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Abstract  
	
  

This	
  dissertation	
  is	
  a	
  Foucaldian	
  reading	
  of	
  the	
  main	
  factors	
  shaping	
  the	
  Norwegian	
  asylum	
  

system.	
   It	
   aims	
   to	
   discover	
   underlying	
   assumptions	
   and	
   attitudes,	
   and	
   to	
   explain	
   how	
  

biopolitical	
   dispositifs	
   affects	
   asylum	
   seekers.	
   The	
   case	
   of	
   the	
   former	
   irregular	
   migrant	
  

turned	
  author	
  Maria	
  Amelie	
  serves	
  as	
  a	
  foundation	
  of	
  the	
  dissertation,	
  and	
  it	
  endeavours	
  to	
  

find	
  out	
  why	
  the	
  Norwegian	
  government	
  decided	
  to	
  change	
  the	
  migration	
  rules	
  and	
  readmit	
  

her	
   to	
   Norway	
   after	
   deportation.	
   The	
   research	
   was	
   conducted	
   primarily	
   using	
   semi-­‐

structured	
  interviews.	
  Members	
  of	
  parliament,	
  NGO	
  representatives	
  and	
  a	
  variety	
  of	
  other	
  

relevant	
  actors	
  were	
  interviewed.	
  	
  

	
   The	
   restrictions	
   to	
   asylum	
  policies	
   over	
   the	
  past	
   decade	
   are	
   explained	
  by	
   showing	
  

how	
  they	
  are	
  a	
  product	
  of	
  individual	
  politicians’	
  need	
  for	
  control,	
  and	
  votes.	
  The	
  concept	
  of	
  

national	
   sovereignty	
   and	
   a	
   strong	
   nation	
   state	
   is	
   apparent	
   in	
   the	
   views	
   expressed	
   by	
  

politicians.	
  However,	
  although	
  most	
  parties	
  oppose	
  EU	
  membership,	
  most	
  are	
   in	
  favour	
  of	
  

cooperating	
  with	
  EU	
  on	
  matters	
  of	
  border	
  security.	
   It	
   is	
  clear	
  that	
  the	
  modern	
  geopolitical	
  

imagination	
  exists	
  with	
  politicians.	
  

	
   The	
  geosurvellaince	
  mechanism	
  of	
   Eurodac	
   is	
   examined,	
   and	
  used	
   to	
   illustrate	
   the	
  

functioning	
   of	
   bio-­‐power.	
   The	
   database	
   attempts	
   to	
   discipline	
   asylum	
   seekers	
   into	
   docile	
  

bodies,	
  but	
  may	
  instead	
  be	
  a	
  dividing	
  practice	
  which	
  Others	
  the	
  migrants	
  as	
  illegal.	
  Likewise	
  

Norwegian	
  politicians’	
  strong	
  focus	
  on	
  identity	
  is	
  discussed	
  in	
  a	
  biopolitical	
  way,	
  where	
  the	
  

body	
   of	
   the	
   asylum	
   seeker	
   needs	
   to	
   be	
   identified	
   in	
   order	
   for	
   Norway	
   to	
   maintain	
   its	
  

sovereign	
   integrity	
   and	
   control.	
   It	
   is	
   proven	
   that	
   politicians	
   discursively	
   construct	
   the	
  

problem	
  of	
  unidentifiable	
  asylum	
  seekers	
  without	
  factual	
  evidence.	
  

	
   As	
  well	
  as	
  being	
  established	
  as	
  a	
  public	
  figure	
  due	
  to	
  her	
  book,	
  Maria	
  Amelie’s	
  strong	
  

cultural	
   capital,	
   her	
   white	
   skin	
   colour,	
   and	
   fluent	
   Norwegian	
   language	
   were	
   the	
   main	
  

reasons	
  of	
  her	
  popularity.	
  After	
  being	
  arrested	
  and	
  deported	
  the	
  government	
  changed	
  the	
  

migration	
  rules,	
  taking	
  a	
  technocratic	
  approach	
  that	
  would	
  benefit	
  very	
  few,	
  showing	
  how	
  

Norway	
  is	
  on	
  its	
  way	
  to	
  becoming	
  a	
  post-­‐political	
  society	
  of	
  fear.	
  	
  

Word	
  count:	
  15	
  320	
  



Acknowledgements    
	
  

	
  

First	
  and	
  foremost	
  I	
  wish	
  to	
  thank	
  my	
  supervisor	
  Dr	
  JoAnn	
  McGregor	
  for	
  her	
  excellent	
  

guidance	
  along	
  the	
  way,	
  for	
  all	
  the	
  helpful	
  tips	
  and	
  her	
  amiability.	
  	
  

I	
  also	
  wish	
  to	
  thank	
  all	
  the	
  respondents	
  for	
  so	
  generously	
  donating	
  their	
  time	
  during	
  the	
  

interviews	
  and	
  for	
  all	
  their	
  sincere	
  answers.	
  	
