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Luin Goidring (2001) has greaily advanced our understanding of the ways in
which construetions of masculinities and femininities organize migration and
migration oulcomes,

3. This chapter includes certain materials previously published in Pessar
(19992 and b) and Mahler and Pessar (2001).

4. It should be noted that for several decades the United States has attracted
propordonately more female migranis than other labor-importing countries and -
that women constitute the majority among US immigrants from Asia, Central and
South America, the Caribbean, and Europe (Donato 1992; Houston, Krainer, and
Barreu 1984). '

5, Researchers neglected Ernst Ravenstein's (1985, 1989) early observalions

on the dilferences becween women and men in his "migration laws." In the 1880s,

for example, he declared that women were more likely than men to migrate short
distances.

6. B. Bozzoli (1983) argues that gender relations proved central to house-

holds resistance to full proletarianization. However, this move depended on male ¥

appropriation of female labor.
7. See Jones-Correa (1998} for an analysis of the contrastive social benefits

Latin American immigrant men and women seck from organizational life. The ',

author argues that in an attempt to recapture pre-cmigration social status {in the

context of current male downward mobility in the United States}, men tend o
join transnational immigrant organizations. Women £1l the breach by assuming
the role of intermediaries between the immigrant communicy and the surround-

ing society
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The Centrality of Ethnography in the Study
of Transnational Migration

Seeing the Wetland Instead of the Swamp

Nina Glick Schiller

Anthropologists were among the first scholars to propose “a
transnational perspective for the study of migration” (Glick Schiller,

. Basch, and Blanc-Szanton 1992b). Today the study of transnational
- migration is a shared project that stretches across disciplines, with
_ scholars in anthropology, sociology, geography, and history employing
‘the same terms and, to some extent, citing one another's work.
However, terms such as globalization, transnationalism, transnational com-

munily, transnational network, transnational social Jreld, deterritorialization,
and fransmigrant often are deployed differendy and are undefined. The

;. definitional jungle is difficult to traverse because within it lies a

methodological quagmire. Although one scholar's wedand is another’s
swamp, the current monent seems an appropriate time to survey the
development of the field, clarify concepts, and explore issues of

. methodology. In this chapter I explicate theoretical, methodological,

and substantive contributions ethnographers have made to the study of

¢+ transnational migration and suggest future directions for research.
o, Exploring the epistemological assumptions residing within ethno-
=<+ graphic approaches to transnational migration, I briefly note the
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venerable but often forgotten history of migration studies within
anthrapology. Before beginning these various explorations, I define
some of the key terms of transnational migration studies.

To underscore the ethnographic perspective on transnational
migration, I contrast it to the way the same topic appears when

approached by means of social surveys. Even though the ethnogra-
phers who study migration are not a homogenous lot and there has -~

been valuable cross-fertilization among the practitioners of different

methadologies, ethnography is, I argue, the most appropriate method- -

ology for the study of transnational migration. Ethnography is a

methodology that includes more than participant observaton.: '
Ethnographers obtain and use a variety of quantitative data and utlize |

various kinds of questionnaires. However, they do this in a very differ-
ent relationship to theory, and their understanding of the ways in
which categories of data are defined differs from the positivist
approach of other sacial scientists {Schensul, Schensul, and LeCompte
1999), '

DEVELOPING A TRANSNATIONAL PERSPECTIVE
FOR THE STUDY OF MIGRATION

At the end of the 1980s, scholars in a number of i:lisciplines, inclhud-

ing anthropology, cultural studies, and geography, became fascinated
by the various flows of people, ideas, objects, and capital across the ter-
ritorial borders of states. Anthropologists working in the United States
proposed a new paradigm for the study of migration, called “transna-

tgonalism” (Glick Schiller, Basch, and Blanc-Szanton 1992b and c; see ’
also Kearney 1991; Rouse 1991). As early as 1916, Randolph Bourne -
had used the term to describe the transborder reladons of immigrants .

to the United States. Political scientists addressed the topic in the

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science in 1986. By |
1990, anthropological use had begun (Gearges 1990; Glick Schiller .
and Fouron 1990).! However, not until the 1990s did the term refer to
an approach to the stud); of migration and become a topic of sustained E
interest in migration studies, The new paradigm in migration made vis-".
ible the multple, cross-border relationships of many migrants,-
enabling researchers to see that migration can be a transnational -

pracess.

THE CENTRALITY OF ETHNOGRAPHY

. Building on research on Caribbean migration that Basch had con-
.~ ducted with Caribbean sociologists {(Basch et al. 1930), Linda Basch,
" Cristina Blanc-$zanton,and I (Glick Schiller, Basch, and Blanc-Szanton
1992¢:1) called persons who live their lives across borders “transmi-
. grants.” Not coincidentally, some of the first scholars to conceptualize
. transnational migration worked in the Caribbean and Mexico, two
- areas of the world that had long, continuous histories of migration and
cultures of migration. It was easier for scholars working in those two set-
 tings to break out of the dominant paradigm that assumed that persons
" could belong to only a single country and that US migrants had to
" choose between their home country and the new land.
' Anthropologists emerged as key theorists of transnational migra-
-‘on by drawing on a heritage of ethnographies of migration. This her-
itage may surprise persons in various disciplines who believe that
anthropologists' concern has been with social actors living in local,
" "traditional” settings (Morawska 2001b:3—4). Even in anthropology, the
. long, rich history of migration studies often goes unacknowledged, and
one can find anthropologists who write as if the ethnographic study of
: migration, complex societies, and transborder processes is something
new to their discipline (Marcus 1986; Rosaldo 1989). In fact, ethnogra-
phers of migration have long maintained a creative tension with certain
mainstream currents in anthropology and sociology and offer a cri-
" Hque of both, '
The ethnographic study of transnational migration is rooted in a
* different, older definition of culture than that adopted by prominent
- anthropologists such as Clifford Geertz and Arjun Appadurai and an
-'increasing number of anthropology textbooks. Many contemporary
“anthropologists define culture as a system of meaning, discarding or
‘downplaying the study of social relations and social action. Because
: social relations are at the foundation of transnational migration, it is
" not surprising that most ethnographers who study people living their
.‘ ives across borders deploy a broader, older, Tylorian concept of culture
- that encompasses social relations, social structure, and transgenera-
’ tonally transmitted patterns of action, belief, and language. Utilizing
~.this more encompassing approach to culture, anthrepologists who
-studied migration in past generations developed several topics central
‘to the current study of transnational migration, including the diffusion
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Both those who emphasized the postmodern moment and those
. Wwho were less sanguine about the libratory potential of transnational
.+ processes linked these processes to a new stage of capitalism. Marked
* by the restructuring of production, distribution, and consumption, the
*'- mew stage of capitalism was understood to be globally stimulating
increased levels of migration and inducing and facilitating both the
i home ties and diasporic connections of persons who had migrated
- . across internarional borders.
'. With the celebratory postmodern rhetoric now behind us, we can
"+ sort out the relationship between contemporary globalization and the
... emergence of the transnational framework for studying migration. It is
now clear thatin the 1990s we were experiencing two discrete but inter-
 Telated types of novelty. First, we were shifting our paradigm; we had
" changed the analytical framework we used Lo conceptualize migration,
' Second, although globalization is not new, the end of the twentieth
. century marlvr:ed a period of intensive global restructuring of capitaliza-
. tion that facilitated, and again made necessary, a large number of
migrants’ maintaining some type of home tie or other transborder con-
nection and organizing their lives around these connections. Extensive
migrant interconnection across state borders had been part of an ear-
lier period of globalization in the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries but had been obscured by the assimilationist paradigm that
‘;.cqme to dominate migration studies (Foner 2000, 2001c and e; Glick
. Schiller 1999a, b, and ¢; Goldberg 1992), With a new period of global-
. ization, the transnational ties of migrans were again visible and even
<1\, more significant.
‘. "+ The enthusiastic reception of David Harveys The Condition of
Paumodermty An Enguiry into the Conditions of Cultural Change, published
S in-1989, marks the moment when the paradigm changed for many in
anthropology and related fields such as cultural studies. Harvey, a geo-
: grapher, explicitly linked changing structures of capital accumulation,
Saer? 2 which he called "flexible accumulation,” with transformatons in the
-'~nature of cultural processes. The paradigm change spawned the devel-
opment of several other related fields of study: transcultural studies,
"‘diéspom studies, and globalization smdies. Soon studies developed of
{vttdnsborder family, business, and historical connections that stretch
~ deross multiple nation-states and connect sets of individuals to one

of ideas and material culture through migration, social networks, and
social fields.

