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Abstract 
My analysis contributes to the general debate on the migration crisis. In the historiographical recognition of a distinct security narrative about migration, by the politicians in the media discourse, at the national level of the EU member states, and in the acknowledgment (by the historiography), of an absence of a radical pro-migration stance in the Italian public discourse. I found necessary to verify if the picture of the characterized national security discourse, by the below-mentioned scholars, was still significant and typical in the media politics discourse of Italy, after 2015.  Ergo, I tested the general theory elaborated within existing historiography, within the context of the media politics discourse of Italy before 2015, by measuring it against empirical evidence (political media discourse) of Italy post 2015. My paper evolves around this general research question: “How did security and migration discourse evolve from 2015 to 2019, in Italian media discourse, from the perspective of political elites?”. To answer this research question, I directed the focus of my analysis toward the media formulation, the conceptualization of security and its relation to migration, by specific speakers: Italian foreign ministers who represented the institutional level of the Italian politics media discourse. The method adopted consisted of a historical discourse analysis of political statements (from Italian foreign ministers), broadcasted in diverse Italian newspapers, throughout 2015 and 2019. The theoretical framework through which I approached my sources was the securitization theory, acknowledging both the frailties and the strengths that these theoretical lenses have. In fact, as historians, by historicizing security, we are forced to acknowledge the intersubjective character of security and the infinite possibilities of understandings, meanings and implications that security as discourse has. Thus, my concerns regarded the dynamics and assumptions behind the construction of a certain discourse, rather than the connotations that a certain security discourse has; because, by giving significance to language, I did not want to fail in essentializing a certain discourse, as something inherently good or bad. Thereby, the goals were multiple. Firstly, I aimed to show how the conceptualization of ‘security’ and the subsequent connotation of migration phenomenon can change through time. Secondly, I wanted to show the practicality and utility of securitization theory as an effective tool of analysis to understand security and the demand of it, into politics. Nevertheless, because I directed the attention of my analysis on ‘security’ language, I attempted to demonstrate the implications that security as discourse has, by recognising the significance and implications that a specific language system has. At the end, I arrived to the conclusion that the discourse about migration and its relation to security, at the level of media politics discourse in Italy post 2015, presented both a continuity and a divergence when compared to the current historiography, about migration and security discourse of Italy before 2015. 
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Introduction
The current historiography within the European Union detected a common ‘crisis’ discourse, at the institutional level, for what concerns migration flux and its impacts on security policy.[footnoteRef:1] So far, it seemed that the public discourse was characterized by an increasing politicization of immigration. The term “politicization” is taken to mean the steady rise in importance of the migration question, until this issue has become a central part of the political agenda.[footnoteRef:2] Mainly right wing and populist parties, among the EU, presented a strong anti-migration and anti-multiculturalist rhetoric. In particular, they addressed the migration issue as a security threat in their political agenda, owing to its apparent ‘domino’ effect on economic, cultural and societal problems.  [1:  See, Julien Jeandesboz & Polly Pallister-Wilkins. “Crisis, Routine, Consolidation: The Politics of the Mediterranean Migration Crisis”. Mediterranean Politics (2016). 
Alessandra, Buonfino. "Between Unity and Plurality: The Politicization and Securitization of the Discourse of Immigration in Europe." New Political Science 26, no. 1 (2004). 
Monica, Colombo, Fabio Quassoli. "“clandestino”: Institutional Discourses and Practices for the Control and Exclusion of Migrants in Contemporary Italy." Journal of Language and Politics 12, no. 2 (2013). ]  [2:  See “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic Dominance and exclusion”. By Monica Colombo (University of Milano-Bicocca), pg. 170. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f74a/1d4e955d90f7d5a7a85f3d7859509504d336.pdf. ] 

This specific discourse ‘crisis’ and anti-migration rhetoric was part of a common trend among politicians of diverse political orientations and nationalities to portray the situation, in the Mediterranean basin, in highly tense apocalyptic terms. Specifically, in the case of Italy and in government hegemonic[footnoteRef:3] media discourse, scholars such as Monica Bonofino argued that, back in 2015, almost no pro-migration stance existed in Italian public discourse.[footnoteRef:4] On the contrary, almost everyone[footnoteRef:5] (except for a few cases, like the group Rifondazione Comunista) called for a securitization, so regulation and control of migration.[footnoteRef:6] The main argument, to support this migration ‘security’ call, was based on the necessity and on the politicians reclaimed ‘right’, to protect not only cultural identity, but also to eliminate any possible abuses of the welfare state benefits and to protect the jobs, from being ‘stolen’ by ‘migrant’ groups.[footnoteRef:7] [3:  Here, hegemonic must be understood in Gramscian terms. I.e. migration turns into a security threat, after a confrontation between different (securitizing) actors who established new policy of containment, based on the hegemonic discourse where migration is a security issue. In Alessandra, Buonofino. “Between Unity and Plurality: the politicization and securitization of the discourse of Immigration in Europe”. New Political Science, no.1 (2004): 23-49. Accessed January 2020, https://www-tandfonline-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/doi/full/10.1080/0739314042000185111. ]  [4: Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), pg. 166. doi 10.1075/jlp.12.2.01col. ]  [5:  “Everyone” meant to signify the political actor, within certain parties. Hence, here the attention is toward the securitizing actors, the elite: i.e. the one in charge and with the power to invoke the security dispositif, in the regards of the migration, across the EU territory. ]  [6:  Securitization the process by which an issue is placed beyond normal politics and beyond public debate, where decisions are taken based on impulse, urgency and anxiety. See, Alex, Schmid. “Links between Terrorism and Migration: An Exploration”. ICCT Research Paper (May 2016). ]  [7:  Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), pg. 164-66. doi 10.1075/jlp.12.2.01col. ] 

Moreover, in the field of Security Studies and Migration, scholars Alessandra Buonfino, Gabriella Lazaridis, in addressing the securitization of Migration, in the media discourse, from the perspective of the elites[footnoteRef:8], also detected a divergence in the ‘security’ discourse. [footnoteRef:9] They outlined that this emergency discourse developed on two different, yet related, levels.  The security discourse, about migration across the Mediterranean and the EU soil, varied depending on who was the securitizing actor and, by where, or for whom the securitization process was invoked.[footnoteRef:10] According to them, the shift in the connotation of migration, across the Mediterranean basin, took place when the securitizing actor(s) were no longer speaking at a national level but at a supranational one. I.e.  On the one hand, EU securitizing actors presented the securitization of migration in the Mediterranean Basin, as being a result of a pending humanitarian ‘crisis’. On the other hand, different national leaders, such as  the Italian ones (taken into consideration in my case study) presented Migration as a security threat, supporting their ‘crisis’ and emergency discourse by relating Migration in causal terms to criminality and economic crisis issues.[footnoteRef:11]  [8:  The elites term here refers to the securitizing actors, so the political figures who as detainers of power, felt entitled to call for a securitization and so for a regulation of migration, as an existing security threat. ]  [9:  See his reflection on the use of language, its implication and the regulation of Migration (Language and the Mobilization of security expectations. The normative dilemma of speaking and Writing Security, 1999). ]  [10:  Securitization process is understood “as an articulated assemblage of practices, such as metaphors, policy tools, image repertoires, analogies, stereotypes, emotions that are contextually mobilized by a specific securitizing actor, who works to prompt an audience to build a coherent network of implications (feelings, sensations, thoughts, and intuitions), about the critical vulnerability of a referent object, that concurs with the securitizing actor’s reasons for choices and actions, by investing the referent subject with such an aura of unprecedented threatening complexion that a customized policy must be undertaken immediately to block its development” (Balzacq, e.2011). In Thierry, Balzacq. “Securitization Theory : How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve”. Prio New Security Studies. London: Routledge, 2011, pp. XIII.  ]  [11:  J. Peter Burgess,, Serge Gutwirth, Leefdaal Koloriet, Hulshout Crius Group, Tugba Basaran, and Jr̜gen Carling. A Threat against Europe? : Security, Migration and Integration. Institute for European Studies - Publication Series, Number 19. Brussels, Belgium: VUBPress, 2011. Accessed December 2019, https://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/uunl/detail.action?docID=3115800. ] 

It is at this point that my analysis contributes to the general debate on the migration crisis. In the historiographical recognition of a distinct security narrative about migration, by the  politicians in the media discourse, at the national level of the EU member states, and in the acknowledgment (by the historiography), of an absence of a radical pro-migration stance in the Italian public discourse. I find necessary to verify if the picture of the characterized national security discourse, by the above-mentioned scholars, can be still significant and typical in the media politics discourse of Italy, after 2015.  Ergo, I will test the general theory elaborated within existing historiography, within the context of the media politics discourse of Italy before 2015, by measuring it against empirical evidence (political media discourse) of Italy post 2015.
In fact, my paper will evolve around this general research question “How did security and migration discourse evolve from 2015 to 2019, in Italian media discourse, from the perspective of political elites?”. To answer this question, I will address the following sub-questions: a)What is security and what does securitization stand for?; b)What are the implications of speaking of and writing about security?;c)What were the characteristics of the security discourse about migration, by Italian securitizing actors before 2015?, so what did historiography say about the securitization of migration, in the Italian media discourse? Then, d) How did this construction of migration come into being and develop for each single year, from 2015 onward? Who did contribute to it?  At the end of my analysis, I will aim to resolve my main research question, by comparing and contrasting narratives, derived from the general trend in media politics discourse recognised by the historiography, before 2015, and what I will find to be the common trend in the media discourse, after 2015. I.e. To what extent did a change take place in the security discourse of migration, between what came before 2015 and what came after 2015?
I will direct the focus of my analysis toward the media formulation, conceptualization of security and its relation to migration, by specific speakers, Italian foreign ministers who represent the institutional level of the Italian politics media discourse. The method adopted in this thesis will consist of a historical discourse analysis of political statements, mainly from Italian foreign ministers, broadcasted in diverse Italian newspapers, throughout 2015 and 2019. The theoretical framework through which I will approach my sources will be the securitization theory, acknowledging both the frailties and strengths that these theoretical lenses have. 
Moreover, this research, though it does still focus on the political elites, considered the securitizing actors[footnoteRef:12] of the securitization of migration issue. This differs from the previous research, conducted by Buonfino, Lazaridis, because it directs its attention mainly toward Italian foreign ministers and it addresses the securitization of Migration, in media discourse, throughout 2015-2019. The reason to change the historical spectrum and to consider one specific kind of securitizing actor is due to multiple reasons. First, despite an in depth academic research about migration and media discourse, specifically in the case of Italy, I found a lack of substantial literature when it comes to detect a general pattern in the public discourse after 2015. Therefore, my attention moved to a more contemporary historical period, 2015-2019, where Italy faced issues, such as political instability, economic crisis that can be situated into the broader category of security frame and so policy.  [12:  The term ‘securitizing actor’ is an umbrella term that includes all the actors, often the state, that present an issue, such as migration, articulating it as a security threat and thereby claiming for the special right to handle the issue, by using extraordinary means.  ] 

