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and Snnuggilnng

Definition: Human trafficking and smuggling denlte illicit (and usually profitable)

activities that facilitate migration. The actions of tiaffickers typically include coercion

and/or deception of migrants, while smugglers help undocumented (or 'illegal')

m ig rants cross bo rd e rs.
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The concepts of human traffìcking and human smuggling cover the activities of
people and organizations who profft from assisting or coercing others in migration.
Though closely related, there are important differences between the two concepts,
and the point of treating them together in this chapter is to analyse those differences
and thus to overcome some of the confusion apparent in the existing research.

'Human traffrcking' conveys the sense that migrants are treated as objects by the
traffickers for their own gain. In conventional terms trafficking involves coercing
unsuspecting women and girls into prostitution: the traffìckers woo them with
promises of iobs as waitresses or models, but upon arrival they are forced to work
instead as prostitutes, trapped by threats of violence foften carried outJ and by
demands that'debts' incurred in the course of migration be repaid. Other instances
of trafficking involve international adoptions, as well as other forms of work where
the migrants are treated as slaves or otherwise severely exploited fscarpa 2008).

'Human smuggiing', on the other hand, describes those whose activities are

limlted to helping migrants gain illegal entry into the destination country. A typical
example of smuggling consists of 'coyotes' who lead migrants ('pollos', chickens)

through the desert to remote regions of Arizona along the Mexican border, or
people who ferry migrants across the Mediterranean to Spain or Italy in over-
crowded small boats. A key point of difference is that the migrants usually pay the
smugglers in advance (rather than incurring debts to them) and then have no
further interaction with them after the trip is completed [Lee 2007).

Tiafficklng has attracted enormous interest among governments and non-
governmental organizations (such as the International Organization for MigrationJ
in recent years - though the practice itself is ancient, a point evident in the bibli
cal story of Joseph, sold by his brothers into slavery in Egypt. The United Nations
in 2000 adopted a Convention Against Transnational Organized Crime, compris-
ing a Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Thafficking in Persons, Especially
Women and Children , arrd a Protocol against the Smuggling of Migrants - known
collectively as the 'Paiermo Protocols'. Other organizations such as the European
Union have adopted their own measures. These agreements demonstrate the
perception that trafficking and smuggling are a significant problem.



Fiorvever, there are cliflìculties in determining exactly horv significant they are.
ln part, these diffìculties arise simply because the activitjes in question are i11egal

and the people invoh,'ed make great efforts to hìde them IDi Nicola 2007J. This
does not prevent l.arious bodies frorn offering estirnates [the US Departn-rent of
.lustice, lor r:xan"rple. suggested h 2007 that 80t1,000 people are trafTìcked ir.r arr

aver:ìge year, see Scarpa 2008J - and these estimates sometimes then take on a life
o{'their o1\'n, repe:Ìted as if entirely fàctual.Wong [2005J suggests that some orga-
nizatiorLs, particularhr the international Organization for ì\4igration, might offer
inflated estimates because large nr-rmhers]mply a con-rpelling need fbr a response
and thus justi{v their activities and budgets. In any event, w}rile individual articles
or reports sometinres convey a certain confidence in their findings, arr anaiysis of
the literrature as a lvhole demonstrates signifìcant limits of knorvleclge ancl ciata on
this topic [Dor,r,1ing et a1. 2007J.

