Citizenshop. On the commodification of EU citizenship rights
Luca Paolo Cirillo and Fabiana Piretti
Citizenshop. On the commodification
of EU citizenship rights[footnoteRef:1] [1: * The text was fully co-written, nevertheless, for evaluation purposes, the first paragraph is attributed to Fabiana Piretti, the second and third paragraphs to Luca Paolo Cirillo.] 


Luca Paolo Cirillo
(University of Naples L’Orientale and Radbound University Nijmegen)
Fabiana Piretti
(University of Torino)


ABSTRACT
The article examines the growing trend among EU member states of normalizing financial investments in exchange for residency and citizenship rights, critiquing the EU visa system as increasingly class-based and economically driven. Through an investigation of Residency-By-Investment (RBI) and Citizenship-By-Investment (CBI) programs, it sheds lights on the commodification of EU residency and citizenship, emphasizing the economic factors that dominate visa approval processes, and advocating the need for a renewed engagement between border studies and class analysis.

RIASSUNTO
La ricerca esamina la crescente tendenza tra gli Stati membri dell’UE a normalizzare la concessione di diritti di residenza e cittadinanza in cambio di investimenti finanziari, rivelando il carattere classista e meramente dominato da interessi economici del sistema di rilascio dei visti nell’UE. Attraverso l’analisi dei programmi di Residenza per Investimento (RBI) e Cittadinanza per Investimento (CBI), l’articolo disvela l’attuale mercificazione dei diritti di residenza e cittadinanza, sollecitando l’urgenza di un rinnovato dialogo tra gli studi di confine e l’analisi di classe.


INTRODUCTION

In contemporary border literature and research it is common to describe borders as violent and deadly processes. In the case of the European Union (EU), there is an abundance of researches addressing EU border and migration management as “necropolitics” and “thanatopolitics”, focusing on its lethal bordering practices in the Mediterranean waters, along the Balkan route, and althy traveller? How is the trip for a HNWI (High-Net-Worth Individual)? Looking at the growing golden visa and commodification of EU citizenship rights, allowing wealthy people to quickly obtain EU citizenship by making specific investments (ius doni or ius pecuniae), we assert that EU’s borders are violent and deadly processes only for poor travellers, being the mobility divide mostly rooted in economic wealth.

1. THE VISA APARTHEID 

Although during the last decades we have witnessed the progressive fortification of EU’s external borders, in this short paper we argue that the main reason people continue to perish in the Mediterranean and on the Balkan route today is the impossibility of obtaining a visa legally. It is what has been termed the “global inequality trap of paper borders” (Van Houtum, Van Uden 2021, 20), a direct consequence of the invisible visa controlling system. This form of “tele-politics” (Ibid., 21) imposes visa-granting even before accessing the physical border, constituting a non-spectacular pre-bordering process, paradoxically at odds with the etymology of the term visa itself which, according to the Online Etymology Dictionary, coming from Latin VISUM, inherently involves visual control.
The national monopolisation of citizenship papers leading to the introduction of passports and the visa system originated in the early 20th century as provisional measures to regulate migration flows post-World War I (Torpey 2000). Notwithstanding, what were meant to be temporary instruments of bordering gradually turned the world into a “locked-in normality”, a process necessary to secure economic interests enabling various national and international institutions to halt, beat, detain, and violently push back people simply because they are not wealthy enough to get access granted in advance (Van Houtum, Van Uden 2021, 21). As Van Houtum and Van Uden remarked, paper borders prove indeed more effective than physical walls, serving as a geopolitical tool whose discriminative taxonomy is funded on untransparent criteria, much like the obscure standards determining a country’s inclusion in the visa-obliged or visa-free list (Ibidem).
In his 2010 article, Henk Van Houtum suggested the idea of the EU’s border
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Fig. 1. - Case studies and intervierws of the researchSource - Daniele Pasqualetti Qgis elaboration (basemap Dark Matter [no labels]).
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