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Abstract: Immigration has become one of the most prominent issues in world politics and one of the most 
studied phenomena in the social sciences.  However, divergences exist between immigration as a political 
phenomenon and the response of the academic community to the issue.  First, immigration issues are complex 
because they encompass questions related to almost every aspect of the host society.  However, because of 
practical necessity and the recent focus in the social sciences on micro level analysis, migration research often 
addresses highly specific questions, rather than exploring the broader relationships among different arenas of 
immigrant integration.  Second, native-born residents are usually interested in the impact of immigration on 
their immediate surroundings.  However, academic research on migration focuses mainly on its national and 
international aspects and ignores comparative sub-national analysis.  Koff's presentation attempts to address 
these disconnects by comparing integration politics and policies in two French cities (Lille and Toulouse) and 
two Italian cities (Florence and Bari), with special attention to immigrant integration in the arenas of politics, 
markets, housing, and crime.  He will also suggest avenues for interdisciplinary dialogue in immigration 
research. 

 
 

Introduction 

Immigration has become one of the most prominent issues in the politics of 

advanced industrial states, and one of the most studied questions in the social sciences. 

Obviously, there are many interesting facets of this subject. However, possibly more than 

any other political issue, immigration represents a social question where divergences exist 

between the nature of the political phenomenon and the response of the academic 

community. One can identify two specific differences. First, immigration is extremely 

complex as it encompasses questions related to most every aspect of host society: labor 

markets, welfare states, education systems, housing markets, political mobilization, etc. It 

also has a profound impact on host cultures because it challenges contemporary notions of 

citizenship, community, identity, rights, etc. Conversely, due to practical necessity and the 

recent focus on micro level theories in the social sciences, academic analysis of this 

phenomenon increasingly concentrates on specific questions, rather than exploring the 
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interaction between spheres of issues. Second, host citizens are generally interested in the 

impact of immigration on their immediate surroundings, indicating a primary interest in 

local migration networks and a secondary concern for national and supranational 

immigration regimes. The academic research on migration focuses strongly on the national 

and international aspects, and comparative sub-national analysis has often been 

overlooked. This research project attempts to respond to these two anomalies by 

comparatively analyzing the integration of migrants in four European cities. 

Comparative social science research is generally characterized by a tension between 

the explanation of social phenomena within case specific contexts and the analytical need 

to construct typologies or classifications in order to create “order within social complexity” 

(Ragin). Because of the importance of culture and identity in immigration politics, this 

divergence is especially pronounced in our study of migration issues. On one hand, case-

oriented research, usually conducted by historians, anthropologists, and sociologists, 

examines immigration and integration questions within specific contexts in order to 

maximize the power of their analysis, provide as complete a description as possible of 

complex social realities, and discuss the impact of cultural factors on migration-related 

questions. Conversely, variable driven research usually conducted by economists, 

demographers, and political scientists, is less rich in case explanation, but it expands its 

focus on theory building.  

This project focuses on the tension between these two approaches to social 

research. By combining elements of both, it attempts to provide as complete an approach 

as possible to the study of integration issues. Rather than constructing a single inter-

disciplinary explanation of integration, this study borrows analytical tools and theoretical 

approaches from various disciplines and implements them within the framework of 



classical political science analysis. In doing so, I attempt to indicate avenues for dialogue 

between fields in the social sciences.  

The paper is divided into three parts. Part one presents the analytical and 

methodological framework of research and sets out the objectives of this study. In part two, 

the empirical data is presented, which demonstrates sub-national variance in levels and 

modes of integration between the case cities. Part three, the conclusion, attempts to explain 

the integration process and discusses the impact of specific variables on integration 

politics. 

    

I. Analytical and Methodological Framework 

 In March 2000, a special panel, composed of some of the leading American scholars 

of comparative immigration politics,2 was held at the annual meeting of the Midwest Political 

Science Association on the current state of research in this field. During this roundtable 

discussion, the participants voiced three main concerns with contermporary scholarship on 

migration issues: 1) the lack of traditional political science analysis in migration studies, 

creating a theoretical island, 2) the presence of a clear divergence between quantitative 

demographic and economic studies of immigration and institutional, legal, and social research 

which is almost entirely qualitative in nature, 3) the domination of micro-analysis, as most 

recent studies focus on explaining case specificity rather than emphasizing generalization and 

theory-building. These remarks, in fact, reflect the main points of interest of this study. 

 

Defining The Research Question 

 European Union member states have often reacted strongly in attempting to prevent 

immigrants from non-European Union countries from settling within their borders, impeding 
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the social, political and economic integration of these newcomers into contemporary 

European society. Even though it could be said that European Union activities have created an 

overarching negative climate concerning immigration, levels and modes of integration vary 

throughout Europe, all the way to the sub-national arena, contradicting the presently popular 

notion of a uniform “Fortress Europe.” In fact, the everyday lives of immigrants once they 

enter a country are determined at the local level, in the communities in which they decide to 

reside. This study will examine the integration process in four European cities attempting to 

respond to the following question: What are the key variables which explain social and 

political responses to immigration in Western Europe and, therefore, determine both 

how and to what extent immigrants are integrated into European society? 

  

Defining Integration Politics 

 One of the most interesting questions investigated in contemporary research on 

migration asks : What is the relationship between immigration and integration ? Specifically, 

scholars question whether these are two aspects of the same process or whether they are two 

separate phenomena. This project focuses simply on integration for practical reasons. While 

the relationship between immigration and integration presents numerous questions of interest, 

the size of this issue would dilute the analytical focus of research and make it unmanageable. 

Even though I do not directly address this question, I raise it because I borrow a very 

important tool from those who link immigration and integration (i.e. Hollifield, Di Comite, 

King): the definition of integration as a process. 

 In fact, most integration research, especially those that study local responses, define 

the phenomenon either as a socio-economic good to be obtained or a policy objective (see the 

« best practice » literature). Whether they focus on political integration (i.e. CNEL, Sagger, 

Vertovec, Rex, della Porta, Ireland), economic integration (i.e. Portes, Pugliesi, Reyneri, 



Ambrosini) or social integration (i.e. Body-Gendrot, Wieviorka, Africa Insieme, Zincone, 

Rey, Waldinger), these studies often present integration as an end to a process. It is this 

framework which has led to the above-mentioned self-exclusion of most integration studies 

from traditional political analysis. Instead of studying how immigrants integrate themselves, 

most research focuses on how migrants are integrated, indicating the absence of political 

agency. Those works that do focus on immigrant mobilization (i.e. Boussetta, Withol de 

Wenden, Bouamama), largely ignore the institutional constraints which restricts the activities 

of these actors, concentrating specifically on social movement organizations and 

entrepreneurs. Because dialogue does not exist between these approaches, focus on political 

systems is limited. 

 This study, in fact, argues that integration should not be defined as the end of a 

process, but that it should be defined within the framework of the process itself. 

Like any other policy issue, immigration is debated within political systems and  integration 

needs to be viewed within this context. Any type of social integration is usually defined in 

terms of citizenship (Arendt, Marshall, Rawls, Walzer, etc.). The differentiation between a 

citizen and a subject usally focuses, in some way, on the ability to influence one’s own life 

course (Rawls). Whether defined in formal, legal terms, or substantive ones, « citizenship » in 

liberal democratic societies, guarantees the individual’s right to participation. Thus, the 

foundation of the study is the premise that a political system entails both the laws and 

institutions which govern social interaction and the actors who participate in it. According to 

Hinich and Munger :  

                    preferences x institutions = outcomes 

where « preferences » are the wants and desires of political actors, « institutions » are the  



formal and informal rules that determine how collective decisions are made and « outcomes, » 

notably public policies, result from the interaction of these variables3.  

Consequently, integration, the dependent variable in this study, is not defined as a 

social good or policy objective, but it is conceptualized within the context of competition for 

political, economic, social, and cultural resources in line with Harold Laswell’s classic 

definition of politics as « who gets what, when, and how.4 » Given this basic premise of 

“politics as distribution,” integration is examined within this framework as a question of 

justice. Rational actors compete for what they consider to be a just distribution of resources. 

Thus, integration is not defined in terms of equality or utility (the two most common 

definitions found in various forms in the literature). Instead, it is broadly defined by levels of 

participation in the host society, which indicate levels or degrees of political and socio-

economic agency.  

 Given the broad analytical focus of this project, however, it must be noted that this 

study does not defend “rationality” defined simply in terms of political or socio-economic 

gains. Instead, it recognizes the role of norms in the formation of actors’ preferences. It 

discusses the role of ideology and political culture within political systems and examines the 

interaction between socio-economic and cultural integration through the presentation of 

concepts espoused by sociologists, such as Durkheim, Marx, Weber, and Coleman, and 

psychologists, such as Fanon. (see below). 

 For this reason, the conceptual framework of the study argues that micro-analysis is 

insufficient for the study of integration. Whereas contemporary scholarship focuses on 

specific questions, such as immigrant participation in politics, social movements, achievement 

in education, labor markets, housing, crime, multiculturalism, human rights, etc, I argue that 
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these arenas of integration are instrinsically linked. Adapting the model presented by Michael 

Walzer in his book, Spheres of Justice, I contend that integration should be viewed in terms of 

separate spheres of social participation. Unlike Walzer, who states that exchanges between 

these spheres are blocked, I recognize the impact of participation in one sphere on levels of 

integration in the others. This is illustrated in figure one. 

 Because integration is defined broadly, this study argues that meso-analysis is best 

suited to the comparative study of migration. Such an approach, which includes elements of 

both case-oriented and variable driven research, attempts to address the interaction between 

rationality, institutions, and cultural variables in a coherent explanation of integration (see 

below). Even though this project examines each dimension of integration more superficially 

than micro-analysis, this approach is better suited to analyzing the nexus of these axes (see 

figure two). 

 
Figure One: Overlapping Spheres of Integration 

 

 



Figure Two : Axes of Integration 

 

 

Measuring Integration: Is it possible?   

 Obviously, the tension between case oriented research and variable driven studies is 

not limited to theoretical discussions. Measurement is a function of adopted definitions of 

integration. These approaches differ significantly over how they operationalize integration as 

a dependent variable. Large n demographic and econometric studies, which define integration 

in economic terms, focus on aggregate socio-economic data. The weakness of these studies is 

that they often ignore the human factor, which is essential to any form of identity politics. 

Moreover, data is not always easily comparable cross-nationally. Cultural studies, instead, 

utilize qualitative analysis, which focuses on the human factor, but they are often criticized as 

unsystematic, and consequently, unscientific. 

  This project includes elements of both qualitative and quantitative analysis. 

Comparative data is utilized to empirically measure the integration of immigrants in 

economic, housing, and criminal markets. However, as stated above, this analysis is only 

partial as cultural issues related to identity, and, more specifically, to xenophobia, often are 

related to immigrant positions in these markets. Moreover, no reliable statistics exist that 

adequately measure the political integration of immigrants. For this reason, the study utilizes 



nominal and ordinal scaling techniques and modelling that structure content analysis (the 

systemic counting, assessing and interpreting of the form and substance of communication5), 

direct observation (collecting data on events as they happen6), and data collected from 

interviews with 192 officials from local and national government, non-governmental 

organizations, immigrant communities, business organizations, unions, and newspapers, who 

are active in immigration politics in the case cities. These scales and models ensure a 

systematic form of comparison of qualitative research on otherwise unquantifiable 

phenomena. Through the use of these techniques, qualitative research both complements and 

controls quantitative data collection. In this regard, the study focuses on the statistical analysis 

of integration, while at the same time considering the human aspects of immigration politics. 

Moreover, scaling is a necessary tool for the overall evaluation of the integration process, 

given the operational definition presented above of integration as the just distribution of 

resources and participation in the host community (see part three). 

 

Research Design 

This project focuses on two cities in Italy, Florence and Bari, and two in France, 

Toulouse and Lille. These cities were chosen because of their structural similarities, which 

respond to many critiques of local studies of integration. First, in order to control for 

population size, I have chosen mid-sized metropolitan areas as each has between six hundred 

thousand and nine hundred thousand inhabitants (Florence: 650,000, Bari: 630,000, Toulouse: 

650,000 and Lille Metropole: 900,000).7  
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 The cases were also chosen because of the similar immigration histories of each city. 

Obviously, well established immigrant communities would be better integrated than newer 

ones. In France, both Lille and Toulouse were considered "secondary" immigration areas. 

Hence, immigrants began arriving only after traditional immigration centers, such as Paris and 

Marseilles were already saturated (mid 1970s). Because of Italy's history as an emigrant 

country, immigrants began arriving on a larger scale in Florence and Bari only in the early 

1980s. It is also important to note that each of the case cities has a socially and ethnically 

heterogeneous immigrant community, which represents between five and eight percent of the 

total population. By controlling these factors I can minimize their effects on the final results. 

Moreover, were ethnic affiliation the most significant explanatory variable of integration, then 

clear patterns would emerge across the case cities. This has not occurred. 

 Because this study focuses on two separate countries, I can systematically vary 

country differences across national city pairs, while controlling items within each pair. If, as 

many suggest, reactions to immigration are formed at the national level, then Florence and 

Bari should show similar responses to immigration flows as should Lille and Toulouse. Thus, 

Bari and Florence should be a matched pair as should Lille and Toulouse.  

 The cities chosen for this study were also selected in order to control for the structure 

of local economies in response to the argument that immigration is a strictly economic 

phenomenon and integration occurs where labor markets are more open and therefore, can 

better handle the increased pressure. Conversely, closed labor markets offer immigrants few 

possibilities for work and immigrants find themselves competing with host citizens for jobs.  

