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Part I
Introduction to Migration Studies



Chapter 1 ®)
An Introduction to Migration Studies: The e
Rise and Coming of Age of a Research Field

Peter Scholten, Asya Pisarevskaya, and Nathan Levy

Migration studies has contributed significantly to our understanding of mobilities and
migration-related diversities. It has developed a distinct body of knowledge on why
people migrate, how migration takes place, and what the consequences are of migration
in a broad sense, both for migrants themselves and for societies involved in migration.
As a broadly-based research field, migration studies has evolved at the crossroads of a
variety of disciplines. This includes disciplines such as sociology, political science,
anthropology, geography, law and economics, but increasingly it expands to a broader
pool of disciplines also including health studies, development studies, governance
studies and many more, building on insights from these disciplines.

Migration is itself in no way a new phenomenon; but the specific and interdisci-
plinary study of migration is relatively recent. Although the genesis of migration
studies goes back to studies in the early twentieth century, it was only by the end
of the twentieth and the beginning of the twenty-first century that the number of
specialised master programmes in migration studies increased, that the number of
journal outlets grew significantly, that numerous specialised research groups and
institutes emerged all over the world, and that in broader academia migration studies
was recognised as a distinct research field in its own right. By 2018 there were at
least 45 specialised journals in migration studies (Pisarevskaya et al., 2019, p. 462).
The field has developed its own international research networks, such as IMISCOE
(International Migration, Integration and Social Cohesion in Europe), NOMRA
(Network of Migration Research on Africa), and the global more policy-oriented
network Metropolis. Students at an increasingly broad range of universities can
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study dedicated programs as well as courses on migration studies. Slowly but gradu-
ally the field is also globalising beyond its European and North American roots.

Migration studies is a research field, which means that it is not a discipline in itself
with a core body of knowledge that applies to various topics, but an area of studies
that focus on a specific topic while building on insights from across various
disciplines. It has clear roots in particular in economics, geography, anthropology
and sociology. However, when looking at migration publications and conferences
today, the disciplinary diversity of the field has increased significantly, for instancing
bringing important contributions from and to political sciences, law, demography,
cultural studies, languages, history, health studies and many more. It is hard to
imagine a discipline to which migration studies is not relevant; for instance, even for
engineering studies, migration has become a topic of importance when focusing on
the role that social media play as migration infrastructures. Beyond being
multidisciplinary (combining insights from various disciplines), the field has become
increasing interdisciplinary (with its own approach that combines aspects from
various disciplines) or even transdisciplinary (with an approach that systematically
integrates knowledge and methods from various disciplines).

1.1 A Pluralist Perspective on Migration Studies

Migration studies is a broad and diverse research field that covers many different
topics, ranging from the economics of migration to studies of race and ethnicity. As
with many research fields, the boundaries of the field cannot be demarcated very
clearly. However, this diversity does also involve a fair degree of fragmentation in
the field. For instance, the field features numerous sub-fields of study, such as
refugee studies, multicultural studies, race studies, diversity studies, etc. In fact,
there are many networks and conferences within the field with a specific focus, for
instance, on migration and development. So, the field of migration studies also
encompasses, in itself, a broad range of subfields.

This diversity is not only reflected in the topics covered by migration studies, but
also in theoretical and methodological approaches. It is an inherently pluralistic field,
bringing often fundamentally different theoretical perspectives on key topics such as
the root causes of integration. It brings very different methods, for instance ranging
from ethnographic fieldwork with specific migrant communities to large-n quanti-
tative analyses of the relation between economics and migration.

Therefore, this book is an effort to capture and reflect on this pluralistic character
of field. It resists the temptation to bring together a ‘state of the art’ of knowledge on
topics, raising the illusion that there is perhaps a high degree of knowledge consen-
sus. Rather, we aim to bring to the foreground the key theoretical and methodolog-
ical discussions within the field, and let the reader appreciate the diversity and
richness of the field.

However, the book will also discuss how this pluralism can complicate discus-
sions within the field based on very basic concepts. Migration studies stands out
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from most other research fields in terms of a relatively high degree of contestation of
some of its most basic concepts. Examples include terms as ‘integration’, ‘multicul-
turalism’, ‘cohesion’ but perhaps most pertinent also the basic concept of ‘migra-
tion.” Many of the field’s basic concepts can be defined as essentially contested
concepts. Without presuming to bring these conceptual discussions to a close, this
book does bring an effort to map and understand these discussions, aiming to prevent
conceptual divides from leading to fragmentation in the field.

This conceptual contestation reflects broader points on how the field has evolved.
Various studies have shown that the field’s development in various countries and at
various moments has been spurred by a policy context in which migration was
problematised. Many governments revealed a clear interest in research that could
help governments control migration and promote the ‘integration’ of migrants into
their nation-states (DeWind, 2000). The field’s strong policy relevance also led to a
powerful dynamic of coproduction in specific concepts such as ‘integration’ or
‘migrant.” At the same time, there is also clear critical self-reflection in the field on
such developments, and on how to promote more systematic theory building in
migration studies. This increase of reflexivity can be taken as a sign of the coming of
age of migration studies as a self-critical and self-conscious research field.

An introduction to migration studies will need to combine a systematic approach
to mapping the field with a strong historical awareness of how the field has
developed and how specific topics, concepts and methods have emerged. Therefore,
in this chapter, we will do just that. We will start with a historical analysis of how the
field emerged and evolved, in an effort to show how the field became so diverse and
what may have been critical junctures in the development of the field. Subsequently,
we will try to define what is migration studies, by a systematic approach towards
mapping the pluralism of the field without losing grip of what keeps together the
field of migration studies. Therefore, rather than providing one sharp definition of
migration studies, we will map that parts that together are considered to constitute
migration studies. Finally, we will map the current state of the research field.

To provide a comprehensive overview of such a pluralist and complex field of
study, we employ a variety of methods. Qualitative historical analysis of key works
that shaped the formation and development of the field over the years is combined
with novel bibliometric methods to give a birds-eye view of the structure of the field
in terms of volume of publications, internationalisation and epistemic communities
of scholarship on migration. The bibliometric analysis presented in this chapter is
based on our previous articles, in which we either, used Scopus data from 40 key
journals (Pisarevskaya et al., 2019, or a complex key-word query to harvest meta-
data of relevant publications from Web of Science (Levy et al., 2020). Both these
approaches to meta-data collection were created and reviewed with the help of
multiple experts of migration studies. You can consult the original publications for
more details. Our meta-data contained information on authors, years of publication,
journals, titles, and abstracts of articles and books, as well as reference lists,
i.e. works that were cited by each document in the dataset.

In this chapter you will see the findings from these analyses, revealing the growth
trends of migration specific journals, and yearly numbers of articles published on
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migration-related topics, number and geographical distribution of international
co-authorships, as well as referencing patterns of books and articles — the “co-
citation analysis”. The colourful network graphs you will see later in the chapter,
reveal links between scholars, whose writings are mentioned together in one refer-
ence list. When authors are often mentioned together in the publications of other
scientists, it means that their ideas are part of a common conversation. The works of
the most-cited authors in different parts of the co-citation networks give us an
understanding of which topics they specialise in, which methods they use in their
research, and also within which disciplinary traditions they work. All in all,
co-citation analysis provides an insight on the conceptual development of epistemic
communities with their distinct paradigms, methods and thematic foci.

In addition, we bring in some findings from the Migration Research Hub, which
hosts an unprecedented number of articles, book chapters, reports, dissertation
relevant to the field. All these items are brought together with the help of IT
technologies, integration with different databases such as Dimensions, ORCID,
Crossref, and Web of Science, as well as submitted by the authors themselves. At
the end of 2020, this database contains around 90,000 of items categorised into the
taxonomy of migration studies, which will be presented below.

1.2 What Is Migration Studies?

The historical development of migration studies, as described in the next section,
reveals the plurality of the research field. Various efforts to come up with a definition
of the field therefore also reflect this plurality. For instance, King (2012) speaks of
migration studies as encompassing ‘all types of international and internal migration,
migrants, and migration-related diversities’. This builds on Cohen’s (1996, p. xi—xii)
nine conceptual ‘dyads’ in the field. Many of these have since been problematised —
answering Cohen’s own call for critical and systematic considerations — but they
nonetheless provide a skeletal overview of the field as it is broadly understood and
unfolded in this book and in the taxonomy on which it is based:

 Individual vs. contextual reasons to migrate
* Rate vs. incidence

e Internal vs. international migration

e Temporary vs. permanent migration

e Settler vs. labour migration

* Planned vs. flight migration

e Economic migrants vs. political refugees

e Illegal vs. legal migration

e Push vs. pull factors

Therefore, the taxonomy provides the topical structure—elaborated below—by
which we approach this book. We do not aim to provide a be-all and end-all
definition of migration studies but rather seek to capture its inherent plurality by
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bringing together chapters which provide a state-of-the-art of different meta-topics
within the field.

The taxonomy of migration studies was developed as part of a broader research
project, led by IMISCOE, from 2018 to 2020 aimed at comprehensively taking stock
of and providing an index for the field (see the Migration Research Hub on www.
migrationresearch.com). It was a community endeavour, involving contributors
from multiple methodological, disciplinary, and geographical backgrounds at sev-
eral stages from beginning to end.

It was built through a combination of two methods. First, the taxonomy is based
on a large-scale computer-based inductive analysis of a vast number—over
23,000—of journal articles, chapters, and books from the field of migration studies.
This led to an empirical clustering of topics addressed within the dataset, as
identified empirically in terms of keywords that tend to go together within specific
publications.

Secondly, this empirical clustering was combined with a deductive approach with
the aim of giving logical structure to the inductively developed topics. Engaging, at
this stage, with several migration scholars with specific expertise facilitated a theory-
driven expansion of the taxonomy towards what it is today, with its hierarchical
categorisation not only of topics and sub-categories of topics, but also of methods,
disciplines, and geographical focuses (see Fig. 1.1 below).

In terms of its content, the taxonomy that has been developed distinguishes
various meta-topics within migration studies. These include:

Ty T
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I methods ), Research
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Fig. 1.1 The structure of the taxonomy of migration studies


http://www.migrationresearch.com
http://www.migrationresearch.com

8 P. Scholten et al.

— Why do people migrate? This involves a variety of root causes of migration, or
migration drivers.

— How do people migrate? This includes a discussion of migration trajectories but
also infrastructures of migration.

— What forms of migration can be distinguished? This involves an analytical
distinction of a variety of migration forms

— What are major consequences of migration, and whom do these consequences
concern? This includes a variety of contributions on the broader consequences of
migration, including migration-related diversities, ethnicity, race, the relation
between migration and the city, the relation between migration and cities, gen-
dered aspects of migration, and migration and development.

— How can migration be governed? This part will cover research on migration
policies and broader policies on migration-related diversities, as well as the
relation between migration and citizenship.

— What methods are used in migration studies?

All the topics in the taxonomy are grouped into several branches: Migration
processes, Migration Consequences, Migration governance and Cross-cutting. In
Fig. 1.2 below you can see how many journal articles, books, book chapters and
reports can be found in the migration research hub just for the period of the last
20 years. The number of items belonging to each theme can vary significantly,
because some of them are broader than others. Broader themes can be related to
larger numbers of items, for instance ‘migration forms’ is very broad, because it
includes many types and forms of migration on which scientific research in this field
chooses to focus on. On the contrary, the theme of ‘governance processes’ is
narrower because less studies are concerned with specific processes of migration
management, such as criminalisation, externalisation or implementation.

The various chapters in this book can of course never fully represent the full
scope of the field. Therefore, the chapters will include various interactive links with
the broader literature. This literature is made accessible via the Migration Research
Hub, which aims to represent the full scope of migration studies. The Hub is based
on the taxonomy and provides a full overview of relevant literature (articles,
chapters, books, reports, policy briefs) per taxonomy item. This not only includes
works published in migration journals or migration books, but also a broader range
of publications, such as disciplinary journals.

Because the Hub is being constantly updated, the taxonomy—along with how we
approach the question of ‘what is migration studies?’ in this book—is interactive; it
is not dogmatic, but reflexive. As theory develops, new topics and nomenclature
emerge. In fact, several topics have been added and some topics have been renamed
since “Taxonomy 1.0” was launched in 2018. In this way, the taxonomy is not a
fixed entity, but constantly evolving, as a reflection of the field itself.


https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-infrastructures
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-consequences-for-migrants-sending-and-receiving-countries
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-governance
https://migrationresearch.com/search?query=methods&page=1&sorting=relevance_desc
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Migration processes

B Migration Drivers

B Migration Forms

B Migration Infrastructures

34284

Number of items in the migration research hub 2000-2020
(incl. Journal Article, Book, Book Chapter, Report) under
the branch “Migration processes”.

Migration consequences
W Socio-cultural Consequences
B Socio-economic Consequences

B Transversal Consequences

¥ Legal-political Consequences

Number of items in the migration research hub
2000-2020 (incl. Jowrnal Article, Book, Book
Chapter, Report) under the branch “Migration
consegquences for migrants, sending, and
receiving countries”. |

Migration governance

B Governance Actors
B Immigrant Policy and Law
B Migration Policy and Law

B Governance Processes

Number of items in the migration research hub 2000-2020
(incl. Journal Article, Book, Book Chapter, Report) under
the branch “Migration governance”.

Cross-cutting topics in migration
research

B Migration Research and Theory

B Transversal Themes

7500

2799

Number of items in the migration research hub
2000-2020 (incl. Journal Article, Book, Book
Chapter, Report) under the branch “Cross-
cuiting topics "

Fig. 1.2 Distribution of taxonomy branches in the Migration Research Hub

1.3 The Historical Development of Migration Studies

1.3.1 An Historical Perspective on ‘“Migration Studies”

A pluralist perspective on an evolving research field, therefore, cannot rely on one
single definition of what constitutes that research field. Instead, a historical perspec-
tive can shed light on how “migration studies” has developed. Therefore, we use this
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introductory chapter to outline the genesis and emergence of what is nowadays
considered to be the field of migration studies. This historical perspective will also
rely on various earlier efforts to map the development of the field, which have often
had a significant influence on what came to be considered “migration studies”.

1.3.2 Genesis of Migration Studies

Migration studies is often recognised as having originated in the work of geographer
Ernst Ravenstein in the 1880s, and his 11 Laws of Migration (1885). These laws
were the first effort towards theorising why (internal) migration takes place and what
different dynamics of mobility look like, related, for instance, to what happens to the
sending context after migrants leave, or differing tendencies between men and
women to migrate. Ravenstein’s work provided the foundation for early, primarily
economic, approaches to the study of migration, or, more specifically, internal or
domestic migration (see Greenwood & Hunt, 2003; Massey et al., 1998).

The study of international migration and migrants can perhaps be traced back to
Znaniecki and Thomas’ (1927) work on Polish migration to Europe and America.
Along with Ravenstein’s Laws, most scholars consider these volumes to mark the
genesis of migration studies.

The Polish Peasant and the Chicago School

The Polish Peasant in Europe and America—written by Florian Znaniecki &
William Thomas, and first published between 1918 and 1920—contains an
in-depth analysis of the lives of Polish migrant families. Poles formed the
biggest immigrant group in America at this time. Thomas and Znaniecki’s
work was not only seminal for migration research, but for the wider discipline
of sociology. Indeed, their colleagues in the Department of Sociology at the
University of Chicago, such as Robert Park, had a profound impact on the
discipline with their groundbreaking empirical studies of race and ethnic
relations (Bulmer, 1986; Bommes & Morawska, 2005).

Greenwood and Hunt (2003) provide a helpful overview of the early decades of
migration research, albeit through a primarily economic disciplinary lens, with
particular focus on America and the UK. According to them, migration research
“took off” in the 1930s, catalysed by two societal forces—urbanisation and the Great
Depression—and the increased diversity those forces generated. To illustrate this
point, they cite the bibliographies collated by Dorothy Thomas (1938) which listed
nearly 200 publications (119 from the USA and UK, 72 from Germany), many of
which focused on migration in relation to those two societal forces, in what was


https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-cross-cutting-topics-in-migration-research-migration-research-and-theory-development-of-migration-studies
https://migrationresearch.com/item/the-laws-of-migration/559765
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-internal-migration
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-internal-migration
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-internal-migration
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already regarded as a “broadly based field of study” (Greenwood & Hunt, 2003,
p. 4).

Prior to Thomas’ bibliography, early indications of the institutionalisation of
migration research came in the US, with the establishment of the Social Science
Research Council’s Committee on Scientific Aspects of Human Migration (see
DeWind, 2000). This led to the publication of Thornthwaite’s overview of Internal
Migration in the United States (1934) and one of the first efforts to study migration
policymaking, Goodrich et al’s Migration and Economic Opportunity (1936).

In the case of the UK in the 1930s, Greenwood and Hunt observe an emphasis on
establishing formal causal models, inspired by Ravenstein’s Laws. The work of
Makower et al. (1938, 1939, 1940), which, like Goodrich, focused on the relation-
ship of migration and unemployment, is highlighted by Greenwood and Hunt as
seminal in this regard. The New Palgrave Dictionary of Economics regards
Makower and Marschak as having made a “pioneering contribution” to our under-
standing of labour mobility (see also the several taxonomy topics dealing with
labour).

1.3.3 The Establishment of a Plural Field of Migration
Studies (1950s—-1980s)

Migration research began to formalise and expand in the 1950s and 1960s (Green-
wood & Hunt, 2003; Pedraza-Bailey, 1990). A noteworthy turning point for the field
was the debate around assimilation which gathered pace throughout the 1950s and is
perhaps most notably exemplified by Gordon’s (1964) typology of this concept.

Gordon’s Assimilation Typology and the Problematisation

of Integration

Assimilation, integration, acculturation, and the question of how migrants
adapt and are incorporated into a host society (and vice versa), has long
been a prominent topic in migration studies.

Gordon (1964) argued that assimilation was composed of seven aspects
of identification with the host society: cultural, structural, martial,
identificational, behavioural, attitudinal, and civic. His research marked the
beginning of hundreds of publications on this question of how migrants and
host societies adapt. The broader discussions with which Gordon interacted
evolved into one of the major debates in migration studies.

By the 1990s, understandings of assimilation evolved in several ways.
Some argued that process was context- or group-dependent (see Shibutani &
Kwan, 1965; Alba & Nee, 1997). Others recognised that there was not merely
one type nor indeed one direction of integration (Berry, 1997).

(continued)
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The concept itself has been increasingly problematised since the turn of the
century. One prominent example of this is Favell (2003). Favell’s main
argument was that integration as a normative policy goal structured research
on migration in Western Europe. Up until then, migration research had
reproduced what he saw as nation-state-centred power structures. It is worth
reading this alongside Wimmer and Glick Schiller (2003) to situate it in
broader contemporary debates, but there is plenty more to read on this topic.

For more on literature around this topic, see Chaps. 19, 20, and 21 of
this book.

Indeed, these debates and discussions were emblematic of wider shifts in
approaches to the study of migration. The first of these was towards the study of
international (as opposed to internal) migration in the light of post-War economic
dynamics, which also established a split in approaches to migration research that has
lasted several decades (see King & Skeldon, 2010). The second shift was towards the
study of ethnic and race relations, which continued into the 1970s, and was induced
by the civil rights movements of these decades (Pedraza-Bailey, 1990). These two
shifts are reflected in the establishment of some of the earliest journals with a
migration and diversity focus in the 1960s—the establishment of journals being an
indicator of institutionalisation—as represented in Fig. 1.3. Among these are
journals that continue to be prominent in the field, such as International Migration
(1961-), International Migration Review (1964-), and, later, the Journal of Ethnic
and Migration Studies (1970-) and Ethnic & Racial Studies (1978-).

By the 1970s, although several new journals of migration studies had emerged
and the field was maturing in terms of theory-building, there remained a lack of
interdisciplinary “synthesis” (Kritz et al., 1981; King, 2012). This is reflected in the
research of Levy et al. (2020). Based on citation data showing who migration
researchers cited over the years, Fig. 1.4 maps the embryo-like development of
migration studies every half-decade from 1975 to the present day. In the early
decades it shows distinct “epistemic communities” (represented by colours) clus-
tered together based on disciplines in migration research. For example, the earlier
decades show economists focused on development (sky blue); economic sociolo-
gists analysing the labour market behaviour of migrants (royal blue); demographers
(green); and sociologists studying the assimilation topic (red) mentioned above. By
the late 1980s, a new cluster of social psychologists (yellow) emerged, with a
combination of demographers and economists clustering (pink) in the 1990s. The
figure shows an increasing coherence to the field since then, as the next section
elaborates, but the 1970s and 1980s was a period of disciplinary differentiation
within migration studies.

Although the field may not have been interdisciplinary in the 1980s, it was indeed
multidisciplinary, and research was being conducted in more and more countries:
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Fig. 1.3 Number of journals focused on migration and migration-related diversity (1959-2018).
(Source: Pisarevskaya et al., 2019, p. 462) (R&C Race & Class, IM International Migration, /MR
International Migration Review, SE Studi Emigrazione, PP Patterns of Prejudice, JBS Journal of
Black Studies, JEMS Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, PDR Population and Development
Review, IJIR International Journal of Intercultural Relations, ERS Ethnic & Racial Studies, JIS
Journal of Intercultural Studies, RSQ Refugee Survey Quarterly, REMI Revue Européenne des
Migrations Internationales, MW Migration World, JRS Journal of Refugee Studies, LCC Language,
Culture, and Curriculum, APMJ Asian and Pacific Migration Journal, HM Hommes et Migrations,
Id. Identities, PSP Population, Space, and Place, CDEMP Cultural Diversity and Ethnic Minority
Psychology, IMIS IMIS-Beitrage, EH Ethnicity & Health, CS Citizenship Studies, JSIE Journal of
Studies in International Education, REE Race, Ethnicity, and Education, EJML European Journal of
Migration and Law, JIMI Journal of International Migration and Integration, NJMR Norwegian
Journal of Migration Research, Ethn. Ethnicities, GN Global Networks, JIRS Journal of Immigrant
& Refugee Studies, ML Migration Letters, ZAA Zeitschrift fiir Auslinderrecht und
Auslédnderpolitik, I/MHSC International Journal of Migration, Health, and Social Care, LS Latino
Studies, FJEM Finnish Journal of Ethnicity and Migration, Mob. Mobilities, JDHE Journal of
Diversity in Higher Education, NJMR Nordic Journal of Migration Research (merger of NJMR and
FIEM), IZAJM IZA Journal of Migration, CEEMR Central and Eastern European Migration
Review, MS Migration Studies, CMS Comparative Migration Studies, Mov. Movements, JMH
Journal of Migration History, M &S Migration & Society. For more journals publishing in migration
studies, see migrationresearch.com)

This period entailed a “veritable boom” of contributions to migration research from
several disciplines, according to Pedraza-Bailey (1990), along with a degree of
internationalisation, in terms of European scholarship “catching up” with hitherto
dominant North American publications, according to Bommes & Morawska, (2005).
English-language migration research was still, however, dominated by institutes
based in the global North and the “West’.
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Legend: red — ethnic sociology; dark blue — economic sociology; light blue: economics ; green —
demography; vellow — (social-)psychology; violet — interdisciplinary; pink — transnational sociology;
turquoise — demography + economic sociology; orange — social geography

Fig. 1.4 Co-citation clusters of authors cited in migration studies literature 1975-2018. (From
Levy et al., 2020, p. 18)

Interdisciplinarity and Internationalisation in Migration Studies: Key
Readings

There have been several publications dealing with the development of
migration studies over the years. These readings identify some of the key
points related to interdisciplinarity in the field, and how the field has evolved
internationally.

Brettell, C. B., & Hollifield, J. F. (2000). Migration theory: Talking across
disciplines (Ist ed.). Abingdon: Routledge; 2" ed. (2008); 3™ ed. (2015).

Talking Across Disciplines has been used as a standard textbook in migra-
tion studies for several years. It represents the first effort towards highlighting
the key ideas of the multiple disciplines in the field. It offers an introduction to
the contributions these disciplines, as well as critical reflections on how those
disciplines have interacted.

(continued)
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Bommes, M., & Morawska, E. (2005). International migration research:
Constructions, omissions and the promises of Interdisciplinarity.
Farnham: Ashgate.

International Migration Research is one of the first attempts to explore and
synthesise migration studies from an interdisciplinary perspective. In this
book, scholars from multiple disciplines provide a state of the art of the field
which illuminates the contrasts between how these disciplines approach
migration studies. It is one of the first works in which migration studies is
understood to be an institutionalised field of study.

Thrinhardt, D., & Bommes, M. (2010). National Paradigms of migration
research. Osnabriick: V&R.

In this book, readers are introduced to the idea that migration studies
developed as a policy-driven field in several countries in the twentieth century.
Not only did this entail diverse policy priorities, but also diverse “paradigms”
of knowledge production in terms of terminology, concepts, and measures.
This diversity reflects different national science policies. There are chapters
reflecting on these processes from multiple continents, and from both “old”
and “new” immigration countries.

In the decades before the 1990s—with a heavy reliance on census and demo-
graphic data—quantitative research abounded in migration studies (Greenwood &
Hunt, 2003). But by the beginning of the 1990s, a “qualitative turn”, linked more
broadly to the “cultural turn” in social sciences, had taken place (King, 2012). In
other words, migration studies broadly shifted from migration per se, to migrants.
King notes the example of geographical research: “human geography research on
migration switched from quantitatively inclined population geography to qualita-
tively minded cultural geographers [. . .] this epistemological shift did not so much
re-make theories of the causes of migration as enrich our understanding of the
migrant experience” (King, 2012, p. 24). Indeed, this is also reflected in how
Pedraza-Bailey (1990, p. 49) mapped migration research by the end of the 1980s
into two main categories: (i) the migration process itself and (ii) the (subjective)
processes that follow migration.

Even though it is clear that migration studies is made up of multiple communi-
ties—we have already made the case for its pluralist composition—it is worth
re-emphasising this development through the changing shape and structure of the
‘embryos’ in Fig. 1.4 above. The positioning of the clusters relative to each other
denotes the extent to which different epistemic communities cited the same research,
while the roundness of the map denotes how the field can be considered an integrated
whole. We clearly see that in the period 1975-1979, the disciplinary clusters were
dispersed, with loose linkages between one another. In the 1980s through to the
mid-1990s, while some interdisciplinarity was emerging, several clusters, such as
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demographers and psychologists, were working largely within their own disciplines.
In other words, in the 1970s and 1980s, authors working on migration referred to and
were cited by other scholars primarily within their own disciplinary traditions. In this
time, although a few migration journals had been established, this number was small
compared to today. Without many scientific journals specialised in their topic,
migration scholars were largely reading and publishing in disciplinary journals. By
today—particularly in Europe—this has changed, as the increasing roundness of the
maps demonstrate and as the rest of this chapter substantiates.

1.3.4 Expansion of Migration Studies Since the Turn
of the Century

In the 2000s the expansion of migration studies accelerated further (see Fig. 1.5). In
1975, there were just under 350 articles published on migration; there were
900 published in 2000; in 2017, over 3000 articles were published. This growth
not only involved a diversification of the field, but also various critical conceptual
developments and the rise of an increasingly self-critical approach to migration
studies. One of these critical developments involved a move beyond a strong focus
on the national dimension of migration and diversities, for example in terms of
understanding migration as international migration, on integration as a phenomenon
only within nation-states, and on migrants as either being connected to the ‘home’ or
‘host’ society.

Several key publications marked this important turn. Wimmer and Glick-Schiller
(2002) refer to “methodological nationalism” and critique the notion of taking the
nation-state as a given as if it were a natural entity. In fact, for Wimmer and Glick
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Fig. 1.5 Number of articles, per year, in migration studies dataset based on advanced query of Web
of Science for Migration Research Hub, 12 March 2019. (Based on Levy et al., 2020, p. 8)
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Schiller, this way of understanding reality helps contribute to nation-state building
more than it enhances scientific knowledge. In a similar contribution, Favell (2003)
critiques the concept of ‘integration’ as naturalising the nation-state in relation to
migration. Favell’s main argument was that integration as a normative policy goal
structured research on migration in Western Europe. Up until then, migration
research had reproduced what he saw as nation-state-centred power structures.
Thranhardt and Bommes (2010) further substantiate this point by showing empiri-
cally how migration studies developed within distinct national context leading to the
reification of distinct national models of integration/migration.

Where did this turn beyond methodological nationalism lead to? Several impor-
tant trends can be defined in the literature. One involves the rise of perspectives that
go beyond nation-states, such as transnationalist (Faist 2000, Vertovec 2009) and
postnationalist (Soysal & Soyland, 1994) perspectives. Such perspectives have
helped reveal how migration and migrant communities can also be shaped in ways
that reach beyond nation-states, such as in transnational communities that connect
communities from across various countries or in the notion of universal personhood
that defines the position of migrants regardless of the state where they are from or
where they reside.

Another perspective takes migration studies rather to the local (regional, urban, or
neighbourhood) level of migration and diversity. Zapata-Barrero et al. speak in this
regard of the local turn in migration studies (2010). They show how migration-
related diversities take shape in specific local settings, such as cities or even
neighbourhoods, in ways that cannot be understood from the traditional notion of
distinct national models.

Also, in the study of migration itself, an important trend can be identified since
the 2000s. Rather than focusing on migration as a phenomenon where someone
leaves one country to settle in another, the so-called “mobility turn” (Boswell &
Geddes, 2010) calls for a better comprehension of the variation in mobility patterns.
This includes for instance variation in temporalities of migration (temporary, per-
manent, circular), but also in the frequency of migration, types of migration, etc. In
this book we will address such mobilities in the forms of different types of migration,
frequencies and temporalities by discussing very different migration forms.

1.3.5 Growing Self-Critical Reflection in Migration Studies

Since the 2000s, there has also been a growing reflexive and self-critical approach
within migration studies. Studies like those of Wimmer and Glick-Schiller, Favell,
and Dahinden are clear illustrations of this growing conceptual self-consciousness.
The field of migration studies has itself become an object of critical reflection. In the
context of this book, we take this as a signal of the coming of age of migration
studies.

This critical reflection touches upon a variety of issues in the field. One is how the
field has conceptualised ethnicity, which was criticised as “ethnic lensing” (Glick
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Schiller & Caglar, 2009). This would involve an inherent tendency to connect and
problematise a broad range of issues with ethnicity, such as studies on how ethnic
communities do on the labour market or the role that ethnicity plays in policies. The
core argument to move beyond ethnic lensing is that focusing only on ethnicity risks
defying social complexity and the importance of intersectionalities between ethnicity
and, for instance, class, citizenship, education, location, cultural, or political dispo-
sition, etc. Dahinden (2016) calls in this context for a ‘“de-migrantisation” of
migration studies to avoid the naturalisation of migrants in relation to all sorts of
issues and problems. Vertovec (2007) develops the concept “super-diversity” in this
context to capture the social complexity of migration-related diversities.

Another strand of critical reflection concerns the field’s relationship to
policymaking. Studies like those by Scholten et al. (2015) and Ruhs et al. (2019)
offer critical reflection on the role that the relationship between migration studies and
broader policy settings has played in the conceptual and methodological develop-
ment of the field. On the one hand, the evolution of the field has been spurred on in
its policy relevance, for instance in research on migration management or ‘migrant
integration’. This relationship has contributed to the co-production of knowledge
and key concepts, such as ‘integration’, and impeded the critical and independent
development of the field. On the other hand, the field also leaves important gaps in
research-policy relations, leaving important areas of knowledge production hardly
connected to knowledge utilisation. Such studies have raised awareness of the
necessity of research-policy relations for the societal impact of the field, while also
problematising the nature of research-policy relations and their impact on the
development of the field itself.

Finally, also in the context of growing public awareness on racism, the field has
increasingly become self-reflexive in terms of how it deals with issues of
discrimination and racism. This includes a growing awareness of institutional racism
in the field itself, such as in institutes or training programs. Besides contributing to
the broader field, there has been an increase of instances where institutes revise their
own management and procedures in order to enhance racial justice. This includes
participation of scholars from the global south, but also a proliferation of diversity
policies in the field. At the same time, criticism remains on the extent to which the
field has acknowledged issues of racial justice, for instance in studies on integration,
migration management, or social cohesion.

1.4 Mapping Migration Studies Today

1.4.1 Co-Citation Communities

Nowadays, migration studies has become a more interdisciplinary field. In the last
15 years, as the “embryo” development in Fig. 1.4 shows, it became more oval-
shaped without sharp “tails”. This form indicates a cross-disciplinary osmosis; a
growing interlinkage of epistemic communities. Co-referencing of authors from
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Fig. 1.6 Co-citation map of authors with 10+ citations in migration research in the period
2005-2014. (From Levy et al. 2020, p. 17)

different disciplinary orientations became more common in the twenty-first century.
Such developments can be attributed, on one hand, to the rapid digitisation of
libraries and journals, as well as the multiplication of migration-focused journals,
which accepted relevant contributions to discussion on migration, no matter the
discipline. On the other hand, interdisciplinary endeavours were encouraged exter-
nally, for instance via grants (see European Union, 2016) and interdisciplinary
master programmes created in various universities. It became fashionable to work
at the intersection of disciplines, to an extent that nowadays it is often difficult to
determine the disciplinary origin of a publication about migration. Whether such
developments have yielded any theoretical or empirical breakthroughs is yet to be
seen. In any case, it is clear that migration studies moved from being a multi-
disciplinary field (with few connections between them) to an interdisciplinary field
(with more connections between multiple disciplines) (Levy et al., 2020).

Let us now dive into the most recent co-citation clusters. Such clusters are, of
course, not only categorised in terms of disciplines. They also have certain topical
focuses. Figure 1.6 below zooms in to the data from Fig. 1.4 and shows the
co-citation network in the period 2005-2014 in more detail. We can see seven
different groups of migration scholarship that are nevertheless rather interlinked,
as the oval shape of the network indicates. At 1 o’clock we can see the cluster we
have elsewhere called the “Global systems school”, which has developed around
such scholars as Vertovec, Soysal, Levitt, Favell, Faist, and Glick-Schiller, who
introduced and developed the concept of transnationalism since the late 1990s.
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Contrasting with longstanding conventions of looking at migration as having an
‘endpoint’ in the countries of reception, they developed a different view of migration
as a global, on-going, and dynamic process impacting receiving as well as sending
societies, along with the identities, belonging, and ‘sense of home’ of migrants
themselves. Nowadays, this cluster includes a very diverse group of scholars with
different thematic focuses, such as the migration-development nexus (see also
Chap. 18, this volume) including de Haas, Carling, and Castles; prominent scholars
on Asian migration, such as Ong and Yeoh; and many others, Guarnizo, King,
Anderson, Sassen, Joppke and Baubock. Yet, the fact that they all belong to one
cluster, proves that their work has been cited in the same reference lists, thus
constituting an interlinked conversation on migration as global phenomenon.

Closer to the centre of the network, we find a blue cluster, centred around Portes,
a widely-cited founding father of migration studies in the USA. Next to him we also
see other leading American scholars such as Waldinger, Alba and Zhou, Waters,
Rumbaut, and Putnam, whose primary concern is the (economic) integration of
immigrants. This cluster of scholars has elsewhere been understood as the “Michi-
gan-Wisconsin” school of migration research, given the two universities’ success in
training migration scholars in the US (cf. Hollifield, 2020). Traditionally this
scholarship has developed in the USA and has been very prominent in the field for
decades. Especially Portes is cited extensively, and widely co-cited across the
epistemic communities of the whole field.

This cluster is closely interlinked with the neighbouring (at 4 o’clock) cluster of
economists, demographers, and other quantitative social scientists (turquoise). At the
centre of it is Massey, another giant of migration studies, who mainly conducted his
migration research from a demographic perspective. Here we also see economists
such as Borjas, Chiswick, and Stark, who predominantly studied the immigration
reality of the USA.

Then, at 6 o’clock, we see a light-green cluster. The highly cited scholars in its
core are Williams and Krieger, who study migration- and race-related differences in
health. For instance, Williams’ highly-cited paper is about the experiences of racism
and mental health problems of African Americans, while Krieger investigated how
racism and discrimination causes high-blood pressure. Health is one of the ‘younger’
topics in contemporary migration studies; the amount of research on the intersection
of migration and health has increased significantly in the last decade (Pisarevskaya
et al., 2019).

Closely interlinked with ‘health’ is the cluster of ‘acculturationists’, positioned at
7 o’clock. The cluster is formed around J.W. Berry, a social-psychologist who
introduced a theory of immigrant acculturation (1997). Scholars in this cluster
investigate cross-cultural and intercultural communication from the psychological
perspective. Other prominent authors in this cluster include Phinney, Pettigrew,
Ward and Tajfel who studied cognitive aspects of prejudice, and Stephan famous
for their integrated threat theory of prejudice (Stephan & Stephan, 2000).

Another significant group of scholars is positioned between 9 and 12 o’clock of
the co-citation network. These are scholars focused on the politics of ethnic and race
relations; prominent critical sociologists such as Foucault and Bourdieu are
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frequently co-cited in this cluster. Among the key authors in this group are Hall,
Gilroy, Brubaker, Kymlicka, Asante, Du Bois, and Bonilla-Silva.

At 12 o’clock, we can see an orange cluster, positioned between the ethnic/race
relations cluster and the “Global systems school” — this is a relatively new cluster of
scholars working on the topic of mobility, developed by Urry, Scheller, and
T. Cresswell. Other researchers within this loosely connected cluster focus in their
research on mobilities from related to work and studies from the perspective of social
and economic geography. The focus on mobility has been on the rise; it entered top
three most prominent topics in migration studies in the period 2008-2017
(Pisarevskaya et al., 2019).

Overall, in the twenty-first century, the scholarship of migration in its variety of
approaches and intertwined themes has seemed to move away from “‘who’- and
‘what’- questions, to ‘how’- and ‘why’-questions”, compared to the early days of
this field. Efforts towards quantifying and tracing geographies of migration flows
and describing migrant populations in the receiving countries have somewhat
declined in academic publications, while research on the subjective experiences of
migrants, perceptions of migrants’ identity and belonging, as well as attention to the
cultural (super)diversity of societies has become more prominent (ibid.).

1.4.2 Internationalisation

Since migration is a global phenomenon, it is important that it is studied in different
countries and regions, by scholars with different academic and personal back-
grounds, as well as for knowledge to be transferred around the world. Only by
bringing together the diversity of perspectives and contexts in which migration is
studied we can achieve a truly global and nuanced understanding of migration, its
causes, and its consequences.

