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Welcome to the fifth issue of our newsletter!

This special issue is devoted to a milestone in the Elastic Borders pro-
ject: our first Research Studio, held on the island of Samos, Greece, 
from 19-24 May, 2025. Together with our project team and affiliated 
researchers, we gathered in Vathy, the island’s capital, with regional 
and local participants for an intensive program of site visits, field-
work, workshops, and discussions. The Research Studio is more than 

just a research trip. Conceived from the outset as a key component of our interdisciplinary and 
comparative research design, it represents a deliberate experiment with methods, collaboration, 
and accountability. Our next Research Studio will take place in Tenerife next year. Looking back at 
the week in Samos, I can say that the implementation of the Research Studio was not only a great 
success, but it also demonstrated significant methodological innovations that challenge conven-
tional approaches to qualitative social science.

In large, multi-sited, and interdisciplinary projects, qualitative data is usually collected individually 
across different locations, while interdisciplinary analysis and synthesis occur later, at the universi-
ty. By adapting practices from design and architecture, we disrupted this usual sequence, introdu-
cing a format of intensive co-presence, where the entire team could consolidate ongoing research, 
test concepts in real time, and generate comparative and interdisciplinary insights on site. The 
Research Studio extends our collaborative practices into the field itself and creates conditions for 
collective theorizing and methodological recalibration, transforming the temporality of research 
by allowing conceptual frameworks to be reassessed in dynamic empirical realities. Given the fast 
pace and volatility of border policies, such moments of collective field engagement are especially 
crucial. In this way, the Research Studio became both a site and a strategy for innovation—reshaping 
how knowledge is generated not only in border studies, but in qualitative social science more broadly.

While the insights from the Research Studio will be consolidated in forthcoming academic 
publications which are currently underway, the present booklet provides documentation of this 
methodology in action, showcasing the potential of the Research Studio in practice. Our method 
was distinctly process-oriented: from a public conference and film screenings to micro-research 
routes and synthesis discussions, each activity supported real-time comparison, dialogue, critical 
reflection, and the sharing of analytical tools. The participation of local actors throughout the 
week was crucial in challenging and refining our assumptions. This direct engagement gave 
our discussions an immediacy and depth rarely achieved in conventional academic formats. By 
convening scholars, practitioners, artists, and local actors across the week`s activities, the Research 
Studio fostered a dialogic process that complemented individual research, making comparative 
analysis immediate and dynamic. An artistic workshop led by our affiliated researcher Carolyn 
Defrin on the weekend after the Studio expanded some of the threads that had opened during the 
week with creative practices.

Several methodological insights stand out from the Samos Research Studio. One is the value of 
co-presence: conducting research together created a collaborative exchange and comparative 
depth that individual fieldwork cannot achieve. Another is the role of affective registers: feelings of 
unease, strangeness, or complicity were not incidental or individual, but integral to understanding 
how borders operate on both spaces and bodies. Finally, one of the most pressing questions emer-
ging from the Studio is that of sustainability in research: how to engage in and with border zones 
in ways that resist potentially extractive practices of “coming, learning, and leaving” beyond mere 
professing of ethics and self-reflexivity? Across our case studies in Greece, Tunisia, and Spain, we 
encounter a sense of fatigue among local interlocutors—burnt out from responding to humanitari-
ans, journalists, politicians, and researchers, who hear their insights, frustrations, and grief without 
tangible improvements in return. What forms of longer-term accountability beyond academic 
publications can we as researchers provide—and should we?

These questions were crystallized in a moment for me at the very end of the week. On the opening 
day, during a discussion about how to engage with the traumatic history of the former refugee 
camp above Vathy, I had remarked: “I am curious how the conversation on memory and justice 
will be in five years here on Samos. We shall come back.” Admittedly, I had stated this as a minor 
comment. Four days later, as we were saying our goodbyes, a seasoned local human rights activist 
who had participated throughout the week approached me and said: “I have one question for you: 
will you really come back in five years?” 

Similarly, the local newspaper‘s front-page coverage of our Research Studio showed that our pre-
sence and discussions resonated beyond the workshop itself. Together, these moments undersco-
re both the expectations and responsibilities that accompany research on the ground, especially in 
border zones. 

The Studio’s most powerful lesson may be exactly this reckoning with sustainability and accounta-
bility in research: It forced us to confront the mismatch between short-term academic cycles and 
the long temporalities of social change. It urged us to ask not only what we take away, but what 
we leave behind. With our Research Studio, we have introduced a more reflexive, collaborative, 
comparative and situated method—one that complements individual fieldwork and our ongoing 
collaborative synthesis, while also holding promise for the broader field of social inquiry. It is our 
hope that the reflections and experiments documented here will serve as both an invitation and a 
challenge: to rethink not only what we study, but how we study it.

EDITORIAL                       
BY BILGIN AYATA

Prof. Dr. Bilgin Ayata 
Director of the research project 

„Elastic Borders“



NEWSLETTER  |  ISSUE #5 2025  |  PAGE 6
ELASTIC BORDERS

NEWSLETTER  |  ISSUE #5 2025  |  PAGE 7
ELASTIC BORDERS

“Nothing ever changes here; everything is as you left it,” the taxi driver 
said as she drove us from the “Aristarchos of Samos” International Air-
port, through Pythagoreio, to the island’s capital, Vathy. At first glance, 
she was right: none of the long-promised infrastructural works had 
materialised, not even the restoration of 2020 earthquake-damaged 
buildings. And yet, Samos has changed profoundly — not in terms of 
development, but in how it has adapted and restructured its border 
governance.