From 2015 to 2019, Italy changed many cabinets whose political orientation and policy changed considerably. Though 2015 seems to be ‘universally’ recognised as the peak in the sensationalizing media discourse, concerning the situation in the Mediterranean Basin, what came after this, the ‘new’ dominant media discourse, seems to be less explicit. Furthermore, though scholars located a specific emergency, security and anti-migration rhetoric, analysing a broad range of narratives from different parties in Italy, it seems that the attention was mainly directed toward right-wing and populist parties, whose understanding of migration and security tended to be more in favour of a ‘crisis’ discourse. In my opinion, it is relevant to pay attention to the discourse of foreign ministers, throughout this particular timespan. In the specific national context of Italian politics, to have a broader picture of how media discourse articulated, integrated, re-articulated and readopted migration, into a security framework, after a peak in the ‘crisis’ discourse. The reason to reflect solely on foreign ministers’ discourse is because I argue that foreign minister’s political affiliation and so personal opinion of a certain issue, in this case regarding migration, should be more nuanced, moderate and so less politicized, when it comes to address a certain issue to a wider audience.[footnoteRef:13] Hereby, the choice to direct my research in the media discourse around the nexus of these two themes: security and migration, aims at verifying if, after what the aforementioned scholars have detected, Italian political elites’ discourse in the media constructs migration issue, in terms of security threat differently. [footnoteRef:14] [13:  The audience I am referring to includes all kind of actors, toward which an issue is addressed, such as individuals (citizens), politicians, corporations, governmental and non-governmental organizations. ]  [14:  I.e. At the national level, among many member states of the EU, the media discourse constructed Migration issue, in terms of security threat, mainly according to criminalization and economization problems, to enforce the idea of Migration as a security issue that necessities to be securitized.] 

Nevertheless, the selection of the articles will be dictated by a personal judgement. I will use a standardized criterion that works through the insertion of two keywords, migration and security, in the Italian Foreign Minister database. I will do this, in the section allocated to interviews, articles and media, per each of the four years of my analysis. The choice to consider only the articles and interviews that are inserted in the category of security and migration is not purely subjective and pragmatic. On the contrary, according to what Montanali suggests in “The representation of migrants in the Italian press: a study on the Corriere della Sera (1992–2009)”, the Italian media discourse (among others), has been constructed around specific themes, such as migration, security and terrorism. Then, this practice has been detected by similar research conducted on the European media and indicates how this system of representations defines a common sense of cultural belonging and a shared construction of social relations.[footnoteRef:15]  [15:  Lorenzo Montali, Paolo Riva, Alessandra Frigerio and Silvia Mele. “The representation of migrants in the Italian press: a study on the Corriere della Sera (1992–2009)”. In Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), 172.  doi 10.1075/jlp.12.2.01col] 

The ‘revelation’[footnoteRef:16] about a commonality in the structure of media discourse among different states of the EU, consolidates the existence of a common ‘culture’[footnoteRef:17] among those states. This manifests itself, reportedly, through similar practices, responses, ‘representations’, among different political contexts. This excursus, regarding the relevance of ‘culture’ in media studies, can, thereby, be significant as well for security theory and security studies, in general. In fact, scholars such as Mary Kaldor (2018, Global Security Cultures) and Christopher Daase (2016, On Paradox and pathologies: a cultural approach to security), argued that, to grasp the complexity, multidimensional, contradictory nature of the term security, as both a state of being and an end, it is important to include the notion of security culture, in the conceptualization and so construction of the securitization theory.[footnoteRef:18] Thus using this argument, someone can explore the understanding and the construction of security – so the way of ‘doing security’ – within the Italian context, as being determined by the cultural background (among other factors), in which the notion of security is embedded and formulated in.  [16:  I.e. the recognition by the historiography of an existing practice among different member states of the EU that consists in constructing and ordering the media discourse, around common societal themes, such as migration, terrorism, criminality, etc.  ]  [17:  Here, culture stands for the expression of products, practices, attitudes, behaviors, beliefs, customs, tastes, forms of expression and of identification that define, construct certain (cultural) collective identity. See, Stuart, Hall. “The Work of Representation”. In ed. Representation: Cultural Representations and Signifying Practices, Sage Publications Ltd. 2013, Chapter 1, pp. 15. ]  [18:  The call for security culture as recognised integrating part of the securitization theory, is part of the cultural turn in Security Studies. I.e. Many scholars critiqued securitization theory to be too static, essentialist, determinist and hegemonic and for this reason, the notion of security culture was introduced in the securitization frame.] 

In the end, my argument will develop progressively on three interconnected parts. The first section will give a general overview to the reader of the term security, as slippery concept and the possibility to approach it through the securitization theory.  In the second part, I will present the current historiographical narrative surrounding securitization of migration and the characteristics of the elites’ security rhetoric, using the specific context of Italy media discourse and I will proceed with a historical discourse analysis of Italian prime ministers discourses, broadcasted in different Italian newspapers, from 2015 to 2019. I will compare the deriving picture of the security discourse, about migration in Italy of 2015-2019, with the picture of what other scholars argued to be the security discourse of Italy before 2015. Finally, in the third part, I will connect to the first chapter, where I defined security in terms of speech act and dispositive, to address the rising dilemma of writing and speaking of security, in the academia. In fact, once you recognise security as a language system and specifically in terms of speech act and dispositive, you have to acknowledge the existing relation between knowledge production and power, ergo the normative implications that to write and to speak of security have in the world power relations.  
By focusing on the migration-security nexus (i.e. the relations between migration and security, to see how migration turned into a security threat, in the security discourse) and specifically on the work of political discourse in the media language, my analysis tries to find a divergence in the security discourse about migration, specifically within the national level of Italian politics discourse. I will not consider therefore the detected divergence in the security discourse about migration, between the supranational and national levels, within the EU, as this sort of comparative analysis would necessitate more time and attention than my research is able to support. The goal thereby is to show how the conceptualization of ‘security’ and the subsequent connotation of migration phenomenon can change through time. In fact, depending on the political goals and priorities of the securitizing actors, security discourse and securitization, in general, are effective means to foster political legitimacy and to displace the attention of an x audience, from other pending issues, whose relevance and significance are not perceived as sensational topics, by a ‘general’ public audience.[footnoteRef:19]   [19:  The general public audience must be understood, in securitization terms. The audience can be the referent objects toward which the securitizing actors, so the elite, address their call for the securitization of a certain issue. Although in my  analysis, I will not pay attention to the role played by the public audience, in the possible activation of a security dispositif. It is important that the reader recognise the relevance and significance of the role played by the audience, in the identification, activation and then mobilization of the security dispositive. In the end, to turn an issue into a security one, it is fundamental that a certain audience of whether nature recognises the current situation, in terms of ‘crisis’. I.e. the audience must recognise a certain issue, for example migration, as a security threat, so problem that necessitates to be regulated and controlled. ] 










Chapter 1
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Figure 2 Edith, Codegoni. Water.

Security a slippery concept
Within the discipline of IR and specifically in the sub-discipline of Security Studies, security is regarded as a slippery and contested concept. The complexity and ambiguity of this term stands in the fact that security is both a state of being and an end.  As Bauman argues, the term security, in German ‘Sicherheit’, captures three ideas of state of being: security, safety and certainty.[footnoteRef:20]  Security expresses an idea of assurance but the idea of assurance is a matter of perceptions, being strictly dependent on the idea of risk and danger. Ergo, security as a notion comes into its existence when an idea of insecurity, as well as of danger, emerges. As the scholar Zedner, clearly explained (e.2003, The Concept of Security: An Agenda for Comparative Analysis), the perception of danger and so the conceptualization of security are both an individual and social practice. Security is a heterogeneous dispositive, constituted both by subjective and objective mechanisms.  Hence, as security is often subject to change and altered by historical forces, and as not ontologically given, security cannot help but mean different things for every school of thought, in this case in the discipline of security studies, as well as for any other field that is concerned and works with security.  [20:  Lucia Zedner, “The Concept of Security: An Agenda for Comparative Analysis,” Legal Studies 1:153 (2003), 153-176.] 

In defining security, the scholar Balzacq states that security is a combination of both textual meaning – knowledge of the concept security acquired through language (written or spoken) – and cultural meaning – knowledge historically gained through past interactions and present situations.[footnoteRef:21] From this perspective, security, recognised as cultural, historical, social construction, is constructed and re-constructed by a communicational, performative process that goes under the notion of speech act. The term speech act wants to emphasise the agency and so the performativity of security as a discourse. The speech act theory recognises that in language and, through its utterances, there is the ability to ‘perform’ an activity that can transform the way the world currently is and so the way people perceive it.[footnoteRef:22] Therefore, something becomes a security threat, through discourse; where security, as an utterance has agency, because it is an act in itself. As Habermas (1984:289) summed “by saying something, we do something”.[footnoteRef:23] Consequently, the conditions to have threats are internal to the act of saying security. [21: Thierry, Balzacq. Securitization Theory : How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. Prio New Security Studies. London: Routledge, 2011. A Theory of securitization, 14. Accessed March, 2019 https://www-taylorfrancis-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/books/e/9780203868508. ]  [22:  Thierry, Balzacq. Securitization Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. Prio New Security Studies. London: Routledge, 2011. A Theory of securitization, 4. Accessed March, 2019 https://www-taylorfrancis-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/books/e/9780203868508. ]  [23:  In Thierry, Balzacq. Securitization Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve. Prio New Security Studies. London: Routledge, 2011. A Theory of securitization, 5. Accessed March, 2019 https://www-taylorfrancis-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/books/e/9780203868508 ] 