Over the course of the field’s development, migration studies has
internationalised. Even though analysis of internationalisation trends has only been
conducted on English-language literature, the trends seem to be rather coherent. The
number of the countries producing publications on migration has increased from
47 to 104 in the past 20 years. Publications from non-Anglophone European
countries have increased by 15%, to constitute by today almost a third of English-
language publications on migration, while the relative share of developed Anglo-
phone countries (USA, UK, Canada, Australia) has declined (Pisarevskaya et al.,
2019). The proportion of migration research that is internationally co-authored has
also increased over the past 20 years, from 5% of articles in 1998 to over 20% in
2018 (Levy et al., 2020).

Nevertheless, international collaboration is not equally spread across the world.
European and North American migration scholars have produced the highest abso-
lute number of international collaborations between 1998 and 2018, though the
relative share of collaborations among Europe-based scholars is much higher
(36%) than that of their North American colleagues (15%). The suggested reasons
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behind these trends could be that critiques of national paradigms in migration studies
have been taken up in Europe more eagerly than in North America. This has not
happened without facilitation by broader science policies, particularly in the
European Union, which funded the creation of the IMISCOE Network of Excel-
lence, a network which intensified international collaborations between the research
institutes working on migration and integration issues in various European countries.
In the global south, similar initiatives have been established, such as the Network
for Migration Research on Africa and the Asia Pacific Knowledge Network on
Migration. In these regions, international co-authorships are not uncommon, but
the absolute number of publications in English compared to those from the north is
small. We have thus observed an “uneven internationalisation” of migration studies
(Levy et al., 2020); in the case of the gender and migration nexus, for instance,
Kofman (2020) argues that the concentration of institutions and publishers in
migration studies headquartered in the north perpetuates such inequalities.

1.5 An Outlook on This Interactive Guide to Migration
Studies

This book is structured so as to provide an overview of key topics within the pluralist
field of migration studies. It is not structured according to specific theories or
disciplines, but along topics, such as why and how people migrate, what forms of
migration are there, what the consequences of migration are, and how migration can
be governed. Per topic, it brings an overview of key concepts and theories as well as
illustrations of how these help to understand concrete empirical cases. After each
chapter, the reader will have a first overview of the plurality of perspectives
developed in migration studies on a specific theme as well as first grasp of empirical
case studies.

The book is designed as an ‘interactive guide’; it will help connect readers to
readings, projects, and reports for the selected themes via interactive links. To this
aim, the book outline largely follows the official taxonomy of migration studies at
migrationresearch.com. Throughout the text, there will be interactive links to over-
view pages on the Migration Research Hub, as well as to specific key readings. This
marks the book as a point of entry for readers to get to know the field of migration
studies.
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Chapter 2 ®)
Migration Histories Shex

Marlou Schrover

It is impossible to cover the history of global migrations in one chapter. Dirk Hoerder
(2002) in his seminal work Cultures in Contact needed 800 pages to map global
migrations in the past millennium (see also Bosma et al., 2013; Lucassen &
Lucassen, 1997, 2009, 2010; Lucassen et al., 2014). The Encyclopedia of Global
Human Migration takes five thick volumes to cover global migration since Antiquity
(Ness et al., 2013). The literature on global migration has increased rapidly since the
1980s. This increase is more-or-less in line with the increase in publications on
migration control and migration management. The number of publications about
global migration history is much less (see Fig. 2.1).

This chapter will and cannot not cover the global migrations in the past
2000 years, but rather it will look critically at data collections, present biases in
migration history, and will give a helicopter view of major migrations.

2.1 Biases and What Is New?

It is easy to argue—and many people have—that the migration of today is different
from that of the past. In politics, this is done to pitch the ‘good’ migrant of the past
against the ‘bad’ migrant of today, or to problematise current migration (Lucassen &
Lucassen, 2011; Winter, 2012). Furthermore, if migration and integration are not
presented as new issues, it is not news and thus not worthy of a journalist’s attention,
nor is there need for new policies or government intervention.

There is a tendency to present the immigrants of the past as desired immigrants,
while many of today’s immigrants are presented as not. For instance, 1 million

M. Schrover (<)
History Department, Leiden University, Leiden, The Netherlands
e-mail: m.1j.c.schrover@hum.leidenuniv.nl

© The Author(s) 2022 25
P. Scholten (ed.), Introduction to Migration Studies, IMISCOE Research Series,
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-92377-8_2


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/978-3-030-92377-8_2&domain=pdf
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/disciplines-disciplines-disciplines-history
mailto:m.l.j.c.schrover@hum.leidenuniv.nl
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-92377-8_2#DOI

26 M. Schrover

migration control

Fig. 2.1 Publications on global migration history compared to global migration, migration control,
and migration management

Protestants—Huguenots—{fled from France in the seventeenth century, after their
right to exercise their religion was revoked, and many thousands had been killed.
They fled to the Dutch Republic (and to Dutch colonies in South Africa, the Dutch
East Indies and the Caribbean), England and Wales, Switzerland, Brandenburg, the
Palatinate, and Prussia. They are remembered as the welcome immigrants because
they strengthened Protestantism, and brought with them skills, money, and net-
works. However, when not all Huguenots proved to be as wealthy as the authorities
had hoped they would be, the refugees were forced to set up their own churches
(separate from the existing Calvinist churches) so that they could support their own
poor (Briels, 1985; Gelderblom, 2002). Some of the Huguenots were welcome,
others much less so. And this is similar for the migrants of today.

Today’s migrants come from and go to different countries than they did in the
past. Over time, migration routes have always changed and shifted; there is conti-
nuity in change, and change in itself is nothing new. When comparing the present to
the past it is important to keep in mind that currently the distances that are travelled
are generally longer and the frequency of travel is higher, but the number of hours
spend travelling is not: it took 3 weeks to cross the Atlantic from Europe to the US at
the beginning of the nineteenth century, 5 days at the end of the nineteenth century,
and 8 h now (Feys, 2016). Travel became faster, safer and cheaper and this meant
that overall mobility increased (not only that of migrants). Furthermore, also knowl-
edge ‘travelled’ faster and more easily. This begs the question which indicators we
should use to compare the migrants of today to those of the past.

Overall, there is a strong Western-centric bias in the literature. Migrations to,
within and from Asia and Africa are largely presented as the results of what
Europeans did or did not do (Bosma et al., 2013; Lucassen, 2004). Many of the
migration histories about Africa, for instance, start with European colonisation
(cf. Asiwaju, 1976). This obscures the fact that there were migration trajectories
that started before Europe took control, and which continued after the Europeans
arrived. Contact between the Indian subcontinent and East Africa, for instance, goes
back 2000 years. When Vasco da Gama arrived in Mozambique, Mombasa, and
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Malindi in 1498, he was surprised at how many Arabs and Indians he found there
(Oonk, 2013; Dussubieux et al., 2012). There was also migration from Hadramawt
(currently in Yemen) which started before the time of Mohammed and continued for
centuries after (700—1500). It connected the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf to the
African shore (Bahl, 2017; Martin, 1974; van den Berg, 1886). Students from the
Horn of Africa were studying in Cairo since the Middle Ages, and the students were
following in the footsteps of traders and vice versa, over centuries (Loiseau, 2019).
Multiple other examples of migrations that started before colonisation, and contin-
ued after it began could be given.

From the sixteenth century onwards, European colonisation disrupted existing
migrations and later colonisers rather randomly drew international borders on the
world’s map, making people into to cross-border migrants although their migration
routes did not change. Since the borders were important to the colonisers, but not per
se to the colonised, some authors have argued against the use of the term ‘migration’
(which holds the implicit assumption that state borders are important), preferring the
term ‘mobility’ instead. This so-called mobility turn approach underscores the need
to make clear which boundaries matter to whom, when and why.

The literature pays too little attention to continuities. For instance, there were
already in the nineteenth century large and long-standing Chinese immigrant com-
munities in South Africa, Mauritius, Reunion and Madagascar (Neame, 1909). The
nature of the Chinese migration to the African continent did change over time. In the
1950s to 1970s, the People’s Republic of China promoted and organised migrations
to African countries as part of its anti-imperialist policy of co-operation and soli-
darity with, what was called at the time, the Third World. In the 1980s, the number of
migrants in African countries from Hong Kong and Taiwan increased, followed by
an increase in the numbers from mainland China. In 2008, there were 700-800
Chinese companies in Africa employing 80,000 Chinese workers (Mohan &
Tan-Mullins, 2008; Mung, 2008). It is correct to say that migration from China to
Africa today is different from what it was 200 years ago. However, it is not as new as
it is often made out to be.

The literature about the migration of men is still much larger than that about
women, despite efforts to remedy this bias (for an overview, see Schrover &
Moloney, 2013). Migration researchers and policymakers endlessly repeat the
claim that a feminisation of migration has taken place (see, e.g., King & Zontini,
2000; Oso & Garson, 2005; El-Cherkeh et al., 2004; Kawar, 2004; OECD SOPEMI,
2001; Wihtol de Wenden, 2003). It is presented as one of the key characteristics of
current migration (Castles & Miller, 2003, pp. 7-9, 188). Authors generally offer no
proof for feminisation except the observation that women today form about 50 per-
cent of the migrants. Although this is true, it was also true for many other migrations
worldwide in much earlier periods, for which we have reliable data (Schrover, 2013).
The claim that a feminisation has taken place in recent years, is followed by
observations regarding migrant women’s health hazards, the problems of women
work, and to issues such as prostitution and trafficking (Wihtol de Wenden, 2003;
El-Cherkeh et al., 2004; Yamanaka & Piper, 2005; Dobson, 2008). The rhetoric
about the feminisation of migration is part of, on the one hand, attempts to generate
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attention for the understudied migration of women, and on the other hand, it is part of
the problematisation of migration (Schrover, 2013).

Over time, people moved because they had to, wanted to, were allowed to, or
were forced to. They were driven out by poverty or saw better economic opportu-
nities elsewhere. They were seeking adventure, luck, love, a family and freedom, or
they fled repression, war, persecution, and disaster. Motives for moving have been
the same throughout history. Frequently, reasons to move overlapped: people fled,
but they directed their steps toward a country that offered both freedom and
economic opportunities. Currently, there is attention for ‘climate refugees’; people
who move because of drought, floods, or other environmental disasters. However,
also that migration is not new. In April 1815 Mount Tambora in Indonesia erupted,
and a veil of volcanic dust wrapped around the Earth, blocking the sun in 1816,
1817, and 1818. It led to 3 years without a summer and floods, droughts, storms, the
spread of disease, and failed crops, thousands of kilometres away from the eruption
site. Hundreds of thousands of refugees took to the road, trying to escape poverty
and hunger (D’Archy Wood, 2016). Attention to ‘climate refugees’ is new, but the
migration itself is not.

Lastly, the assumption has been made that the number of immigrants today is
larger than in the past. To some measure this is true. The absolute number of people
living outside their country of birth increased from 93 million in 1960 to 244 million
in 2016. However, this increase is in line with the growth of the global population,
which grew from 3.0 billion in 1960 to 7.5 billion in 2016. The global share of
people living outside their country of birth is 3 percent now as it has been in the last
six decades. Within the EU, the percentage of people born in another country is
larger (57 million or 11.3 percent of the population) than ever before. However,
20 million of these migrants come from other EU countries. Within the EU there is
free mobility and encouraging this has been a goal since the Treaty of Rome was
signed in 1957. The migration within the EU has become more like internal
migration. If we look percentages on a worldwide scale, migration has not increased.

2.2 Who Counts?

There is an extensive debate about numbers when it comes to global migrations. As
said above, migrations from, to, or within the Western world, have over time been
described much more than other migrations.' Attempts have been made to remedy
that unbalance, but it still exists (Bade et al., 2011; Ness et al., 2013; McKeown,
2004, 2010; Moya & McKeown, 2010). One reason for it is a lack of data. Many
migrations in the past went unrecorded. The further away from the Western world,
and the further back in time, the more difficult it becomes to estimate the number of

"https://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/todays-immigration-policy-debates-do-we-need-little-
history


https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-environmental-migration
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-governance-migration-policy-and-law-policies-on-mobility
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-internal-migration
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-internal-migration
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-cross-cutting-topics-in-migration-research-migration-research-and-theory-migration-data
https://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/todays-immigration-policy-debates-do-we-need-little-history
https://www.migrationpolicy.org/article/todays-immigration-policy-debates-do-we-need-little-history

2 Migration Histories 29

people on the move. In part this has to do with definitions (Who is a migrant? Which
borders are relevant?) (Urry, 2010; Cresswell, 2010; de Bruijn, 2014), and in part
with authorities caring less about certain categories of migrants. States were as a rule
more interested in men, as taxpayers and potential soldiers, than in women (Schrover
et al.,, 2008). In the nineteenth century, German states forbade the migration of
women who were planning to leave their children behind, but not of men who were
planning to do the same (Schrover, 2001). Women left despite the restriction, but
without being registered. Under-registration was influenced by gender as well as by
skin colour. In the period 1946-1970, 617 thousand white people migrated to
South Africa, 39 percent of them from the UK and 41 percent from other
European countries. Between 1913 and 1986, black people could only enter
South Africa illegally or as contract workers. They came mainly from Mozambique,
Lesotho, Swaziland, Botswana, Zimbabwe, and Malawi (Peberdy, 1999). The white
migrants to South Africa were recorded, but the black migrants—who mostly could
not move legally—were not. The lack of data is a result of a lack of interest, a
deliberate choice to not register some people, and restrictions on the migration of
some of the people (Manning, 2005, 2006; van Schendel & Abraham, 2005).

One problem with historical sources relating to non-Western countries is that
many of them have been made by colonial authorities, or organisations strongly
aligned to them. This, however, does not mean the information has to be discarded.
A critical view on who collected material, when, and why is standard practice for
historians. Information that has been gathered by colonisers can still provide us with
information about the colonised, and others. Furthermore, part of the material
remains underused because the focus in research is on movement between the
Metropolis and the colony. Other movements receive less attention, although infor-
mation is available. For instance, in 1952, the British made plans to resettle the
Kazakhs, who had fled from Tibet to Kashmir, in Turkey, and in 1955, British
authorities made a plan to resettle Chinese refugees in Hong Kong in Paraguay.” A
Eurocentric focus on working with these types of sources often means these migra-
tion plans are ignored.

Regime changes lead to breaks in data collections. For the Russian Empire-USSR
there is, for instance, a gap between 1920 and 1990 (Siegelbaum & Page Moch,
2014). From the mid-nineteenth century to the early twentieth century, the Imperial
Russian Government, which included eastern Poland and Finland, had consulates
throughout North America. These consulates collected data on migrations from the
Russian Empire to the US and Canada. An online database provides access to about
11,400 references to the passport and identity papers. After 1920 this information
stops, because of the Russian Revolution and the creation of the Soviet Union. From
1990 onwards, data about migration in the (former) USSR are again available.? Data

Zhttp://www.archivesdirect.amdigital.co.uk/

3USSR statistics on migrations in the period 1987-2009 https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1
QKWkxJaBDYXGmWuZUMg-fLEOiIKMyzvhPCknp_4NQZk/edit?hl=en_US&hl=en_
US#gid=0
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for the gap in between can be pieced together. The Electronic Repository of Russian
Historical Statistics, for instance, brings together data extracted from various
published and unpublished sources with a focus on Russian history from the
eighteenth until the twenty-first century.*

When it comes to global migrations, it is interesting to have data covering long
periods of time. These types of data have been collected, for instance, via censuses,
and by SOPEMI (Systeme d’Observation Permanente sur les Migrations), by
Ferenczi and Willcox, and in the UN’s Demographic Yearbooks (Salt, 1989).

Statistics that relate to nationality (i.e. in the censuses) are problematic because
migrants can and do sometimes have more than one nationality, and it is often not
clear how these migrants were dealt with in statistics. Data on flow (arrivals and
departures) make it possible to see year-to-year changes. Not all countries, however,
use the same length of stay as a measure to distinguish migrants from, for instance,
tourists, and the indicators used tend to change over time (Simmons, 1987). A matrix
of data on migration, constructed in 1972, showed that figures for a particular flow
reported by the country of immigration were substantially higher than the figures for
the same flow reported by the country of emigration (if data were correct and
immigrants were defined in the same manner the numbers should be the same). Of
the 342 flows between pairs of countries in the matrix the total reported number of
immigrants was 57 percent higher than that of the number of emigrants (1,072,500
versus 683,200) because countries used different definitions of migrants with vary-
ing measures for the minimum duration of stay (Kelly, 1987).

In 1973, SOPEMI was established to provide the European Member States of the
OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development) with mecha-
nisms to share information on international migration. SOPEMI annually publishes
Trends in international migration.” Data in these reports are not comparable (as is
true for all other sources) (Salt, 1987).

Imre Ferenczi and Walter F. Willcox, in their 1929 publication International
Migrations published data on migrations in the nineteenth and twentieth century.
Imre Ferenczi was the Technical Adviser on Migration and Population Questions at
the International Labor Office (ILO) in Geneva since 1920, and acting chief of its
Migration Section. The emphasis in this work is on emigration, mostly from Europe,
but it includes a wealth of other data. The ILO has collected massive data on labour
migration, since 1920, and this includes extensive data for labour migrations
between African countries during colonialism.®

“https://ristat.org/topics#
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For the last 60 years of the twentieth century, data can be extracted on immigra-
tion to European countries from the United Nations Demographic Yearbooks (UN,
1949; 1951; 1953; 1955; 1958; 1960; 1963; 1967; 1971). The tables in the Year-
books come with very long explanatory footnotes regarding the comparability of
numbers. In the Demographic Yearbooks data on flow (arrivals) are only available
for some countries over any length of time. Albania, Bulgaria, the German Demo-
cratic Republic, Greece, Malta, Romania, and the USSR never supplied data on
immigration or emigration well into the 1980s or later. Data on Eastern European
countries and the USSR are missing for almost all years, except the most recent.
Portugal only supplied data on emigration, not immigration.

The data in the UN Yearbooks and other sources only include people who were
regarded as foreigners. This means that people who returned from former colonies,
such as the pied noirs in France and repatriates in the Netherlands, are not included,
and neither are the Aussiedler or Spdtaussiedler who came to Germany. Since 1950,
4.5 million Aussiedler or Spdtaussiedler moved to Germany, about half of whom
came from the Soviet Union and successor states. In recent years, new EU Member
States mirrored these policies of return and gave preferential rights to ‘returnees’,
frequently descendants of people who left generations ago, or were deported under
Soviet and communist rule. Poland grants rights to co-ethnic returnees from Kazakh-
stan; Greece for co-ethnic returnees from the former republics of Georgia, Kazakh-
stan, Russia, and Armenia; and Hungary does so for co-ethnics from Romania,
Ukraine, and former Yugoslavia. Numbers are substantial. Finland, for instance,
encouraged 60,000 Ingrian Finns to ‘return’ from the former Soviet Union. In
statistics they are frequently not visible.

As said, the information on older migrations is scant. There are exceptions. There
is for instance an interactive map portraying Jewish migrations during Antiquity.”
Furthermore, there is a digital collection of so-called prize papers: documents
pertaining to tens of thousands of seized ships (“prizes”) making it possible to
analyse who travelled on them in the Early Modern and Modern period. An option
in the Map Tool allows users to see in what places emigrant sailors from Scandinavia
ended up,® or from where for example Boston drew its foreign sailors.” It can
identify the birthplaces of illiterate mariners,' or generate a visual representation

"https://www.pbs.org/wnet/story-jews/explore-the-diaspora/interactive-map/
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land&searchfilter=res
®https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8 A52853E1 EB25E2
DCF7DE0O6D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United %20States %200f%20
America&searchfilter=birth
1Ohttps://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8 A52853E 1 EB25E2
DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small


https://www.pbs.org/wnet/story-jews/explore-the-diaspora/interactive-map/
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?bpl_country=Sweden%20or%20Norway%20or%20Denmark%20or%20Finland&res_country=not%20Sweden%20not%20Norway%20not%20Denmark%20not%20Finland&searchfilter=res
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?or_place=Boston,%20MA&bpl_country=not%20United%20States%20of%20America&searchfilter=birth
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small
https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8A52853E1EB25E2DCF7DE06D1D?crewlit=Cross&searchfilter=birth&iconsizefilter=small

32 M. Schrover

of the places of residence of married seamen.'' The data are enormously rich, but
they cover only a small percentage of the migrants.

For recent periods there is much more material to work with. Information about
migration to the US is especially abundant. Shipping companies, rather than state
authorities, collected data on who migrated across the Atlantic (Feys, 2010;
Brinkmann, 2008). Much of the material of the shipping companies is available
digitally.'? Furthermore, digitised information is available (also visualised in maps)
about everybody who migrated to the US since 1820."% For the US there are in
addition large online archival collections on migration.'* This includes the 1911 full
report of the US Dillingham Commission (41 volumes) on migration, with extensive
data on immigrant groups in the US. The Library and Archives of Canada similarly
hold immigration records and travel guides, passenger lists, letters, diaries, journals,
memoirs, newspapers, maps, art, photographs, music, and films.'®> The Immigration
History Research Center Archives in Minneapolis holds an enormous amount of
information on immigration, including digitised immigrant letters.'® There is also
systematic information on, for instance, migration to and from Germany in the
period 1950-2017."7

The World Economic Forum published an interactive map covering the period
19902017 and including migrations to the US from all countries in the world.'®
Similar information is provided based on data from the UN Population Division,
providing a map with the net number of migrants per country for the period
1950-2015."° The Migration Policy Institute has mapped the largest refugee
populations by country of destination for the period 1960-2019. The map displays
which countries report refugee populations greater than 500,000 in each decade
since 1960 and in 2015 and 2019. Furthermore, it lists the 25 largest refugee
populations by the country of destination and the refugee share of the total

"https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.com/; https://prize-papers-atlas-online.brillonline.
com/map;jsessionid=F7256C8AS52853E1EB25E2DCF7DEO06D 1D ?crewmarstat=Married&
searchfilter=res&iconsizefilter=small

2Database for new arrivals on Ellis Island in New York:
https://www libertyellisfoundation.org/

3http://metrocosm.com/animated-immigration-map/ The same information is also used for other
websites: http://dsl.richmond.edu/panorama/foreignborn/#decade=1960&country=Germany

"For instance: https://curiosity.lib.harvard.edu/immigration-to-the-united-states-1789-19307utm_
source=library.harvard

15 https://www.bac-lac.gc.ca/eng/discover/immigration/Pages/introduction.aspx

'S https://www.lib.umn.edu/ihrca

7 https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Wanderungen/
Tabellen/wanderungen-werte-.html

Bhttps://www.weforum.org/agenda/2017/05/diversity-in-the-us-mapped
19 https://www.migrationpolicy.org/programs/data-hub/charts/net-number-migrants-country-1950-
2015-five-year-intervals?width=1000&height=850&iframe=true
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http://dsl.richmond.edu/panorama/foreignborn/#decade=1960&country=Germany
http://dsl.richmond.edu/panorama/foreignborn/#decade=1960&country=Germany
https://curiosity.lib.harvard.edu/immigration-to-the-united-states-1789-1930?utm_source=library.harvard
https://curiosity.lib.harvard.edu/immigration-to-the-united-states-1789-1930?utm_source=library.harvard
https://curiosity.lib.harvard.edu/immigration-to-the-united-states-1789-1930?utm_source=library.harvard
https://www.bac-lac.gc.ca/eng/discover/immigration/Pages/introduction.aspx
https://www.lib.umn.edu/ihrca
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Wanderungen/Tabellen/wanderungen-werte-.html
https://www.destatis.de/DE/Themen/Gesellschaft-Umwelt/Bevoelkerung/Wanderungen/Tabellen/wanderungen-werte-.html
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2017/05/diversity-in-the-us-mapped
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population.”’ The UNHCR provides historical refugee data from 1960 onwards.*'

The flow of people across the world in the period 1990-2010 has been mapped, this
time trying to take a global approach.”?

Overall, there have been numerous projects on mapping human migration across
time and space, although mostly focused on recent migrations (Zambotti et al.,
2015).

2.3 A Helicopter View

This section will provide a helicopter view of global migrations, focusing on major
moves. As long as there are people, there has been human migration, starting with
the migration of Homo sapiens across the African continent 300,000 years ago, their
dispersals to the southern coast of Asia and Oceania 70,000-50,000 years ago, and
into Europe 40,000 years ago. As with all later migrations, also the ‘Out of Africa’
migration has led to extensive debates about when, in which numbers, how and why
people migrated. Currently climate change is being offered as an explanation for
why the homo sapiens’ started to move (Rito et al., 2019). The ‘Out of Africa’
migration led to the creation of several interactive maps.”> The Interactive Human
Migration Map retraces the paths of the first humans across the world.?*

Skipping ahead ten thousands of years, brings us to the period between 3000 and
2000 years ago, when 60 million Bantu speakers from West and Central Africa,
moved South and East across the African continent. Linguists, archaeologists, and
DNA specialists provided the information, which allowed for the reconstruction of
this large-scale migration (de Luna, 2014; Li et al., 2014).

From 500 BCE onwards the Silk Road started to develop, which connected
Southern Europe to East Asia, with traders, troops, scholars, goods, and ideas
moving from East to West and vice versa. Imperial Rome, in turn, housed migrants
from all parts of the Roman Empire, including Gauls, Spaniards, Syrians, Persians,
Britons, Greeks, Libyans, and Egyptians, as well as migrants from India and
Africans from unspecified countries. After the onset of decline of the Western
Roman Empire, 750,000 Germanic people moved into the Roman Empire. The
number of these migrants, and the nature of the migration, are highly contested
(Geary, 2012). Their migration is usually presented as a destruction narrative, in

2https://www.migrationpolicy.org/programs/data-hub/charts/largest-refugee-populations-country-
destination?width=1000&height=850&iframe=true

2https://data.unhcr.org/en/search?type%5B %5D=document&global_filter%5Bdoc_type%35D%
5B%5D=7&maps=1

22http://download.gsb.bund.de/BIB/global_flow/

23 See the interactive maps to illustrate this
https://www.pbslearningmedia.org/resource/interactive-human-migration-map/interactive-map/
http://atlasofhumanevolution.com/Maps.asp

**https://www.pbslearningmedia.org/resource/interactive-human-migration-map/interactive-map/
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which Germanic masses immigrated from the North and East into Central Europe,
causing the end of the civilised world of classical antiquity (Wiedemann, 2020).
The same destruction narrative is applied to Muslim migrations into Europe from the
South, and Vikings coming from the North, from the eighth century onwards. The
Vikings reached the Mediterranean and North America, and the Muslims governed
most of Spain and Portugal. In the same period there were also other large migra-
tions. In the nineth and tenth century, for example, large numbers of people moved
South in what is now China and mixed with the Han people already living there.
There is no consensus on how large these various groups of migrants were (Hoerder,
2012).

As is true for today, also in the past motives were mixed. As a rule, pilgrimage
and trade intertwined (Bahl, 2017). West African Muslims, for instance, travelled to
Mecca already in the early twelfth century. Rulers of Mali made the pilgrimage in the
1260s. Most famous was Mansa Musa, who made his pilgrimage with 60,000 people
in 1324, as witnessed and recorded by Italian traders. Mansa Musa was born in 1280
and ruled the kingdom of Mali from 1312 to 1337. His regime controlled the routes
to the Bambura and Bambuhu gold fields. His fame, especially because of his
pilgrimage, led to stories in the Middle Ages in Europe and the Arab world about
an Island of Gold in central Africa (Keech Mclntosh, 1981). Many explorers set out
to find it, paving trade routes while doing so (Masonen, 1997).

Between 1547 and 1860, European ships carried 11-14 million enslaved people
from Africa across the Atlantic (Lofkrantz & Ojo, 2012; Matlou, 2013). African
people were also brought to Asia as enslaved people. It is estimated that between
800 and 1900, 12 million enslaved people were transported across the Red Sea and
the Indian Ocean. This migration started earlier — in 2900 BC when Nubian captives
were moved to Egypt — and continued longer. Between 800 and 1600, 4.7 million
enslaved people moved North across the Sahara, and 2.7 million did so between
1600 and 1900, part of whom were moved East from there (Ralph, 1992). The
literature on this forced movement is overshadowed by that on the transatlantic slave
trade, also in the debates about numbers (Collins, 2006). After the formal abolition,
slavery was partly replaced by indentured labour. In total, 1 million indentured
workers were brought from India to the Caribbean (Lal & Jahaji, 2000; Kaur, 2012).

In the second half of the nineteenth century and the first decades of the twentieth
migration increased. Between 1840 and 1940, 60 million people left Europe, 21-23
million left South China, 30-33 million moved from China to Manchuria, 43-50
million moved within or left India, 20-40 million moved within China, 9—13 million
left from the Eastern Mediterranean and Western Asia, 74 million moved within
Europa and 35 million within the Americas (Moya & McKeown, 2010; McKeown,
2004; Gottschang, 1982). Over 4 million people left Ireland between 1841 and 1911.
Between 1846 and 1932, 52 million people in total left Europe. Between 1880 and
1914, 4.3 million Russians migrated to Siberia (Anderson, 1980). In 1910, there
were officially 111 thousand of Chinese subjects in Russia (according to estimates,
there were 1.5-2 times more). In 1923 there were 250 thousand Russians in China
(according to some authors, 400 thousand—see Kireev 2016)). In 1907, after a treaty
had been concluded between Japan and Brazil, thousands of people moved from
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Japan to Brazil, mostly to work on coffee plantations (Tsuda, 2003). Overall
numbers were higher than in previous eras.

Mobility increased because travel became cheaper, faster, and safer (after the
introduction of railroads and steam ships). It affected travel all around the world
(Feys, 2010; Neyens, 2016), including crossing the South Chinese Sea and the
Arabian Sea (Kaur, 2009). This led to a sharp rise in the number of pilgrims from
the European colonies in Asia to Mecca; a trip that previously had been made by
much fewer people, and also a trip from which many did not return because they died
on the way (Moch Nur, 2008; van Bruinessen, 1995). The number of pilgrims
returning led to a rise in pan-Islamism, which created fears among colonial author-
ities, who in response started to register and monitor pilgrims much closer than
before.

After the start of the Russian Revolution in 1917, 1-2 million Russians fled
(Simpson, 1939). During the First World War, 20 million people became refugees
and internally displaced persons in Europe (Lissner, 1977). In the First World War,
there were large-scale forced migrations. Germany deployed 1.5 million Prisoners of
War (POWs), and Austria-Hungary put to work more than 1 million Russian POWs.
2.1 million Austrian-Hungarian and 0.17 million German POWs worked in Russia,
and tens of thousands of German POW worked in France and Britain. In 1916, the
German occupation forces deported 5000 Polish workers from Lodz, mostly Jews,
and 61,000 Belgian workers to Germany. Part of these migrations or deportations
were meant to be temporary, but they ended up to be permanent, because POW
stayed or died in the countries they were brought to.

Immigration restrictions, introduced in the US in the 1920s, greatly reduced
migrations to the US. Other countries that received large numerous migrants in the
past decades followed suit (Cook-Martin & Fitzgerald, 2010). The onset of the
economic crisis of the 1930s reduced possibilities for labour migration, although
not all labour migration came to a halt. In France employers cooperated in a Société
Générale d’Immigration, which between 1920 and 1930 recruited 490,000 Polish
migrants, to work as miners (Knotter, 2015). In the 1920s and 1930s, the discovery
of oil led to migrations into the Gulf region. The migrants were senior staff of the oil
companies from the US and UK, high-skilled workers from India, and low skilled
migration form countries in the region (Errichiello, 2012).

In the 1930s there was a sharp rise in refugee migration. Poles fled in large
numbers, as did the Chinese, and 500,000 Spaniards fled to France during the Civil
War. After Hitlers rise to power, Jews and others sought to escape Nazi Germany.
During the Second World War, the scale of forced labour migration increased
dramatically. Two Soviet decrees of 1942 forced 316,000 ethnic Germans living
in the Soviet Union into so-called labour armies and moved them to far away sites to
cut timber, build factories and railroads, work in coal mines, and in oil industries
(Mukhina, 2014). In 1944, Soviet leader Joseph Stalin accused the Chechen people
of helping the Nazis and forced 700,000 people to migrate to Central Asia. During
the Second World War, Japan established a forced labour regime and deported
I million Korean men and women and 40,000 Chinese to Japan. Many more
examples of these large forced migrations could be given.
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In Nazi Germany differences were made between forced labour migrants. The
German word for guest worker—Gastarbeiter—was coined in Nazi Germany in
order to distinguish the more or less voluntary temporary labour migrants form other
migrants — Zwangsarbeiter and Ostarbeiter - who were forced to migrate and work,
and who were deemed racially inferior and not capable of doing all tasks (Herbert,
1986; Didier, 1943; Hachtmann, 2010). Between 1939 and 1945, there were 13.5
million foreign forced labourers in Nazi Germany, of whom 12 million were coerced
to move (Spoerer & Fleischhacker, 2002).

The Second World War created 60 million refugees worldwide, 30 million of
whom in Europe (Davies, 2006). After the war, most of the European refugees
returned home voluntarily. However, some of the people refused to return to their
countries of origin. Poles, “Balts”—Estonians, Latvians and Lithuanians—and Jews
comprised the three largest groups among them (Dinnerstein, 1982). The UNHRC
states that its ‘most recently estimated for 30 June 2020 shows that, for the first time
in recorded history, the number of people forcibly displaced is now 80 million, and
over 26 million refugees.” The data for the period around the Second World War
provided above and below question this observation.”>

In the immediate post-war period, there were, in addition to the 60 million
refugees, 14 million Displaced Persons (DPs) in Europe, plus 12-16.5 million
expellees (ethnic Germans from countries that had been under Nazi rule and who
were expelled to Germany after the war) (Cohen, 2011). The expellees were
explicitly defined as non-DPs and non-refugees by the parties discussing an inter-
national solution to the DP or refugee problem (Schrover, 2015). In addition, there
were other movements. The Partition of British India in 1947 into India and
Pakistan, for instance, displaced 17 million people.”®

In the post-WWII years, authorities in Western European countries regarded their
countries as too full. There were severe housing shortages, and it was feared that the
pre-war unemployment would return. In the US it was feared that dissatisfaction
would increase the support for communism in Western European countries. Euro-
pean authorities therefore encouraged emigrations from Europe. About 2 million
people migrated to Australia in the immediate post-1945 years from the UK, the
Netherlands, and Germany. From Germany 80,500 people migrated to Australia as
labour migrants (Schmortte, 2005; Jones, 2002), and 200,000 to Canada between
1951 and 1957 (Schmalz, 2000). From the Netherlands about 400,000 people left.
Most of these post-war European emigrants moved within assisted passage schemes:
this means that their journey was paid by their country of origin, provided they had
been selected for emigration (Schrover & van Faassen, 2010). Authorities encour-
aged, organised and financed large-scale mobility.

The countries of origin selected the people whom they thought they could miss,
and countries of settlement such as Australia selected the people whom they wanted

5 https://www.refugeecouncil.org.au/how-many-refugees/#~:text=UNHCR %20most%
20recently %20estimated %20for,and %200ver%2026%?20million%20refugees.

6For an oral history archive and interactive map see: https://www.1947partitionarchive.org/


https://migrationresearch.com/search?query=gastarbeiter*%20OR%20guestworker*%20OR%20%22guest%20worker%22%20OR%20%22guest%20workers%22%20OR%20gasarbeid*&page=1&sorting=relevance_desc
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-forms-refugees
https://www.1947partitionarchive.org/
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to come. Bilateral treaties regulated the support the migrants got before, during and
after their journey, as well as the criteria for selection. Over a four-year period,
Australia entered into agreements with Italy and the Netherlands in 1951, Austria,
Belgium, Greece, Spain and West Germany in 1952, and with Denmark, Finland,
Norway, Sweden, Switzerland and the United States in 1954. In 1955 Australian
authorities, implemented ‘Operation Reunion’ which was intended to assist family
members to migrate to Australia. Within a decade, 30,000 people migrated from
countries such as Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, the Soviet
Union and Yugoslavia. Canada in a similar manner sought to attract people
from Europe.”’ In the period 1946-1980, 4.8 million people migrated to Canada,
including 1.1 million from Great Britain, 0.5 million each from the US and Italy,
326 thousand from Germany and 185 thousands from the Netherlands.*® Ideas about
how to best organise emigration from North-Western European countries in the
1950s - via bilateral treaties and based on selection — formed the blueprint for the
organisation of guest worker migration a few years later. Civil servants organising
emigrations, moved to new positions in which they organised the new immigrations.
Countries were different but underlying ideas were the same.

In the period of 1958-1972, about 8 million work permits were issued to guest
workers to work in Belgium, France, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West
Germany. Initially, they were recruited to fill vacancies in mining and the steel
industry, and as a result 80 percent of the guest workers were men. It led to a
masculisation of migration, although the word was never used, not at the time, nor in
later publications. In the UK, which was outside the European Coal and Steel
Community (established in 1951) and the European Economic Community (est.
1957) workers from its (former) colonies were used in as similar manner to fill
vacancies.

Authorities emphasised the circular nature of the guest worker migration to pacify
the labour unions, who feared that the guest workers would stay and compete with
local workers, when economic growth would slow down. The emphasis on the
temporariness of the guest worker migration was a way to make this migration
acceptable, so shortly after hundreds of thousands of people had been stimulated to
migrate from Europe. When the guest worker migration system came to an end in the
mid-1970s, guest workers reduced the number of trips back and forth, fearing
(correctly) that they would not be able to re-enter the recruiting countries once
they had left. The economic crisis, which was the reason to stop the recruitment of
guest workers, also hit the countries of origin. Migrants did not want to return to their
countries or origin in the midst of an economic crisis, and especially when this
coincided with a period of political instability (Grotti & Goldstein, 2005).

Among the labour migrants there were people who could have applied for refugee
status but did not: people were fleeing the regime of Franco in Spain, of Salazar in

T https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/n1/pub/11-630-x/11-630-x2016006-eng.htm
28 http://faculty. marianopolis.edu/c.belanger/QuebecHistory/readings/
SourceofCanadianImmigrtants1921-1945.html
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Portugal, the Colonels regime in Greece, the coups in Turkey and the repressions in
Morocco. Most of them simply chose to move as labour migrants, which was easy
under the guest worker migration regime. Those who did apply for refugee status
were turned down and allocated by the authorities to the category of labour migrants
(Walaardt, 2013).

East Germany also had a guest worker migration regime, albeit with smaller
numbers of labour migrants than West Germany. Labour migrants were called
auslindischen Werktditigen and Vertragsarbeiter. Until the German reunification,
there were 69,000 Vietnamese, 50,000 Poles, 40,000 Hungarians, 25,000 Cubans,
22,000 migrants from Mozambique, 8000 from Algeria, 2000 from Angola and
several hundreds from China and North Korea. About 70 percent of them were men.
Bilateral treaties were concluded between the countries of origin of the labour
migrants and the DDR (Rabenschlag, 2014; Ireland, 1997). In the 1980s, there
were in total 300,000 mostly unskilled workers who worked in Communist Bloc
countries, including the Soviet Union, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, and East Germany
(Schwenkel, 2014). Although the East and the West of Europe seemed to be worlds
apart, the way labour immigration was organised was not that different.