Opening our Research Studio, I traced the shifting architecture of bordering: from the improvi-
sed prison of the early 2000s, on the upper floor of an old tobacco factory (a spatial remnant of 
Samos’ trading past), to the First Reception Center in 2007, its rebranding as a Reception and 
Identification Center (RIC) in 2016, and finally the abrupt move to the Closed Controlled Access 
Center (CCAC) in 2021 — a rupture so sharp that, as one participant said, it became “a refugee 
crisis within a refugee crisis.” The Samian borderscape has been reshaped again and again under 
the pressures of European, national, and international migration governance.

The “crisis” lingers — in the remnants of the old RIC, and in the fragmented, selective, or silenced 
memories of those who lived alongside it. “There are problems with memory,” one participant 
observed; for some, filming, photographing, or writing the RIC into being was a way to cope. Any 

NOTHING CHANGES, 
EVERYTHING CHANGES:

SAMOS AS AN ELASTIC 
BORDERZONE

By Artemis Fyssa

future decisions about the RIC’s reuse must be understood as an emotional and moral nego-
tiation, touching on questions of memorialization. The site’s proximity to the 1922 “refugees’ 
neighborhood” — a neighborhood resembling a city within the city — adds further layers to these 
negotiations.

The relocation of the camp from central Vathy to remote Zervou is another expression of elasticity: 
a spatial shift that reduced visibility while redrawing lines of responsibility and proximity. It foster-
ed affective disengagement among locals, narrowed the possibilities of communal life for asylum 
seekers, and normalised bordering operations by distancing them from the public sphere. Yet 
the bus to the CCAC blurs the inside–outside divide. It waits to depart “until enough people have 
gathered,” feeling less like public transport and more like an extension of the camp — a moving 
threshold where the worlds of town and camp briefly meet. Boarding it with my colleagues, we 
stepped into the quiet choreography of racialization that marks Samos’s small community. The 
driver braked abruptly as we passed two NGO spaces, asking in Greek whether we really meant 
to go to the camp — shaped by the assumption that, as Greek-speaking and visibly outside the 
category of “migrant,” we could not possibly belong there. His question implied that this violent 
infrastructure was reserved for racialized migrants, casting us - and not them - within a sphere of 
care and protection. I felt again the familiar estrangement of visiting the island’s camps — a space 
not meant for us, the legally secure citizens.

Samos, for all its transformation, is not a standalone case. Across the Aegean, internal bordering 
has given rise to new roles and identities. “The second he was put into uniform, he would no long-
er greet us,” a research studio participant said of a young man in Leros. In Samos, too, many have 
moved from low-paid jobs, such as food delivery, to more stable and socially recognised ones, 
such as border guards — roles they carry between camp and town.

Questions of proximity and distance surfaced again during a micro-research with Mirco Buoso, 
when we visited an NGO workshop where asylum seekers make craft items. I wondered if such ob-
jects could enter the CCAC, perhaps contributing to the camp’s “beautification” — for instance, by 
allowing small pieces of wooden furniture inside. “Not even a pen is allowed in,” our interlocutor 
said, as security guards at the gates may consider the smallest object a potential weapon — 
another reminder of the extreme surveillance structuring every aspect of asylum seekers’ daily 
lives in the facility.

“Let’s go and we will see what we will do,” I heard while opening my hotel window, overlooking the 
old harbour, on the sunny morning of day three. Coast Guard officers were boarding one of the 
many vessels, leaving for an operation (I couldn’t tell whether it was scheduled or urgent). This, 
too, was elasticity — experimental, improvised, often haphazard. Such moments reveal the deeply 
affective and moral dimensions of border governance: the normalisation of unpredictability, the 
unspoken tension between routine and emergency, and the atmospheres that structure daily life 
in the borderzone.

Being back in Samos with my colleagues deepened the emotional weight of my research. I felt a 
responsibility — almost stress — to convey the island’s layered reality: the warmth of its light, sea 
breeze, and people, interwoven with the violence of shipwrecks, pushbacks, detention, and unjust 
prosecutions of “smugglers”. As we drew conceptual, analytical, and empirical comparisons on site 
between our respective study cases, the initial tension gave way to a more grounded engagement 
with the complexity and contradictions of border elasticity — its capacity to stretch, contract, and 
adapt, while continuously reshaping relations between people, spaces, and governance.

Dr. Artemis Fyssa 
is exploring the local impact of 

the elastic border in Samos.

©EB Project. Central district of Vathy town in Samos, featuring 
the building of the Alpha Center, a refugee center run by the 
international  NGO Samos Volunteers.
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Upon arrival in Samos, the most immediate observation was how strongly the island‘s proximity 
to Turkey shapes the landscape and atmosphere. The connection was tangible — phones switch-
ing to the Turkish network, taxi radios catching Turkish stations — and it conveyed a spatial and 
symbolic intimacy that contrasts sharply with the Canary Islands. In Samos, Turkey is right there — 
visible, audible, inescapable. This immediate sensory experience during our first day of the Research 
Studio struck me as fundamentally different from my fieldwork in Tenerife, where proximity to 
Africa is often rhetorically invoked but rarely felt – denied in practice, if not in geography. 

