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R: - well if  you do, like, 
my son was sitting, we 
were having a meal and 
he says, “Mum, what’s 

that?”  I said, “Oh yes, I 
should have told you, I’m 

doing a, I’m part of  a 
research project at the 

university - 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: - and they’re testing 
whether this kind of  
monitoring can help 

them with their social 
research and the 

electricity uses and the 
way we use the space.”  
“Mum, they can hear 

what we say?”  “No, no, 
they can’t hear what you 
say.  I’ve seen the screen 
outline and what it is, is 

like, a graphs of, of  
movement and light and 
sounds and everything 

like that, and it’s really is, 
it’s just so that they can 
analyse the use of  the 
house and whether it’s 

useful; I’m not sure they 
think it’s useful, but 

they’ll be proving it’s not 
useful as well as it’s 
useful and I get this 
[wristband] and it’s 

fabulous, this [wristband] 
(laughter) and I get paid, 
erm, a small amount for 
doing it,” and usually, I 
mean, a couple of  them, 
my sister and bro…, son, 
not my brother too much, 

erm, would, would be, 
“Oh, I don’t like the 

sound of  that,” and I say, 
“Well, they can’t really 

hear anything, but if  you 
want me to switch it off, I 
can, erm, cos that’s, erm, 

permission, erm, thing 
that can happen.”  They 
say, “Oh, no, it’s alright, 

it’s alright, but I don’t 
like it.”  Erm, others have 
been very enthusiastic, so 

then we’ve talked a bit 
more about yeah, it could 

be really good, 
particularly for older 
people if  you’re not 
moving around or if  

you’re incapacitated - 
  

 I: Hmm. 
  

R: - that kind of  thing, 
everybody saw that as 
being a useful thing - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - but it, they thought it 

might be a bit sinister 
[fanfare alarm] - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - the otherwise and 
you would just sort of  

chat about that - 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: - but that would be, 
[s.l. I don’t know, 

00:03:48] monitoring my 
electricity, these things 
are in the room sort of  
move, how we’re using 

the space and it gives this 
graph of  - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - light, sound; I could 

never remember cos I 
seemed to think there 
were four or five, like - 

  
I:  Yeah, there’s quite a 

few of them, yeah. 
  

R: - yeah. 
  

I:  Yeah, yeah, yeah. 
  

R: Yeah. 
  

I:  Yeah. 
  

R: And, erm, and there’s 
the groups of  people 

doing it and I signed up 
voluntarily, I thought it 

was interesting, doing my 
bit, you know, so 

(laughter). 
  

I:  (Laughter). 
  

R: That would be it. 
  

… 
  

I:  Uh huh, uh huh.  So, 
being a key respondent 

and having to do the 
communications with 
us, erm, was that more 
time consuming than 

you expected, or, or less, 
or about the same? 

  
R: Not at all, no, no, I, I 

wasn’t especially worried.  
I think I was not so good 

because I didn’t get 
everybody to sign. 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: That was a problem - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - but any, anybody 
here gave their verbal 

consent. 
  

… 
  

I:  So, you would have 
said that’s what you 

expected how it turned 
out, would that have 
been so just about the 

same, or? 
  

R: Yeah. 
  

I:  Yeah, okay. 
  

R: And, erm, - 
  

I:  And not - 
  

R: - and it wasn’t that 
people were only here 

once or something, they 
came back - 

  
I:  - hmm. 

  
R: - they didn’t avoid me 

because I had the 
(laughter) - 

  
I:  Hmm, hmm. 

  
R: - oh, I’m not coming 

to your house until 
they’re gone. 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: Sort of  thing, you 

know, it wasn’t that at all. 
  

I:  But you were saying 
that you had to talk a bit 
so back and forth with, 

erm, some of your 
visitors and - 

  
R: Hmm, but in - 

  
I:  - before you agreed to 

[multispeakers 
00:32:52]. 

  
R: - but in the main, - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - most people were, 

were positive - 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: - about, about it. 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: And if  I talked about 
it outside as well, I’m 

participating in a 
research, I went to a, to 

a, erm, [Gathering] 
supper and - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - the other guests on 
the table were, she was, 

she was a [medical 
professional] and things 

and, and I said, “Oh, I’m 
taking part in this,” - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - she thought it was 

fantastic - 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: - you know, thought, 
and then we had a whole 
conversation about how - 

  
I:  Hmm, hmm. 

  
R: - useful - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - these kind of  things - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - technology would be 

- 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: - more from the point 
of  view of  looking after 

people at home - 
  

I:  Hmm. 
  

R: - than from social 
research point of  view - 

  
I:  Hmm. 

  
R: - but yeah, she, she 
was, you know, “Oh, 

fantastic, helping with 
technology like that,” 

you know, so. 
  

I:  Hmm.  If we, if it’s 
reliable - 

  
R: Yeah. 