Between 1942 and the 1960s, the US had the rather similar the so-called Bracero
Program, which regulated migration from Mexico (Blank, 2013). Canada also had a
similar programme for the recruitment of temporary workers, mainly from the
Caribbean. The Bracero Program was established in 1942 as a temporary wartime
measure. It was extended by US Congress and expanded in the latter half of the
1950s. The migration was meant to be temporary and circular, as the labour
migration in Europe was perceived to be. In the period 1955-1959, half a million
Mexicans were entering the USA each year. In total the program brought 4-5 million
people into the US, 89 percent of whom came from Mexico and 4 percent from the
British West Indies or Jamaica (Massey & Pren, 2012).

Organised labour migration, based on selection, did not stop after the economic
crisis of the 1980s. In the Philippines, the government since the 1960s organised the
‘export’ of nurses to other countries, hoping that remittances would stimulate the
Philippines’ economy (Yeoh et al., 1999; Panayiotopoulos, 2005; Urbano, 2012;
Nesadurai, 2013). This continued beyond the period of guestworker migration.
Currently, the total number of overseas workers from the Philippines is 10 million,
of whom 3.5 million are in the US and 1 million in Saudi Arabia. The remittances of
the Overseas Contract Workers—the official Philippine policy category—constitute
30—40% of the Philippine’s BSP (McKay, 2007).

The economic growth that led to the migration to North-Western Europe, also
caused the migration of large numbers of construction workers to the Middle East,
during the oil boom of the 1970s and 1980s (Dito, 2013). Furthermore, in the 1960s,
Mauritania, Ghana or Co6te d’Ivoire attracted Senegalese, Malian, Guinean and
Gambian migrants to fill vacancies. In 1969, after the 1966 coup, Ghana expelled
155,000-213,000 immigrants, mainly from Nigeria, Togo, Burkina Faso and Niger.
In 1983 and 1985, during the economic crisis, Nigeria similarly expelled two million
west-African migrants, mostly Ghanaians, who had come during earlier periods of
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economic growth. In the 1970s and 1980s, people from Mali, Niger and Chad
migrated to construction sites and the oil fields in Algeria and Libya (de Haas, 2007).

As before, there were refugee migrations as well as other migrations. In 1962,
Chinese refugees fled to Hong Kong at a rate of 2000 per day. In 1967, 1.8 million
people fled from other parts of Nigeria to Biafra, after persecutions and mass
killings. After the start of the Civil war in 1968, Nigerian authorities tried to starve
the Biafran population to death, resulting in the death of 1000 children per day at the
hight of the conflict. Some of the Biafrans fled to neighbouring countries, but most
were unable to do so. In 1971, after the start of the war between India and Pakistan,
10 million people fled from Pakistan (Bangladesh) to India. In the 1970s, 1-2 million
people fled from Vietnam, and in the 1980s 2.5 million people fled from Afghani-
stan. The outbreak of the civil war in Yugoslavia in 1991 led to new refugee
migration in Europe. By August 1992, approximately 2.5 million people had fled
their homes as fighting in the Balkans spread. Almost 2 million were displaced
within former Yugoslavia and 633,938 sought asylum in Western European coun-
tries by 1994 (Helfer, 2006). The civil war in Syria, which began in 2011, led to the
displacement by 2018 of 6.6 million people within Syria, while 5.6 million were
registered as refugees in neighbouring countries. Between 2011 and 2017, over one
million Syrians applied for asylum in the EU.

2.4 Conclusion

The brief overview presented above, with its dazzling numbers, makes clear that
global migration is by no means new. The largest problem with the literature on
global migrants in the past is that it is Western-centric, as has been observed above.
The reason for this is that there is much more source material on migrations to or
from Western countries. The material that is available is frequently not studied from
a comparative perspective. This creates the image that migration to, from, and in the
West, was and is different from that in the rest of the world. Awareness of these
biases will help us find new material, or look at existing material from a different
perspective. The overview also showed the many aspects of how migrations were
organised or problematised were not new either. Attempts to monitor, manage and
control migrations always built on practices and ideas from the past. Lastly, the
overview showed that numbers are rather unreliable (especially is who go further
back in time, or away from Western countries), and that counting is influenced by
gender, ethnicity and class. Yet, numbers are frequently used to claim the newness of
current migrations.
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Part 11
Conceptual Approaches: Migration
Drivers, Infrastructures, and Forms



Chapter 3 )
Migration Drivers: Why Do People Crechae
Migrate?

Mathias Czaika and Constantin Reinprecht

Growing social and economic inequalities, and consequently, unfulfilled life aspi-
rations trigger the migration intentions of millions, if not billions of people around
the world. Surveys by Gallup World Poll suggest that more than 750 million adults
would like to migrate if they had the chance to do so (Esipova et al., 2018). Hence,
globally ‘only’ one in eight adults express a desire to migrate. This is a surprisingly
small fraction given the fact that a much larger but unknown number of people
would have good reasons to migrate in order to realise economic, professional,
political, or social opportunities elsewhere. At the same time, only small fractions
of those who aspire to migrate are actually able to realise it.

However, why do people want to migrate in the first place? At specific moments
in people’s lives a number of factors come together and stimulate migration inten-
tions, which, given some achievable livelihood opportunities, may end up in tem-
porary or permanent moves to another domestic or international destination. Factors
that drive both migration intentions (and aspirations) and actual moves are manifold
and multifaceted, and over the past decades, migration researchers have been
identifying and describing numerous factors and contexts that shape both individual
migration trajectories and broader migration processes. Researchers studying drivers
of migration are hereby asking: what are relevant factors that are driving migration,
and how do these drivers operate in time and space? To what extent and in what
ways do they influence, i.e. trigger or hinder, migration decision-making of some
people but not of others? Moreover, how do multidimensional migration drivers
interact and create complex driver configurations that may affect some people more
than others in aspiring and realising migration as a viable behavioural option?

A term that is often used in migration studies is migration determinants,
suggesting a structural and ‘deterministic’, i.e. causal, relationship between some
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external factors and migration. However, this conception is rather misleading as it
ignores the central role of human agency in migration processes (Bakewell, 2010;
Carling & Talleraas, 2016) and the often indirect or intervening role of some
contextual factors in a migration (decision-making) process. Root causes is another
term widely used, particularly in policy circles, where root causes are mostly
understood as ‘the social and political conditions that induce departures - especially
poverty, repression, and violent conflict’ (Carling & Talleraas, 2016, p. 6). But also
this concept of a migration-inducing factor is relatively narrow because it is rarely a
single or specific fundamental causal factor that is setting people in motion. Rather, it
is a number of factors that are mutually mediating and conjointly shaping migration
decisions and broader migration dynamics and patterns. We therefore prefer the term
migration drivers (rather than causes or determinants) of migration as ‘structural
elements that enable and constrain the exercise of agency by social actors’ and make
‘certain decisions, routes or destinations more likely’ (Van Hear et al., 2018, p. 928).

At a higher level of aggregation, structural disparities between places, which may
turn out as locations of origin and destination, create the context that make migration
decisions more likely. These spatial disparities may reflect long-standing social and
economic inequalities and gaps in living standards both within countries and inter-
nationally between, for instance, the global North and South—as well as cyclical or
seasonal economic fluctuations. At lower levels of aggregation, i.e. at the meso- and
micro-level, migration drivers facilitate or constrain migration by affecting percep-
tions about migration opportunities and influencing people’s capacities to realise
these opportunities. Consequently, people’s perceptions about spatial opportunity
gaps are necessary pre-conditions in people’s migration decision-making.

Besides structurally embedded and therefore mostly slow-changing disparities in
livelihood opportunities, specific events, and sudden developments, including some
rapid policy changes, may both predispose and ultimately trigger migration. The
complex interplay of multiple economic, political, social, and other gradual devel-
opments and sudden events may dynamically change migration opportunities for
heterogeneous groups of people. The concept of complex driver environments, that
is time-space-dependent configurations of multidimensional drivers that define peo-
ple’s willingness and ability to change life situations through migration, forms the
theoretical underpinning of this chapter.

In the remainder of this chapter, we briefly outline some key, and by now,
classical theories of migration that are often referred to in explaining migration
outcomes. We then propose a taxonomy of 24 migration drivers, categorised into
nine driver dimensions, and elaborate on the key features of their configurational
interplay that characterises migration driver environments. Following that, we pro-
vide a meta-review of scholarly work on migration drivers and discusses the state of
knowledge on person-specific, group-specific, and more macro-structural and exter-
nal migration drivers.
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3.1 Migration Drivers: The Theoretical Basis

3.1.1 Classical Theories of Migration: An Overview

The reasons why people migrate have been theorised and studied for decades and the
scientific literature has identified a number of fundamental dimensions of migration
drivers including economic, political, social, cultural, demographic, and ecological
factors (for comprehensive reviews see Ghatak et al., 1996; Hagen-Zanker, 2008;
King, 2012; Massey et al., 1993). We briefly outline some influential theories of
migration including functional perspectives of migration being instrumental for
income maximisation or historical-structural theories explaining migration as the
result of class-based deprivations in (global) capitalist systems.

Neoclassical migration theory, based on Sjaastad’s (1962) cost-benefit model and
Lee’s (1966) push-pull model of migration, suggests that individuals migrate due to
the discrepancy in economic opportunities between those available at a destination
and a lack thereof at the place of residence. The interrelated decisions of whether and
where to migrate are linked to existence of substantive income or utility differentials
between places. People tend to move if expected returns to migration are beneficial.
Although Lee’s push-pull model, as well as the augmented gravity model, explain
overall migration flows between locations relatively well, these models have also
been criticised for failing to explain why the majority of people do nor migrate
despite severe income differentials (Bogue, 1977; Hagen-Zanker, 2008). One reason
for immobility is the fact that migrants are not simple pushed and pulled between
places according to wage gaps or livelihood differentials, but people’s own agency
and self-determination decides whether and where to relocate (Bakewell, 2010).

Another critique of the neoclassical migration model is that it suffers from
methodological individualism, i.e. it assumes that individuals are the main
decision-making units. However, individuals belong to households and communities
who influence or even take the decisions, or people may even move as a family.
Scholars have therefore urged for a reconsideration migration decision-making, and
two perspectives on the role of households have emerged (Boyd, 1989; Sell & De
Jong, 1978). First, family structure and functions have both direct and indirect
effects on migration decision-making but the individual remains the decision-
maker, and secondly, the family is the ultimate migration decision-making unit.

Harbison (1981) argues that family structure and function are not merely addi-
tional explanatory variables. Families transmit information and shape individuals’
motivations, values, and ultimately migration norms, thereby directly and indirectly
affecting migration decision-making. Further, structural and functional family char-
acteristics affect the perceptions of costs and benefits associated with migration.
However, it is unclear how potential intra-family dissent affects migration decision-
making processes. Bargaining models explain family migration decisions by inter-
related utility maximisations at the household and the individual level, respectively
(Abraham & Nisic, 2012). However, bargaining do often not consider coordination
and communication problems (Kalter, 1998).
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The new economics of labour migration (Stark & Bloom, 1985) put the house-
hold or family at the centre of migration decision-making, arguing that households
are able to diversify income risks and control uncertainty by allocating individual
household members to specific income sources, and therefore, alternative migration
options (Haug, 2008; Massey et al., 1993). Family ties embody important social
externalities, which affect migration decision-making (Mincer, 1978). For instance,
negative externalities, represented by strong ties to the place and people at origin,
decrease the likelihood of migration. At the same time, family and friends living
elsewhere establish positive externalities by transmitting valuable information that
reduces migration-related uncertainty (Stark & Bloom, 1985). Externalities are also
the driving force behind migration when relative rather than absolute deprivation is
spurring migration aspirations, as people compare their own well-being, income and
living standards to others around them (Stark & Taylor, 1989, 1991). More recent
migration decision-making models have been adapted as they combine individual
factors with a focus on the family or household (Anam & Chiang, 2007).

Network theory claims that migration as a social outcome is based on the complex
interplay of decisions taken by individual actors, family and friends, migrant orga-
nisations, and other economic and political factors (Boyd, 1989). Social networks
hereby influence not only whether and how migration takes place, but also where
migrants are predominantly moving to (Haug, 2008). Ritchey (1976) states that
people with access to relevant social capital incentivises migration by providing
information, financial assistance, and practical support. However, Heitmueller
(2006) adds that network effects can go in both directions, that is information
provided through networks is not necessarily only positive but can also discourage
migration. More migrants at a particular place has a positive community and family
effect attracting more migrants to this destination. At the same time, local labour
markets may saturate and wages might in turn decrease. Therefore, there might be a
point where migrants in destination countries either withhold information or send
even negative messages ‘[...] to hamper further migration’ (Heitmueller, 2006,
p. 706).

Network theory is also a useful perspective to understand the perpetuation of
migration (Massey et al., 1993) and destination choice once migrant networks are
established. However, network theory does also not explain migration when migrant
networks are absent, or how migrant networks dissolve (de Haas, 2010). Epstein
(2008) distinguishes between network and herd effects. Herd behaviour means
discounting or disregarding private information to follow the behaviour of others.
This is rational given the assumption that others base their decisions on better
information (Epstein, 2002). Herd behaviour results in migrants following the flow
rather than the stock (i.e. established network) of previous migrants. While herd
effects cannot account for new, pioneering migration, they can explain migrant
clustering in destinations when network effects are still likely to be small.

As emigration may continue over time, a “culture of migration” might emerge
that changes a society’s values and perceptions associated with migration (Massey
et al., 1993). The culture of migration manifests at the individual level—people who
have migrated in the past are more likely to migrate in the future—and the
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community level when migration becomes a normative behaviour—a “rite of pas-
sage”—in the community (Kandel & Massey, 2002). When information about
migration options diffuses widely in the community, it can perpetuate migration.
In a culture of migration, this information can also spread to people without direct
access to migrant networks. The culture of migration, in contrast to network theory,
can hence explain why people may migrate even in the absence of networks (Alj,
2007).

While the theories discussed so far have mostly focused on individuals or
households as the decision-making unit, more structural theories conceptualise
migration as an intrinsic part of historical processes and societal developments.
Zelinsky (1971) argues that demographic transitions and modernisation processes
explain the development and changing patterns of human mobility in Europe over
the last 200 years. Historical-structural models, based upon neo-Marxist interpreta-
tions of capitalism, stress the importance of structures and forces operating at the
macro-structural level. Migration is driven by the global demand and supply of
cheap and flexible workers in segmented labour markets to sustain continued
economic growth and development in capitalist labour-recruiting countries (Piore,
1979; Sassen, 1991). In the same way, world systems theory holds that capitalist
systems destroy traditional economic structures and livelihoods, and thereby shape
domestic and international migration patterns (Wallerstein, 1974). The world capi-
talist system, disguised in colonialism, has hereby triggered an ‘age of migration’ in
the nineteenth and early twentieth century.

Contemporarily, in the postcolonial era, world systems theory claims that
postcolonial systems resemble those during colonialism due to neoliberalism and
corporate capitalism, including transnational ties (international trade, foreign invest-
ment etc.) between former colonial powers and colonies, but also a shared history
and culture, language, administrative links, and migration governance (Fawcett,
1989). Historical-structural models have mainly been criticised for denying
migrants’ agency and regarding them “as little more than passive pawns in the
play of great powers and world processes presided over by the logic of capital
accumulation” (Arango, 2004, p. 27). Migration flows further do not always corre-
spond to capital flows, as demonstrated by increasing South-South migration. These
models also disregard the role of states, which political economy models of migra-
tion sought to rectify. Proponents of political economy models hold that political
systems and geopolitical shifts in global economic, political, and military power
drive migration processes (Castles, 2010; Czaika & de Haas, 2014).

3.1.2 Migration Drivers: Dimensions and Functions

Migration theories establish multiple reasons of why, when, where, and how people
migrate. They attribute different forms and levels of agency to individual migrants.
While some theories point to specific factors that drive migration, others remain
vague about the actual factors that drive migration. The circumstances, the ways and
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modes, and the extent to which a set of driving factors may influence migration
(decision-making) processes are dependent on the functionality of migration drivers,
which is a central aspect in understanding the specific role (single or combinations
of) migration drivers may play in migration. What almost all migration theories have
in common is that migration, as both an individual behavioural option and a broader
collective action, is highly context-dependent. Consequently, the interplay of factors
and configuration of complex driver environments the effect on migration outcomes
is very specific to the time and space in which migration decisions are taken.

Context-specific functionalities of migration drivers can be distinguished along
some key functions (cf. Van Hear et al., 2018). Predisposing factors reflect funda-
mental societal structures and structural disparities and define the broadest, most
fundamental layer of opportunity structures (cf. de Haas, 2010). As a basic method-
ological premise, we may assume that people respond to extrinsic or intrinsic
predisposing stimuli when deciding about migration (Czaika & Reinprecht, 2020).
Predisposing factors do not directly, nor in an ‘unfiltered’ manner, affect people’s
decision-making but are mediated by drivers that facilitate, constrain, accelerate,
consolidate, or diminish migration (Van Hear et al., 2018). For instance, structures of
economic and social inequalities may be mediated by cultural norms (e.g. class-
based, social status) or provisions of political and civil rights, which may absorb or
neutralise the migration-stimulating effect of inequality structures. Similarly, drivers
of immobility constrain migration and stimulate individuals to stay put (Schewel,
2019).

Proximate drivers ‘downscale’ and localise predisposing macro-structural factors
bringing them closer to the immediate ‘decision context’ of a potential migrant.
Macro-structure context and developments are disaggregated and translated into
situational triggering factors of migration that establish the actual reasons for
migrating, including unemployment, job offer, marriage, persecution, flooding,
etc. Beyond the degree of immediacy, migration driver functions can further be
characterised by their temporality, selectivity, and geography. Temporality refers to
the permanent or transitory character of a driver. For instance, demographic transi-
tions or adaptations of cultural norms are usually slow-changing and therefore
relatively inelastic (‘resilient’) structural drivers while natural disasters, or a coup
d’état, are phenomena resulting in rapidly changing driver environments (‘shocks’).
Selectivity refers to the fact that broader social, economic, or political transforma-
tions do not normally homogeneously affect all societal groups in the same way and
to the same extent. Business cycles, for instance, can affect societal groups in very
different ways and to an extent that depends on the age, gender, ethnicity, social
status, or profession of the potential migrant. Finally, the geography refers to the
locus and scope of a migration driver. The geographical scope of a macro-structural
driver can be anything between local and global, while the locus of a migration
driver refers to the geographical location of a migration journey where a driver may
be operating (origin, transit or destination).
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3.2 Migration Drivers: Interactions and Configurations

Migration is a decision taken in the context of personal needs, livelihood challenges
and opportunities, stress, urgency and uncertainty, based on incomplete information
about migration prospects and possible outcomes of alternative behavioural options.
Thus, migration decisions are both situational and contextual, that is the configura-
tion of complex driver environments is very specific to the time and place in which
migration aspirations are formed and decisions taken. It is usually not a single driver
but more often a complex combination of economic, political, social, and other
developments and events that may dynamically influence both migration opportu-
nities as well as the willingness and ability to migrate. The intertemporal accumu-
lation of triggering factors leads to certain ‘tipping point’ situations, at which larger
population movements are suddenly set in motion. For instance, many Syrians
stayed in their hometowns years into the civil war and only fled to neighbouring
countries once their economic basis of subsistence eroded and was further degrading
through environmental stress to an extent where staying was no longer a viable
option (Bijak & Czaika, 2020). Migration drivers may trigger, enable, mediate, or
predispose an individual, a group of people, or a population to move. Migration
drivers usually ‘cluster to operate as more than the sum of the single drivers that
constitute them’ (Van Hear et al., 2018, p. 934). That is, migration drivers do not
work in isolation but in combination with other migration drivers establishing
migration driver configurations.

As we will see in the empirical part of this chapter, most studies analysing
migration drivers only focus on very specific drivers of migration. Few studies
explore complex configurations of drivers, including their often non-linear,
interacting, and combined effects on migration processes. Interaction effects in
particular are regularly neglected. They occur when the effect of one driver depends
on the presence and intensity of one or more other factors. Interaction effects reflect
the importance of third factors that may influence causal relationships between a
driver of migration and migration outcomes.

3.3 Migration Drivers: Some Empirical Evidence

3.3.1 A Typology and Meta-review

Following the conceptualisation of migration drivers in the previous section, we now
provide an overview of the existing evidence on the migration driver dimensions and
factors and discuss the empirical state of knowledge. We synthesise evidence about
migration processes more profoundly and hereby elaborate on key insights and
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Table 3.1 Migration driver taxonomy: driver dimensions and driving factors

Driver dimensions Driving factors (with link to migration research hub index)

Demographic Population Dynamics

Family Size & Structure

Economic Economic & Business Conditions

Labour Markets & Employment

Urban / Rural Development & Living Standards
Poverty & Inequality
Environmental Climate Change & Environmental Conditions

Natural Disasters & Environmental Shocks

Human development Education Services & Training Opportunities
Health Services & Situation

Individual Personal Resources & Migration Experience

Migrant Aspirations & Attitudes

Politico-institutional Public Infrastructure, Services & Provisions

Migration Governance & Infrastructure

Migration Policy & Other Public Policies

Civil & Political Rights

Security Conflict, War, & Violence

Political Situation, Repression & Regime Transitions

Socio-cultural Migrant Communities & Networks
Cultural Norms & Ties
Gender Relations

Supranational Globalisation & (Post)Colonialism

Transnational Ties

International Relations & Geopolitical Transformations

findings from the scientific literature across multiple domains of migration drivers.'
To evaluate the driving factors of why people migrate, we consulted a vast amount of
the empirical academic literature on migration drivers. The total number of studies of
migration drivers has increased more than eightfold since 2010 with an average
annual growth rate of over 12%. In an attempt to structure this knowledge accu-
mulation on the drivers of migration, we have developed a taxonomy consisting of
nine driver dimensions and 24 driving factors that may all play a direct (independent)
or indirect (conjoined) role in enabling or constraining migration processes at
different analytical levels (Table 3.1). The dimensionality of migration drivers refers

! At this point, we acknowledge that the vast majority of the world’s population never migrates, at
least not internationally. While this may be partly due to the absence of one or a combination of the
migration drivers reviewed in this study, there may also exist drivers of immobility (Schewel,
2019). However, we only review and synthesise existing knowledge of the circumstances under
which people do, or intend to, migrate.

2This figure is based on a calculation of the total population of journal articles covering migration
drivers in the IMISCOE Migration Research Hub (http:/migrationresearch.com/) database
since 2000.
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to the nine societal areas a migration driver belongs to, each comprising a number of
driving factors further specifying these broader dimensions. An extensive literature
review has revealed that these 24 driving factors are not only priority areas of
migration driver research but also play a key role for a more fundamental under-
standing of the dynamics of migration processes.

We identified driving factors both deductively through our and experts’ knowl-
edge of the migration literature, and inductively using a rapid evidence assessment
(REA) of almost 300 empirical studies of migration drivers in 2019. The analysis
builds on a rapid evidence assessment of this vast amount of scientific literature
published until 2019.” We have not attempted to systematically assess the quality of
the studies analysed but trust that collectively these studies are authoritative for
understanding the role, effects, and functions of driving factors in migration pro-
cesses. Figure 3.1 displays the share and distribution of reviewed empirical and
non-empirical studies by driver dimension. On average, we identified 2.5 migration
drivers per empirical study, which explains why the total number of drivers exceeds
the total number of studies analysed (463). Economic and socio-cultural drivers
hereby outnumber the other driver dimensions while environmental drivers have
received relatively little attention. While this might reflect a biased selection of the
literature, we believe that our extensive literature search is broadly representative of
the core body of literature on migration drivers.

Figure 3.2 displays the distribution of the reviewed empirical studies according to
driver dimension, method and level of analysis, locus of the migration driver, and
data sources used. Almost half of all studies evaluate economic and socio-cultural

3The synthesis of research on migration drivers is based on a widely organized collection and
assessment of over 660 research documents that we collated between February and April 2019. The
compilation of this comprehensive (though not exhaustive) repository of English-language studies
includes articles in peer-reviewed journals, particularly empirical ones, but also books, book
chapters, reports, and working papers published and indexed. Other rapid evidence assessments
of migration studies include Cummings et al., 2015 (138 documents, focus on irregular migration to
Europe) and EASO, 2016 (195 documents, focus on asylum migration).

A key selection criterion was that these studies present empirical evidence or have been
influential in the migration studies field and/or come from respected organizations (e.g. King,
2012; EASO, 2016). Of the 660 studies that we identified using various search engines (such as
Google Scholar and Scopus), authors’ literature databases, documents’ cross-references, and
through an expert workshop in June 2019, about 200 documents have been excluded, as they
were not relevant or inaccessible. As a consequence, we reviewed a sample of 463 studies, of which
293 were empirical ones using primary and/or secondary data (72 studies employing qualitative
methods, 198 studies using quantitative methods, and 23 mixed methods studies). The remaining
studies were either theoretical (64), experimental (3), or qualitative but non-empirical (125). The
total number exceeds 463, as studies can be both theoretical and qualitative or quantitative. For each
study we coded the type and year of publication, driver dimensions (9 codes), driving factors
(24 codes), methodology, type of data source, migration form addressed, locus of study, level of
analysis, observation period, and geographical coverage of study. We further extracted the main
findings of each study to synthesize the state of evidence-based knowledge on migration drivers.
Obviously, studies are of different quality in terms of the justification and application of the
methodological approaches, but also with regard to their external and internal validity and
reliability.
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Fig. 3.2 Overview of empirical studies (n = 296)

drivers. Two thirds use quantitative methods and only 8% mixed methods. Micro-
level studies dominate in our review, accounting for two thirds of all studies while
meso-level studies merely representing a small minority of 3%. The level corre-
sponds to the study, which is not necessarily the same level the driver operates.
There is an almost equal proportion of studies evaluating migration drivers that
operate at the origin, destination, or at origin and destination. Merely 1% focuses on
drivers in transit contexts. Almost half of all studies use surveys with administrative
records and interviews accounting for almost a quarter each. Other methods
(e.g. experimental, participant observation) account for 4%.

Figure 3.3 shows that the distribution of migration driver studies across the nine
driver dimensions has remained relatively stable over time with economic drivers
accounting for around a quarter of all migration drivers. The relative importance of
socio-cultural and demographic drivers has decreased while that of individual and
environmental drivers has increased.

As an indication of the relevance of complex migration driver configurations,
Table 3.2 shows the existing coverage of empirical studies in the migration driver
literature that address more than one specific driver. Note that the percentages in
rows and columns do not add up to 100, as on average one study elaborates on 2.5
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Table 3.2 Analytical coverage of migration driver dimensions in (n = 296 studies).

Human Pol. Soc.-  Supra- |single

Demog.Econ. Envir. dev. Indiv. Instit. Sec. cult. nat. driver
Demographic -o% 14% 23% 17% 9% 17% 9%
Economic 13% 13% 18% 17% 31% 23% 1% |10%
Environmental 0% 13% 8% 5% 23% 28% 10% |[31%
Human dev. 12% 12% 17%  37% 34% 0% [5%
Individual 13% 5% 11% 11% 11% 3% 25%
Politico- 7% 2% 18% 8% 36% 7% |10%
institut.
Security 5% 16% 24% 12% 9% 7%
Socio-cultural 15% 7% 14% 19% 26% 19% 19% |11%
Supranational 11% 7%  14% 4%  B9%  30% - 11%

driver dimensions. For instance, the first row indicates that 69% of all empirical
studies of demographic drivers also evaluate economic drivers. Demographic studies
are almost equally likely to be examined conjointly with socio-cultural drivers (66%)
but a lot less likely with security (9%) and have never been examined conjointly with
environmental drivers in our sample. The column on the far right indicates that 9% of
all studies that examine demographic drivers do so without reference to any of the
other eight driver dimensions.

Table 3.2 demonstrates that the dominance of economic drivers stems not from
the fact that many studies only examine economic drivers but that they are analysed
conjointly with many other migration drivers, for instance in 51% of the studies with
individual-level drivers or in 80% of the studies with factors representing human
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development (column ‘Econ.’). Economic drivers are predominantly studied con-
jointly with socio-cultural drivers, reflecting a considerable number of quantitative
studies that examine the importance of economic push and pull factors in combina-
tion with, for instance, migrant networks. Environmental factors are often investi-
gated in conjunction with economic drivers, reflecting the link between economic
opportunities and climate change and natural disasters. However, almost a third of all
studies focusing on environmental drivers examine these in isolation. Human devel-
opment drivers are overwhelmingly examined conjointly with economic drivers,
reflecting the interplay between employment, education, and training. Individual
drivers are often studied together with socio-cultural drivers, as personal migration
experience is often linked to migrant networks and cultural ties. The miniscule
overlap with supranational drivers (3%) highlights the fact that studies generally
evaluate micro- and macro- levels separately but very rarely together. A quarter of
studies have evaluated individual aspirations, attitudes, and resources without
recourse to other driver dimensions. Politico-institutional drivers are rarely studied
in combination with environmental drivers but rather with security-related drivers.

The following sections explore these driver dimensions in detail. We emphasise
driver dimensions where certain drivers have been studied disproportionately for
certain migration forms or geographical regions. We group migration-driving factors
into individual-specific, group-specific, and macro-structural drivers. We hereby
provide a succinct and comprehensive overview of the current state of knowledge
of all relevant migration drivers. However, due to their relevance in both academia
and public discourse, we put some more elaboration on four driver dimensions,
namely economic, political (public and migration policies), security-related, and
environmental factors.

3.3.2 Individual-Specific Drivers: Aspirations and Capability

Material and non-material personal and household resources, or lack thereof, can
facilitate or constrain migration. Such resources include financial assets and property
(Kley, 2011; Zijlstra & van Liempt, 2017) but also information and access to
information and communication technologies (Dekker et al., 2016; Farré & Fasani,
2013; Muto, 2012). These resources not only affect whether individuals migrate and
which channel they choose but also are particularly important during the migration
journey. The lack of financial resources constrains the poorest who might not be able
to afford relocation costs (De Jong et al., 2005), paying for visas, or if necessary, to
hire smuggling services (Diivell, 2018). At the same time, wealth can also be
associated with smaller emigration rates from more developed countries compared
to less developed middle-income countries (Clemens, 2014, Dustmann & Okatenko,
2014). Thus, the nexus between economic resources and migration propensity
follows a non-linear, often inverse U-shaped relationship. For instance, small but
growing landholdings increase migration inclinations but only until they are large
enough to sustain a regular income from farming (Oda, 2007).
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Aside economic resources, non-tangible resources such as migration experience
of either oneself or other family members are an important (psychological) factor,
which has widely been found to be formative in developing migration aspirations
and in the decision-making process itself (Richter & Taylor, 2008; Tsegai, 2007).
Aspirations such as the immanent “desire for a better life” (Ozden et al., 2018) and
for the fulfilment of individual or collective needs (Cai et al., 2014) are an important
personal resource and important prerequisite for considering and realising a migra-
tion project. To better life circumstances, people require a “capacity to aspire”
(Appadurai, 2004), which refers to the capacity to imagine a better life better and
it is nurtured by a person’s economic, social, emotional, and cognitive resources
(Sell & De Jong, 1978). However, aspirations are not static but individuals who
migrate to fulfil their (life) aspirations might actually see their aspirations increase
rather than decrease after migration, as they become exposed to new opportunities
and lifestyles (Czaika & Vothknecht, 2014). However, migration can also decrease
aspirations, as migrants are unable to realise their aspired lives at the new destination
(Boccagni 2017).

Attitudes, views, and perceptions about one’s own country and the desire to live
in another country influence whether and where individuals migrate (Schapendonk,
2012). Some specific individual characteristics and personality traits may reason this
inner drive for migration (Canache et al., 2013; Frieze et al., 2006; Jokela, 2009).
Open mindedness, longing for personal experience, and an adventurous personality
are consistently found to drive migration intentions and behaviour. Emotions and
feelings, often in conjunction with more tangible drivers, also affect migration
(Boccagni & Baldassar, 2015). Overall, however, non-tangible attitudes and percep-
tions seem to be rather subordinate to more tangible socio-economic resources or
demographic factors, including a person’s age or marital status.

3.3.3 Group-Specific and Internal Migration Drivers

As already indicated in the theoretical part, and in accordance with the new eco-
nomics of labour migration (Stark & Levhari, 1982), several studies find evidence
for the effect of household size and family structure on migration patterns as well as
the influential role the family can play in migration decision-making (Meyer, 2018).
Household size is found to affect (internal) migration of family members to other
rural or urban locations, aiming to work in different economic sectors than other
family members to diversify risk and smooth household income (Gubhaju & De
Jong, 2009; VanWey, 2003). International migration is often driven by similar goals
(Constant & Massey, 2002), but often with a gender-specific effect on the migration
propensity. The presence of children or elderly dependents generally increases male
migration but decreases female migration, highlighting the gendered division of the
work-care nexus (De Jong, 2000). In contrast, the presence of elderly non-dependent
family members increases female migration, as they are enabled to participate in the
labour market (Danzer & Dietz, 2014). Life course events, such as retirement and
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one’s children leaving the house spur migration, as spouses are not constrained by
employment or educational responsibilities (Stockdale, 2014). In contrast, being in
marriage and in a dual breadwinning household decreases the likelihood of migra-
tion (Etling et al., 2018).

Gender affects migration at the macro-level (differential labour demand,
e.g. domestic work vs. construction), meso-level (work-care nexus), and micro-
level (family roles) (Lutz, 2010). Gender roles and norms, such as caregiving and
breadwinning, affect men and women’s propensities to migrate (Danzer & Dietz,
2014) as well as the types of migration networks and channels that are available and
migrants’ use thereof (Heering et al., 2004; Hoang, 2011). People may both migrate
to conform to gendered cultural norms (Hernandez-Carretero & Carling, 2012;
Kandel & Massey, 2002), but also to escape these norms (Rutten & Verstappen,
2014). Gender-based discrimination might hence be both an incentive and obstacle
to migrate (Ruyssen & Salomone, 2018). In this context, marriage is an important
factor in explaining migration patterns. While it has mostly been confined to women
to look for or join their spouses (Czaika, 2012), in some contexts it is increasingly
also men who migrate to urban areas or abroad to look for wives due to distorted sex
ratios. Marriage is often used to circumvent other barriers to migration, such as
poverty (Rao & Finnoff, 2015) or migration policies, and of the only opportunity to
realise international migration (Bocker, 1994). At the same time, in families that are
more egalitarian it is also the employment opportunities status of wives that drives
migration decisions (Cooke, 2008).

Moreover, migrant networks and transnational communities have long been
recognised as important drivers of migration, as they facilitate and sustain migration
by providing information and hands-on assistance (Boyd, 1989). Migrant networks
are often measured as the number (or, stock) of previous migrants from the same
family, town, region, or country at the destination. The importance of networks and
social ties has repeatedly been empirically confirmed for explaining alternative
migration forms and patterns (Bertoli & Ruyssen, 2018; Diivell, 2018; Haug,
2008; Havinga & Bocker, 1999). However, people also migrate in the absence of
networks, highlighting the importance of other migration drivers (Gilbert & Koser,
2006; Sue et al., 2018). The importance of networks increases with restrictive
migration policies, as settled migrants may act as gatekeepers and bridgeheads
(Carling, 2004). However, networks may be irrelevant if migration is deemed too
difficult (Collyer, 2005). As already mentioned, networks do not necessarily increase
migration, as new migrants may compete for jobs and other resources with already
established migrants (Heitmueller, 2006). The relation between migration flows and
stocks might hence follow an inverse U-shape (Bauer et al., 2009). Flows of
migrants also affect subsequent migration, as potential migrants get inspired to
follow prior migrant though a ‘herd effect’ (Epstein & Gang, 2006). Networks
also affect the gender and skill composition of migration flows (Hoang, 2011;
McKenzie & Rapoport, 2010).

With growing numbers of migrants worldwide, migrant networks also grow in
prevalence. Migration often becomes self-perpetuating and a cultural norm (Alpes,
2012; Castle & Diarra, 2003), in particular when migration becomes ingrained in the
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local culture and a rite of passage (Massey et al., 1993). Emigrants are social role
models and individuals migrate due to the inability to fill a social role (Hernandez-
Carretero & Carling, 2012). Because of social norms and pressure, people may
migrate even if they would have greater economic opportunities at the place origin
(Ali, 2007). However, those who stay put are often seen as lazy, losers, failed,
undesirable as potential mates, and experience feelings of shame and embarrassment
(Heering et al., 2004; Kandel & Massey, 2002). Men are disproportionately affected
by this cultural shame, as migration is often linked to masculinity (Maroufof &
Kouki, 2017).

3.3.4 Macro-structural and External Migration Drivers

The Economy Historically, economic hardship and downturns in rural and semi-
urban areas have led to internal migration to urban areas but has also resulted in
international migration, for instance from Europe to the North America in the
nineteenth century (Massey, 1988). Deteriorating economic conditions tend to
push people to migrate (Kunuroglu et al., 2018). Short to medium-term changes
and fluctuations in macroeconomic conditions, particularly growth of gross domestic
product (GDP) and a country’s business cycle, are robust drivers of migration (Beine
et al., 2019; Docquier et al., 2014). By trend, GDP growth in sending countries
decreases migration while GDP growth in receiving countries increases migration.
For instance, the 2008 financial crisis and its aftermath caused considerable but
diverse macroeconomic changes and fluctuations in European Union countries. Its
impact on migration varied with both a potential migrant’s main reason for migration
and employment status (Beets, 2009). For instance, students preferred to study in
countries less affected by the crisis and the wish to emigrate was stronger in
countries that suffered more (Van Mol & Timmerman, 2014). However, the effect
of negative economic shocks on migration is not necessarily the inverse of positive
shocks. Their magnitudes might differ considerably, in line with a “migration
prospect theory” by which potential migrants value losses more than equal-sized
gains and respond accordingly in their migration propensity (Czaika, 2015).