Transnational migration studies focus on the nature and impact of ".
relationships—economic, religious, political, and social—that embed
people in two or more societies. In 1990, a network of scholars, most of -
whom were anthropologists, met in a conference at the New York
Academy of Sciences and established four vital points: (1) Nation- |
states continue to shape transmigrant actions and identities, (2) the.
nature, pattern, intensity, and types of transnational connections of
migrants vary with class, gender, and generation, {3) states often tryto ...
encompass and redirect the transnational activities of migrants, and
(4) continuities, as well as differences, exist between contemporary and-
past patterns of transnational migration (Feldman-Bianco 1992; Georges
1992; Glick Schiller, Basch, and Blanc-Szanton 1992c; Lessinger 1992;
Ong 1992; Richman 1992; Rouse 1992; Sider 1992; Sutton 1992; Wiltshire -
1992).

Subsequently, many scholars embraced the concept of transna-
tional migration articulated at this conference and cited the resulting
publication. However, the focus on the multiple social relationships of
migrants sometimes became lost in the general excitement over the
new paradigm. The tasks of distinguishing patterns of variation within
transnational migration and comparing past and present periods of ;
transnational migration were not prioritized. Also ignored were the’:
previous several decades of research, much of it ethnographic, that' ,
documented (but did not highlight) tansnational connections. -

Instead, scholars turned to a celebration of the contemporary:’.
moment of globalization, In the euphoria sparked by the new, rapid,
global flows of ideas and information via computers, satellites, and the ™%
Internet, a small but significant core of scholars spoke of a postmodem 75,
moment (Appadurai 1990; Kearney 1991). This sparked what have
called the “dissing” of previous paradigms. We heard about disjuncture
dislocation, displacement, disengagement, disconnection, deterritori
alization, and the dismantling of the old stabilities, knowledge, conven-%;
tions, and identities. The past was static; the present was fluid. The past’, :
contained homogenous cultures; we lived in a world of hybridity and 3
complexity. Before, anthropology studied small isolated societies; now>_ ;{;
the world was our terrain. :

"r"')-
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another by means of identity narratives (Nyiﬁ 1989; Ong 1999; Smart
and Smart 1998).

As various interdisciplinary studies of cross-border interconnec-
tions developed, some scholars did not distinguish transnational migra-
tion from other forms of transnational connection {Cohen 1997),
However, there are good reasons to view transnational migration stud-
ies as a distinct field of research within the more general study of
transnational processes. Transnational migrants, or transmigrants,
establish sets of social relations across borders and maintain them over
ume, even across generations. Diaspora studies began by identifying
narratives of identity legitimated by myths of common origin and
global dispersal (Clifford 1994; Télolyan 1991; the journal Diaspora).
Globalization studies focus on the worldwide flow of capital, goods, and
ideas.

DEFINING THE TERMS ] :
Before going further, I will define my terms. The definitions I pro-

pose emerged from comparative ethnography that documented the 7

existence of the phenomenon. Transnational processes can bg defined as’
politcal, economie, social, and cultural processes that extend beyond ;

the borders of a particular state and include actors that are not states
but are shaped by the policies and institutional practices of pa.rr.icu]arl-:_
states {Glick Schiller and Fouron 1998, 1999; Mato 1997).2 These

processes are much broader than migration and include flows of -

goods, information, and political influence, In contrast to transna- :

tional processes, global processes affect the earth's inhabitants, wherever

include cultural transmission such as media messages via satellite tels
vision' or the Internet, environmental changes caused by increased

ologies, from neodiberalism to religious fundamentalism. At differen

times in the past 500 years, the intensity of global processes has variedi 3

The term globalization is most useful as a way to speak about the peridds

greatly, affecting cultural and biological processes and their interface :;
and shaping our environments, as well as our relationships to our pl})’s_— g

ical and cultural environments and to one another. Global Processes:,
by
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of intensified integration of the world through systems of production,
distribution, consumption, and communicaton (Mittleman 19986),

In our initial work, my colleagues and I ¢ poke about transnational-
ism to emphasize the qualitative changes brought about when migrants
develop a multplicity of transnational relations. We argued that migra-
i ton can be conceptualized as transnationatism when migrants develop

and maintain multiple relations—familial, ecohomic, sacial, organiza-
. tional, religious, and political—that span borders (Basch, Glick
. Schiller, and Szanten Blanc 1994a; Glick Schiller, Basch, and Blane-
75:. . Szanton 1992b and c, 1995). Transnationalism is fully developed only
-when people establish transnational relationships and interact with
© persons other than kin, but kin ties are often the foundation for myriad
" ‘types of non-kin social relationships.
‘ The term lransnationalism proved problematic, however. There are
. many forms of transnational processes beyond migration, and migrants
"« themselves participate in a range of transnational processes and con-
nections. Moreover, migrants may engage in multiple, ongoing con-
- nections across borders without engaging in politcal activities that link
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-t-.-j]r - Distinguishing wransmigrants from migrants who have very differ-
i ;ri_ - ent experiences of connection and incorporation has proven useful.
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Transmigrants are those persons who, having migrated from one nation-
State to another, live their lives across borders, participating simul.
taneously in social relations that embed them in more than one
~ nation-state. Activities and identity claims in the political domain are a
particular form of transmigrant activity that is best understood as long-
distance nationalism (Glick Schiller and Fouron 2001a). In some cases,
ndividuals maintain hometown ties but avoid a connection with any
form of a nation-state-building process, although states are increas-
ngly striving to encompass such relationships {Kearney 2000).

i -'Some writers have taken up the term transnationalism for both
o -5;{_I:iapsnaLional migration, which they term transnationalism from below,
f iﬁf(n_and the cross-border activities of states and multinational corporations,
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ol +which they label trensnationalism Jrom above {Smith and Guamnizo 1998).

l\,'};g!t.‘:_'Ag::«lin, the attempt at clarity has opened another set of problems and

e {'-T;clelbétes. Transnationalism from below is often used to signal transmigrant

3 {"rpmcﬁces that constitute a transgressive or grassroots type of transna-
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tional connection. In actuality, migrants represent a wide range of
classes and political and economic interests, Many transmigrants work
to maintain existing systems of power. Even poor migrants may support
or participate in struggles against oppressive circumstances in one loca-
tion while being committed to status hierarchies and systems of
cxploitation in another (Goldring 1998).

