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Introduction: Eurocentrism and the field of migration research

The study of migration has been established as a discipline in its own right, and yet, is
arguably still in the process of ‘becoming’ (Garelli & Tazzioli, 2013). In regions where
migration became a matter of politics and political management, one can observe a partic-
ularly stark development of research agendas. Migration became one of the central chal-
lenges of the twenty-first century. For instance, for Europe and the EU, migration has
ever more increased in its significance as being one of the major determinants that steer
the future and welfare of European populations and societies (e.g. European Commission,
2014). From a European perspective, immigration flows and its implications were meticu-
lously examined and strategies of ‘how to manage this phenomenon’ were developed over
the years. Numerous studies contributed to the field of regulating migration and under-
standing the motives of people leaving their countries of ‘origin’. Castles and Miller’s
Age of Migration (1993) is currently published as 5th edition (now with de Haas), one of
the seminal contribution, providing a comprehensive overview of international migration
history, flows and consequences including future challenges of human migration such as
climate change. Cornelius, Martin, and Hollifield (1994) — for instance — addressed migra-
tion from a different angle: How the Western world reacts and deals with the phenomenon
of migration. This volume has been updated 10 years later in 2004 (now with Tsuda).
Authors try to elaborate the implications of migration for industrialized democracies
including France, Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan, Spain and the United States (for
the second edition, Australia, Canada, the Netherlands and South Korea were added).
How public policy is challenged and how this new driving factor for democratic elections
plays out in these industrialized societies are the central themes of these compendia.
Authors discuss selection and controlling measures and how and why they often fail.
From other angles — and this could be continued ad infinitum — such as history, Hoerder
(2002) provided an in-depth insight into the migratory world, while for example, Bartram
(2013) intends to speak to economists and psychologists alike.

Nevertheless, taking stock of the research agenda of migration, Eurocentric perspec-
tives dominate the field. Within this context, it is the European understanding of the
nation state that becomes the major focus of research, which represents the social,
political and economic imagination on the migration phenomenon, especially after the
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Second World War. As rightfully underlined by Chakrabarty (2008), the ideas and dis-
courses, or the discursive formation of labels, concepts, and categories of migration,
nation-state, and globalization, are universalized by the West. This imaginary figure of
Europe is built into the social sciences, carrying with it some uniquely European expec-
tations about space, secular time and sovereignty. All these are provincialized by the
Rest — what is called ‘the provincializing Europe’ (Chakrabarty, 2008). Specifically
looking at the context of mobility of individuals, the migration phenomenon has been
conceived as part of the power and the capital that flows from the East to the West,
from the South to the North, i.e. from ‘the Rest’ to ‘the West’, mostly reflecting the lat-
ter’s experiences (Hall, 1992; McKeown, 2004). The imagery of ‘the age of migration’
has generalized the conceptualization of the Rest as the nomadic poor, whose mobility
has effects on the modern West’s economic, social, cultural and political structures. This
understanding largely ignores the effects of the same mobility on the Rest, i.e. the
migrant sending countries of the world. This observation is not directly related to the
above contributions to the field, but it is rather a general trend that research agendas
lack non-Eurocentric perspectives, e.g. insights of motives and determinants of migra-
tion from a sending country perspective. Equally, from a sending country perspective,
the question of motives and reasons not to migrate and staying in the country of origin
arises, which has been largely missing on research agendas across the field of studying
migration. Only limited and very scattered information is available from this side of the
coin and the cluster of articles in this issue intends to make a contribution that sheds
light on issues and cultures of migration from such a sending country perspective.

Thus, we argue what is needed in the migration literature is to rethink the con-
cepts in order to move beyond the Western Eurocentric perspectives. It is indeed
questionable how such a dominating perspective found a firm grounding of justifica-
tion and a widespread acceptance when Europe itself and its anthropology was and is
still — and rightly so — a contested constellation (Balibar, 2002, 2003; De Genova,
2014; Dzenovska, 2013). Thus, the cluster of articles in this issue consist a strategic
beginning to de-territorialize the Westphalian nation-state system in order to bring a
non-European perspective to the mode of study. More significantly, the articles here
aim to move beyond the Westphalian nation-state system’s conception on the nation
state as the natural order of things and the container for understanding ‘the social and
political form of the modern world’, which is known as methodological nationalism
(Wimmer & Glick Schiller, 2002, p. 302).