One of the most interesting aspects of the visit to Samos was how 
stress and strain operate not just structurally, politically, or socially, but 
affectively — in ways that are embodied, layered, and often difficult to 
articulate. This became especially clear during the Research Studio’s 
excursion and discussions, which offered moments of shared resonan-
ce and unease.  Could it be that, just as the border clings to the bodies 
of those who cross it, for those who live and work around it, it is not the 
border itself but the stress of the border that remains embedded — and 
that this stress can be reactivated not by the same border, but by the 
presence of another that exerts similar pressure?

During our discussions about the CCAC  and in light of my observations 
in Tenerife, the question of “transferability” (a term coined by Lopez Sala/Godenau 2024) emerged 
as a key mechanism of control — not through visible detention, but through systematic displace-
ment that reorganizes power in more subtle, yet equally effective ways. In Samos today, people 

FROM TENERIFE 
TO SAMOS:

COMPARATIVE INSIGHTS 
FROM RESEARCH 

STUDIO FIELDWORK
By Mirco Buoso

are indeed being transferred, but only after having remained on the island for four to five months. 
This stood in stark contrast with what I observed in Tenerife, where transfers often occurred within 
days or a week. Being physically present in Samos and discussing these diverse temporalities of 
bordering pushed me to reflect more deeply on how transfer may actually function as a more so-
phisticated mode of control — not only over migrants but also over the society that interacts with 
them. Can transfer — though framed as more humane or efficient — represent a more powerful 
form of control than containment? While containment immobilizes and makes visible, transfer 
disconnects, disperses, and erases presence.

Walking around Samos during the Research Studio, I was struck by how nature isn‘t just a passive 
background — it‘s actively mobilized within the logic of control. In Samos, while the short distance 
from Turkey remains dangerous, it demands constant surveillance, with patrol boats, pushbacks, 
and the coast guard always present. Seeing these patrol boats in Vathy harbor made visceral how 
violence here is visible — enacted through hyper-presence. In Tenerife, the logic is inverted. The 
Atlantic is treated as a natural deterrent — vast, dangerous, and unforgiving. Surveillance pulls 
back, and rescue becomes sporadic. The sea is left to ”do the work.“ Violence here comes through 
absence, through disengagement, and strategic neglect. This contrast became particularly clear 
to me as I physically experienced the proximity and visibility of the Turkish coastline from Samos. 
Discussing this contrast during the Studio helped me clarify how presence and absence enact 
violence in different ways – shaped not only by geography and political choice, but by the kind of 
bodies crossing. It‘s not just the presence of the border that produces harm, but also its calcula-
ted withdrawal. 

Finally, I was struck by the presence of a quiet but pervasive form of bottom-up social control in 
Samos. It reminded me of the kind of place I grew up in — where people leave their cars unlocked 
at night, everyone knows each other, and no one really goes unnoticed. In such a small context, 
the arrival of new people is immediately visible — whether they are migrants, NGO workers, or 
researchers. You keep seeing the same faces throughout the day, and informal recognition kicks 
in quickly. There’s no way to disappear into the crowd. This felt very different from what I expe-
rienced in Tenerife, where the broader urban scale — especially in places like La Laguna or Santa 
Cruz — makes it much easier to remain anonymous and be treated with indifference. In Samos, 
everything feels amplified: presences, glances, whispers, small movements. In this kind of setting, 
the border is experienced more directly — you feel it on your skin, even without encountering 
its infrastructure. Being in Samos with the Research Studio didn’t just help me observe these dyna-
mics — it made me feel them, viscerally.

Mirco Buoso 
is exploring the elastic 

border zone in Tenerife.

©EB Project. The old port of Vathy is currently mostly used for the 
daily arrival and departure of Turkish tourists arriving from Kusada-
si, a 45-minute ferry ride from the Turkish coast.

©EB Project. After the evacuation and the gradual cleaning 
out of the old camp (RIC, Reception and Identification Cen-
tre), nature has been taking over its remains.
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The lesson from Samos’ Research Studio that stayed with me most was 
the intense interplay between border transformations and the displa-
cement of memory. Visiting the now-empty site of the former Reception 
and Identification Centre (RIC) in Vathy revealed an absence that still 
saturates the space. Participants in the Research Studio — many of 
whom had lived through the RIC years — described it as a “world apart“ 
that existed mere meters away from the city. Expressions like “peop-
le lived on top of each other,” “it had its own smell,” and “a sound of 
ambulances, languages, and music”, made clear that this was not just a 
physical infrastructure but a deeply affective and temporal rupture 
in the island’s life, marked by a soundscape, smellscape, and social 
density of its own. One participant exclaimed: “We can speak forever 
about these things!”, yet what emerged most strongly was the absence 

of sustained public discourse and formal documentation of the island’s “hotspotization” and its 
effects — suggesting a bordering not only of people, but of memory itself.

After all, the former RIC’s opening turned Vathy into a shatterzone (Stoler, 2021) — a place where 
state governance operates through neglect and abandonment, ultimately marked by institutional 
violence. Testimonies described how this violence, more than the presence of migrants, reshaped 
memories, relationships, and belonging. These accounts echoed dynamics I observed in Mede-
nine (Tunisia). Participants showed how the meaning and lived experience of “being a border” 

dramatically shifts when a space of negotiation be-
comes one of structural violence, enforcing precarity 
by design. The RIC’s closure and relocation to the 
isolated village of Zervou, referred to by someone 
as being placed “on the moon,” did not resolve the 
trauma but displaced it. As one participant noted, 
“people did not reconcile with migration—they just 
don’t have it on their doorstep anymore.” The CCAC’s 
distance and design removed the spectacle of 
migrant suffering from public view, deepening their 
invisibility and perceived foreignness.