  

Furthermore	
  I	
  want	
  to	
  thank	
  all	
  the	
  other	
  academics	
  that	
  I	
  have	
  been	
  so	
  lucky	
  to	
  encounter	
  

during	
  my	
  time	
  at	
  UCL	
  for	
  all	
  the	
  inspiration	
  and	
  knowledge	
  they	
  have	
  given	
  me.	
  

I	
  would	
  like	
  to	
  thank	
  Maria	
  Amelie	
  for	
  creating	
  a	
  voice	
  for	
  the	
  thousands	
  of	
  irregular	
  

migrants	
  in	
  Norway,	
  and	
  for	
  continuing	
  the	
  fight	
  to	
  improve	
  their	
  situation.	
  	
  

Last	
  but	
  not	
  least	
  I	
  want	
  to	
  thank	
  Charlotte	
  for	
  all	
  her	
  continued	
  support	
  and	
  patience.	
  	
  

	
  

Thank	
  you!	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

	
  

This	
  dissertation	
  is	
  dedicated	
  to	
  the	
  non-­‐returnable	
  failed	
  asylum	
  seekers	
  that	
  I	
  met	
  during	
  

the	
  research	
  process,	
  and	
  to	
  my	
  parents	
  for	
  teaching	
  me	
  the	
  value	
  of	
  solidarity.	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  



Table  of  Contents  
	
  

INTRODUCTION	
   6	
  

LITERATURE	
  REVIEW	
   8	
  

BIO-­‐POWER,	
  BIOPOLITICS	
  AND	
  GOVERNMENTALITY	
   8	
  

NEOLIBERALISM,	
  POLITICAL	
  ECONOMY	
  AND	
  MIGRATION	
   10	
  

SECURITISATION,	
  DETENTION	
  AND	
  DEPORTATION	
   13	
  

METHODOLOGY	
   17	
  

SEMI-­‐STRUCTURED	
  INTERVIEWS	
   17	
  

THEORETICAL	
  CONSIDERATIONS	
  OF	
  SEMI-­‐STRUCTURED	
  INTERVIEWS	
   19	
  

DISCOURSE	
  ANALYSIS	
   19	
  

LIMITATIONS	
   21	
  

ETHICS	
   21	
  

SOVEREIGNTY	
  AND	
  ASYLUM	
  RESTRICTIONS	
   22	
  

THE	
  NORWEGIAN	
  POLITICAL	
  AND	
  ASYLUM	
  SYSTEM	
   22	
  

NORWEGIAN	
  ASYLUM	
  RESTRICTIONS	
   23	
  

SOVEREIGNTY	
   28	
  

DISCOURSE,	
  MEDIA	
  REPRESENTATIONS	
  AND	
  BIOPOLITICS	
   33	
  

THE	
  BIOPOLITICS	
  OF	
  EURODAC	
   33	
  

NORWAY	
  AND	
  ID	
   36	
  

MEDIA	
  INFLUENCE	
   38	
  

	
   	
  



THE	
  CASE	
  OF	
  MARIA	
  AMELIE	
  –	
  EVIDENCE	
  OF	
  A	
  BIOPOLITICS	
  OF	
  FEAR	
   41	
  

PUBLIC	
  ATTENTION	
  AND	
  POPULARITY	
   41	
  

CITIZENSHIP,	
  ETHNICITY	
  AND	
  POST-­‐POLITICS	
   45	
  

CONCLUSION	
   48	
  

BIBLIOGRAPHY	
   50	
  

APPENDIX	
  1	
   62	
  

POST-­‐SCRIPT	
   62	
  

APPENDIX	
  2	
   65	
  

AUTO	
  CRITIQUE	
   65	
  

	
  

	
   	
  



6	
  
	
  

	
  ‘Nothing	
  so	
  clearly	
  marks	
  out	
  the	
  modern	
  era	
  and	
  defines	
  our	
  attitudes	
  and	
  sentiments	
  as	
  national	
  

consciousness	
  and	
  nationalist	
  ideology.	
  Not	
  only	
  in	
  our	
  everyday	
  political	
  and	
  social	
  life,	
  but	
  also	
  in	
  our	
  

underlying	
  assumptions,	
  the	
  nation	
  and	
  its	
  nationalism	
  provide	
  a	
  stable	
  framework	
  for	
  good	
  or	
  ill	
  and	
  define	
  

the	
  goals	
  and	
  values	
  of	
  most	
  collective	
  activity
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Literature  Review  

	
  

Bio-­power,  Biopolitics  and  Governmentality  

Michel	
  Foucault’s	
  concepts	
  of	
  bio-­‐power,	
  biopolitics	
  and	
  governmentality	
  are	
  particularly	
  

relevant	
  to	
  this	
  dissertation.	
  Bio-­‐power	
  is	
  a	
  specific	
  form	
  of	
  state	
  power	
  that	
  emerged	
  in	
  the	
  

eighteenth	
  century,	
  following	
  –	
  but	
  not	
  replacing	
  –	
  sovereign	
  and	
  disciplinary	
  power.	
  In	
  

contrast	
  to	
  sovereign	
  power,	
  which	
  can	
  traditionally	
  be	
  defined	
  as	
  the	
  right	
  to	
  take	
  life	
  and	
  

as	
  the	
  defence	
  and	
  acquisition	
  of	
  territory,	
  bio-­‐power	
  deals	
  with	
  the	
  human	
  body	
  and	
  its	
  

effect	
  on	
  a	
  population.	
  More	
  precisely,	
  bio-­‐power	
  is	
  	
  