Whatever terms are adopted, the decade of discussion has made
the following Four points clear, First, not all persons who migrate
bhecome embedded in more than one location. Some are truly immi-
grants, cutting their ties and refusing to look behind them. Others are
sojourners, who circulate, earning money or temporary political pro-
tection outside a homeland, They maintain transnational networks but
do not become simultaneously incorporated in two or more nation-

states (Diminescu 2002; Morokvasic 1996). Second, people may be ~ :'

incorporated in both the old land and the new and may publicly iden-
tify with only one of these locations. That is, a gap can exist between

incorporative behavior and a conscious political project. The degreeto %

which a person who has emigrated maintains transnational connec-

tions or becomes embedded in more than one location varies over.”
time. Third, migrants can participate in transhational political net- .

works that evoke a homeland without maintaining political relation:

ships to that homeland, Often, it is only when people .become well .- 3

embedded in their new land that they participate in transnational polit-

ical connections to the old one and become long-distance nationalists. .

Fourth, certain idendty processes of migrants are global instead of -
transnational. For example, people who live in disparate parts of the, T
world and imagine themselves as a single, diasporic people who sharea | . #f%
common history but do not maintain any form of social networks that -
connect them to one another or to a specific homeland state are”

engaged in a global, not transnational, process of identity constructioq.
A diasporic consciousness that develops after movement and oppres-
sive conditions, such as the aftermath of seventeenth-to-nineteenth
century African slavery, can create potent imaginartes that motivate

in particular conditions, may become involved in a specific project of

transnational nation-state building. This describes the transformatior

THE CENTRALITY OF ETHNOGRAPHY

of much of US Jewish life during the development of the Zionist move-
ment and the growth of the state of Israel. Some members of the
African diaspora may become committed to building a particalar
African state. On the other hand, other members of the same pop-
ulation, who maintain a diasporic identity and see themselves as part
of a global population, may never engage in specific transnational
processes linked to that identity. They neither build transnational net-
works nor participate in any form of transnational connection to a par-
ticular homeland. For example, I maintain a Jewish identity, built on a
sense of common history, but do not personally participate in transna-
tional networks that connect me to Israel or to people organized
-around a Jewish identity in other states.?

To facilitate the coneeptualization and analysis of the multiple
. transborder relationships within which transmigrants live their daily
" lives, my colleagues and I suggested the term transnational social field
" (Basch, Glick Schiller, and Szanton Blanc 1994a; Glick Schiller, Basch,
_“and Blane-Szanton 1992b and c}. {Rouse [1991, 1992] preferred the term
-cireuit.} Secial field is a more encompassing term than social network.
¥ Networks are generally understood to be chains of social relationships
' that extend from a single individual. Netwark analysis is egocentric; it
directs our attention to the density and types of relationships of a spe-
cific individual. In contrast, the analysis of social field is sociocentric. We
focus on alterations in social actions, ideas, and values as people are
linked together by means of multiple interlocking networks (Glick
"Sghil!er 1999a). The concept of a social field enables us to visualize the
simultaneity of tfansmigrant connections across the borders of bvo or
-morestates. We investigate the ways in which transmigrants become
-part of the fabric of daily life in more than one state, simultanecusly
participating in the social, cultural, economic, religious, or political
" activities of more than one locality (Fouron and Glick Schiller 1997;

- Glick Schiller and Fouron 1998, 1999).

¢ " Transnatonal social fields are not metaphoric references to altered
experiences of space; they comprise observable social relationships and
‘trahsactions. Multiple actors with very different kinds of power and
‘locations of power interact across borders to create and sustain this
field of relationships. Persons who live within transnational sacial fields
are.exposed to a set of social expectations, cultural values, and patterns
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of human interaction shaped by more than gne social, economic, and
political system. Noting that the multistranded social networks make
up a transnational social field enables us to distinguish between trans-
migrants, who have direct personal networks that stretch across bor-
ders, and those who live within social relationships shaped by
tansnational connections but do not, themselves, maintain such con-
nections, )

In the effort to popularize the concept of transborder social con-
nection, many researchers turned 1o the term transnational communify,
The term is userfriendly but also poses difficulties. First, various
researchers use transnational community 1o describe very different kinds
of social formations. Portes {1997:812) refers ro transnational commu-
nities as “dense networks across political borders created by immigrants
in their quest for economic advancement and social recognition.”
Vertovec (n.d.) argues that a transnational community is a collectivity
that lies between networks of individual actors, or transnatiponalism
from below, and the cross-border activities of states, or transnationalism
from above. Faist (2000a:196) has categorized the transnational
community as one form of “transnadonal space,” using the term to
encompass various instances of connection through “collective repre-

sentations.” In his approach, the same tenm applies to the transnatonal -
village described by Levite (2001a and b), linked by ongoing forms of -

observable connections, and the Jewish diaspora, an ideclogical con-

struction of collectivity.
After several decades of community studies in which the commu-

nity was approached as both object and sample, many anthropalogists . .3
concluded that the term community obscures more than iiluminates,”

confounding ideology with sociality and impeding the analysis of polit-
ical and economic power (Silverman 2002). (The concept of commu-

nity as object and sample comes from Conrad Arensberg [1965).). s
Rather than describe a location or local political unit, the word commit-
nity evokes an ideology of shared interests. The term community leaves -
unmarked the exploitative class reladons and divisions of wealth and . <
status that stratify a population. It also obscures the various links

benveen the state and community elites that enable these elites to con:
stitute and maintain their exploitative relations within the “commu-

niry." By deploying the term iransnational community [0 encoinpass all
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studies of transnational social fields, researchers begin with an assump-
tion of commonality before it has been demonstrated through
research. A transnational social field does not necessarily constitute a

community, Certainly, some people who maintain transborder rela-
tons invoke an ideology of community,

T

and in those instances it makes
sensc to.use the term and investigate the reasons for this invocation of
solidarity. '

EPISTEMOLCGICAL ISSUES—THEORY, METHOD,
CONCEPTS, QUESTIONS

As the study of transnational migration mawred, debate on ques-
ILions of theory and method commenced. Survey researchers and social
researchers trained to dismiss ethnography as “vignettes” ignored, mis-
understood, or even derided the developing study and theory building
of the initial research on transnational migration (Kivisto 2001),
Portes, Guarnizo. and Landholt (1999:218-219) state that “it is not
enough to invoke anecdotes of some immigrants investing in busi-
nesses back horhe or some governments giving their expatriates the
right to vote in national elections to justify a new field of study.” They
insist that the study of transnational migration is legitimate only if evi-
dence exists that “significant proportions.of persons are involved in the
+ Process and that the process persists over time." The implication of
. these statements is that ethnographic research has not provided and
~ tannot provide these forms of empirical evidence. Underneath the dis-
. missal of ethnographic data as anecdate are significant differences in
' epistemology and notions of the way theory is developed and tested.
. Addressing methedology, Guarnizo, Portes, and Haller (2002:2)

state that “the main difficnlty with the field of transnationalism, as

developed so far, is that its empirical base relies almost exclusively on
case studies. While useful, these studies invariably sample on the
x'2, dependent variables, focusing on those who take part in the actvities of
interest to the exclusion of those who do not take part in them, The
rgsultis to exaggerate the scope of the phenomenon by giving the false
~impression that everyone in the studied communities is becoming a
transnational.”
" In point of fact, most ethnographic studies of migration have not
; b;ep studies only of transmigrants. They have been case studies, but
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case studies of migrating populations that included, but were not lim-
ited to, transmigrants and their social fields. The difference between
ethnographic and survey approaches to transnational migration is not
an exclusive focus on “the dependent variable” but a distinctively dif-
ferent idea about how to build and test theory and about what migra-
tion theory is trying to explain. The choice of the dependent variable
reflects the question under investigation. Ethnographers and survey
researchers studying transnational migration have approached the
topic of migrations with a different set of questions from that of many
other survey researchers.