Moreover, this philosophy of language, recognising security a speech act, focuses on the functions of language and specifically on the existing link between our knowledge of reality and language.[footnoteRef:24]A further step in the linguistic approach toward security studies identifies security as a dispositif, following Foucault philosophy.[footnoteRef:25] When Foucault used the term dispositive, he aimed to express the ensemble of power relations at distinct historical moments and the implications that language, as a system of communication, has on it. As consequence, the term dispositive, used in security studies, seeks to grasp the connection between security (as a speech act) and the political legitimacy, by uncovering the normative consequences that security, as a discourse, has in the world power relations. In the end, the notions of dispositive and speech act, adopted in this analysis as well, highlight the political resonance that security as a language system has, in the way we understand and define ‘our’ reality and its components. These two terms are functional to address the dilemma of writing and speaking about security, taking place in security studies, as addressed in the ongoing debate (chapter 3). In fact, security discourse and its production of knowledge has normative implications, because it, as a concept, is always clustered into a normative and legitimized system of power relations, both affecting and being affected by it.      [24: Thierry, Balzacq. “Securitization Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve”. A Theory of securitization, p. 5. ]  [25:  The notion of the 'security dispositive', In Beatrice de Graaf & Cornel Zwierlein, “Historicizing Security – Entering the Conspiracy Dispositive,” Historical Social Research 38:1 (2013), 46-64. ] 

Theoretical framework: the securitization theory
With regard to the assessment of security outlined above,[footnoteRef:26] at the early stages of emerging security studies, scholars and policymakers understood security mainly in military terms and according to a realist approach. The latter regarded security as something static, given, therefore essentialist in its outlook. Security was mainly about the state and its search for power balance. Since then, due to changes in geopolitical configuration and to the emergence of different critiques within the academic field (e.g. cultural turn, post-colonial critique etcetera), scholars found it necessary to re-frame the security dispositive.[footnoteRef:27] To be able to grasp the multi-dimensional, polymorphous characters of security, as an intersubjective concept, scholars started to incorporate different sectors, such as economics, environmental and cultural phenomena that entered into the realm of security politics and so into the political agenda.  Consequently, security was no longer solely concerned with the state and its search of power balance, but had gone through a re-construction of expanding repertoire.  [26:  The conceptualization of security, in the first paragraph, followed the post-modern approach in security studies. ]  [27:  For the post-colonial turn, see Tarak Barkawi and Mark Laffey, “The postcolonial moment in security studies,” Review of International Studies, 32:2 (2006); Pinar Bilgin, “The ‘Western-Centrism’ of Security Studies: ‘Blind Spot’ or Constitutive Practice?,” Security Dialogue 41 (2010).  For the cultural turn, consider the works of Mary Kaldor. “Global Security Cultures”, Cambridge: Polity Press, 2018; Marieke de Goede, “European Security Culture: Preemption and Precaution in European Security,” Inaugural Lecture, University of Amsterdam, 27 May 2011. ] 

In re-constructing the notion of security (and thereby in formulating the notion of securitization theory), as an effective tool of analysis, to understand security and its conceptualization in the world politics, scholars had to generate some theoretical assumptions that consider three factors: inter-subjectivity, context(s) and practice(s).[footnoteRef:28] In sum, securitization theory does not only strive to explain the politics through which the security character of public problems was established. It also demonstrates the social commitments resulting from the collective acceptance that a specific phenomenon is a threat and the possibility of a particular policy to be created.[footnoteRef:29] The conclusion arrived at by such scholars is as follows: when a situation deviates from the ‘normal’, normative order of things; so, when a perception of risk emerges or increases, the demand for security in invoked, so a security discourse emerges. Consequently, the detainers of power feel legitimised to invoke extraordinary measures, aiming to cope with a situation of (perceived) exceptional emergency. Then, if a certain audience, toward which the ‘securitizing actors’ address their security call, recognises the current threat as an existential one and in need of urgent security, the use of extraordinary measures is legitimated and a securitization process gets activated. In consequence, security dispositive, in always being politically situated, is a direct response, by whoever is in power. This creates a sense of entitlement for those in power, to speak for a collective body, to act in forefront of a (perceived) situation of danger, while aiming to establish order and so safety.[footnoteRef:30] It appears that the idea of danger has to acquire existential dimensions, to cause an issue enter into the specific parameters of concern which necessitates the security dispositive.  [28:  Thierry, Balzacq. “Securitization Theory: How Security Problems Emerge and Dissolve”. A Theory of securitization, p. 8.]  [29:  Thierry Balzacq, Sarah Leonard, Jan Ruzicka, “Securitization Revisited: Theory and Cases,” International Relations 30:4 (Aug., 2015), Abstract, pp. 494. Accessed March, 2020. https://journals-sagepub-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/doi/pdf/10.1177/0047117815596590. ]  [30:  If we understand security in realist terms, we can recognise the state, as the actor, the authority, that invokes security, to protect the components of its society, from a situation of perceived danger.] 

Challenge the mainstream of the securitization theory
In the last decade, research on securitization has grown significantly. Particularly, scholars acknowledged the many limits deriving from the use of a securitization theory. If adopted according to the canonical Western understanding of power relations, the focus is mainly directed toward the powerful actors (the West and the states), who were considered the only securitizing actors of a security dispositive. Thanks to the post-colonial turn in the academic studies, scholars understood that the securitization theory, to be an effective tool of analysis, had to incorporate diverse actors into its security framework. These diverse actors need to possess dynamic agency, but also simultaneously achieve multiples, interchangeable roles, within the scrutinized security dispositive.[footnoteRef:31] Depending on which perspective we engage in with regard to specific security issues, for example in the case of migration, the implications and connotations of a certain security discourse change.  [31:  Pinar Bilgin, “The ‘Western-Centrism’ of Security Studies: ‘Blind Spot’ or Constitutive Practice?,” Security Dialogue 41 (2010), 615-622. ] 

Furthermore, security studies changed significantly since September 2001 terrorist attack. This event resulted in a change in the very understanding of ‘security’, within national policy agenda. In particular, deriving from this change in security studies, there was acknowledgement that, in current affairs, security turned into a matter of everyday policy and the distinction between internal and external threats completely disappeared (Zedner, 2003). Furthermore, security became the leitmotiv of both domestic and foreign policy, encompassing the state’s territoriality and so sovereignty.[footnoteRef:32] Security became the most politicized concept in politics discourse, tied up and existing because of the same fundamental preoccupation: the necessity to safeguard legitimacy and, in turn, power. Consequently, when I approach security, through securitization lens, I cannot help but reinforce the idea that security, by both dispositive and speech act (since it is a product of structural, institutional, linguistic, social processes), can only work through alarmist language, which induces feelings, images of forth coming, which are instrumental in serving specific political goals.  [32:  Beatrice de Graaf & Cornel Zwierlein, “Historicizing Security – Entering the Conspiracy Dispositive,” Historical Social Research 38:1 (2013), 46-64. ] 

Securitization: both a tool of analysis and a political strategy
When I use the term securitization, I am referring to both the political strategy and the theoretical framework. Ergo the process through which security, as a discourse, comes into existence under specific policy practices. The relevance of securitization is explicit in the game of politics and to the theoretical framework, by which scholars can approach and deconstruct the notion(s) of security (Eriksson, 2003). The former, securitization as a political strategy, works by placing an issue beyond normal politics and public debate, making decisions on the basis of impulse, urgency and anxiety (Balzacq 2005; Balzacq, Leonard, Ruzicka 2015).  As already mentioned, there is a process of ‘securitization’. When a securitizing actor uses a rhetoric of existential threat and thereby frames the issue outside of what, under different conditions, would be considered “normal politics”. Again, an issue enters the realm of security, not because it is a security threat per se but because it is presented as such (Buzan et al., 1998). Furthermore, as the scholar Gabriella Lazaridis pointed out (e.2011 Security, Insecurity and Migration in Europe), securitization can be an effective means to foster political legitimacy and extraordinary power. By persuading public opinion that an issue represents an existential threat to fundamental values of a society, political elites are able to obtain extraordinary powers, which can manifest via the limitation of individual freedom and rights (Van Dijk, 1993: 45). 
The latter, securitization as a theory, is an analytical tool that can help us to deal with the inter-subjectivity, complexity and slipperiness of the notion of security, by contextualizing this notion in specific historical moment, identifying it as both a speech act and dispositive. Alternatively, we must cast an eye on the issues derived from the concept of security and the implications of resonance that this term generates in the public arena, and thus, in political sphere. First and foremost, securitization theory seeks to explain the politics through which the security character of public problems is established. Secondly, it breaks down the collective acceptance that recognises a particular phenomenon as a threat. After all, securitization theory is an effective means to understand how a particular policy and subsequent establishment of extraordinary measures can be created and how security dispositive works and constructs itself.[footnoteRef:33] By looking at the dynamics behind this construction and the conceptualization of security, in specific historical and geographical contexts, securitization theory might help to explain or understand how a situation of emergency was established. Concretely, securitization theory, by recognising security both a speech act and dispositive, is a helpful tool for historical analysis because it deconstructs the notion of security. First, it uncovers the multiple layers that determine a certain conceptualization of security (e.g. the given assumptions by securitizing actors about security, in the formulation of an issue as a security threat). Secondly, by placing security in specific historical moments, securitization theory acknowledges the existing multiple connotations that the concept of security can have. Although this is dependent on the various contexts and actors in which and from which the notion of security is assembled, as both a state of being and as an end.    [33:  Thierry Balzacq, Sarah Leonard, Jan Ruzicka, “Securitization Revisited: Theory and Cases,” International Relations 30:4 (Aug., 2015), 494-535. ] 