 Florence and Toulouse both have mixed economies based on commerce, tourism and 

industry. On the other hand, Bari and Lille are industrial cities attempting to rejuvenate 

themselves after having suffered through recent periods of recession. Florence, Toulouse and 

Lille each have an unemployment rate ranging between 9.8% and 11.9 %, while Bari's official 



unemployment rate is much higher at 25%. This is offset by the presence of a large “black 

market” economy.8 According to the hypotheses discussed above based on market structures, 

Lille and Bari are a matched pair as are Florence and Toulouse. This is illustrated in 

Appendix A.   

 

Methods 

This project is based on both archival research and personal interviews. Research was 

conducted from the summer of 1995 to summer 2001. Approximately two hundred interviews 

were conducted in the four cities. Interviews were held with members of local, provincial and 

regional governments interested in issues concerning immigrants. Specifically, I spoke to 

mayors, regional presidents, regional and city commissioners and legislators in regional, 

provincial, city, and neighborhood councils. In addition, I interviewed city, provincial and 

regional bureaucrats with responsibilities in: social services, housing, health care, education, 

job training, law enforcement and the judicial system. I also conducted in-depth interviews 

with a sample of non-governmental actors, including the local and regional leaders of: 

political parties, trade unions, voluntary associations concerned with the immigration issue, 

economic cooperatives and immigrant communities.  

  

Part II: Empirical Results 

 The comparative literature on migration can be divided into two separate approaches. 

The first focuses on the impact of globalization on international migration regimes. Post-

national models of citizenship, proposed by authors, such as Cambell, Weiner, Soysal, 

Jacobson, etc. argue that the ability of nation-states to control their own borders and maintain 

ethno-nationalist notions of citizenship has been significantly reduced by both the greater 
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importance of the international human rights regime, and improved access to technology, 

including transportation, which has led to a sharp increase in population movements. 

Conversely, many authors (i.e. Cornelius, Hollifield and Martin) argue that even though 

globalization has significantly affected international migration politics, international socio-

economic forces are filtered through national political systems, which maintains the 

divergence in nation-state responses to migration.  

 Because this study argues that local institutions and cultures significantly influence 

responses to migration in advanced industrial states, it follows the latter, “politics matter” 

approach. I contend that local political systems dictate the character of migration regimes, 

more than international socio-economic or demographic forces. For example, many scholars 

contend that ethnic conflict or xenophobia is a product of either increased migration pressures 

in border areas or competition among poorer native and migrant social classes. When 

analyzing the case cities, one finds that migration pressures are heaviest in the city of Bari, 

where the local population has been the most open to incoming migrants. Moreover, Bari and 

Lille (where only sporadic violence has occurred) are the two poorest case cities. Conversely, 

ethnic violence and social tension are most prominent in Florence and Toulouse, the two 

wealthiest metropolitan areas. This would suggest that alternative explanations must be 

sought. 

 Analysis of the integration process in the four case cities is divided into two parts, 

following classical political systems analysis (i.e. Easton). According to this approach, 

political inputs, are filtered through local institutions and cultures. The resulting public policy, 

then contributes to social outcomes, distinct to the local system. In fact, this section will 

demonstrate that integration levels vary sub-nationally. Integration, the dependent variable in 

this study, is measured in terms of parties and party systems, local government 

responsiveness, social movements and non-governmental organizations (NGOs), economic 



markets, housing and crime. The first two topics focus on immigrant participation on the 

“input” side of local political systems, while the latter three examine social outcomes. 

 

Political Integration 

 The integration of foreigners entails two distinct political spheres: 1) political and civil 

rights under liberal notions of citizenship, and 2) cultural acceptance under communitarian 

expectations. Local studies of integration politics (Rex, Ireland, Sagger, MOST, 

Ethnobarometer) correctly focus on both of these aspects of immigrant participation in local 

politics. Two problems exist with these studies. First, they rarely identify the mechanisms of 

integration. Second, they do not attempt to systematically measure levels of integration, 

limiting discussion to abstract descriptions. This section addresses the latter concern while the 

former is discussed in part three. 

 Within the literature on modern democracy, political participation is usually measured 

in two specific ways: voting percentages and political party membership. These measures 

create problems for students of integration in Europe because immigrants do not have the 

right to vote in most EU states, including France and Italy, and the political parties, of both 

the right and the left, refuse to keep data on the nationality of their members. For this reason, 

studies of political integration and citizenship must focus on other measures that are more 

qualitative in nature. This section presents scales constructed from qualitative research and 

responses to interviews. While these scales cannot be considered statistical measures due to 

their inexact, qualitative nature, they are useful tools in recognizing differences that exist in 

integration levels between the case communities. In fact, Table one clearly illustrates three 

distinct integration regimes within the four cities. Lille must be considered, by far, the « most 

integrated » city in terms of local politics. Bari is clearly the « least integrated, » while 

Florence and Toulouse represent mixed models.  



Political integration is analyzed in two contexts. First, institutional factors are 

examined: the representation of immigration on the local political agenda, participation in 

political parties, access to public services, and access to political representation. Second, this 

table focuses on non-governmental immigration politics: pro-integration social movements, 

anti-immigrant social movements, NGO provided services for immigrants, and immigrant 

participation in NGOs. The cities were ordered for each variable and points were given based 

on levels of integration. For each measure, “4” indicates the most integrated city and “1” is 

the least integrated city. In the case of anti-immigrant social movements, “1” was given to the 

city with the strongest movements (Florence) and “4” was awarded to the city with the 

weakest ones (Bari) due to their role as obstacles to integration. The values presented in Table 

one can only be briefly summarized in the following sections due to space limitations. 

However, even these superficial descriptions show that sub-national variances exist, refuting 

the matched pairs discussed above. 

 
 

     Table One: Scales Measuring Integration in the Four Case Cities 



 Lille Toulouse Florence Bari 
Public Discourse    4       2       3     1 
Activity in 
Political Parties 

   4       2       3     1 

Access to 
Services 

   4       3       2     1 

Access to 
Representation 

   4       1       2     3 

Pro-integration 
Social 
Movements 

   4      2       3     1 

Anti-Immigrant 
Social 
Movements 

   2      3       1     4 

NGO activity in 
Immigration 
Politics 

   4      3       2     1 

Participation in 
NGOs 

   4       3       2     1 

Integration 
Programs 

   4       2 
 

      3     1 

Total  34     20     21   14 
 

Immigration, Public Discourse, and the Political Agenda 

 The first question posed in this study is: “How is the immigration issue presented on 

the local political agenda?” Many scholars of immigration, especially anthropologists and 

sociologists, recognize the impact of political discourse on public attitudes, which reflect 

notions of trust and community held by both citizens and leaders. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Table Two: Urban Integration Regimes 
     Lille    Florence Toulouse      Bari 
Focus of 
Agenda 

-Political and 
Social Rights 

-Multiculturalism 
and Economic 
Integration 

-Cultural 
Assimilation and 
Economic 
Integration 

-Economic 
Integration 
 

Contacts 
Between 
Parties and 
Immigrant 
Groups 

-Political 
exchange with 
immigrant 
communities 

-Limited contacts 
with immigrant 
communities 

-No recognition 
of, nor direct 
contact with 
immigrant 
communities 
 

-Token contacts 
with immigrant 
communities 

Type of 
Integration 
Model 

-Progressive 
definition of 
social, political, 
and cultural 
integration 

-Paternalistic 
model of 
integration: little 
political exchange 
 

-Individual is 
center of 
assimilation 
model; no 
recognition of 
cultural 
differences 

-Humanitarian 
model of 
integration 
based on social 
need and moral 
obligation 
 

Most 
Important 
Issues on 
Immigration 
Agenda: 
Framing the 
Question 

-Social and 
economic 
integration of 
immigrants in 
periphery, 
fighting 
economic 
racism, crime, 
Islamic 
extremism, 
Rights of Sans 
Papiers 

-Illegal vendors, 
crime, organized 
crime, Gypsies, 
housing, fighting 
racism (public 
attitudes), 
intercultural 
education 

-Social isolation 
in periphery, 
crime, 
relationship 
between 
immigrant 
youths and 
police, fighting 
economic racism 

-“Frontier of 
Europe”: mass 
invasion,  
humanitarian 
disaster, border 
controls, 
organized 
crime, 
economic 
competition in 
agriculture 
sector  

 
This section illustrates the presence of four separate and distinct integration regimes 

with regard to political discourse (See Table two and Figure three). In Lille, there is a 

“progressive regime” which includes a political agenda that focuses strongly on issues of 

political and civil rights, group empowerment, economic integration and anti-racism. In 

Florence, one also finds positive discussions of integration, usually framed in terms of 

cultural rights and multiculturalism. However, there is a strong focus on anti-racism because 

anti-immigrant forces have been successful in portraying immigration as a threat to the city’s 

well being. They have succeeded in framing most public discourse on immigration which is 

linked to organized crime, the informal economy, and the false production of leather goods. 

Thus, the city represents a “mixed regime.” Toulouse, a “republican regime” has an agenda 

that focuses on anti-racism and leads to strong protests against the extreme right, but little is 

addressed in terms of positive discussions of integration.  



Figure Three: Location of Integration Regimes in Two Dimensional Space  

 

In fact, city leaders openly espouse cultural assimilation. Finally, in Bari, integration remains 

a relative non-issue. The city represents a “Conservative Christian” regime. Humanitarian aid 

to illegal migrants imported by smugglers from Albania is the central aspect of the integration 

movement, which is tied to the Catholic church. Immigration is discussed politically in terms 

of these clandestine waves and imported crime.  

Political Participation 

 Individual political activity and access to representation are two separate variables that 

will be analyzed together. Both focus on the willingness and ability, or lack thereof, of 

immigrants to participate in local politics. As mentioned earlier, political integration cannot 

be statistically measured due to the lack of available data. However, qualitative analysis of 

these variables based on interviwing, clearly indicates four separate models of immigrant 

participation. 

 On an individual level, Lille represents the most integrated of the four cities because a 

true class of sophisticated immigrant political elites has formed within that city. All of the 



political parties, except for those on the extreme right, present candidates of foreign origin on 

their lists for local, national, and European elections. Even though many of these candidates 

are only symbolically included on party lists, others have serious possibilities of winning. In 

fact, such candidates have won seats in the City Council, Regional Council, French 

Parliament, and the European Parliament. Moreover, many of the representatives on the 

neighborhood councils have immigrant origins. Foreign-born candidates have even gained 

personal followings, and, therefore, independence, from political parties. When some such 

candidates have come into disagreement with one party, they shift to another, taking many 

votes with them.  

 Immigrants are also present on party lists in Florence and Toulouse, but they lack all 

autonomy. In Toulouse, the immigrant presence is merely symbolic. One Algerian born 

businessman has been appointed by the mayor to be a city councilor in charge of integration. 

However, this person is out of touch with the local immigrant community, and even ridiculed 

by many of its members. His appointment has devalued party politics in the eyes of many 

immigrants because they perceive him as a member of their own ethnic group who has 

allowed himself to be utilized by local leaders in order to enhance the city government’s 

image. 

 In general, the number of foreign-born candidates on party lists in Florence is greatly 

reduced compared to France. This is due to the lower rates of acquisition of citizenship. 

However, in Florence, a number of immigrants have become active in party politics. Even 

though these politicians have more legitimacy than their counterparts in Toulouse, they enjoy 

nowhere near the autonomy that immigrant candidates have in Lille. In Florence, immigrants 

interested in party politics are dependent on the parties of the left, the Democratici di Sinistra 

(DS) and the Rifondazione Communista (RC). Immigrant candidates from these two parties 

have won seats in neighborhood councils as well as in the City councils of the small towns 



surrounding Florence, such as Scandicci and Sesto Fiorentino. However, immigrant 

candidates, like their Italian counterparts, have difficulty expressing themselves as individuals 

within the rigid party structure.  For example, in June 1999, Syrian born Yusuf Hamad, won 

the largest number of preference votes in the election for one of the city’s five neighborhood 

councils. Because the DS won the City election thanks to a coalition of parties of the Center-

Left, other parties in this coalition asked for the presidency of one of the neighborhood 

councils in exchange for political support. The other councils had established Florentine 

politicians as their presidents, so the local party chose to concede Mr. Hamad’s neighborhood 

council to the Partito Popolare Italiano (PPI) for the first two years of a four year term. This 

decision is not necessarily a question of ethnicity, but because immigrants, such as Mr. Hasad 

have no real alternatives to the DS in local politics, their bargaining position within the party 

is very weak. 

 In Bari, immigrants do not participate in party politics at all and they are not present in 

any positions of leadership within local political institutions or party structures.  

Access to Representation   

 In addition to their activity in local party politics, immigrants in Lille also influence 

local leaders through advisory councils. Specifically, the local government has created two 

such bodies. The first is the Conseil Comunal de Concertation. This body addresses social 

and economic issues in the city and includes elected members from numerous associations, 

including immigrants. Second, the Schema Local d’Integration (SLI) is responsible for 

advising local leaders on integration programs and strategies. The SLI is in constant contact 

with associations and grassroots movements, as well as City leaders. No such organization 

exists in Toulouse but immigrant associations have established informal networks with local 

leaders. 



 In Florence, Regional and Provincial Councils have been erected that include political 

leaders, immigrants and representatives of native NGOs. These bodies act as a space to hold 

public discussion on questions concerning integration. They are useful in coordinating policy 

objectives but are weak in terms of lobbying for integration policies. Similar bodies have been 

established in Bari at the city and regional levels but both of these councils are impotent due 

to a total lack of governmental support. The regional council has not even met in the last five 

years. 