ELASTIC (BORDER) MEMORIES 
AND THE PLASTICITY OF 

TRAUMA (DIS-)LOCATION
By Chiara Pagano

These observations speak to border elasticity. 
The elasticity here is not only spatial—moving the 
border out of sight—but also temporal and emo-
tional. Displacing the camp did not erase the past; 
it rendered it unassimilable, something that still 
“smells” in the memory but resists narrations. The 
strain on the border community stems not only from the presence of disenfranchised migrants 
but also from their forced disappearance, which has confronted Samians with the sudden shift 
from the hyper visibility of migration to its forgetting, and from the daily experience of grief to its 
normalization.

One participant’s remark that back in 2016 it became “impossible to agree with anyone in the 
streets” illustrates how borderization fragmented social cohesion. His admission that he could not 
document what he witnessed due to intense tension echoed another’s reflection on the difficulty 
of remembering trauma. Here, memory becomes elastic: stretched between the need to forget for 
survival and the urge to remember for justice.

I had long considered the Tunisian case study unique in that, unlike the EU-passport-holding in-
habitants of Samos or the Canary Islands, Tunisian harragas (undocumented migrants) share the 
same irregularized routes and precarious existence as those attempting to cross the Tunisian-Liby-
an borderzone. But Samian residents challenged this assumption. They too described a profound 
sense of loss and displacement — not through movement, but through memory’s erosion and the 
embodied traces left by proximity with migrants. Inhabiting the borderscape has made them, too, 
part of a shatterzone.

Even while physically emplaced, Samian borderlanders — whether acting in solidarity or hostility 
with migrants — have experienced ruptures in trust, memory, and social cohesion much like those 
I witnessed along the Tunisian-Libyan border. Elastic borders reshape not only those who cross 
them, but those who live beside them.

If in the Libyan-Tunisian frontier bordering is hyper-visible, dynamic, and often negotiated in real 
time, in Samos the violence has become organized and spatialized in ways that have made it less-
discussable, if not un-discussable. Captured by the phrase “people need to forget. But, at some point, 
they will have to remember” as one research studio participant expressed, this disavowal generates 
a cumulative pressure on the very possibility of public memory, all the while suggesting the border’s 
permanent transformation: what Artemis refers to in her work as plasticity rather than elasticity.

©EB Project. Poster by the Pan-Samean Peace Committee an-
nouncing a May 2025 peace march from the new camp (CCAC) 
to Vathy, written in Arabic and English to address refugees. 

©EB Project. A monument erected in 2021 by the Municipality 
of Eastern Samos in collaboration with the Association of Asia 
Minor Greeks of Samos. Original work by painter Emmanouil 

Mantas. The inscription reads: ”In memory of the uprooted 
Greeks of the Asia Minor Catastrophe” with a verse by George 

Seferis: “And they became great trees, once again sprouting 
branches and green leaves of hope“.

Dr. Chiara Pagano 
is researching the
effects of the EU‘s

elastic border in Tunisia.
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The Samos Research Studio (RS) was an intense experience that 
proved deeply enriching on multiple levels. It was far more than an 
academic workshop or seminar. It served as a dynamic space and 
dedicated time for the active exploration of complex issues with 
shared concern through a rich blend of cross-disciplinary approaches, 
including scientific, artistic, and social practices. Its interesting pro-
gramme led to the full immersion of all participants working together 
in a collaborative environment shaped by seminars, fieldwork, writing 
sessions, interactions with local actors, and moments of critical ref-
lection and synthesis. From this thoughtful and efficient organization, 
the participatory format to the meaningful inclusion of non-academic 
voices (social workers, volunteers, NGOs, and activists) in presenting 
the Elastic Border Project’s findings, every aspect of the Studio emp-

hasized experiential learning, co-created knowledge, and contributed to a deeper engagement 
with the developments since the implementation of the EU Hotspot regime in Samos. 

The various activities of the Samos RS including a walking tour and excursion with the whole team 
to the former RIC on Tuesday or the micro-research activity that I carried out with Chiara on Wed-
nesday, the team visit to the prison-like new CCAC facility and the welcoming NGO “La Maison” 
on Thursday, allowed to engage with the research process in a tangible and emotionally resonant 
way. For instance, while the immersive fieldworks offered invaluable insights into the lived realities 
before and after the relocation of the camps, the observational micro-research conducted in pairs 

FROM NUMBERS 
TO NARRATIVES:

AN ECONOMIST‘S 
REFLECTIONS ON THE 

RESEARCH STUDIO
By Charlie Yves Ngoudji Tameko

allowed for focused and ground-level exploration to deepen our understanding of barriers and 
elasticity in migrants and local population behaviour and spatial interactions.

These immersive moments stood in striking contrast to my academic training in empirical eco-
nomics, which privileges quantitative methods, i.e., models, correlations, and aggregated data. 
I explored the depth and nuance of qualitative methodology, experiencing firsthand that while 
statistical analysis can highlight broad trends, it often flattens the complex, textured realities 
of human life and spatial changes. The brief but intense immersion into ethnographic practice 
expanded my perspective, inviting me not only to explore the social and spatial dynamics that 
remain invisible to data but also to embrace slowness, listening, and uncertainty as integral parts 
of meaningful knowledge production. It reminded me that no curve or coefficient can fully express 
what individuals endure, and allowed me to understand that ethnography gives substance and 
voice to what numbers imply but cannot say.
 