Historiographical debate
In the context of Europe, when we approach security studies and the construction of securitization theory, two predominant schools of thought had watershed the conceptualization of the security framework. First, the ‘Copenhagen School’, whose direction was mainly cast by the works of these two scholars Ole Wæver and Barry Buzan. Second, the ‘Welsh School’, an alternative approach to the former that was moulded by the works of scholars Ken Booth and Richard Wyn Jone’s works (Rita Floyd, 2007). In Understanding the Copenhagen School and the Welsh School (2007), the scholar Rita Floyd gives a brief overview, regarding the matter of security.  Considering securitization both as a theoretical framework for historical analysis and as political strategy, security is recognised to be just a matter of perceptions, subject to and constructed by both individual and collective forces. In Floyd’s attempt to bridge the existing gap between these two different approaches, toward a consequentialist evaluation of security; first, she presents the main characteristics (and the differences in each) of these methods. Then, she moves to address the possible solutions, to integrate both schools of thought in a security framework that can serve more effectively as an analytical tool to historicize and thereby to understand security. In the following paragraph, first I will present these two predominant views, given by the scholar Floyd and consider them as the starting point of my conceptualization of securitization theory. Secondly, following the scholar’s proposal for a consequentialist, comprehensive evaluation of security and securitization theory, I will present to the reader, my own conceptualization and specific use of the securitization theory, to understand how security discourse and policy, concerning the migration issue developed from the perspective of Italian political actors, expressed in the media, in Italy before and post 2015.  
The Copenhagen and the Welsh Schools
The Copenhagen School developed its security theory, according to three tools of analysis: sectors of security, regional security complex and securitization theory.[footnoteRef:34] The latter, used in my analysis, is understood as an illocutionary act (speech act), where by uttering security, something is done.[footnoteRef:35] Ole Wæver,  a predominant academic acclaimed with coining securitization theory, identified three stages, part of the securitization process: 1) the identification of existential threat[footnoteRef:36], 2) emergency action (i.e. the deployment of extraordinary measures and the mobilization of security dispositive) and 3) the effects on the inter-unit relations by breaking rules. Thus, securitization refers to the process of presenting an issue in security terms, or in other words as an existential threat. The Copenhagen School acknowledged that the discursive power of securitization develops, by bringing together actors and objects. On the one hand, we have the securitizing actors, who are ‘the actors who securitize issues by declaring something—a referent object—existentially threatened’. On the other hand, there are the referent objects, seen as ‘the things that are perceived to be existentially threatened and that have a legitimate claim to survival’. In other words, closely linked to the practice of securitization, the constitution of referent objects does not exist independently from the discursive articulation of security dispositive, where securitizing actors through discourse manifest their position and capacity.[footnoteRef:37] [34: Rita, Floyd. “Towards a consequentialist evaluation of security: Bringing together the Copenhagen and the Welsh Schools of security studies”. Review of International Studies, pg. 329. Accessed February, 2020 https://s3.amazonaws.com/academia.edu.documents/37003971/Floyd_Towards_a_consequentialist_evaluation_of_security_RIS_2007.pdf?response-content-disposition=inline%3B%20filename%3DTowards_a_consequentialist_evaluation_of.pdf&X-Amz-Algorithm=AWS4-HMAC-SHA256&X-Amz-Credential=AKIAIWOWYYGZ2Y53UL3A%2F20200224%2Fus-east-1%2Fs3%2Faws4_request&X-Amz-Date=20200224T152034Z&X-Amz-Expires=3600&X-Amz-SignedHeaders=host&X-Amz-Signature=0a61ffe23e873107653abae487d1f790c3e62c5e92a9b6683d2da7151636d730. ]  [35:  I.e. by in articulating security discourse, an act is performer. ]  [36:  My analysis is concerned with the securitization theory, but specifically with the identification process, the prime stage essential for the activation of the securitization process. I.e. security as a concept comes into reality when the securitizing actor says it is and asks for the securitization of a certain issue, by framing the issue in terms of existential threat, for a certain referent object, e.g. state’s citizens. ]  [37:  Lene Hansen, “The Little Mermaid’s Silent Security Dilemma and the Absence of Gender in the Copenhagen School,” Millennium 29 (1999) 2: 285–306. ] 

Despite the fluidity of the term ‘security’, in constructing its multiple meanings, this specific understanding of securitization is quite strict when it comes to recognise different securitizing actors. In particular, in line with a realist approach, Copenhagen scholars, when they approached security, via historical analysis, recognised security as a mere matter of the state and its search for power balance, through military action. Moreover, in their attempt to understand power relations in geopolitics, at specific historical moments, they looked only at the production and the way of doing security, deriving from the ‘powerful’ actors that, in the canonical understanding of power relations (Western, Eurocentric, realist understanding), are the only existing securitizing actors of a security dispositive.[footnoteRef:38]Then, understanding security as something only concerned about the state, Copenhagen scholars esteemed the demand for security as the state’s incapability to deal with issues, within the frame of normal politics (Floyd 2007; Balzacq 2007, 2015; Beatrice de Graaf & Cornel Zwierlein 2013).[footnoteRef:39] As consequence, the Copenhagen School was perceived as ‘pessimist’, in its understanding of doing security.  [38:  I.e. the state, the political elites who detains power and acts within the boundaries of nation state.]  [39: Rita, Floyd. “Towards a consequentialist evaluation of security: Bringing together the Copenhagen and the Welsh Schools of security studies”. Review of International Studies, 33 (20079, pg. 329- 330. ] 

On the contrary, the Welsh School, because of its understanding of security in relation to emancipation, so to individual freedom, represented a positivist approach toward security studies, when compared with the Copenhagen School. The Welsh School, in its comment about the failure of a realist approach, attempted to move toward a revaluation of security, understanding it as an emancipating tool for humanity, where security and emancipation became the two sides of the same coin.[footnoteRef:40] In particular, the Welsh School, from a Marxist heritage, picked up the critical theories of the Frankfurt School and applied them to security studies. By moving a critique against security studies and in particular toward Copenhagen School, Welsh representatives claimed that IR and Security discipline have failed to grasp the complexity of world politics, by looking at world relations, through realist lens. The main argument, to support this thesis, was that in a post-Cold war world, where Westphalian system of sovereign states disappeared, seeing the emergence of different actors, beyond the boundaries of nation-states. These actors, who now play a role in the world politics relations, transformed the understanding of security, whereby its perception, in terms of state and power, was no longer sufficient. The Welsh School aimed at an acknowledgment of a new emerging inter-regnum of world politics, in security studies, where both the old state-system relations and the new borderless world community existed together. As a result, scholars started to look at security, not only from the perspective of the powerful actors and as a question of state and power. They began to recognise the interchangeable roles that one actor can have in a security dispositive, depending on the perspective. For example, the image of the state was regarded, less as the securitizing actor and more as the troublemaker. Thus, the state became a source of insecurity, rather than security.  [40: Rita, Floyd. “Towards a consequentialist evaluation of security: Bringing together the Copenhagen and the Welsh Schools of security studies”. Review of International Studies, 33 (20079, pg. 331-333. ] 

Considering the brief overview of the conceptual backgrounds around which those two schools of thought casted their own orientation, in security studies, I can allegedly summarize that from the Welsh School onward, scholars critically adopted the theoretical framework constructed by the Copenhagen School of the securitization theory. Since then, securitization theory was used critically and diversely, by reformulating, re-adopting, changing the meaning and so the skeleton of the security framework.[footnoteRef:41] What the Welsh School did, in criticizing the predominant narrative in security studies, was to move toward a more critical adoption and fluid conceptualization of security dispositive, acknowledging the infinity connotations and implications that the term security has. In order to grasp the complexity of reality and of power relations, security studies have to broaden the spectrum of the securitization theory. By recognising the multiple, inter-changeable roles that actors, involved in the formulation of a security dispositive, have, by considering multiple audiences and contexts, in which the demand of security resonates, securitization theory can still be an effective tool of analysis.  If, securitization theory is flexible, resilient to the endless changes in the geopolitics relations and to the infinite revisions, mediation that security, as a discourse, is subject.     [41:  As security is not something ontologically given, the securitization theory, to be an effective tool of analysis, has to be constructed in a way, in which is possible to adapt to the changes of the conceptualization of the notion of security, taking place in the infinite historical contexts in which security comes into existence.   ] 

Moving toward a more comprehensive approach 
The scholar Floyd questions the dominant narrative in security studies that presented the debate about security, in the historiography, in only two opposing and linear approaches, which appear to not communicate and reciprocally influence each other. In particular, the fact that the historiographic debate presented the possible perspectives about (studying) security, more as a matter of who had either a positive or a pessimist understanding of security, specifically between the two presented canonical schools, is worthless, primarily because of the ambiguity and subjectivity that these adjectives have.  In fact, the securitization process is not in itself neither positive nor negative, but rather the connotative outcomes deriving from a securitization process are always issue and context dependent. It would be a mistake to talk in general terms about the securitization process, as something per se good or not, because the connotation of the securitization and therefore of security, as a discourse, are determined by the outcomes of a specific security discourse and practices. Consequently, the proposed strategy (by Floyd) paves the way for a less normative conceptualisation of the securitization theory. The scholar’s demand would consist of a combination of both the Copenhagen and the Welsh Schools, stating that the more unified these critical theories are, the more they present a stronger challenge to the mainstream of security studies. Ergo, the more united the academy is the more adoptable and accurate its theories are for policymakers. 
Although, I do recognise the validity of both camps of comprehension and the remarks made by the scholar Floyd, regarding the necessity to move toward a more integrating approach to security.[footnoteRef:42] My use of the securitization theory, in my case study, [footnoteRef:43] is still very traditional,[footnoteRef:44] peripheral, Eurocentric, so regional and specifically concerned to one aspect of the securitization process: the identification phase. As the focus of my analysis principally regards language and the formulation of a security discourse, by specific political actors that, in the canonical and traditional understanding of Western international relations are the recognised securitizing actors of the invoked security dispositive. Although I recognise the significance of collective forces in shaping the notion of security throughout history, my analysis can only consider a few of the individual forces that have a role in the construction, activation of a specific security dispositive.  Hence, the deriving narrative cannot help of being regional, partial and hence cannot formulate the narrative, about migration and the securitization of it (in Italy), through omni comprehensive and omni inclusive terms.   [42:  For example, by unifying different critical theories into one theoretical framework about security that combines genealogical, realism, post-structuralism and constructivism perspectives together. ]  [43:  In the specific matter of the securitization of Migration, in the media discourse, in the Italy post 2015. ]  [44:  More in line with the Copenhagen School. ] 

