-emancipation through their mobility. Rewodf against this system would jeopardise their
opportunities of achieving the object of their riévinstead, taking advantage of and coping with
these systems is a pragmatic compromise that entdit@dishermen to reach their goals.

Inquiring into fishermen’s emotions provides fuathresponses. This research has shown
that in many situations, lack of trust between rinability-related actors generates bitterness and
vulnerabilities. To compensate for this lack ofstr@and give more balance to these situations,
actors develop power—knowledge mechanisms. Thegase state invested in mobility-related
practices to control fishermen’s mobility. Land-edsfunders and fish traders control fishers’
mobility at a distance. Moreover, fishermen do trast state practices and legitimate their own
illegal practices because of the lack of trust thaye in the Senegalese state. Because fishers do
not trust in anything other than their own mobilitiyey are unable to consider revolting against the
institutional systems. Their lack of confidenceestithens the power relations between the
mobility-related actors and the state agents, &sdlts in more illegal practices, strategies and
tactics. Indirectly, these mechanisms reflect aegraduce individualisation practices. | have
shown how, in many situations, when fishermen dbtngst the other fishermen, they secretly
exploit their newly discovered fishing places. THack of trust of their fellow fishermen engages
them in competition and individualist practices @¥hthe solidarity system paradoxically seeks to
prevent. These mechanisms have given a strong t@ldiéferent kinds of knowledges and control
of such knowledges.

Controlling and producing knowledge are essentathese individualisation processes.
Mobility involves different kinds of knowledges: éwledge of the sea, expertise in relation to
mobility, and navigation and fishing techniques anaktices. Mobility also involves knowledge of
state regulations in order to maximise the benefitaking advantage of these regulations. There is
also the knowledge of what fishermen should iniesheir fishing expeditions and the awareness
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of economic and political constraints and requinetheMoreover, knowledge is also about what
fishermen should let others know or keep to themeselsuch as the exploitation of secret fishing
places, illegal fishing practices or earnings amadirgys, or what fishermen’'s Senegal-based
relatives should know about their lifestyle abr@adl what their neighbours and families should
know about their economic and social status. Fiekareither let their community know about
their wealth, and are exposed to the demanding aoritynmembers, or make the choice of hiding
signs of wealth and prosperity. Similarly, throutiteir absence, fishermen let the land-based
community know about their working activities. Thektempts to remain invisible, either to the
eyes of their community or to coast guards at sflaat their wish to let others know — or not —
about their own mobility. Fishermen base their trefeship to others on these “knowing” and
“letting-know” practices. These knowledge-relatedqgbices enable them to gain control over their
life, mobility, expectations and ambitions. In atleords, fishermen affirm themselves through the
control of what they know, claim to know and lethets know. Knowing how to manage
technologies as well as the knowledge provided dmhriologies are other means that support
fishermen’s control of their social, economic, fioéil and natural environments.

| have shown how engines and GPS devices fillgt the fishermen to explore remote
fishing areas and navigate off shore and at ardistaWWith GPS, fishermen orientate themselves at
sea, circumvent borders and restricted fishingsaaea finally go to the Canary Islands. They also
register their fishing places with the intentionaaiming back. Using mobile phones and Skype,
fishermen maintain links with their land-based fis@si and filter the information related to their
mobility and emigration. We have seen that sometithey can be informed about where they
should best sell their catches and negotiate tisegof their catches before landing. Conveyors of
boat migration to Spain organised the whole jourtlkegough their mobile phones, hiring
middlemen and recruiting would-be migrants. Techgigs reproduce and strengthen the function
of ‘knowing’ and ‘letting-know’ practices that givehape to fishermen’s mobility. Through these
technologies, fishermen efficiently mediate powed &etter control their mobility and trajectories
at sea. Fishermen'’s practical knowledge is cestddiaked on “métis” but has not always excluded
“techne” (Scott, 1998). In many situations, fishermen hanm/@d that they can divert the state’s

228



intentions of acting on their mobility. Their mabjltactics demonstrate that they have appropriate
state regulation measures — such as the spreadtofsm- and border practices. The fact that they
seek to buy proper fishing licences for their niangt expeditions in Guinea and Guinea-Bissau
shows that they are willing to adjust to state negments. Again, when these requirements do not
prevent them from fulfilling their own interestscafreely unfolding their mobility, fishermen have
proved to pragmatically adopt them. The state’« lat consideration for fishermen’s practical

knowledge only reinforces and reproduces the poelations | have described.