Access to Services 

 Because this variable reflects welfare systems, it is the only one based on national 

integration models. The French government is much better organized in terms of social 

services to immigrants so Lille and Toulouse are ahead of Florence and Bari in this area. 

National institutions, such as the Fonds d’Action Sociale (FAS) and the Service Sociale 

d’Aide aux Emigrants (SSAE) are responsible for the funding and provision of services to 

immigrants. These bodies are major actors in local immigration politics in both Toulouse and 

Lille. However, Lille offers more services to immigrants because of the activity of the SLI. 

Aside from its role as a mediator between the local immigrant community and the city 

government, it also funds many social and cultural programs for immigrants. 

 An Immigrant Office exists in both Florence and Bari with varying degrees of success. 

In Florence, the office has never been popular within the local administration and it has been 

passed by one city commissioner to another in the last five years. The office has successfully 

provided immigrants with a point of reference and it does coordinate some services, such as 

temporary housing centers and health clinics for women and children. In Bari, the Immigrant 

Office is really just an information service for the local immigrant population. 



Immigration and Social Movements 

 This topic will be discussed in further detail in section three. As a point of 

introduction, three of the case cities have strong social movement traditions. Bari lacks a 

history of collective action. Therefore grass roots activity is absent in both the pro-integration 

and anti-immigrant sectors. Conversely, Florence is well-known for very contentious, 

sometimes violent politics. A strong pro-integration faction has formed which attempts to 

counteract even stronger and more frequent anti-immigration protests. In Lille, pro-integration  

social forces are very strong while the Front National has gained a discreet following and 

anti-immigrant social movements have begun to form. In Toulouse, over ten thousand people 

march against racism, fascism and the extreme right, while less than one hundred attend pro-

integration rallies. Its republican tradition has weakened both the pro-integration and anti-

immigrant forces. 

NGOs and immigration politics 

 Again, this subject will be discussed in detail in section three. In terms of social 

services, the French non-governmental sector is much better organized than the Italian one. 

Their efforts are better coordinated and their staffs are generally more professional. Lille, 

though,  has more NGOs that provide professional services to immigrants than does Toulouse. 

In Italy, Florence has a non-governmental sector which is bigger and better organized than 

that found in Bari. 

 In terms of immigrant participation in local NGOs, the highest levels are once again 

found in Lille where immigrants hold full-time and part-time jobs and volunteer in the non-

governmental sector. Table three shows that immigrants participate in Lille’s non-

governmental sector both as individuals and as communities. It is the most complete model of 

any of the case cities. 

 



 Table three: Immigrant Participation in Non-governmental Sector 
  Strong Collective    Weak Collective 

                        Participation          Participation 
Strong Individual 
Participation 

Lille Florence 

Weak Individual 
Participation 

Toulouse Bari 

 

In Florence, immigrant associations are weak but they do sponsor many cultural 

programs. Many immigrants work as individuals within native associations. The situation in 

Toulouse is actually paradoxical. Immigrant organizations prosper within the Mirail, which is 

the immigrant quarter of the city. However, they cannot be considered integrated associations 

because little contact exists between these organizations and native ones in other parts of the 

city. This has led to a model based on empowerment and isolation. In Bari, immigrants do not 

participate in native associations and the few immigrant associations that exist work by 

themselves. 

 

Socio-economic Integration 

 Given the sub-national variance which exists in levels and modes of political 

integration, it is not surprising that levels of socio-economic integration vary locally as well. 

In fact, as part three shall illustrate, politics alone does not determine socio-economic 

integration, but it merely limits the influence of different markets on integration levels. 

Because the case cities are characterized by different market structures, as well as separate 

integration strategies, levels of integration vary significantly in the socio-economic sphere. 

This section will demonstrate these trends in terms of economic integration, housing, and 

crime.  

Analysis of these three spheres combines substitution models, borrowed from the 

fields of demography and economics, with sociological and anthropological considerations 

regarding public norms and attitudes. Most urban studies of migration issues focus on the 



concentration of migrants in various socio-economic classes. This discussion is insufficient, 

however, because it neglects the intersection of economic standing, power and public 

attitudes. Often, poorer migrant groups suffer from « minority mentalities » which are 

characterized by a strong sense of inferiority. Moreover, when such communities are visible, 

social attitudes often attribute cultural traits to these populations, which are based on their 

socio-economic exclusion or isolation (Fanon, Comer, Coleman). For this reason, Weberian 

analysis has more utility than the classical Marxist approaches because it focuses on the 

intersection of class, power, and status. Unfortunately, due to space limitations, the statistical 

evidence on which the scales in the following sections have been constructed cannot be 

presented. 

Class 

According to Marxist approaches to politics, an actor’s interests are dictated by his/her 

position in the division of labor. This section focuses on the formation of class structures in 

economic markets, housing and criminal activities. As long as immigration has existed, 

immigrants have been accused of stealing jobs, unfairly utilizing welfare resources paid for by 

taxpaying citizens, such as public housing, and engaging in criminal activities. In the current 

literature on migration in Europe, most studies have dispelled these myths. Politically, many 

European Union (EU) and national leaders have recently made public statements in which 

they claim that the continent needs migrants in order to compensate for aging workforces and 

increased pressure on pension systems. Despite this rhetoric, however, these same heads of 

government have been restricting entry to EU states, due to public pressure and the success of 

the radical right in popularizing nativist opinions. 

The reason that nativist positions  have dominated European immigration politics, is 

that immigration does not affect Europe, or even European states uniformly. The radical right 

has been successful in areas where transformations related to globalization have increased 



economic uncertainty. Such sub-national variance is  evident in this study. Table four 

illustrates this fact. Employing economic substitution models, based on government-collected 

data, I measure economic integration in the four case cities. Because, this scale represents 

social outcomes, I have chosen to utilize nominal measures. A measure of « 1 » indicates 

integration and « 0 » indicates a lack of integration. « 0.5 » indicates a mixed model. 

However, this approach is incomplete because not all of the cities are affected in the same 

way by immigration.  

Demographers rightfully argue that immigration burdens do not merely reflect the 

number of immigrants coming to a host area. For these reasons, the final measures of 

integration reflect « real integration » minus « potential for integration » in order to correct for 

the demographic pressures brought by migration to the case cities. For example, real 

integration is much higher in Florence than in any other city. However, Bari and Florence 

both received a final score of « 0.5 » because Bari’s migrant population has replaced the 

native workforce demographically (indicating high burden) whereas Florence’s foreign 

population complements the demographic structure of the native community.  

 Similarly, immigrants affect housing systems in metropolitan areas in different ways. 

The evidence presented in table five follows a political economy approach. Market analysis 

includes elements of both substitution rates in local private and public housing markets, the 

quality of the migrant housing stock, as well as local reactions to emergency housing needs 

created by immigration. In addition, the spatial distribution of immigrants throughout the case 

cities is included. Thus, analysis focuses on integration measures utilized in the fields of 

geography, political science, and economics. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Table Four : Real and Potential Economic Substitution Rates 
          Lille      Toulouse           Bari      Florence 
A) Demographic Pressure 
Immigration 
Burden 

 
            1 

      
             1 

 
             0 

 
            0 

Age of 
Population 

 
            0 

 
             1 

 
             0 

  
            1 

Working Age of 
Population 

 
         0.5 

 
             1 

 
          0.5 

 
            1 

Distribution of 
Population 

 
         0.5 

 
             0 

 
             0 

 
            0 

Level of 
Education 

 
         0.5 

 
             1 

 
             0 

 
          0.5 

Socio-Economic 
Structure 

 
            0 

 
          0.5 

 
             1 

 
             1 

Total          2.5           4.5           1.5           3.5 
B) Economic Integration 
Overall 
Integration  

 
            0 

 
             0 

 
             1 

 
             1 

Level of 
Competition 

 
            0 

 
             0 

 
          0.5 

 
             1 

Informal 
Economy 

 
            0 

 
             0 

 
          0.5 

 
             1 

Entrepreneurship             0              0              0              1 
Total             0              0              2              4 
Grand Total  
B – A 

 
         -2.5 

 
          -4.5 

 
            0.5 

 
          0.5 

 
 
Table Five: Summary of Housing Analysis 
      Florence           Bari      Toulouse          Lille 
Presence of 
Emergency 
Housing 

 
 
           1 

 
 
             1 

 
 
             1 

 
 
            1 

Transition from 
Emergency to 
Regular Housing 

 
 
           0 

 
 
             0 

 
 
             1 

 
 
            1 

Access to Public 
Housing 

 
        0.5 

 
             0 

 
             1 

 
            1 

Access to Private 
Housing 

 
           1 

 
             1 

 
             1 

 
            0 

Overcrowding         0.5              0              1             1 
Presence of 
Utilities 

 
        0.5 

 
             0 

 
             1 

 
            1 

Market Total         3.5              2              6             5 
Spatial 
Distribution 

 
           1 

  
          0.5 

 
             0 

 
            0 

Grand Total         4.5           2.5           6.0             5 
 



 Finally, analysis of local criminal markets also illustrates clear sub-national variance 

between the case cities in terms of the creation of a criminal underclass. Examination of 

immigrant criminal acttivity focuses on three specific features : 1) the amount of overall 

immigrant crime, 2) the types of crimes committed9, and 3) the position of immigrant 

communities in local organized crime markets. Scales are based on two characteristics. First, 

how « entrpreneurial » are immigrants within criminar markets ? Are criminal activities a sign 

of economic integration in parallel, illegal markets or do they represent destructive behavior 

based on social isolation and exclusion ? Second, are immigrants autonomous actors within 

each of these markets ? 

Table Six : Structure of Criminal Markets in Cases 
 Entrepreneurial Crime Not Profit Motivated Crime 
Autonomous Immigrant 
Actors 

Florence Lille 

Not Autonomous Actors Bari Toulouse 
  

The analysis presented in table six indicates that immigrants have, in fact, 

« integrated » most in Florence, where they are entrepreneurial and they act autonomously 

within local criminal markets, controlling certain activites. In Bari, immigrants act as an 

entrepreneurial underclass that takes orders from local Mafia bosses. Lille, is a mixed model 

in which foreigners control the local drug trade, but there is also a significant amount of 

destructive « protest » crimes, such as the burning and stealing of cars. Finally, in Toulouse, 

there is little autonomous criminal activity attributed to migrants outside such protest crimes. 

Once again, the statistical evidence on which these typologies have been created can be 

furnished upon request. 

                                                           
9 Certain crimes, such as the stealing and burning of cars in French cities indicate social exclusion more than 
integration into criminal markets. Others, such as human trafficking, from the perspective of market analysis, 
indicates integration because it is linked to the control of a certain economic activity. 



Power and Status 

 As stated in part one, the definition of integration utilized in this study is migrant 

participation in the various spheres of a host society. This definition actually contradicts much 

of the literature on immigration. In many works, integration is defined as a lack of ethnic 

conflict. For example, economists who study immigration often view high substitution rates 

negatively because they increase the potential for conflict. In the political economy approach, 

which this study follows, higher substitution rates indicate higher levels of integration 

because migrants are participating in local markets at the same rates as native citizens.  

 As stated earlier, I argue that participation denotes citizenship, defined above as the 

ability to control one’s own life course. In democratic systems, moreover, citizenship is based 

on equality and thus, classes of citizens cannot, by definition, exist. For this reason, power 

and status, the focus of much of the sociological and anthropological literature on ethnic 

integration is highly relevant. Power, according to the classical definition offered by Weber, is 

“the probability that an actor in a social relationship will be in a position to carry out his own 

will despite resistance, regardless of the basis on which this probability rests.”10 If host 

citizens continuously exert power over immigrants, than a de facto caste system is formed, 

indicating a permanent state of non-integration, even if inter-ethnic relations remain peaceful. 

 Obviously, socio-economic markets play a large role in the exertion of power in local 

societies. However, anthropologists and sociologists correctly note that culture is another 

means for social control. This is especially true in ethnic politics where symbolism is often 

more important than reality. Scholars of ethnic conflict, such as Horowitz, De Vos, Fanon, 

Ture, have long argued that minorities are often stigmatized for their concentrations in the 

poorest economic classes, geographic neighborhoods, and criminal activities. For example, 

Emilio Reyneri writes, 

                                                           
10 Max Weber, Economy and Society, p 53. 



When migrants are exploited in bad jobs, employers are happy with them, 
because migrant workers are a lot cheaper than domestic ones, they work harder and 
moreover, they are more willing as their job expectations are lower. But the low work 
positions of migrants, mostly if they are involved in the informal economy, can start a 
stigmatization process and cause xenophobic attitudes. The relation between 
discrimination and occupation in the worse jobs could take the character of a vicious 
cycle: the discrimination against migrants leads them to occupy the worst work 
positions and they are stigmatized because of the jobs they undertake, then the work 
discrimination can increase and so on.11 

 
 

                                                          

For this reason, this study asks: can integration be defined in terms of the absence of 

conflict ? As stated above, immigrant related violence has arisen in three of the case cities. 

Does this necessarily mean that integration is failing in these cities and succeeding only in 

Bari? 