However, I do believe that my historical analysis can be still relevant, if it is esteemed as a starting point for a more inclusive analysis, concerning the construction of migration and its relation to security, in the realm of politics. In brief, the validity of the following research will consist of showing the practical function of the securitization theory, as an effective theoretical framework of analysis, first to understand how and why an issue turns into a security problem. Second, to recognise the existing normative implications, deriving from the production of a certain security knowledge, in the political discourse. Thus, the reader has to disregard the many blind spots, emerging from the following historical analysis and recognise the reliability of this theoretical framework, in its deconstructive forces. Specifically, by approaching security from a post-constructivist perspective, the securitization theory is still able to uncover the complexity and ambiguity of security, both as a state of being and an end, by recognising the dynamism, contradictory subjectivity and performativity of this linguistic, social, cultural dispositive, whose effects reflect on the world power relations.[footnoteRef:45]   [45:  See for more about the post-constructivist approach to security, Philippe Bonditti, Andrew Neal, Sven Opitz, Chris Zebrowski, “Genealogy,” in Claudia Aradau, Jef Huysmans, Andrew Neal and Nadine Voelkner (eds.), Critical Security Methods: New Frameworks for Analysis, London, New York: Routledge, 2015. ] 
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Media politics discourse: the security-migration nexus, in Italy ante 2015.
The most adopted terms by journalists and politicians about migration issue in Italy before 2015 have been ‘massive invasion’, ‘plague’, “clandestine”, “irregular”, “illegal”, as well as “undocumented”.[footnoteRef:46]  These terms, far from being neutral, had the visual power to strengthen the image of migration as a sort of ‘invading force’, a source of insecurity that puts at risk the security of the Italian territory and of its “legitimate” components, the citizens. Although the reasons behind the securitization of migration, especially prior to the so called Migration ‘crisis’, have been influenced by the emergence of other security issues such as terrorism, criminality (e.g. smugglers, mafia) and fundamentalism. Political actors specifically chose to adopt migration security measures, to solve other security issues. For example, the frequent linkages between terrorism and migration control in the realm of policy practices consisted mainly of using migration controls for counter-terrorist purposes, whereas the practice to use counter-terrorism techniques to control migration has been almost absent.[footnoteRef:47] [46:  Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), pg. 166. Accessed March, 2020. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f74a/1d4e955d90f7d5a7a85f3d7859509504d336.pdf]  [47:  Thierry Balzacq, Sarah Leonard, Jan Ruzicka, “Securitization Revisited: Theory and Cases,” International Relations 30:4 (Aug., 2015), 520-535.] 

To understand the dynamics behind the securitization of migration in Italy, it is necessary to go back to the early nineties when migration started to acquire a high-politicised status, in politics discourse.[footnoteRef:48] In the early stages of the increase of migration flow toward Italy, the security problematics, rising at the level of politics and its media discourse, were only two. Firstly, during this increase of migration flows, during the period 1992-2002, the security discourse about migration emphasised the difficulty of managing the arrival of migrants groups, due to the lack in infrastructures and financial aid. Secondly, between 2003 and 2009, new problems arose concerning the presence of foreign children in Italian schools. In particular, related to the security-migration nexus, migration phenomenon and the political management of the presence of foreign children in Italian schools generated questions, concerning societal issues, such as cultural identity, right of citizenship and the management of the enduring legacy of Italy’s colonial past, at the level of internal and foreign politics.[footnoteRef:49]   [48:  Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), pg. 170. Accessed March, 2020. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f74a/1d4e955d90f7d5a7a85f3d7859509504d336.pdf. ]  [49: Lorenzo Montali, Paolo Riva, Alessandra Frigerio and Silvia Mele. “The representation of migrants in the Italian press: a study on the Corriere della Sera (1992–2009)”. In Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), p. 172. Accessed March, 2019. ] 

Then,  the perception of an ‘anomalous’ (‘unmanageable’) increase in migration flows in 2014, when the number of people applying for refugee status to Europe rocketed to 626,000, against the 435,000 of 2013, reinforced the existing nexus between security and migration, at the level of politics discourse (in the media) and of the state’s  policy. [footnoteRef:50] The situation appeared to degenerate more and more when the EU member states received almost 19 million new applications of asylum in 2015, from people forced to emigrate, due to armed conflict and other existential adversities in their home countries (e.g. Syria, Afghanistan, Pakistan and Nigeria).[footnoteRef:51] In the European imagination and so in the Italian one, 2015 became the year with the highest number of deaths in the Mediterranean Sea, as well as the year with the highest number of ‘migrants’, in the European territory.[footnoteRef:52] Moreover, after the Paris and Copenhagen attacks, terrorism rocketed at the top of political agenda. Terrorism appeared to be, if not a direct result, then strictly correlated to the failures of inefficient European migration policies.[footnoteRef:53] Since then, migration and security together, in the specific context of Italy, became the leitmotiv of the political elites’ discourse and policy, expressed in the media.  [50:  BBC, http://www,bbc,co.uk/news/world-europe-35194360; M. Carr. Fortress Europe. Inside the War Against Migration (London: Hurst & Co., 2012), p. 278. – According to UNHCR, 74 percent of nearly 500,000 migrants who made it to Europe came from just three countries: Syria, Afghanistan and Eritrea. – M. Carr, op.cit., p.28. In Alex P., Schmid. “Links between Terrorism and Migration: An Exploration”. ICCT Research Paper (May 2016), pp. 8. Accessed June 6, 2019. https://icct.nl/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/Alex-P.-Schmid-Links-between-Terrorism-and-Migration.pdf. ]  [51:  Institute for Economics & Peace, Global Terrorism Index 2015: .Measuring and Understanding the Impact of
Terrorism (Sidney: IEP, 2015), p. 59, www.visionofhumanity.org. In Alex P., Schmid. “Links between Terrorism and Migration: An Exploration”. ICCT Research Paper (May 2016), pp. 7. Accessed June 6, 2019. https://icct.nl/wp-content/uploads/2016/05/Alex-P.-Schmid-Links-between-Terrorism-and-Migration.pdf. ]  [52:  Sergio Carrera, Steven Blockmans, Daniel Gros and Elspeth Guild. “The EU’s Response to the Refugee Crisis Taking Stock and Setting Policy Priorities”. CEPS ESSAY, Thinking ahead for Europe (December, 2015), 20:16, pp. 1-22. Accessed March, 2020. http://aei.pitt.edu/70408/1/EU_Response_to_the_2015_Refugee_Crisis.pdf. ]  [53:  See, J. Peter Burgess, Serge Gutwirth, Leefdaal Koloriet, Hulshout Crius Group, Tugba Basaran, and Jr̜gen Carling. A Threat against Europe? : Security, Migration and Integration. Institute for European Studies - Publication Series, Number 19. Brussels, Belgium: VUBPress, 2011.] 

Scholar Montanali recognises a continuity over almost twenty years, between the media politics discourse about migration and the adopted security practices, at the level of both domestic and foreign policy by the government. He argues that, back in the nineties, security media discourse constructed its narrative, through dramatizing rhetorical strategies, to foster the idea that migration can be a source of danger and so insecurity, for the future. The ‘crisis’ discourse, in the matter of migration, already turned into an effective strategic tool, to reinforce the idea that migration represented a security threat and necessitated measures of containment. Hence, it is not surprising that the general discourse about migration had the tendency to downplay themes that would be favourable to migrants, like the economic and cultural contribution of immigrants to the country, in favour of other themes where migration is viewed as source of instability and therefore as a security threat.  
Considering the growing production and reproduction of security discourses and practices in Italy, scholar Monica Colombo, by examining a broad range of political institutional discourses, broadcasted in different national newspapers (e.2013), confirmed the increase in securitization and criminalization discourse of migration, in the first decade of 2000. In particular, two themes about migration and its relation to security detained the greatest prominence in the public debate: 1) the regulation of migration flows and 2) the illegal immigration.[footnoteRef:54] However, scholars Kalland (e.2015) and Cuttitta (e.2015) agree in identifying the emergence of a humanitarian rhetoric, at the level of media discourse about migration, entering into another level of doing security. In particular, in the context of the considered Mediterranean Migration ‘crisis’ (2015), the humanitarian rhetoric became the dominant discourse, since hundreds of people died in their attempt to reach Europe, by crossing the Mediterranean Sea. [footnoteRef:55] The emerging of that humanitarian rhetoric (in the sea sector), together with the increase of rescue operations in the Mediterranean Sea and the invoked moral and legal duty to render assistance to vessels in distress (by Italian nation) had the effect of questioning the existing division of duty and responsibility, between the private and public sectors.  [54:  Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), p. 165 Accessed February, 2019. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f74a/1d4e955d90f7d5a7a85f3d7859509504d336.pdf]  [55: Asne Kalland, Aarstad. “The Duty to Assist and Its Disincentives: The Shipping Industry and the Mediterranean Migration Crisis”. Mediterranean Politics (September 2, 2015), 20:3, pp.  413-419. Accessed March, 2020. ] 

However, despite the emergence of a ‘new’ humanitarian regime, discourse about migration, whose focus, aim and understanding of security did not regard the migration issue as a security problem per se, fell into the same security framework in which the tendency to construct migration in terms of security threat and to adopt migration security measures to solve other security issues persisted. In fact, despite the difference in the levels of discourse about security (criminalization, humanitarian rhetoric), migration was still represented and (allegedly) perceived as security threat and source of instability. The scholar Monica Colombo argues that, one of the factors that contributed to a continuity in the public discourse to see migration as a source of instability and thus as a security threat regarded the monopolization of migration discourse by the right wing rhetoric. In fact, the latter became the hegemonic narrative[footnoteRef:56], in the media discourse.  [56:  Hegemonic acquires the same connotation explained in the introduction (i.e. dominant). ] 

The narrative of that rhetoric claimed that migration represented a security threat for the preservation of ethno national identity,[footnoteRef:57] economic stability and for the risks of an increase in criminality and radicalization phenomena.[footnoteRef:58] In particular, anti-immigrant stances evolved around arguments such as protecting jobs, eliminating abuses of welfare benefits and preserving cultural identity. Specifically after the Paris and Copenhagen attacks (2015), the idea that an un-securitized migration approach at the policy level would have failed to outbreak again other security threats, like radicalization and fundamentalism, became a stronger and more widely adopted.[footnoteRef:59] Right wing politicians blamed the left for using a migration approach and policy that were far too “liberalized” (i.e. laissez faire) and resulted in the outbreaks of those security issues that had the effect of destabilizing the level of security, at the societal and political level of Italy.  [57:  Thereby the securitization of migration resulted in masking a new form of racism. See Gabriella Lazaridis. Security, Insecurity, and Migration in Europe. Research in Migration and Ethnic Relations Series. Farnham, Surrey: Ashgate, 2011. ]  [58:  Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), p. 162-166. Accessed February, 2019. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f74a/1d4e955d90f7d5a7a85f3d7859509504d336.pdf ]  [59: Alessandra, Buonfino. "Between Unity and Plurality: The Politicization and Securitization of the Discourse of Immigration in Europe." New Political Science 26, no. 1 (2004): 23-49.  https://www-tandfonline-com.proxy.library.uu.nl/doi/pdf/10.1080/0739314042000185111?needAccess=true.] 