Moreover, macrostructural determinants of international migration (as for instance put
forward in the past by Piore, 1979; Wallerstein, 1974), assuming migration to be the result
of a ‘black box’ of macrohistorical and macrostructural conditions such as globalization,
population pressure, dual labour markets, is an acknowledged and established approach
and the cluster of articles in this issue does not intend to refute the significance of these
macrostructural determinants, but it aims at incorporating additional drivers of migration
as well as adding the reasoning for non-migration, for not leaving countries of origin.
Four country cases (Morocco, Senegal, Turkey and Ukraine) will represent and elaborate
different stages of economic development and will firstly confirm the well-established
logic in this field of research that socio-economics determine the migration decision-mak-
ing processes. However, in a second step original data will bring forward evidence and
will demonstrate that socio-economic conditions in the countries of origin are only one
part of the complex and multifaceted process determining the decision to migrate or not
to migrate. Newly generated data will be based on extensive fieldwork, a large-scale sur-
vey of 8000 respondents, 320 in-depth interviews with (non)-migrants and 40 interviews
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with institutions in the four countries which were conducted between 2010 and 2012 in
the framework of a 3-year research project.' This large database provides unique and new
evidence. It offers insights on the classical determinants of migrations: political history
and socio-economic change, but adds a new dimension. The compendium argues that the
EU to some extent overestimates the migration potential to the EU and neglects the
necessity to acknowledge the complexities and multilayered problematique of people
considering leaving their countries, families and friends.

With this comparative angle, four different socio-economic contexts show how com-
plex and how convoluted these additional determinants are. The selections of the four
countries (Morocco, Senegal, Turkey and Ukraine) from which a large number of the
migrants heading to the EU originate have the following background. The country selec-
tions are derived from the explicit aim of presenting a non-Eurocentric analysis, which
necessitates research in the premigration phase. Thus, all four countries are the source
and transit countries of substantial migrant populations in Europe. While the four coun-
tries are sources of substantial migrant populations in Europe, they are also attraction
poles outside Europe’s external borders for migrants coming from further afield. These
flows to Europe from and through these four case studies include different types of
migration of regular migration based on family formation/reunification, asylum or
employment, as well as irregular migration. All four countries have also gone through
an evolution in their migration histories.

To begin with, the evolution of the migratory phenomenon in Morocco has led the
country to undertake many migratory functions simultaneously. In addition to its histori-
cal role as an emigration country, Morocco today assumes to be a country of immigra-
tion, where we observe both temporary and permanent settlement of people from the
South, as well as of Europeans from Europe. The latter reconfiguration specifically has
not yet been taken into account by migration research, while there are initial studies on
the former. This multifaceted role of Morocco in its migratory functions causes the diffi-
culties of redefining its status in the regional and world migratory systems and modifies
the diagrams of analysis.

Turkey’s role in the regional and world migratory systems is also evolving along a
similar path. Apart from ethnic- and religious-based population movements, which can
be analysed within the context of nation-building, migratory movements from Turkey to
other countries were limited until the 1960s. The history of migration movements is ini-
tially characterized by labour emigration to Western European countries from 1961 until
mid-1970s, which continued through migration movements based on family reunifica-
tion and asylum. New destinations for labour migration appeared as a result of global
changes, such as Middle Eastern and North African countries after the Oil Crisis, or as
Commonwealth of Independent States after the collapse of Soviet Union in 1989. In the
meantime, like Morocco, Turkey has been interlinked with the European migration sys-
tem and has become a country of immigration and a transit migration country as well as
an emigration country. The country experienced sizable flows of asylum and regular
immigration, which are coupled with clandestine transit migration oriented to Europe
and irregular labour migration.

Unlike Turkey and Morocco, Senegal lost its status of being an immigration country
in the early 1980s to become an emigration country (Fall, 1998). Well documented in
terms of its historical development and stages, the migration process in Senegal is
divided into two: the movements caused by successive droughts and the impoverishment
of rural areas and the movements subsequent to the choice of policies that led to the
destruction of industries as diverse as fisheries and textiles (Fall, Carretero, & Sarr,
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2010). The change was a result of the deepening urban crisis in the 1970s that led
rural-urban migration or seasonal movements to move to neighbouring countries. The
phenomenon heightened in the 1980s/1990s, which constituted a pivotal time in migra-
tion shift. In time, the migration system involving Senegal has changed considerably
both in terms of host countries and emigration basins.

