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Introduction

TO TAKE a worldwide perspective on migrations and belongings, we must
aise a question of definirion: How are migration systems and macroregions de-
ned? We must also ask a question of periodization: How do long-lasting migra-
ion systems fit into the time frame of industrialization, transformation, and
risis from the 18705 to the end of the Second World War?!

Critiquing the traditional Atlantocencric perspective common in “the West,”

'- Adam McKeown has argued that three large-scale long-distance migrations in
hc century from the 1840510 1940 need to be addressed and compared:

ss—s8 million to the Americas, mainly from Europe (the Acdlantic migration

system) and in smaller numbers (2.5 million of the toral) also from Africa as

well as China, India, and Japan;

48-52 million to Southeast Asia, the Indian Ocean Rims, and the South Pa-

cific, mainly from India and southern China (the China Seas-Indian Ocean-

Plantation Belt migration system) and in smaller numbers (4 million of the

total) from Africa, Europe, northeastern Asia, and West Asia or the Middle

East

46~s1 million to Manchuria, Siberia, Central Asia, and Japan, mainly

1. from northeastern China (the north China-to-Manchuria migration sys-
tem) and

2. in the Russo-Siberian migration system from Russia.”
In addition,

. from 1807 to the 1870s, another 2 million Africans were force-migrated to
the Americas (from a total of 12.4 million shipped and, after the deaths of the
Middle Passage, over 9 million arriving in the early sixteenth century to the
1870s); and '

+ about 1 million colonizer migrants (administrators, soldiers, merchants and
personnel) from Europe to the acquired territories.’
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gee of both incracontinental and transatlantic migra'\tions,
s of the nineteenth century, at the height of indus-
1t also comprises the self-paralysis of Europe during two world we.ars
1?? - respects European wars, whose aftermaths changed the massive
3 manytha}z had begun before 1914 into massive refugee migrations,

The figures are still being debated, because they compare transocean;
ments and northern Asia’s land-based migrations, If intracontinental ag;,
migrations in Europe and the Americas are included, numbers for 'i:h‘cse
regions are far higher. But inclusion of regional and interregiona
within the whole of the Qing Empire or any other macroregions als _
increases numbers. Each and every individual migrant also lefe behi_h_d; i
family—on all of whom the departure impacted. Large-scale migrations
global phenomenon connecting societies and states that were in the p:;_c'jc';é's
fining themselves as nations with deeply engrained national idencities-
and constructed ones, in fact.*

sses the apo
lﬁg in the early decade

ugrations '
4 to the late 1940s. 1
ch perspecti itioning imp
1 perspective oI post ‘ . . :
- p 33;‘235 others of the many viewpoints available. Challenging 2 Euro
gin

i i i i across
centric perspective, we can discern five major migration systems
C . .
B . - . cr:
B’é in the nineteenth century, with some beginning centuries eatli

. . . . isan
ies a point of view, partlcular or partisan,

Transglobal migratory movements emerged over century-long periods o
first half of the nineteenth century. These continuities will be outline
ine the developments in the several distince macroregions of the glob
adiscussion of global migrations and regional identities from the Nort}
and Mediterranean worlds reflects both an adherence to the traditional per
tive centered on Europe and North America, as well as these states’ world
imperialism by armed force, economic penetration, and an idealogy bfthc
riority of white people—or, in terms of the times, white men. Sinc 3 he
sixteenth century, colonization and imperial rule involved migratidné .'
administrators, soldiers, and investors or their personnel. The black: Atlan
forced migrations, which did come to an end in the 1870s, had dcplété'
Saharan Africa of about 12.4 million men, women, and children before'1
the descendants of survivors continued to shape the economies and societi
the Americas.” In the world of the Indian Ocean, the migrations of free men
women and, from the 1830s, of indentured servanrs—never more than. o
cent of the total South Asian migration, though white racializing views
all of these migrants “coolies”—established a macroregion of trade and
exchange. The indentured and free men and women sustained producti
Plancation Beles imposed by European investors In the Far East—or fro
North American transpacific perspective, in the west—ninereenth-centir