Moreover, as explored on the last day of the RS during our conceptual discussion on elasticity, 
some of the field observations from Samos could be metaphorically reinterpreted as economic 
elasticities known to measuring how much one variable responds to changes in another, such as 
the percentage change in demand relative to a price shift, though not in a strict numerical sense. 
For example, during our micro-research activity with Chiara, we observed how the use of fishing 
lines made from scrap by migrants, standing in stark contrast to the professional coast guard and 
FRONTEX boats in Vathy, may symbolize adaptive consumption under resource constraints, a 
classic elasticity indicator. And the sharp opposition between the Sofoulis monument (a symbol 
of peace and freedom, as we learned) in the central square and our observations of the restricted 
lives of migrants in the playground adjunct to it, mirrors a mismatch in values and lived realities, 
perhaps analogous to a failed transmission of normative “values demand” across an authorita-
rian “policy price.” In economic terms, such contrasts suggest highly inelastic social structures, 
unmoved by moral cost. The contrast between more humane conditions at the new CCAC and its 
prison-like control architecture symbolizes mostly a substitution in elasticity since the policy shifts 
may have failed to bring changes in the emotional well-being of migrants.

The Samos RS definitely fostered our creativity, interdisciplinary dialogue, and the emergence of 
new insights, as well as collective research grounded in a plurality of perspectives. It was a trans-
formative experience that challenged my academic perspective and deepened my understanding 
of border elasticity. The experience not only enriched my methodological toolkit but also sharpened 
my ethical awareness, reminding me that meaningful research must listen closely, remain humble in 
uncertainty, and always centre the voices of those whose lives are most directly impacted.

Charlie Yves Ngoudji Tameko
is an economist specializing in 

health and migration and 
a visiting fellow with the 
Elastic Borders Project.

©EB Project. The Closed Controlled Access Center (CCAC) in Zervou, about 
7 km from Vathy. Photographed from a distance, as on-site photography is 
prohibited and the camp`s surroundings are heavily surveilled.

©EB Project. Municipal waste compactor in Vathy, 
co-funded by the UNHCR and the EU`s Asylum, 

Migration, and Integration Fund, indicating how 
international humanitarian funding becomes part 

of the local infrastructures and economies.
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Over four days, the Elastic Borders team engaged with local actors, conducted site visits, and car-
ried out micro-research in pairs across Vathy. Daily writing sessions and discussions anchored the 
week, fostering interdisciplinary and situated analysis. As an innovative framework, the Research 
Studio created shared reference points and collective comparison, accelerating the project’s con-
ceptual work on border elasticity.

Research in Conversation
The Research Studio opened with a public conference that 
gathered around 30 interlocutors and local actors. The EB 
team presented preliminary findings, followed by an open floor 
where social workers, volunteers, NGO representatives, and 
activists shared experiences and perspectives on the island’s 
transformation over the past decade. 

Narrative Walking Tour 
A guided walk led by Artemis Fyssa and Joey Galanos (local 
artist) through key sites — the old port (now patrolled by Fron-
tex and the Greek Coast Guard), the former RIC site, and NGO 
spaces — traced how border infrastructures have reshaped 
urban life in Vathy. The tour created shared reference points, 
grounding the team’s investigations in the island’s material and 
social landscape.

Memories from “the Jungle”
Giulia Cicoli (NGO Still I Rise), Michalis Ragkousis (Camp 
employee), Dimitris Sofoulis (local photographer), and Melina 
Eythymiou (NGO staff-filmmaker) presented inputs and tes-
timonies on the old RIC, often referred to as the “Jungle”. The 
photo-lecture and the screening of Eythymiou’s documentary 
“No Clue About the Future” sparked intense discussions on 
transformation in Samos.  

TUESDAY, 20 MAY 
SITUATING THE BORDERSCAPE

Border Experiences in Dialogue
A hybrid roundtable connected participants from Lesvos, Chios, 
Leros, Tenerife, and Tunisia. Their perspectives highlighted di-
verse experiences across the Aegean and beyond, showing how 
island communities and borderlands respond to EU policies. 
The exchange also examined the ethics and responsibilities of 
researchers and NGOs in violent borderzones, raising questions 
of power, racism, and justice.

Participants of the roundtable included Nikos Xypolitas, Catha-
rina Kahane, Gabriella Herberstein, Gabriella Dixon, Natassa 
Strachini, Charlie Yves Ngoudji Tameko, and Sanaa Jendli, 
whose diverse contributions enriched the dialogue on border 
experiences that continued over lunch.

Tracing Border Elasticity On Site
Interdisciplinary team pairs carried out micro-research across 
Vathy and the old RIC, each following different routes and 
research questions to investigate border elasticity through 
direct observation. The pairs documented everyday traces of 
migration and border governance on land and sea. 

WEDNESDAY, 21 MAY 
COMPARATIVE BORDER DIALOGUES

RESEARCH STUDIO 
HIGHLIGHTS: 

A WEEK OF 
COLLABORATIVE INQUIRY

©EB Project. Public Conference, opening session

©EB Project. Walking tour, former RIC.

©EB Project. Hybrid roundtable.

©EB Project. Informal exchanges.

