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Statelessness and MNation-States: Beflections on
Conceptual {Injvisibility

The term “stateless person” refers 1o someons whe is not considersd
sational. in other words a citizen, by any state, Lawyers consider
uch a person a “ds jure” stateless individual. 4 mors loosely defined
category would be & “de facio” st twless person who does not enjny
many rights most citizens do bave, such as the granting of a passport
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ar their inability to demonsizale their netionality. Few siales artually
have reliable statistics on the existence of stateless people. The
TINHCH reporied almost § million siateless people, but the trus tolal
may be closer to 15 million, depending on how ona classifies groups
of stateloss refugees {Luclerc and Colville 2007: 4-3}, That states do
pot consider counting stateless, or consider thair plight a priovily
should not surprise us. They have not only created an indiffevancs
yowards taeir people who are not considered “their swn” citizens, but
have also kad an impact on sociel aciences’ inability or wnwillingness
1 study the stateless for a considerable peviod of time.

Nation states havs, after all, only come into existence in Europe
iu the last 200 years and much more recsnty in the puriphery {the
second half of the 20ih contury), and when taken as a nnil of analysis
by political sclentists and soonomists alike, they impose thair arbitrary,
i not artificial, temporal limits on us. Tt s therefore “not surprising that
flong tarms history} should ansetide our analytionl categories such as
he nation state 1...] for concspts are embedded ia thne” (Medsrvesn
Pieterse 2008: $8). Thus when nation states are the preferred unit of
analysis for political sclentists or thuse acadeniics whe currently hold
positions in various “departments of government,” one easily sucoumbs

o what Wimmer and Schiller {2083} have zoined “methodological
notionalis;,© whers siates are considered independent soveraigo agants
with particulas caBlural properties. Mot cedpridentally, prominent
social scientists as varied as Parsons, Merton, Bourdien, Hebermas, and
Luhmann, located within the sirongest nation states, produced “nation-
Wlind theories of modernity” [Wimemer and Schiller 200%: 304)7 i3
shensld Miurefors alse not come s 2 surprise that many social scientists
theoughout the 20th cantury ook theiy own uation state for granted. Bud
syen for those who undertook long-term historical ressarch {historians),
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they often attemplesd o project the houndaries of the lster omerging
sation state, i not its cultaral and political features, outy the sage
area befare that nation state actually came into existence.’ The gradual
institutionalization and copourrent expansion of the European Linion i
the last couple of decades may have a sinilar sffect in the fuhue wi
a substantially larger unit of analysis aud longar time herizon.® though
with a remarkably similar intellectual agenda of gradually changing
houndaries and debates what to do with “the vutsider within™ :

Consequently, not alt sociel scientific studins that look beyond ¥
nationestate 48 & unit of analysis are of equal value. i a Fagoosnd
depiction of gichalization oftes imphies » lung-term Fneardly o which
most agency is derived from the West, and if in such a meta-navsative
s nesds to stady, impliciily or explicitly, almost exchusively the impegt
of ths West un the non-Western world or pecple), sither in thie pask
the present {or as a matter of foreign policy, the faturs}, the inellsctual
chaltengs s 1o produes scholarly research that “situates globalizstion
the longue durés jwithoat., ] reversing the currsnt of Burocsntrisig
centring the Bast and marginaliziag the Wagl, thus replaying Fast-We
binsries in reverse” [Medervean Pieterse 2008: 64 )

Despite all itz Hmitations, Westsrn acadensc discourse—hegsrannig
and continuousty reproduced in conlemporary “postooloaial” nniversily
settings and nation states—eontinues to dominate the intetlectual field.
The crestion of the soris! sciances i the Western world and the manner
in which they, in their owa fragmentad ways, bk about past, present,
ansl famre conditions, cannot by separsted from the way in btk
Western knowladge has hesn used 1o controk, colonize and deminete
the non-Western world, both in reality as well as spistamoiogically
ie.g., Hira 3007}, and to suclude from their analysis those who for some
season “de not balong” or do not it (e.g.. the stateless). If oue studiss
their crastion snd uss in tandem, that is relationadly, pue can ¥
critical questions about “state building” in the non-West {such as the
implations for thoss who do “aot fit”) and the fonction of nation sbabes
f1: core zones (rather than taking nation states for granded as a unit of
analysis or outright model). This s not to agne that nation states
their governments play a trivial role in ouwr modsen world, but that more

attention ought to be given to other processes. If ove can untbink 18tk
century assurnpiions sboul sordal science {Les 2010} ong is insvitably

foresd 1o rethisk Eurocentric eplstemnplogica asswmptions sboy

temporal Hneardly and Westers artificial spatial coustructions such:
a5 nation-siates. This in turn bas major mplications o public policy.