There are three domains of difference between ethnographic and
survey approaches to the study of transnational migration: (1) theory
and hypothesis testing, (2) the influence of methodological national-
ism in defining the questions studied, and (3) the nature of data.

Theory and Hypof.hesis Tesﬁﬂg

The distinctions between ethnographic and social survey method-
ologies are ofien falsely reduced to the difference between qualitative” [
and quantitative research. As Schensel, Schensel, and LeCompte .
(1999) point out, this contrast distorts and conceals that which distin-'._"

guishes ethnography from other research methods, a characteristic

highlighted by the way in which ethnographers approach the study of*
transnational migration. In fact, many ethnographers conduct surveys' -9
and obtain and use a variety of quantitative data, Some survey.’y

researchers conduct ethnography before they conduct a surve
However, ethnographers and survey researchers differ in their unde
standing of the relationships between theory and data collection. Th
differences are so fundamental in the area of theory building that su
vey researchers often believe that ethnographers can merely sugge:
interesting lines of inquiry; they cannot produce verifiable data.” %

Most ethnographers and survey researchers would accept the 'def'il -
nition of theory offered by Stephen Reyna, an anthropologist and the
founder of the journal Anthropological Theory. Reyna sees theory as gen: B

eralizations that are high in scope and abstraction and tha state reld!

tionships berween concepts so as to explain observed occurrencg'f_ff ,
(Reyna 1994, 2002; see also Wallace 1971). Ethnographers rarely uli!j_z_'g'* Y
grand theory, but they do deploy what Merton (1968) termed “middle: %

- Nize observations and interviews into

5+, Benerates hypotheses from them b

ey
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l;:l\.:el t:eory," beg“innip g their research with 2 formulation of relation-
Sfups between variables, based on pastresearch and reading. (However

within the d i
. [Rfyna 2002).) This use of ﬂleo};-y, sometimes t:ar]]l’:clirtfzf‘;:z;l:zotii:og?"
or “grounded theory,” was explicated by the Manchester school cthrlll
+ graphers, such as Jahn Van Velsen (1967), who developed the extended
case-study method. More recently, Michael Burawoy (1991a and b

= 1998), a sociologist, has championed this approach,

Formative theory connects
Predicts, or is associated with a
" Bation” (Schensul, Schensul, an

concepts that can explain what causes,
central problem or tapic under nvesti-
d LeCompte 1999:9). It “helps 10 orga-
units, patterns and structures,

-attributing meaning to otherwise disconnected social facts” {Schensu]

“Schensul, and LeCompte 1992:2),

In their use of formative theory, ethnographers do not differ from
.other empirically oriented social scientists, The differences arise in the
-:wzltys and means of building and testing theory. In ethnography, system-
alic explanations of the relations between variables are coils)tzntly
ourse of.research. The formative
ilds on previous observations and
ut also produces new hypotheses
Those who depioy soctal surveys and
ing of a database generally operate

ry of ethnographers not only bu

from within ongeing observations.

e initial hypothesis, Ethnographers,
but during the research, they continually
and reformulate thejr understanding of the rela-

t00, generate hypotheses,
question, explore,

LaCa .

Aionship ben i
veen Vv i i i
iy P €n variables and even the choice of variables. This

L)

{.‘? _q_gss enables ethnograplhers to change research questions as new sis-
Llations, not ex
. p
ctiemselves. To so

ected within the initial set of assumptions, present
cial scientists who limit hypothesis testing to the statis-

A
pir 'ﬁrﬁ mani : - . .
7 ‘i‘i’-“cal' ‘a:mpulauon of variables, ethnography is not science, at least not
st Bood seiente,

:-‘-F,c_:r example, the initial researcl; I used to describe Haitian

i i.t_f‘nsnauonal migration had been formulated to study the forces that
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shape ethnogenesis among Haitian immigrants in New York and vari-
ous migration histories and patterns of incorporatien in the
Caribbean. It was not a case study of the transnational migration, and
the dependent variable was Haitian/United States-based ethnicity
{Glick Schiller et al. 1987). However, in the course of this research, it
became clear to me that a variety of migrants were building and main-
taining transpational social fields and beginning to articulate identities
that reflected this form of social location (Glick Schiller and Fouren
1990). When I was able to conceptualize transnational migratian, I
altered. the direction of my subsequent research and analysis, which
contributed to a new theoretical perspective. The new theoretical per-
spective on migraton was then tiken up by a range of scholars who fur-
ther theorized the conditions that lead migrants to develop social,
political, economic, and religious networks extending berween nation-
states (Goldring 1998; Mahler 1998; Smith and Guarnizo 1998). In
short, a theory of wansnational migration was developed and tested by

ethnographers within the course of ethnographic research. Its utility -

stands apart from and does not require statistical verificadion, Portes,

Haller, and Guarnizo (2002:278) have claimed that ethnography can ~

provide only "a fesw descriptive examples and their possible determinants”
but social surveys can validate the theoretical claim of the significance

of wansnatonal migration, Such a stance reduces all ethnographic .
research to the status of exploratory and denies its capability to develop ~ i

and substantiate theory.

The Influence of Methodological Nationalism

Ethnographers of transnational processes have questioned the fun- %)

damental assumption of mainstream social sciences and the humani-

ties that the nation-state is the natural unit of analysis {(Basch, Click "
Schiller, and Szanton Blanc 1994a; Kearney 1991; Rouse 1991). By call- "'f;

ing for an “unbounding” of social science, we have challenged estab-
lished theories of immigrant incorporation. Discarding prevailing

theories of modernization and assimilaton, we have linked changesin -
the world economy. to changes in patterns of migrant incorparation -
and have called on researchers to envision social relations that eretch'I‘: "
across national borders and boundaries. Andreas Wimmer and 1. /3%
(2002a and b) have proposed the term methodological ﬂatiana&sm\to_’-;{:

""_E_E! = i
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., mations, D. S. Massey has recently spoke

cumulative causation (D, S, Massey 1999). Despite th
: ences, both the initial theory and Massey's approa
: lggnemlly unstated assumption that people normall

“In one place. They assume that stasis js both th
desired human condition. In this PETspective, th
'?ide the norm, in a liminal state, and assimilation
18 natural and desirable,

| THE CENTRALITY OF ETHNOGRAYIY

critique the.nau'on-state bias of mainstreaim academics and their
tendency to identify with the interests of their own nation-st W,
define methadological nationalism as “the assumption that th ation;
state/society is the natural social and political form of th
wor.id" {(Wimmer and Glick Schiller 2001a:301), We have a
flam?n-state-buildin g processes have fundamenally shape
:.mmlgmﬂons have been perceived and received. In turn, th
uons have influenced (but not completely determined)'so
t‘.heu?ry and methodology and, more specifically,
graton and integration.

rgued that
¢ the ways
€se percep-
cial science
its discourse on immij-

. I.nf]ufenced by methodological nationalism, sociological theories
migration have generally sought to explain why various Populations

m:gl-rate‘and the subsequent degree and rate of assimilation into a new
natton-state (Alba and Nee 1899; Morawska 20

ri.sLs began with a classic push-pul} theory,
within a sending society push individua
discrete set of Factors within a receiving
move and settle jn a new home, Subseq
approach from a variety of perspectives,

0la). Sociological theo-
postting that certain factors
Is to migrate and another,
society impel individuals to
uent theorists critiqued this
Reconciling competing expla-
n of i i
of migration, including various kinds of ecor::;]i]: li?g;-lii:r;ne::r'w:zm |
models, world systems theory, social capital theory, and the theo:-s; 01;'
eir apparent differ-
ch share the basic,
¥ and naturally siay
¢ ordinary and the
e migrant exists our-
into the new society

Rejecting the foundational notion of stasis that pervades much of

;,so.ciological theory and leads down the path of methodological nation-
-4lism, many ethnographers of migration bave generated a different set
of'questions, building on the work of several generations of anthropol-
agists who have studied migration, Anthro
Tole in these developments because,
niv, discipling,
5o < lications o

pologists have played a key
: since the very beginning of the
anthropologists have studied the physical and cultural imp-

f the movement of populations and the flow of ideas and
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material objects (Boas 1940; Kroeber 1944; Lowie 1937; Schapera
1947). This anthropological acceptance of contact and diffusion as a
norm through human history is perhaps linked to the disciplinary
interest in the migration histories that mark the emergence of the *
human species and the development of systems of signification.