A furthr:r complication emerges in the c1iflìcu1ty of distinguishing betr,veen the
t\'lio types in both empirical and conceptual terms. one could argue that the con-
cepttral distinction developed above is relatively straightfonvard; it tums prirnaril,v
on r,r,hether tlie migrants in question are lreely choosirrg to go on the basis of reii-
airle infonnatjon. If thr:1,21's, then smuggling is the appropriate category, espt-cialiy
if tl-re 'transaction' is completecl upon arrival. If they are being deceived by false
promises and then subsequentil, coerr:ed and expio:ited via debts (r,vhich they
nright even not knou, they ',vere incurring), then it is tralTicking. Ever.r so, the con-r-
ponents of the distinction -'exploitatio[','free choice','reljable information'- do
rrot c'lenr:te clichotomies (O'Connell Davirlson 2005; Plant 2012): just hor,r, unreli-
able does the inirormation have to be for one to conclude that a particular instarce
is properly described as invoh,ing deceit? Again, in many cases it is rrirtuall)r impos-
siltie to knou' rvhich càtegor)' is appropriute because of the difficulties in doing
empirical research, and an estimate of numbers of trafficked persons migirt be
inaccurate insoler as some might argr"rably br:lor-rg in the smr,rggled category, or viec
vefsa.

in addition. not everyone rvould accept this r,vay of marking the distinction. The
fact that significant numbers of the migrants in question end up lvorking in pros-
titution [or cloing'se-r rvork'J mesns that.iebates among lèminist scholars and
others ahout prostitution have spilled over into disptrtes about rvhat constitutes
tr"afficking [Outshoorn 2005; Scarpa 2008j. From one perspective faboiitionisrnJ,
it ìs unacceptahle to assert that \vomen could ever freely choose to eng3ge in pros-
titutiorl, aucl an1,6ns r,vhose rnigration includes the irrteltion of r,vorking as a pros-
titr..rte is therefbre trafTicked. 'i'his perspective is bolsterecl by the Iìct that the:

Palermo Protocols incltLtle 'abuse of vr.rh-rerability' as a {torm of coercicln [Ì\,lalpani
2009): at a nlinimuln, tvomen's restrictecl economic opportur-rities r,r,ou1d consti-
tute a lbrm of vulnerability and to the extent that smugglers profit from helping
therm enter prostitution, the smugglers are in reality traffickers.

Others, -ctarting r,,.-ith a different perspective on prostitution/ assert that man1,
migrarrt l\'ome1i [sinrilarly to man], 'native' ,,vomen) fuily intend to elgage ig set
rl'ork and make that choice knou,ingly as the trest among the options actuall,v avail-
able to them fAgr.rstin 2005). ln this persperctive, the traffir:king discorrrse (ancl in



particular its insistence on referring to 'victims'J inappropriately casts women as

passive objects and leads to 'solutions' that many of the migrants don't actually
wanq including deportation (see Parrefras 201iJ. Agustin emphasizes that the traf-
ficking/anti-prostitution position fails to capture the specific problems faced by
migrant sex workers: their main concern is not prostitution per se but their lack of
legai status, which exacerbates their difficulties with pimps, creditors, customers,

the police, etc. (see O'Connell Davidson 2006; Andrijasevic 2010; Dwyer et a1.

2011J. In some instances the prostitutes in question are children, such that these

considerations might amount to irrelevant subtleties (see Ebbi and Das 2008J -
though O'Connell Davidson (2005) asserts thaùveri for children there is variation
in experiences that is not captured by the black-and-white moral and iegal catego-

ries of activists and governments. One would flso want to avoid assuming that all
sex workers are female and provide services to heterosexual men; trafffcking can

involve homosexuals and transgender people as well (Mai 2012).
Debates on trafficking vs. smuggling are coloured in related ways by differing

perspectives on illegal immigration and the measures considered appropriate to
combat it. Both categories refer to people whose presence is undesired ('officialiy',
at least) by the destination country: those who are smuggled enter the country
illegally, and those who are trafficked engage in illicit activities (e.g. prostitution,
but extending to any form of undocumented work), even if they used legal means

of entry. The difference is that in the trafficking discourse it is easier to conclude
that the migrants themselues do not really want to be there - and so it is easier to
justify deporting them.