recommendatinns about what “o do” with people who do “not belong”
i pation states.
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Probably the major challengs of contemporary mainsiream soctal
science is to oversome s Buerorentric Yimitations in an attempl 10
make Wastern models "8t" the nop-Waet, Many sconone studies io
the academic realm are good examples of this, sirniiar to how Orthodox
Marxist stusies produced in the former Soviel Union and s Eastern
Enropean satellite stales were salient indicators of bow past, present
snd futare conditions across different times and areas of the world were

moldsd to fit particular Furecentric paradigms. The logical outcnme of
this Farvosnizic thinking is to change groups af people or pation-slates
that hava heen problematized {Tucker 1898}

Buroventric epistemologies and public policies have of cowse
pot only heen applied to non-Western zones, but alse within the
West when Western intellectuals and governments had to deal with,
classify, label and swanage targe groups of peopls thal were somehow
desrmed “primitive,” “pon-Western,” and so on. The siateless also fit
into this category to 2 ceriain dugive. 1 refugess, immigranis and sthnic
inorities do not conform to the received educational model, they @2

labeled deficient. In Migration Studies, the focus is all too often on the
pmmdgrant as a devisnt who needs 1o be subjected to intense scrutiny

& who is in desperate need of reform Mislante 2008), which only

refiects the present criminalization of inmigeation in the core zouss

f the capitalist world soonOmY. Fesentially, this, of cowrse, cannol
be separated from the increased popularity of various anti-immigrant
political parties during the tast coupls of decades, espacially In eme

woues. As 4 result, international migration becomes for most politicians
and academics a security concern rather than s bumanitarian isgus,
- The migrant, not unlike a “failed nation state,” is measured, weighed,

sumlyzed and compared to his/her idaal-typical surcessful contemporary
Western counterpart, Ofien the lack of exitivel and relational analysis,

and the insbility or unwilliogness o study the migration process

ritically, results in a focus on the {siateless) migrant as u deviant, Arits

waorst, soademics become intellectual marcenaries, providing the “fig
ot behind which those who decry immigration can Hide their nativist

sentimends” {Krisgman 20056 36}
Sumilar to the theoretical assumption thal if poor countries

implemented the “corvect” public policles advovated by Wastarn

experts they would be able 1o wilness the gradual Sake off® of their
sconomies, ultimately achieviog 2 standard of living comparable o

. those in the Wast who are already considered “developed,” ia the notion
| that “ouisiders within® can gradually asstmilate / integrate inte modern
' socisty if they undertake the correct steps at the vight moment i timea.

The implisd stagism here is of course one of linesr progress central to
both Mardst and Liberal variants of the Exlightenment. Within both
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So the spatial World-System concspt of “zone” would be an
tmprovement ever tatking shout nation-states and natica-siate concepis.
£ oonsrse, it depends on how it i used: dabating to what degree “Brazil”
is or when it becams 3 sens-peripheral maton stale ieads certsin
yorid-system scholars to import problematic forme of methodologicsd
ationalism into their analyses. So ons should keep in mind that zones
are constantly evolving spatio-geographical sntities. In dning so, social
sentists can uithes world systers smalysis to study the existence of
o zones within ths periphery, and simultapeously the profiferation
f peripheral zones within the core, or what Wallerstein {1995 183}
has previously called “the phenomenon of the “Third World within’
she nope.” There are, in other words, “multiple layers of corsness and
peripherality” {Wallerstein aud Smith 1892 255) with many people
sontinucusly ou the move within them.
In suggesting an epistemolngical shift by ernbracing non-Eurccentric
paradigms, I do not suggest that uational boundaries or passports do not
or no longer) matter: they certainly do. The nation where wa gre bora {8
the single greatest determining factor of our 1ife chances and prospecis
for upward social mobility. As Korzenlewicz and Moran {2009} point
u1t, too much rasearch o1 inequality focuses on the experiences of thoss
who live in wealthy nations, where even people considerad “ponr” have
sore opportanity for social mobiitty then the vast majority of individuals
in pations al the bottors of the wealth distribution scale. This will not be
disputed by tans of thousands of Urdu speaking Biharis in Bavgladesh,
Inmdreds of thowsands of Haitians in She Dominican Republic, o7 tens
of thousands of the so-called Bidoon {meaning swithout” iy Arabic) in
various “ration-states” in the Middle East.