The case of Ukraine might be the most distinguished. The country became an inde-
pendent state in 1991, after the dissolution of the Soviet Union. Ukraine has been under
foreign rule of different countries for centuries, which caused considerable population
movements that made Ukraine a multiethnic and multireligious population, while inner
turbulences and economic shocks led to high rates of emigration. Once the country
became independent, migration flows were dominated by reverse/return migration and
emigration. In terms of emigration, while East Ukrainians tended to move east, i.e. to
Russia, west Ukrainians with the exception of Zakarpattyia tended to move westwards.
However, this pattern has altered over time and East-West movements increasingly lost
its relevance (see Malynovska, 2004; Pirozhkov, Malinovskaya, & Homra, 2003;
Vollmer, Bilan, Lapshyna, & Vdovtsova, 2010). Gradually, the first refugees and asylum
seekers and an increasing number of ‘non-traditional’ migrants arrived in Ukraine
(i.e. migrants outside the system of the former Soviet Union and her befriended states)
(Braichevska et al., 2004). Since the early 2000s, Ukrainian migration flows are domi-
nated by circular migration, (irregular) transit migration and immigration (Vollmer,
2013). Due to the events that have taken place in the late 2013 and in the course of
2014 (civic uprising, annexation of Crimea by Russia and an ongoing military conflict
in the east of the country), Ukraine will not only experience a renewal of migration
flows, but will also potentially face a new form of statehood (Vollmer, in press).

Apart from the macrostructural determinants reflected by the migration histories of
the four country cases, aspirations of migration are born from a plethora of social cir-
cumstances and a diverse variety of migration cultures in the four different contexts.
Among these macrostructural determinants and migration cultures, synergetic effects and
at times interdependent relationships exist. This compendium of four articles intends to
offer a multiperspective and diversified approach of how to discuss the leading objective
of this special issue: relationships between the state of development of a country, that is
the socio-economic conditions in a country, and the decision process of migration
including imaginations and aspirations of people in these countries. It will provide
explanations for current migratory cultures or migratory developments in each country
or specific regions in these countries. It goes beyond the usual socio-economic determi-
nants or ‘drivers’ of migration but shows more specific evidence from the subjects that
are directly involved: the people themselves.

In the first article, Helene Marie-Lou De Clerck points to the critical assumption that
sub-Saharan Africa is often regarded as a region in crisis, and from here she develops
her argument of the fading image of Europe seen as the ‘El Dorado’. On the basis of a
case study of Senegalese migrants in Istanbul, she challenges the validity of the transit
hypothesis (stating that Senegalese migrants are stranded in Turkey and wait to move
on) by pointing to the complexity of migratory aspirations that she found in her qualita-
tive data and by showing evidence that Europe is only one possible destination for sub-
Saharan Africans among many other destinations.

Followed by this train of thought initiated by De Clerck, the image of Turkey as a
transit zone or as emigration country is discussed in more detail by the following article
in this special issue. Deniz Karcit Korfali and Deniz Senol Sert address similar leading
questions but focussing on ‘why do people migrate’ and ‘why do they not migrate’.
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They emphasize the flipside of the migration decision, and that is the analysis of non-
migration in Turkey. Socio-economics and other developments in Turkey have strongly
influenced the population’s attitude on leaving the country. Evidence points to people’s
increasingly positive attitude on the current standard of living, financial situation,
schools and healthcare in Turkey. They furthermore assess this development—migration
linkage and the ramifications of the Turkey—EU relationship.

Somewhat less economic development (than in Turkey) was experienced by the
Moroccan population and Aysen Ustiibici addresses policy agendas that intend to man-
age continuing emigration, the Moroccan diaspora abroad and irregular migration flows
to and through Morocco. Novel institutional settings explain how the needs of Moroc-
cans abroad (and their rights) have moved into the focus of policy agendas. At the same
time, EU law and institutions put Moroccan authorities under pressure to secure their
borders and effectively control irregular border crossings through Morocco. Aysen
Ustiibici points to alarming coercive measures taken against irregular border crossings
violating human rights. However, the ongoing emigration narratives shed a brighter light
on the migration discourses in Morocco. Narratives of emigrants abroad and returnees
in Morocco could have a positive impact on the treatment of immigrants currently regu-
larly or irregularly residing in the country.

The final article takes a perspective from a post-Soviet country that is Ukraine. Iryna
Lapshyna and Franck Diivell explore the nexus between life (dis)satisfaction, migration
aspirations and return in the context of a country that has experienced relatively high
rates of development but is today in a deprived condition. They found that life dissatis-
faction significantly contributes to the emergence of migration aspirations and thus is an
important driver of migration in Ukraine. They argue that a correlation between the state
of development of a country in accordance with life (dis)satisfaction of its populations’
and their propensity to migrate exists. Further determinants in their study as regards the
decision to migrate or to stay in the country are the level of education and the circum-
stances that migrants from abroad have to face once they have returned to Ukraine. So
far, absent discussions on diaspora politics or reintegration measures draw the article
and the special issue to a close.

Disclosure statement
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