Perhaps unsurprisingly, then, national governments, while certainly opposed to
smuggling, are particularly drawn to the traffrcking perspective and inclined to
emphasize the dimensions of that problem; as is apparent in the discussion above,

t-hese terms do not have neutral deffnitions and uses, but on the contrary are highly
politicized. A related tendency is to highlight the involvement of transnational
criminal gangs in trafftcking (e.g. Truong 2003; \&rmeulen et al. 2010), likewise
justifliing an increased law-enforcement effort. Wong [2005] asserts that the real

dimensions of this aspect are smaller than that portrayed by such reports. By con-

trast, Shelley (2007) argues that transnational gangs, faced with a sustained crack-

down on the drug trade, have moved into the human trade where profits are high

and the risks relatively iow.
These two influences on trafficking/smuggling debates converge in a critique of

existing state responses: even while speaking of 'victims' of trafficking, govern-

ments are typically more interested in deporting them as irregular migrants than

in assisting them as genuine crime victims. The Palermo Protocols encourage sig-

natories to make efforts to restore victims' human rights, but these provisions are

non-binding and poorly defined, and some of the states that do honour them
nonetheless require, as a condition for the protections offered, victims' cooperation

in efforts to prosecute the traffickers [e.g. Malpani 2009J.

Some research on trafficking/smuggling is less concerned with the moral and
practical issues that feature prominently in the discussion above, providing
instead an analysis framed more deliberately in economic and sociological terms.
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K.vle an.1 siracusa [2005J, for example, ciescribe smuggling as'migr:llrt-c'xportl lg

u.h.a*ar,, organized us'ìruuì,-,"rse, that provide sett,ices in a market and soc:iai

-cetting deterntinecl by global forces such as lntern:rtional Monetar-v Furrcl'struc-

tr-rral aeljustrr-r",.t' 1t..',g.rm6es a1cl unirair- tlade regimes. Thesr: br-r-tir-resses help

rnÌgrant-exporting coutìtries earn n-irrch-flei':ded harcl cullenc\i and so Soverll-

,rrà,, i,-r these cases haie little inceirtive to restlict actirrities tirat, irroin the

i:;oint of Vier,r, of clestinatio,, coLultries, are simpl5' illegal and u'ho1ly ilie gitinrate"
lfl,i, 

.oork is a useful remi*der that *rigration, typically tlre object of resc"rrcìl

and cr:ncern ì:y scliolars and poiitir:iallslvcters in wealthy clestinatiorl itrurrtri's,

often looks qri," difl"."nt fronr tire perspectiYe of peopie irl poorer sencliflg

.r,rttttrits.

$ee also: Forced nigratiort: undacunentecl (illegal) migraticn
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Definition: The process lty which immiafints

abitity to participate in key institutilns in the

0'lirt

gain slcial membership and develop the

destination cauntrY.

l,nti+g raliii

Bro;rril-v speaking, integration refers to chatrges that irr-rrfligrants undergo alier

errjyal it'i the clestination coLlnrr)r; itl recent 1''eers it ]ras been extended to indicateì

cì-ianges irr the receiying societ.v *, *,"11, lirus intr:gration as a two-1ivay process' 1'1-ri:

phrur",uft". arri'al'points to a eliyide that charactr:rizes nlltch rcsearch 6p migra-

,rorn' n.,un1, studies ibcus i:ithelr on the determiilants of migration [thus b'rfbri'

arrival] or on the e:periences (rf irnmigriints iil the receiving society Castk:s and

\liiier [200gJ argr:e ihat this rlivi<ie is ertificial anel make a cese tbr rescarch that

.ngrg., li,ith the migratory process as a u,h,:le.whiìe this argument is pt'tsurLsirc'

ihe ease of per.ceiving tt 
" 

ti.l.l i, terms of that clichotonry heips shor^' that thi:

..*cept of iirtegration is 
'er-v 

hroad :rnd is iir.rplicateci in a nun-rhet olother coflcept-(

..ro.,r*,i in this book [e.g. multicrrlturalisnt, citizenship, ethnic enclavesJ.