©EB Project. Coast Guard at Vathy waterfront

©EB Project. Photo-lecture by Dimitris Sofoulis
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THURSDAY, 22 MAY 
THE NEW BORDER APPARATUS

In the concluding sessions, the team brought empirical insights 
from the micro-research routes into dialogue with the project’s 
conceptual framework. This collective synthesis sharpened 
the theorization of border elasticity and demonstrated the 
Research Studio’s methodological value: unlike conventional 
fieldwork, it enabled shared reference points, real-time com-
parison, and integrated reflection that advanced knowledge 
production in collaborative ways.

FRIDAY, 23 MAY 
SYNTHESIZING BORDER ELASTICITY

Hyper-Surveillance and Control
While Vathy bears the remnants of the former RIC, the visit to 
Zervou (7 km away) and a perimeter walk confronted the team 
with the Closed Controlled Access Center (CCAC). Its remote 
site, high‑security architecture, and prohibition of photography 
underscore how migration is managed through distance and 
surveillance. 

Infrastructures of Solidarity
A visit to the NGO La Maison offered a counterpoint of hospitality. 
In stark contrast to the CCAC and other border infrastructures, 
NGOs in Samos seek to counteract the deprivation of agency 
and dignity of people on the move in dehumanizing camps 
by creating spaces of solidarity. La Maison, run by the NGO 
AASIA on the Road, exemplifies this effort as one of the few  
sites near the CCAC offering food, respite, and community 
activities. Many more NGOs operate in Vathy, with limited or 
no access to the CCAC. 

Linking Past and Present 
A walking tour of the 1922 Refugees’ Neighborhood in Vathy 
foregrounded Samos’s long history of forced migration, marked 
by a 2021 municipal monument to the displacement of over a 
million Greek-speaking Orthodox Christians from Asia Minor. 
Nearby, at the Samos Workers’ Center, a banner declaring ‘No 
one chooses to become a refugee’ echoed this continuity. 

COMMUNITY 
IMPACT

EXTENDED 
ENGAGEMENT

Media Coverage: 
The local newspaper Samiakon Vima featured the Research 
Studio on its front page, underscoring the island-wide rele-
vance of our work. A Greek-language article by Dr. Artemis 
Fyssa presented the project’s findings to local readers, while an 
interview on Radio Café 102.4 further expanded engagement 
with the wider community.

Following the Research Studio, Carolyn Defrin conducted a 
two-day community arts workshop with 12 local participants,  
including lawyers, migrants, educators, former camp workers, 
and artists.  Through visual and storytelling exercises, the group 
explored how artistic practice can imagine more humane futures 
of migration and border-making.

©EB Project. Roof of La Maison with the CCAC behind.
©EB Project. Internal Workshop.

©EB Project. Inside “La Maison”

©EB Project. Samos Workers´ Center, Vathy

©Samiakon Vima, Frontpage and p. 8 May 31,2025.

:@ Art Workshop Invitation - Drawing by Carolyn Defrin
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COLLABORATIVE 
INVESTIGATIONS:

 MICRO-RESEARCH 
ROUTES THROUGH 

VATHY
A core methodological element of the 
Research Studio was the micro-research 
activity — intensive, time-bounded collabo-
rative ethnographies in which pairs of re-
searchers traced distinct pathways through 
Vathy to probe aspects of border elasticity. 
Conducted simultaneously across the 

• CCAC (New Camp)
App. 7km from Vathy 

town’s geography — from the former RIC to 
central squares and NGO spaces — these in-
vestigations foregrounded how borders are 
embedded not only in formal infrastructu-
res, but also in everyday practices, layered 
histories, and social encounters. 

©EB Project. Base map of Vathy from the NGO Skills Factory 
Samos, adapted to show the three micro-research routes
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ROUTE 1

MAPPING 
TECHNOLOGIES 
BEYOND TOOLS

Charlie Yves Ngoudji Tameko & Chiara Pa-
gano: Vathy seafront from old port to KTEL 
bus stop

“Our stop at Soufoulis Square illuminated a 
profound tension. The site, dedicated to a key 
figure of Samian history and politics, simulta-
neously functions as a space of local memory 
and a temporary space of migrant dwelling. 
We observed migrant children and women 
enjoying a gated playground—transgressing its 
borders, despite signage forbidding entry. This 
gesture of appropriation reflects what could 
be intended as liminal homemaking: efforts 
by migrants to inhabit spaces that are also 
devoted to national memorialization as zones 
of their everyday life.

The square, a spatial monument to the uni-
fication of Samos with the Greek State that 
occurred in 1912, under the leadership of 
Themistoklis Sophoulis, is thus simultaneous-
ly a site of homeland-making and migrants’ 
homemaking—a duality that exposes the 
emotional elasticity of border zones. Reading 
about Sofoulis‘s role in negotiating both the is-
land’s integration into the Greek state and the 
refugee crises that followed soon thereafter, 
and observing migrant kids and their parents 
occupying the nearby playground, we were 
struck by the continuity in the use of Samos as 
a zone of negotiation. This historical elastici-
ty—from its functioning as an autonomous 
Principality during the Ottoman era, to its 
emergence as a national node, from refuge to 

ROUTE 2

DISCONNECTION-
IN-PROXIMITY

Angelika Adensamer & Laura Jung: Former 
RIC site and camp remnants

“We move out into the fringes beyond the 
main road, onto the site of the former jungle. 
On the left-hand side, not much is left or 
recognizable anymore of the former urban 
sprawl. A small number of abandoned buil-
dings predating the jungle still bear traces of 
improvised occupancy – gas stoves, a brick 
oven stitched into a corner, shards of glass, 
a broken fridge, a trunk. A small number of 
isolated cement platforms still carry some 
traces – tent poles, shoes, a toothbrush. No 
matter where we go, what remains visible is 
the tower from the main camp, which has 
loudspeakers, cameras, and lights, stretching 
above the weeds and crumbling fences.