 In order to respond to this question, it is necessary to understand the type of violence 

which has arisen in each city. In Florence, conflict has focused on three communities : the 

Gypsies, the Senagalese peddlars, and the Chinese. In terms of anti-Gypsy attacks, which are 

frequent in the city, there is a total lack of integration between the two communities. Most of 

the local Gypsies live in camps outside of the city which are characterized by deplorable 

sanitary conditions, and high crime rates. They do not trust local institutions or the local 

population, which, in turn ostracizes them. However, the conflict which has arisen between 

Florentines and both the Senegalese and the Chinese, is quite different in nature. In each of 

these cases, violence has erupted from protests over economic competition created by these 

two populations. Local peddlars organized social movements which created an atmosphere of 

tension. According to local police officials, this tension, was then translated into violence by 

local youths who used these migrants « as an excuse for their own unemployment. » 

 In Lille and Toulouse, the mechanism for violence is quite different. Rather than 

focusing on competition, conflict has arisen within the so-called quartiers sensibles over the 

issue of power. Due to the social isolation found in these neighborhoods, which are 

 
11 Emilio Reyneri, “Migrant Insertion in the Informal Economy, Deviant Behaviour and the Impact on Receiving 
Societies. Some Hypotheses for a Cross-National Research,” Délit d’immigration. Immigrant Delinquency, 



characterized by high unemployment, high drop-out rates, poor housing conditions, poor 

infrastructure, and little commerce,  migrant youths have rebelled following violent incidents 

involving the police. In Toulouse, the situation is more dramatic than that found in Lille 

because the violence is ongoing rather than sporadic. In both cases, groups of people who feel 

« powerless » regarding their own life courses, have resorted to violence « in order to be 

heard. » Scholars of immigration to Toulouse argue that the local situation is especially 

dramatic because the Grand Mirail, the poor group of neighborhoods in which much of the 

city’s immigrant population resides, is located just next to two exclusive, gated communities 

and the city’s technological pole. Thus, it is argued that the quartier’s residents receive daily 

reminders of their own socio-economic exclusion. 

The distinction between these forms of conflict can be explained by the notion of 

status. Weber defines status as the accepted distribution of social honor within a society. 

Honor directly reflects neither wealth nor power, thus it is influenced by class, but not 

dependent on it. Instead, honor is composed of the specific values of a society. Because it is a 

social construct, it often represents the object of public perceptions more than class does. For 

this reason, it is a significant tool in understanding the relationship between socio-economic 

and cultural integration. 

In Bari, one of the explanations for the lack of inter-ethnic conflict in the area is that 

because local socio-economic standards are generally low, little distinction in status exists 

between local residents and migrants. During interviews with both native residents and 

immigrants, it was often mentioned that economic integration is the only real problem in the 

city for both populations. It could be suggested that common economic difficulties have 

helped to create a certain cultural tie based on class-based social bonds. In fact, the most 

prominent actors in local integration politics in the city have traditionally been labor unions.  

                                                                                                                                                                                     
(Brussels: European Commission, 1996): p. 37. 



Similarly, in Florence, higher levels of economic integration have earned a certain 

measure of respectability for the local migrant community. The only difficulty which impedes 

integration remains high involvement in criminal activities which has led to a cultural 

backlash against North Africans (drugs), Albanians (prostitution), and Gypsies (petty crime). 

Conversely, in both Lille and Toulouse, immigrants have been characterized as a 

pariah group. In both cases, neighborhoods with high concentrations of immigrants have been 

characterized as « the Bronx. » Immigrants are often blamed for the poverty and social 

dislocation found in these areas. 

This section has shown that sub-national variance exists in all spheres of integration. 

For this reason, it is important to pay attention to local reactions to immigration. The sub-

national arena is not merely the place where policies decided at higher levels of government 

are implemented uniformly. Instead, local political systems and socio-economic markets 

dictate the quality of life of both migrants and native citizens and regulate the daily 

interaction between these two groups. The question which follows is : what determines these 

local migration regimes ? This is the focus of part three. 

 

III. Conclusion : Explaining Integration and the Need for Dialogue Across Disciplines 

 Immigration is more than just a simple political issue. It brings together so many 

different aspects of political, social, cultural and economic life, that one could say that 

immigration highlights all the strengths and faults of advanced industrial states. If markets are 

weak, migration exposes structural problems. If communities are closed, then migration 

forces host leaders and citizens to confront native concepts of identity. If housing is 

insufficient, migration will expose this shortcoming, as well. In this regard, immigration is a 

phenomenon which is representative of globalization and its impact on advanced industrial 

states. International forces often expose the cracks in national political and economic systems. 



Most significantly, immigration forces host citizens to reconsider their own cultural and 

ethnic identities.  Thus, migration is a window through which we can view our societies, our 

cultures, and our personal identities. 

 The theoretical argument on which this study is based presents a basic premise: 

immigration is a complex question in need of a complex answer. As stated in the introduction, 

more than possibly than any other phenomenon, the response of the academic community has 

varied so greatly from the nature of the problem it is attempting to resolve, given the micro-

analysis included in most migration studies. Rather than proposing an absolute position 

regarding the explanation of integration, this study attempts to recognize various mechanisms 

which facilitate integration in different political and socio-economic conditions. 

 

Local Justice 

 Basically defined, government is about the distribution of rights and responsibilities 

within a political community. Similar to Harold, Laswell’s definition cited above,  Jon Elster 

frames local justice in terms of matching goods with recipients. His book Local Justice 

examines the various aspects of distribution in democratic societies. Elster presents basic 

theories of allocation of social goods and responsibilties in local societies, such as military 

service, taxes, health benefits, and even immigration. 

 Elster correctly identifies numerous elements of distribution which are relevant to 

integration politics. First, he states that a just allocation of goods is a function of two 

phenomena: scarcity, and heterogeneity. In terms of immigration, one can state that the 

distribution of membership is significantly affected by these two factors. If the citizenship of 

country A were distributed freely, there would be no competition, but, at the same time, the 

rights connected with this good would be rather worthless because they could not realistically 

be provided to such a large population. Moreover, as the composition of the groups to whom 



this good is distributed becomes more complex, the nature of citizenship must adapt to this 

complexity. The speed of this adaptation is the key to maintaining social peace. 

 Second, Elster correctly notes that social status often affects decisions regarding 

resource allocation. Part two has addressed this point in the discussion of public views of 

immigrants. These perceptions, once formed, often affect the distribution of political rights 

and socio-economic resources because leaders rationally implement policies that give them 

the best chances of being re-elected. For this reason, it is important to recognize the impact of 

justice in one allocative sphere on the others. 

Within this framework, Elster provides a simple yet effective manner of « measuring 

justice. » By utilizing a simple cost-benefit analysis, he creates a classification of the 

distribution of costs and social benefits on specific groups in bounded societies. Throughout 

this work, I have followed a similar logic by creating scales which indicate levels of 

immigrant participation in the case cities. Even though, these scales accurately reflect 

differences in integration levels, they do not adequately address the question of the real costs 

and benefits of integration. This was a trade-off which I deliberately accepted because, 

through the use of ordinal scales, I could rank the case cities in a way which cost-benefit 

analysis does not allow. This latter tool, however, provides a better tool for studying the 

complexity of integration within each individual sphere. 

In order to include both of these elements in his analysis of justice, Elster assigns a (+) 

to those groups benefitting in a certain distributive sphere and a (-) when certain segments of 

the population bear social costs. The preceding section has demonstrated that such a technique 

is too simple to include the range of integration levels within spheres of justice. For this 

reason, the following scale has been constructed which elaborates on the logic of Elster’s 

study, in order to measure overall levels of integration within the case cities : 

 
 



++ = well integrated 
+ = integrated 
0 - neutral variable 
- = excluded 
-- = very excluded 

 
In order to quantify these measures, the scale has been translated into the following  
 
terms : 
 
   1.0 = well integrated 
   0.5 = integrated 
      0 = neutral variable 

 -0.5 = excluded 
- 1.0 = very excluded 

 
Table seven presents the overall measures for the distribution of the costs and benefits 

of immigration for the four case cities. Certain variables, such as political participation, can 

only be positive. Thus, when immigrants are excluded from politics, the value « 0 » is 

assigned. In other cases, such as anti-immigrant social movements, or anti-immigrant 

violence, these variables represent negative costs of immigration and, therefore, they are 

assigned either negative values, or zero.  

The table shows that Florence and Lille are the two « most integrated » cities included 

in this study. This is interesting because, they are the two cities with the strongest anti-

immigrant political movements. Of the two cities, Florence seems to be the more equilibrated. 

Except for low scores in the arena of public security, integration levels seem to be positive for 

most of the indicators included. 

In Lille, one finds an uneven distribution of scores across spheres of integration. This 

suggests two important findings. First, because Lille, along with Florence is a city of the Left, 

this classification would suggest that political ideology is significant in the formation of 

integration regimes. Second, one finds high scores in the political arenas indicating elevated 

levels of participation in politics and civil society. At the same time, the city scored poorly in 

terms of the socio-economic indicators, included in the second part of the study. Because of 



the city’s high overall scores, this trend would suggest that political participation makes an 

impact on integration politics in the other spheres. In this case, immigrants find themselves in 

difficult socio-economic situations, which are tempered through the activities of local 

government and NGOs. 

Third, this table indicates that « tolerance » in fact, does not indicate « integration. » 

Toulouse and Bari are clearly the two most tolerant, or « most open » cities in this study. In 

both cases, they register many zeros on the chart, which shows neither a negative nor a 

positive impact of immigration. This can be translated to signify the presence of tolerance, 

which refers to an acceptance of ethnic diversity for numerous reasons, some of which are 

more substantive than others. Regardless of this cultural characteristic, the overall costs of 

immigration are greater than the benefits to local society in both case cities. This is especially 

striking in Toulouse due to the city’s healthy economy, anti-racist tradition, and strong social 

networks. 

Finally, the overall value of « 0 » must be considered a threshold measure for 

integration. I have chosen this value because it represents  equilibrium between the 

distribution of the costs and benefits in local integration politics. The two cities which fall 

below this line, Toulouse and Bari, are characterized by high costs of integration, and lower 

benefits. Conversely, Lille and Florence are characterized by a distinct positive contribution 

by immigrants to the host societies. This signifies that immigrants « participate in the daily 

life » of the latter two cities, whereas participation rates are lower in the former matched pair. 

In fact, this value not only measures the impact of immigration on the host societies, 

but it also indicates the opportunities available for integration within the case cities. When the 

costs of migration, outweigh the benefits, this usually signifies that a significant proportion of 

the migrants residing in that city are living in « at risk » situations. Thus, by connecting this  

point to the previous one concerning toleration, one could say that tolerant cities provide  



Table Seven : Measuring Overall Integration 
Indicator Florence Lille Toulouse Bari 
Political Integration 
Immigration Agenda 0.5 1 0 0 
Participation in 
Parties 

 
0.5 

 
1 

 
0 

 
0 

Group Activism 0 1 0.5 0 
Anti-Immigrant 
Social Movement 

 
-1 

 
-0.5 

 
0 

 
0 

Pro-Integration 
Social Movements 

 
1 

 
0.5 

 
0 

 
0 

Access to Public 
Officials  

 
0.5 

 
1 

 
0 

 
0.5 

Individual 
Partcipation in 
NGOs 

 
 
0 

 
 
1 

 
 
0.5 

 
 
0 

Services Provided by 
Government 

 
0.5 

 
1 

 
0.5 

 
0 

Services Provided by 
NGOs 

 
0.5 

 
1 

 
0.5 

 
0 

NGO Integration 
Programs 

 
0.5 

 
1 

 
0.5 

 
0 

Economic Integration 
Overall Integration 0.5 -0.5 -0.5 0.5 
Replacement/ 
Competition 

 
1 

 
-0.5 

 
-0.5 

 
0 

Informal Economy 1 -0.5 -0.5 0.5 
Entrepreneurship 1 0 0 0 
Local Government 
Programs 

 
0.5 

 
1 

 
0.5 

 
-0.5 

Unions/NGOs 0.5 0.5 0 0 
Housing 
Emergency Housing 0.5 1 1 0.5 
Access to Public 
Market 

 
-0.5 

 
1 

 
0.5 

 
-1 

Access to Private 
Market 

 
1 

 
-1 

 
0 

 
0.5 

Housing Conditions 0 0.5 0.5 -0.5 
Overcrowding 1 0 0 -0.5 
Participation in 
Society 

 
1 

 
-1 

 
-1 

 
-0.5 

Participation in 
Community 

 
-1 

 
-1 

 
-1 

 
0 

Public Security 
Organized Crime -1 0 0 -0.5 
Low-level Crime -1 -0.5 -0.5 -0.5 
Gangs/Alienation -0.5 -1 -1 0 
Clandestine 
Immigration 

 
0.5 

 
0 

 
-0.5 

 
1 

Public Attitudes -1 -1 -1 1 
Anti-Immigrant 
Violence 

 
-1 

 
-0.5 

 
-0.5 

 
0 

Total +5.0 +4.5 -2.0 -0.5 
 
opportunities for cultural integration, but not necessarily for socio-economic participation. 

This, of course, is the primary need of migrants when they arrive in host societies. Cultural 



issues, while they remain significant, are usually considered to be secondary concerns among 

most migrants. 

 

Explaining Complexity 

 The final question which this study addresses is, what variables explain integration ? 

When the project began, six distinct institutional and cultural variables were identified which 

contribute to the formation of integration regimes: formal access to political systems, local 

labor markets, overall levels of social capital and citizen participation in civic life, political 

ideology, religion, and openness of political cultures. 

 Research has shown that these last two variables, religion and openness of political 

culture have little bearing on the formation of integration regimes. For this reason, they can be 

discarded. However, the previous four all contribute in some way to integration levels. The 

question which needs to be answered is how? 

Explaining Political Integration 

 Part two has outlined the basic differences in levels of political integration, between 

the four case cities. The analysis presented above shows that integration levels are highest in 

Lille and lowest in Bari. Florence and Toulouse represent mixed models. This last observation 

is the most significant. 