Simplifying metaphors

The study of fishermen’s mobility has attempted talke into account the multiple
dimensions of maritime spaces (Peters, 2010; Stajni2013). Through their mobility, fishermen
have not only proved that they can make use ob#aeas a surface upon which they unfold their
mobility or from which they extract valuable resces; their mobility is pragmatic to the extent
that it fully addresses the various dimensions h&f sea. The way fishermen apprehend and
progress on the ocean first involves a specifickadge of marine-rocks grounds for demersal
fishers or moving shoals for the pelagic fisheish&men sometimes look for sea currents so that
they can trap fish shoals. | have shown how theygase according to the sea depth and landscape
they can see from the sea. Their knowledge entadleaging high swells, currents and rough
conditions in high seas. This knowledge also ingpbeing aware of when to take the decision to
turn back to Senegal to avoid accidents. | havevshbow, on both sides of the Mauritanian
maritime border, different fish species dwell inffelient sea grounds and offer different
opportunities to the fishermen. | have emphasised mmaritime borders are better apprehended as
borderlands than strictly reduced to maritime bdiges. These borderlands involve sea grounds,
moving surfaces and fish shoals, landscapes seentlfre sea and mobile actors — either fishermen
or border agents. For the Guet Ndarians who fisM#awritania, their mental cartography of the
maritime borderland has indicated that they prageescording to a combination of sub-marine
references and coastline landmarks rather thaheionere surface of the sea. For the fishermen
who went to Europe by sea, it is the entire ocedhat means the changing combination of its
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surface, winds, waves, currents and risks of drognt that fishermen took into account or
experienced in their sea journeys and that comss$ittne border function of the ocean. This thesis
has sought to take into account the material caxitgleand fluidity of the ocean through the
interpretation of fishermen’s narratives on theivigation experiences.

Finally, this thesis has questioned the limitgsha use of metaphors to address mobilities
and sea spaces, which have been explored by Stgiabe Blum in their respective works on
oceanic spaces (Blum, 2010; Steinberg, 2013). Istegnfollows Blum’s argument that “the sea is
not a metaphor” (2013: 156), emphasising the némdscholars to avoid “overtheoris[ing]” (2013:
157) the ocean space. Indeed, | have shown how thetaphors tend to crystallise representations
of the oceanic spaces and dismiss practical resliiThere is no metaphor efficient enough to
address the meaningful mobility and maritime geplgyaof the fishermen, their changing
representation of the sea and adaptation to chgregimironments and constraints as well as the
risks they are confronted with through their mdpiliwhat the “marine heterotopias” and the
representation of the fishermen as Deleuzian noncadsinly bring to the fore are the many
mechanisms involved in fishermen’s mobility. Thesetaphors shed light on the ability of the
fishermen to project power onto the sea or progassgowerful actors who avoid state practices.
Although these metaphors undoubtedly give to thmwbility meaningful functions, such
theorisations have limits.