The twendeth-century diffusionist school of anthropology read the
entre history of cultures as one of migration (Perry 1923; Smith 1933). -
The diffusionists are often uséd as a model of theory gone awry. If their’
writings aré remembered at all, it is to provide a striking example of
how Buropean scholars uied every possible means of dismissing indige-
nous creativity all around the world. However, Boas, Lesser, Kroeber,
and many other US anthropologists alse worked with diffusionist theo-
ries, Within this early anthropology are useful iusights on which the
scholars who developed the transnational perspective in anthropelogy
built, Deploying a global vantage point, the diffusionists did not naw-
ralize the borders of the nation-state. They neither used a particular
state as their unit of analysis nor equated the borders of the nation-state -
with the boundaries of society, economy, or culture. Their work
reminds us that the sanctity of borders and boundaries is recent in
human history and anthropological theory {Moch 1992).

With the demise of all forms of diffusionist theory by the 19505,

by the territorial borders of a single nation-state but also by an identifi-

cation with the naton-building project of that state. Modernization ;" 55
theory, developed during the Cold War, contrasted a premodern, : {08
unchanging, traditional world to modern industrial society, positing %

that the modern era was one in which all societies would shed their
local cultural differences and archaic, authoritarian political systems as !
they became economically more developed and stepped into the mod-
ern world (Apter 1965; Rostow 1960). The modern world was made up-
of stable, discrete nation-states. In this framewark, nation-states wer
increasingly normalized as the namral oautcome of economic develep g

Syer

-_n.ngrate. What motivates people to live their lives so tha

£ stmultaneously rural and ‘urban, townsmen and tribesin
e gt L] n

tional™ and "modem” (Mayer 1961

THE CENTRALITY gF ETHNOGRAPHY

munity studied was shaped Ly colonialism and by a larger politicat
su_-ur:ture that enforced intensive exploitation and imposed anFc’! l "_33
tamedl unequal political and socjaj relationships. British social anTl:m-
pol§gliw.dcvcloped structural-functional approaches to what {h[:-
cai!edf tribes,™ thereby Positing stasis within discrete and unrelarec:;
societies, :

To a. certaln extent, the ethnographies of transnational migration
Were written in opposition to the seasjs theorists in sociology and
anth_ropology. Even before the beginning of transnatonal migg:ation
studtes, many ethnographers began their study of migration with a dif
felrentl set of questions. We were influenced not only by the strengths of
d:fﬁfs:oniu theory but also by Max Gluckman, the Rhodes-Livin ton
studies, and the Manchester school. These earlier researchers gicu-
mented persisting ties of kinship within African urban life and the net-
:m.nrkf .of Connection that migrants maintained with their tribai
llclenuues and rural areas of origin. They asked not what causes migra-
tion but rather why People maintain or construct home dies when L}g'ley

{ they can be
en, or “tradi-

. }? Using ethnographic studies and
social anthropology, these scholars developed network studies, sieua-

e tional analysis, the extended case-study method, and ocher process

ment within several variants of anthropology. o

o

In the United States, some anthropologists championed commu-.
nity studies that approached communities as if each stood asa ﬁxgd
social order within a folk-urban continuum {Redfield 1955, 1067). The
community study method failed to examine the ways in which the com:

PR

|

o

- -
Pproaches to complex societtes and colonial reladionships (Barnes

54 1954 1060, i
i ] 1969; Epstein 1958, 1967, 1969: Gluckman 1988, 1967; Mitchell

: 1956, 1969; Turner 1957). Studies of Puerto Rican migration and rural-

e urly igration i i i i
-Lran migration in Latin America were also Important in injtiating an

g
s

o

%
5

I,'_eglnogfa?hy of migration. They, oo, had a history and trajectory sitw-
. ated outside the assimilationist and modernization framework (Lewis
- 1966; Padilla 1958; Roberts 1978).

- Beginning in the 1970s, scholars of migration—primarily, but not

,qf:lusive[y, anthropologists who built on conce pts of networks and kin-
*ship—began to document coutinuing transnational connectians
.:_.{F.ades 1987; Gonzalez 1988; Grasmuck and Pessar 1991; Kearney 1986).
However, until the 1990s, 110 widely accepted terminology was available
o f'oreground and theorize transnational ties. When an anzhropologi—

at theory of ransnational migration did emerge, it developed directly

Jfrom the ethnographic evidence.s




immnipm n

T

NINA GLICK SCHILLER
TNE CENTRALITY OF ETHNOGRAPHY

Ethnography versus Social Survey—The Nature of Data

Many researchers who rely on survey methods define ethnographic
observations as anecdote. It is true that anthropologists sometimes
begin an academic article with a vignette from their personal observa-
tions. Such portraits of social relations are not equivalent to journalistic
observation. They represent examples of patterned, frequendy
observed behaviors and are selected because of their typicality.
Anthropologists ascertain typicality of behavior not on the basis of a-
delimited set of self-reported frequencies of particular behavior but
from their ongoing observations, over time and within a range of con-
texts, of what people do, differentiated from what they say that they do.
Anyone who has responded to a survey questionnaire immediately real-
izes how the predefined choices shape and distort one’s responses and
how, after the fact, one remembers other aspects of one's behavior.
There is also behavior one prefers not to report or that one does not "%
consider relevant, -

Like all social scientists, ethnographers impose categories as they ‘52
observe and record data. However, these categories are constantly
tested in the field, and, increasingly, field data are also contextualized °
by tite writer, who identifies her or his own social positioning so that the
reader can take these particular biases into account. Evidence provided -
on the basis of a survey done without corroborating participant obser-
vation is emic data, It is a respondent's self-presentation and cannot be.
equated with observed behavior. As Marvin Harris pointed out, it iS.:'_,
methodologically important to distinguish between emic and e'L_ilc\"-}':
observations and, for goad ethnography, to include both forms of data. J_ :
“Emic operations have as their hallmark the elevation of the native}

graphic interview, and the ethnographer records in field notes notonly
what the respandent says but also all the interac
course of the interview.