Furthermore, the fact that the dominant discourse about migration developed mainly in security and anti-migration terms (in Italy before 2015), was due to two main reasons. First, almost no pro-migration stance existed in the politics media discourse before 2015 and, if a few examples existed, they did not receive enough resonance in the public sphere. Second, at the legislation and policy levels, among the many cabinets of different political orientations that run Italy in the last two decades (centre-left and centre-right) there has been a sort of continuity in the approach and discourse (Colombo, 2013). Whence, the absence of a pro-migration stance in the legislation apparatus of inclusive laws, for migrants groups in Italy, gave more space for a securitizing and anti-migration rhetoric to impose itself as the hegemonic narrative, in the media politics discourse.[footnoteRef:60] As result, the perception of being under attack acquired existential dimension and Italian politicians (the one detaining the monopoly of the discourse about migration) demanded for the adoption of extraordinary measures, to cope with the perceived crisis.[footnoteRef:61]   [60:  At the legislation level, Elena Falletti detects not only a continuity, but also a reinforcement of the ancestral principle of ius sanguinis, opposed to the other principle of ius soli, casted by the Bossi-Fini law which remained the marker of Italian migration policy and so regulation.   ]  [61:  Monica, Colombo. “Discourse and politics of migration in Italy. The production and reproduction of ethnic dominance and exclusion”. Journal of Language and Politics 12:2 (2013), pg. 170. Accessed March, 2020. https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/f74a/1d4e955d90f7d5a7a85f3d7859509504d336.pdf. ] 

Finally, according to what the current historiography outlined to be the general pattern of the political elites’ discourse in Italy before 2015, in the media, about migration issue and its relation to security, I can conclude that migration, in Italy before 2015, represented a security threat, because of its relation to other security issues. The events in 2015 had the effects of reinforcing, more and more, the relation between security and migration and the necessity to securitize migration, via restrictive, extraordinary policy of containment, both at the domestic and foreign level of Italian politics. Migration, correspondingly, represented a security threat for the Italian society, as a whole. Political actors from (explicit) anti-migration stance were the general securitizing actors of this emerging security dispositive about migration, due to a continuity at the legislation level, in the government, between centre-left and centre-right and due to an absence of pro-migration stance in the media politics realm. Thus, the security discourse about migration, in Italy ante 2015, was overall homogenous, privileging a continuity over a divergence in the way to deal and understand migration and its relation to security. 
Nevertheless, political actors, in their demand for a securitization of migration, presented a preventive strategy of doing politics. Although this point was not entirely addressed in the above analysis, the existing literature about migration and security validates the existence of a common mentality, specifically among the EU member states, to understand security, in preventive terms.[footnoteRef:62] Explicitly, security, understood as both a state of being and an end, has to be future oriented, past casted and, indeed, presently relevant. Hereby to explain why the possible outcomes, deriving from an unregulated increase in migration flow, (and intertwined with other security issues, such as terrorism, criminality and humanitarian aid), represented a valid reason to induce (Italian) political actors to see and present migration as a source of insecurity. Ergo, the increase in the chance of insecurity for Italian securitizing actors was the driving force, behind the demand and activation of this security dispositive. Where the increase in migration flow, the illegal migration and the permanence of migrant groups in Italian territory represented a security threat not for the present but for the future, the security measures (policy) taken toward a situation of perceived danger had to be presently relevant and immediately adopted.   [62:  I.e. the key element of this culture is that it is pre-emptive and anticipatory in its ambitions and interventions. In Marieke de Goede. “European Security Culture: Preemption and Precaution in European Security,” Inaugural Lecture, University of Amsterdam, 27 May 2011. ] 

Media discourse: the security-migration nexus, in Italy post 2015.
Following what the current historiography has written about the securitization of migration and the characteristics of the Italian politician elites’ security rhetoric, in the specific context of Italian media discourse (in Italy before 2015), now I can proceed with the examination of the detected general narrative about security discourse and migration, from Italian foreign ministers perspectives, within 2015-2019 temporal span. Considering approximately seventy articles about migration and its relation to security, the most repeated and so adopted terms have been “cooperation”, “Africa”, “Mediterranean”, “missing cooperation”, “solidarity”, “cohesion”, “borders”, “crisis”, “developed” and “growth”. However, like in Italy before 2015, in the first two years of my historical discourse analysis (2015-2016), the most adopted terms were “clandestine”, “terrorism”, “emergency”, “terror” and “humanitarianism”. 
Now Europe knows the unending migration tragedy that Italy is facing (Gentiloni, La Repubblica 2015).[footnoteRef:63]Between 2015 and 2016, the Mediterranean basin seemed to face two main security issues: terrorism and humanitarian ‘crisis’. Both of them were equally much politicised themes and detained a high prominence and validity, in the politicians’ discourse, concerning migration and its relation to security practices. Political elites depicted the current situation, in terms of tragedy. They claimed that the significance of each single issue (terrorism and humanitarian ‘crisis’) was due to its relation to the unending migration crisis that Italy was facing. Paolo Gentiloni, who served as Minister of foreign affairs from 2014 to 2016, confirmed the necessity for a stronger cooperation with the EU member states: the urgent character of both terrorism and humanitarian aid issues coalesced within the wider frame of migration, as security problem. The perception among Italian political actors was that the EU and its member states have underestimated the significance and imperativeness of the current situation. Paraphrasing the foreign minister’s words: migration still represents a security issue and Italy cannot be the only one aware of the urgent emergency character of the situation. Italy is no longer able to respond to it (the current ‘crisis’), effectively, alone. [footnoteRef:64] In fact, Foreign Minister Gentiloni accused some European partners of doing demagoguery, while they were underestimating the urgent character of migration issue.  [63: Giampaolo, Cadalanu. “Gentiloni: La strage senza fine dei migranti Gentiloni: "Adesso l'Europa sa"”. Repubblica, 29/08/2015. In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (“The unending migration tragedy - Gentiloni: "Now Europe knows". In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section).]  [64: Giampaolo, Cadalanu. “Gentiloni: 'C'è chi fa demagogia davanti ai cadaveri in mare ma l'Italia non è egoista'”. Repubblica, 2015-08-09. In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (“People are engaging in demagoguery over the corpses in the sea but Italy is not driven by self-interest”, says Gentiloni (Repubblica). In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section).] 

Moreover, in the specific regards of terrorism, the foreign minister stated that all options, so extraordinary security practices, were on the table against terrorism, including military action (2015) and he claimed that the EU had the duty to create a ‘new’ Schengen-like defence agreement, to respond effectively to terrorism (2016). [footnoteRef:65] That sort of emergency rhetoric had the integrating capacity to combine different security issues, such as terrorism and humanitarian aid (in the Mediterranean Sea), into one security framework, in which migration was still presented as a source of insecurity. In consequence, the invoked solution, strategy was the adoption of common extraordinary measures, by all EU member states. Until 2016, Italian politicians emphasised in their emergency rhetoric the necessity of a strengthened cooperation with their European partners (the EU member states). [footnoteRef:66]  [65:  In Paolo, Conti. “Gentiloni: «Contro i terroristi tutte le opzioni Pronti anche alla scelta militare»”. Corriere della Sera, 7/04/2015. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli («All options are on the table against the terrorists. The military option is ready too», says Gentiloni (Corriere della Sera). In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section) and Gentiloni, Paolo e Roberta Pinotti. “Gentiloni e Pinotti: «Una Schengen della difesa per rispondere al terrorismo»”. 
In La Repubblica, Le Monde, 11/08/2016. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Gentiloni and Pinotti: "Establishing a Schengen-like Defence Agreement to respond to terrorism"(La Repubblica, Le Monde). In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section).  https://www.esteri.it/mae/it/sala_stampa/interviste/default.html?pagina=2&q=sicurezza&m=&a=2016&ricercaarticolo=Visualizzairisultati. ]  [66: Stefano, Arduini. “Gentiloni: «Migranti e Isis, serve più cooperazione»”. Vita, 4/02/2016. In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Gentiloni : «Migrants and ISIS, we need more cooperation» (Vita). In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section). ] 

From 2017 onward, terrorism and humanitarian aid decrease their level of prominence and politicization in the public debate (validated by a decrease in the number of articles, concerning terrorism and humanitarianism themes, as related themes to my research about migration and security issues). However, the decrease in the relevance of those security issues did not work in favour of a de-securitization or normalization of migration issue. In fact, from 2017 onward there have been other reasons, in favour of securitization of migration phenomenon (in the Mediterranean Sea). Firstly, the increase of migration flow and illegal migration, like in Italy before 2015, remained the dominant security concerns of different foreign ministers’ discourse. Secondly, the absence of cooperation and solidarity that Italy perceived to receive from the EU fostered this apprehension of future instability. Since 2016, Italian actors continued blaming the EU of failing to recognise the urgent character that migration issue, as source of insecurity, represents for Italy. Still in 2018, the EU did not understand or recognise the enduring ‘crisis’ that Italy was facing. Foreign Minister Alfano claimed that migration “crisis” persisted after 2015[footnoteRef:67] and that the EU has been stammering. [footnoteRef:68] Moreover, after Alfano, the following Foreign Minister Moavero accused the EU of being partisan and sectarian. At the end of 2018, the EU did not have achieve the much-desired (by Italian actors) common asylum policy, disregarding the Dublin Regulation, yet.[footnoteRef:69] Therefore, the perception of a lack of a shared sense of responsibility and reaction, from the EU, toward Italy and its demand of securitization of migration, has been the common denominator in the security discourse about migration, from foreign ministers’ perspective, in Italy post 2015.  [67:  Francesca, Schianchi. “Alfano: “Le balbuzie dell’Europa inadeguate contro il terrore. Serve maggiore coesione”. La Stampa, 04/01/2018. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Alfano “Europe's stuttering voice is inadequate in fighting terror. We need greater cohesion”. In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section).  ]  [68: Francesca, Schianchi. “Alfano: “Le balbuzie dell’Europa inadeguate contro il terrore. Serve maggiore coesione”. La Stampa, 04/01/2018. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Alfano “Europe's stuttering voice is inadequate in fighting terror. We need greater cohesion” In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section).  ]  [69: Claudia, Cerasa. “Moavero Milanesi - Contro l'Europa gruppettara”. Il Foglio, 6/11/2018. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli.] 