Through their crystallisation effect, the metagghi@nd to romanticise the mobile subjects.
| have instead emphasised the pragmatism of theerfi'’en and the resulting pragmatic
geographies. This idea of pragmatism gives stretwtihe constant changes to which fishermen
adjust. Their practices rationalise their conceptal the sea space and mobility according to
fluctuant elements and in relation to what theyemtptheir mobility will provide them with.
Fishermen are pragmatic to the extent that thewkhow to produce and control knowledge so
that they meet their own economic and social istsrd=ishermen have learnt how to make use of
familial and social networks to make their mobiliigssible. As Steinberg puts it, the theorisation
of the ocean strengthens the “binary division betwiand and sea” (2013: 163). Indeed, seeing the
fishermen as nomads progressing on maritime spaoakl ignore the meaningful and necessary
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connections that their mobility establishes andubich their mobility organises between sea and
land spaces. | have shown how fishermen’s moliigends on and progresses according to fixed
points and land-based actors. Moreover, | demaestraow the idealisation of their mobility
dismisses their practical realities and the risleytmust cope with every day. Because the sea “is a
space that isonstituted byandconstitutive df° movement” (Steinberg, 2013: 165), the practice of
such space remains unpredictable and unstablengakien the most experienced seamen forced
to reconsider and adjust their movement to therseapermanent way. Theorising this movement
therefore only results in stabilising this inherémgtability. Fishermen’s pragmatism reaches its
limits precisely when its adjustment runs up adatinese unpredictable events. | have shown how
fishermen have been struggling with the changingigaration of the mouth of the Senegal River,
or how they have faced strong storms and roughga#ion conditions on their maritime route to
Europe. Their expertise and spiritual beliefs hawastituted the only supports for them to cope
with the risks of drowning and death at sea. Thsirogi their mobility fails to fully address these
risks; this is even more valid in that preciselggé risks have been the basis of fishermen’s own
idealisation of their mobility. Because coastal cmmities are aware of the risks involved in
navigation, fishermen have become idealised figimeSenegal. Moreover, because fishermen
have romanticised their mobility, they have overeated the value of their skills and knowledge
and have been exposed to greater risks. The disifiurelating to failed mobility is the limit of
fishermen’s pragmatic mobility and demonstratest tivebility is not always a successful

enterprise.

Suggesting pragmatic alternatives

Despite the ambitions of recent participatory gie, Senegal state’s lack of pragmatism
and ignorance of fishermen’s practical knowledgeeharoved to provide inefficient responses to
manage Senegal’s fishing sector. The state migsit find its legitimacy in the establishment of
stable relationships with the actors of the fistsegtor. Involving fishermen’s practical knowledge

within participatory policies appears to be a firsssential step for the implementation of

183 Original emphasis
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successful fishing resource management programBexzause the fishermen and the state share
similar interests — that is, the sustainable mamagé: of marine resources — there are possibilities
for compromises and negotiations relating to thddimg of stable, trusting relationships. In
Ouakam, the local team of fishermen has provecatsdnsitive to the state’s participatory policy as
they are willing to fulfil their commitment regardj the participatory programme.

Lack of financial means and infrastructures remamportant constraints that have
prevented efficient participatory surveillance. $&@articipatory surveillance structures are not to
be questioned per se as they originally aimed @ dggitimacy to the local actors. Both the
Senegalese state and the fishermen are resporieibldhe management of maritime fishing
resources. Therefore, participatory programmes appe be coherent directions to take. But
because these structures imply that fishermen fstdincially depend on the state to efficiently
perform surveillance at sea, local actors do nif fntegrate these systems. In Ouakam'’s restricted
fishing areas and Joal's protected marine area) fshermen often run out of fuel for patrolling
the local areas. A participatory sailing surveilansystem would appear to be a practical
alternative. | have shown that fishermen now exeélg move on the sea with engines and
certainly consider sailing as being archaic. Howgfishermen assimilate the use of engines into
their fishing performance. Thus, suggesting theaisails exclusively for surveillance aims would
not jeopardise their fishing performance, questhwir ability to be modern seamen or take them
back into an archaic era. Sailing would considgradtiuce costs — though such alternatives cannot
fully exclude the use of engines — and constituteoherent, sustainable alternative for the
surveillance of protected marine areas. Some toadit wooden canoes are still equipped for
sailing. Implementing such ideas entails consultimg fishing communities and their leaders and
adjusting the participatory sailing surveillancetieir needs and habits, and the marine culture.
Also, sailing boats would be less reactive thaname¢d boats, and the ability to approach illegal
fishers at sea would certainly be limited. Howeyetrolling on board sailing boats would initially
have a significant deterrent effect. Moreover, dishen recognise each other at sea thanks to the

traditional paintings on their wooden boats. Irsthiay, they can take advantage of the “social
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power of surveillancé® which the DPSP informant put forward. Such a progne requires the
regulators to take into account fishermen's emaitiomvestment in their mobility and sea
activities. Compensating for the power strugglesvben the fishermen and their institutions by

building strong, trusting relationships must besidered.