My argunent here is that one nseds o be caraful who or what to
foens on and to problematize in faclation of a larger context. After all,
*understanding peripheral zomes such s Africa and Latin Americs as
segions with a ‘probleny’ related to *stages of development’ concsaled
Wastern responsibility for the corplaitation of these contineuts. The
construction of ‘pathological’ ragions in the periphery o5 opposerd o
shia normal development patterns of the West! jutified [} tresting the
ither a5 ~mderdevaloped” and ‘hackward™ {Grosfognel 2003: 20). The
subssquent praduction and dissomingtion of parochial social sclentific
seaths” as univarsalist forms of knowledge throughoul the “rest of
she world” fs of coures intrinsically inteelinked with “our” western
perspective, msthodology, units of analysis, concepts, abstractions 0¥
isualizafions of “national unity and social eolwsion” and {owatad) self
iterests, in nationalistic or personsl {academin} form {see Grosfoguel
and Miclaniz 2006}

nenclassical economics and the stractursl functionalist orypath
vatiant in sociological litorature it is argued thet &Zhiujginﬁﬁ;m
%0? :ihe batter, it is insvitable that some people {3 statistical minority)
wiki bﬁ negatively sffected during a period of transition. In is 08t
ai&azuﬁ formulation, the tranaition from “mechardcal solidarity” 10 the
orgasic solidarity” of a society with an incressing division of labor—ag
§cxmm£a§e?ﬂ by Durkheim {1897 1—brings sbout some unfortunate side
effects with which a soclety must cope {cf. Kadbl 2008}, Specificall
conespls such as “anpmie’—normlessuese—aan be used o dass;fy
those wk\m suffer from the transition 1o industrialization and have
a hard tme dealing with the stress and other related problems of
mbaz:’:zzatmx; {e.g. crime) and roass migration {e.g being rootles
ass?cmtad with statelessness®], undsrminiog the overall stability within
soclety. .Oféezz the thewrstical buplication is that only a mimm’%y of the
papnigtmn will be negatively affected during e Yimited peried of time
The giﬁamma then is to intensively scrutinize thal minority in order
to gﬁec?iv&%y assist thewn in overcouning the specific problems wi

'wmcl; they are themsslves incapable of desling. ¥t ix f&ﬁherlass

?hat aizhaugh the wansition peried is rather painful, this misﬁrity will
ingvitably henefit fruun the modernily ones the transition PROCHES has
bsen completed. For acadmnies and public policy makers, the iﬁgimi
ouicomes f’f this particular way of thinkieg is to aﬁange th{z;e wha hays
beeg Q&'aciemaﬁwd, allowing or forcing them to adapt as guickly a&
pmssabm to the new reality that has wadolded. Not coincidentally i
is ah:uays those that are considered “abnormal” who ars Wmivaé’és
needmg f}arﬂzar study, and Bot large-scale prouesses themsalves {s@
as rapid industrielization, civil war, messive privatizalions, eic.) o,
for {‘hzzt matter, Burecentric terminologies deployed te &m,dy th{m
cr{ns?éﬁred in despersts need of salvation. The scrutinizsd minczrii}"

wzﬁ}.m,‘ or simiiazjiy, se called primitive underdeveloped socisti
Zﬂzel;zsni;:? tzncz "peaple withowt history” that stand in the way of
m ;}irwa Toa seefors o be modernized, developed and civitized .,