Furthermore, as migration, according to my securitizing actors, has remained an un-securitized issue, I argue that a change, understood in terms of development, took place, concerning the power structure relations of the scrutinized dispositive, from 2015 to 2019. In particular, Italian securitizing actors started identifying African actors more as problem solvers than identifying them as troublemakers. They invoked a cooperation, ‘more’ equally structured, with their African actors.[footnoteRef:70] Although Africa instability remained the main source of insecurity and the reason behind the securitization of migration phenomenon. In fact, those security issues were not only part of the same security framework, in which migration represented a security threat, such as illegal migration and increase of migration flows, but they were also from that specific geographical area, characterised by ongoing political conflicts.[footnoteRef:71] Italian securitizing actors recognised active and fundamental roles African actors play, in securitization of migration. In contrast with Italy before 2015, African actors’ role acquired a “higher” status, in the power relations, related to the scrutinized dispositive.  Consequently, the EU came out more as a source of instability: the troublemaker that failed in un-securitizing migration issue, whereas Africa growth and stability turned into the recognised strategy to effectively achieve the desired goal: the securitization of migration. African actors, as well as the EU, had to adopt specific migration security measures.  [70:  La Stampa. “Alfano: ““Sicurezza e sviluppo Così l'Italia rafforza l'impegno in Africa”. La Stampa, 04/01/2018;Ferraù, Federico. “Moavero: la nave Diciotti ha salvato 200 persone, il problema è l'Europa (The problemi s Europe)”. Il Sussidiario.net, 24/08/2018; La Repubblica. “Alfano: ecco l’agenda dell’Italia per Africa”. La Repubblica, 13/07/2017; La Repubblica. “Gentiloni – Avramopoulos: “Migranti, aiutare l’Africa per aiutare l’Europa” (La Repubblica), 07/11/2016. ]  [71:  Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale. “Intervista ad Angelino Alfano: “Alfano: migranti, ora la Libia controlla le coste = "Ora Tripoli controlla quelle acque più equilibrio nel Mediterraneo". Francesca Schianchi, 13/08/2017. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (In Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Press Room, Interviews/ Articles Section). ] 

Nevertheless, in 2019 securitizing migration rhetoric, like in Italy before 2015, re-emerged as a high-politicised discourse, because of the emergence of a strengthened populist wave around Europe and specifically in Italy. As a result, the demand of security, concerning migration issue, increased. Migration, as a security issue became an instrumental strategy, by populist parties, to foster the already existing dissatisfaction, among Italian actors, toward the EU, derived from the EU ‘un-securitized’ migration approach. [footnoteRef:72] However, the foreign ministers, considered in my analysis, though have been recognising migration still as a burning issue and as a source of insecurity, responded to the politicization of migration issue by populist actors, fostering cooperation and trust in the EU and among all the valuable partners involved in the migration issue (i.e. African partners).[footnoteRef:73]   [72:  See U.D.G. “Giro - «Investire sulla cooperazione rafforza la nostra sicurezza (to invest in cooperation increases our security)»”. L’Unità, 04/05/2016;  Paci, Francesca. “Alfano: “Questo mare unisce. Dobbiamo investire in progetti sui giovani”. La Stampa, 26/11/2017. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Alfano: "This Sea unifies. We must invest in projects for youth"); La Stampa. “Alfano: «Mediterraneo, il confine che unisce»”. La Stampa, 22/10/2017. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Alfano: «Mediterranean, the border that unites»); Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale. "Aiutiamoli a casa loro in modo nuovo. (Parla all'Huffpost la vice ministra degli Esteri Emanuela Del Re)”. 19/09/2018.]  [73:  See U.D.G. “Giro - «Investire sulla cooperazione rafforza la nostra sicurezza (to invest in cooperation increases our security)»”. L’Unità, 04/05/2016;  Paci, Francesca. “Alfano: “Questo mare unisce. Dobbiamo investire in progetti sui giovani”. La Stampa, 26/11/2017. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Alfano: "This Sea unifies. We must invest in projects for youth"); La Stampa. “Alfano: «Mediterraneo, il confine che unisce»”. La Stampa, 22/10/2017. Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale, Sala Stampa, Interviste ed Articoli (Alfano: «Mediterranean, the border that unites»); Ministero degli Affari dell’Esteri e della Cooperazione Internazionale. "Aiutiamoli a casa loro in modo nuovo. (Parla all'Huffpost la vice ministra degli Esteri Emanuela Del Re)”. 19/09/2018.] 

What is next? Divergence and regularity in the security discourse about migration, in Italy post 2015. 
By looking at the construction and conceptualization of migration as a security issue, from the perspective of foreign ministers, from 2015 to 2019, in multiple Italian newspapers, the above analysis aimed at detecting a divergence in the media discourse, about the nexus between migration and security. By testing the general theory elaborated within the current historiography, for what concerns the media politics discourse of Italy before 2015, by measuring it against the empirical evidences that I found, in Italy post 2015, I can conclude as follows. Overall, the communication strategy, used by these specific securitizing actors, at the national level of Italian politics, between 2015 and 2019, did not change significantly. The nexus between migration and security and the perception of migration to be a security issue persisted. 
The continuity regards the fact that migration still in 2019 remained a burning issue, framed in urgent emergency terms, because of its relation to other security problems. Still, securitizing actors chose specifically to use migration security measures, to solve other security issues. Like in Italy before 2015, migration and its relation to security is related to other security issues, such as criminal association and their violation of human rights, by the exploitations of the most vulnerable migrant groups by traffickers, smugglers or mafia. Moreover, the main reason behind the difficulties in managing the increase of migration flows (like in Italy before 2015) is the lack of infrastructures, financial aid and so of a substantial EU support. Particularly, the failure at the level of the EU and of its member states to promote a common strategy and equal management of migration flows, did not help Italy to reach the desired security and so to encompass the perceived situation of ‘crisis’ and emergency. Thus, the rising disappointment from Italian actors toward the EU member states regards the lack of awareness toward a problem that supposedly did not regard only Italy but the EU as a whole.  As a result, a change took hold in the power relations balance among the actors, involved in the recognised securitization process.  
What changed in the security nexus between migration and security, throughout this time, is the way Italian political actors, elites looked at African actors. Africa growth and stability became one of the primary goal and recognised actions needed to solve the migration matter. African actors acquired a ‘higher’ status, being perceived as active and fundamental partners, as they are, to succeed in desired securitization process of migration issue. The latter, being recognised more as sort of ‘securitizing’ actors,  had  to adopt new security measures, like borders control, whose goals were the limitation of human trafficking, illegal migration and indeed the reduction of the  number of migrants arriving in Italy. On the contrary, the missing recognition of the relevance and significance of the migration matter for Italy, by European member states, made the EU emerge as a source of instability. This instability is considered a security issue, as it failed in one big predominant area of security framework, which is migration. Therefore, the ‘new’ troublemakers, owing to their lack of sense of cooperation and solidarity, reinforced a security ‘crisis’ discourse at the level of Italian media politics discourse and fostered the perception of being under attack. The demand of security in the regard of migration issue and the invoked adoption of extraordinary measures remained the leitmotiv. This is in part, due to the enduring idea that Italian actors were left alone, to cope with that security issue which acquired an existential dimension, from the perception of Italian politics. As a result, migration remained a high-politicised issue and a security threat, for Italy.  
To conclude, despite this divergence in the interchangeable roles of the political actors, engaged in this security dispositive, the specific securitizing actors of the considered securitization process, persisted in recognising the migration specifically from Africa, across the Mediterranean Sea, as a source of instability and therefore as a security threat. Still, the current trend, among Italian political actors, despite the acknowledgment of the fact that migration phenomenon does not represent a security threat per se, sees a failure in the communication strategy, to still frame migration in security problem making terms. Additionally, someone can argue that, because of a missing emergence of alternative solution, there is also failure to cope with other security problems. In fact, migration fails to be perceived as such, due to the outlets of other security issues into migration phenomenon and the specific choice to adopt migration measures to cope with a rising perception of threat among different aspects of Italian society. Again, the media politics discourse persists in using alarmist tone, framing migration phenomenon in terms of emergency and so urgency. In 2019, migration appears as a source of instability and danger, necessitating to be securitized because of the pending of possible future security threats, whose outlets are perceived to effect particularly Italy, as a whole. [footnoteRef:74]   [74:  Such as illegal migration, increase in migration flow, violation of human rights, risk of radicalization and exploitation by local mafia of migrant groups, in the domestic context of Italy. ] 


Chapter 3
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Figure 4 Edith, Codegoni. Floating in my subconscious. 
The dilemma of speaking and writing about security
This last chapter seeks to address the problematics deriving from the production of a security discourse, both in the academia and in the social realm. Language, understood in general terms as a system of communication (written, spoken, visual) has a performative, agential character, which transforms and arranges the way we perceive the world and its relations.  In particular, this chapter serves the purpose to underline the responsibility of talking and writing about security; i.e. the accountability of the political actors as well as of analysts, who, in dealing with a perceived security discourse, reinforce or fail to choose to recognise an issue, as a security matter and so a problem. As my case study demonstrates, the significance of language, specifically the security one, constructs the nexus between security and migration, through an alarmist language (i.e. crisis discourse). 
Jef Huysmans has clearly outlined that (e1999) ‘security’ is not a neutral term. On the contrary, security discourse exists and emerges, specifically by using an offensive, criminological language.[footnoteRef:75] Security, as a dispositive and speech act, frames an issue in alarmist terms and articulates itself in an already politicized and institutionalised context that has the capacity to construct an extra-discursive world. Like in the case of migration, the production of a specific security knowledge, regarding migration phenomenon in the Mediterranean basin and specifically within the EU, contributed to construct a policy area within a security one that reinforced the idea that migration issue represented a security problematic.[footnoteRef:76] Consequently, it appears that the role exerted by the symbolic elites of my case study consisted of the production and reproduction of a security knowledge about migration, whose relationship concretized in the national foreign policy agenda, that had the effect to shape citizens’ representations and so perception of migrants and migration in general.   [75: Security discourse and securitization process do not only aim to present an issue as a security concern, but also their goal is to solve a certain situation of danger, in security terms and the way to do it consists of detecting the problem and its troublemakers and to securitize them. ]  [76: Jef, Huysmans. “Language and the Mobilization of Security expectations. The normative dilemma of speaking and writing security”. London Centre international Relation. University of Kent. Draft 1999. Paper for the ECPR Joint Sessions Workshop Redefining Security. Maunheim (March 1999). ] 