184 Interview 5
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Appendix 1 - Ethical Clearance

2011 fieldwork session

E ACADEMIC SERVICES DIRECTORATE
Y RESEARCH AND ENTERPRISE SERVICES

4 May 2011

Ms J Hallaire

2 Kelso Place
Apartment 269
Manchester
Greater Manchester
M15 4GQ

Dear Juliette

Re: ‘Migration and the Decline of Fisheries in Senegal, West Africa’

Thank you for submitting your revised project for review.

| am pleased to inform you that your project has been approved by the Ethics Review Panel.
Amendments to your project after a favourable ethical opinion has been given or if the
fieldwork goes beyond the date stated in your application (31 August 2011) you must notify

the Ethical Review Panel via Michele Dawson.

If you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact Michele Dawson in writing to
m.dawson@uso.keele.ac.uk

Yours sincerely

(NDaes

¢¢ Dr Roger Beech
Chair — Ethics Review Panel.

cc RI Manager, Supervisor

T: +44(0)1782 733371 F: +44(0)1782 733740 E: res@uso.keele.ac.uk
W: www.keele.ac.uk/businessenterprise

THE QUEEN’S
ANNIVERSARY PRIZES Dorothy Hodgkin Building, Room 1.13

FOR HIGHER AND FURTHER EDUCATION

Keele University, Staffordshire, ST5 5BG, United Kingdom
2009 T: +44(0)1782 732000  W: www.keele.ac.uk

Printed on 100% recycled paper
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2012 fieldwork session

Re: Application to amend study

Subject: Re: Application to amend study

From: Michele Dawson <m.dawson@uso.keele.ac.uk>
Date: 12/01/2012 17:46

To: Juliette Hallaire <j.m.hallaire @ilpj.keele.ac.uk>

Dear Juliette,

The Chair of the Ethical Review Panel has reviewed your amendment to your study and has
given ethical approval. | will keep your amendment on file.

Kind regards
Michele

Michele Dawson
Administration Assistant
Research & Enterprise Services
Room: DH1.13

Dorothy Hodgkin Building
Keele University

ST55BG

Tel. 01782 733588

m.dawson@uso.keele.ac.uk
http://www.keele.ac.uk/researchsupport/

On 11/01/2012 16:22, Juliette Hallaire wrote:

Dear Michele.

As T am returning to Senegal for a longer fieldwork session. I am applying for an amendment
to my study. You will please find attached a completed amendment to study form, the
revised mformation sheet and consent form for fishermen and the revised structured
mterview guide. All changes and precisions are in red.

Many thanks for your attention,
Best wishes,

Juliette

Juliette Hallaire

Doctorante / PhD Candidate
Research Institute for Social Sciences
Keele University
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Appendix 2 — Information on Respondents
1/ List of respondents
2011:

- Eight interviewswith representatives of public institutions such Rirection des péches maritimes
(direction of maritime fisheries), Direction de faotection et de la surveillance des péches
(direction of the protection and surveillance faaritime fisheries), Centre de recherche Océanique
de Dakar Thiaroye (CRODT — centre for Oceanic Reseaf Dakar — Thiaroye), Institut de péche
et d’aquaculture (Institute for fisheries and aqutare), Consejeria de Trabajo e Inmigraciéon
(Embajada de Espafa, Dakar).

- Nine interviewswith representatives of non-governmental orgaitisat(WWF, ADEPA, REPAO,
Collectif Péche et Développement), professionaaoigations for fisheries (FENAGIE) and local
fishery structures (Comité Local de Péche — locahmittee for fisheries, Aire marine protégée -
Marine protected area)

- Five individual interviewsvith long-distance fishermen (captains)

- Five individual interviewsvith returned migrant

- Two individual interviewswith local demersal fishermen

2012:

- Seven interviewsvith representatives of fishery-related publiditasions

- Seven interviewsvith representatives of NGOs and professional misgdions (including five were
fishermen leaders)

- Three interviewsvith members of fishery structures (including they informants)

- Four interviewsf fishermen’s wives (of either international #hmen or migrants living in Spain)

- Several interviewsvith a local demersal fisherman who was also netdmmigrant and key informant

- One group interviewaf local pelagic fishers (fishing trip with them)