‘ Ome way io changs the dynamic of this Boe of reasoning i

interrogate the normaloy of nation states, as well as 2&(:;0 ;I;}:;;gm:e i
dealing with those who are considersd statistically “ai}nmmai” 1
contend ﬁxz!i World-System Analysis bas created the relational concepk
of core, periphery, and send-periphery o good effect (Wallerstein 2004
to counter such Enrocentric ways of thinking. I would also W to
suggast mai they demonvtrate quits well how a majority of the wwi&e
xf}xz};aﬁan zsiiza a}vezy vulnerable position in the entire capitalist world
wny. not only o group of stataless v : :
i el a\gﬁg}:@ﬁg \ wh nesd 0 be resoued from
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The current university system, wreated by the bourgeois Wesls
nation state in the 19th century, with all ite disciplines and subsequs
Hmitations, has taken ibe unit of analysis of nation-states for grant
for far too Yong {Wallersiein 2001}, Many social scisnce pelicy~centered
studies “inevitably reproduce the siate-centered, nation-building opbig
in their framing and presuription of ways to achieve” (Favell 2008: 53
spacific soctal outcniass such a5 the integration of immigrants, sthnl
minorities and statsless people. This sennot be separated from
fact that historically, the creation of the weifare slats in the core
intrinsically Yinked with the creation of mver higher barriers agaipy
the free circulation of labor and migration fows in general. Unions
and their socialist politicel affiliations, had on this aspeot—duapiie
their internationalist rhetoric—always been more nationalist than
internationalist {Lucassen 1981:138-173), This is notso surprising sl
welfare states {existing in the core} stmply had to keep thelr hopds
closed to mass immigration in arder o constract and raintain a wellg
state in the interstate systom {(Frepman 1986: 5% Entzinger 2007} Welbes
regimas ave after all “built upon the foundation of nation-states fwhiz
then) develop internal distribution of political power” (Baubork 198
44}, Inn addition, the notion of citizenship, popularized in the aftermy
f the Franch Rewolution, is by definition an atiribution of legitimag
to humsn entitlements and rights within a specific territorial wndt
nation-state) of the world-system {Halfmann 1998 533~524}.

The control of frontier transit s among the greatest powers the siates
asctually exercise in the “inter-state systens” {Wallevatein 1991 76} This
spplies of courss for both products ina commadity chain that sustal
core-periphery relations as well 2s human baings, As Wallerstain (197
301-82) has argued, capitalists nead the state {and the interstate systam}
in order to keep tha ceassless scounndation of capital to continge. Both
the tnterstate system and the capitalist warld econory hava one, single
integrated logic {Chase-Dunn 1981 Burch 1884 37}

Thase who e the most disadvantaged in the moders world system,
that is stateless rofugees, are the ones most lkely to be looked upon
as 4 threat, be it scnnomic, cultural, or political by thase who take th
existsmoa of their swn nation-states for granted, Tha latter dogs not oy
apply to fright xenophobie politival agitators; the “criminalization of
migration” {Enghbarsen. and van der Lenn 1998: 216-217: den Boer 1888
103184} occurs on a wide scale i must core countries. An indicatien
of this prosess is the fact that “ths great growth area of migration studie
in Evrops and the LIS is abuut bow to conwol, reduce, and eliminals”
immigration in developed countriss” {(Sutcliffs 1968 3311 Once again,
internatinnal migration has become for most politicisus and academics
4 security concern vather than & hursanitarian issua {Abirl 2008 Y20