Another problem, deriving from a security discourse stands in the language capacity to integrate and connect isolated issues such as migration, terrorism, humanitarianism and economic crisis together, failing to stress out a more causal relation among these issues, even when it is not actually the case. In fact, the mistake is to see the increase in migration flow as the main cause behind the outbreaks of terrorist attacks, in the European soil. In fact, because it happened that all those issues turned into a security concern in the same way, someone can fail to see a causal relation among them.[footnoteRef:77] However, the relationship between terrorism and migration or crime and migration can be dictated primarily because these issues share the same historical, geographical spectrum and not because one of them triggers the outcome of the other (e.g. the migration ‘crisis’ (2015) and the Paris attack (2015), as problems affecting the EU, as a whole). [77: In fact, the relationship among these issues can be dictated primarily because these issues share the same historical, geographical spectrum (e.g. the migration ‘crisis’ (2015) and Paris attack (2015), as a problem effecting the EU, as a whole).   ] 

I find also worth to mention that the discourse dilemma appears mainly because of the adopted constructivist approach toward security discourse and studies that forced scholars to face the fact that we are producing a security knowledge that can be securitising in itself. The discourse dilemma is the invariable in all the academic studies, affected by the linguistic turn. In fact, the dilemma rises up when the research method, adopted in a specific analysis of a security dispositive, recognises the significance and relevance of language, since it is the shaper and constructer of our world and the only medium through which we can understand it and its relational dynamics. Correspondingly, the dilemma is due to the choice of this specific method of analysis that recognises the discursive formation as the crucial point to understand the meaning of security and its implications: security discourse represents and defines the possibilities for security practices to appear. 
Therefore, scholars and security ‘analysts’, cannot help being sensitive to how the security ‘talk’ of migration (in this case) can contribute to its securitisation. In particular, if we consider my case study, we will see that the normative dilemma is confirmed, as above mentioned. The starting point of my analysis was based on this assumption: so far, the security discourse about migration, at the national level of Italian media politics discourse, represented migration as a security problem, because of its relations to other security threats such as crime, terrorism and economic crisis. However, this assumption was already politicised and not neutral in character. When in the media the relationship between migration and crime is reinforced, we see that the assumption behind this statement is very politicised and misleading, essentially because it has the effect to ‘construct’ a particular migrants’ identity, defined by a criminal character. Ergo, the discursive link among migration and other societal issues, presented in the current historiography, in particular between security and migration, is politicised in the very set up of the research. 
How to escape the normative dilemma? 
How to escape the normative implications, inherent to language and specifically to security discourse is still a matter of debate. However, a possible solution, for us historians and in general for scholars, analysts who are concerned and write about security, is to distance ourselves from what has been portrayed to be the dominant discourse (such as the existence of only anti-migration rhetoric). It is important to bear in mind that language is not something fix and given, but subject to change, revision and mediation. Therefore, as in the case of migration and its relation to security, in the context of Italian politics media discourse, we have to acknowledge that the migration-security nexus can acquire different meanings, connotations and implications, depending on the speaker(s), audience(s) and on the social, political contexts in which a specific security discourse resonates.  As security, as a discourse, is an intersubjective practice, open to multiple interpretations and connotations. Accordingly, scholars had the duty to foster the existence of different forms of representations, by ‘de-naturalizing’ the taken for granted dominant discourse. The practice of de-naturalizing a dominant security discourse would work either by detecting other existing security discourses that have been silenced by the hegemonic one or by uncovering possible divergence between one security discourse, that cannot be fixed, static and homogenous in nature.[footnoteRef:78]  [78: Jef, Huysmans. “Language and the Mobilization of Security expectations. The normative dilemma of speaking and writing security”. London Centre international Relation. University of Kent. Draft 1999. Paper for the ECPR Joint Sessions Workshop Redefining Security. Maunheim (March 1999): 15-16. ] 

In conclusion, the normative dilemma evolves around the fact that to write about and to speak of security have the effects to create a security knowledge that fails to re-produce what someone criticizes or aims to avoid: the activation of a securitization process, so the recognition of a certain issue as a security problem. In consequence, if either politicians or scholars speak of or write about the securitization of migration in the Mediterranean basin and specifically, at the national level of Italian politics. Despite the difference in intentions and perspectives of those actors, included me, the results are almost the same: in both case, the securitization process, since it is expressed in a discourse, comes into existence and produces a specific knowledge, whose implications reflect on the world politics dynamics. Furthermore, the recognition of the normative implications that security as a language system has, emerges essentially because of the linguistic turn in security studies. Since, this approach recognises language to be the constructor and de-constructor force of ‘our’ reality and the medium through which we can access it, we are forced to acknowledge the power-knowledge nexus of language. 
However, I believe that, from a post-constructivist approach, it is possible to encompass to a certain extent, the catch 22 dictated by language, bearing in mind that language and its meanings are historical, individual, collective constructions, subject to change and so deconstruction. I.e. the possibility to deconstruct the multiple meanings that a certain discourse has, by contextualizing each discourse in a specific historical context, considering many variables as much as possible in the discourse making process, is the key point to give significance and relevance to the work that we, security analysts, do. 
Therefore, the significance in our work, as historians dealing with security, lies in the existing possibility for us, to approach security discourse from a de-naturalized perspective, recognising the iterability of language and so the polymorphous, intersubjective character that security, as both a state of being and an end, has. As result, as historians, by historicizing security and by acknowledging the intersubjective character of security and the infinite possibilities of understandings, meanings and implications that security as discourse has, depending on the multiple interchangeable variables, represented by diverse securitizing actors, referent objects, troublemakers, part of one security dispositive. We are able to encompass the catch 22, emerging in security studies and in all the fields working with language in general, by on the one hand recognising the significance and implications that a specific language system has. On the other hand, we can still approach security discourse as something open to endless debate, by recognising that the connotation of security is always issue and context dependent and dictated by the upcoming practices that this discourse promotes (i.e. the outcomes of a security discourse define its connotations). In the end, we should be more concerned about the dynamics and assumptions behind the construction of a certain discourse than about the connotation that a certain security discourse has. Ergo, by giving significance to language, we do not have to fail in essentializing a certain discourse, as something inherently good or bad.  















Conclusion 
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Figure 5 Edith, Codegoni. Totem. 
My research project evolved around this main research question: “How did security and migration discourse evolve from 2015 to 2019, in Italian media discourse, from the perspective of political elites?”. To answer this question, I first placed the theoretical framework, adopted in my case study, in the existing historiographical debate: the securitization theory. I considered the latter both as a theoretical framework of analysis and as a political strategy. The former recognises security as both a speech act and a dispositive, casted by intersubjective structural, linguistic, institutional process. This approach to security, as a discourse, identifies the conditions of the possibilities of threats internal to the act of saying security. The latter, as temporarily constructed, is a political process, characterized by a changeable agency and strategy, casted by the interplay among imagination, habitus and judgment of the actors involved in the construction of a specific security dispositive, so discourse. Political actors, having specific political goals, use an alarmist discourse that frames an issue in terms of existential threat, by placing it beyond normal politics. Since that, an exceptional area of intervention is created, where decision and measures, in the matter of security policy, are taken based on impulse, urgency and anxiety. As result, security, as notion, comes out as an endless, polymorphous political, performative, linguistic practice, whose significance changes continuously according to the recognition of risk, in a specific historical realm. Someone argued that a security response in politics is nothing less than a matter of judgment and perception; where, the demand of security emerges simultaneously to the idea of risk. In brief, this research project wanted to emphasise indirectly the significance of language, owing to the existing relation between knowledge production and power, expressed specifically in chapter 3 of my analysis. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Then, to show the practicality and utility of securitization theory as an effective tool of analysis to understand security and the demand of it, into politics, I posed the attention on the identification phase of the securitization of migration issue, in Italy. In particular, I dealt with the ‘security’ language adopted by foreign ministers in the media. Via an historical discourse analysis of the narrative about migration and its relation to security, expressed by Italian foreign ministers (the recognised securitizing actors of my dispositive), I aimed at detecting if a change took place between the security discourse about migration, after the peak in the sensationalizing media discourse, at the eve of the perceived Mediterranean Migration ‘crisis’ (2015). Simultaneously to my main research question, I wanted to answer this other question: Did a change take place in the security discourse of migration, between what came before 2015 and what came after 2015?  Thus, I compared and contrasted the narratives, deriving from what the historiography has recognised to be the general trend, in media politics discourse in Italy before 2015 and what I found to be the general trend in the media discourse, post 2015. The attempt consisted of seeing if the construction of migration, in terms of security threat, was still framed by the political elites, in similar way. I.e. if the variables behind the securitization of migration before 2015 were still similarly significant and relevant to the ones, in Italy post 2015. 
I arrived to the conclusion that the discourse about migration and its relation to security, at the level of media politics discourse in Italy post 2015, presents both a continuity and a divergence when compared to the current historiography, about migration and security discourse of Italy before 2015. The change in the security nexus between migration and security regarded the way Italian political actors, elites looked at African actors. In the security discourse of Italy 2015-2019, Italian securitizing actors looked at African actors as securitizing actors, recognising the active and fundamental roles that they play, to succeed in Italian political actors’ attempt to securitize migration. On the contrary, the European member states turned into the sort of troublemakers and cause behind the failing securitization and following normalization of migration issue. In particular, the lack of a sense of cooperation and solidarity among the EU member states and the missing revision of a common migration policy reinforced the idea that migration represents a security threat for Italian society. However, still in 2019, the main reason behind the securitization of migration is its relation to other societal problematics, like criminality, illegal migration, with the consequent violation of human rights and the increase of migration flows. The latter, due to the shortage in structural, financial resources at the level of both Italian national affairs and supranational one, as part of the EU, reinforced a security discourse, in which migration persisted to be framed and reportedly perceived by an x audience as a source of insecurity and subsequent danger. Still, like in Italy before 2015, migration represents a danger for the future, casted by past forces and present relevance. 
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