. Thes? Points are particularly important in the study of transna-
tional migration. There are Mmany reasons for the discrepancies
between self-reported responses and the actual
who maintain various forms of transnational
political. For example,

tions observed in the

behavior of migrants
connections. Scme are
‘ : persons who seek or are granted political asy-
- lum on the grounds that they can no longer safely reside in their home-
_lanc-l may report that they have little or no contact with those left
behind. Acknowledgment of an ongoing homeland connection could
: _unc!ert_:ut their political claim or persona, In these situarions,
ily ties may not be discussed, and questions about transnation
become political questions. Such connections become appa
" ethnographer who observes and sometimes helps facilitate telephone
- calls, the purchase of calling cards for the home country, and the send-
ing of various kinds of remittances. '
E l’reople engaged in political activities organized to change the polit-
R lcal siteation in a homeland may not report their activities if these are
i —:‘-.".dem,led as subversive either at home or abroad. Transnational eco-
;. lomic activities may not be acknowl
the informal economy or even with

even fam-
al ki nship
rent to an

edged because people involved in
¢ in formal businesses may use kinship
: e_lwork.s to restock their business, avoiding taxes and bureaucracies

szfn.snahonal religious activities may not be acknowledged when the
rf:l];glon In question has become politically suspect, as in the case of
am si ¥ i
s nce the Ur_utled States and the Ruropean Union declared a
Pt o B obal war on terrorism.. Haitian practitioners of Haitian and other
i Afro-Caribbean or Afro-Brazilian religions, which differ from main-
st'eam belief systems,

. may not readily disclose their transnationai reli-
‘ i 810U networks and practices to a survey interviewer who is a stranger.
(Harris 1979:33). The ethnographer must have a sense of daily aclivi{ 348 % = All these types of connections become apparent to the ethnographer.
ties based on observation, as well as self-reported descriptions. . “ »In understanding and assessing the significance of transnation:’ﬂ
Consistent and sometimes very important differences exist. - |
between observed behavior and verbal reports. This is why parﬁcigan fir e ligrants may speak of their expectation of returning home or empha-
observation is an essential part of ethnography, although ethnograph 150 3isize their desire (o settle in the new land. Their emphasis at any one

cannol rely only on participant observation and must include ethne: §

n ume reflects an array of factors, including the current immigrant
graphic interviews and surveys. Observation is also part of an ethno; 50T relugee policies of the country of setdement, the current political
S
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situation in the homeland, and 2 host of personal and economic mot- -
vations. The self-ascription of migrants as immigrants or temporary .3, ;
sojourners is important data, influencing what respondents chaose to ™
disclose about themselves in response to a questionnaire. However, ..
these emic statemnents must be accompanied by data about the actual ™
development and range of the respondents’ transpatondl connections:
familial, economic, religious, soctal, and political. Ethrography, because’
of its daily, long-term engagement within the social networks of immi-

uansnational connections, In general, however, those who seek to
study transnational migration on the basis of survey data have found
', themselves arguing that transnational migration is significant despite
its ratiey.

Ethnographers see different things. We are able to watch as
transnational family connections become the foundation for many
aother kinds of interconnection. By studying not only the actors who

maintain transnational organized or economic activity but also the
**" social field that includes persons who have networks to transmigrants
but may not, themselves, maintain social relations across borders,
- ethnographers judge that the transnational connections of migrants
W and their descendants are widespread and significant.
When rescarchers accept the concept of 2 transnational field of
-'social relations, they enter into a research domain that is best explored

;','1 by ethnography. There are two interrelated reasons for this. First, eco-

within 2 study population maintain multiple transnational connections.,
over Ume. N
‘The loss or misrepresentation of information is only one of the dif-'_:
ficulties in studying transnational migration through survey research.::
Another is the inability of synchronic surveys to document social
prbcess. Providing a single snapshot of a response cannot tell us howan
individual will respond over time and in a variety of situations. Multipte:
surveys over time allow for the possibility of ascertaining a pattern o
response; at best, they tum a snapshot into a slide show. The represen
tations never become a moving picture. k
What is at stake in these methodological discussions becomes:
clearer when looking at how the various methods lead to di[fereh;.:;
assessments of the significance of transnational migration. Using prob-:}

BRI
by .

ability surveys of Colombian, Daminican, and Salvadoran immigrants:&

in the United States that reduce the study of transnational migration tcr%:;i
frequent economic wansactions or direct participation in hnmelapd,’t
inth . PR

politcal parties or hometown associauons, Portes (2991'183). argur,f:g

that “participation in transnational economic and political activities 14t

A |

exceptional.” On the basis of this type of data, he concludes that thefes

is “limited numerical involvement of immigrant groups in ransha ke i

tional activities” (Portes 2001:182}. Transnational fa.mll‘y connEc;:" 5
i )

are excluded from any measure of transnational connection s ol mg%

new and therefore useless in accessing me}mporwnce of the cnntﬁg;:ﬁ- @

porary phenomena of transnationalism. Itzigsohn et al. (1999) proml___.:

a broader definition by including occasional interactions rcported‘!% YA

S . TR g, X - A _ ‘

surveys and differentiating between broad and nartow :;myaug?% ,j:d {p“h_'n::nomena o: transnational mlgl;lauon orl; thefbas:s lof n}::mcncal

i i i i cent' oty iy
ism. Using this approach, Itzigsohn (2002) finds that 63 percent aliiehpe) ér-“essmems taken from surveys of the number of people who report

Dominicans in New York and in Provi f 3 ‘one.or even several specific, frequent kinds of transnational activity—

rezhomic, political, religious, familial, 2nd personal transnational rela-
; stionships may involve an array of interconnected acters. Second, when
R\E;We_acknowlcdge that the study of transnational migration includes
A3 '}‘rex;amination of a specific kind of social field that we must trace within

gmhts and their descendants who do not maintain their transnational
épnnecﬁons but participate in networks with people who do maintain
MY

XUand their descendants who utilize varions forms of media, inclading
52 '_-'d;,']"i-e Internet, to obtain information about the homeland and utlize this
% .3j'ﬁfdnnation in their day-to-day interactions and decision making.

e _'f;i ‘Research into a transnational feld extends into all the domains we
”Zl_'r’i‘dersmnd to be social: reproduction, gender, socialization, ecenom-
?cs, politics, religion, and identity. If we judge the significance of the
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whether business transactions or formal membership in transnavonal
political organizations—we raiss the significance for public policy and
for the development of a new way to theorize society, one not restricted
by the boundaries of a nation-state.

THE SECOND WAVE

Within the past few years, a second wave of research on uansna-
tional migration has moved beyond the efforts Lo prove that a specific
migrant experience we can call “transnational rmigration” exists, to ask
a new series of questons. The second wave has also revisited the gues

tion of ¢his form of migration’s novelty, Because of ethnography’s i

strengths in studies of transnational migration, anthropologists have
much to offer. The second wave has begun to ask the following ques-

rions, which constitute a significant and exciting agenda for further

research.

In what specific ways is the eusrent pevied of transnational migration simi-

lar to and different from previous periods in which migrants consiructed

iransnational social fields? As increasing numbers of scholars have turned..

their anention 10 the sransnational connections of previous waves of

_ migrants, it has become clear that a wealth of data are available about .
transnational migration between various regions of the world at the -
end of the nineteenth cenmury and that many areas of similariry exist: %}

between past and present (Chan 1990; Cinel 1982; Lamphere 1987

Lesser 1999; Morawska 1987, 1989).6 These data indicate that transna-..

lional migration becoiney imporiant in periods of intensive glabalizz

tion. However, most analysts stress the novel aspects of the current, 3
transmigrant experience, despite the evidence of previous periods of;
transnational connection, They anribute this novelty to the new period :

of global capitalism, the effect of new technologies, ot the interrela:, '

tionship between a restructured global capitalism and the new technok

ogy {Foner 9002, Portes, Guarnizo, and Landholt 1999; Smich 1998).
More detailed investigation is needed here, inchading investigation of
the changing role of various stales in the midst of globalization:’
Ethnography provides insights into the processes of everyday forms QI

state formatiou, which invelve both simujianeous incorporation into

the daily activities of 2 new sociely and continuing multiple connet-

\ions with the incorporative practices of other states.