Varnes 1986; Taardanidis and Guerra 2060

fese since cors counixies started o Impose heavy fines on any
Lusiness that is respousible for bringing iHegal tmmigrants in thelr
servitory (Rasmussen 1987 128}, au increasing number of stowaways
on ships sailing to COme 20088 278 DIV heing mercilessly dumped in the
onean hy crews win do not want &0 risk getting & pay-cut hecauss of these
fines, Equally dungerous ate the praciicss by many smugglers wha juat
i thelr human cargo in the Maditerransas the moment the coast
guard comes in sight {Suit and Stein 1897 82} The crossing of other
Sorders {e.g. the Arkeona desert by immigrants} is also very dangerous
Cornalins 2001), Although the quest for ever more ceaseless capitalist
aocuratiation will contimus 1o demand a certain influx of {stabeless)
jmmigrants in the core zomes, which sxplains why some fillegal)
immigration to the cors will always be favored by some epineprensurs
certain sectors {jahn asd Straubhaar 189G 37). most citizens of
strong nation-states are likely to force their governments 1o dacrease
copstant and increasing immigration in what they perceive as “thelr”
ervitory. However, the dasirad policy 1o dmnms} roass migration from
e periphery to the core is quite impossible 1o implement efficiently
t4h effertive results. Restrictive policies do of rourse have very sericus
and dangarous implications for the journey to the ore, but once arrived
there, the main result of logal restrivtions is that i only perpetuates
the majority of immigrants lnto Hiegality inside the core {Vandepitis st
1804}, which couses an even greater comyetition on the bottom of
he labor market sincs {Hegal immigrants cannot have access to social
welfare, huve no political rights, and cannot anionize.

That ssid, the mumbar of people roassivaly migeating acvoss
intarnational horders is greater than i has ever Lwen and the widening
emographic and sociceconomic gap betwaen the haves and have-nots
iu this world can only increass the potentiality of ever move migration
43 the cove as the lotsl migrant population constitutes today only cirea
49 of the entire world population.®
8z “sxclusive taritoriality” is belng destabilizad by eccopmic
glubatization snd mass migration, the Jagitimacy of the natioo-state i
Tikely o ba andermined in the long run {Ssasen 1988}, This in e €88,
provoke the upsurge of the far-right in many core-zones of ths capiialist
world-economy where permanent forms of discrimination and racism
sve struchurally preventing outsiders within o “catch up.” In otber
words, fmorgrants con caly fulfill thelx sorinsconcenis fonction in the
core if they are discriminated agaiust and are trapped In “a situation
in which {they} are incorporated into cortain areas of spcisty {above
ol the labor wmarket} but denied access io others (such as welfae
systemns, citizenship and poliical participation}” {Castles 1895 295}
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This discrimination of bumigrants also promotes growing awarioss
in {and polarization around) ethnic identities while {fegal and Hlegal
inumigration increases, which in turn feedds upon already existing
saciem. The interstate sysiemn, hased on jerritorial boundaries of natiog:
states (and jpso footo the inclusion of some and exclusion of certaly
rights o athers] and s ideclogical Jegitimany natiopalism is in #tsgl
condition for the parpetuation of racism and discrimination ag ionga
it continuss to exist {Balibar 1981 37671 As Marflest (2006 89 gt
#: “immigration conirol, racism and exclusion ate ingeparable.” Pyon
when stateless or {Hlegal immigrants have finally hecome “citizans’ &
paper, they ars, because of thair coler of skin o percaived static cultu
differsnves, often stll considered as “foreigners” by the majority of
public opinion within 3 nation-state (8.8, Baud 1883 318}, Some, S
a5 gypeles, may officially belongioa sperific nation-state but we treal
26 such second-class citizena oy non-citizens they do not fesl part
specific nation-state, for which they are subsequently stigmatized.
Most potentisl irmigrants in the periphbery, and certainky mos)
stateless immigrants do fit into this category, simply do not have g
means to migrate to the oore. Jt is therafors lbely that they can ob
casier accass to the semi-periphery than to the core {e.g., “guast WOrkes
in the OPEC countrios),* while it is logical that wmost prople movingte
core do so from the semi-periphery, though thers are always sxcapth
This may lead 1o 3 specific problem of invisibility: as long a8 statels
refugees do not make it across the border of strang nation-siaies, i
lkhely their spacific plight will continue to be ignared by governsesgy
a6 well as by scademics who will not bs bathered to study “them.”
Since the polarizing logic of the world esonomy will induca ever
tncreasiog nombers of ({legal) immigrants to move fom the periph
to the semi-periphery and from the semi-periphery to the ome. i
challenging the existence of the interstate system, it is aiso Bhaly
more imoigranty within the cors will use the arguments of liberalism
1o rake thefr own justified claim to equal rights. A3 bomigrants |
keep o moving in the highly stratified world-sconomy, using ingenis
atrategios of relying on varions affiliztions and networks o OV
the barriers created by core stabss to pravent them fom poming {
Massey and Fspinosa 1997), their fght to gat “legalized” and gett
same {political, soonomicel and social) rights as other cittzens in
covs, implies & squeses on the sovereignty and financial burden of
various pore states. This, i bon, cennot be separated from the oog
dubats betwesn those who faver the protection of popular soversignty
for various reasons {e.5., to bring sbmu s redistribution of wealth withis 5
a nation-state) and so-called “global egalitarians” {Wiiner 1896 17 whision
1. thuse whi ave concerned by global inequalities and the exploitation