Neoclassical migration theory suggests that individuals migrate due to economic
opportunities at the destination and/or lack thereof at the origin in order to maximise
expected income (or utility). Macro-level quantitative studies consistently find that
bilateral migration flows respond to unemployment rates and differentials (Migali
et al., 2018; Geis et al., 2013), job opportunities (Baizan & Gonzalez-Ferrer, 2016),
and wages (Beine et al., 2014; Grogger & Hanson, 2011). The magnitudes differ
across individuals and countries. For instance, high-skilled migrants respond more
strongly to wage differentials than low-skilled ones (Grossa & Schmitt, 2012) and
higher origin wages decrease emigration from developed countries but not from
developing countries (Ruyssen et al., 2014). Micro-level studies add that individual
unemployment, employment satisfaction, and anticipated career opportunities drive
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migration (Hoppe & Fujishiro, 2015; Zaiceva & Zimmermann, 2008). However,
when the effect on income dominates the spatial substitution effect, unemployment
may also decrease emigration due to poverty constraints (DeWaard et al., 2012). A
number of qualitative studies confirm the explanatory power of the economic factors
in migration processes a variety of contexts (Afifi, 2011; Bal, 2014). While employ-
ment opportunities are per se primary drivers for economic migrants, they have also
been found to affect migration decisions of other migrant groups including asylum
seekers, refugees, and irregular migrants (Dimitriadi, 2017; Van Hear et al., 2018).
For these groups, however, economic factors are often of secondary importance
compared to other factors.

The migration-development nexus has been widely studied with a majority of
studies concluding that development will not stop migration, at least not in the short
term (Castles, 2009; de Haas, 2007). In fact, development - generally proxied by
GDP per capita—might initially increase internal migration from rural to urban areas
or across international borders, as immobile potential migrants overcome poverty
constraints (Czaika & de Haas, 2012, Clemens, 2014). According to this so-called
migration hump —an inverse U-shaped relation between migration and develop-
ment—rising income levels lead an increase in emigration from developing coun-
tries, that is in particularly from Asia and Africa, while the opposite is true from more
developed countries (Czaika & de Haas, 2014; Hatton & Williamson, 2005;
Sanderson & Kentor, 2009, Migali et al., 2018). Wage differentials and higher
income levels at destination attract migrants (Ortega & Peri, 2013; Palmer &
Pytlikova, 2015). This effect seems to be particularly strong for migrants from
developing countries (Ruyssen et al., 2014), but the same logic applies to internal
migration (Guriev & Vakulenko, 2015). Discrepancies in living costs and condi-
tions, housing standards, as well as broader in the quality of life and lifestyles drive
migration in a variety of forms, including both internal and international migrants,
regular and irregular migration, of low-skilled as well as highly skilled migrants
(Baizan & Gonzalez-Ferrer, 2016; de Haas & Fokkema, 2011; Péridy, 2006).

While there is rather mixed evidence on the exact relation between migration and
poverty (Black et al., 2006; Skeldon, 2002), consensus emerged regarding the fact
that it is generally not the poorest who migrate. Similar to the migration-
development nexus, poverty and migration might follow an inverse U-shape
(Du et al., 2005). Material and non-material relocation costs are the reason why
the poor are constrained to migrate, even in times of severe crisis (Danzer & Dietz,
2014). However, not just absolute deprivation and poverty shape migration patterns,
but also relative deprivation and the feeling of being deprived in comparison to an
internal or international peer or reference group (Czaika, 2013; Stark & Taylor,
1989). The relation between internal relative deprivation, or within-country inequal-
ity, and migration is ambiguous with studies suggesting that it is positive (Stark
et al.,, 2009), negative (Czaika & de Haas, 2012), or, mirroring the
migration-development nexus, following an inverse U-shape (Péridy, 2006). Rela-
tive inequality between sending and receiving countries has been found to affect the
self-selection of migrants according to Borjas’ (1989) theoretical propositions
(Mayda, 2010). Higher inequality in receiving countries may hereby attract
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migrants, as it signals social mobility (Czaika & de Haas, 2012) but might deter
those who favour social justice and are averse to the risk of income losses. While
neoclassical theory predicts that people migrate to places where returns to skills and
education is highest, empirical evidence often finds that people migrate to places and
countries with lower expected returns, suggesting that other drivers are also at play
(Belot & Hatton, 2012; Briicker & Defoort, 2009).

Public Policies The claim that the welfare state affects the scale and composition of
migration flows (Borjas, 1999) has been at the heart of many political and academic
debates. The ‘welfare magnet effect’ assumes to attract low-skilled migrants—due to
generous social benefits of a well-established welfare state—but to deter high-skilled
migrants—due to high income and wealth taxation for funding public spending.
There is some evidence for such a selection and attraction effect (Belot & Hatton,
2012; De Jong et al., 2005; Fafchamps & Shilpi, 2013). However, while higher
welfare spending at both origin and destination increases migration from developing
to developed countries, as they relax financial constraints and provide a safety net,
they rather decrease migration between affluent countries due to high tax rates
(Palmer & Pytlikové, 2015; Ruyssen et al., 2014; Yoo & Koo, 2014). Other studies
rather question the centrality of the welfare state and highlight the importance of
other economic and socio-cultural drivers (Giulietti, 2014; Nannestad, 2007).
Labour market protection and social insurance systems may for instance rather
deter immigration as they create insiders and outsiders (Geis et al., 2013). Overall,
the effects of welfare systems differ across countries as it depends much on the type
and structure of those systems.

The effect of public infrastructure on migration is also rather ambiguous. A well-
developed and functioning public infrastructure might increase migration (and
mobility) by decreasing the cost of transportation but may also decrease migration
propensities by providing more and better economic opportunities (Gachassin,
2013). Contentment with local public services has been found to explain variations
in migration intentions in developing countries (Dustmann & Okatenko, 2014).

The educational infrastructure, in particular the quality of higher education, is a
primary but not the only driver of student mobility. Students migrate internally or
internationally due to the quality and reputation of universities but also due to
available scholarship and costs of living (Beine et al., 2014; Findlay et al., 2011).
Cities and regions with good universities attract students and retain graduates,
potentially due to available jobs and employer-university interactions (Ciriaci,
2014). Educational opportunities for oneself or one’s children in receiving countries,
and lack thereof in sending countries, drive international migration of students
(Timmerman et al., 2016), unaccompanied migrant minors (Vervliet et al., 2015),
and asylum seekers, refugees, and irregular migrants (Day & White, 2001;
McAuliffe, 2017). However, study opportunities are often secondary to other fac-
tors, including security or labour market considerations, or prospects for residency
and citizenship (Dimitriadi, 2017). Professional training and professional education
to advance one’s career are the main driving factors for high-skilled migrants, such
as health professionals (Awases et al., 2004), academics (Czaika & Toma, 2017) and
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consistently rank among the top reasons mentioned for emigration (Bartolini et al.,
2017).

We have not identified a study that mentions the healthcare system as the sole or
main driver of migration. However, there is ample evidence that the situation of the
healthcare system acts as a push factor for healthcare professionals from developing
countries plagued by HIV/AIDS (Aiken et al., 2004). Health risks, such as malaria
and dengue, drive emigration from developing countries (Marchiori et al., 2012).
Health considerations, often associated with a better climate and the availability of
quality healthcare, are central to retirement migration for residents of developed
countries, such as North-South migration in Europe or retirement in Mexico for US
Americans (Rodriguez et al., 2004; Sunil et al., 2007). Well-developed healthcare
systems can act as attracting factors for different forms of migration (Narayan &
Smyth, 2006).

Migration Policies and Human Rights Migration scholars often argue that social
transformations, globalisation, and transnationalism, as well as political regime
transitions drive migration processes and are therefore rather sceptical about the
ability of more specific migration policies to affect the volume and composition of
migration flows (Castles, 2004a, 2004b). Empirical studies find rather mixed evi-
dence in favour or against this proposition, partly due to difficulties measuring
migration policies (Migali et al., 2018; De Haas & Czaika, 2013). Restrictive
migration policy is generally associated with fewer asylum applications (Hatton &
Moloney, 2017; Thielemann, 2006) and less international migrants (Fitzgerald et al.,
2014). Migration policies may also deflect some migrants to alternative destinations
(Barthel & Neumayer, 2015; Crawley & Hagen-Zanker, 2019) or merely change
their migration route while they are not important for other migrants (Gilbert &
Koser, 2006). Migration restrictions seem to reduce emigration and circular migra-
tion and promote permanent settlement of migrants, which may even result in the
unintended consequence of even higher net migration (Czaika & de Haas, 2017).
The deterrence effect of migration policies varies with specific policy instruments:
visa restrictions, for instance, may simultaneously deter regular entries while
increasing attempts for irregular entry (Czaika & Hobolth, 2016).

Besides policies that aim to deter unwanted immigration, many countries have
implemented policies that target certain types of migrants including skilled workers
or students (Czaika & Parsons, 2017). Despite the continuous proliferation of such
skill-selective migration policies, the degree to which such policies are effective
remains contested (Bhagwati & Hanson, 2009). Czaika and Parsons (2017) find that
supply-driven systems (points-based systems) increase both the absolute numbers of
high-skill migrants and the skill composition of international labour flows. Con-
versely, demand-driven systems—usually based on the principle of job contin-
gency—are shown to have a rather small, even negative effect. Doomernik et al.
(2009) suggest that the potential of attracting high-skilled migrants largely depends
on broader socio-economic and professional factors rather than immigration policies
per se. More generally, a generous and welcoming treatment of migrants and lenient
migration policies attracts migrants (McAuliffe & Jayasuriya, 2016). Other


https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-health-services-and-situation
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-migration-policy-and-other-public-policies
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-globalisation-and-postcolonialism
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-political-situation-repression-and-regime-transitions
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-political-situation-repression-and-regime-transitions

3 Migration Drivers: Why Do People Migrate? 67

migration-facilitating policies such as free movement areas (Beine et al., 2019), or
prospects for (dual) citizenship (Fitzgerald et al., 2014) affect migration propensities
positively, even though such policies may disproportionately affect low-skilled
migrants (Grossa & Schmitt, 2012). In addition, emigration policies may affect
migration propensity, but seem equally secondary to more fundamental economic
and socio-cultural drivers (de Haas & Vezzoli, 2011).

Entitlements for civil and political rights or lack thereof, in origin, transit, and
destination countries play a significant role in migration and destination choices.
Concerns with their legal status drive asylum seekers and refugees from host and
transit countries in expectation of (easier) access to refugee status or citizenship
(Crawley & Hagen-Zanker, 2019; Diivell, 2018). Discrimination and a lack of civil
and political rights in origin countries increases the number of individuals who seek
asylum in developed countries (Erdal & Oeppen, 2018; Hatton & Moloney, 2017).
Migrants’ rights in receiving countries also encourage labour migration (Ruhs, 2013)
while gender-based discrimination, as we have discussed before, can both constrain
and encourage migration (Ruyssen & Salomone, 2018). Racism, anti-immigrant
attitudes, discrimination and other integration obstacles in potential destination
countries deter migrants, and in particular, highly skilled migrants who are often
privileged by having alternative migration opportunities (Duch et al., 2019; Gorinas
& Pytlikova, 2017).

The so-called ‘migration industry’—agents that mediate migration processes—is
closely connected to but separate from migration policies and migrant networks.
Such agents facilitate migration and smugglers frequently decide both route and
destination (Crawley, 2010; Hugo et al. ,2017; Koser, 1997). While there is little
empirical evidence on the effect of smugglers on migration (Sanchez, 2017), states
have increasingly tried to deter the use of smugglers to curb irregular migration
(Watkins, 2017). Recruitment agencies are other actors that facilitate migration.
Historically, they attracted guest workers post-WWII and nowadays they focus on
both high-skilled individuals, such as nurses, and low-skilled ones, such as domestic
workers and seasonal agricultural workers, mostly from developing countries or
poorer countries within the European Union (Massey, 1988; Labonté et al., 2015).
Multinational and transnational corporations have been recognised as other actors
that drive migration, particularly of high-skilled labour migrants (Beaverstock,
1994).

Contflict and Security Civil, ethnic, and religious conflict, war, torture, and human
rights violations are drivers of migration, particularly of asylum seekers, refugees,
irregular migrants, unaccompanied migrant minors, and internal displacement.
Safety and security concerns might initially decrease migration, as it is unsafe to
prepare for exit and individuals often hope for an improving security situation.
However, migration might increase once insecurity or crime levels exceed a certain
threshold (Bohra-Mishra & Massey, 2011). Individuals migrate both due to personal
experience of threat and violence but also as a consequence of broader feeling of
insecurity (Lundquist & Massey, 2005) and there is ample evidence for the link
between insecurity in sending countries and large-scale emigration (Castles et al.,


https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-civil-and-political-rights
https://migrationresearch.com/search?query=%22migration%20industry%22&page=1&sorting=relevance_desc
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-infrastructures-human-smugglers
https://migrationresearch.com/taxonomies/topics-migration-processes-migration-drivers-conflict-war-and-violence

68 M. Czaika and C. Reinprecht

2003; Davenport et al., 2003; Migali et al., 2018; Moore & Shellman, 2007).
However, war and conflict also drive migration indirectly through its effect on
infrastructure, economic opportunities, and ultimately livelihoods (Khavarian-
Garmsir et al., 2019). While conflict might trigger migration, environmental or
political drivers might cause conflict itself (Moore & Shellman, 2004; Naudé,
2010). Most studies in this area have focused on sending countries in Africa and
the Middle East, particularly Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria, with a substantial number
also examining European destinations.

Political factors in sending and receiving countries that drive migration include
repression, persecution, political terror, and political freedom (Hatton & Moloney,
2017; Narayan & Smyth, 2006), military conscription (Mallett et al., 2017), political
instability (Naudé, 2010), democracy differentials and satisfaction with democracy
(Moore & Shellman, 2004), corruption (Lapshyna, 2014), and regime transitions,
political protests, and dissidents (Davenport et al., 2003). Individuals migrate
because they are directly affected (e.g. through conscription), fear that they might
be affected in the future, or due to the insecurity created by the general political
situation. Factors more closely linked with conflict and with implications for phys-
ical security, such as political terror, and forced military conscription seem to better
explain migration intentions and behaviour than lack of democratic rights. The latter
have been linked to non-conflict induced migration and might be particularly
relevant for the young and high-skilled migrants who face fewer barriers to emigra-
tion (Etling et al., 2018). Political factors in receiving countries that have been
looked at are right-wing populism and electoral outcomes, which result in fewer
asylum applications (Neumayer, 2004) and smaller bilateral migration flows
(Fitzgerald et al., 2014).

Environmental Change Climate change and environmental degradation as a fun-
damental predisposing driver of internal and international migration has been studied
extensively at the macro- and micro-levels by qualitative and quantitative research,
although almost exclusively for countries in the global South (Migali et al., 2018).
The majority of quantitative studies find that slow-onset changes in temperatures and
precipitation are associated with emigration, particularly from more agricultural
countries and rural areas (Berlemann & Steinhardt, 2017; Neumann & Hermans,
2017). However, if climatic factors are evaluated alongside economic factors, the
latter affect migration in a stronger and more direct way (Joseph & Wodon, 2013).
Those most adversely affected by environmental degradation are also those most
financially constrained and therefore unable to move (Veronis & McLeman, 2014).
That is, migration as an adaptation strategy is not available to this deprived and
therefore trapped group (Cattaneo et al., 2019). Some studies conclude that climatic
factors do not directly explain migration intentions and behaviour (Beine & Parsons,
2015; Mortreux & Barnett, 2009). Climate change affects migration mostly indi-
rectly through multiple transmission channels including its impact on economic
factors, such as incomes, livelihood opportunities, and food security (Black et al.,
2014; Khavarian-Garmsir et al., 2019), health-related risks, such as malaria and
dengue (Marchiori et al., 2012), or conflict (Abel et al., 2019). While climatic factors
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are often analysed merely as detrimental factor potentially uprooting larger
populations, but a favourable climate in certain countries or regions is often
attracting immigrants, and in particular, retirees (Gottlieb & Joseph, 2006; Sunil
et al., 2007; Van der Geest, 2011).

Natural disasters and environmental shocks, such as floods, storms, droughts, or
earthquakes, but also human-made disasters and accidents, trigger mostly immediate
and often large-scale population displacements. Natural disasters lead to an increase
in internal, particularly rural-to-urban, and also international emigration (Beine &
Parsons, 2015). At the same time, incidence of natural disasters discourages immi-
gration (Ruyssen & Rayp, 2014). However, again, these factors may be secondary to
more fundamental economic drivers, such as employment prospects in cities
(Warner et al., 2010). Some studies do not find a significant effect of disasters on
internal migration (Bohra-Mishra et al., 2014) or on the number of asylum seekers
(Neumayer, 2005). However, natural disasters might lead to temporary displacement
and indirectly affect migration through increasing the likelihood of conflict (Naudé,
2010). Whether disasters really trigger migration depends on a number of factors,
such as adaptability and the presence or absence of broader socio-economic oppor-
tunities elsewhere. As for climate change, the overwhelming majority of studies
examining the effects of natural disasters focus on developing countries.

International Connections and Relations Transnational connections between
countries and societies are often rooted in a common history and expressed by
linguistic, cultural, geographic, and religious ties that transcend national or societal
boundaries connecting two or more countries. A common or similar official lan-
guage increases bilateral migration flows (Kim & Cohen, 2010). Other studies find
evidence of English as the main spoken language in migrants’ destination choice
(Adsera & Pytlikova, 2015), while other studies rather discount the importance of
language (Ruyssen & Rayp, 2014). Geographical distance generally decreases
migration flows, as with distance, monetary and non-monetary migration costs
increase, while proximity, proxied by a shared border, does rather increase migration
(Wang et al., 2016). Distance is also associated with ‘positive’ skill selection,
indicating that high-skilled migrants are able to travel farther than low-skilled
migrants, asylum seekers, or refugees, who mostly migrate to neighbouring or
near-by countries (Belot & Hatton, 2012; Grogger & Hanson, 2011; Yoo & Koo,
2014, Ozden et al., 2018). Cultural factors often have more explanatory power than
traditional economic factors when it comes to migration between developed coun-
tries (Belot & Ederveen, 2012). However, the effect of culture does change over time
as moving towards greater cultural proximity is usually associated with larger
migration flows (Lanati & Venturini, 2018).

Major geopolitical shifts have historically affected the direction and magnitude of
migration flows (Czaika & de Haas, 2014). Such events include, for instance, the end
of World War II, the Cold War, the dissolution of the USSR, the end of communism
and the fall of the Berlin wall, or the breakup of Yugoslavia, to name a few.
Geopolitical shocks and shifts have been widely acknowledged as central to major
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changes in international migration patterns. At the same time, it is argued that
international relations drive migration rather indirectly if deteriorating inter-state
relations might result in war or the breakup of colonial empires or multi-ethnic states
that may end up with larger displacements (Weiner, 1996). International relations
may also affect migration through its influence on immigration and emigration
policymaking (Massey, 1999). For instance, the lifting of the Iron Curtain removed
emigration restrictions, which resulted in increased emigration (Salt & Clarke,
2000). International relations also affect aid, trade, and investment policies, all of
which are shown above to drive migration (Berthélemy et al., 2009; Parsons &
Winters, 2014). Economic integration and postcolonial ties are linkages between
countries that make migration more likely and migration flows are up to three times
higher between former colonies (Fitzgerald et al., 2014; Kim & Cohen, 2010;
Robinson & Carey, 2000). Emigrants from former colonised to former colonial
powers are often less skilled compared to the origin population, potentially reflecting
the ease of migration and less stringent migration policies (Grogger & Hanson,
2011). The effects of globalisation on migration manifest themselves via trade,
foreign direct investment (FDI), exchange rates, and aid or official development
assistance. Against neoclassical propositions, trade and migration are rather com-
plements than substitutes as increasing trade volumes seem to be associated with
larger migration (Campaniello, 2014). This is mostly due to the dominance of the
income effect and pre-existing cultural linkages between countries. Evidence on the
effect of foreign investment on emigration is rather mixed and can have a negative
effect, in particular in the secondary sector (e.g. manufacturing), whereas FDI in the
primary sector (e.g. mining, farming) is rather accelerating emigration (Sanderson &
Kentor, 2009). Aid, through its effects on incomes and transnational ties, increases
found to increase rather than to deter emigration (Berthélemy et al., 2009). However,
aid targeted at rural development, the health sector or educational services might
actually decrease emigration, as improvements in public services may outweigh the
migration-inducing income effect (Gamso & Yuldashev, 2018; Lanati & Thiele,
2018a, 2018b).

3.4 Conclusion

This chapter has set out to give an overview of the conceptual understanding
of migration drivers as well as the state of knowledge in the empirical assessment
of migration drivers based on a comprehensive evidence assessment of the drivers of
migration. We propose a migration typology based on 9 driver dimensions and
24 driving factors of migration and emphasise the fundamental importance of
studying migration driver environments as complex configurations of drivers. Schol-
arship on complex driver configurations is still in its infancy as most studies—
although, as we have seen, they assess on average 2.5 drivers per study—hardly
consider complex interaction, nor cascading and feedback effects between multiple
drivers. Thematically, besides rising research output on environmental drivers,
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research exploring individual-level factors such as migration aspirations, experience,
and decision-making have gained increasing prominence in the literature. However,
economic and social-cultural drivers are still the dominant focus in a large part of the
literature. Some more specific areas are still relatively understudied, such as the role
of family ties in migration, or constraining and facilitating effects of various tech-
nologies. The meta-analysis has revealed current research trends and several
research gaps in the migration drivers literature. The focus on drivers at the origin
and destinations and the relative neglect of those operating in transit, i.e. on the
migration journey, as well as their shifting significance over time and space has
recently received more attention but remains an understudied area (Crawley &
Skleparis, 2018).

Different migration drivers affect distinct societal groups in different ways. To
advance our understanding of the relative importance of different migration drivers
in specific contexts, future research on migration drivers should further disaggregate
and specify driver analyses along more complex intersections of age, gender,
geography, sector of employment, and socio-economic status. The migration driver
literature is also relatively silent with regard to the transitory character of drivers
during migration. Migration drivers are not static but may change dynamically;
while some drivers rapidly change (‘shocks’), other drivers may change only
gradually over time. However, even when drivers are slow changing, they may
still be perceived very differently during a migration journey or a life cycle. In
addition, individual perceptions of migration drivers have hardly been explored so
far. Future research on ‘migration driver complexes’ should further refine
conceptualisation and empirical validation regarding the changing nature of migra-
tion drivers as predisposing, mediating, enabling, and triggering factors that may
change dynamically over time and over the course of a migration journey.
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Chapter 4 )
Migration Infrastructures: How Do People e
Migrate?

Franck Diivell and Carlotta Preiss

Migration research primarily studies who migrates and the processes after their
arrival. Less attention is paid to the processes between departure and arrival and
the infrastructures used during migratory journeys (see Crawley et al., 2018). This is
further reinforced by the fact that most migration is wanted and regular, and that
there is little social and political interest in the actual physical dimension of regular
migration processes. Comparatively few studies are seeking to answer the question
of how people migrate. The main exception is the research of unwanted and irregular
migration with a focus on migrants and refugees traveling by boat and those actors
facilitating unlawful practices, denoted as human smugglers or traffickers. In short,
migration infrastructure is probably the least well defined, researched and published
theme, whilst it is also heavily biased.

This is all the more surprising if we consider the conditions which individuals
face who aspire to migrate. On the one hand, there are the natural features, such as
distance, and in particular natural obstacles such as rivers, mountains, deserts, and
the sea. On the other hand, there are political obstacles, notably borders and the
many bureaucratic requirements and organisations which delineate the modern
nation-state.

Neither of these are easily navigated, but require specific resources, as, for
instance, a bus or legal advisor, as well as specific expertise like how to navigate a
boat or how to apply for a visa. The expertise and many of the resources required to
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migrate are often provided by more-or-less professional service providers, ranging
from recruitment and travel agencies, digital platforms and airlines, to human
smugglers. Other resources are readily available, and must only be utilised, such
as roads, ports and hotels.

Thus, this chapter does not primarily consider why people migrate or who
migrates, but rather addresses the questions of: How do people migrate? Who and
what facilitates (encourages, advises, and enables) individuals to realise their
migration aspirations? Which material and immaterial resources do they use?
What do facilitators do? and how do migrants interact with and experience migra-
tion infrastructures? Hence, broadly speaking, it addresses some specific meso-level
factors linking macro-level determinants with micro-level processes.

This chapter seeks to give a broad overview on the academic field of migration
infrastructures. Section 4.1 conceptualises ‘migration infrastructures’ as a research
subject, analysing its emergence and its relation to other strands of literature.
Section 4.2 explores the state of knowledge on migration infrastructures, including
research on actors, material, and digital migration infrastructures. Subsequently,
Section 4.3 identifies research gaps in the migration infrastructures literature, whilst
Sect. 4.4 sums up the key points in a conclusion.

4.1 Theorisation and Conceptualisation

Most if not all international travellers and migrants will have obtained some infor-
mation about migration from one source or another, many will have sought some
kind of professional advice on migration, employment or visa applications and will
have used digital resources such as websites, many will have used a travel company
and some means of transportation of one kind or another, they will have passed
roads, paths, rivers or seas, bus stations, train stations, ports or airports or even
beaches as well as hotels or safe houses. These intermediary actors, structures, and
geographies between the country of departure (country or origin, country of transit or
country of current residence) and the country of destination and between the drivers
of migration and the individual migrants are the subject of this chapter.

The roots of academic interest in migration infrastructures lie in the mobility turn
in social sciences identified by Sheller and Urry (2006). They argue that until the
early 2000s, social sciences including migration studies have not payed enough
attention to the “importance of the systematic movements of people” (ibid.).
Hannam et al. (2006, p. 3) emphasise that “mobilities cannot be described without
attention to the necessary spatial, infrastructural and institutional moorings that
configure and enable”.

In the following, Xiang and Lindquist (2014) developed the concept of migration
infrastructures based on their long-term studies on labour migration in China and
Indonesia. They suggest five dimensions of migration infrastructures: the commer-
cial (recruitment intermediaries), the regulatory (state apparatus and procedures for
documentation, licensing, training, and other purposes), the technological (commu-
nication and transport), the humanitarian (NGOs and international organisations)
and the social (migrant networks). A related concept refers to migration industries,
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which is broader in that it encompasses all factors facilitating as well as restricting
migration (Herndndez-Le6n, 2013; Gammeltoft—-Hansen & Nyberg Sgrensen, 2013;
Schapendonk, 2018; Cranston et al., 2018). The key denominator for the actors and
activities to be included under this concept is that they act for commercial purposes.
Another set of literature conceptualises the enablers of migration as facilitators,
notably in EU policy documents (e.g. EU Commission, n.d.). However, this concept
is politically loaded and only refers to irregular or illegal activities, notably human or
migrant smuggling (e.g. Triandafyllidou & Maroukis, 2012). Another related con-
cept is Walters’ (2015) viapolitics, a concept that looks at the political aspects of
infrastructures of mobility. He focuses on “the infrastructures, authorities and norms
of transportation”, the “vehicles, roads and routes” and thus the “materiality of
transportation”. “Vehicles matter”, he insists, because they “mediate the public
understanding of migration and border crossing [and] become objects and settings
of political action” (ibid.).

Partly in contrast and partly in addition to these approaches, we suggest
conceptualising migration infrastructures, first, as only those infrastructures which
facilitate migration and thus not those which prevent migration. Here, the concept
differs from migration industries. However, we acknowledge that migration infra-
structures may also occasionally impede migration (Xiang & Lindquist, 2014).
Second, we suggest to only consider physical, organised, or institutionalised features
as migration infrastructures, but not mere interpersonal processes, as for instance,
migration networks. In so far, our definition differs from Lindquist and Xiang’s.
Thus, we include in the concept (a) regular and irregular actors and structure;
(b) state, quasi-state and non-state actors; (c) commercial and non-commercial
actors and structures; and (d) material, architectural, technical and digital infra-
structures. Our approach is inspired by the anthropology of the nexus between
spatiality and materiality as well as the interaction of human beings with materiality
(Gibson, 1977; Schiffer, 1999). Finally, the concept covers (e) practices of and
experiences with these infrastructures, including issues such as exploitation or
crime.

This implies that migration infrastructures are multidimensional as they consist of
nature and technology, structure and agency, and knowledge. These are the natural
and architectural features utilised for traveling; the material resources and knowl-
edge required to navigate these; and the organised structures (administrations,
businesses, NGOs) that hold such resources and provide information or services
with regards to migration and the individuals (individual actors) who populate
nature, structures, and organisations. This results in a complex and dynamic inter-
play between all five dimensions. An important delineation is to be made between
migration infrastructures and other meso-level structures, notably migration net-
works. This delineation shall facilitate to collate and analyse all research that can
help understand the facilitating actors and structures of migration.

Migration infrastructures emerge due to physical barriers, in response to supply
and demand structures as well as in response to state mobility and migration
regulations and restrictions. They are thus an important element of the opportu-
nity/constrains structure that shapes peoples’ capability to migrate. Insofar, migra-
tion infrastructures can contribute to explaining why people migrate and who
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migrates and who doesn’t. Thereby, the concept links migration drivers to actual
migration flows.

4.2 State of Knowledge

Research on migration infrastructures is comparably new. So far, the literature is
rather inconsistent and the phenomenon not yet adequately conceptualised and
explored. Lindquist et al. (2012) suggest that the study of the organisation of
migration is a “black box”, Hernadndez-Le6n (2013), too, argues that there is a
“gaping theoretical hole” with regards to the study of profit-driven actors in migra-
tion infrastructures and Cranston et al. in 2017 maintain that the study of migration
infrastructures remains a research gap. This overview on the state of knowledge is
divided in three parts (1) actors in migration infrastructures, including private actors,
governmental actors, and civil society actors; (2) material migration infrastructures,
including the infrastructures in transit migration hubs and means of transportation;
and (3) digital migration infrastructures.

4.2.1 Actors in Migration Infrastructures

This section is concerned with three types of service providers or actors: commercial
actors including the sub-category of irregular actors, governmental actors, and civil
society actors.

Notably, brokers play a crucial role in migration, as for instance, in low and high
skilled labour or marriage migration. Van den Broek et al. (2016) note that “there is
either a complete neglect or a very fragmented acknowledgement of how migration
intermediaries influence migrants’ access to labour markets”. McKeown (2012)
shows that with the establishment of laws which increasingly demonised migration
intermediaries on the one hand, and the celebration in public discourses of self-
motivated migrants on the other hand, brokers in labour migration were more and
more characterised as those violating migrants’ freedom. McKeown acknowledges
that the majority of brokers utilises a mix of personal ties, assistance, coercion
and exploitation but criticises the lack of attention on working conditions, laws
and public attitudes which are equally responsible for migrant suffering. Xiang and
Lindquist’s (2014) research on low-skilled work migration in China and Indonesia
suggests that the impact of migration service providers is mixed. On the one hand,
travel became faster and cheaper, on the other hand, intermediaries, because they do
this for making a profit add costs making migration more expensive and thus
impeding mobility. Hence, migration service providers are simultaneously gate-
openers and gate-keepers. In their article from 2014, Xiang and Lindquist
problematise the distinction between altruistic social networks and profit-oriented
brokers, arguing that in fact, in broker-migrant relationships, profit, trust and
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empathy run hand in hand. Untrustworthy actors can in practice often not sustain. In
another case though, Nyberg Sgrensen (2013) found that in Honduras for profes-
sional actors it is not necessary to satisfy customers as long as the wish to migrate
remains high.

Some authors look at the mediation of high skilled migration. Cranston (2018)
explores the functioning of service providers which support the migration of intra-
company transferees, she analyses how the so-called Global Mobility Industry not
only fulfils the need of international companies but in turn also produces this need
through different strategies. Similarly, McCollum and Findlay (2018) analyse the
work of labour migration intermediaries recruiting cheap workforce for the
UK. They argue that intermediaries need to satisfy employers and migrants likewise
and remain relevant and reliable actors that employers will continuously decide to
rely on.

In her article on lifestyle migration, Cranston (2016) examines how service
providers prepare British ‘expatriates’ for their lives in Singapore and illustrates
how migrants’ experience of cultural differences and encounters abroad is heavily
influenced by these services. Koh and Wissink (2018) explore the functioning of
intermediary services for the super-rich, such as the acquisition and management of
real estate property. The authors argue that the transnational lifestyle of this financial
elite is actually dependent on an invisible skilled labour force of intermediaries based
around the globe. This research serves as a reminder that migration infrastructures
aid rather different purposed depending on the social class of the client.

Another strand of the literature on private actors is concerned with migrant
selection processes. Deshingkar et al. (2018) look at the mediation of Bangladeshi
construction workers to the Gulf and analyse how “perfect migrants” namely “pliant
and obedient workforce” are reproduced by migration brokers and how migrants are
made precarious through this practice. Findlay et al. (2013) explore migration
intermediaries’ selection of migrants from Latvia to the UK. They describe how
perceptions of migrant workers influence the recruitment of workers and how they
define “bodily goodness”. They argue that the recruitment agencies’ selection
processes generate an ideal type of migrant in both sending and destination countries
which can be regarded as a part of the commodification of the migrant body.

Molland (2012) explores the migration of sex workers from Laos to Thailand and
differentiates between professional brokers and brokerage taking place within per-
sonal networks. He shows that non-consensual recruitment often takes place within
intimate relationships. Instead of reducing exploitation, official regulations rather
force migrants to rely on personal contacts which are more likely to be abusive.
Awumbila et al. (2018) explore the different kinds of brokers involved in the
selection and placement of female domestic workers from Ghana. They find that
brokers play multiple and often contradictory roles that shift between subjugation
and empowerment, some helping women to negotiate better contracts, some
reproducing patriarchal values and female subordination. In line with this, Wee
et al. (2018) suggest, that security or precarity are not static outcomes of the
migration process of domestic migrant workers in Singapore. Instead, a migrant’s
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experience of precarity depends on the actions of employment agents who actively
produce, shore up or mitigate situations of precarity for workers.

Another body of literature is concerned with students’ mobility. For instance,
Thieme’s work (2017) on educational intermediaries for students in Nepal finds that
intermediaries are both social and profit oriented — a feature that can also be found in
other fields — and develop specific strategies to make themselves irreplaceable in
order to stay on the market. Tuxen and Robertson (2018), by exploring the education
brokerage market in Mumbai, found that it contributes to reproducing existing social
differences of the urban Indian society. The authors argue that brokers’ potentially
biased recommendations based on class-specific assumptions about the students
have a significant influence their study destinations and trajectories. Shanshan
(2018) looks at the state-mediated brokerage system in China which facilitates
education migration for those students who struggle to be accepted at Chinese elite
universities. Collins (2012) explores students’ mobility from South Korea to
New Zealand and shows how educational intermediaries successfully bridge the
divide between the education industry and the social lives of students and their
families making themselves indispensable for both groups.

With regards to marriage migration, Chee et al. (2012) study the mediation
between Chinese Malaysian men and Vietnamese women. While commercial match-
making is often perceived as a relatively easy business, the authors show that it
requires a considerable amount of social capital to enter the market. Yeoh et al.
(2017) show the strategies of marriage intermediaries matching Vietnamese female
clients with Singaporean male clients which include a highly gendered system of
“quality control” and affective strategies of persuasion to mitigate the commercial
side of matchmaking. Tyldum and Tveit (2008) examine marriage migration of Thai
and Russian women and Western men. The found that internet-based matching
mostly is reserved for the educated or resourceful women. However, some agencies
also offer access to computers, assistance in typing and writing or translating profile
contents.

Various authors criticise the often one-sided characterisation of intermediaries as
smugglers and as exploitative and immoral (van Liempt, 2007; Alpes, 2017). Many,
as for example, Campana and Varese (2016), advocate for a clear distinction
between human smuggling and trafficking taking into account migrants’ agency in
smuggling. Seeking to break up the somewhat populist narrative on brokerage and
smuggling, Alpes (2017) gives a detailed analysis of a counter-intuitive and rather
positive perception of such intermediaries in Cameroon. A lack of success of the
migration process is rather seen as bad luck and does not necessarily prevent families
from trying to migrate again with the help of the very same intermediary. Achilli
(2018a), by taking a closer look at Syrian refugees and smugglers on the Balkan
route, finds that the relationship between the two is simply exploitative but rather
rich in solidarity and reciprocity as well as grounded in local notions of morality.

Some authors explore the impact of legal regulations on the smuggling industry.
Triandafyllidou and Maroukis (2012) analyse migrant smuggling from Asia and
Africa to Europe. They argue that border controls and migration policies cannot stop
irregular migration because the motivation to migrate prevails and the number of
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players involved in migration facilitation is high. They illustrate how the intensifi-
cation of border controls rather increases fees paid to the smuggling network until a
new route is found than reducing the number of migrants and refugees travelling to
Europe. Kyle and Koslowski (2011) analyse underlying reasons for smuggling and
find that it partly exists because there is a demand for smuggled labour in the
receiving countries while it is nourished by problems such as social inequality,
state corruption and discrimination in the sending context.

Some publications are dedicated to the structures of smuggling networks and their
functioning. Campana (2018) argues that smuggling activities are rather segmented
and the organisation takes place on the local level rather than on the transnational.
Achilli (2018b) explores human smuggling networks in the Mediterranean and at the
US-Mexican border and finds that the industry is highly adaptive and flexible.
According to him, stricter regulations have led to an adaption of smugglers’
modus operandi, they have rather raised the demand and increased the risk for
migrants.

On the other end of the scale there are statutory actors facilitating migration.
Harvey et al. (2018) and Groutsis et al. (2015) claim that although governments have
increasingly commercialised their migration services and created a rise of interme-
diary services, there is still relatively little academic literature on this practice.
Several studies reveal that governmental actors and private migration service
providers are sometimes closely interconnected. Shrestha (2018) explores the func-
tioning of officially licensed labour migration agencies in Nepal arguing that they
can be interpreted as part of the narrative of a developing state. She argues that
official agencies serve as a constant reminder of the state’s effort to enable migration
for its citizens, compensating the lack of livelihood opportunities in their home
country. Rodriguez (2010), too, underlines how the Philippine state is actively
marketing its citizens to companies and labour-receiving governments around the
world for low-wage temporary jobs. The author argues that Philippine citizens have
become reduced to mere commodities while the state seeks to veil this exploitative
practice by characterising migrants as national heroes. Rosales (2013) explores the
brokerage system in Guatemala where human trafficking and smuggling are facili-
tated through corrupt state institutions. This results in private benefits for public
officials as well as migrants. On the downside, it strengthens criminal networks and
leads to an enhanced social acceptance of corruption.