THRE CENTRALITY OF ETHNOGRAFRY

VWhat are the relationships between transnational migration and poverty?
We know that persons who migrate are rarely among the poorest or
least educated of a society; a long-distance move requires cerlain eco-
nomic, social, and cutrural capital. However, we know much tess about
the effects of the burden of rernpittances on class formation in the old
land and the new and on the life possibilities of migrants (Sider 1992).
Remiuances are widely acknowledged as a source of foreign exchange
for many poor states, but systernatic study of the rele of ruigrants in sus-
taining the political and economic viability of the sending nation-states
has just begun. We need to explore the role of remittances in sustaining
families, tocalities, and whole nation-states as various forms of state
services are withdrawn, Poverty studies, development studies, and
transnational studies must be brought together 1o explore the effect
of rermittances on transmigrants and those they left behind {Conway,
Baitey, and Ellis 2001; Fouron and Glick Schiller 2002a and b}. Moreaver,
we must explore the relationship benveen deepening poverty in cerwin

_ countries and localities and the inability of specific sets of acrors to

access transnational social fields. It is important to decumnent that as
tommunication technologies have grown, so have disparities of access
to these rechnologies. Different regions of an emigrantsending coun-
try, various classes, and men and women may have differential possibil-

- ities of establishing and maintaining transnational connections {(Mahter
2001}. By tnvestigating the tensions and unities within nerworks over
- fime gnd across space, we can explore the class tensions that develop
* within family networks and between actors within a single transnational
~ social field.

. - "What is the mle of transmigrants in sustaining nationalist ideologies and

notion-state~bnuilding projects within contemporary global capitalism? To what
degree are transmigrants itmplicated in the contemporary resurrection
of ideclogies of blood, race, and nation as they participate in forms of
long-distance nationalism? How is it possible for migran{s to live as
“flexible citizens” or 1o pavigate a world still divided into nation-states

of very different degrees of power (Ong 1999)? In Nations Unbound:

Tansnational Projects, Post Coloninl Predicaments, and Deterritorialized

‘Nation-States, my colleagues and 1 argued that “by living their lives

cross borders, transmigrants find themselves confronted with and

engaged in the nation-building processes of oo or more nation-states”



. theme. They have provided further evidénce that nation-states remain -
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{Basch, Glick Schiller, and Szanton Blanc 1994a:22). Second wave . .-_“-‘; ;

i about "postnational cizenship” (Soysal 1994) as if the allocation of cit-
scholars of transnational migration have increasingly returned to this

izenship was no longer linked 1o stte power, In contrast, researchers of
transnadonal migration began to explore the ways various sectors of
transmigranis navigate issues of tegal rights and identity as they live in
. more than one nation-state (Grahm 2001; Nyiri 1999), Approaching
' the topic from a very different angle, Karen Olwig (1997) has stressed
\ that although people may leave hame and live across borders, notions
:- . of home continue to be linked to the land left behind. Space and place
an be locarions of connection instead of represeniations of identity.
Bill Maurer (1995) has looked at the ways, through concepts of blood
and descent, even small, weak states may restrict access o citizenship
among migrants from other countries while extendin E it to natdonals
living abroad,
25 - How is gender constituted within transnational secial Jrelds, and how is it
) linked to the reconstitution of notions of family, race, and nation? In a special
issue of Identities: Global Studies in Culture and Power, Patricia Pessar and
Sarah Mahler address questions of the reconstitution of gender cate-
ories and the challenges to and reinforcement of gender hierarchies
within transnational contexts, including transnational migration
(Mah[er and Pessar 2001; see also Kelherer 2000; Matsuoka and Sorenson
2000). Over the years, feminist scholarship has linked the personal to
i*.Ihe ‘political and explored the connections between the domestic
3 domain and the public arena. The difreren: and gendered strategies of

significant urnits of analysis in the smady of transnational migration;
migrants from certain states avoid contact with sending states, and
migrants [rom other states participate in various kinds of home country . .. B
politics (T'6!5lyan 2001). With this understanding, a scholarship of =%
long-distance nationalisin has begun, '
The concept of long-distance nationalism, popularized by ¥
Anderson (1993, 1994} and increasingly employed by scholars of
transnational migration, provides an analytical lens that brings into ", §:
focus the ways in which transmigrants relate to their homeland and w0
different sectors of the homeland population. Skrbis {1993), describ- :rp
ing the ideology and practices of Croartians in Australia, Fuglerud 3
(1999), studying the connections of Tamils to the struggle in 5ri Lanka,
and Georges Fouron and I (2001}, in our study of the Haitian ideclogy
of blaod and nation, have found this term useful and have docamented : 2
the global significance of leng-distance nationalism as a political ideok
ogy and set of practices. Long-distance nationalism links together peo-
ple living in various geographic locations and motivates or justifies
their taking actien in refationship to an ancestral territory and its gov-
ernment. Through such linkages, a territory, its people, and its govern-
ment can constitute a transnational nation-state. .
We are seeing the flourishing of a politics in which ancestral iden
ties are made central by diverse sets of actors, including emigrants of 23325 5 cao and Salih 2000; Hondagenu-Sotelo 1998, 1999). Recently, schol-
different classes, political refogees, leaders of homeland governments, iz 5 "“5. ‘have begun to examine Lhe emotional 1ol paid by transmigrants
and intellectuals (Ali-Ali, Black, and Koser 2001; England 1999; Rimtiizeh
2000). In past periods of extensive transnational migration, d1sparate u VA tent that, to support their children, women must Ieave home, con-
actors also contributed to ideologies and practices of long-dlstanee’“

nationalism {Bodnar 1985; Glick Schiller 1939c; Wyman 1393), Howeves, Saiglediess (Salazar-Parrefias 2001). Feminist analysis is also now examining the
important new questions are raised by the current revitalizatioh: 5 ;&' iaftutual constitution of nation and gender in transnational spaces as
long-distance nationalism during a period in which financial insti nder is lived by transmigrants embedded in two or more nation-states
tions, multinational corporauons and various forms of regionala ouron and Glick Schiller 2001b). In Chapter 3 of this volume, Pessar
global trade agreements wanscend borders and state-specific regu 4 ixae takes the discussion further by linking gender to recent scholarship on
uons loa grcater deg-ree Lhan ever before. : lheembodmem of race and nation.

s
at the turn of the twenty-first century, and some observers began to tal : ﬁ{:_.:‘ﬂg- our concepls of iransnational migration and family? A concept of
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complex cultural process of differentiation and belonging that takes
.+ place within the terrain of more than one nation-state.
What is the relationship between the transnational social Sield buile by
~ migrants and various forms of transnational religious networhs, organizations,
" ideologies, and activities? Evidence of the transnational nenvorks of
migrants can be found in studies of Islam in Europe, the building of
churches or temples in the homeland with funds from transmigrants
abroad, and the support of Hindu nationalism by non-resident Indians
in the United States (Carter 1997; Chan 1990; Lessinger 2003; Levitt
20011; Yai¢in-Heckmann 1997). Most studies of migration and religion
have focused on the role of organizations. Recent work by Peggy Levitt
explores the way migrants use religious organizalions to maintain
transnational connections in complex relationships with various states
dnd their nation-state~building projects. Much work is to be done to
link the descriptions of religious networks to the growing body of
research on other aspects of (ransnational social fields and to explore

the belief systems and religious practices that develop within transna-
tional social fields (van Dijk 2002).

transnational social fields leads to a re-evaluation of the concepts of the
second generation and of family in migration. When transnational
social fields are established, kin relations and children who live within
such fields are reéhaped by that experience. Children in such social
fields become a transnational second generation. Much research is yet . :
to be done about the children sacialized within transnational social:
fields. A growing body of rescarch on.the second generation in the’
United States reveals that youths may choose between several identity
options: rejection of the identity embraced by their parents, a hyphen-.
ated identity, and identification only with their homeland (Waters
1999; see also Levitt and Waters 2002). In Europe, social surveys of the. ‘
children of migrants in England, France, and Germany indicate that:

RE-ENVISIONING OUR CONCEPT OF SQCIETY

" Morawska (2001a) proposes a conceptualization of migration as
derg struct.urahon to posit the continuing dynamic between structure and
agency that extends into a transnational domain. Faist (2000a and b),

reasoning along similar lines, strives to conceptualize a domain of
i tross-bordcr social relauons that he glosses as “transnational social

by their own generation. Georges Fouron and [ (2001a) have h}rpoth;:-\._k,, :
sized chat young people who grow up within a cransnational terram‘,,? s
develop a sense of self that has been shaped by personal, family, 2 and»-
organizational connections to people “back home.” Participation. 1ﬂ:,
transnational social fields can link children of immigrants to broadet
processes that define them as a political constituency that can act on{l
behalf of its “home country.” L ARE
The question of transnational connections extending across gener- A
ations and the topic of Lransnatonal family are just beginning to comé(;",
together in an important new area of scholarship (Chamberlain 2002]“1=é
Researchers working on data about transnadonal migraton to Europe%
have begun to theorize aspects of transnational migration through rhc:ﬁ*'
lens of family dynamics. They speak of “frontiering” to emphasize’’ the\
crisscross and clash of cultural vatues that is ongoing within transha “*
tional families” (Bryceson and Vuorela 2002:18). Theirs is not a umlm—
eal model of assimilation through generations but a dynamic view afmﬁ-

g\\"llh any polity. Ethnographies of simultaneous migrant incorporation

4 \.can provide the building blocks for a reformulation of our concept
E‘,‘cbf SDtlety In this reformulation, states remain significant as reposito-
A nes of varying degrees of power but are not coterminous with the
&rgrlomam of sacial relations, which extends transnatonally. The study of

v
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3 transnational migralion opens a pathway to differentate between

: tional studies. We must not only develop the study of transnational
polity and society in ways that can advance social theory.

migration but-also place our research more centrally in the field of

transnational studies and globalization, understanding that transna-

tional migration is but one aspect of past and current moments ofglab-
- alization. Studies of the continuing role of states and nationalism must
be an important part of this scholarship, but we must move beyond
methodological nationalism and neither naturalize the nation-state
Bor conflate its interests and projects with our own. Only then can the
+ethnographies of transnational migration enable us to reconceptualize

society and think beyond the conceptual and political constraints of
the current world order.

THE FUTURE—REINTEGRATING TRANSNATIONAL -
;o MIGRATION INTO TRANSNATIONAL STUDIES

N Analytically, it is necessary to study transmigranss as a specific setol’ .
' transnational actors and explore the nature and significance of the
;i wansnational fields they establish. However, too much research on
: wansnationat migration has stood apart from the work being done on
) other forms of transnational processes. Conternporary transnational .
migration cxisis in a context in which many people around the world
waich the same televisions shows, are besieged by the same advertise-
menss, long for the same commeodiries, and find their states peneirated
and their dreams of a brighter future constrained, altered, and defaced B
by the same set of global corporations, financial instimations, and regu "

latory uansnational agreements, '

Notes

e

. L. Note that in Europe, at about the same tfime, anthropologisis such as
b Mlxjann Morokvasic (1996) alse began to speak of transnational migraton,
‘_aJrJ:ough withont calling attention to a new paradigm,

ke

Transmigrants also participate in or confront a series af other I.
transnational actors, including the persannel of carporations, nen-,,
govermment organizations, religious organizatuons, and social move-..
ments for global change- Since the 1970s, anthropelogists and other
sacial scientists have been writing about the global assembly line, the
international division of lJabor turning an ethnographic eye to deindus-
trialized US citles, the entrance of women into the maguedora export
processing industries of Mexico, the emerging free-trade zones in thc'
Caribbean and Asia, and the effects of structural adjustment policies, K
(Harrison 1997; Nash and Femméndez Kelly 1983; Ong 1987; Rothstein
and Blim 1992). L

The world systems framework, which became so influential among,;_- e
anthropologists in the 1970s, served as a critique of modernization dis-.;
courses but did not encourage analysts to examine global cu!tur'll rﬂ
processes, transnational connections, and migration. The time has~
come for scholars of transnational migration to document the interset:
tion of a multiplicity of transnational processes,

In developing the study of uransnational migration, emnog-mphm
| must continue to build on the methodologicat and theoratical
1 strengths of past generations of anthropological studies of migraﬁﬁli‘i\
and homeland connections and learn frem and contribute 1o ransny

. 2. The word international is generally used 1o refer to state-tostate relatons.
3. Another term that has recently received auention is cosmopolitan, which usually

refers 1o persons who are global in their perspective, rejecting loyaley to any par-
. tcular nation-state or region. They differ from internationalists. Although cos-

" mopolitans may identify with global capitalists, internationalists historically have
Itjected their own nation-states to identify with a worldwide siruggle of workers
b for economic and social justice.

T Wy
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. 2 1should note that 1 do live in a transnational social field that includes
.'such netivorks. My father's mother's brather’s children and their descendents set.
7led in lsrael and exchange email and visits with my father's sister and her chil-

. Adren in the United States, who sirongly identify with Israel. This definitely influ-
':Ientes my identiry and aciions, aithough it has ted me to repudiate Zionism {Glick
,ét'nii'u:r and Fouron 2001).

4. This same point is imberdded in the challenge 1o mainsiream bistoriogra-
J_'ph.y made by Thistlewaite {1964}, who began & vevisionist history of Adantic
ngradon {Gersdes 1999),

" 5, 1should note that writing about transnatianal migration does not neces
Hrily free analysts from identifying with the interesis of a naton-sate in their pol-

L e SR e )
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llicy and social science, [t is certainly possible to study transnational migration
nd continue to accept as normal and identify with the nation-state as the unit of
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analysis, legitimatng and reinforeing memodo‘log.ica'l natonallsm {for example,
see Kovisto 2001).

6. Iinmigrants in the previous stage of globalization, at the wimn of the twen-
tieth century, entered into politics in the United States motivated, at least in part,
by the desire to support and sirengthen the struggles or natonal welfare of their
home country (Bodnar 1985; Kwong 1987:101). In Latin America, also an impor-
tant area of migraton settlement in the nineteenth- to early twenteth-century
movement from Eurape, there is 4 history of transnational connection that Is only
now beginning to be re-evaluated {for example, see Lesser 1999; Gonzalez £392).
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Becoming American

Immigration, Identity, Intergenerational
Relations, and Academic Orientation
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Alex Stepick and Carol Dutton Stepick
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“Henri was born in Haiti and migrated to the United States with
‘his family before he started schoo). He is a 1.5 generation immigrang;
that is, he immigrated at a young enough age to be enculwurated pri-
marily in his adopted country, A star student throughout high school,
he graduated from Harvard University in 2000 and spent the following
year working for Americorps, "o help his community.” In 2002, Henri
‘entered medical school. He has a brother now at Harvard and a
brother who graduated from Northwestern University, His father is a
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exccllencc Henn and his brothers personify the archetypal i 1mrmgram
@}udent high achieving with a positive orientation toward education.

¥ . Marie, also a 1.5 generation Haitian immigrant, was a high school
nglish Honors student and an excellent gospel singer. Marie appeared.
{0-embody the ideal immigrant adolescent profile, an outstanding
- f.sludcnt close to her parents and deeply involved in church activities.
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