- (legal} brunigrants within core zones fcf Van Parijs 1982
B3 14).°
. Fesentially, mass migration of people belween ore XODCS a8 well
28 the very sstence of sateless individaals has to be interpretad in
the contod of a theoratical framewnrk that rafiscts the interdependsncy
(powar) Telations hetween cors, seTni-periphery, and periphery a8 they
astitite an sesential hackground of why {and how) families, indesd
tire houssholds, deploy survival strategles.
Unly the propusition to push theough the tranefersbility of sucial
ghis berween zones for all penple regardless of citiesnship ov legal
dns (Babock 199%: 45}, resulting in universalizing entitlements and
‘globalization of the welfare system” (Halfmann 1988: 5281, would ke
alternative atrategy to deal with the snormous axtent of deprivationin
s periphery, but by duing so ons wonld push liberalism and its notions
progress and universal nights into practice and change the very nature
¢ current capitalist world systen. Howsver, from a Libaral idestogical
At of view, it fs difficult o gonstroct ever mome Liarriers against
wanted and undesived c&ther:!? individual human rights, including
freedom of movemment—as i the freedom of movement for capital,
wds, techoology and knowladge—{Lim 1882: 138; Vernez 1995: 8
the right for the pursuit of happiness, can hardly b claimed for the
talist entrepreneur alone (Emumer and Obdaiin 1998 121 The “very
siarent regimes for the ciroulation of capital and the cironlation of
paople” {Sassan 1695; 861—with the exceptionof waalthy entraprensurs
wraarists {Bouman 1998:88)—may very well not be defensible in the
o, A contiouing policy of exchislon and protectionism, which
: “save” the rore zone by maintaining a world order of “Global
;}gﬁheid” {Richmond 1984 Alexander 1888}, is afler all completely
apposite of liberal idsology which Is still defended by most political
jes in powey, a5 well as thelr arademin allies in the ivory lowsn
e principle of the nation-siate which claime that the world i
ided in soversign states and that only those who are citizens are
itled to cortain rights {politically as well as-~though less overtly—
~eonomically) implies that “foreign citieans, permangutly residing
2 state are excluded from democratic participation and processes”
rensen 1986: 811, It follows thet the political reatm of a natiou-stale
the world soonnmy is conatructed favor of s own electorate
not i fwvor of peopls from the “oulside” whi seem to threaten is
itations.

¢ rapid pupulation growth in the peripbary aud semi-periphery as
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apposed to the core zone and the procssses inherent io the cap
world sconomy (in which multinativnals exploit cheap labo:
periphery, only to pull out o other periphera} locations the 7
wagss rise somewhal) produce masses of workers in the perd
withmt jobs and who bave high sxpactations that cannot be §
tocally. At ihe same tme. & growing number of grological v
while being primarily an immsdiate disaster 1o countriss locy!
the periphery, may threaten the stahility in the interstatz systemin
near future {e.g. Reuveny 2010}

Since core states ave militarily, ecopomically, and technologi
stromgar than peripheral ones, itis the desperate masses of the latter
coustitute the greatest theeat to—and arouss the wreatest fear of—0o0¢
statas in the world econouy {King 1998:125). But instead of looking!
international mass migration s & threat, ong should recogeize it is firdl
and foremost a8 “an expression of spatial {nequality” {King 1998: 54
This might actually Iead to better treaiment of those stataless individuals
located at the bottom of the global hierarchical structure.