Some studies focus on the role of governmental visa consulates and the partly
informal activities in their environment. Notably, Zampagni (2016) shows how the
visa process at the Italian consulate in Senegal functions, taking into account the
environment around the institution with its regular, semi-regular and irregular actors.
She argues that the complexity of visa processes and the lack of resources have led to
the outsourcing of tasks to official intermediaries and as well as the development of
large informal zones around the few embassies and consulates in sub-Saharan
Africa. Similarly, based on ethnographic research in visa application centres in
Morocco, Infantino (2017) analyses the political effects of private actors involved
in visa processes and identifies the outsourcing of these processes as highly prob-
lematic. She concludes that outsourcing visa services is not merely a neutral means
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to address the state’s poor handling of the visa application process but a strategy to
re-establish control by decentralising responsibility and putting policy recipients at
distance. In her subsequent work she argues that on street-level EU’s bureaucrats
aim stemming potential lawful migration, not only irregular migration as suggested
by other scholars (Infantino 2019). Alpes and Spire (2014) too investigate the power
of street-level bureaucrats at French consulates in Cameroon and Tunisia, they argue
that like other officials these have a certain margin of discretion when deciding on
visa applications. However, their widely held belief that they are acting to defend the
national interests of their countries attaches their actions an inherently political
dimension. Alpes (2013) challenges the perception of brokers focusing on financial
profits and state actors representing notions of law and transparency. Revealing the
tight connections between travel permits and money, she argues that the supposed
boundaries between state and market actors are sometimes blurred. While the
consulate as an official actor is able to take visa fees often without even providing
actual visa, brokers are called exploitative if they take money even though their
promise to facilitate migration is often more reliable.

Finally, several studies analyse how civil society, notably NGOs, activists and
volunteers facilitate migration, as for instance, during the so-called migration crisis
2015 in Europe when they provided shelter, clothes, medical treatment or legal
support. Kiddey (2019) and Mitchell and Sparke (2018) explore alternative refugee
shelters in Greece provided by volunteers and activists which seek to create safe
spaces for refugees. Della Porta’s edited collection shows different forms of solidar-
ity mobilisations for refugees in Turkey (Celik, 2018), Greece (Oikonomakis, 2018),
Italy (Zamponi, 2018) and along the Balkan route (Milan & Pirro, 2018). Most of the
initiatives aim at facilitating refugees’ journey to Europe and supporting their
passage through the respective country. Many movements are simultaneously
engaged in humanitarian work offering concrete help for refugees and political
actions of protest. Chtouris and Miller (2017) conclude that while European institu-
tions reacted slowly and had relatively little impact on refugees’ protection, the
actions and resources of volunteers and activists turned out to be extremely efficient.

Some publications are specifically concerned with search and rescue (SAR)
missions of civil society organisations on the Mediterranean. Stierl (2018) analyses
the functioning of the WatchTheMed Alarm Phone, a hotline for refugees in
emergency situations on the Mediterranean developed and run by activists.
Cusumano gives an overview over different non-governmental SAR organisations
(2017). In another article (2019), he analyses their different strategies and shows
how younger organisations adopted most but not all of the rescue policies developed
by their predecessors due to the lack of financial means or differing moral values.
Similarly, Cuttita (2018) examines how different NGOs decide to show political
commitment or stay politically neutral when rescuing people from drowning. He
problematises that in any case, SAR missions contribute to a depoliticisation because
they provide operational support for governments and a humanitarian legitimation to
their exclusionary policies. Carrera et al. (2018) explore the consequences of EU
anti-smuggling policies on humanitarian actors. They find that such policies lead to
the criminalisation of the “mobility society”, i.e. civil society actors who assist
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irregular immigrants and asylum seekers. Finally, Cusumano and Pattison (2018)
argue that non-governmental SAR missions in the Mediterranean have notable
limitations and need to be replaced by solid humanitarian operations that are directed
by governments.

4.2.2 Material Migration Infrastructures

Research on the means of transportation in mostly regular migration processes is so
far rather limited. Burrell (2011) explores the use of low-cost flights and notes that
they “opened up travel, and most significantly migration opportunities” to provincial
locations across Europe. Since the 2004 expansion of the EU, newly built airports
have transformed many regionally focused towns and cities into international points
of arrival and departure. Burrell argues that Ryanair and other low-lost carriers have
accompanied and maybe even fuelled the migratory movements, for instance, from
Poland to the UK. Similarly, Bojczuk (2006) analyses the impact of low-budget
flights on the coach travel market between Poland and the UK. He shows how the
EU enlargement to Poland in 2004 was accompanied by the liberalisation of the
airline market which transformed air travel into more affordable service attracting
Polish labour migrants. He argues that although the market for coaches also
expanded, the intense competition with low-budget airlines put smaller coach
operators at risk forcing them to expand their operations to smaller towns in Poland
and the UK. Hirsh (2017) explores the aviation industry in Southeast Asia and shows
that low-cost carriers are used by tourists, retirees, migrant workers and students
alike. He describes how infrastructures of low-tech transportation significantly shape
patterns of mobility in Asia, including those of work migration. In his book on the
role of airports on mobility in Asia (Hirsh, 2016), he explores those infrastructures
serving less-privileged populations who are constrained due to their income or
nationality. Hirsh argues that in the past, the aviation industry was designated to
cater for the wealthy but that meanwhile a less visible and more accessible kind of
aviation infrastructure has emerged including shopping mall kiosks where flight
tickets can be bought with cash or cheap shuttle busses transferring labour migrants
from their homes to the airport. Finally, Teunissen (2018) explores how migrants use
long-distance coaches for travels within the EU. He shows how irregular migrants
manage to cross borders sometimes without the necessary documents taking advan-
tage of distracted Flixbus drivers or the lack of passport controls due to delays.
With regards to irregular migration, much has been written about transit migra-
tion in general, though less literature focuses specifically on migration infrastruc-
tures in what has been identified as transit migration hubs. In his study on transit
migration in Turkey, Diivell (2018) describes the transit hubs in Izmir and Istanbul
as “buzzing neighbourhoods full of regular and irregular businesses and service
providers offering regular and irregular services”. On the one hand, there are shops,
cafes and numerous accommodation opportunities including small hotels where
people not only hang out or stay but also obtain information or get in touch with
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smugglers. On the other hand, there are local or international non-governmental
organisations, public bodies and local administrations providing food and non-food
items, counselling, health care, legal advice, language classes or interpreting ser-
vices. Wissink et al. (2013) show that smugglers and “connectors”, i.e. middlemen
between smugglers and migrants, are providing services in the hub whereas there are
only a few non-governmental organisations including religious and humanitarian
organisations providing meals, clothing, furniture as well as legal aid. Crawley et al.
(2018) argue that a variety of services is offered to migrants and refugees in transit
hubs such as commercial services provided by private actors including hostels,
budget hotels, banks, telecommunication providers, (internet) cafes, barbers, shops
selling inflatable dinghies, outboard engines, life-vests or waterproof document
bags. Humanitarian actors like local mosques, non-governmental organisations and
volunteers provide shelter, meals, clothes, non-food items and services such as legal
and psychological counselling or medical treatments.

4.2.3 Digital Migration Infrastructures

A new and growing strand of explorations is concerned with the use of digital
technologies by migrants and refugees during their journey and their influence on
migration. Alencar et al. (2018) speak of mobile phones as “lifelines” during flight
while Gillespie et al. (2018) argue that smartphones can be “as important as water
and food” for refugees. However, digital technologies also play a crucial role for the
mediation of regular migration including marriage migration (see Zabyelina, 2009;
Tyldum and Tveit, 2008), work migration (see Low, 2020; Janta & Ladkin, 2013)
and student mobility (see Zinn & Johannsson, 2015; Papagiannidis, 2013). The
following chapter will explore the Digital Migration Infrastructures in more detail.

4.3 Research Gaps

The above sketch as shown that, so far, research on the field of migration infrastruc-
tures is fragmented and rather imbalanced in that some issues have received consid-
erable scholarly attention whereas others are widely overlooked. We promote
overcoming these imbalances and filling the knowledge gaps in order to gain a
holistic understanding of migration processes.

First, in terms of geographic focus areas, research on migration infrastructures in
Asia is comparably more advanced than research in other regions. Besides this,
several studies address migration industries, meaning the commercial aspects of
migration facilitation. However, this research does not specifically take into account
non-commercial types of migration facilitation.

Second, overt attention is paid to irregular migration and its infrastructures.
Literature is often morally loaded or even biased, sometimes blurring the distinctions
between the two categories of trafficking and smuggling. Compared to this, there is
much less research on regular agents such as work recruitment agencies, student
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mobility consultants or marriage agents which is surprising when taking into account
how many regular migrants use their services.

Third, the infrastructures of specific migration processes, such as refugee admis-
sion including humanitarian resettlement or voluntary return programmes remain to
be investigated more in-depth. Refugee admission or returns are forms of state
facilitation of (return) migration, often realised through international organisations,
notably IOM and UNHCR. However, there are also other forms of humanitarian
admissions like private sponsorships and scholarship programmes (Welfens et al.
2019). While admission programmes are often well documented, little is known
about the processes, i.e. the infrastructure of refugee admission.

Fourth, while digital migration studies are an emerging field of interest, unequal
access to resources and the so-called digital divide as determined by class, gender,
age, and country of origin remain under-researched areas. While relatively many
studies are focusing on the use of digital technologies by refugees travelling from the
Middle East to Europe, less literature is concerned with other world regions such as
Africa or Latin America.

Fifth, the regulation of migration infrastructures and actors and its implementa-
tion and enforcement seems to be almost entirely absent from the research agenda, so
far. The main focus of research lies on regulations on human smuggling, human
trafficking, the responsibilities of carriers whereas other areas are overlooked.

Finally, there is little research on the interface of migration and tourism or
migration and travel logistics. Notably, means of transportation, such as carriers, air
(ports) or bus and train stations are so far widely neglected in migration research yet
they play a role in terms of mobility patterns of people migrating to the European
Union or elsewhere. Besides this, there is a lack of an analysis of migrants’ use of
infrastructures that were initially set up to serve mainly tourists, such as travel
agencies, airlines and hotels. A key obstacle is the predominantly containerised
thinking in the different fields related to mobility. Transport economics, tourism
studies, logistics or legal studies concerned with mobility regulations are disciplines
that could complement research on migration infrastructures.

4.4 Summary and Conclusion

Although migration infrastructures are key for migrants’ capability to move,
research is still surprisingly fragmented. This chapter has sought to give an intro-
duction to the concept of migration infrastructures and the state-of-the-art of research
on this theme. It refers to a couple of domains in which infrastructures have been
researched, such as travel, regular and irregular, transit migration, labour migration,
marriage migration, transit migration hubs, or the airport economy. From the
literature a range of features emerge which could guide future research. These are,
for example, the service dimension, exploitative practices, ethical issues, class
dimension, filtering function, connectedness of diverse actors, public-private inter-
play, and the compliant vs deviant character. Issues such as the linkages between
macro—/meso—/micro-level processes, like, for example, the extent to which actors
at the infrastructure level generate migration, are open questions.
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To conclude, we argue that migration studies should acknowledge migration
infrastructures as a new field of research mediating between macro-level determi-
nants and micro-level processes. We argue that the concept is pertinent in order to
acknowledge the mediating role of a vast range of regular and irregular, commercial
and non-commercial, state and non-state actors and structures as well as digital
spaces and travel logistics which often only render migration possible in the first
place. Without infrastructures, individuals would only have limited access to infor-
mation, meaning migratory journeys would in fact hardly be possible for many.
Further studies of the migration infrastructures, notably in the European context, is
therefore crucial for gaining a more complete understanding of migration processes.
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Chapter 5 )
Digital Migration Infrastructures oy

Carlotta Preiss

5.1 Introduction

Digitalisation has fundamentally shaped the way people migrate over the last years.
On the one hand, refugees use their mobile phones for navigation, to contact
smugglers and other refugees, for communication with their loved ones back home
or in countries of destination. Facebook groups provide invaluable information for
people on the move, while mobile money transfers from relatives abroad are often
crucial to finance journeys. Sometimes, mobile phones even serve as lifelines
between boats and rescue vessels in the Mediterranean, thereby preventing people
from drowning. Thus, Gillespie et al. (2016) argue that for refugees seeking to reach
Europe, digital infrastructures are as important as physical ones.

On the other hand, Information and Communication Technology (ICT) has
influenced regular migration processes. Dating platforms facilitate marriage
migration, companies and work agencies recruit workers online, and student mobil-
ity is often advertised and mediated through social media and online platforms.

Today, a whole digital ensemble of smaller and bigger actors, services and objects
facilitates and supports migration processes. In this chapter, this digital ensemble will
be conceptualised as Digital Migration Infrastructures, related to the Migration
Infrastructures presented in the previous chapter. This chapter first introduces the
concept of Digital Migration Infrastructures while exploring related approaches.
Second, it provides an overview over the existing literature. Third, it identifies the
remaining research gaps with regards to Digital Migration Infrastructures, before
drawing a conclusion.

Research for this chapter was conducted at DeZIM Institute Berlin for the H2020 CrossMigration
project. It is not related to the German Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and
Development.
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5.2 Conceptualisation

As elaborated in the previous chapter, studies in Migration Infrastructures in general
seek to shed light on the often-overlooked processes between migrants’ departure
and their arrival asking how people migrate. Migration Infrastructures are defined as
the physical, digital, commercial, governmental, and humanitarian infrastructures
which support and mediate migration on a meso-level, sometimes provided by
macro-level actors and influencing migration trajectories of individuals on the
micro-level (also see Xiang & Lindquist, 2014). These include regular and irregular
actors (such as agencies, smugglers, intermediaries and brokers) or material infra-
structures (including airplanes, roads, trains, transit hubs and routes). One crucial
part of the Migration Infrastructures are the Digital Migration Infrastructures. Digital
Migration Infrastructures are the ensemble of digital technologies including the
underlying support structures which facilitate migration processes. The key research
question is: How do digital technologies support and facilitate migration processes?

This digital ensemble includes actors, hardware, and software that facilitate or
mediate migration. The list entails but is not limited to smart and basic mobile
phones, battery charging stations, cyber cafés, shops that sell SIM cards along
migration routes, social media, communication and navigation apps, informative
webpages, blogs and vlogs, online information campaigns, telecommunication and
money transfer companies, online travel agencies or online portals for flight, train
and bus tickets as well as marriage migration platforms, online mediation of workers
by recruitment agencies and online facilitation of student mobility. In short, Digital
Migration Infrastructures play a crucial role in mediating regular and irregular forms
of migration and facilitating forced displacement.

Digital Migration Infrastructures :
How do digital technologies support and facilitate migration processes?

Hardware Software Actors

+  smart and basic +  social media, blogs, vlogs, +  telecommunication
mobile phones websites, emails, SMS companies

« charging stations services, apps for «  money transfer

*  SIM cards communication and companies

*+  computers and navigation «  humanitarian actors
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Migration infrastructures are understood as infrastructures facilitating migration
and enabling persons to move. It does not take those structures into account that
prevent migration. Thus, digital surveillance and digitalised border control are not
considered in this concept (see Dijstelbloem et al., 2011; Leurs, 2019). However,
those apps and advertisements facilitating the return to one’s home country can be
part of the Migration Infrastructures. In this case, repatriation is understood as one
form of (return) migration, although returning might not be voluntary or initially
planned. As Migration Infrastructures are defined as organised structures, Digital
Migration Infrastructures primarily encompass the overarching structure which
enables virtual communication, and not the personal networks within these.

5.3 Related Concepts

5.3.1 Digital Migration Studies

Digital Migration Infrastructures are related to the Digital Migration Studies which
seek to “understand the relation between migration and digital media technologies”
(Leurs & Smets, 2018). Some authors have criticised that migration related issues are
often not thought together with discourses on digital technologies although migrants
and refugees are “‘digital natives’, early adopters and heavy users of digital tech-
nologies, not unlike their peers if not more as a result of their transnational connec-
tions” (Pozanesi & Leurs 2014, p. 4). Related to the Digital Migration Studies is
Diminescu’s concept of the Connected Migrant (2008), defined as “a migrant on the
move who relies on alliances outside his own group of belonging without cutting his
ties with the social network at home”, using digital technologies to do so (ibid.,
p- 567). On the one hand, Digital Migration Studies analyse digitalisation related to
governmental border control and migration management (Broeders, 2007,
Dijstelbloem & Broeders, 2015; Vukov & Sheller, 2013). On the other hand, they
explore the use of online information campaigns warning people not to leave their
countries of origin (Brekke & Thorbjgrnsrud, 2017; Oeppen, 2016; Schans &
Optekamp, 2016). However, they also look at the use of digital technologies by
refugees. While some of the literature is about the use of technologies after the
arrival at the country of destination (see Alam & Imram, 2015; Gordano Peile
2014; Hiller & Franz, 2004; Kaufmann, 2018; Komito, 2011; Kutcher & Kress,
2018; Witteborn, 2015), another strand is concerned with what is here defined as
Digital Migration Infrastructures, i.e. the use of digital technologies during migra-
tion processes, mostly en route or in transit. This branch of literature will be explored
below.
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5.3.2 Digital Passages

Another related concept is that of “digital passages” (Latonero & Kift, 2018) which
focuses on digital technologies in forced migration. Digital passages consist of
“infrastructures” (digital technologies used by corporations and governments) and
“artefacts” (digital technologies used by refugees, human traffickers, and smug-
glers). Latonero and Kift argue that “the reliance on both infrastructure and artefacts
affects the interplay of some of the major protagonists in this sociotechnical space:
refugees, smugglers, corporations, and governments.” (ibid., p. 3). Latonero and
Kift’s digital passages consist of social media services, free Wi-Fi spots in transit,
SIM Cards, SIM card contractors, charging stations, GPS etc. The authors show how
“accessing crucial information on the Internet depends on an entire infrastructure and
economy of Wi-Fi hotspots, shops that sell SIM cards, or the physical offices of wire
transfer services” (ibid., p. 3).

5.3.3 Critical Approaches

Leurs and Smets (2018) add some warnings to the discourse and argue that digital
“technologies can never be considered as inseparable from offline material, histor-
ical, socio-political contextual dynamics; there is a need to avoid the sensationalist
exceptionalism surrounding the technological fetishisation of the smartphone carry-
ing and selfie-taking refugees” (ibid., p. 8). Furthermore, they opt to move “beyond
technophilia”, for a “non-digital-media-centricness”, arguing that researchers should
still focus on social problems first before turning to digital technologies (ibid., p. 8).
Twigt (2018) argues that digital technologies can help refugees in precarious
situations to not give up—however, they cannot be the answer to prolonged legal
and social insecurity (ibid, p. 9).

Besides this, some scholars stress the risks inherent to the use of digital technologies
in relation to migration (see Ponzanesi & Leurs, 2014). On the one hand, digital divides
play an important role, i.e. some migrants and refugees are unable to use ICT due to a
lack of access and digital literacy. On the other hand, governments and private
companies use digital technologies in order to control and track migrants and refugees.
As Pozanesi and Leurs (2014) argue “digital connectedness does not come as a utopian
alternative to histories of dislocation, rejection and expulsion”. Thus, its advantages
and disadvantages need to be thoroughly analysed without romanticising it.

5.4 State of Knowledge

So far, literature related to Digital Migration Infrastructures remains rather
fragmented. However, especially with regards to forced displacement it is rapidly
growing. In the following, an overview of the state-of-the-art of research on Digital
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Migration Infrastructures in forced displacement and some forms of regular migra-
tion will be given.

5.4.1 Digital Migration Infrastructures and Forced
Displacement

The use of digital technologies during forced displacement has received relatively
much attention with regards to movements from the Middle East to Europe. Studies
reveal that the vast majority of people fleeing from the Middle East rely on digital
technologies and that ICT fundamentally shape their trajectories (Alencar et al.,
2018; Borkert et al., 2018; Dekker et al., 2018; Frouws et al., 2016; Gillespie et al.,
2018). These publications show how digital technologies fulfil various needs during
the journey, for instance, staying in touch with fellow travellers, with relatives and
friends in countries of destination or with family and friends back home. Many
contact smugglers or receive information on countries of destination, routes, and
border crossings via smartphones. Generally, the smartphone represents an impor-
tant device for planning and navigation, but also for documenting the journey or
storing important documents. Sometimes, it is a useful tool for entertainment which
relieves boredom and anxieties in the camps or during waiting periods during the
journey. Some authors underline that ICT potentially give refugees more autonomy
in organising their journeys and enable them to travel without depending on smug-
glers (Zijlstra & Liempt, 2017).

Relatively few researchers are concerned with the use of mobile phone by
displaced persons on the African continent. Schaub (2011) explores refugees’ use
of mobile phones in the trans-Saharan space and argues that, among other factors, the
rise in connectivity has made the region more “transitable”. On the one hand, the
mobile phone helps to make better use of existing infrastructures such as urban
transit spaces. On the other hand, it is a way to receive support and information from
geographically distant contacts. Relying on Collyer (2007), Schaub argues that
fragmented journeys in the trans-Saharan space would not be possible without
mobile phone communication.

Other studies specifically highlight the digital divide and the risk of receiving
false information. Merisalo and Jauhiainen (2019) explore the digital divide among
refugees travelling from different world regions to Europe and find that country of
origin, age, and level of education influence if a person uses ICT. Borkert et al.
(2018) find that most individuals using ICT on the way have a high level of digital
literacy. However, they underline, that during their journeys, one main difficulty is to
differentiate between true and false information. Dekker et al. (2018) distinguish
different strategies of refugees to verify online information including checking the
respective source, validating online information with trusted social ties, triangulating
online sources, and comparing information with their personal experience. Wall
et al. (2017) explore the situation of Syrian refugees in the Zaatari refugee camp in
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Jordan where refugees have to cope with what they refer to as “information
precarity” defined not only as the lack of access to relevant information and the
prevalence of irrelevant or false information, but also the inability to control one’s
own images and potential surveillance through the government of one’s home
country. Similarly, Latonero and Kift (2018) show how ICT are used not only by
refugees but also by traffickers, corporations, and governments. They underline that
it is difficult to say if digital technologies benefit or harm refugees as it exposes them
to surveillance and control.

5.4.2 Digital Migration Infrastructures and Regular Forms
of Migration

Comparatively less research has been conducted on Digital Migration Infrastructures
and forms of regular migration such as labour migration and student mobility. The
only noticeable exception is the role of digital technologies facilitating marriage
migration, this has received at least some attention.

Marriage Migration

Some authors analyse the impact and functioning of online marriage agencies.
Zabyelina (2009) provides an overview over different types of online marriage
agencies advertising women from Eastern Europe, their level of professionalisation
and their (lack of) efforts to prevent exploitation. She also analyses the pictures of
the women and concludes that most agencies objectify women and turn the match-
making into an online shopping experience (ibid., p. 97). The author argues that
“without the technological means to make the industry globally reachable, easily
accessible for payments, fast in the rendering of services, and confidential and highly
visualised, there could never have been such a grand-scale business as international
matchmaking” (ibid., pp. 90-1). Luehrmann’s (2004) anthropological approach
focuses on an online marriage agency in provincial Russia, which not only provides
matchmaking but also services such as language classes and visa procedures. Similar
to Zabyelina, she explores the ways the agency functions, e.g. that men mostly pay
for being able to see further pictures, contacting the women, or making use of
translation services. Tyldum and Tveit (2008) examine marriage migration of Thai
and Russian women and Western men, mostly in the US and Norway. They
demonstrate that, mostly, internet-based matching is reserved for educated or
resourceful women. However, some agencies also offer access to computers, assis-
tance in typing and writing or translating profile contents. Constable (2003) argues
that online matchmaking is different to the former matchmaking through printed
catalogues and letters sent by mail in that it is much faster and forces many women to
go to specific places to access computers, including cyber cafés or friends’ places.



5 Digital Migration Infrastructures 105

Other authors focus on the representation of women on online platforms. Dai
(2019) analyses the representation of women on an Asian online marriage migration
platform. She problematises the idea of the “Asian exotic other”, depicts the
vulnerability of women on this platform but also stresses that they have agency
and pursue their own interests as well as those of their families. Sahib et al. (2006)
analyse “successful” profiles on a Russian online platform. Their findings suggest
that the age of women does not play a role, however those living in bigger cities
where significantly more successful in finding a husband as the agency organised
trips to these places. This finding underlines the importance of physical encounters in
matchmaking and shows the limits of online tools.

Three papers focus on the use of internet forums and email correspondence by
women in Senegal, Cameroon, or the Philippines to find a future husband which
gives them the possibility to migrate to Europe or the US. Johnson-Hanks’ ethnog-
raphy (2007) focuses on Cameroonian women spending their time in internet cafés
where they receive and send emails, sometimes dictating the content to a typist as
they lack the ability to use a computer themselves. Similarly, Venable’s (2008) study
on Senegalese women analyses the hope to find a partner online in order to be able to
leave the Casamance region through online platforms. This hope stands in contrast to
the fact that most women do not know any couple which resulted from online
matchmaking. Finally, del Rosario’s (2005) study portrays Filipino women
searching for foreign spouses in cyber cafés. She shows that the ability to choose
between different spouses online promotes the agency of women and reduces their
dependency on offline social networks when searching for a spouse.

Labour Migration and Student Mobility

Only few publications focus on the role of digitalisation during migration processes
related to labour migration and student mobility. Low (2020) analyses the Malaysian
government’s approach to phase out intermediaries and de-commercialise the
recruitment of migrant workers. Part of their strategy is a digitalisation of the
whole process including application, permit renewal and repatriation which avoids
costs and reduces the risk of corruption. They thus imply the potential for tension
between commercial and non-commercial services. Janta and Ladkin (2013) explore
the role of the internet as a transnational platform for job searching and job
advertising among Poles seeking to work in the UK’s hospitality sector. Internet
fora provide knowledge exchange where Polish employees act as recruitment agents
for their employers. However, employees can also post their experiences regarding
employers’ failures to pay wages or cases of abuse. Thus, depending on how they are
used, internet platforms can both attract or warn aspiring labour migrants working in
favour or against the respective employer.

Relatively few authors look at the use of ICT for student mobility. Often,
universities use the internet to give information, attract students, and help them
organise their stay abroad. Gomes and Murphy (2003) and Bélanger et al. (2014)
look at the online marketing of universities through websites, email, and social
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media. Zinn and Johannsson (2015) explore different stages of mobile marketing for
Higher Education including the introduction of an admitted student app with infor-
mation about immigration, residence permits etc. during the applicant stage. Finally,
Papagiannidis (2013) explores online taster courses for international students and
argues that it can establish strong relationships between universities and applicants
already during the recruitment process.

5.5 Research Gaps and Conclusion

While much of the literature on Digital Migration Infrastructures and forced dis-
placement focuses on movements from the Middle East to Europe, less is concerned
with Latin America, Africa and Asia. Besides this, there are only few studies on ICT
use in regular migration such as online recruitment of workers, spouses, or interna-
tional students. Further research could explore how regular and irregular migration
and forced displacement have actually changed in form and number due to the use of
digital technologies. Another interesting question is if migration has become easier
or more cumbersome with the increased digitalisation of migration processes,
digitised border control, and the individual use of mobile phones and computers.

Migration processes are already today strongly influenced by digitalisation. Most
likely, the impact will increase in coming years, as connectivity and hardware are
becoming more affordable and widespread, and there are more and more potential
clients being part of a growing middle class in many regions of the world. To keep
pace with current developments of a digitised world and genuinely understand
migration in the twenty-first century, it is crucial to explore the role digital connec-
tivity plays in migration. This chapter has introduced Digital Migration Infrastruc-
tures and provided an overview over existing literature. By doing so, it sought to
raise awareness for the strong impact of digital technologies on migration giving a
point of departure for further research in the field.
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Chapter 6 )
Migration Forms: What Forms oy
of Migration Can Be Distinguished?

Cathrine Talleraas

This chapter addresses the question: what forms of migration can be distinguished?
This topic is closely tied to the issues addressed in the previous chapters, concerning
why and how people migrate. Central to the discourse on migration forms—also
called categories, types, or flows—Ilies another important question: who are
migrants? This chapter dives into these questions. While the topic of migrant
typologies itself would merit its own full-fledged analysis, this is beyond the scope
of this chapter. The reflections herein rather seek to summarise some of the main
arguments and questions pertaining to the debates on categorisation in migration
studies.

After a brief introduction of how the word ‘migrants’ is used, the chapter moves
on to discuss how different migrants and journeys are categorised into specific forms
of migration. By briefly discussing the use of categories and recent discourses on
categorisation in migration studies, this chapter sets the stage for the next three
chapters of this book, as these delve into the subjects of labour migration, family
migration, and humanitarian migration more specifically. Finally, the chapter offers
a few reflections on the logic behind the choice of migration forms in focus both in
this book and in the taxonomy of the Migration Research Hub.

6.1 To Be (Labelled) a Migrant

999

Tazzioli (2019) notes that “some people are labelled and governed as ‘migrants’”.
This is an important remark, as it sheds light on the difference between migrant as a
category of self-identity, and migrant as a label which others apply when referring to
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people who move or have moved. This chapter primarily focuses on the latter of the
two understandings, though the interrelation between the two is not to be ignored.
While most acknowledge the need for human categories for the purposes of analysis
and governance, such categorisation also raises ethical concerns (see e.g. Bakewell,
2011; Raghuram, 2021). Is it morally correct to define people by only one aspect of
their character, identity, or life? The migrant label, or any sub-category or migration
form, only refers to a specific—current or past—activity. The act of moving or
crossing an international border may indeed be a crucial aspect or turning point in a
person’s life, yet it remains one sole activity, and not necessarily an identifying or
key characteristic.

The study of migration has nonetheless become a field on its own. So, too, have
the fields of politics, policies and jurisdictions concerning people who migrate. It is
impossible to do justice to the heterogeneity of people and their lives through any
migrant category. Yet, in order to analyse, govern, and even understand the phe-
nomenon of migration, we need to reify the abstract process of human mobility into
set categories. To rephrase the quote above, this chapter holds that some people are,
and need to be, labelled, governed, and studied as migrants. Central to this under-
standing stands the constant acknowledgement that the word ‘migrant’ remains a
crude simplification of any person who migrates.

6.2 The Multitude of Migration Forms

Building on the premise that people usefully may be categorised as migrants, the
next central question is: which different forms of migration can be identified? The
different words used to distinguish one form of migration from another are regularly
the objects of academic scrutiny, and most migration scholars would agree that we
cannot capture the fluidity and complexity of any migration through these specific
tags (see e.g. Crawley & Skleparis, 2017; Castles et al., 2014; Dahinden, 2016;
Fussell, 2012; Talleraas, 2020). Nevertheless, to study migration in its various
shapes and modalities, we need to understand the differences between flows. The
factors used to distinguish one type of migration from another comprise a range of
parameters, including—but not limited to—the geography of the migration, the
reasons or drivers of migration, the characteristics of the migrants, the migrants’
aims, and the infrastructures and mechanisms shaping the journeys. Moreover, the
migrants’ legal status at the outset of, during, and after their journey place them into
specific categories (Kubal, 2013), which also provide them with different legal rights
and duties. This implies that the group, or migration form, migrants belong to, and
thus how they are analysed or governed, can shift over time and en route.

A leading understanding in migration studies highlights the political geography
of migration journeys by differentiating between two key forms: internal migration
and international migration. The former refers to migration within a country and the
latter to migration across state borders. Within each of these, migration drivers are
often used to distinguish between two sub-groups: those who are forced to move and
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those who migrate voluntarily. A central line of criticism in migration studies refers
to the impossibility of stringently dividing between forced and voluntary migration.
This often-used dichotomy risks undermining the potential ‘spectrum’ of drivers and
experiences inherent in any migration journey (Erdal & Oeppen, 2018, p. 981). A
related discussion concerns whether refugees are—or should be—understood as
migrants. While one side of the dispute sees all who have changed their country of
residence as migrants, the other categorises those who have moved to seek interna-
tional protection as a separate group, holding that refugees should never be included
in the migrant category (see e.g. Carling, 2017). These discussions underscore the
potentially grave consequences—both analytically and politically—of how we dis-
tinguish between different sub-forms of migration. As the international legal frame-
works concerning refugees provide them with a distinct set of rights, it is especially
important to apply these labels with particular care.

The categorisation of particular migration forms can be undertaken by different
actors with various purposes, such as border control agencies, human rights activists
and political parties. Such categorisation into different forms often involves defining
migrant groups on the basis of a specific variable. Illustrative examples include:
‘unskilled migrants’ or ‘unaccompanied minors’, which draw on the migrants’
characteristics; ‘labour migrants’ or ‘lifestyle migrants’, which highlight the drivers
or motivations of the migration; or the term ‘boat migrant’, which refers to the means
of travel. While categorisation is a useful tool for states and researchers alike, many
have argued that any “cookie cutter approach” to migration involves
overgeneralisation (Gupte & Mehta, 2007; Talleraas, 2020). The line of criticism
concerning “methodological nationalism” in migration studies also highlights the
need to critically assess how nation-state logics and categories are reiterated in
research (Brubaker, 2013; Dahinden, 2016; Wimmer & Glick Schiller, 2002).
State structures serve to manage migration while also producing exclusionary
understandings of ‘unwanted’ (see e.g. Anderson, 2013) or victimised (see
e.g. Schenk, 2021) migrant groups. Lack of reflection concerning migration form
labelling may risk reproducing hegemonic power relations and “essentalised ideas”
(Dahinden et al., 2021, p. 538). When deciding which label to apply, or when
distinguishing one migration form from another, it is necessary to evaluate the
dominant categories applied, and avoid conflating categories of analysis with cate-
gories of practice (see e.g. Van Hear, 2012). This is particularly important as the
migration form labels applied impact how people are understood, encountered, and
treated (see e.g. Erdal & Oeppen, 2018; Ottonelli & Torresi, 2013).

6.3 A Systematic Literature Review of Migration Forms

This chapter has sought to reflect on the categories of migration forms and the
practices of using them in migration studies. Based on brief examination of the
questions of who are the migrants? and what forms of migration can be distin-
guished?, two key lessons may be drawn. First, when studying people as ‘migrants’,
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we need to remember that they may have ‘little else in common’ (Carling, 2017).
While it is useful to distinguish migrants from non-migrants — for practitioners,
policymakers, and researchers alike — the label itself does not reflect who people are,
how they identify and what they do. Second, the categorisation of migrants into
sub-groups is a valuable tool, both for analytical purposes and for the provision of
rights. Yet, we must acknowledge the broad spectrum of experiences inherent in any
migration journey, and continually consider the social, political, and analytical
repercussions of the labels we use to distinguish some people from others.

The ensuing chapters of this book provide extensive literature reviews of a
specific collection of migration forms, including labour migration (Chap. 6), family
migration (Chap. 7), humanitarian migration (Chap. 8), lifestyle migration (Chap. 9),
student mobilities (Chap. 10), and irregular migration (Chap. 11). The chapters offer
insights into the development of these research fields, and include overviews of key
findings, research approaches and methodologies. The selection of the specific forms
included in this book is based on recent work with the establishment of the Migration
Research Hub. To create a typology of migration forms for this online tool, for the
purpose of categorising and systematising research on migration, a range of experts
and scholars have been consulted. Through discussions, a typology of migration
forms has been developed where three existing and widely used migration forms are
found to - theoretically - encapsulate many of the other categories that are widely
applied in analytical and policy work. These three migration category labels are
based on the driving force behind that particular migration. Migration drivers is
understood as key lines of division between migration flows, and we differentiate
between labour, family, and humanitarian migration in the effort to systematise the
Migration Research Hub taxonomy, and the ensuing literature reviews.

In line with this aim, the three next chapters include discussions on a variety of
‘sub-forms’ of migration. In particular ‘labour migration’ is understood to include
‘high-skilled migration’ and ‘low-skilled migration’; ‘family migration’ includes
‘transnational families’ and ‘marriage migration’, and; ‘humanitarian migration’
encapsulates ‘refugees’, asylum seekers’, ‘internally displaced people’, ‘victims of
trafficking’ and ‘unaccompanied minors’. The following three chapters reviewing
literature on migration forms thus include types that cannot be captured within the
categories of labour, family or humanitarian migration. These forms were neverthe-
less included here as it is possible to distinguish a distinct discourse on each form,
consisting of elaborate bodies of theoretical and empirical research (i.e. Chaps. 9, 10
and 11 on lifestyle, student and irregular migration). The broad array of literature
included in the three first chapters nevertheless illustrate how these three key forms,
the sub-forms they encapsulate and other name-given forms, are more complex than
their labels might suggest. The range of research referred to reflects the multiple
factors that influence the spectrum of migration processes and showcases that any act
of migration can be called by different names, depending on the reasons underlying
the need for categorisation.

The reviews in the ensuing chapters primarily draw on literature available through
the Migration Research Hub database. An important aim of these chapters, as with
the database itself, is to enable researchers and practitioners to grasp the complexities
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of knowledge on types of migration. To this end, the Migration Research Hub
taxonomy system systematises knowledge on a greater range of specific migration
forms than is included here, and presents this in an accessible way. The migration
forms that are included in the taxonomy are: environmental migration, family and
marriage migration, health-related migration, high-skilled migration, internal
displacement migration, internal migration, irregular migration, LGBTQ migration,
labour migration, lifestyle and retirement migration, low-skilled migration, multiple
migration, refugee migration, asylum seeker migration, return migration, roots
migration, short-term and circular migration, transnational migration, unaccompa
nied minor migration, student mobility and trafficking. While the taxonomy system
is not designed to capture the plurality of, or flexibility in, migration experiences, the
aim is for it to be used as a research and policy tool to discover knowledge on
different migration forms. In line with the ever-evolving nature of migration and
migration research, the migration forms included in the taxonomy is likely to be
updated and change with time. The current full list of migration forms and
definitions are available through the Migration Research Hub taxonomy.
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Chapter 7 ®)
Labour Migration oy

Laura Oso, Pawel Kaczmarczyk, and Justyna Salamonska

This chapter will focus on labour migration, that is the movement of persons with the
aim of employment or income-bringing activities (e.g., entrepreneurship), develop-
ing the topic which was also touched upon in Chap. 3 on conceptual understanding
of migration drivers. Research on labour migration has developed across various
disciplines (e.g., sociology, anthropology, and geography), but most prominently in
economics. It has resulted in a range of theoretical frameworks, starting with
neoclassical economic theories and advancing through the New Economics of
Labour Migration (NELM), dual labour market theory, and social network theory,
to more recent transnational approaches or theories dedicated to particular forms of
labour migration. These diverse approaches offer insights into labour migration on
macro-, meso- and micro-levels. Although a dichotomy based on skills (high-
skilled vs. low-skilled workers) can be seen as controversial or misleading as a
division between workers representing these two types of skills is often vague or
difficult to determine, the distinction does reflect recent debates on labour migration.
Thus, a high—/low-skills dichotomy serves as a guide to the structure of this chapter.