The site visit shows the importance of going 
beyond a limited understanding of techno-
logy as wires and plugs. We define technology 
not simply as tools or instruments but as 
techniques circumscribing a more expansi-
ve field – systems and instruments to craft 
meaning and make sense of the world as 
much as to influence and shape it, material 
and immaterial devices to order and struc-
ture our surroundings. Ruha Benjamin has 
famously described race as a technology of 
vision and division, of marking out human 
populations as different and hierarchically 
positioned in relation to one another, thereby 
creating a system authorizing violence and 
intervention. With this definition in mind, 
we recognize more technologies – a mural 
on a cement wall as a technology of forging 
community and expressions of self under 
adverse conditions, the autonomous forms of 
organizing daily life in the camp as techno-
logies of ordering and survival.” (excerpt from 
Micro Research Report)

site of containment as well as negotiation—in-
vites reflection on how spaces are continuous-
ly reconfigured through bordering practices 
that both include and exclude.

Our findings suggest that border elasticity 
must be conceptualized as multi-dimensional—
combining physical distance, institutional 
adaptation, emotional intensity, and historical 
layering. These components act together to 
shape the lived experience of border zones 
such as Samos, where the imperial past and 
securitized present continue to co-produce 
both stress and strategies of survival.” (excerpt 
from Micro Research Report)

©EB Project. Loudspeakers of the former RIC, 
visible remnants of the old camp.

©EB Project. A seafront playground officially 
off-limits, yet used by children.

©EB Project. Vathy’s central bus stop (KTEL), often used by 
asylum seekers returning to the CCAC.

©EB Project. Asylum seekers’ own technologies 
for improving daily living conditions in the
informal areas of the old camp (RIC).
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Artemis Fyssa & Mirco Buoso: NGO spaces 
and organizational presence in Vathy

“Our micro-research focused on mapping the 
spaces in and around Vathy that are linked 
to the presence and activity of NGOs and 
volunteer groups, including both physical 
infrastructures and public spaces informal-
ly used by these actors. The idea was to 
systematically document the evolving use of 
space, the changing presence or absence of 
NGO actors, and how these spatial dynamics 
intersect with asylum seekers‘ mobility within 
the urban environment.

These reflections led us to develop a con-
ceptual triad to analyze how border elasticity 
operates both at the border itself and in 
the surrounding borderzone. We distingu-
ish between border stressors (institutional, 
geopolitical, or operational triggers that cause 
expansion or retraction), border stress (the 
immediate tensions produced), and border 
strain (the transformation of material or func-
tional form). In the borderzone, this manifests 
as lived pressures felt by communities and 
institutions, gradually transforming the area‘s 
social, spatial, and symbolic fabric.

We propose a distinction between border 
elasticity and border plasticity. While elast-
icity refers to the border‘s adaptive capacity 
to stretch or retract in response to changing 
pressures, plasticity captures the more 
permanent, layered transformations that 
reshape the borderzone itself. Plasticity 
reflects how accumulated strain sediments 
into new social, spatial, and political realities 
over time—suggesting that some changes in 
Samos may be irreversible, marking a shift 
from temporary adaptation to permanent 
reconfiguration.”
(excerpt from their Micro Research Report)

The three micro-research routes illustrate how systematic, collaborative observation can capture 
the multi-dimensional nature of border elasticity. Rather than treating borders as singular entities, 
the paired investigations showed how they operate simultaneously through material technolo-
gies, spatial practices, temporal dynamics, and social relations.

These micro-researches generated empirical observations while also testing an innovative me-
thodology: short, intensive, collaborative ethnographies designed to generate perspectives that 
individual disciplinary approaches would miss. By pairing researchers from different fields and 
sending them into the field together, the Research Studio fostered cross-disciplinary dialogue in 
real time and ensured that all team members engaged actively with the research site.

This method does not replace long-term ethnography, but complements it by creating shared 
reference points, forcing interdisciplinary dialogue, and foregrounding ethical engagement over 
extractive observation. In this sense, the micro-research approach reflects the Research Studio’s 
broader aim: to experiment with collaborative inquiry formats that reframe how social science 
and migration research engage sites of bordering.

The knowledge generated did not end in Samos. Insights from these activities, along with the 
broader outcomes of the Research Studio, have since been further developed in follow-up mee-
tings in Graz and are now feeding into forthcoming conceptual and methodological publications. 
The excerpts presented here are therefore only a glimpse of a broader process of knowledge 
production that continues to advance the project’s theoretical and methodological contributions.

ROUTE 3

TEMPORAL 
ELASTICITY AND 

ORGANIZATIONAL 
PRESENCE FROM MICRO 

RESEARCH 
TO KNOWLEDGE 

PRODUCTION

©EB Project. I Have Rights, NGO.

©EB Project. Skills Factory Samos, NGO.

©EB Project. Samos Volunteers’ Warehouse, NGO.

©EB Project. Médecins Sans Frontières, NGO.
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I entered the research studio with a curiosity about the elasticity of time. Building on concepts 
of suspended time and palimpsest — as discussed by Shahram Khosravi (Khosravi, 2021), and 
Kinossian and Wråkberg (2017) in relation to asylum-seeking and border experiences — I’ve been 
exploring how similar notions of time out of time and non-linear layerings of past, present, and 
future unfold through artistic practice. Specifically, I’m asking how working with key border actors 
can help imagine more humane futures of migration and border-making.