 Within the literature on ethnic integration, political ideology is often utilized to 

explain integration levels, based on the (often incorrect) assumption the the Left is more 

sympathetic to pro-active integration strategies. Had Lille and Florence demonstrated similar 

levels of integration, one could argue that ideology does, indeed, most significantly explain 

levels of integration in local politics. However, because Florence, a city of the Left, and 

Toulouse, a city of the center-right, are characterized by similar integration levels in this 

sphere, an anomoly exists which needs to be further investigated. 



 In fact, it would seem that ideology does indeed affect integration levels, but not 

directly. Instead, by employing social movement analysis, one can demonstrate that 

integration levels are determined by both institutional and cultural factors. 

 First, it must be noted that in order to have successful political integration, the local 

migrant community needs to demonstrate a clear desire to engage in local politics. For this 

reason, immigrant entrepreneurs and organizations need to be present. This condition is, in 

fact, satisfied in all four cities. 

 The second condition which needs to be filled is the presence of favorable opportunity 

structures. These structures are the institutional factors, external to the movement, which 

dictate the strategies of local migrant leaders. In Lille and Florence, one finds the most 

favorable structures and access to the local decision-making process. Most likely, this form of 

government is a result of the predominant Left-wing ideologies in these two cities. However, 

it is this institutional variable which offers immigrants the opportunity to directly participate 

in the local decision-making process.  

 This does not mean, however, that culture does not matter. In fact, informal political 

networks and norms concerning governance are often are just as important as institutional 

opportunities. Thus, while Florence is characterized by numerous formal points of access for 

citizens to participate in local politics, it is culturally more closed than Toulouse because of 

the strong influence that the merchant associations exert on local leaders, and the strong 

tradition of individualism found in the city. In Toulouse, conversely, there is a strong tradition 

of popular politics which dates back to the beginning of the century and the republican 

tradition has led to a higher collective sense of civic virtue.  

These factors, when viewed together, explain the typology identified earlier. Lille, is 

open formally and informally in terms of citizen participation, and Bari is closed in both 

regards due to a long tradition of clientelistic politics, and the concentration of power among 



the business interests in the city. Because Florence is formally open and informally closed, 

and Toulouse is formally closed, but informally open, these two cities reflect mixed models. 

This is illustrated in table eight which suggests that the primary determinate of political 

integration is access to government while, levels of social capital and citizen participation are 

significant at a second level. 

Table Eight : Structure of Overall Political Participation in Case Metropolitan Areas 
 Formal Access to 

Government Open 
Formal Access to 
Government Restricted 

Informal Participation in 
Politics- Open 

Lille Toulouse 

Informal Participation in 
Politics- Restricted 

Florence Bari 

   

Explaining Socio-economic Integration 

 One finds that a very similar model adequately explains socio-economic integration 

regimes in the four case cities. In terms of economic integration, Florence and Bari are the 

« most integrated » cities followed by Lille and Toulouse. This classification can be explained 

by the flexibity which characterizes the local economies of the Italian cities, compared to the 

rigidity found in the French cases. In Florence, the economy is highly diversified with both 

wealthy service and industrial sectors. Agriculture is less significant but, because the native 

labor force has shunned this work, employment opportunities are available to non-EU 

migrants. Similarly, the economy in Bari has been characterized for years by a flexible 

economy based on the mobility of low-income families and a large informal sector. This 

importance of the black market and seasonal agricultural labor has often meant that native 

workers have moved from one sector to another rapidly in order to make their living. Today, 

immigrants benefit from this structure. What separates Bari from Florence, however, is the 

fact that migrants compete with native labor, especially women, for the same lower-income 

jobs.  



 In Toulouse, immigrants are almost completely excluded from the local economy. The 

only sector where there is an over-representation of foreigners is in construction. The local 

economy is based on technology and the air-space industry. Because most of the non-EU 

immigrants lack the educational skills to do such specialized labor, unemployment rates are 

very high among them. In Lille, immigrants were victims of the restructuring of the local 

economy which took place in the 1990s. Once a major international center for textiles, city 

leaders were forced to redirect the focus of the economy to the service and tourism industries, 

after most of the local mills closed in the late 1980s. The displacement of unqualified labor 

included many foreigners and the city is only now recovering from the major recession which 

was caused by this transformation. 

Market access also best explains integration in both housing and crime systems in the 

four case cities. Housing integration levels are highest in Toulouse because migrants have 

access to both private and public markets, which are characterized by the presence of basic 

amenities. In Lille, immigrants are heavily concentrated in the public market, while, due to 

the general lack of public housing in Italy, foreigners in Florence and Bari are dependent on 

the private market. For this reason, these cities all represent mixed models.  

Similarly, immigrants are « most integrated » in local crime in Florence because they 

have access to prosperous criminal markets in that city. In Lille and Toulouse, the size of 

criminal markets is limited due to institutional constraints, while the criminal market in Bari 

is dominated by Italian bosses. For this reason, there is no market flexibility in the latter three 

cities. 

Like the political sphere, levels of socio-economic integration are not simply 

explained by institutional variables. Once again, the evidence gathered in this study indicates 

that levels of social capital contribute to integration on a second level. The mechanism which 

facilitates integration is NGO activity in the fields of job training and education. Only Bari 



lacks such initiatives. In Florence, the local and regional government funds and provides 

contracts to cooperatives which train migrants and provide them with temporary employment 

and housing, until they find a more permanent position within the private sector. Moreover, 

the local government and the city chapters of the Chamber of Commerce and Artisan’s 

Association, have offered programs which teach immigrants how to start and run their own 

businesses. In many cases, the local unions and other NGOs, have acted as guarantors for 

business loans with local banks. This activity is one of the most significant reasons that 

Florence is home to a thriving immigrant entrepreneurial class and over one thousand 

immigrant owned businesses. 

In Lille and Toulouse, governmental and non-governmental initiatives exist, but on a 

more limited basis. The entreprises d’insertion, are run like private businesses but their goal 

is to train those who work for them and teach them marketable skills. Moreover, job training 

is offered by numerous NGOs in both cities. The similarities between Lille and Toulouse, 

would once again suggest that ideology plays a less significant role in determining levels of 

socio-economic integration. 

 

Conclusion : The Need for Leadership 

 For centuries, America represented a land of opportunity for immigrants coming from 

every continent. The need for labor created by the ever-expanding economy provided a better 

life to generations of migrants. However, globalization has now radically changed the nature 

of integration in advanced industrial states. Whereas markets once acted as reliable agents for 

integration, the need for increasingly specialized skills has created social dislocation. 

Moreover, whereas entrepreneurs, such as Henry Ford, could once complain that when he 

asked for a pair of hands, he got a human being, such views are no longer acceptable due to 

the increasing importance of human rights in world politics.  



 Thus, integration is no longer a simple economic issue. Earlier in the century, factories 

and mills often provided migrants with housing and even social activities, facilitating 

integration for all those who found employment. Instead, today, migrants find integration to 

be complicated in various arenas, including politics, economic markets, and housing. 

Similarly, native citizens are concerned that immigrants will fill increasingly scarce low-

skilled employment opportunities and that they will import criminal activity. Post-material 

concerns surrounding identity, rights, and citizenship also dominate political agendas. 

 This study has argued that in order to understand the integration process, dialogue is 

necessary between the various disciplines in the social sciences. This is especially true given 

the fact that « foreigner » has become an amorphous term. Many of the « immigrants » which 

natives fear are citizens themselves who belong to the second or even third generation, born in 

the host country. 

 However, this focus on the intersection between spheres of integration is not just 

driven by the academic concerns outlined above. The lives of both immigrants and native 

citizens are determined at the local level, where interaction occurs daily. On a practical level, 

it is here where conflict makes an impact, and it is at this level where integration can best be 

promoted. 

 In fact, this study has shown that local politics do make an impact on the integration 

process in all of the different spheres. Because markets can no longer be utilized as permanent 

agents of integration, it is political leaders who must fill this role. Leadership on integration 

issues is necessary in both the political and socio-economic arenas due to the exchanges 

which exist between these spheres. The evidence presented in this study indicates that there is 

spillover from one aspect of the integration process to the others. Moreover, it suggests that 

levels of social capital influence integration in politics, economic markets, and society. If 

integration is to occur than leaders must take a pro-active stance in terms of the programs 



offered in the governmental and non-governmental sectors. These programs, can no longer 

simply isolate specific integration problems, for they have become too complex. For example, 

during an interview with an official from an NGO in Lille who works with migrant women, 

this director complained that she provides medical care to battered mothers but she is not 

allowed to make contact with the social workers who follow the their violent sons’ cases. In 

Florence, there is little dialogue between the governmental and non-governmental sectors 

which inhibits any coherent strategies on integration issues. For example, officials from 

NGOs which implement multicultural education programs sometimes have no contact with 

any officials in the local education system. 

 Within the social sciences we too often put our research questions « under a 

microscope » in order to be as scientifically rigorous as possible. Similarly, in politics, 

integration strategies follow narrow approaches due to limited resources. This project 

suggests that in both fields, it is important to step back, and attempt to understand 

mechanisms within an overall process rather than attempting to individuate simple causality 

on specific questions. Integration, by definition, cannot be temporary. Thus, it must follow a 

vision or a common path. Such leadership can only be implemented through an awareness of 

complexity. How can we promote integration, if we cannot understand relationships ?  

 

 Bibliography 
 
AA.S.TER. Riconoscere e Riconoscersi. Roma: Consiglio Nazionale dell’Economia e  

Lavoro, Giugno, 1990. 
 
Abowd, John M. and Freeman, Richard B. Immigration, Trade and the Labor Market.  

Chicago, Chicago University Press, 1991. 
 
Africa Insieme, ed. Oltre le vechie mura: una città piu grande. Unpublished acts of a  

conference held in Livorno, Italy, March 26, 1993. 
 
L’Agence de développement et d’urbanisme de Lille Metropole. Observatoire des  

évolutions sociales et urbaines. 1999. 
 



Alston, Philip, ed. The EU and Human Rights. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1999. 
 
Ambrosini, Maurizio. La fatica di integrarsi. Bologna: Il Mulino, 2001. 
 
Ambrosini, Maurizio. Utili Invasori. Milano: Franco Angeli, 1999. 
 
Amendola, Giandomenico, et. al. Segni & Evidenze. Bari: edizioni Dedalo, 1985. 
 
Ancona, Giovanni, ed. Migrazioni Mediterranee e Mercato del Lavoro. Quaderni 1 Bari:  

Cacucci, 1990. 
 
Arendt, Hannah. The Human Condition. 2nd ed. Chicago: The University of Chicago  

Press, 1998. 
  
Arnaud, Bernard. Les Cadres etrangers dans l’agglomeration toulousaine. Toulouse:  

CIEU, 1995. 
  
Bach Robert, Immigration and Community Reconstruction: Recrafting the Common Good.  

Unpublished m.s. Institute for Research on Multiculturalism and International Labor, 
Binghamton University, 1993. 

 
Balbo, Laura and Manconi, Luigi. I Razzismi Possibili. Milan: Feltrinelli, 1990. 
 
Balbo, Laura and Manconi, Luigi. I Razzismi Reali. Milan: Feltrinelli, 1992. 
  
Baldwin-Edwards, Martin. “The Emerging European Immigration Regime: Some  

Reflections for Southern Europe.” Journal of Common Market Studies 35 (4), Dec  
1997: 497-519. 

 
Ballain, R. Sites Urbains En Mutation. Paris: Editions L’Harmattan, 1990. 
 
Banfield, Edward. Political Influence. New York: The Free Press, 1961. 
 
Barbagli, Marzio. Immigrazione e Criminalità in Italia. Bologna: Il Mulino, 1998. 
 
Barbanente, Angela. “Mappe e Immagini del Degrado Urbano Nell’Area di Bari,”  

presented at IUAV-DAEST Seminario su L’azione integratal nelle politiche di  
rigenerazione urbana, 264 Dicembre, 1999. 

 
Barber, Benjamin R. Jihad Vs. McWorld. New York: Ballantine Books, 1995. 
 
Bartolotti, Franco. and Tassinari, Alessandro. “Immigrati a Firenze: Il Caso Collettivita’  

Cinese,” Quaderni IRES Toscana, 8, 1993. 
 
Bataille, Philippe. Le Racisme au Travail. Paris: Editions La Découverte, 1997. 
 
Bataille, Philippe, et al. Racisme et xenophobie en Europe. Paris: Editions La Decouverte,  

1994. 
 
Benayoun, Chantal, Souchet, Fabienne, and Medam, Alain. Le voisinage Universite- 



banlieue: deplacements de frontiers et de roles. Le Mirail a Toulouse. Universite  
de Toulouse le Mirail, Janvier 1994. 

 
Bernardot, Marc. Une Politique de Logement: La SONACOTRA (1956-1992). These pour  

le doctorat en sciences sociales, sociologie. Université de Paris I- Pantheon-Sorbonne. 
Paris, Oct 1997. 
 

Betz, Hans-George. Radical Right Wing Populism in Western Europe, New York : St.  

Martin’s Press, 1994. 

 
Biorcio, Roberto. « La Lega e La Transizione Italiana » Rivista Italiana di Scienza  

Politica XXIX, (1) aprile 1999. 

 
Body-Gendrot, Sophie. Les Villes face a l’Insecurité; Paris: Bayard Editions, 1998. 
 
Bohning, W.R. “Integration and Immigration Pressures in Western Europe,” International  

Migration Review 130 (4) 1991: 445-458. 
 
Boiggontier, Jacques, Cadars, Pierre and Desseaux, Nelly, eds. Encyclopedies des villes.  

Paris: C. Bonneton, 1990. 
 