This chapter outlines the development of the field of scholarship on labour migration
and the key trends of thinking in this field. The section on high-skilled migration outlines
three major research strands: (1) the effects of high-skilled migration, (2) policies related
to this migration, and (3) the mobility of health professionals. In the section on
low-skilled migration, the discussion is organised around key sectors of employment
(construction, agriculture, domestic service/care, and sex work). This selection is arbi-
trary, but reflects the main strands emerging in the literature while focusing directly on
the labour market rather than on the characteristics of migration itself.
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7.1 Overview of Key Concepts and Theories, Methodologies
and Disciplines

Originally emerging in the field of economics in the second half of the twentieth
century, theories on labour migration have come to dominate current understandings
and interpretation of classical theories on international migration (Arango, 2000).

The neoclassical approach considered migration in macro terms, as a develop-
ment factor that allowed for the redistribution of the workforce from areas of low
productivity to high productivity ones (Lewis, 1954). Migration is perceived in
purely instrumental terms as a means towards equalising economic imbalances on
regional, national, and global scales. In micro terms, neoclassical theory defines
migration as the consequence of a sum of individual decisions that stem from a
rational appraisal of the costs and benefits of displacement (or of expected gains, as
in Harris & Todaro’s, 1970 revised version) intending to reap higher returns. This
view presents migration as, essentially, a form of investment in human capital
(Sjaadstad, 1962) and closely linked to labour market conditions. Another frame-
work, based on push factors in the regions of origin (unemployment, low incomes,
etc.) and pull factors in the host destinations (opportunities for access the labour
market, higher wages, etc.), spotlights the rational individual approach as well (Lee,
1966). The New Economics of Labour Migration (NELM) opens the classical
perspective, considering migration with regard to family and household strategies
that aim to minimise the impact of market imperfections and the associated risks for
employment and income (Stark, 1991).

The structural approaches, rooted in the Dependence and World System theories,
also focused on labour migration (Wallerstein, 1974). Castles and Kosack (1972)
considered migratory flows to Western Europe from 1945 onwards as a consequence
of capital accumulation, caused by inequalities between central and peripheral areas
in the world capitalist system. In Piore’s Dual Labour Market theory (1979) migrant
workers fill jobs in low productivity and low-skilled sectors that the autochthonous
workforce is unwilling to take on (due to low wages, poor working conditions, or
hierarchical constraints). Other authors consider labour migration in terms of
mobilising capital, structural changes to world markets, the interdependence of
economies, and new forms of production (Portes & Walton, 1981; Sassen, 1988).

While traditional theories tended to focus on the causes of migration, the network
approach (coming from sociology and anthropology) has spotlighted reasons why
migratory flows continue, even though wage differentials have disappeared, and
underlined the importance of meso-level analysis (Massey et al., 1993). Social
networks are a form of social capital that provides migrants with access to the labour
market and other forms of help and support. The work of Wilson and Portes (1980)
on the “ethnic enclave” has shown how the inclusion of the ethnic economy is an
opportunity for migrants to address the segregation of ethnic minorities in the
mainstream labour market. Finally, Transnational Migration theory shed light on
how labour migrants constructed and maintained their socio-economic and cultural
relationships across borders (Basch et al., 1994; Vertovec, 1999). This theory,
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Table 7.1 Published journal articles by topic (N and % growth rate over the years)

Labour High-skilled Low-skilled
Topics migration migration migration
Journal articles published until 1999 | 1293 216 226
Journal articles published until 2018 | 5602 1753 1454
Total growth rate 333% 712% 543 %
Average annual percentage 8.02% 11.65% 10.29%
growth rate

Source: migrationresearch.com

together with gender and intersectional perspectives, developed in the late twentieth
and early twenty-first centuries (Boyd, 1989; Morokvasic, 1984; Anthias, 1992;
Kofman et al., 2000), enabled new approaches within labour migration, by shifting
the focus from the rational economic actor to the analysis of the productive and
reproductive strategies adopted by transnational households (Baldassar & Merla,
2014; Kofman, 2014).

The Migration Research Hub database documents remarkable growth in the
number of journal articles published on topics of labour migration, both high-
skilled and low-skilled (Table 7.1). The data indicate that, since 2000, the focus
on high-skilled migration has outpaced the focus on low-skilled migration in terms
of article publication. The average annual percentage growth rate reflects how much,
on average, the output of scholarly literature has increased per year since the 2000s.
Importantly, this shift is not only due to changes in the structure of international
flows (see next section) but rather it is attributable to a growing overall interest in
high-skilled labour, also - and perhaps especially - in the context of public policies,
including migration ones.

In terms of methodology, various disciplines follow their own methodological
traditions (e.g., economists use quantitative datasets to build models, while anthro-
pologists tend to prefer qualitative data). Ethnosurveys, which bring together eth-
nography and survey methods, are a rare example of a successful mixed methods
approach to studying migration (Massey, 1987, 1999; Kaczmarczyk & Salamoriska,
2018). Research interest in more vulnerable groups of labour migrants has also
drawn attention to various ethical challenges that need to be taken into account when
making methodological choices, including, among others, privacy concerns, issue of
informed consent, establishing trust relationship between the researcher and infor-
mants (van Liempt & Bilger, 2012).

Key Data Sources

» Eurostat data (particularly data on residence permits, EU Blue Cards, and
residence permits for intra-corporate transferees).

e The European Union Labour Force Survey (EU LES)

* The Database on Immigrants in OECD countries (DIOC)

e The OECD database of Indicators of Immigrant Integration.
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7.2 High-Skilled Migration

We turn now to one of the strands of literature on labour migration focusing on high-
skilled migration, defined as the movement of persons who normally possess
university education (ISCED 5-6), extensive professional experience, or a combi-
nation of the two. Additionally, public policy frameworks in selected cases can use
the salary level to define high-skilled migration (e.g., Blue Card). Mobility of high-
skilled individuals is at the forefront of public debates on migration, mostly due to
narratives on migration that focus on labour market needs and the (assumed)
integration potential of foreign professionals (Boeri et al., 2012; Czaika, 2018).
The common interest in high-skilled migration also results from global trends. As
shown by the OECD data (2018), the number of highly-educated people (i.e., people
with university degrees) is over twice as high among migrants than the average for
the whole local population, with a strong positive trend that has been only tempo-
rarily constrained by the global economic crisis (Czaika & Parsons, 2016). As a
consequence, high-skilled migrants make up a significant share of the migrant
population in highly developed countries, and, in the case of OECD nations,
constituting approximately 30% of the total migrant population. Additionally, a
common feature of modern, highly developed economies is that the educational
level among migrants tends to be higher than that of the native population (OECD,
2018).

Recent trends in high-skilled migration are attributed to factors on both sides of
the migration process. The outflow of highly skilled people is, however, an obvious
consequence of the spread of higher education and the growing aspirations among
the highly educated (in contrast to people with lower levels of education), as well as
the relative lack of opportunities in the countries of origin. These factors coincide
with structural conditions in the countries of destination, which aim to fill labour
shortages in high-tech sectors (Czaika, 2018).

7.2.1 The Effects of the Mobility of the High-Skilled — The
Brain Drain/Gain Debate

For many decades, scholarly and media debates on the effects of high-skilled
migration have been dominated by the idea of ‘brain drain’ from the country of
origin. This ‘traditional approach’ to the topic was developed in the 1960s and 1970s
and focused on the negative effects of high-skilled emigration, such as the tax costs
associated with the education of future migrants or the negative impact of labour
flows on factor productivity and development prospects (Grubel & Scott, 1966;
Bhagwati & Hamada, 1974). Since the mid-1990s, researchers began to challenge
this one-sided perception of the impact of high-skilled migration (Mountford, 1997;
Stark et al., 1997; Beine et al., 2001). The ‘modern approach’—or the new econom-
ics of brain drain—is based on the assumption that the decision to invest in education
is driven by expected returns in human capital and the probability that migrating will
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increase the returns of this investment (as compared to the no-migration situation).
Thus, migration of the highly educated could, theoretically (i.e., if the probability of
migrating is smaller than one), increase the level of human capital in the country of
origin and foster economic progress, a situation referred to as ‘brain gain’ or
‘beneficial brain drain’. (Mountford, 1997; Beine et al., 2001; Stark, 2005).

In practice, an overall assessment of this issue should take into account additional,
related incentives to acquire human capital (‘brain effect’) as well as the ‘classic’
drain effect, which consists in a loss of measurable human capital (Beine et al.,
2001). The empirical results so far have been moderately satisfactory, which may
result from the fact that theory-based effects are observed only in countries with a
moderate outflow of high-skilled migrants. If the scale of this migration is high, the
negative effects (i.e., the drain effects) dominate (Beine et al., 2001, 2008). How-
ever, smaller-scale studies show that migration opportunities influence not only the
tendency to continue education but also to choose specific fields of study
(Commander et al., 2004; Commander et al., 2008; Gibson & McKenzie, 2011;
Batista et al., 2012). These effects can be strengthened by additional factors like
remittances, return migration, or diaspora externalities (Mayr & Peri, 2012; Boeri
et al., 2012).

Recent studies suggest that one of the key assumptions of the new economics of
brain drain cannot be upheld and, consequently, that the scope for beneficial brain
drain should be substantially reduced (Briicker et al., 2013; Egger & Felbermayr,
2009). There is a growing body of literature devoted to the ‘brain waste’ phenom-
enon (Mattoo et al., 2008), which explores mismatches between the education/skills
of migrants and the professional position they can secure in the destination country.
These mismatches are only partly due to the (poor) quality of education or the lack of
transferability of skills. The available empirical studies point instead to the role of
the structure of demand for foreign labour, which is strongly concentrated in the
low-skills end of the occupational hierarchy. Over-education, as a common
migration-related phenomenon, has also been studied among post-2004 and post-
2007 migrants from the new EU Member States (Briicker, 2009; Fihel et al., 2009;
Galgéezi et al., 2011; Tijdens & van Klaveren, 2011; Galgoczi & Leschke, 2014;
Kaczmarczyk & Okélski, 2008; Kaczmarczyk & Tyrowicz, 2015).

7.2.2 Policies Targeting High-Skilled Migrants

There is a strong contrast between migration policies focused on migrants who are
recognised as professionals and policies focused on people with lower skill levels.
The former have been developing with particular intensity since the 1990s and this
trend can be linked to the general perception that high-skilled workers are contrib-
uting to receiving societies by promoting innovation, increasing competition in the
economy, and supporting the destination country’s high position in the global
technological race (Czaika & Parsons, 2015, 2016). High-skilled migrants are also
seen as having relatively high employability and integration potential
(OECD, 2008).
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Czaika and de Haas (2013) and Czaika and Parsons (2017) have documented
policies that aim to attract, select, and retain high-skilled migrants and showed a
substantial increase in the scale of these types of instruments. Even if some policy
measures can be shown to be more effective, the overall impact of migration policies
on highly educated people is generally considered to be relatively low (as compared
with massive recruitment programmes that target seasonal, low-skilled workers).

One reason is the complexity of migration decisions of professionals, which are
motivated by wage gaps and depend on factors related to career opportunities, access
to advanced technologies, and/or opportunities to cooperate with world-class labo-
ratories. The high-skilled are often in a privileged position as they choose among
many employment options, for example, the ‘mutual selection’ between destination
countries and countries of origin (Czaika & Parsons, 2017). Generally, the effec-
tiveness of certain policies can be constrained by other migration policies (e.g.,
family reunification) or factors related to the internal dynamics of migration (i.e.,
migrant networks). It is unlikely that any specific migration policy instrument will be
responsible for the attractiveness of a country. Rather a wide range of factors,
including the socio-political climate, living conditions and non-migration policies,
play a significant role (Doomernik et al., 2009; Beine et al., 2008; Czaika & de Haas,
2013; Papademetriou & Sumption, 2013; Chaloff, 2016; Czaika & Parsons, 2017,
Tuccio, 2019; Weisser, 2016).

This discrepancy between publicly presented expectations and the results of
policies focused on the high-skilled is visible in the case of policy instruments
dedicated to various professional groups and is well documented in case of the EU
Blue Card and other EU directives (Chaloff, 2016; Colussi, 2016; Cerna, 2018) or
policies targeting medical professionals (Wismar et al., 2011).

7.2.3 Mobility of Health Professionals

The migration of medical specialists is not a new phenomenon and has been growing
since the 1950s and 1960s, partly as a result of the rapid development of welfare state
institutions in highly industrialised countries. The important role of foreign labour in
the health sector was demonstrated in a seminal study commissioned by the World
Health Organization (Mejia et al., 1979), and, since the mid-1990s, the migration of
medical personnel has increased dramatically (Docquier & Bhargava, 2006; Wismar
et al., 2011). Besides, this migration is relatively more significant than the general
mobility of high-skilled. For example, in most OECD countries, the share of foreign
doctors in the total population of health professionals is significantly higher than the
analogous rate of high-skilled migrants (OECD, 2018).

In terms of causal factors, the following are seen as the most important: demo-
graphic change, changes in family institutions, social changes and transformations in
the educational sector, internationalisation of the profession, and migration policies
(OECD, 2002, 2015; Bach, 2003; Alkire & Chen, 2004; Vujicic et al., 2004).
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In structural terms, numerous empirical studies have documented that the move-
ment of medical professionals is not one-way but multi-directional with inflow and
outflow, or what has also been termed, the “migration carousel” (Martineau et al.,
2002; Alkire & Chen, 2004). Step-wise migrations remain common, with migration
from rural to urban areas within a sending country often preceding international
migration (Martineau et al., 2002; Bach, 2003). There is also a growing body of
literature on the gendered aspect of medical professionals’ mobility (Kofman, 2000;
Kofman & Raghuram, 2005; Ribeiro, 2008) and the ethical aspects of health pro-
fessionals’ recruitment (Jenkins, 2004; Buchan et al., 2008; Bertelsmann, 2015;
Mendy, 2018). Comparative and large scale analyses are scarce (OECD, 2002;
Bach, 2003; Wismar et al., 2011; Moullan, 2018); however, there is a large number
of studies both on highly developed destination countries (Buchan, 2006a, b;
Ribeiro, 2008; Chaloff, 2008; Dumont et al., 2008; Yamamura, 2009; Finotelli,
2014; Klein, 2016) and origin countries (Schrecker & Labonte, 2004; Chikanda,
2006; Mareckova, 2006; Le$niowska, 2007; Murdoch, 2011; Walton-Roberts,
2015).

7.3 Low-Skilled Migration

On the opposite of the skills continuum, we have low-skilled migration literature
focusing on the movement of persons holding jobs that do not require necessarily
high levels of education or extensive professional experience. Public policy frame-
works in selected cases can use the salary level to define low-skilled migration.
Analysing recent trends in low-skilled migration must be assessed concerning
neoliberal globalisation, which brought about restrictive migratory models for less-
skilled workers that involve border controls and reinforce neoliberal market strate-
gies (i.e., subcontracting, casual, flexible, contingent, and part-time work) within key
low-skilled sectors of the market. The result is a new class hierarchy within the
global labour market, not only in terms of human capital, but also in terms of legal
status, origin, race, ethnicity, and gender (Castles, 2011).

7.3.1 The Construction Sector

Despite being one of the sectors that employ the highest number of migrants around
the world, construction work has attracted less academic interest than other unskilled
works. Migration for the building industry contributes to the international trend
towards urbanisation processes of capital (Harvey, 1985; Buckley, 2012; Torres
et al., 2013) and rapid growth of global cities as urban economies (Sassen, 1991;
Gama Gato & Salazar, 2018). Neoliberalism, combined with restrictive migratory
policies, facilitate ‘precarious employment regimes’ in construction work (economic
deregulation, capital mobility and surplus, corporate restructuring, labour
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flexibilisation and subcontracting), which leads to a dependence on migrant labour
within the sector. In the wake of the 2008 financial crisis, construction workers (and
migrant construction workers, in particular) experienced the most severe job losses
on an international scale (Buckley, 2012). Due to fluctuations in the demand for
employment, that characterises this sector, workers are hired temporarily, which
leads to circular migration. This is the case of ‘posted migrants’, who are sent by
their employers to work on projects abroad on a temporary basis. The fact that
migrant workers usually live on the construction sites subordinates them for the
duration of the building project on which they are employed. The strategy of housing
migrants on the work site de facto channels all their efforts into the work of earning
and saving money, thus isolating them from the broader society (Caro et al., 2015;
Del Aguila, 2018). The construction sector uses indirect recruitment practices based
on subcontracting or individual recruiters (Reza, 2016; Gama Gato & Salazar, 2018),
often through ethnic networks based on bonds of trust and national affiliation
(Vargas, 2005). Immigration and employment regimes exert considerable influence
over the working conditions of migrant workers in the construction sector (Ida &
Talit, 2015; Buckley, 2012; Friberg, 2012).

7.3.2 The Agricultural Sector

The literature on the migration of agricultural labour has been fundamentally
concerned with the study of the Northern and Latin American contexts, and Southern
Europe (Semprebon et al., 2017). In the context of a liberalised, global food
economy, agri-food firms can improve their profit margins only through workforce
control (Preibisch, 2010), thus employ migrant workers as a cost-saving measure.
Changes to production objectives that target mainly export markets and, in some
regions, specialisation in permanent crops, also drive the sector’s dependence on
migrant labour (Avallone, 2013; Santos Gémez & Villagémez Veldzquez, 2015;
Kilkey & Urzi, 2017).

As in the construction sector, migrants employed in agriculture tend to live in
accommodations provided by their employers in the fields, which forces them into
flexible labour patterns and enables strict supervision by employers, thus leading to
harsh living conditions, social isolation, and dependence on the employers (Perrota
& Sacchetto, 2014; Gialis & Herod, 2014; Semprebon et al., 2017). Within the
agricultural sector, intermediaries are commonly used for recruiting workers, which
leads to ethnic stratification, as well as a system of organisation and labour relations
conditioned by colonial-style systems and racial hierarchies (Avallone, 2013; Rotz,
2017; Semprebon et al., 2017). Due to the seasonal nature of agricultural work,
migrant workers are recruited on a temporary basis, leading to circular migration.
States draw on migration controls to supply workers to agriculture through several
mechanisms, which facilitate an undocumented workforce, the relaxing of border
movements between neighbouring states, and the implementation of temporary
migrant worker programmes (Preibisch, 2010). Temporary migrant worker
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programmes, especially, have attracted scholarly interest, notably in the US and
Canada (Martin, 2017; Ruhs & Martin, 2008; Valarezo, 2015; Martin, 2017; Weiler
et al., 2017; Consterdine & Samuk, 2018).

7.3.3 Domestic and Care Work

In the last 15 years, research into domestic and care work has dominated academic
literature on unskilled migration. At the beginning of the twenty-first century,
pioneering studies portrayed domestic and care work migration in the context of
globalisation, the international division of reproductive labour (Parrefias, 2001), and
the development of ‘global care chains’ (Hochschild, 2000). This migration is also
explained within the framework of social reproduction crises (Zimmerman et al.,
2005) and the ‘care deficit’ that northern countries experience (Bettio et al., 2006;
Glenn, 2010). The care deficit is attributed to an ageing population and the rise in the
number of autochthonous women joining the labour market.

Research has focused on the migration of women from the Global South to the
USA and Western Europe (Dumitru, 2018), although in the last 15 years there has
been an increased interest in Asia (inter alia Yeoh & Shirlena, 2005; Constable,
2019; Hertzman, 2019; Silvey & Parrefias, 2019). The scholarship has shed light on
the specificity of the labour market sector for domestic and care work, much of
which is carried out by undocumented foreign workers in the informal economy
(Triandafyllidou, 2013). The research points to a range of characteristics that are
common to migrant domestic and care work including, low wages, exploitation, and
discrimination. The particular nature of this type of employment is worthy of note: as
domestic and care work takes place in the private sphere, it is notoriously difficult to
regulate working hours and holidays, as well as the paternalistic relationship forged
between employer and employee. Thus, domestic and care workers are embedded at
the interplay of gender, racial, ethnic, and class forms of oppression (Anderson,
2000; Andall, 2000; Lutz, 2008; Parrefias Salazar, 2014; Marchetti & Venturini,
2014; Christian & Namaganda, 2018).

The merchandisation of this type of work needs to be addressed in relation to
existing policies and the reactions of welfare regimes in response to the demand for
care, as they engage with migration and gender regimes (Kofman, 2005; Bettio et al.,
2006; Nire, 2013). In comparison to construction work, domestic and care work
were less affected by the 2008 economic recession; however, the degree of precar-
iousness in the sector has increased (Babiano di Belgiojoso & Ortensi, 2014;
Napierala & Wojtynska, 2017; Maroukis, 2018). Finally, the most recent research
also addresses the impact of domestic and care work migration on the family
members and communities left behind (Graeme, 2009; Hoang et al.,, 2012;
Siriwardhana et al., 2015; Fan & Parrefias, 2018). The scholarship has adopted an
approach rooted in postcolonial feminism, which has spotlighted new and alternative
voices on the topic (Gutiérrez-Rodriguez, 2010; Durin et al., 2014; Marchetti, 2014;
Gatt et al., 2016).
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7.3.4 Prostitution/Sex Work

A sharp rise in female migration in recent decades has been spurred by the global-
isation of the sex industry, and commensurate levels of research on this topic reflect
this rise. Although researchers, activists, government representatives, policymakers,
and the media have all tended to focus on the issue in terms of human trafficking and
portraying migrant women as the victims of sexual exploitation (Kempadoo, 2007),
several authors have begun to challenge this particular framing. These authors
question the reliability of the data that undergirds the trafficking approach and
emphasise that such a focus relegates women to a passive role of victim, negating
their agency and decision-making capacity when opting for sex work (Agustin,
2006; Kempadoo et al., 2005; Weitzer, 2007). Less attention has been paid to the
conditions of migrants carrying out sex work, and most of this research has been
produced by health scholars who are interested to analyse the health risks for migrant
sex workers (Nigro et al., 2006; Tucker et al., 2011; Jie et al., 2012; Ojeda et al.,
2012; Richter et al., 2014). The majority of studies in this vein show that migrant sex
workers are exposed to the worst working conditions and highest degrees of
stigmatisation and criminalisation due to their status as undocumented migrants,
which limits their autonomy and pushes them to carry out unsafe sex acts. Policies
targeting migration and prostitution affect the conditions for sex work, generating
legal irregularities that, in turn, lead to indebtedness and greater exploitation of sex
industry workers (Ruiz, 2008; Adriaenssens et al., 2016).

7.4 Conclusions

The above overview of labour migration literature would not be complete without
noting the research gaps that require more fine-tuned studies. Existing research often
applies the high—/low-skilled migration dichotomy, which has left the area
in-between largely overlooked. Research gaps also include the effects of labour
migration on the wages of native-born workers, as well as the social, political, and
economic factors that are linked to unionisation of migrants (McGovern, 2007).
Other under-researched areas include bogus self-employment and posted work
among labour migrants in the EU (Galgdéczi et al., 2009), and the over-education
of migrants, including its causes and consequences (Piracha & Vadean, 2012). The
gaps noted here are only some of the under-studied issues.

Moreover, research on labour migration needs to address the issue of ‘mixed
migration flows’ (Triandafyllidou & Dimitriadi, 2013), which complicate the clear-
cut distinctions between the standard categories of labour, family, and humanitarian
migration. The issue of ‘mixed migration flows’ is especially relevant in studies on
labour market performance of non-labour migrants, such as recent refugees in
destination countries worldwide.
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Finally, in setting the agenda for future labour migration research, a broader
political, social, and economic context of the contemporary world should be taken
into account. Most importantly, new Information and Communication Technologies
(ICTs) are confounding the distinction between migration and mobility (King,
2002). New developments in the ‘labour’ element of labour migration will require
studies to address the links between migration and changes in the world of work,
such as automation of labour and structural changes in the economy.
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Chapter 8 )
Family Migration oy

Eleonore Kofman, Franz Buhr, and Maria Lucinda Fonseca

Family migration is the term used to categorise the international movement of people
who migrate due to new or established family ties. People moving for family reasons
constitute the largest group of migrants entering OECD countries, ahead of labour
and humanitarian migration (OECD, 2017). To move for family reasons may
encompass an array of different kinds of migration trajectories, from the adoption
of a foreign child to family members accompanying migrant workers or refugees, as
well as people forming new family units with host country residents. Yet, the
primary form of family migration remains family reunification: when family mem-
bers reunite with those who migrated previously.

Despite its ever-present relevance, family migration remains a dynamic and
deeply political form of migration. Not only have migrants seen their rights to
bring in family members fluctuate in the past decades, but the very meaning of
‘family’ has changed considerably, bringing legal implications for both nationals
and migrants, and redefining what falls under the 'family migration’ category. The
question of who counts as family in family migration law owes a great deal to
changing societal norms of family life and the quest for equal rights for all types of
families.

Law often lags behind developments in society, and family migration law is no
exception (Kofman & Kraler, 2006). Up until the past few years in Europe, LGBT
migrants did not have the right to family reunification procedures for bringing their
partners to their new place of residence. Not all countries included dependent
ascendants in their family migration policies, nor are countries equally recognisant
of domestic partnerships. Migrant families do add to the diversification of family
structures and living arrangements already taking place in host countries’ societies,
such as a relative decline in the traditional married couple nuclear family, and an
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increase in heterosexual and same-sex cohabiting couples, single-parent families,
and blended families among other family forms.

The study of migrant families therefore cuts across the available legal definitions
of family and brings to light emerging forms of living together, gender roles,
sexualities, kinship ties, and caregiving practices. This chapter selectively
synthesises recent scholarship on family migration, providing insights on the
institutionalisation of the field, outlining its approaches and methodologies, and
highlighting emerging topics for future research.

8.1 Development and Timeline of the Field

Starting in the late 1980s, theoretical and methodological research on family migra-
tion emerged as a subject of scholarly work (Boyd, 1989; Zlotnik, 1995). At the
same time, the family and household emerged as a unit of analysis through the New
Economics of Labour Migration (Stark & Bloom (1985) in which the household
rather than the individual is conceptualised as the decision-making unit of migration
for purposes of investment and diversification of its resources. However, this theory
has been criticised for its failure to take into account intra-household inequalities,
power and conflicts arising from gender, generation and age (de Haas & Fokkema,
2010). The role of family in internal migration (Mincer, 1978) and a number of
country case studies of family reunification to the US were also published (see
International Migration Review, 1977, 1986).

In Asia, too, family migrations, and especially marriages, gave rise to articles in
the Asia and Pacific Migration Journal (1995, 1999). European research, however,
lagged behind (Kofman, 2004); family migration drew less attention than labour
migration as family migration was associated with dependency upon a primary
migrant, and largely consisted of women and children. Even so, as labour migration
grew in numbers, so too did family migration increase as a result of increasing family
reunifications, a trend that also characterises southern European countries since the
1990s (Ambrosini et al., 2014; Barbiano di Belgiojoso & Terzera, 2018; Fonseca &
Ormond, 2008; Gonzalez-Ferrer, 2011). Hence, over the past two decades, we see
consistent growth of publications about family migrations in relation to its different
forms, the experiences of different family members, familial strategies, and the
formation of transnational families.

Interest in family migration and how families operate across space and time was
inspired by studies of transnationalism where the significance of family, friends and
kin became evident in the maintenance of networks across international borders
(Schiller et al., 1995). In the early 2000s, Bryceson and Vuorela (2002) drew
attention to transnational families in Europe and countries of origin, leading to the
consolidation of family migration as a field, which has burgeoned in the ensuing
years. While international migration had traditionally been equated with the move-
ment of men, the growth of female labour migrants was seen to impact family life,
especially those persons left behind (Wall & Bolzman, 2013). In countries with large
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numbers of migrant female workers in domestic work, care work, and nursing,
women became the sponsor of husbands, children, and parents.

In countries of destination, especially in Northern Europe, migrant families also
became central to debates about how to live in multicultural societies and how to
integrate future incoming migrants, especially Muslim women (Grillo, 2008). The
politicisation and stigmatisation of migrant families have posed such families as a
threat to Western norms and values and a drain on welfare expenditure.

However, it was not only academic interest in family migration that contributed to
the growth of publications and comparative European projects. The Europeanisation
of migration policy from Tampere onwards gave rise to the adoption of the Family
Reunification Directive 2003/86 EC in 2003 (adopted by all Member States except
Denmark, Ireland, and the UK). The Directive outlines the minimum rights third-
country nationals should have in reuniting with a family member living in an EU
Member State but does not address the situations of third-country nationals who are
family members of an EU citizen.

The Directive also provides more favourable rules for refugees. It has been
progressively adopted over several years by old EU states as well as the new
enlargement states. The Commission has monitored (2008; 2014; 2019) the imple-
mentation of the Directive while the European Migration Network (EMN, 2017) has
produced reports on issues and problems regarding family reunification and related
issues. In part, concerns about family migration are due to the fact that, for the past
30 years, family reunification has been one of the primary drivers of immigration to
the EU. In 2017, 472,994 migrants were admitted to the EU-25 on grounds of family
reunification, or approximately 28% of all first permits issued to third-country
nationals in the EU-25. It should be noted that, for the purposes of migration policy,
‘family’ was conceptualised as the traditional nuclear family comprised of a married
couple and dependent children under 18 years of age.

Comparative projects on family migration explore the impact of family migration
policies on the condition of entry and on integration into the receiving society. Some
examples of these works include Civic Stratification, Gender and Family Migration
Policies (New Directions in Democracy, Austria, 2006-2009) (Kraler & Kofman,
2010); PROSINT—Promoting Sustainable Policies for Integration (Scholten et al.,
2012); IMPACIM—Impact of Admission Criteria on the Integration of Migrants
(Oliver & Jayaweera, 2013); Family Reunification: a barrier or facilitator of
integration?: a comparative study (Strik et al., 2013). The impact of increasingly
restrictive family migration policies has also been critically examined in Finland
(Pellander, 2021) and Norway (Eggbg, 2013; Staver, 2015) as well as in North-
western countries with long-standing patterns of family migration. Women, partic-
ularly those from Muslim countries, have been targeted through integration contracts
and measures, such as knowledge of language and the receiving society (Kofman &
Raghuram, 2015).

Studies of family migration dissect what constitutes ‘proper’ families ‘worthy’ of
being granted admission and incorporation into national societies (Bonizzoni,
2018a, b; Bonjour & Kraler, 2015; Strasser et al., 2009). Stratification, especially
by class (Kofman, 2018; Staver, 2015), determines the possibility of sponsoring
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family members. Such inequality in the right to sponsor family members is partic-
ularly significant given that families underpin the circulation of care and maintain
social reproduction (Baldassar & Merla, 2014; Bonizzoni, 2018a, b; Kofman &
Raghuram, 2015). Additional migration-related topics that have gained attention
over the past decade include cross-border and transnational marriages (and not
simply marriages between co-ethnics) (Fresnoza-Flot & Ricordeau, 2017; Williams,
2010); migration and mobility theories (Bélanger & Silvey, 2020; Oso & Suarez-
Grimalt, 2017); and methodological issues (Beauchemin, 2012; Beauchemin et al.,
2015; Mazzucato & Dito, 2018). These topics will be explored in greater detail in the
following sections.

8.2 Approaches and Theories

Many disciplines, ranging from anthropology, geography, politics, sociology, his-
tory, and law contribute to the study of family migrations. Most empirical studies
have tended to be qualitative (Beauchemin, 2012), but more recent studies have
generated large-scale data, enabling comparative analysis (Mazzucato & Dito,
2018). Approaches to family migration studies vary according to subtopics and
disciplinary field. Policy and legal analysis examine the impact of policy (Block &
Bonjour, 2013; Staver, 2015; Kofman, 2018) and legal changes on individuals and
families, including their ability to live together (Wray et al., 2014). Comparative
analyses of family migration policies have become more common, ranging from
two-country to EU-wide and OECD-wide comparisons. The Migration Integration
Policy Index (MIPEX), for example, produced a comprehensive comparison of
integration policies among 38 countries in the European Economic Area, and
including Australia, Canada, New Zealand, the US, Japan, South Korea, and Turkey.
The overall index assesses the impact of immigration and residence regulations and
integration measures for immigrants. MIPEX’s framework of four broad criteria can
be applied as a benchmark to evaluate the extent to which immigration and associ-
ated policies complicate or facilitate the reunification of families. The four strands
include: (1) eligibility of sponsors and those sponsored; (2) conditions of sponsor-
ship; (3) security of status; and (4) the rights of family members, especially spouses.

Other developments in the trajectory of migration studies should be noted. While
earlier studies focused on countries of destination and often assumed that migrants
wished to bring their family members with them, more recent studies take a more
nuanced and critical view of migratory processes and question the desire to complete
family reunification. Theoretically, studies have adopted a migration systems
approach in which all forms of migration (permanent, temporary, circular, return)
occur simultaneously. Increasingly, studies are multi-sited and transnational, in
which people, services, and cultural and social practices circulate between places,
underscoring the interdependency between the mobile and immobile to ensure
successful migration outcomes (Bélanger & Silvey, 2020; Bermudez & Oso, 2018;
Oso & Suarez-Grimalt, 2017).
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Although family-related needs play a significant role in intra-European migration
(depending on the data source) (Strey et al., 2018), this perspective has been
somewhat neglected among researchers. Some of the difficulties of identifying
family-related movements arise from the fact that individuals are often not counted
as such because they do not hold a residence permit under this category and because
restrictions on movement for family reasons do not apply to the same extent for EU
nationals. Yet, large-scale migration from Eastern Europe post-EU enlargement in
2004 drew attention to the family strategies deployed by Polish migrants in their
migration to and settlement in western Europe and relationships with their homeland
(Ryan et al., 2009).

8.3 Research Topics

8.3.1 Transnational Families

Because states do not collect information on family members living apart, we do not
know the prevalence of transnational families (Bryceson & Vuorela, 2002) whose
members live some or most of the time separate from each other across national
borders. However, in more recent scholarship, transnational families are receiving
more attention due to the general increase in the number of migrants, many of whom
are temporary or do not have a sufficiently regular status or resources to bring other
family members with them. Quantitative studies (see above) have questioned the
commonly held idea that migrants want to reunify in the country of work and decide
to do so based on familial structures and gender ideologies in the country of origin
(Lenoel & David, 2019). Multi-sited and longitudinal studies have been able to
capture the fluctuating and complex changes in the composition of the family in the
destination country in response to economic crises (Oso & Suarez-Grimalt, 2017),
the contextual factors in sending and receiving countries (Mazzucato & Dito, 2018),
and the changing care demands in countries of origin and destination (Baldassar &
Merla, 2014).

8.3.2 Staying in Touch

Family members commonly use multimedia or information communication
technology (ICTs) to stay in contact (Madianou & Miller, 2012). Although these
media may help to overcome absence and create a degree of intimacy, they require
considerable effort and time to be effective (Baldassar et al., 2016). In spite of these
advances, a sense of intimacy with distant or Skype parents can be more difficult to
achieve.

Of course, ICTs are not equally available to all. Women in low- and middle-
income countries, for instance, are 10% less likely to own a phone than men
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(Rowntree, 2018). In the United States, a study found that migrants with lower
education and income levels were not able to access or afford the same types of ICTs
as higher-skilled migrants and thus were in less contact with their families back
home (Cuban, 2018).

Return visits are usually the more preferred and traditional means for maintaining
relations and bringing family members to the country of destination for short
periods. These visits are much easier for those with a regular status and for EU
citizens who do not require visas and can benefit from cheap transport.

8.3.3 Separated Families and Deportation

Separation of transnational families—either voluntary or forced—is another key
issue, particularly in cases where a family member is deported. There are conflicting
views among academics and policymakers about the impact of separation on chil-
dren whose parents have migrated (Lam & Yeoh, 2019) and on parents whose
children migrate. Generally speaking, different outcomes are shaped by the wide
variety of pre-migration structures and childcare traditions and variables that shape
the experiences and outcomes for children and parents left behind (Zentgraf &
Chinchilla, 2012).

Separation and forced transnationalism of immigrant families can also occur
when a family member is in immigration detention or has been deported. These
immigration enforcement actions are important cornerstones of restrictive immigra-
tion policies as they can function as deterrent for prospective immigrants. The
United States provide an important and current example in this aspect. The number
of deportations from the US rose drastically over the last three decades, with more
than 340,000 people having been deported in 2017 alone. Interestingly, these
immigrants have been living in the US on average for more than a decade (APA,
2018). The number of children who have undocumented parents potentially facing
deportation numbers are in the millions (APA, 2018). Many of these children are US
citizens, often even from birth (e.g., when parents had been given lawful but
temporary protection that was not renewed later). The detention of a parent or
close family member has serious economic, physical, psychological, and develop-
mental consequences on children, other family members, and entire communities
(APA, 2018). Brabeck et al. (2011) found that the consequences of the forced
separation linger even after the family unit has been restored.

8.3.4 Impact of Family Migration Policies

While earlier research focused on family reunification of migrants and co-ethnic
marriages, more recent research has turned to how family migration policies define
the acceptable family and permissible intimate relationships (Bonizzoni, 2018a, b),
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which includes a range of family members and familial and kin relationships, but
also other affective relationships (e.g., love and marriage, parenting of children, and
parental care) (Groes & Fernandez, 2018; Mai & King, 2009). Migrants benefitting
from family migration regulations are expected to demonstrate they have the capac-
ity to be productive, comply with acceptable cultural practices, and not be a burden
on the welfare state (for a review of family migration and integration see Eggbg &
Brekke, 2019). Integration policies have tended to represent family migrants as
relatively homogeneous and often ‘transferring’ traditional cultural and social prac-
tices, yet, in reality, they come from many different countries and reflect an increas-
ing global mobility that has extended intimate relationships (Wagner, 2015). An
intersectional approach analysing the dynamic interaction between nationality, gen-
der, age, class, and race needs to be applied to acquire a better understanding of
family migration and the impact of policies (Korteweg, 2017). For example, class
and socio-economic resources, which vary within nationalities (Horst et al., 2016),
make a difference in how migrants navigate regulations (Chauvin et al., 2021).
Furthermore, the complexity of how family members contribute to the social repro-
duction of the family tends to be given little attention in the migration literature.
Rather, attention is paid to the nuclear family in immigration legislation while the
roles of parents and other kin are marginalised.

The MIPEX (see above) rates the degree of difficulty for family reunification in
38 countries, most of which are in Europe, but also include a few wealthier Asian
nations. The right to family reunification and formation—income, other resources,
such as housing, integration conditions—has generated inequalities. Family
reunification policies are most restrictive in northern countries, as they align the
conditions for sponsorship increasingly with economic conditions for labour migra-
tion, especially the high-income requirements in a number of countries, which has
rendered class more significant in the stratification of access to family life (Kofman,
2018; Staver, 2015). The focus of academic studies had tended to be on spousal
sponsorship, but in recent years the growing restrictions on parents (Bragg & Wong,
2016) has led to more studies of the difficulties parents face in re-joining their
children (Bélanger & Candiz, 2019). Arising from the large inflow of refugees
since 2015, a number of countries imposed a temporary halt on family reunification
(as from March 2016) for those with subsidiary protection—a lower level of
protection than refugee status—who had to wait for 2 years before benefitting
from it in Germany. In August 2018, this was abolished altogether and replaced
with a cap of 1000 persons per month allocated according to humanitarian reasons
(AIDA/ECRE). Denmark put a stop for refugees in general (Rytter, 2019).