As we proceed further ints the Zist century the “receiving’
countries in the core will be Jess hospitable and solarant to (ilegall
arriving iamigrants fom the sumi-partphery and the periphery, whi
peripheral and semti-peripheral countriss are tikely to tusreass thel
opposition to the schizophrenic sew world ovder which demapds
more open borders for capital snd grods, but ever tightened borders
numan beings {Andreas 2000}, Indesd, a5 e ronvergence i SO0
eronontic ronditions between core countries onone hand and peviphe
sones on the other is very unlikely to ocour in the neax future (Reinagl
2008), non-oove Z0B98 increasingly becoms dependent ont the revenugs
coretved from {{egal} inunigrants workieg in cove countries who send
monay back homs (a.5. Lomey 1804:164-185] ** since the couniries h
originated from are structurally incapable of creating enough jobs.
their own population {Martin 1987:20; Hammaer and Tapas 1967 8}
Qnce governments of peripheral and semi-peripheral countries will
finally decide to officially promote and support the {intersatio
migration of all their “excess populations” to the core {of. Lovy 1
220; van Hulst 1095: 86), the ability of Eurpcentric paradigms & ¢
with the curvent crisis, might result in 4 rethinking of curvant pol
a5 wall as the intellectusl foundations that support them {cf. Wallersteln
2008], Hopefully the latter will subsaquently resulting hatier treatmes
of statelass people, asyhum seekers and ather disadvantaged refugees i
the years {6 Coune.

s This has, of cousse, implications regarding how spe writes aboub
sfass” people if one bothers to acknowledge thelr existence at all. We will
s to this “probient” of the stateless refugee lor smmigeant} belows

* Ses aiso the meblems with “Nation-Stats Centrisny” in the study of
nalization as discussed by Robiason {2004)

#The famous Belgian historian, Henai Pirenxe, and his Belgion Demonraey.
Barfy History is & vase in point.

¢ Contemaporary and future Eugopess historiography may “serva &8 an
feclogy to legitimate current Enropesn poticies” {Milteraver 2006: 276}

s This term, originally sonceived by Fawricia Hili Colling, referred to Afrioan
American women as & group but has been used for many cther groups as well,
t could be used to reflect wpon challenges the stutelese face slao.

s Sea Marfiset {20061 261}
7 §t therefors Temains very doubtful to whal extent the coniBmMpoTary
world scopomic system can continge o operaie without the existence of a
interstate gystem with clearly defined territorial boundaries.
#This often gooted figum does of course not inchude vartous Kinds of
rafugees that ars displaced within a specific nation-state.
9 The ugh of a spesific terminology such as “pusstworkers,” embiraced
by internationsl organizstions such as UNESCO until well into the 19805,
of conrse have implications: that peopls whae have crossed borders to work
have only done so temporarily, and thel they are likely to go back whers they
canue from in due tme. The reality of the migration pracess is of couzse yeush
difforsut.
The question Temaing, % Martens suggested {1899 228}, © what extent
sintons and their politie) sffiliations in core zons will show sctiderity with
{potential} immigrants fom the pariphery since most people in the core are
after all (indivect) beuafactors of sepauster value” (Eokder and Fausch 2602}
» dilemuma can be swsarized in the guestion if mass migraton cse
poril the right to economin security of people in the receiving {core] country,
ose (humani rights have priority? The rights of thoss of alrsady residing in
core or the (hupman) rights of {potential} immigrants? The answer 10 this
estion is likely 1o depend on whether ane takas ‘our own counlry’ or ‘Dur
annt’ 83 the undt of enslysis {Sutcdiffe 1298: 335L

@ Worldwide remittanses of immigrants reciding in cors zones to theie
untrins of origie often outwaigh ihe amount of afficial development
dstance fo “developing” cowatries. B {5 tharefore logicel that the latter
41 hecome increasingly invelved in the treetment of their subjacts akvosd,
dofond their rights snd even increasingly will promate suigration of their own
pulstion to the cors Zone a4 8 policy.
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