Boix, C. and Posner, K.“Social Capital: Explaining Its Origins and Effects of  

Government Performance” British Journal of Political Science 28 (4) 1998: 686-93. 
 
Bonifazi, Corrado. L’Immigrazione Straniera in Italia. Bologna: Il Mulino, 1999. 
 
Boochkin, Murray. From Urbanization to Cities. New York: Cassell, 1995. 
 
Bouamama, Said, Cordeiro, Albano, et Roux, Michel. La Citoyennete dans Tous Ses  

Etats. Paris: l’Harmattan, 1992. 
  
Borri, D. Camarra, D. e Monno, V. “Porta d’oriente o inferno urbano: Bari tra mercato,  

indifferenza, e solidarietà sociale" presented at conference  Le città del  
mediterraneo, Reggio Calabria: June 3-5, 1998. 

 
Brandimarte, Renata, Chiarello, Francesco e Petrosino, Daniele. “L’Imprenditorialità  
 etnica in una città meridionale,” Paper presented at at conference: Migrazioni                  
 Clandestine ed Esclusione Sociale, sponsored by Il Dipartimento per gli Studi   
          delle Societa Mediterranee, Universita di Bari,  Oct 22-23, 1999. 
 
Brettell, Caroline B., and Hollifield, James F., eds.  Migration Theory. New York:  

Routledge, 2001. 
 
Brochmann, Grete. European Integration and Immigration from Third Countries. Oslo:  

Scandinavian University Press, 1996. 
 
Brubaker, William Rogers, ed. Immigration and the Politics of Citizenship in Europe and  

North America. Lanham, MD: University Press of America, 1989. 



 
Brun, Jacques et Rhein, Catherine, eds. La Segregation dans la ville. Paris: L’Harmattan,  

1994. 
 
Brusa, Carlo, ed. Immigrazione e Multicultura Nell’Italia di Oggi. Vol II. Milano: Franco  

Angeli, 1999. 
 
Bruyelle, Pierre. La comunaute urbaine de Lille, metropole du Nord Pas-de-Calais. Paris:  

la Documentation francaise, 1991. 
 
Buechler, Hans and Buechler, Judith-Maria. Migrants in Europe. New York: Greenwood  

Press, 1987. 
 
Burns, James MacGregor. Leadership. New York: Harper and Row, 1978. 
 
Caloz-Tschopp, M-C., ed. Hannah Arendt, les sans-Etats et le “droit d’avoir les droits”  

Vol 1. Paris: L’Harmattan, 1998. 
 
Caporaso, James A. and Levine, David, P. Theories of Political Economy. Cambridge:  

Cambridge University Press, 1992. 
 
Caritas. Immigrazione. Dossier Statistico. Roma: Anterem. Editions from 1994-2001. 
 
Carmon, Naomi, ed. Immigration and Integration in Post-Industrial Societies. London:  

Macmillan, 1996. 
 
Cassano, Franco. Mal di Levante. Bari: Laterza, 1997. 
 
Castells and Portes. “World Underneath: the Origins, Dynamics, Effects of the Informal  

Economy” in The Informal Economy edited by Alessandro Portes. Baltimore: The  
Johns Hopkins University Press, 1989. 

 
Castles, Stephen and Davidson, Alistair, eds. Citizenship qnd Migration.  

Basingstoke: MacMillan, 2000. 
 
CENSIS. Intensità e dinamica della criminalità nelle provincie italiane. 2001. 
 
Cesarani, David, and Fulbrook, Mary, eds. Citizenship, Nationality and Migration in  

Europe. New York: Routledge, 1996. 
 
Chartier, Armand. Histoire des Franco-Americains de la Nouvelle-Angleterre 1775-1990.  

Sillery: Septentrion, 1991. 
  
Ciaurro, Gian Franco. “Movimenti Migratori e Scelte Politiche” in Partiti Politici e  

Strutture Sociali in Italia. edited by Mattei Dogan and Orazio Maria Petracca.  
Edizioni di Comunita 1968. 

 
Clarke, Susan E. and Gaile, Gary L. “Local Politics in a Global Era: Thinking Locally,  

Acting Globally,” ANNALS, AAPSS, 551, May 1977: 28-43. 
 



CNEL. La Politica Abitativa in Otto Città. Roma: Dicembre, 1993. 
 
Collectif. Ces Quartiers Dont On Parle. Paris: Editions de l’Aube, 1997. 
 
Collinson, Sarah. Beyond Borders: West European migration policy towards the 21st  

century. London: Royal Institute of International Affairs, 1993a. 
 
Collinson, Sarah. Europe and International Migration. London: Pinter Publishers, 1993b. 
 
Colombo, Asher. Etnografia di Un’Economia Clandestina. Bologna: Il Mulino, 1998. 
 
Comune di Firenze. Gli studi e le ricerche per i piani di settore in campo economico.  

Firenze: luglio 1998. 
 
Connolly, William. Identity/Difference. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, 1991. 
 
Cornelius, Wayne, A. Martin, Philip L., and Hollifield, James, F. Controlling  

Immigration. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1994. 
 
Cross, Malcolm and Moore, Robert. Globalization and the New City. New York:  

Palgrave, 2002. 
 
Cusatelli, Carlo. La qualità della vita urbana nei capoluoghi di provincie italiani.  

Quaderno N; 26. Bari: Università di Bari, Facoltà di Economia, Diploma  
Universitario in Statistica, Novembre 1997. 

  
Dahl, Robert A. On Democracy. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1998. 
 
De Renzio, Paolo. “Capitale Sociale e Buon Governo.” Politica Internazionale, 5  

(Sett.-Ott) 1998: 97-111. 
 
de Veyrinas, Francoise. “Toulouse: une politique d’insertion des etrangers.” La Ville  

1995: 49-51. 
 
De Vos, George and Romanucci-Ross, Lola, eds. Ethnic Identity:  Cultural Communities  

and Change. Palo Alto, CA.: Mayfield Publishing Co., 1975. 
 
De Vos, George A. and Suarez-Orozco, Marcelo. Status Inequality. Newbury Park, CA.:  

Sage Publications, 1990. 
 
De Wenden, Catherine Wihtol. “Immigants as Political Actors in France,” West European  

Politics 17 (2) April 1994: 91-109. 
 
Della Porta, Donatella. Organizzazioni politche clandestine. Il terrorismo di sinistra in  

Italia durante gli anni sessanta. Bologna: Il Mulino, 1990. 
 
Della Porta, Donatella. La Politica Locale. Bologna: Il Mulino, 1999. 
 
Della Porta, Donatela. “Europeanization and protest on immigration: the Italian case in  



comparative perspective.” Presented at conference on The Impact of Increased 
Economic Integration on Italy and the Rest of Europe, Georgetown University, 
Washington, D.D., April 30-May 2, 1999. 

 
Delvecchio, F., Toma, E., e Cusatelli, C. Il razzismo nell’ottica dei Baresi. Bari:  

Università degli Studi di Bari, I Facoltà di Economia, Diploma universitaria in  
Statistica, Dicembre 1998. 

  
Den Boer, Monica. “Crime et Immigration dans l’Union européenne,” Cultures et Conflits  

146 (31-32), Dec 1996. 
 
Dewitte, Philippe, ed. Immigration et Integration: l’Etat des Savoirs. Paris: Editions les  

découverts, 1999. 
 
Di Comite, Luigi, ed. Le Migrazioni Maghrebine. Quaderni 9 Bari: Cacucci, 1995. 

 
Di Comite, Luigi and Cardamone, Antonio F, eds. Crescita Demografica e Migrazioni  

Internazionali Nel Bacino Mediterraneo. Quaderni 11 Bari: Cacucci, 1996. 
  
Di Comite Luigi and De Candia, Michele, eds. I Fenomeni Migratori Nel Bacino  

Mediterraneo. Quaderni 6 Bari: Cacucci, 1993. 
  
Di Comite, Luigi and Iaquinta, Pietro, eds. Demografia e Demo-Economia del Bacino  

Mediterraneo. Quaderni 5 Bari: Cacucci, 1993 
 
Di Comite, Luigi and Valleri Marisa A, eds. Economia del Bacino Mediterraneo.  

Quaderni 7 Bari: Cacucci, 1994. 
 
La Documentation Francaise. Annual Reports, 1999, 2000, 2001. 
 
Doomernik, Jeroen, Penninx, Rinus, and Van Amersfoort, Hans. A Migration Policy for  

the Future. Brussels: Migration Policy Group. 
 
Duprez, Dominique, “La dramaturgie de la rélegation. Vie quotidienne et socialbilités  

dans les cités,” Vivre dan les Quartiers Sensibles in Profiles 41 (Aout 1996). 
 
Duprez, Dominique, Hedli, Mahieddine. Le Mal des Banlieues? Paris: L’Harmattan, 1992. 
 
Duprez, Dominique, Leclerc-Olive, et Pinet Michel. Vivre Ensemble. Lille: Ifresi, Dec.  

1996. 
 
Durkheim, Emile. The Division of Labor in Society. New York: The Free Press, 1984. 
 
Easton, David. A Framework for Political Analysis. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall,  

1965. 
 
Ellis, Richard J. and Thompson, Michael. Culture Matters: Essays in Memory of Aaron  

Wildavsky. Boulder,CO: Westview Press, 1997. 
 
Elster, Jon. Local Justice. New York: Russell Sage Foundation, 1992. 



 
Elster, Jon. Nuts and Bolts for the Social Sciences. Cambridge: Cambridge University  

Press, 1989. 
  
E.N.A.I.P. L’Immigrazione Straniera in Puglia. 
 
Escobar, Roberto. « La Battaglia della Lega » Il Mulino XLVIII luglio-agosto 1999, pp:  

661-670. 

 
Esping-Andersen, Gosta. The Three Worlds of Welfare Capitalism. Princeton, NJ:  

Princeton University Press, 1991. 
 
European Union Monitoring Center on Racism and Xenophobia. 1999 Report. 
 
Fanon, Frantz. The Wretched of the Earth. New York: Grove Press, 1963. 
 
FAS. Droite au Logement-Droite de Cité. Toulouse, June 1992. 
 
Featherstone, Mike. Undoing Culture. London: Sage Publications, Ltd., 1995. 
 
Foley, M. and Edwards, B. “Is it Time to Disinvest in Social Capital?” Journal of  

Public Policy 19 (2) 1999: 141-73. 
 
Fondazione Michelucci, ed. Immigrazione, Convivenza Urabana, Conflitti Locali.  

Firenze: Angelo Pontecorboli Editore, 2001. 
 
Fondazione Michelucci e Regione Toscana. Osservatorio Sociale 1999. 
 
Gamson, William. “Political Discourse and Collective Action” in Bert Klandermans et.  

al. From Structure to Action: Comparing Social Movement Research Across Cultures. 
International Social Movement Research. Greenwich, CT.: JAI, 1988. 

 
Garrett, Geoffrey and Lange, Peter. “Internationalization, Institutions and Political  

Change,” in Internationalization and Domestic Politics edited by Koehane and  
Milner. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996. 

 
Geddes, Andrew. “Immigrant and Ethnic Minorities and the EU’s ‘Democratic Deficit’”  

Journal of Common Market Studies 33 (2) June 1995: 197-217. 
 
Gerth, H.H. and Mills, Wright, eds. From Max Weber. New York: Oxford University  

Press, 1958. 
 
Giddens, Anthony, ed. Durkheim on Politics and the State. Stanford, CA: Stanford  

University Press, 1986. 
 
Gilroy, Paul. 'There Ain't No Black in the Union Jack. Chicago, University of Chicago  

Press, 1991. 
 
Glebe, Gunther and O'Loughlin, John, eds. Foreign Minorities in Continental European  



Cities. Stuttgart: Lit Verlag, 1987. 
 
Golini, Antonio and Strozza, Salvatore. “Immigration and Foreign People in Six  

Metropolitan Areas.” Studi Emigrazione/Migration Studies XXXV (129), 1998. 
 
Green, Howard, and Booth, Philip. “Urban Policy, Local Administration and Land Use  

Planning in Lille: Implementing the Contrat de Ville,” European Urban and  
Regional Studies 3 (1) 1996: 19-31. 

 
Grillo, R.D. Ideologies and Institutions in Urban France. New York: Cambridge  

University Press, 1985. 
 
Gregoris, Marie-Therese. Toulouse: dela metropole a la technopole. These Universite de  

Toulouse du Mirail, 1991. 
 
Guolo, Renzo. « I Nuovi Crociati : La Lega e l’Islam » Il Mulino XLIX (391) Sett.-Ott.  

2000 : pp. 890-901. 

 
Hainsworth, Paul. The Politics of the Extreme Right. London: Pinter Press, 2000. 

 
Hall, Peter. Governing the Economy. Cambridge: Polity Press, 1986. 
 
Hammer, Tomas, ed. European Immigration Policy, A Comparative Study. Cambridge:  

Cambridge University Press, 1987. 
 
Hardin, Russell. Collective Action Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press for  

Resources for the Future, 1982. 
 
Harding, Alan. “Urban Regimes in A Europe of the Cities?” European Urban and  

Regional Studies 4 (4): 291-314. 
 
Harris, Nigel. I Nuovi Intoccabili. Milano: Il Saggiatore, 2000. 
 
Held, David. Models of Democracy. 2nd ed. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1996. 
 
Hinich and Munger. Analytical Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1997. 
 
Hix, Simon. The Political System of the European Union. New York: St. Martin’s Press,  

1999. 
 
Hoerder, Dirk and Moch, Leslie. European Migrants: Global and Local Perspectives.  

Boston: Northeastern University Press, 1996. 
 