8.3.5 Marriage Migration

Binational marriages in Asia grew from the 1990s (Chung et al., 2016; Palriwala &
Uberoi, 2008) and were conceptualised by Constable (2005) as global hypergamy
where labour and marriages from poorer to richer countries paralleled each other. In
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Europe, however, research tended to be focused, initially, on marriages between
co-ethnics such as Turks, Moroccans, or Pakistanis marrying with someone from
their homeland and seen as a problem for integration of the migrant in the receiving
society. Cross-border marriages between a wider range of nationalities than
co-ethnic as a means of migrating legally and acquiring citizenship have begun to
receive more attention. Such migrations raise questions about the regulation of who
belongs and who deserves citizenship (Bonizzoni, 2018a, b; Fresnoza-Flot &
Ricordeau, 2017; Moret et al., 2021; Williams, 2010).

Intra-European binational couples have been surprisingly under-studied (Gaspar,
2012; De Valk & Medrano, 2014) due in part to the assumption that intra-European
mobility is primarily driven by work reasons. However, Migali and Natale (2017)
found that familial reasons are nearly as significant as work motivations. Other
studies of intra-European mobility, as in the Pioneur research conducted between
2002 and 2006, showed that love migration came first by a slight margin over work
reasons (Recchi, 2015). For many individuals, the movement for familial and
intimate reasons represented a second mobility, following an initial move for
education or work (Gaspar, 2012). Having the privilege of EU citizenship, couples
do not have to marry, but may cohabit. However, same-sex marriages are only
recognised in northern, western, and southern European states, which, from 2018,
were able to benefit from free movement rights.

8.4 Conclusion

Family migration is a broad migration form, which encompasses various kinds of
movements, living arrangements, geographies and rights. Its statistical importance
attracts political attention, but its manifold empirical forms and practices extend its
relevance beyond policy-oriented studies. The study of family migration owes its
dynamism to the constant change of what is (or should be) understood by the word
‘family’. The transformation of familial forms and the diversification of migration
patterns encompassing both intra-European and third country nationals happen at a
faster pace than scholarly enquiry, thus generating research gaps. Some of these gaps
are emerging topics within the field and include: (1) understanding the effects of
restrictions on family migration across Europe and identifying strategies developed
by family members who are excluded by (new) family reunification provisions;
(2) examining how the 'shrinking' of the family as a result of migration and
impediments to family reunification may be distressing and producing emotional
dependency, while, at the same time, may also be experienced as liberating by some
migrants in terms of autonomy, self-expression, gender roles, and sexuality
(Kofman et al., 2011); (3) including more diverse familial and intimate arrangements
such as LGBT families in cross-border marriages (Chauvin et al., 2021) and
intersectional approaches taking into account class, race, nationality and age in
family migration and the impact of policies; and (4) further investigating how
Europe’s recent refugee intake will unfold as refugee families reunify.
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Chapter 9 )
Humanitarian Migration oy

Cathrine Talleraas, Jan-Paul Brekke, and Franz Buhr

Humanitarian migration relates to the movement of people who feel somehow forced
to move. Yet, distinguishing which migration forms fall under the label of human-
itarian migration is not straightforward. Migration research has a history of separat-
ing between ‘forced’ and ‘voluntary’ migration flows, however, this distinction has
been challenged since the 1990s (Richmond, 1994; Van Hear, 1998). Instead of
treating this pair of concepts as binary opposites, both classic (Zolberg, 1989) and
recent contributions see them as extremes on a continuum (Erdal & Oeppen, 2018).
The concept of mixed flows (Van Hear, 2014; Sharpe, 2018) captures this complex-
ity, as several motivations may be present for the individual at the time of migration
(Carling & Talleraas, 2016).

In this chapter, we describe five forms of humanitarian migration: (1) refugees,
(2) asylum seekers, (3) internally displaced people (IDPs), (4) victims of trafficking,
and (5) unaccompanied migrant minors. We provide a systematic and cross-national
knowledge review of humanitarian migration research. The main portion of the
literature presented in this chapter stems from the Migration Research Hub database,
which has been supplemented with additional publications, other research outputs,
and relevant datasets.

In the following sections, we first provide an overview of the development of
research on humanitarian migration. This includes a summary of research trends in
terms of disciplines, methodologies, and analytical levels, and further provides a
brief outline of the datasets and sources available in the field. Next, we summarise
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key research trends on the mentioned five humanitarian migration forms. The
chapter concludes by identifying gaps and frontiers in the research field.

9.1 Development and Trends

Humanitarian migration has a long history. As a research area, humanitarian migra-
tion covers the movement of people who feel somehow forced to move. It is often
stated that he two World Wars in the twentieth century established humanitarian
migration as a distinctively modern phenomenon (Bessel & Haake, 2009). Despite
an important number of works addressing refugees and IDPs in the post-War period,
events in the 1980s, including the fall of the Berlin Wall, helped solidify humani-
tarian migration as a field of study, and prepared the ground for its growing
institutionalisation as a discipline.

The study of humanitarian migration often relates to international humanitarian
law, which defines, protects and regulate humanitarian flows, such as refugees. To a
certain extent, these international protection regimes have structured the field, which
is noticeable through the significant number of policy-oriented studies on the matter,
and the growth of research concerning the governance and policies of humanitarian
migration (see e.g. the recent growth in studies focusing on ‘governance’, ‘policy’
AND ‘refugees’ included in the Migration Research Hub). Contemporary studies on
humanitarian migration also often gravitate toward the European asylum system and
other “Western” receiving country governance systems concerning asylum seekers
and refugees (Triandafyllidou, 2016). An apparent critique of this focus is that the
policy-orientation limits the scope of research and analysis, seeing that humanitarian
migration research only captures the categories with legal rights. Moreover, the
separation between ‘refugee’ and ‘asylum seeker’ as distinct categories, not only in
legal studies but also sociological and ethnographic research, limits the research as it
not capture the more ambiguous and individual experiences or situation migrants
with humanitarian needs may be in.

Another critique of the trends in humanitarian migration research is the asymme-
try in geographic focus and the inevitable bias produced by funding schemes and
geopolitical power dimensions. Indeed, the European refugee regime is ‘only one
part of a larger picture’ (Holian & Cohen, 2012, p. 316). In fact, developing
countries host 84% of the world’s refugees, not developed ones (UNHCR, 2017a).
To counter a Western/Eurocentric bias in humanitarian research, scholars have also
made a case for wider understandings of refugee issues, such as postcolonial and
feminist refugee narratives (Hyndman, 2010). Yet, more reflectivity in this regard is
needed to overcome the historical and policy-driven divisions between categories
and geographic analytical scope.

Besides refugees, asylum seekers and IDPs, the field of humanitarian migration
research also accounts for the study of unaccompanied minors and victims of human
trafficking. An unaccompanied minor may be an asylum seeker, a refugee, an IDP,
or a victim of trafficking. Yet, most countries grant them specific protection given
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their specific vulnerabilities. In 2017, the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees (UNHCR) reported that minors (both accompanied and unaccompanied)
accounted for 52% of the world’s refugee population (UNHCR, 2018). Despite their
statistical and humanitarian importance, researchers argue that studies unaccompa-
nied minors have been done at an “overwhelmingly small scale” (Kulu-Glasgow
et al., 2019).

Human trafficking is a transnational organised criminal activity and it is, by its
nature, difficult to track. Global estimates in 2016 held that more than 40 million
people worldwide had been victims of intra- and international trafficking as ‘modern
slaves’ (25 million people in forced labour and 15 million people in forced marriage)
(ILO, 2017). Most victims of human trafficking are forced to do sex work, which
affects women and girls in particular. Academics and policymakers have voiced the
need for more systematic and reliable data on human trafficking, especially on other
labour-related forms trafficking, such as agriculture, mining, construction,
manufacturing, and domestic servitude (WHO, 2012).

Refugees and asylum seekers remain the principal topics of enquiry in the field of
humanitarian migration, easily noticeable by the number of publications, research
projects, and research funding available for this topic. However, this research field is
consolidating and widening its scope by covering more geographical areas, different
scales, and methodological approaches.

9.1.1 Disciplines, Methodologies, and Analytical Levels

Law has had a strong influence on humanitarian migration studies since the outset.
One can see this in the privileging of governmental, institutional, and international
spheres within the field (Fiddian-Qasmiyeh et al., 2014, p. 5). Policy-oriented and
policy analysis research have been a constant topic of researchers within the field.
Besides law, history was also a precursor in refugee and IDP research. As part of the
gradual institutionalisation of the field of humanitarian migration studies, postgrad-
uate programmes, several journals, and yearly conferences were established. While
migration studies were largely populated by social scientists, scholars in the human-
ities transformed the field of research by contributing to the diversification of
theories, methodologies, approaches, and analytical levels.

Anthropology and human geography promoted the ethnographic approach in the
field, exploring the individual, familial, and collective (ethnic, religious, or national
affiliations) underpinnings of forced migration. There is a perception within the field
that qualitative methods dominate humanitarian migration studies, often privileging
single-case studies. Forced migration studies have also attracted economists, polit-
ical scientists, and sociologists, providing both individual data, qualitative research,
and more large scale and systemic analysis. Perhaps as a reaction to a tradition of
large-scale, national, or institutional level of analysis, researchers have voiced the
need for a careful examination of the local sphere as an arena for implementing
asylum and reception policies (Hinger et al., 2016).
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9.1.2 Datasets and Sources

The main data sources in the field of humanitarian migration are organised by
international or regional bodies: the United Nations High Commission for Refugees
(UNHCR) (annual reports and statistics); the International Organisation for Migra-
tion (IOM) (Migration Data Portal); the Eurostat webpage (statistics); and national
websites such as the one from the Department of Homeland Security in the US.

The graph (Fig. 9.1) below shows the number of journal articles published from
1980 to 2018 with reference to asylum seekers and refugees. The exponential
increase in publications right after 2013 illustrates how scholarship responded
rapidly to the conflict in Syria described by the UN High Commissioner for
Refugees, Antonio Guterres, as “the most dramatic humanitarian crisis that [the
UNHCR has] ever faced”.

For unaccompanied minors, the key data source is the United Nations Children’s
Fund’s website (UNICEF). The Separated Children in Europe Programme also
provides a summary of minors’ migration to Europe. Key data sources for victims
of trafficking can be found on the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime’s
(UNODC) webpage and on the pages of the International Labour Organization
(ILO). The ILO produces yearly reports on forced labour, modern slavery, and
human trafficking. A number of anti-slavery activist associations also gather up-to-
date information on human trafficking.
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Fig. 9.1 Number of journal articles on humanitarian migration (1980-2020). (Source:
migrationresearch.com)
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9.2 Refugees

A refugee is a person who is forced to flee his or her country and unwilling or unable
to return because of a well-founded fear of persecution for reasons of race, religion,
nationality, political opinion or membership in a particular social group (UNHCR,
1951). Refugee studies predate the 1951 UN convention, but the number of institu-
tions, journals, and publication on refugees have increased dramatically over the last
few decades (Black, 2001). Recent trends in refugee research include refugee
displacement as a global challenge, exploring the effects of technological develop-
ment (e.g., social media platforms), the mechanisms of onward migration, and the
processes of local integration. The ensuing sections each summarise the core focus in
the more developed research topics pertaining the academic discourse on refugees,
namely; refugee drivers, regional displacement and camp life, the international
protection regime, refugee resettlement and durable solutions.

9.2.1 Refugee Drivers

What drives refugees to cross borders to seek protection in other countries? The
classical drivers connected with refugee movements include conflict, violence,
political oppression, and persecution (Zolberg et al., 1989). However, over the
past 10 years, much research has examined other complex drivers of forced migra-
tion, including root causes, poverty and lack of life chances, failed states, environ-
mental changes, and natural disasters (De Haas, 2010). The mixed set of drivers
pushing refugees across borders has led researchers to revisit discussions on the
distinction, or lack thereof, between forced and voluntary migration.

9.2.2 Regional Displacement and Camp Life

There is substantial literature on the topic of life (and protracted lives) in refugee-
camps (Feldman, 2015). Researchers have highlighted the spatial and temporal
aspects of camp life. While being spatially defined, camps frequently shift from
being temporary constructions to a status of semi-permanence (Turner, 2016). The
organisation and management of camps constitute one key area of research. Here we
find questions about self-organisation (Corbet, 2016), in-camp democracy (LeCadet,
2016), participation in urban life (Santana de Andrade, 2020), and other challenges
(Holzer, 2012). Other key questions include: How are we to understand the refugees’
well-being in camps (Crea et al., 2015)? What are their links to networks in other
parts of the world (Horst, 2006)? What management challenges do camps represent
as they assume a state of permanency (Derluyn & Broekaert, 2007)?
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9.2.3 The International Protection Regime

Since 1951, the UN Refugee Convention and later, its 1967 Protocol, have consti-
tuted the cornerstones of the international refugee protection regime. The UNHCR
has since promoted accession to and compliance with these instruments. Following
the record number of asylum arrivals to Europe in 2015, however, the focus of
decision-makers and researchers turned again to the state level and to advancing the
international protection regime. This research would inspire the UN to develop the
Global Compacts on refugees (2018) and migrants (2018).

Traditionally, researchers in this field have studied the development of the
UNHCR (Loescher, 2017), its operations, and its cooperation with global and
local partners around the world (Betts et al., 2012). After 2015, researchers have
pointed to what they see as a failed international protection regime. Suggested
reforms include increased focus on local integration; on empowerment and
re-establishing for normalcy; and stronger international support for neighboring
countries that house refugees (Betts & Collier, 2018).

Recent research has also focused on normative aspects of regional solutions to
refugee protection (Kneebone, 2016). While regional protection norms fall under the
global normative regime, these regulations have necessarily adapted to regional
political realities and cross-boundary cooperation (Scheel & Ratfisch, 2013). A
Comprehensive Regional Protection and Solutions Program, for instance, accompa-
nied the development of the UN Global Compact on Refugees, which reflects trends
in research and political sentiment (UNHCR, 2017b).

9.2.4 Refugee Resettlement/UN Quota-Refugees

Many refugees registered by the UNHCR cannot go home because of continuing
conflict, wars and persecution (UNHCR, 2019a). Many of these persons live in
perilous situations or have specific needs that they cannot address in the country
where they have sought protection. In such circumstances, UNHCR helps resettle
refugees to a third country. Following requests from the UNCHR, receiving states
volunteer to admit and settle refugees.

Resettlement and resettled refugees have inspired substantive literature. Contri-
butions often focus on the settlement, challenges, and integration process of one
particular group of refugees in one specific country or region (Lenette, 2014;
Betancourt et al., 2015; Garnier, 2014; Jones & Teytelboym, 2017). In Europe, the
2015 asylum reception crisis spurred renewed political interest in resettlement
schemes (Hashimoto, 2018).
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9.2.5 Durable Solutions: Resettlement, Repatriation
and Local Integration

According to the UNHCR, there are three main durable solutions to protracted
refugee situations: voluntary repatriation, local integration, or resettlement
(UNHCR, 2019c). The concept of durable solutions has traditionally been associated
with permanent settlement, whether in the host country, a third country, or the
country of origin. However, lately, there has been renewed focus on local integra-
tion, and regional solutions.

9.3 Asylum Seekers

An asylum seeker is an individual who desires international protection in a host
country, and whose request has yet to be processed (UNHCR, 2019b). Asylum
seekers and the management of asylum arrivals have attracted increased academic
and political attention over the past decades, and garnered increased notice following
the 2015 refugee reception crisis in Europe. In contrast to the UN-organised quota
refugee system, asylum seekers present their case at the border of, or after arrival in,
a potential host country. If rejected, they may return voluntarily, be returned by
force, may depart for a third country, or remain in the host country irregularly
without a permit.

Variations in asylum flows over time and distribution across countries and
regions have motivated separate strands of research. While political initiatives and
institutions (e.g., European Asylum Support Office, EASO) have sought to predict
such changes in asylum flows, researchers have explored a wide range of topics
including regional and national asylum regulations (Peers et al., 2012), and migra-
tory decision-making (Havinga & Bocker, 1999; Brekke & Aarset, 2009; Crawley,
2010). The ensuing sections aims to summarise some of the key topics that form part
of the academic discourse on asylum seekers, namely: migration management,
destination choices and secondary migration, and return and reintegration.

9.3.1 Migration Management

Migration management relates directly to managing the flows of migrants, and most
commonly, asylum seekers. In Europe, both national governments and the EU
Commission have embraced the concept (European Parliament, 2017). Migration
management covers a range of phenomena, including the increased intervention of
government bodies in the field of migration and their direct involvement in diverting
migrant movements (Geiger and Pécoud, 2010; Brekke & Thorbjgrnsrud, 2018;
Hansen, 2014; Trauner, 2016; Boswell & Geddes, 2010). Despite tendencies to
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re-nationalise asylum policies following the record number of asylum arrivals in
2015 (Brekke & Staver, 2018), researchers have found migration management
regimes, particularly in Europe, to be converging (Eule, 2014; Chetail et al., 2016;
Ashutosh & Mountz, 2011).

9.3.2 Destination Choices and Secondary Migration

In the wake of the 2015 refugee reception crisis, politicians and bureaucrats across
Europe revitalised the classic discussion within migration studies of what drives
migrants’ decisions to migrate, and why they go to a particular destination (De Haas,
2011; Koser & McAuliffe, 2013; McAuliffe, 2013; Kuschminder et al., 2015).

The question of destination choices for asylum seekers includes the wider topic of
travel routes and transit migration. Many studies have shown that the structural
constraints experienced by irregular migrants make them less able to reach their ideal
final destination, and they therefore end up in other destinations permanently or ‘in
transit’ (Hamood, 2006; Collyer, 2007; Schapendonk, 2012; Diivell, 2014; Brekke
& Brochmann, 2015; Kcushminder et al., 2015).

9.3.3 Return and Reintegration

Return migration is a field on its own and encompasses all categories of migrants
(Cassarino, 2004; Constant & Massey, 2002). In the case of asylum seekers, some
distinctions regarding return migration are particularly relevant, including the situ-
ations for rejected asylum seekers, options of assisted voluntary return (AVR) or
forced return, and questions about the degree of actual voluntary action in AVR
(Strand et al., 2011). Scholars have also pointed to the underexplored link between
integration and return migration (de Haas & Fokkema, 2011).

9.4 Internally Displaced People (IDPs)

An internally displaced person (IDP) is someone who has been forced to flee their
home but has not crossed an international border. These individuals are not protected
by international law because they are legally under the protection of their own
government (UNHCR, 2019c). Indeed, people can be internally displaced due to a
number of complex causes, including conflicts, natural disasters, environmental
change, or development projects, and, sometimes, from a combination of these
factors (inter alia Cernea & McDowell, 2000; Birkeland, 2003a, b; Haug, 2003;
Lund, 2003; Muggah, 2003; Banerjee et al., 2005; Brun, 2005; Qadeem, 2005).
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The issue of internal displacement has risen on the international agenda over the
last three decades with a concomitant rise in the volume of research focusing IDP
issues — though the literature has been dominated by international and institutional
agencies (Sgrensen, 2003). In contrast to refugee status, IDP is not a legal status, and
these persons remain under the jurisdiction of their own government, even as their
governments often fail to protect them. One recurring debate within this field has
focused on whether IDPs and refugees should be included in one category, and
therefore also be managed by the same institution(s) (Brun, 2005; see also
Barutciski, 1998, 1999; Bennett, 1999; Kingsley-Nyinah, 1999; Rutinwa, 1999;
Holbrooke, 2000; Borton et al., 2005). Other prominent policy-oriented discussions
have addressed the particularly complex political space of IDP protection (Maley,
2003; Raper, 2003), including the UN’s Guiding Principles on Internal Displace-
ment (Kilin, 2000; Mooney, 2003; Borton et al. 2005).

9.5 Victims of Trafficking

Victims of trafficking are people who have been threatened or forced into transpor-
tation, recruitment or exploitation for purposes including sexual exploitation, forced
labour or services, slavery, servitude, or removal of organs (UNODC, 2019a). This
definition is the result of the UNODC and other actors developing and refining their
efforts to bring greater clarity to an internationally-agreed understanding of traffick-
ing. Despite efforts to harmonise national laws with international legal terms,
definitional questions still complicate policy and policy implementation (UNODC,
2019b). Similarly, numerous scholarly discussions centre around defining specific
elements of human trafficking (Weitzer, 2015). Check human smugglers and human
traffickers at the Migration Research Hub for more information.

Despite enhanced legal protections and public concern, research on human
trafficking remains limited, skewed, and lacks a solid evidence base (Laczko &
Gozdziak, 2005; Zhang, 2009; Gozdziak & Graveline, 2015). The academic litera-
ture on human trafficking is marked by diversity: it spreads across specific fields of
research and practice beyond the field of migration studies, focusing on a range of
types of trafficking (such as prostitution or forced labour).

While some scholars point to research showing that force and coercion also occur
in so-called regular and/or voluntary migration (Anderson & Rogaly, 2005; Rogaly,
2008; O’Connell Davidson, 2010), others find that the trafficking rhetoric enables
states to enforce control over migrants’ mobility and labour (Hubbard et al., 2008).
Researchers have also argued that studies on trafficking have led to a strong focus on
female stereotypes and victimhood (Bernstein, 2007; Jacobsen and Skilbrei, 2010).
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9.6 Unaccompanied Minors

Unaccompanied migrant minors are foreign nationals below the age of 18 who have
been separated from their parents and other relatives, and who are not cared for by an
adult (UNHCR, 1997). This group includes minors who are left unaccompanied after
entering a new country. The group is interchangeably defined as ‘unaccompanied
children’ or ‘unaccompanied minors’, but other terms can be found in the literature,
including: ‘minor asylum seekers’, ‘unaccompanied refugee minors’, ‘unaccompa-
nied foreign minors’ and ‘refugee children’. Indeed, there are several debates on the
definitions of this broad category (Seugling, 2004; Bhabha & Schmidt, 2006).

Research on unaccompanied minors moves through several different sub-topics,
including, but not limited to, governance and policies, migration experiences,
immigration status, settlement, health and care services, education, and return. The
geographic differences in national legislation and dynamics are reflected in these
sub-topics as parallel strands of research developed in the United States and Europe
(Chavez & Menjivar, 2010).

The bulk of research on migrant minors still focuses on post-migration experi-
ences, particularly in relation to processes of integration (Menjivar & Perreira,
2019). Here, research topics include educational careers (Celikaksoy & Wadensjo,
2019); social care structures; mental health issues such as depression and post-
traumatic stress disorder (de Haan et al., 2019; Eide & Hjern, 2013); and the child
as an active and social actor (Suarez-Orozco & Todorova, 2003; Boyle et al., 2007,
Lo Bianco & Chondrou, 2019). Despite this diversity, research on unaccompanied
minors is in general small-scale, as it focuses on a group that is particularly
vulnerable and “difficult to reach” (Kulu-Glasgow et al., 2019).

9.7 Conclusions

Based on this review of humanitarian migration research, we can draw some
conclusions concerning the general trends in the scholarly field, as well as some
current and noteworthy research gaps. While the field originates from a juridical
strand of inquiry, research on humanitarian migration now encompasses a wide
range of disciplines, including human geography, economics, sociology, anthropol-
ogy, ethnography, political science, and history. In line with the growth of multi-
disciplinary studies, the field’s methods and methodologies have also changed:
currently all variations of qualitative and quantitative research are applied in the
study of humanitarian migration, and newer innovative methods have also been
applied: big data, social media monitoring and machine learning. These latter three
methods have been employed to study and predict the volume and direction of forced
migration flows.
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In terms of research gaps, under-researched topics include the latest forms of
individual temporary protection; re-regularisation and revocation; receiving coun-
tries outsourcing control to transit countries or private actors; cooperation between
receiving countries; and the roles of transit countries and sending countries in
controlling irregular migration. There is also a need for more study of the possibil-
ities and limitations of regional solutions for forced migrants, particularly as these
concern refugee and IDP migration. As an alternative to protection in the region,
more studies are needed on the possibility of scaling up the UN’s resettlement
program. In relation to displacement and risks among IDPs, more accurate data
and measurements are needed for effective policy action. The geographical coverage
of research and data on IDPs is scattered, and does not always differentiate between
first or secondary displacements (IDMC, 2019).

In general, the development of humanitarian migration research has been closely
related to the development in forced migration flows and types of displacement.
Scholars have studied the development of flows, the corresponding regulation and
management of these flows, and the individual experiences of migrants themselves.
We therefore expect this broader field of research, and the specific discourses within,
to further develop our understandings of the flows, policies, and experiences of
refugees, asylum seekers, IDPs, trafficking victims, and unaccompanied minors.
These fields in particular are in continual evolution that responds to conflicts,
structural, and interpersonal dynamics. While the gap between research on human-
itarian and ‘non-humanitarian’ migration is of key relevance to understand legal
differences e.g. in terms of right provision and protection needs, new awareness on
mixed-flows and mixed motivations among migrants may require more intercon-
nection between these originally distinct research fields. Furthermore, with the
securitisation agenda ever-more prominently influencing migration policy agendas,
particularly in Europe and North America, research on humanitarian migration will
continue to play an important role to counter and enlighten prejudicial discourses on
migrants who — somehow — feel forced to move.
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Chapter 10 )
Lifestyle Migration oy

Jennifer McGarrigle

In the context of the growing global middle class, and the ageing of the baby boomer
generation, an increasing number of migrants with accumulated wealth from
advanced economies are relocating to economically less developed or more periph-
eral countries to improve their quality of life. Migration of the middle-classes and the
relatively affluent is embedded in the same globalising processes and social trans-
formations in production and processes of accumulation that have reshaped labour
migration (Hayes, 2021; Castles, 2010). Privileged mobilities are part of wider
migration systems, however, what distinguishes lifestyle migrants from other
migrants, who are also in pursuit of a better quality of life, is the ease with which
they can relocate due to relative privilege in terms of citizenship and financial or
cultural capital.

Lifestyle migration has developed as a way of conceptualising these practices. It
is a growing research field within migration studies focussing on “migrations where
aesthetic qualities including quality of life are prioritised over economic factors like
job advancement and income” (Knowles & Harper, 2009, p. 11). This form of leisure
or tourism-led mobility receives much less attention than labour or refugee migration
to advanced economies, which has been the traditional focus of migration research.
Some scholars have argued that the overwhelming attention paid to labour, family,
and humanitarian migration has construed a limited picture of who migrants actually
are. In turn, the expanding literature on migrants who possess higher social, eco-
nomic, and political capital is important for the contribution it makes to a more
complex understanding of migration forms, the way it unsettles assumptions of
marginality, and the insights it provides into inequalities in global migration regimes
(Croucher, 2012). Indeed, in terms of migration governance, migration into the
global North has become increasingly regulated and contested, while out migration
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has remained largely invisible, uncontroversial, and more lightly regulated (Knowles
& Harper, 2009; Lundstrom, 2017). This chapter provides an overview of the
debates on lifestyle and privilege in migration and maps the development of global
research on lifestyle migration.

10.1 Lifestyle and Privilege in Migration

The almost ubiquitous definition presented by Benson and O’Reilly (2009, p. 609)
sees lifestyle migrants as “relatively affluent individuals of all ages, moving either
part-time or full-time to places that, for various reasons, signify, for the migrant, a
better quality of life”. Lifestyle migration provides a conceptual framework to situate
and examine different forms of privileged migration—such as amenity migration,
International Retirement Migration, residential tourism, second homes, international
counter urbanisation (Huete & Mantec6n, 2012). As such, rather than identifying
distinct categories of migrants it folds different forms of transnational privileged
migration together. It is an analytical tool to understand the subjective meaning
underpinning the relocation of relatively privileged migrants who are motivated by
the search for the good life rather than by work opportunities or political rights
(Benson & O’Reilly, 2016; Knowles & Harper, 2009). As Benson and O’Reilly
(2016, p. 25) contend, lifestyle migration is more of “a lens rather than a box”.

10.1.1 Lifestyle and Social Identity

Lifestyle, in theoretical terms, is related to societal changes in the late modern social
world where processes of social differentiation have become less regimented by
fixed social hierarchies and increasingly shaped by consumption practices.
According to Giddens (1991, p. 81), lifestyle is a “set of practices which an
individual embraces, not only because such practices fulfil utilitarian needs, but
because they give material form to a particular narrative of self-identity”. Theorists
like Giddens, Urry, or Beck, see social identities as self-constructed through—as
Gidden puts it—"“the reflexive project of the self” formed by practices of consump-
tion rather than production. That is not to say that some have more choice than others
in the fashioning of their lifestyle through consumption practices. In his earlier work,
Bourdieu (1984) contests the flattening of social hierarchies and renders lifestyle as
mediated by social position and consumption practices (for a more in-depth discus-
sion see Cohen et al., 2015 or Benson & O’Reilly, 2009).

Building on these theoretical links between lifestyle, identity, and consumption,
lifestyle migration is an approach that seeks to understand the social imaginaries and
subjective accounts that migrants narrate of their own migration desire and post
migration practices. Many of whom do not self-identify as migrants but rather
ex-pats or residential tourists. It is conceived as a project—a process—rather than
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a decision or an event. Mobility choices are voluntary and motivated by the search
for a better quality of life driven by consumption. As such, the freedom of choice
inherent in lifestyle migration ties it to identity-making projects (Hoey, 2010). The
search for a better way of life and self-realisation is anchored in the idea that mobility
itself is transformative, providing a way of life that is more meaningful and the
opportunity for reorientation hinged upon social imaginaries (O’Reilly, 2014). As
Hoey (2005, p. 615) argues the choice of where to live is equally about how to live.
The idealisations of mobility to more meaningful places and the search for a better
quality of life can be applied to most migrants; however, its application here is
related with the degree of autonomy, freedom, and choice with which it can be
exercised.

10.1.2 Migration Regimes and Relative Privilege

Though often narrated as an individualised project, lifestyle migration is situated in
wider migration systems (Croucher, 2012; Kunz, 2018) and the historical contexts
that structure them. The negotiation of privilege in lifestyle migration is predicated
on more than individual status and relates to migrants’ citizenship and belonging to
powerful nation-states within the international system (Knowles & Harper, 2009;
Croucher, 2012; Glick Schiller & Salazar, 2013; Janoschka & Haas, 2013). This
reflects asymmetries and power geometries in mobility regimes and serves to
reproduce structural inequalities (Benson, 2014). As lifestyle migrants are predom-
inantly citizens of wealthy societies in the Western hemisphere their relocation to
places at lower latitudes in the division of labour—whether to the European periph-
ery or to the Global South—enables them to capitalise opportunities that different
purchasing power and symbolic power relations facilitate (Zaban, 2015; Hayes,
2014). Therefore, their migration is often enabled by their relative wealth in relation
to receiving communities, which in turn facilitates certain kinds of material and
social practices (Benson, 2014). This process of “geoarbitrage” (Hayes, 2014), or
downshifting (Hoey, 2009), as well as the symbolic capital of whiteness, impacts
class status among local elites and processes of belonging and identity making
(Lundstrom, 2017; Benson, 2013).

As such, central in this literature is the concept of relative privilege, as Benson
(2014) argues privileges are often only manifest through the migration process and
develop in specific socio-spatial contexts. In other words, privilege in migration is
not synonymous with elite status or absolute economic wealth, nor is the latter the
focus of lifestyle migration in analytical terms. As Kunz (2018, p. 110) puts it,
privileged migration “includes migrants who are able to transport or translate
privileges across contexts or even increase or gain them through migration”. Various
authors have shown that vulnerabilities and precarity can be part of migration
motivations and the post-migration experience questioning the “assumption that
lifestyle mobility is solely the property of the privileged” (Botterill, 2017, p. 1).
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10.2 Global Research on Lifestyle Migration: Development
of the Field

10.2.1 Approaches to Lifestyle Migration Across
the Disciplines

The literature on lifestyle migration is multi-disciplinary and various traditions
contribute to our understanding of the phenomenon. Scholarship on lifestyle migra-
tion has its origins in ethnographic studies or interpretivist accounts of relatively
privileged migrations from Northern to Southern Europe facilitated by political and
economic integration (King et al., 2000; O’Reilly, 2000; Casado-Diaz, 2006; Oliver,
2008; Benson, 2011) These research approaches in the traditions of sociology and
social geography have tended to be qualitative in nature based on migrants’ own
narratives of the migration process and post migration experiences. This builds on
early empirical studies on International Retirement Migration (IRM), that is, North-
ern European retirees moving to warmer destinations, either as permanent or seasonal
migrants (e.g. Rhoades, 1978; Gustafson, 2001; King et al., 2000; Warnes, 1991;
Warnes et al., 1999; Williams & Hall, 2000). This research focused on Brits and later
on other Northern Europeans, such as Germans or Swedes, who moved to the
Mediterranean (King & Patterson, 1998; O’Reilly, 2000; King et al., 2000; Casado-
Diaz et al., 2004) and gave rise to a growing literature on transnational ageing
(Gustafson, 2001; Oliver, 2008; Sampaio, 2020). While this work is mostly within
sociology, social anthropology, and social geography, it developed at the nexus of
various literatures across different social science disciplines.

From the tradition of population geography and rural studies there is a body of
work that has studied the phenomenon of counter urbanisation—both from an
international (e.g. Buller & Hoggart, 1994) and internal perspective (Mitchell,
2004; Berry, 1976; Champion, 1989)—and its impact on identity and population
distribution (Miiller, 2021). Within tourism research, tourism geographies, and
housing studies another related corpus of literature is that on second homes, resi-
dential tourism, multi-dwelling, and the nexus between tourism and lifestyle mobil-
ities (Williams & Hall, 2000; Paris, 2009; Hall & Miiller, 2004). Understanding
geographies of meaning and perceptions and representations attached to places are
central questions in lifestyle migration research (Akerlund & Sandberg, 2015). Such
imaginaries of place are powerful structures involving the media, marketing, and
international agents (Torkington, 2012; Benson & O’Reilly, 2016).

More recent work on lifestyle mobilities, in light of the mobilities turn, has
interrogated the fluidity between different leisure practices, travel and migration
questioning binaries between here and there, production and consumption rationales,
and tourism and migration (Cohen et al., 2013). Through another strand of research,
this approach to privileged mobility has recently engaged with debates in urban
studies on the globalisation of the housing market and the surge in transnational
investment since the global financial crisis in 2008, as global elites search for safe
investment havens, first, in global cities such as London (DeVerteuil & Manley,
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2017) or Vancouver (Ley, 2010), and later to second tier tourist cities such as
Barcelona or Lisbon (Montezuma & McGarrigle, 2019).

10.2.2 Colonial Traces: North-South Lifestyle Migration

Building on earlier scholarship on internal lifestyle migration in post-industrial
contexts and intra-European flows, the geographical focus of the literature has
expanded since the mid-2000s to contemplate lifestyle migration from the Global
North to the Global South (Emard & Nelson, 2020). Similar tendencies are noted by
scholars of both migration flows; not least the socio-demographic and economic
characteristics of the migrants—namely white, middle class baby boomers—and
similar questions are explored around migration motivations, socio-spatial incorpo-
ration, and the negotiation of privilege. However, while there are parallels between
north-north and north-south flows, researchers working on the latter have developed
two additional aspects. First, questions around how racial as well as class privilege
are experienced by migrants and shape relations with locals have added to under-
standings of whiteness and cultural capital—see Kunz’s (2018) work on expatriates
in Cairo; Benson (2013, 2015) on North Americans in Panama; Kordel and Pohle
(2018) on North Americans in Ecuador; or Scuzzarello (2020) on Western retirees in
Thailand. Second, scholars have foregrounded the political economy of this flow. An
increasing number of studies have shown that some north-south lifestyle migration is
undertaken for economic reasons in response to declining pensions and the crisis of
the welfare state under late capitalism (Hayes, 2015; Toyota & Thang, 2017; Bender
et al., 2018). Precarity has permeated employment and retirement realities in the
aftermath of successive economic crises, leaving many to face rising health and
housing costs with a lower-than-expected income. Moving to lower latitudes in the
international division of labour is a way to reduce living costs, but it does not
necessarily preclude vulnerability (Green, 2014; Botterill, 2017). Oftentimes the
destination state also has a role to play in attracting affluent migrants through
migration and attractive fiscal policies—see, for example, Benson and O’Reilly’s
work on Panama and Malaysia (2018) or Ono (2015) on the latter. Within a
decolonial frame, understanding these dynamics moves far beyond ideas related to
relative privilege to embed north-south lifestyle migration in the longue durée of
histories bequeathed from the colonial word order and its continuities inherent in
economic globalisation (Emard & Nelson, 2020; Hayes, 2021).

10.2.3 Geographical Focus: Rural-Urban Divides

Traditionally the idealisation of specific geographies and the meanings attached to
different places have been used to typify different migrants. The oft cited paper of
Benson and O’Reilly (2009) identified three types of lifestyle migrant based on their
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locational choice: the residential tourist—heliotropic migration based on ideals of
living the “Mediterranean lifestyle”; the rural idyll seeker—in search of a simpler
lifestyle in connection with the land (Osbaldiston, 2012; Benson & Osbaldiston,
2014); and the bourgeois bohemian, motivated by spiritual or artistic ideals in the
search for an alternative lifestyle—see Korpela’s (2010) work on Westerners in
India. However, more recently urban manifestations of lifestyle migration have been
given attention as transnationals of all ages are choosing the vibrancy of the city over
the rural or costal landscapes. Griffiths and Maile (2014) explore the “city imagi-
naries” drawing intra-EU middle-class British migrants to Berlin; King (2018) also
argues that an urban lifestyle “optic” can be applied to new European youth migrants
as they are attracted to vibrant cities. Zaban (2015, 2017) examines the intersections
between gentrification and urban lifestyle migration of Jewish immigrants from
Western countries in Israel; and Cocola-Gant and Lopez-Gay (2020) the role of
young lifestyle migrants in processes of transnational gentrification in the historic
centre of Barcelona. Within more critical urban studies scholars are concerned with
understanding the impact that this migration is having on local housing markets and
the right to the city from a social justice perspective.