- One group interviewvith pelagic fishers used to go to Mauritania

- Six interviewswith long-distance demersal fishermen fishing autBern West-Africa (including four
boat owners, two crew members)

- Six interviews with demersal fishermen fishintggialy in Mauritanian waters (including three boat
owners, three crew members)

- Two interviewswith fish traders (including a retired long-distarfisherman)

- Two interviewswith ice-box boat owners (retired/former fishermen
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- Several interviewsvith a pelagic-fishing boat owner who was a forrpetagic fisherman, used to
migrate legally to Italy

- Among all these interviewees, two were returnégramts

2/ Table 6 provides details about the respondents’ categdo@s, in 2011 (from number 1 to 29)
and 2012 (from number 30 to 69). As shown belowe osspondent could belong to several
categories at the same time (in red), especiadlyélired ones (in brackets):

Table 6:Respondents’ categories according to their maiotfon, status, professional activities or
personal migration history (below).
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Captain and boat

Pelagic Fisherman

Members of Institutions

owner Local
. Failed . Member of] Prof.
Boat Fish Demer- Fisherman's .
trad | /Returned i Fishery Org./ ] ]
owner | trader To South .mm migrant wite Structure NGO Fisheries Local
To Maurit. s | local |Mauritania | fisher Migration |/particip
enega DPM | DPSP | OTHER ative
7-8-
N/A 54 41-42-58-110-34- Nw-NWw. MM-MW- 5.9|1728
59 36-51 (63)
46 - 60 |66 -68 -
69
Crew 38-61- 131 (56)| 35- 64- |21-22
member 62
12-13-
14 -15-
Captain / 39-44- 16 -30 -
boat 6 [32-B7f ©39) 17
owner 47 -(50)
(52) -
(55)
Boat
52-53] 37-
owner
. 11-40-
Fish.
lead 67 18-25 11 43 -47 - 2-3-17
cacer 50-53
Failed / 23-24
Returned 33 32 18 - 26 - 25
migrant -57
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Appendix 3 — Ouakam restricted marine area

Délimitation des aires aménagées

Rivage

@ Position des boudes

PY Kaw Khérou

X Bopp 2

PZ Soufou War 14°42'198 N

14°41°827 N 17°99'698

17°29'881 W Prof. : 35m

@ Pri;35m [ )

PC Repeu 2 PB Khérou Bopp|
142427198 N 14° 42538 N
17° 297698 W 17229974 W
Prof. : 28 Prof. : 36m
PD Repeu | E% PA Khéro
147 42°356 N

@7 2954 W
O im £3

~500m

PX Kaw Khérou

P8 Sud Dieundeugueun
14°437325 N
17°30°877 W
Prof. : 36m

Kaw Khérou Ballt

P1 Khérou Bal

14°43°436
17°30°611 W

PHARE DES MAMELLES

P6 Yabdura
14 43'513 N
17°30959 W
Prof: 22m

PRESNTATION SHEMATIQUE de la ZIP et de la ZER

P16 Kaw Séngaba
14° 44'720 N
177 3374564V
Prof.: 56m

P12 Kaw kongali

P18 Kaw SencupMboul 14° 44’376 N
14° 447084 N 17°34°034W ®
17°32° 748 W Prof : 41m 556
Piot-31m P15 Séngaba
@
P11 Kongali
14° 44428 N
® 172 33'065 W Soufou Séngal
- [ ] P5 Pakh % sk il
e P10 Khérou Mame 14° 44°332 N Prof - 42m
P7 Dieundeugueune 14° 43'867 N 172332 W
14°43'517N 17°31°813 W Prof, 32m
17°31°154 W Prof. : 23m ;
PHARE P13 Soufou kengali
Prof. 26m 14° 44’805 N
@ PY 17233082 W
PO Tégal Sap Prof : 34m
14°44°035 N
17°31'567 W
Prof.; 16m P14 Soufou kongal
14° 44°595 N

™3
Prof.

CLUB MED.

¥

P2 Dardar
14°44°4114 N
17°31°205 W
Prof : 16m

PLAGE DE OUAKAM
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172 32°827 W
Prof : 34m

17485 W
12m

GOR
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