Hollifield, James, F. Immigrants, Markets and States. Cambridge, MA: Harvard  

University Press, 1992. 
 
Horowitz, Donald and Noiriel, Gerard, eds. Immigrants in Two Democracies. New York:  

New York University Press, 1992. 
 



Horowitz, Donald. Ethnic Groups in Conflict. Berkeley: University of California Press,  
1985. 

 
Iarussi, Oscar. Che ci facciamo qui?: La vita culturale a Bari. Bari, Laterza, 1998. 
 
Inglehart, Ronald. Culture Shift in Advanced Industrial Society. Princeton: Princeton  

University Press, 1990. 
 
INSEE. Les Immigrées en France. 1997. 
 
INSEE. Metropole Toulousaine: Diversite Sociale Urbaine. 1993. 
 
INSEE. Metropole Toulousaine: Profils des nouveaux habitants et territoires d’accueil.  

N. 70 Avril 1995. 
 
INSEE. Toulouse et  Ses Quartiers, 1990.  
 
INSEE. Recensement de la population de 1990.  
 
INSEE. Resultats: La Situation Demographique en 1994. 
 
INSEE. Resultats: L’Emploi Departmental et Sectoriel de 1989 a 1994. 
 
INSEE. Resultats: Population Active au lieu de Travail. 1990. 
 
INSEE. Resultats: Statistiques et Indicateurs de Regions Francaises. 1992. 
 
INSEE. Resultats: Structure des Emplois au 31 Decembre 1990. 
 
INSEE. Tableaux de L’Economie Francaise 1995-96. 
 
INSEE. Tableaux Economiques: Nord-Pas-de-Calais. 1995. 
 
International Organization for Migration. Trafficking in Women to Italy for Sexual  

Exploitation. Migration Information Programme, Budpest, 1996. 
  
Ireland, Patrick. The Policy Challenge of Ethnic Diversity. Cambridge, MA: Harvard  

University Press, 1994. 
 
Ireland, Patrick. “Asking for the Moon: the Political Participation of Immigrants in the  

European Community.” Revue Européenne des Migrations Internationales 10 (1), 
1994: 127-139. 

 
IRES Toscana. Le Politiche per il Lavoro Autonomo dei Cittadini Immigrati  

Extracomunitari.  
 
ISMU. Primo Rapporto sulle Migrazioni. Milano: Franco Angelli, 1995. 
 
ISTAT. Censimento Generale dell’Industria e dei Servizi: Bari. 1991. 
 



ISTAT. Censimento Generale dell’Industria e dei Servizi: Firenze. 1991. 
 
ISTAT. Censimento generale della Popolazione. 1991. 
 
ISTAT. Censimento generale della Popolazione: I Grandi Comuni- Bari. 1991. 
 
ISTAT. Censimento generale della Popolazione: I Grandi Comuni- Firenze. 1991. 
 
ISTAT. Puglia: Informazioni Utili, 1996. 
 
ISTAT. Statistiche Giudiziarie Penali. 1998. 
 
ISTAT. Toscana: Informazioni Utili, 1996. 
  
Jacobson, David. Rights Across Borders: Immigration and the Decline of Citizenship.  

Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1996. 
 
Jenkins, Brian, and Sofos, Spyros A., eds. Nation and Identity in Contemporary Europe.  

London: Routledge, 1996. 
 
Jones and McEvoy, “Ethnic Enterprise: the Popular Image,” in The Survival of the Small  

Firm edited by Stanworth, J. and Watkins D. Gower: Aldershot, 1986. 
  
Joppke, Christian, ed. Challenge to the Nation-State. Oxford:  Oxford University Press,  

1998. 
 
Keating, Michael. Comparative Urban Politics. E. Elger, 1991. 
 
Kesselman, Mark et. al. European Politics in Transition. 4th ed. New York: Houghton  

Mifflin, 2002. 
 
Kessler, Alan E. “Trade Theory, Political Incentives, and the Political Economy of  

American Immigration Restriction, 1875-1924” paper delivered at Annual Meeting  
of the American Political Science Association, Washington DC Aug 28-Sept 1, 1997. 

 
King, Gary, Koehane, Robert O., and Verba Sydney. Designing Social Inquiry. Princeton,  

NJ: Princeton University Press, 1994. 
 
King, Russell. Mass Migration in Europe. London: Belhaven, 1993. 
 
Kitschelt, Herbert. The Transformation of European Social Democracy. Cambridge:  

Cambridge University Press,  1994. 
 
Kitschelt: Herbert. The Radical Right in Western Europe. Ann Arbor: University of  

Michigan Press, 1995. 
 
Kitschelt, Herbert. “Political Opportunity Structures and Political Protest: Anti-Nuclear  

Movements in Four Democracies,” British Journal of Political Science 16 1986:  
57-85. 

 



Knight, Jack and Sened, Itai, eds. Explaining Social Institutions. Ann Arbor: University of  
Michigan Press, 1995. 

 
Knox, Paul L. “Globalization and Urban Economic Change” ANNALS, AAPSS 551, May  

1997: 17-27. 
 
Koehane, Robert O. After Hegemony. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984. 
 
Koff, Harlan. A Community Study of French Canadians in Worcester, MA.: 1870-1930.  

Unpublished m.s., 1991. 
 
Koff, Harlan. “La Democrazia e L’Integrazione Sociale: Amiche-Nemiche” (Democracy                   
     and Social Integration: Friends-Enemies) presented at conference: Migrazioni                  
            Clandestine ed Esclusione Sociale, sponsored by Il Dipartimento per gli Studi   
            delle Societa Mediterranee, Universita di Bari,  Oct 22-23, 1999. 
 
Koff, Harlan. “Immigration or Integration?: Examining Political Events of the Year 2000”  

in Italian Politics edited by Mario Caciagli and Alan Zuckerman, Oxford: Berghahn 
Books, 2001. 

 
Koff, Harlan. "Making Democracy Work...for Whom?: Voluntary Associations and  

Immigration Politics in Florence" Quaderni del Dipartimento dei Studi delle Societa 
Mediterranee, April 2000.   
 

Koff, Harlan. “NGOs Versus Political Parties: Interest Representation and Anti-racism in  

Western Europe,” in Searching for Peace in Europe and Eurasia. Lynne Reiner Press, 

March 2002. 

 
Koff, Harlan. The Impact of Non-European Union Immigration on Italian Society and  

Politics. Senior Honors Thesis for State University of New York at Binghamton,  
1993. 

 
Koff, Sondra Z. and Koff, Stephen P. Italy: From the First to the Second Republic.  

London: Routledge, 2000. 
 
Kramer, Ralph et al., Privatization in Four European Countries. M.E. Sharpe, 1993. 
 
Kritz, Mary, et al., eds. International Migration Systems. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1992. 
 
Kymlicka, Will. Liberalism, Community and Culture. Oxford: Oxford University Press,  

1989. 
 
Lapeyronnie, Didier. L'individu et les minorités. Paris: Presses Universitaires de France,  

1993. 
 
Lasswell, Harold. Politics: Who Gets What When and How. New York: McGraw-Hill,  

1936. 



 
Laumiere, Florence. Le Processus D’Internationalisation des Metropoles Regionales:  

L’Exemple de L’Agglomoeration Toulousaine. These de Doctorat en Geographie et  
Amenagement, Janvier 1995. 

 
Laws, Glenda. “Globalization, Immigration, and Changing Social Relations in U.S.  

Cities,” ANNALS, AAPPSS 551, May 1997: 89-104. 
 
Layton-Henry, Zig. The Political Rights of Migrant Workers in Western Europe. London:  
 Sage Publications, 1990. 
 
Lenin, V.I. Imperialism: The Highest Form of Capitalism. Moscow: Progress  

Publishers, 1917. 
 
Levi, Margaret “Social and Unsocial Capital: A Review Essay of Robert Putnam’s  

Making Democracy Work.” Politics and Society 24 (1) 1996: 45-55. 
 
Lijphart, Arend. Democracy in Plural Societies. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1977. 
 
Lipset, Symour Martin. Political Man. Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1960. 
 
Maher, Vanessa. “Immigration and Social Identities” in Italian Cultural Studies: An  

Introduction edited by David Forgacs and Robert Lumley. Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 1996. 

 
Mair, Peter, ed. The West European Party System. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1990. 
 
Maneri, Marcello, “Les medias dans le processus de construction sociale de la criminalité  

des immigrés. Le cas italien.” Délit d’Immigration. Immigrant Delinquency,  
European Commission, 1996. 

 
Manese Guido e Di Comite Gabriele. “Possibilità di Quantificazione della presenza  

extracomunitaria: il punto della situazione in Puglia.” Presented at conference on  
social isolation and clendestine migration, Bari, 22-23 Oct. 1999. 

 
Mannheim, Jarol B. and Rich, Richard C. Empirical Political Analysis, 4th edition. New  
 York: Longman Publishers, 1995. 
 
Marcetti, Corrado e Solimano, Nicola, eds. Il Colore dello Spazio. Firenze: Angelo  

Pontecorboli Editore, 1998. 
 
Marcetti, Corrado, Solimano, Nicola e Tosi, Antonio. Le Culture dell’Abitare. Firenze:  

Edizioni Polistampa, 2000. 
 
Marchand, P. ed. Lille d’un millenaire a l’autre. Lille: Fayard, 2000. 
 
Marcuse, Peter, “Of Walls and Immigrant Enclaves,” in Immigration and Integration in  

Post-Industrial Enclaves edited by Naomi Carmen. London: Macmillan, 1996. 
 
Marie, Claude-Valentin. “From the Campaign Against Illegal Migration to the Campaign  



Against Illegal Work.” ANNALS, APSS 534 July 1994: 118-132. 
 
Marshall, T.H. Citizenship qnd Social Class. London: Pluto Press, 1992. 
 
Martens, Albert, et Vervaeke, Monique, eds. La polarisation sociale des villes  

européennes. Paris: Seuil, 1993. 
 
Massotti, G. I Giorni Neri. Florence: Ponte alle Grazie, 1990. 
 
McAdam, Douglas, Tarrow, Sidney, and Tilly, Charles. Towards an Integrated  

Perspective on Social Movements and Revolution. Unpublished manuscript. 
 

McCarthy, J. and Zald, M. The Trend of Social Movements in America:  
Professionalization and Resource Mobilization. Morristown, NJ: General Learning 
Press, 1973. 

 
Meny, Yves. Par le Peuple, Pour le Peuple. Paris : Fayard, 2000. 

 
Merckling, Odile. Immigration et Marché du Travail. Paris: l’Harmattan, 1998. 
 
Miletitch, Nicolas. Trafics et crimes dans les Balkans. Paris: Presses Universitaires de  

France, 1998. 
 
Miles, Robert and Thranhardt, Dietrich, eds. Migration and European Integration: the  

Dynamics of Inclusion and Exclusion. London: Pinter Publishers: 1995. 
 
Miller, David and Walzer, Michael. Pluralism, Justice and Equality. Oxford: Oxford  

University Press, 1995. 
 
Mills, Nicolaus, ed. Arguing Immigration. New York:  Touchstone, 1994. 
 
Milza, Pierre. Fascisme francais. Paris: Flammarion, 1987. 
 
Mingione, Enzo. “Immigrants and the Informal Economy in European Cities”  

International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 23 (2) June 1999: 209-230. 
 
Ministeur de l’Intérieur. Aspects de la Criminalité et de la délinquence constatées en  

France en 1998. 
 
Money, Jeanette. Fences and Neighbors. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1999. 
 
Mongeli, Angela. Geografia delle risorse sociali. Milano: Franco Angeli, 1999. 
 
Monzat, Rene. “La France Eternelle de Clovis a Le Pen,” Limes, 1996: 55-67. 
 
Moon, J. Donald. Constructing Community. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993. 
 
Negri, Antonio. Italy: the Exile Country. Paris: 23 August, 1992. Mimeograph. 
 
Neveu, Catherine. Nations, frontieres, et immigration en Europe. Paris: CIEMI: Ed.  



L'Harmattan, 1995. 
 
Newspaper Articles were taken from Corriere della Sera, La Repubblica, La Nazione, La 
Gazzetta del Mezzogiorno, La Depeche du Midi La Voix du Nord and The Economist. 
 
_____. Atlas de France. Reclus, 1995. 
 
_____. Atlas Historique des villes de France. Paris Hachette, 1996. 
 
_____. Citta' e metropoli nell'evoluzione del mezzogiorno. Milano: F. Angeli, 1991. 
 
_____. L’Etats de la France 1994-95. Editions La Decouverte. 
 
_____. Histoire de Toulouse. Toulouse: Editions Privat, 1999. 
 
_____. Immigration clandestine et séjour irrégulier d’étrangers en France. Paris:  

Assemblée Nationale, 1996. 
 
_____. La Presenza Straniera in Italia. Roma: Edizioni, T.E.R., 1990. 
 
_____. Lille After Euralille. Lille: l’Agence de developpement et d’urbanisme de Lille  

Metropole, 1998. 
 
_____. Mission du Developpement Social: Bellefontaine/Reynerie/Mirail Universite  
 Toulouse. Ville de Toulouse, Juin 1994. 
 
_____. Programme de Developpement social et urbain: Bagatelle, Quartiers Nord,  

Empalot, Faorette. Toulouse, 1995. 
 
_____. Situations Interethniques: rapports de voisinage dans quatre quartiers  

toulousains. Cahiers du Centre de Recherches Sociologiques, 7, Mai 1987. 
 
_____. Tratta degli Esseri umani. Official website, Ministry of the Interior, Italy, 2001. 
 
_____.Unted Nations Conference on Human Settlements: Habitat II City Summit. Istanbul  

3-14 June 1996. 
 