10.3 Conclusion

Lifestyle migration is a prism that encapsulates the subjective meaning of migration
related to a better life quality—rather than work or political rights and objective
privileges—in terms of citizenship, financial, or cultural capital, that allow some
migrants to move with ease. Rather than sitting at the margins of migration studies,
lifestyle migration is indicative of the underlying inequalities and racialising logics
central to mobility regimes. Over time, scholarship has become increasingly
concerned with theorising the structural conditions inherent to economic globalisa-
tion and longer histories related with colonial legacies. These legacies have condi-
tioned and shaped such flows and experiences of the migrants themselves and
destination societies that receive them. In this sense, the growing literature on
relatively privileged migrants sheds light on the complexity of migration forms
that have unfolded in the context of social transformations under late capitalism.
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Chapter 11 ®)
Student Mobilities Gecie

Elisa Alves and Russell King

Student mobility or student migration? The international (and internal) movement of
students displays an equivocal terminology, although the editor of this volume, in
presenting us with the title of our chapter, prefers the broader term ‘mobilities’ in
contrast to the titles of the other chapters in this section, which are all forms of
‘migration’.

So why is it that, when students move—either internationally, or within their own
countries—they are not usually seen as ‘migrants’, but as something else? This
chapter aims to reflect further on the emergence of the twin concepts of migration
and mobility as applied to the movement of students—how the concepts have been
deployed in various situations and how they have been conditioned (or not) by
different theoretical and methodological approaches to the subject of students’
spatial moves. Given that migration and mobility both connote geographical move-
ment across space and over a range of periods of time, we ‘play’ with this notion of
movement and propose the alternative term of student movementation.

The chapter is structured in three parts. The first develops the definitional,
terminological, and conceptual discussion introduced above. In the second section
we survey the various directions in past and ongoing research on international
student movementation. The conclusion reflects on gaps in our knowledge in this
field. Throughout our account we try to give evidence of the empirical richness of
research on students’ international moves by referring to a wide body of literature.
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11.1 Terms, Concepts and Meanings

The movement of students to further their studies abroad is not a new phenomenon.
Throughout history, students and scholars have been drawn to important centres of
learning and knowledge production (Jons et al., 2017; Meusberger et al., 2018).
What is new, in recent decades, is the scale of the phenomenon of what is now often
abbreviated as ‘ISM’ (which, conveniently, can stand for international student
mobility, migration, or movementation). Such student flows are an increasingly
significant portion of global migration and of the global knowledge economy
(Giirtiz, 2008). The most recent data from UNESCO and OECD report a global
“stock” of around 5.3 million students studying abroad, compared to 2 million in
2000. ISM increases much faster than aggregate global migration.

If you simply google the expression ‘international student mobility’, you have
around 208 million results; for ‘international student migration’ the figure is 174 mil-
lion. These numbers result from many individual and institutions’ actions, through
blogs, posts, guides, advertisements, news, reports, scientific papers, and books.
Such numbers and diverse communication channels are indicative of the importance
of ISM as a geographic, social, cultural, economic, and political phenomenon. But
what is the difference between ISM gua mobility and ISM qua migration? Although
often used indiscriminately as alternatives, they are not synonyms but, rather,
overlapping yet distinctive terms.

Distinctions between student migration or mobility turn around three aspects: the
purpose of the move, its duration and the distance covered (King & Findlay, 2012).
Regarding purpose, a key distinction is between, on the one hand, what is often
called credit mobility, which is when a student moves abroad for a semester or an
academic year (e.g., in the European context, an Erasmus exchange), and then
returns to their ‘home’ institution and country to complete their qualification; and,
on the other hand, studying abroad for an entire degree, which could be three or
more years. Thus, the purpose of the move intersects with the length of the study
abroad. Longer stays abroad often result in ‘status switching’ when, upon gradua-
tion, the student opts, or is encouraged, to stay on to enter the host-country skilled
labour market; hence a student visa is swapped for a residence or work permit, and
the student becomes akin to a conventional ‘immigrant’. Geography plays a role,
too, as there is also a partial correlation with distance: mobility is often associated
with students moving within Europe, while migration takes students further afield
and for longer periods (King et al., 2016).

In addition to the vexed issue of migration vs mobility, and the extent to which
this dilemma is resolved by our neologism of movementation, the terms ‘interna-
tional’ and ‘student’ also need to be unpacked. A student abroad may be working for
a wage part-time (to support their studies), or be a refugee, activist, or carer; or they
could be a full-time worker and part-time student. Indeed, in our contemporary
neoliberal world of individual initiative and the gig economy, the mixed figure of the
‘student-worker’ is increasingly common (Maury, 2019; Wilken & Dahlberg, 2017).
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Meantime, an ‘international student’ may be somewhat distinct from a ‘foreign
student’, dependent partly on the criteria for recording and measurement. A foreign
student is recorded on the basis of citizenship; an international student on the basis of
country of origin or prior residence. But this is only part of the story. There tends to
be reference to international students when talking about students moving in and
from the Global North, whereas those from the Global South are seen more as
‘foreign’ students, defined on the basis of their ‘othered’ citizenship. Whilst the
former are portrayed as cosmopolitans and part of a privileged mobile elite, the latter
are seen as an underprivileged and often racialised migrant category—as our
research on African students in Portugal has demonstrated (Alves & King, 2021).
Above all, it needs to be stressed that international or foreign students are not a
homogenous category, far from it; although part of their heterogeneity is based on
perceived and socially constructed subcategories (Madge et al., 2015).

11.2 Research Themes Under Discussion

Research on ISM approaches the topic from many different angles. Here we follow
the typologies of research themes suggested by Riafio and Piguet (2016), blended
with the more conceptual frameworks nominated by King and Findlay (2012). Riafio
and Piguet identified six main topics: (i) theories; (ii) directions and patterns; (iii)
reasons for moving and experiences abroad; (iv) policies for supranational bodies;
national governments and universities; (v) effects and outcomes of ISM; and
(vi) future plans for mobility, including experiences after return. For King and
Findlay, there are four approaches to theorising and explaining ISM: (i) the global-
isation and marketisation of higher education; (ii) students as part of high-skilled
migration; (iii) ISM as a mechanism of social-class reproduction and elite formation;
and (iv) study abroad as part of youth mobility culture. In what follows, we try to
combine these research-topic typologies into a simplified and more generalised set of
themes, recognising that the two typological schemas are deeply intertwined.

11.2.1 The Drivers of ISM: Theories, Determinants,
and Patterns

Theoretical frames for ISM range from macro-structural forces (e.g. global inequal-
ities in the provision of higher education) to the micro-individualistic motivations of
students, with meso-level frameworks, such as the role of universities and social and
peer networks, at an intermediate level. Human capital theory spans across these
scales, taking on board also the supply and demand sides of ISM (Findlay, 2010).
Rooted in neoclassical economic theories of migration, the human capital approach
rationalises ISM as an investment in prestigious human and cultural capital whereby
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the benefits exceed the costs over the medium to long term. From a supply perspec-
tive, knowledge-based societies push students to constantly improve their qualifica-
tions and skills, if necessary by ‘promising’ a professional career with higher
rewards in terms of income and life satisfaction (Knight, 2011). Especially from
less-developed countries, the lack of higher education infrastructures and opportu-
nities at ‘home’ pushes ambitious students to move to countries endowed with better
and more prestigious university systems (Rosenzweig, 2006). From the demand
side, beside formal investments in international education and the expectation of
better future rewards, students look for adventure, cultural experiences, and eman-
cipation from their families. This latter set of motivations can apply equally to
British students going on a short-term student exchange to nearby Europe (King &
Ruiz-Gelices, 2003), and to transcontinental Sub-Sahara African students studying
for their degrees in Portugal (Alves et al., 2022; Anténio, 2013).

One wide-ranging theoretical typology which encompasses many macro-level
factors and is designed to explain broad patterns of student movementation is
advanced by Borjesson (2017), who sees the “global space” of ISM structured
according to three main principles. The first is geographical proximity. Other things
being equal, students will choose destination countries which are close at hand, yet
still ‘different’, in order to minimise travel costs and time, and perhaps also to study
in a culture which is not too far removed from their own. Student exchanges and
movements within Europe are the best example of this, pioneered by the Erasmus
scheme, in operation since the mid-1980s. Second, students move from lesser- to
more-developed countries; rarely in the opposite direction. They do so to access
higher quality and more prestigious universities. According to the OECD’s Educa-
tion at a Glance (2019), in 2018, OECD countries hosted 85% of all foreign students
(defined by citizenship), two-thirds of whom were from non-OECD countries,
indicating a clear Global South-North (and East-West) patterning. This also reflects
the fact that the USA and the UK are the two leading ‘importers’ of international
students, and China and India the main ‘exporters’. Third, international students are
exemplars of enduring postcolonial relations. Many of them move towards their
former colonial metropoles, for cultural and linguistic reasons; whilst on the other
side of the coin, the recruitment of these international students is an expression of
postcolonial soft power exercised by former imperial centres such as the UK, France,
Spain, and Portugal.

In a different context—that of the internationalisation and harmonisation of
higher education curricula and academic research networks—ISM can be seen as a
form of “knowledge migration” (Raghuram, 2013). Through their movements—
outwards, returning, or onwards—students are bearers of this expansion, diffusion,
and circulation of knowledge, carried forward in their subsequent lives as highly
skilled professionals contributing to the labour markets of wherever they are work-
ing. This links directly to issues of class and social reproduction, noted and studied
by many authors (King et al., 2011; Leung, 2017; Waters, 2012), who characterise
ISM as a way of creating and reinforcing a cosmopolitan and elitist class, the
members of which are often highly networked through alumni associations and
professional bodies (Bilecen, 2016).



11  Student Mobilities 183

As in all forms of migration and mobility, gender is an important yet under-
studied dimension in the movement of students abroad and then back to their
countries of origin (Geddie, 2013; Sondhi & King, 2017). The gender balance varies
according to the country of origin. From the UK, females are the majority going
abroad on Erasmus exchanges, largely because of the association of these schemes
with language studies, where female students outnumber men (King et al., 2004).
From less-developed countries where (for want of a better term) ‘traditional” gender
divisions and roles are in place, males are the majority in outward movementation.
Sondhi and King’s (2017) study of Indian student moves to Canada and the UK
shows the different gendering of outward and return moves. On the whole, males are
more likely to be encouraged by their families to study abroad. Except among highly
educated parents, there is a general reluctance amongst Indian families to let their
daughters study abroad. But male students are pressurised to return to develop their
careers, continue the family lineage, and ultimately be responsible for maintaining
their ageing parents; whereas females, who will be ‘lost’ to another family upon
marriage, are less pressured to return. In any case, for Indian female students, study
abroad is often an emancipating experience which turns them away from the more
conservative aspects of India’s patriarchal society. Hence, they are less keen to
return.

11.2.2 Policies and Outcomes

Another important line of research has developed into the role of governmental and
institutional policies and strategies, usually geared to facilitating, encouraging and
managing ISM (Riafio et al., 2018). This covers the actions of national governments
and their ministries of (higher) education, regional organisations (at both a sub- and
supra-national level), higher education institutions themselves (either individually or
in consortia), and a mixture of public and private sector institutional actors, including
recruiting agencies for international students and foundations offering scholarships.
The increasing marketisation of higher education sees a double competition: on the
one hand between countries and between universities for the ‘brightest and best’
students from around the world—the “global race for talent” (Geddie, 2015); and on
the other hand between students for coveted places and scholarships in the ‘world-
leading’ universities according to reputation and global ranking lists (Findlay et al.,
2012; Salmi & Saroyan, 2007).

For more specifics on the types and objectives of policies, there are studies on
which actors are involved, including their roles and interests, and to what extent they
have the capacity to achieve their goals and by what means (see Brooks and Waters
(2011) for an overview). Others have investigated postcolonial links in the design
and implementation of policies for cooperation (e.g. Franga et al., 2018); or how to
combat the way that ISM can lead to brain drain or brain waste—for instance,
policies aiming to improve the rate of return of graduates who have studied abroad
(Gédeshi & King, 2018; Gribble, 2008).
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Another strand of literature focuses on the rhetorics and discourses which accom-
pany policies, including persuasive text aimed at prospective international students.
King (2003) analysed the discursive frames deployed by the EU and several
universities to promote student exchanges and year-abroad mobility in the first
phase of the Erasmus programme. He noted two prevalent discourses: an economic
one and a cultural one, both pitched at two levels or scales. On the economic front,
students were presented with the arguments that studying abroad for part of their
degree would improve their chances of landing an interesting and well-paid job, and
that employers would value applicants with study-abroad experience, including
knowledge of languages and intercultural skills. At a macro-scale, national and
European labour markets would likewise be made more competitive, particularly
in fields like international business, by having an increased flow of people with
linguistic and cultural capital who would readily move abroad and liaise with
international clients. Culturally, too, students who had the advantage of a “mobility
experience” would be enriched and empowered through their exposure to “another
culture”. Moreover, for those who moved within Europe subsidised by Erasmus
funds, a kind of “European identity” would be acquired, creating thereby a cadre of
young graduates who would be loyal to the “European project”, and perhaps end up
as members of the EU bureaucracy or in the diplomatic service.

Riafio et al. (2018) advance a more sophisticated typology of discourse surround-
ing ISM, which also incorporates the frames described above. First, international
students are seen as channels of knowledge creation and transfer, and eventually of
economic growth; part of the “global battle for talent”. Second, in another economic
discourse, international students are promoted as sources of income for the higher
education sector, often because, as in the UK, they are charged higher fees than
‘home’ students. Third, there is a more negative discourse around international
students as “dubious” or “bogus” arrivals whose real aim is not study but entry
into a host country’s labour market. Typically, they hold a student visa but work in
the informal economy. This is the other side of the coin of the second discourse, and
mainly regards students originating from high-emigration countries such as China,
India, or African countries, who are racialised and somehow seen as less ‘desirable’
than students from the Global North. Finally, there is a narrative of international
students as vehicles of soft power; a means through which a host country can expand
its sphere of influence by, firstly, projecting a welcoming discourse towards inter-
national students, and second, by implicitly using those students as channels of
influence when they return to their countries of origin, sometimes in a postcolonial
context (e.g. Angolan, Cape Verdean, and Brazilian students in Portugal (Franca
et al., 2018)), sometimes in a neo-colonial context (e.g. African students in China
(Haugen, 2013)).
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11.2.3 Experiences Abroad and Plans for the Future

Considering the experiential effects of ISM, some research has questioned whether
the study-abroad experience actually does fulfil the students’ ‘dreams’; or whether it
might lead to disappointment, exclusion (because of the language barrier, racism or
‘culture shock’) and, ultimately, from a human capital perspective, “brain waste”
(Gédeshi & King, 2018; Hawthorne, 2010; Robertson, 2011). Studies have
pinpointed the role of initial motivations and expectations at the moment of depar-
ture; the first decision-making moment. These expectations can be carefully planned
or deliberately open-ended. Students can be ambitious or very cautious; optimistic or
pessimistic. Their moves may be pushed or decided upon by their family; or the
reverse—study abroad as an ‘escape’ from the family environment (Alves et al.,
2022; Soon, 2012). Moreover, the geopolitical and economic relationship between
the student’s country of origin and country of destination can also profoundly shape
ISM outcomes: whether there is a postcolonial relationship, reinforced by marked
contrasts in economic development and higher education standards, or a difference
in religion, and ways of behaving in everyday life (see Alves et al., 2022; Kellogg,
2012; Marcu, 2015; Sondhi & King, 2017; Zijlstra, 2015). Other influences on post-
study-abroad outcomes are the moral obligation or desire to contribute to the home
country’s development, and the way students’ lives evolve and change during the
study abroad, for instance through marriage, having children, or finding a job (Alves
et al., 2022; Bijwaard & Wang, 2016; Geddie, 2013; Kim, 2015).

These are the factors that shape the second moment of decision-making—what to
do after the completion of the study abroad and the award of a degree or other
qualification. Alves (2022) has reviewed these possible outcomes in terms of several
geographical and career pathways: stay abroad for further study and/or period of
work; move on to another destination country, again either for further study or work;
or return home. The return could be immediately upon graduation abroad or follow-
ing a period of post-study work abroad; and the return could be to immediately enter
the home country’s skilled labour market, or initially for further study.

11.3 Gaps and Needs: By Way of Conclusion

The study of international student migration/mobility, which we have proposed to be
termed international student movementation, suffers from some gaps in research,
despite the burgeoning literature on ISM in recent years. We start at the beginning,
with the very meaning of the term, and the way in which alternative framings of this
kind of movement vary according to which geo-national vantage point the phenom-
enon is studied from—developing country, highly developed country, ex-colony,
new geopolitical power (e.g. China), European ‘core’ country, or European ‘periph-
eral’ country. Different policy perspectives arise according to these varying global
geographical contexts, and also different motivations and drivers on the part of
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students. Hence, we call for the development of comparative research on ISM
experiences, policies and outcomes. A third area of new research, more epistemo-
logical, concerns the need to combine disciplinary perspectives in an innovative kind
of comparative, cooperative endeavour. ISM cries out for interdisciplinary
research—f{rom sociologists, especially those specialising in higher education and
youth studies, geographers, economists, and others. Fourthly, as with all forms of
migration and mobility, there could be much better and more standardised statistics.
Efforts to harmonise the criteria on which ISM is recorded (citizenship, birthplace,
country of habitual or prior residence), and to accommodate the varied temporalities
of ISM (short visits, semester, a year, the length of a degree programme, and the
transition from ‘student’ to ‘immigrant’), are challenges which are not easily over-
come. Next, gender needs to be foregrounded more in studies of student
movementation. Thus far, very few studies exist which expose an explicit gender
dimension, bearing in mind that gender also needs to be intersectionally combined
with other key axes of analysis such as class, ‘race’, and sexuality. Finally, it is worth
noting that, behind the academic debate, research knowledge needs to be fed into
policies which achieve better opportunities and better societies. This is not so simple,
as different national contexts are not always aligned, and there is a tendency for ISM
to exacerbate inequalities.
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Chapter 12 ®)
Irregular Migration oy

Sarah Spencer and Anna Triandafyllidou

Irregular migration is a multifaceted, dynamic phenomenon that has attracted dis-
proportionate media and political attention since the early 2000s. It has been at the
forefront of the political debate in most of the European Union’s Member States
since the outbreak of the so-called ‘migration crisis’ of 2015. Indeed, the political
attention paid to irregular migration is disproportionate to its volume. Migrants are
estimated to represent 3.3% of the world’s population (IOM, 2017, from UNDESA,
2017) with migrants in an irregular situation between 15% and 20% of them. This is
approximately 1% of the global population, some 30—40 million individuals world-
wide (UN OHCHR, 2014; ILO, 2015). In the USA, the undocumented population
was estimated in 2015 to be 11 million (Rosenblum & Ruiz Soto, 2015); while in
Europe it was estimated to be 1.9-3.8 million in 2008 (Kovacheva & Vogel, 2009);
and between 2.9 and 3.8 million in 2018 (Pew Research Centre, 2019).

This chapter starts with defining the variants of irregular status and the paths
through which a migrant may become irregular, with a view to showing that this
status is a continuum rather than a clear-cut distinction. We explore the links
between irregular migration and irregular/informal work and how flows and stocks
relate to segmented labour market dynamics. The chapter considers the lived realities
of the daily lives of irregular migrants before turning to the universal human rights
that migrants with irregular status should enjoy and reasons for their limitation in
practice. We conclude by critically surveying recent policy trends on enforcement
and criminalisation, as well as the counter trend of semi-inclusion at particularly
local and regional levels.
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12.1 Definitions: What Is Irregular Migration Status?

Patterns of irregularity are diverse and can include people who crossed a border
unlawfully as well as visa over-stayers, children born to undocumented parents,
migrants who lost their regular status because of unemployment or non-compliance
with certain requirements, and rejected asylum seekers.

Although the concept of irregular migration is often treated as self-evident by
media and political discourses, it deserves careful reflection to avoid ambiguities and
inconsistencies (Triandafyllidou, 2010). Several different terms are used for persons
who enter a country illegally, overstay their terms of regular residence, live in a
country without a residence permit, or break immigration rules in a way that makes
them liable for expulsion. At the academic level—but also in the media and public
discussion—terms like irregular, undocumented, or unauthorised have been pre-
ferred to the more discriminatory ‘clandestine’ or ‘illegal.” Indeed, even though no
human being is illegal (Ambrosini, 2013), specific practices and behaviours in
breach of the law can be referred as ‘not legal’ (for example, illegal border crossing).

For a complete and dynamic picture (Kovacheva & Vogel, 2009), the distinction
is made between irregular residents—foreigners without any legal residence status in
the country and those who can be subject, if detected, to an order to leave (stocks)—
and irregular entrants who cross an international border without the required valid
documents (flows).

To clarify the various irregular statuses, below is a list (Triandafyllidou &
Bartolini, 2020a, p. 16) of the forms of irregular stay that migrants may experience
which serves the purpose of illustrating the complexity of intersecting entry, stay and
work related status:

— Persons with forged papers or persons with real papers but assuming false
identities;

— Persons with seemingly legal temporary residence status. The so-called working
tourists (entered on a tourist visa and working irregularly) are assumed to be the
majority of irregular migrants in some countries. Migrants with a temporary
conditional permit such as seasonal and contract workers may likewise be liable
for expulsion if they break their contract terms (e.g., if working for a longer
period than permitted);

— Persons who lose their residence status because they no longer satisfy the
conditions that initially granted the permit (unemployed, no longer able to
demonstrate employment relationship to obtain a work permit, student whose
course of study has ended, expiration of family permit for young adults coming of
age, etc.);

— Persons who never had a regular status because they entered illegally and could
not find a way of regularising their status;

— Persons who entered illegally but are registered with public authorities. E.g. they
have been denied protection after lodging an asylum application;
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— Tolerated persons without a regular status, with or without a document to prove
the suspension of their removal and thus their semi-legal residence status:
e.g. when return is not possible because there is no agreement with the country
of origin or transit, or it is not possible to establish the nationality of the migrant;

— Children born to parents who are unlawfully residing and hence without fully-
documented status.

Irregularity is not entirely of the migrant’s making: it may result from delays and
errors in the administration of red tape. It is moreover embedded in labour market
dynamics that privilege irregular stay and irregular work. Irregularity is functional to
labour market conditions in specific sectors such as construction, domestic work,
agriculture and the food industry, irregular migrant workers providing a cheap and
plentiful workforce (Jordan & Diivell, 2002; Van der Leun & Kloosterman, 2006;
Cheliotis, 2017). By creating conditions of regular stay and work that are impossible
to meet, states indirectly support the interests of unscrupulous employers and create
ethnic segmentation and hierarchies in the labour market that are functional to the
national economy.

Irregular migrants are often not completely deprived of formal papers. They may
possess legal social security numbers, work contracts, certificates of school enrol-
ment or identity cards issued by municipalities, while having no permit to stay
(Vasta, 2008; Chauvin & Garcés-Mascarefias, 2014). Such documents testify to de
facto inclusion in the labour market and social life and illustrate the dynamism and
complexity of the irregular migration phenomenon as well as the fragmentation of its
governance.

12.2 The Relationship Between Irregular Stay
and Irregular Work

Irregular migration status is to a large extent a function of labour market dynamics.
This is an issue that is often neglected in political and policy discourses. The
availability of jobs in agriculture or construction or the demand for live-in care
workers can act as a pole of attraction for migrant workers who may decide to enter a
country unlawfully, overstay their visa or violate its conditions because of the
availability of work opportunities. Alternatively, people may enter lawfully under
a temporary migration scheme and then be unable to extend or renew their status and
hence fall into irregularity. Employers often support such moves, either in the
impossibility of fulfilling the legal policy requirements or because the undocumented
newcomers become a plentiful and inexpensive labour force who incur no additional
costs of firing or of paying for welfare or unemployment benefits.

Legally residing foreigners should, in contrast, be able to have jobs with proper
contracts which respect labour laws and include welfare insurance. However, it is
often the case that these workers are also employed in irregular ways: without being
declared, having a proper contract, or with a contract that specifies conditions of
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work and salary that are not respected. This is because migrants are often concen-
trated in sectors where there is a high incidence of informal work such as construc-
tion for men or cleaning and caring work for women, or catering, tourism, and
agriculture for either. Those recently arrived have less bargaining power than settled
migrants or natives as they may have only partial information about their rights, may
not yet speak the local language or may not know where to seek redress if they suffer
an injustice. They may be in absolute need of a job and a livelihood—even if this
does not come with all the required conditions—as they may have no other source of
income or social support networks to rely on. The importance of trade unions and
labour market inspectors for protecting all workers cannot be overestimated (see also
Triandafyllidou & Bartolini, 2020b).

In addition to these socio-economic dynamics attracting unauthorised migrant
workers to take up informal work or pushing legally staying migrants to accept
irregular employment, it is important to consider how socio-economic exclusion
interacts with symbolic inclusion/exclusion. As Ambrosini (2016) argues, we could
conceptualise two levels of authorisation: one is that of regular versus irregular
migration status, the other one of symbolic authorisation—in the sense of recogni-
tion that the migrant is filling a job vacancy and performing a job that is socially
valuable. This distinction is gendered, as female care workers and cleaners are
usually recognised as valuable and represented positively, while narratives of ‘clan-
destine’ migrant workers usually refer to male migrants. Asylum seekers, too,
although temporarily authorised in the receiving country’s territory while their
application is processed, are similarly stigmatised.

The realities of irregular residence and irregular work combine in multiple ways,
preventing clear-cut definitions and requiring attention to single national practices
and legal frameworks even within the European context. We should better speak of a
continuum between regularity and irregularity, ranging from situations where one is
aregular foreign resident allowed to work and with a formal employment contract, to
cases in which one is an irregular foreign resident with an undeclared job.

Moreover, status is not fixed. Changes—of residence, of permission to work, and
of employment conditions—are frequent and not necessarily in the direction of
progressive improvement and stability (EMN, 2016). “Spaces of” and “pathways
to” illegality (Ruhs & Anderson, 2006; Diivell, 2011) are thus found within the
triangle of migration policies, labour market dynamics, and the individual choices of
social actors. Different types and degrees of irregularity can be produced and
negotiated among all actors involved and semi-compliance to (some) rules might
be a frequent case (Ruhs & Anderson, 2000).

Figure 12.1 summarises the possible intersections of citizenship, residence, and
work status: irregular employment can be found among (a) the native labour force;
(b) foreigners with a regular residence status; and (c) foreigners who are irregularly
residing in the country.
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12.3 Living with Irregular Status

People with irregular status may support themselves through work and be active
agents in shaping their own lives within the constraints imposed by their status
(Bloch & McKay, 2016). Many are nevertheless disproportionately exposed to
discrimination, exclusion, abuse and exploitation; and to denial of access to health
care, adequate accommodation and the documentation needed for daily life such as a
driving licence (UN, 2014). They feel unable to inform the police if the victim of
crime because of their fear of detection (Delvino, 2020): that ‘palpable sense of
deportability” which reproduces the physical borders of nation-states in everyday life
(De Genova, 2002, p. 439). This can induce high levels of stress, with implications
for self-esteem and mental health (Gonzales & Raphael, 2017). For young people in
particular, living with irregular status can shape personal identity, social relations
and all aspects of their lives and decision making (Bloch et al., 2014).

Where enforcement measures limit the scope for supporting themselves in legit-
imate ways and participating in the mainstream institutions of society, irregular
migrants may adopt alternative strategies to survive: shifting from formal to informal
work; from legitimate to criminal behaviour (such as subsistence theft); and avoiding
being identified by concealing their status, using false documents, and destroying
original ID papers to obstruct deportation (Engbersen & Broeders, 2009).

Exclusion from (authorised) work and services create a greater reliance on
‘intermediaries’ to access what they need. Their actions may be lawful, unlawful
or, in stretching the rules, somewhere in between. They include friends and family;
people sympathetic to their situation, such as lawyers, NGOs and service providers;
and people who facilitate access to accommodation or jobs for profit: the “foggy
structures” which enable irregular migrants to maintain a camouflaged existence and
sustain the continuity of new arrivals (Bommes & Sciortino, 2011). The presence of
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legal compatriots from whom resources such as work and information can be
mobilised, and among whom they are inconspicuous, together with the availability
of cheap accommodation, have been found to be among the structural determinants
that make irregular migrants a permanent feature of some city neighbourhoods
(Engbersen et al., 2006).

Intermediaries contribute in five ways: connection (providing information and
recommendation); provision of services (from forged documentation to health care);
immediate help (such as food); folerance (overlooking rules); and political pressure
(to change policies and practices). The governance of irregular migration will not be
effective if it fails to take into account the role intermediaries are playing and their
motivations (Ambrosini, 2018, pp. 19, 36-38).

Some irregular migrants are known to the immigration authorities but for legal,
humanitarian, or practical reasons have not been removed. Others may be known to
one or more public services. Some municipalities provide access to some services, as
a matter of national or local policy; directly or through NGOs (Delvino & Spencer,
2019). Where they do not, individual service providers may nevertheless use their
discretion to provide access (Van der Leun, 2006). Members of the public also
contribute when they see the human costs of enforcement measures, providing
practical assistance and solidarity to resist deportations (Ellermann, 2006).

12.4 Human Rights: Universality and Reality

International human rights standards are universal: “without distinction of any kind,
such as race, colour, sex. . .national or social origin. . .birth of other status” (Univer-
sal Declaration of Human Rights, 1948). That universality is the source of their
normative power. “Irregular migrants are human beings”, the UN High Commis-
sioner for Human Rights confirms, “and as human beings they are protected by
international human rights law” (UN, 2014, p. 1).

The universality principle is found in UN conventions and regional human rights
law such as the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), and is binding on
states that have ratified them. The UN Committees on Economic, Social, and
Cultural Rights and on the Rights of the Child, among others, have explicitly stated
that the rights which they oversee apply to everyone regardless of legal status (UN,
2014, pp. 25-28).

Universal protection is, however, diluted: in the law itself, and in political reality.
Few rights are absolute (such as freedom from slavery) but can be curtailed if
objectively justifiable for a legitimate objective and proportional. Courts have
regularly deemed restrictions on the rights of irregular migrants to be a proportionate
means of achieving the legitimate aim of controlling immigration. The law, more-
over, is better developed in relation to civil and political rights than socio-economic
rights. Thus, the extent to which a particular service should be provided is not always
clear, or whether exclusion breaches international law. Third, few provisions specify
that the rights must apply without discrimination on grounds of migrant status; while
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some specify that they only apply to those who are lawfully resident. These
limitations constrain the impact of the law and its “bite” as a tool for contesting
exclusion (O’Cinneide, 2020).

Enforcement mechanisms can, moreover, be too weak for states to feel
constrained. Some may nevertheless be sensitive to criticism on human rights
grounds—“if rights are ignored or trampled upon, then the liberal state risks
undermining its own legitimacy” (Hollifield, 2004, p. 901). They may also, however,
be under political pressure to prioritise nationals and be tough on ‘illegal immigra-
tion’: hence Guiraudon’s finding on the high visibility, “sunshine politics” of
enforcement measures relative to the low visibility, “shadow politics”, of migrants’
rights (2004).

National laws do not accord non-nationals equal rights. There is a hierarchy, with
irregular migrants regularly accorded the fewest rights; especially economic and
social rights such as the right to work, healthcare, and shelter. Mapping of national
legal frameworks reveals a highly uneven geography of entitlements (FRA, 2011),
not least in relation to healthcare and school education (Spencer & Hughes, 2015).
Children with irregular status are considered to be more deserving of inclusion in
services than adults (Spencer, 2016). Governments should justify the proportionality
of restrictions on rights (Bosniak, 2006) but regularly fail to do so (Pobjoy &
Spencer, 2012). Regardless of entitlements, services can only be accessed where
there is a “firewall” preventing transfer of personal information on service users to
immigration enforcers (Crépeau & Hastie, 2015, p. 158).

Human rights standards are, nevertheless, continually open to interpretation by
the courts and thus provide scope to expand the extent of protection. They are
regularly used in political argument and litigation as a means to challenge exclu-
sionary practices, and to underpin soft law such as the Global Compact on Migration
(United Nations, 2018). Non-governmental organisations (NGOs) have successfully
challenged restrictive practices, e.g. under the European Charter for Social Rights.
Municipalities have also invoked human rights to challenge national restrictions.
This “legalisation from below” (Oomen & Baumgirtel, 2018), a “new frontier” in
the development of a multi-layered system of rights protection, is particularly
evident in the USA, protecting ‘undocumented’ migrants from federal immigration
controls but increasingly also in Europe, leading to tensions in the multi-level
governance on this issue (Spencer, 2018).

12.5 Policy Trends

National governments are responsible for enforcement of migration controls and set
the legal framework governing access to services. Their mandate overlaps with that
of state/regional and local authorities which (to differing degrees) have delegated
responsibilities for service provision, and for policies impacted by migration such as
local economic development, public health, and social cohesion. As the impact of
exclusion is most keenly felt at the local level, some sub-state tiers take a more
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inclusive approach, which can lead to tensions in multi-level governance relation-
ships (Ambrosini, 2018; Spencer, 2018, 2020; Genf, 2018).

Governments have reinforced enforcement measures in an effort to control
irregular migration, and to be seen to do so: strengthening pre-entry, entry and
internal controls. A review of 6500 migration policy changes in 45 countries since
1900 found “Irregular migrants are the only category for which policies have almost
consistently moved into a more restrictive direction over the entire post-WWII
period” (de Haas et al., 2018, p. 348). There is however a gap between declared
policies and those that are implemented, leading to an over estimation of policy
failure (Czaika & de Haas, 2013; Ata¢ & Schiitze, 2020); and the law is enforced
selectively: “migration is not always as ‘unwanted’ as is made out”, not least by
employers who benefit from cheap workers (Castles et al., 2014, p. 324). Selective
enforcement by the police in the USA and Europe has been found to be influenced by
the interests and values of key actors: the police, local residents, and city govern-
ments (Leerkes et al., 2012).

Those enforcement measures that are implemented can be counterproductive, and
are not notably effective (Engbersen & Broeders, 2009; Massey et al., 2016).
Comparative studies reveal enforcement is beset by administrative, political, legal,
and economic difficulties; routinely contested by competing interests (Hollifield
et al.,, 2014, p. 4). Practical challenges include the embeddedness of irregular
migrants within local communities; use of false identities and destruction of docu-
ments linking the individual to their country of origin; lack of cooperation by
sending countries, the cost of forced removals, and human rights obligations and
norms that limit the extent to which punitive measures can be used (Guiraudon &
Lahav, 2000; Hollifield et al., 2014, p. 4; Andersson, 2016).

Governments have increasingly outsourced aspects of border enforcement to
private actors, such as airlines (Guiraudon, 2006); while domestically relying on
employers and service providers such as hospitals to check the immigration status of
service users (Guiraudon & Lahav, 2000; Aliverti, 2015). The police are increas-
ingly expected to work closely with immigration authorities, leading to resistance
from those who prefer to prioritise “real criminality” and build trust with minority
communities (Aliverti, 2019; Leerkes et al., 2012). Scholars refer to the intersection
between crime control and migration control as “crimmigration” (Guia et al., 2013).

Under international law, irregular entry and stay are considered administrative
rather than criminal offences, unless accompanied by other crimes (UN 2014, p. 13),
but there has been a tendency to criminalise those offences, to penalise those who
assist irregular migrants, and in some cases to require service providers to report
them (Provera, 2015).

The limits of enforcement have led governments to adopt supplementary mea-
sures including regularisation, through time limited amnesties or pathways for
individuals who fulfil certain criteria (Ambrosini, 2018; Baldwin-Edwards & Kraler,
2009) and voluntary return programmes, in some cases assisted by the International
Organisation for Migration, with a level of support for re-integration (IOM, 2020).
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While internal controls routinely exclude irregular migrants from most services,
welfare support and documentation, there has been a simultaneous trend towards
semi-inclusion, a paradox which scholars have sought to explain (Chauvin &
Garcés-Mascarefias, 2012). Providing access can provide a means to monitor and
share data on migrants between agencies (Morris, 2001) and right of access can be
conditional on a duty to cooperate with removal (Rosenberger & Koppes, 2018).
Like the earlier poor-laws, provision of services alleviates the risks associated with
poverty (Leerkes, 2016) and more broadly strengthens governability: the need to
regulate and predict the behaviour of the actual population is greater than the need to
deport (Chauvin & Garcés-Mascarefias, 2020). For municipalities, inclusion in
services addresses threats which exclusion poses to their capacity to fulfil their
economic and social policy objectives (Spencer & Delvino, 2019). Pressure from
civil society (in the US, ‘non-profits’) can be a factor in municipal adoption of
inclusive policies (De Graauw, 2016).

12.6 Conclusion

This chapter has introduced key concepts and literature relating to the definition and
terminology on migrants with irregular status; to the relationship between irregular-
ity, the labour market and irregular work; the social embeddedness of these resi-
dents; the limits on the universality of human rights, and policy trends, including the
paradox of semi-inclusion.

We have seen that perceiving immigration status as either ‘legal’ or ‘illegal’ is a
false dichotomy: that there are multiple forms of irregularity, reached through
differing paths, and that the status of individuals is often fluid along a regular-
irregular continuum. The demands of sectors of labour markets for cheap, flexible,
labour is a major factor leading individuals to enter, or remain, without authorisation,
as is the need for sanctuary from persecution and conflict.

In everyday life, excluded from regular employment and most essential services,
we see the reliance that irregular migrants can have on intermediaries: family and
social networks, NGOs, service providers, and others motivated by profit; “foggy
social structures” that enable these residents to maintain a camouflaged existence.
Universal human rights should ensure greater protection but are diluted in form and
political reality. Irregular migrants are at the bottom of a hierarchy of rights in
national laws and vulnerable to exclusion and exploitation.

While there is a trend to reinforce pre-entry, entry, and internal controls, they are
enforced selectively, are not notably effective in curtailing irregular migration, and
can prove counterproductive. Alternative measures include regularisation and vol-
untary return. Paradoxically, there is a simultaneous trend towards limited access to
services, formal inclusion alongside formal exclusion, particularly at the local level,
for which various explanations were given.
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In recent years there has been an increasing understanding that irregularity in
migration is not a black and white status but rather a continuum and also that while
migration stocks and flows are a domain regulated at the national level, cities have an
important role to play as providers of basic services for shelter, food, health and
education. There is scope for further research on the multi-level governance of
irregular migration and the interaction among the local, national and transnational
level in dealing with populations with irregular status. In addition, the current
pandemic emergency has pointed to the extreme vulnerability of irregular migrants
and at the same time the need to guarantee for those residents their fundamental
rights such as access to health services or to vaccines. There is scope for under-
standing how such crisis situations can shape our understandings of irregular status
particularly when it turns out that migrant residents with irregular status provide
essential services whether in agriculture, food processing or the care industry.
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