The weekend after the research studio, I stayed in Samos to lead a two-day workshop with 12 
people differently impacted by the current migration policies. A mix of ages, cultures, and lived ex-
periences convened at a local school — including lawyers, migrants, military personnel, educators, 
former camp workers, artists, and NGO workers. Through visual art exercises, storytelling, and 
design activities, we explored how the intermingling of past, present, and future can give way to 
many possible worlds of connection and humanity. 

In one exercise, we played with a deck of cards that I have been developing with the Elastic 
Borders team over the last year. These cards contain abstract, surreal images, reflective of actor 
relationships and emotional landscapes of the border.  Laying out all the cards, the group was 
tasked with ordering them by ‘past,’ ‘present,’ and ‘future.’ There were two caveats: they had to 
decide where on the table each of the temporalities was, and they had to make that decision and 
organize accordingly in silence. Reflecting after the exercise, everyone agreed that ‘the present’ 

was in the middle of the table; but, half the group thought ‘the past’ 
was on the left, ‘the future’ on the right; the other half thought the 
opposite. This led to a rich conversation about how interchangeable 
and entangled past and future could be. One participant noted how the 
future is often a projection of the past, which has been politicised both 
for hope and fear: the hope that one can return to the ‘good old days’ or 
the fear that ‘we will go backwards.’ 

IMAGINING 
POSSIBILITIES 

FOR HUMANITY 
AND CONNECTION 

By Carolyn Defrin

The cards then became time travel portals for participants to share their own memories of connect-
ion. Working in pairs, each person shared a story of a time they felt a deep connection to a person 
or a place. Each then created a sculptural artwork expressive of the story they had heard from their 
partner. In this way, artistic practice became a space to recognize connections that already exist 
and a way to inform future worlds where connections could thrive. 

On the second day of our workshop, we continued to investigate time through an exercise that the 
collaborating workshop leader, Joey Gallanos, and I designed called ‘8 Doors.’ Participants were 
invited to draw 8 imaginary doors to the future. This was a quick, timed exercise yielding a wide 
range of playful shapes and colours. Then each participant handed their doors to another person, 
who then drew 8 visions of what might lie on the other side of the doors they had been given. The 
responses were joyful, moving, and practical: an image of an endless bookcase, a land made of 
shareable pizza, a world of washing machines, which spoke directly to the lack of running water at 
the 40 million euro CCAC, that leaves migrants unable to wash their clothes regularly. 

Dr. Carolyn Defrin 
is a Marie Curie Postdoctoral 

Fellow affiliated with the 
Elastic Borders project. 

@Carolyn Defrin. Artwork by workshop participant Joanna Pamoukoglou
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In considering an elasticity of time, these artistic activities offered porous movement as we stretch-
ed into the past and the future through image, story, and dialogue. I am thinking now about how 
art offers some agency within this elasticity — choosing the way we want to engage the past, which 
memories we want to connect with, and how to provoke futures informed by individual, lived 
experience in a playful format that can inspire the present.   

Hannah Arendt wrote of the dangers of becoming so burdened by history that we forget the pos-
sibility of beginning anew. She also wrote of the stars in the night sky, and the lines drawn on our 
hands as more skilful navigations of uncertain futures than newspapers and bureaucratic forms. 

Through the artistic practices we explored together — mapping connection, imagining new 
doorways, gifting one another expressions of memory and visions for the future — we enacted 
expansion, stretching time beyond the singular narrative of crisis.

We warmly thank the NOMIS Foundation, whose generous support makes the Elastic Borders 
project and this Research Studio possible.

We are also grateful to the University of Graz and the Centre for Southeast European Studies for 
their institutional support, and to our extended team and colleagues in Graz who facilitated the 
logistics of the research studio: Anna Maria Takaliou, Aris Dougas Chavarria, Alisa Sinkievich, 
Elisabeth Jenewein, and Tanja Bilaver. Our sincere thanks go to the many local collaborators, inter-
locutors, and organizations in Samos who enriched our understanding of the island’s borderscape 
through their time, insights, and generosity. In particular, we acknowledge Alessia Contiello, Giulia 
Cicoli, Dimitris Choulis, Gabriela Dixon, Melina Eythymiou, Alexia Giakoupi, Catharina Kahane, 
Gabriela Herberstein, Sanaa Jendli, Michalis Ragkousis, Athina Papachristou, Melina Papageor-
giou, Ioanna Pamoukoglou, Marc-Antoine Pineau, Dimitris Sofoulis, Natassa Strachini, Maria T., 
Dr. Nikos Xypolitas, Antonia, Ariadni, and colleagues at Médecins Sans Frontières, I Have Rights, 
Human Rights Legal Project, Skills Factory Samos, Samos Volunteers, and La Maison. We also 
thank City Hotel Samos for hosting us, and Manos Stefanakis, Editor-in-Chief of Samiakon Vima, 
for local media engagement. Warm thanks also to Joey Galanos for facilitating our activities during 
the week. 

While the entire project team contributed to the success of the Research Studio, special recog-
nition goes to Artemis Fyssa, whose months-long preparation and organizational commitment, 
together with the support of Carolyn Defrin, were central to making this undertaking possible.
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@EB Project. 
Closed Controlled Access Center of Samos (CCAC)