  
I:  - it’ll be great, yeah, 
and, and acceptable as 

well, I suppose, 
obviously. 
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Aim  

S  to interrogate understandings of  human mobility and 
belonging in the UK and Greece and the categories that are 
made relevant and implicated in this process 
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S  Who belongs where within the national and EU contexts; 

S  Who benefits and who is left out from the EU integration 
regime  
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Greece	&	the	UK 

S  “Awkward	partners”	for	different	reasons	

S  Associated	with	an	“exit”	from	the	EU		

S  Referenda	(symbolic	and	institutional	relationship	with	EU)		

S  Mobility,	migration,	citizenship	and	belonging	in	public	and	
political	discourse	–	politicisation		

S  Different	trajectories,	histories	and	policies	
S  an entry point for immigrants and refugees; revision in 

citizenship law (2015) 
S  a destination place for immigrants; recent management & 

securitization rhetoric and policy with regards to migration	
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Grexit	&	Brexit  

S  Grexit	and	Brexit	are	treated	as:	
S  Contexts	of	contestation	and	mistrust		
S  Critical	junctures	in	the	sense	making	of	mobility	and	

belonging 
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Everyday,	public	and	political	
discourse		

S  How	 inclusion	 &	 exclusion	 play	 out	 in	 different	
discursive	realms		
S  Formal	politics	
S  Everyday	politics	
S  Public	discourse	(media)		
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Questions	the	research	aims	to	
address	

S  How	is	mobility	constructed	in	everyday,	public	and	political	discourse	in	Greece	
and	the	UK?	Mobility	as	construct	
S  Does	mobility	mobilise	belonging?		
S  How	is	belonging	constructed?		

S  Relationship	between	mobility	and	belonging	–	who	belongs	where?	

S  Relationships	in	the	ways	in	which	different	actors	(migrants,	citizens,	NGOs,	
politicians,	the	media)	construct	mobility	and	belonging	–	resourcing	
arguments	

S  The	processes	of	politicisation	of	mobility	and	belonging	in	everyday,	public	and	
political	discourse	 in	Greece	and	the	UK	–	who	(must/should/is	expected	to)	
belong	where?	

S  Who	 benefits	 and	 who	 is	 left	 out	 from	 the	 EU	 integration	 project	 in	 these	
constructions?	 Mobilisation	 of	 social	 categories	 and	 lines	 of	 argument	 in	 the	
contexts	of	Grexit	and	Brexit		
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‘State of  the art’ 

S  ‘Mobility turn’ Urry (2000)	

S  Mobility	as	a	political	issue	

S  Mobility	in	the	EU	

S  Politicisation	of	mobility	
S  	crucial turning point concerning the future of  unrestricted 

mobility in Europe and the EU integration project?	
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Indicative	conceptual	
framework	

S  Movement	

S  Place	

S  Identities	

S  Politicisation	
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Designing	the	research	–	
assumptions	and	rationale	 

S  Discourse	and	social	reality	

S  Social	and	Political	Psychology	

S  Discourse	and	Rhetorical	Analysis	

S  Critical	Social	Psychology	
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Fieldwork 

S  Everyday	discourse:		
S  individual interviews with newcomers and refugees	(N=8-10)	
S  individual (N=40) and group interviews (approximately N=6) with 

established immigrants (from different backgrounds) and locals  
S  Purposive	sample	(theoretical)	and	snowball		
S  Thessaloniki	&	Attica		
S  the	Midlands	&	Greater	London	

S  Social	media	(Twitter)	
S  Quantitative	data	(number	of	tweets)	
S  Thematic	sampling	(specific	events	/	time	stamps)		
S  Handpicking	and	thematic	analysis	
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S  Political	discourse		

S  Parliamentary	minutes	(purposive	sampling	–	theoretical	and	
grounded	&	intertextuality)	
S  UK	Parliament	https://hansard.parliament.uk/	
S  Hellenic	Parliament	https://www.hellenicparliament.gr/	

S  5	interviews	with	NGO	members	in	each	country 
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S  Media	
S  Print	and	electronic	(Ν=16)	
S  Political	affiliation	and	readership		
S  Two-stage	data	mining	

S  Key	words	&	phrases	(purposive	sampling	–	theoretical	and	grounded)	
S  Selection	of	recurrent	themes	(regularities)	or	conspicuous	cases		
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Analysis 

S  Everyday	&	political	discourse	
S  Discourse	&	Rhetorical	Analysis	
S  Critical	Discursive	Social	Psychology	

S  Media	discourse	&	social	media	(Twitter):  
S  Quantitative	data 

S  Automated text analysis & sentiment analysis 

S  Selection	of	tweets for	thematic	analysis	
S  Selection	of	extracts	from	media	discourse	for	discourse	analysis	



People	&	Public	Access	

TEAM	
Dr	Lia	Figgou,	Assistant	Professor,	Aristotle	University	of	Thessaloniki,	GR		

Dr	Giorgos	Tsiolis,	Associate	Professor,	University	of	Crete,	GR	
Dr.	Eleni	Andreouli	,	Senior	Lecturer,	Open	University,	UK	

Dr.	Ozge	Dilaver	,	Senior	Research	Fellow,	Northumbria	University,	UK	
Ms	Martina	Sourvinou,	PhD	candidate,	Aristotle	University	of	Thessaloniki,	GR	
	Mr	Ioannis	Michos,	PhD	candidate,	Aristotle	University	of	Thessaloniki,	GR		

S  Website	(temporary):	http://88.99.3.145/~artserver/clients/mobel/	
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Thank	you	
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