_____. Urbanisme Nov-dec 1996, N. 291. 
 
Noiriel, Gerard. The French Melting Pot. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press,  

1996. 
 
Nozick, Robert. Anarchy, State and Utopia. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1974. 
 
OECD. Immigration, Integration, and Cities. Paris, 1998. 
 
Offe, Claus. “New Social Movements: Challenging the Boundaries of Institutional  

Politics” Social Research 52, 1985: 817-68. 
 
Offe, Claus “Towards a New Equilibrium of Citizens’ Rights and Economic Resources?”  



in SocietalCohesion and the Globalizing Economy: What Does the Future Hold?. 
Paris: OECD, 1997. 

 
Olson, Mancur. The Logic of Collective Action. Cambridge: Harvard University Press,  

1965. 
 
Panebianco, Angelo. Political Parties. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1988. 
 
Papademtriou, Demetrious. Coming Apart or Pulling Together? Brookings Institution  

Press, 1996. 
 
Papademtriou, Demetrious and Hamilton, Kimberly. Converging Paths to Restriction.  

Brookings Institution Press, 1995. 
 
Pasquinelli, Sergio. Voluntary Action in the Welfare State: The Italian Case. 
 
Pepa, Luciana, ed. Immigrati e comunità locali. Milano: Franco Angeli, 1996. 
 
Petibone, Christiane. “Etrangers en Midi-Pyrenees: Les Nationalites se Renouvellent,”  

Relief n.5 Janvier 1993: 24-29 
 
Petrin, Ronald A. French Canadians in Massachusetts Politics: 1885-1915. Philadelphia:  

The Balch Institute Press, 1990. 
 
Portes, Alejandro. The Economic Sociology of Immigration. New York: Russell Sage,  

1995. 
  
Pugliese, Enrico. Rapporto Immigrazione. Roma: Ediesse, 2000. 
 
Pugliese, Enrico e Macioti, Maria. Gli Immigrati in Italia. Bari: Laterza, 1991. 
 
Putnam, Robert. Making Democracy Work. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993. 
 
Ragin, Charles C. The Comparative Method. Berkeley: University of California Press,  

1987. 
 
Rawls, John. A Theory of Justice. Cmbridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1971. 
 
Rex, John. The Ghetto and the Underclass. Aldershot, England: Avebury, 1988. 
 
Rex, John. Race, Community and Conflict. London: Oxford University Press, 1967. 
 
Rex, John. Race, the Underclass, and the City. London: Routledge, 1973. 
 
Rex, John and Tomlinson, Sally. Colonial Immigrants in a British City. London:  

Routledge, 1979. 
 
Rey, Henri. La Peur des Banlieues. Paris: Presses de Sciences Po, 1996. 
 
Reyneri, Emilio, Minardi, E. e Scidà, G. Immigrati e Lavoro in Italia. Milano: Franco  



Angeli, 1997. 
 
Reyneri, Emilio. “Migrant Insertaion in the Informal Economy, Deviant Behaviour and  

the Impact on Receiving Societies. Some Hypotheses for a Cross-National  
Research,” Délit d’immigration. Immigrant Delinquency. Brussels: European 
Commission, 1996. 

 
Roché, Sebastian. Sociologie Politique de L’Insecurité. Paris: Presses Universitaires de  

France, 1998. 
 
Runciman, W.G., ed. Weber. Selections in Translation. Cambridge: Cambridge University  

Press, 1978. 
 
Sagger, Shamit. "The Changing Agenda of Race Issues in Local Government: The Case of  

a London Borough" Political Studies 39 (1) Mar 1991: 100-121. 
 
Sandel, Michael, ed. Liberalism and Its Critics. Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1984. 
 
Sassen, Saskia. Guests and Aliens. New York: The New Press, 1999. 
 
Scargill, David Ian. Urban France. St. Martin's Press, 1983. 
 
Shapiro, Ian and Kymlicka, Will, eds. Ethnicity and Group Rights. New York: New York  

University Press, 1997. 
 
Sen, Amartya. Inequality Reexamined. New York: Russell Sage Foundation, and  

Cambridge, MA. Harvard University Press, 1992. 
 
Sergi, Nino. L'Immigrazione Straniera In Italia. Rome: Edizione Lavoro, 1991. 
 
Serino, Carmencita and Curci, Antonietta, eds. Gli Immigrati e la Citta’. Bari: Laterza,  

1997. 
 
Schwartz, Warren, ed. Justice in Immigration. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,  

1995. 
 
Sciarrone, R. “Il capitale sociale della mafia. Relazioni esterne e controllo del territorio.” 
 
Sghaier, Habib. Pianeta Immigrazione a Foggia e Provincia. Presented at Esclusione e  

Migrazioni clandestine, Bari 22-23 Oct. 1999. 
 
Siebert, Horst, ed. Migration: A Challenge for Europe Symposium 1993. Tubingen: J.C.B.  

Mohr, 1994. 
 
Silj, Alessandro. “Globalization and Migration.” Unpublished, m.p., 2001. 
 
Silverman, Maxim. Race, Discourse, and Power in France. Brookfield, Vt.: Avebury,  

1991. 
 
Siméant, Johanna. La Cause des Sans Papiers. Paris: Presses de Sciences Po, 1998. 



 
Simon, François et Fonveille, Jean-Paul. La Fracture Toulousaine. Toulouse: Edition  

Garonne Impression, 2000. 
 
Slimane, Lofti. L’Immigration Clandestine. Brussels: Bruylant, 1995 
 
Smith, Stephen Rathgeb, and Lipsky, Michael. NonProfits for Hire. Cambridge, MA.:  

Harvard University Press, 1993. 
 
Sniderman, Paul M. et. al. The Outsider: Prejudice and Politics in Italy. Princeton, NJ:  

Princeton University Press, 2000. 
  
Sorbet, Claude. Points de Vue et Strategies D’Acteurs” Leaderships politiques  

municipeaux et Operateurs d’Interfaces Urbaines a: Amiens, Bordeaux, Lille,  
Strasbourg. Mars 1992. 

 
Soysal, Yasemin. Limits of Citizenship. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1994. 
 
Spencer, Michael. States of Injustice. London: Pluto Press, 1995. 
 
Spencer, Sarah, ed. Immigration as an Economic Asset: The German Experience. Oakhill,  

England: Trentham Books, 1994. 
 
Spini, G. and Casali, A. Firenze. Bari: Editori Laterza, 1986. 
 
Stolle, D. and Rochon, T. “Are All Associations Alike?: Member Diversity,  

Associational Type, and the Creation of Social Capital” American Behavioral 
Scientist, 42 (1) 1998: 41-65. 

 
SUNIA. Famiglie e abitazioni in affitto. Rimini: Maggioli Editore, 1999. 
 
Tarrow, Sidney. Between Center and Periphery. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1977. 
 
Tarrow, Sidney. “Making Social Science Work Across Space and Time: A critical  

Reflection on Robert Putnam’s Making Democracy Work.” American Political 
Science Review, 90 (2) 1996: 389-397. 

 
Tarrow, Sidney. Power in Movement. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994. 
 
Tarrow, Sidney. Democracy and Disorder: Social Conflict, Political Protest, and  

Democracy in Italy, 1965-1975. New York: Oxford University Press, 1989. 
 
Tateo, F., ed. Storia di Bari: Il Novecento. Bari: Editori Laterza, 1997. 
 
Taylor, Charles. Multiculturalism and the Politics of Recognition. Princeton, NJ:  

Princeton University Press, 1992. 
 
Thranhardt, Dietrich, ed. Europe: A New Immigration Continent. Munster: Lit Verlag,  

1992. 
 



Tilly, Charles. From Mobilization to Revolution. Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley, 1978. 
 
Tourki, Raouf. Le Logement des Maghrebins dans les quartiers anciens toulousains.  

These Universite Toulouse du Mirail, 1991. 
 
Tribalat, Michele. Cent ans d’immigration. Paris: Presse Universitaire de France, 1991. 
 
Tucker, Robert C., ed. The Marx-Engels Reader. New York: W.W. Norton and Co., 1978. 
 
Ture, Kwame, and Hamilton, Charles V. Black Power. New York: Vintage Books, 1992. 
 
Turner, Bryan S., ed. Citizenship and Social Theory. London: Sage Publications, 1993. 
 
Ucarer, Emek, M. and Puchala, Donald, J. Immigration into Western Societies. London:  

Pinter, 1997. 
 
Vertovec, Steven. “Multicultura Policies and Modes of Citizenship in European Cities.”  

International Social Science Journal 156, June 1998: 187-199. 
 
Veugelers, John. “Immigration, Politics and Policy-Making in Italy: A short Story,”  

unpublished, m.s., Department of Sociology, Princeton University, 1993. 
 
Viesti, Gianfranco. Bari. Economia di una città. Bari: Laterza, 1998. 
 
Viet, Vincent. La France Immigrée. Paris: Fayard, 1998. 
 
Waldinger, Roger, ed. Strangers at the Gates. Berkely: University of California Press,  

2001. 
 
Walzer, Michael. On Toleration New Haven, Co.: Yale University Press, 1997. 
 
Walzer, Michael. Spheres of Justice. New York: Basic Books, 1983. 
 
Weil Patrick and Crowley, John. “Integration in Theory and Practice: A Comparison of  

France and Britain,” West European Politics 17 (2) April 1994: 110-126. 
 
Weiner, Myron. The Global Migration Crisis. New York: Harper Collins College  

Publishers 1995. 
 
West, Cornel. La Razza Conta. Milano: Feltrinelli, 1993. 
 
Wieviorka, Michel. The Arena of Racism. London: Sage, 1995. 
 
Wieviorka, Michel. La France Raciste. Paris: Editions de Seuil, 1992. 
 
Wieviorka, Michel: Violence en France. Paris: Editions de Seuil, 1999. 
 
Williams, Phil, ed. Illegal Immigration and Commercial Sex. London: Frank Cass, 1999. 
 
Wilson, William Julius. The Truly Disadvantaged. 



 
Withol de Wenden, Catherine et De Tinguy, Anne. Europe et Toutes se migrations. Paris:  

Editions Complexe, 1995. 
 
Wolff, P, ed. Histoire de Toulouse. Toulouse: Edition Privat, 1974. 
 
Wrench, John and Solomos, John, eds. Racism and Migration in Western Europe. Oxford:  

Berg, 1993. 
 
Young, Iris Marion. Justice and the Politics of Difference. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton 

University Press,  1989. 
 
Zanfrini, Laura. Legger le Migrazioni. Milano: Franco Angeli, 1998. 
 
Zincone, Giovanna, ed. Primo Rapporto Sull’Integrazione degli Immigrati in Italia.  

Bologna: Il Mulino, 2000. 
 
Zincone, Giovanna, ed. Secondo Rapporto Sull’Integrazione degli Immigrati in Italia.  

Bologna: Il Mulino, 2001. 
 
Zolberg, Aristide R. “The Next Wave: Migration Theory for a Changing World,”  

International Migration Review 23 (3): 403-430. 
 
 

 


	w60.pdf
	wrkg60.pdf
	�
	CCIS
	Let’s Talk :
	Dialogue Across Disciplines on Immigration and Integration Issues
	Defining Integration Politics
	Like any other policy issue, immigration is debated within political systems and  integration needs to be viewed within this context. Any type of social integration is usually defined in terms of citizenship (Arendt, Marshall, Rawls, Walzer, etc.). The
	
	Figure One: Overlapping Spheres of Integration
	Figure Two : Axes of Integration



	Methods
	Lille
	Toulouse
	Florence
	Bari
	Public Discourse
	4
	2
	3
	1
	Activity in Political Parties
	4
	2
	3
	1
	Access to Services
	4
	3
	2
	1
	Access to Representation
	4
	1
	2
	3
	Pro-integration Social Movements
	4
	2
	3
	1
	Anti-Immigrant Social Movements
	2
	3
	1
	4
	NGO activity in Immigration Politics
	4
	3
	2
	1
	Participation in NGOs
	4
	3
	2
	1
	Integration Programs
	4
	2
	3
	Total
	34
	20
	21
	14
	Immigration, Public Discourse, and the Political Agenda
	
	
	
	Table Two: Urban Integration Regimes





	Florence
	
	
	
	
	
	Figure Three: Location of Integration Regimes in Two Dimensional Space




	Political Participation
	Access to Services
	Immigration and Social Movements
	NGOs and immigration politics

	Socio-economic Integration
	Class


	Table Six : Structure of Criminal Markets in Cas�
	Entrepreneurial Crime
	Not Profit Motivated Crime
	Not Autonomous Actors
	Power and Status
	
	
	
	
	For this reason, this study asks: can integration
	In order to respond to this question, it is neces
	In Lille and Toulouse, the mechanism for violence is quite different. Rather than focusing on competition, conflict has arisen within the so-called quartiers sensibles over the issue of power. Due to the social isolation found in these neighborhoods, whi
	III. Conclusion : Explaining Integration and the�
	The theoretical argument on which this study is based presents a basic premise: immigration is a complex question in need of a complex answer. As stated in the introduction, more than possibly than any other phenomenon, the response of the academic commu





	Indicator


	Political Integration
	NGO Integration Programs
	0.5
	1
	0.5
	0
	Economic Integration
	Housing
	Public Security
	Public Attitudes
	Anti-Immigrant Violence
	Total
	
	Explaining Political Integration
	Explaining Socio-economic Integration
	
	
	
	
	
	Conclusion : The Need for Leadership








	Koff, Harlan. “NGOs Versus Political Parties: Int
	Western Europe,” in Searching for Peace in Europe