‘the	
  set	
  of	
  mechanisms	
  through	
  which	
  the	
  basic	
  biological	
  features	
  of	
  the	
  human	
  



9	
  
	
  

(Foucault	
  2009).	
  For	
  example,	
  a	
  foreign	
  person	
  entering	
  the	
  sovereign’s	
  territory	
  can	
  be	
  

seen	
  as	
  a	
  threat.	
  The	
  person	
  may	
  be	
  a	
  murderer,	
  thief,	
  carrier	
  of	
  disease	
  and	
  so	
  on.	
  

However,	
  a	
  foreign	
  person	
  might	
  also	
  be	
  a	
  tourist	
  or	
  a	
  businessman	
  who	
  will	
  make	
  a	
  positive	
  

contribution	
  to	
  the	
  nation	
  state.	
  Mechanisms	
  to	
  manage	
  this	
  potential	
  threat,	
  that	
  is	
  to	
  

deter	
  the	
  negative	
  flows	
  from	
  entering	
  and	
  to	
  encourage	
  the	
  good	
  flows,	
  are	
  a	
  part	
  of	
  

governmentality.	
  Passport	
  checks	
  and	
  body	
  scanners	
  at	
  the	
  airport	
  are	
  some	
  other	
  

mechanisms	
  of	
  governmentality.	
  If	
  a	
  person	
  is	
  beneficial,	
  or	
  at	
  least	
  not	
  harmful,	
  to	
  the	
  

state,	
  he	
  or	
  she	
  can	
  enter.	
  Since	
  threats	
  can	
  never	
  be	
  eliminated,	
  a	
  person	
  who	
  has	
  a	
  

speeding	
  ticket	
  for	
  instance,	
  will	
  most	
  likely	
  not	
  be	
  refused	
  entry	
  to	
  a	
  nation,	
  even	
  if	
  there	
  is	
  

a	
  slight	
  chance	
  that	
  speeding	
  may	
  occur	
  which	
  could	
  be	
  harmful.	
  If	
  the	
  person	
  is	
  perceived	
  

as	
  being	
  too	
  harmful,	
  for	
  instance	
  carrying	
  a	
  loaded	
  gun	
  through	
  the	
  body	
  scanner	
  or	
  by	
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Zembylas	
  (2010:	
  32-­‐33,	
  author’s	
  emphasis)	
  links	
  together	
  bio-­‐power,	
  geopolitics	
  and	
  

the	
  fear	
  of	
  asylum	
  seekers	
  by	
  claiming	
  that	
  migrants	
  are	
  ‘constructed	
  as	
  a	
  danger	
  to	
  our	
  

(e.g.,	
  our	
  national	
  group)	
  very	
  existence.	
  Fear	
  of	
  the	
  Other	
  is	
  produced,	
  circulated	
  and	
  

capitalized	
  on	
  to	
  achieve	
  political	
  and	
  economic	
  purposes’.	
  This	
  is	
  significant,	
  since	
  in	
  Ó	
  

Tuathail	
  and	
  Agnew’s	
  seminal	
  paper	
  on	
  geopolitics	
  it	
  is	
  pointed	
  out	
  that	
  ‘it	
  is	
  through	
  

discourse	
  that	
  leaders	
  act’	
  (1992:	
  191).	
  Doyle	
  (2009)	
  adds	
  that	
  state	
  racism	
  is	
  inherent	
  in	
  the	
  

relationship	
  between	
  sovereign	
  power	
  and	
  bio-­‐power,	
  and	
  that	
  non-­‐citizens	
  are	
  Othered	
  by	
  

framing	
  them	
  as	
  a	
  threat	
  to	
  the	
  nation	
  state’s	
  social	
  cohesiveness.	
  It	
  is	
  therefore	
  apparent	
  

how	
  Othering	
  may	
  create	
  a	
  public	
  discourse	
  that	
  will	
  try	
  to	
  defend	
  the	
  nation	
  state’s	
  

population	
  and	
  how,	
  through	
  the	
  use	
  of	
  biopolitical	
  dispositifs,	
  it	
  may	
  at	
  the	
  same	
  time	
  be	
  

to	
  the	
  detriment	
  of	
  the	
  supposed	
  invasive	
  and	
  damaging	
  migrant.	
  	
  	
  

Žižek	
  (2008)	
  expands	
  on	
  the	
  concept	
  and	
  writes	
  that	
  we	
  have	
  entered	
  an	
  age	
  of	
  
