perial China was weakening both internally and externally. Its many regio
the arenas of expanding popularions, many millions of which migrated to
lands and growing cities” In the North Atlantic world the period 1870 to

dual North and Souch “whice” Adantic system cox?nec.ting Eurolpeﬁafltli :;
.'_crlcas, as well as Europe with its colonies, beginning dm ti:lc e;r fn e
t'u.r-);,, reaching its apogee from the 1880s to 1914, and en %ng Tn r:' e i 405,
. African slave, or black Atlantic, migr:lltion sysmr;rll, beg:‘:;;?gafd end; : ir;
ching its apogee in the eightccnth and nineteenth cen ,

system of migration of Asian men and women, b.or:h frec anccii ];mf;z
ature—often within the framework of power relations 1mposlc - y—as
ish or other European empires and US capital investments on colonies

s its transpacific extensions to the Amcri_cas; N
¢ Russo-Siberian system composed of both high-volume, 0 CI} circu ac,qs i
urban migracions within European Russia and s'cttlefnent oNtranl: A;nfﬁca
d southern Siberian regions, as well as some emigration to Nort

“:1 : -migration from Western Europe; ' e
ﬁ:h's'ystem, the North China-to-Manchuria s'ysr:cn?, commenc gd e
neteenth cencury and assuming large proportions In the 19205 and 1930s.

igration system, on the level of empirical observation and g-et.)graphxlcal
2 cluster of moves berween a region of origin and a receiving reg1o:11
-oh:tinues over a long period of time. It is distinct fror.n nonclustcrcc? mtilt -
tional migrations. Gross and net quantity of m1grat10nlﬂows, ci?mlm cf
time, and ratio per thousand population may be‘ studle.d on t ‘15 e\’r n
acroregions (and similarly across meso- and microregions), migratio

' i i mand
s connect distinct societies with a [abor surplus to others wich a de
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for additional laborers or, from the view of the migrating mgnzén'
more options. {The connection may also involve densely settled agri
gions of out-migration with regions less densely settled but nev emp

. e ian and the Atlantic
: . _— . , itcoral societies of the Indian

regions of origin and of destinarion are each characrerized by the rati iterranean North, the I

to urban populations, by degree of industrializarion and urbani

. ; and Latin
tio 1 a central landlocked region. The Americas, Anglo Nlc;rth e cul
Zatlo a1 " L e Va ey, the cultur-
y L. . . i . . e region in the St. Lawrenc J
livical structures and current policies, by social hierarchies and che imp contain a French languagh é US Southwest and Mexican North-
. e . cp - i the Greater o
ity of dividing lines between classes or starus groups, by specifi eractive Caribbean, and

A A -
i ion connecting Mediterranean Europe, the Russia
cussed as a hinge reg g . nean Euope, e Russon
Black Sea litrorals, and North Africa with the Indi
man

E) . Ll - and
‘ies and their products. Africa’s spaces include the distinct Arab
ctics

i
value, and belief systems, by ethnic composition and demographic f,

fant mortality, marriage patterns, dependency ratio, age structure); by
and intergenerational role ascriptions, and by traditions of internal
distance, and long-distance migrations. These complex structures n pr
are often simplified into general push-and-pull-factors. Because econom
and regions transcend state borders, and because migrants in pﬁrsui;
life-course decisions often cross political borders, states are not 4 useft
analysis for the nineteenth century and earlier. However, with th
of passports in the late nineteenth century and mainly in the first rwo dec
the twentieth century, as well as with exclusionary policies based on
ascriptions, states increased their role in establishing a framework, or m
regimes, for migrants’ departure or encry."® -
Macroregions are empirically determined, interconnected, and related st
They provide a human-agency-based spatial frame of analysis that can
achieved by using fixed units of physical geography, like continencs, or th
borders of polities. Europe’s regions—1Iberian, then Mediterranean, Atlar
toral, northern, west central, and east central—became one migration space
nineteenth century both internally and as regards out-migration. Eastern ts
Europe remained a separate region connected to southern Siberia by eas
out-migration. The divide between the Atlantic and the Russo-Siberi
along the Dnepr River was crossed eastward or westward by comparatively
numbers. Asia’s four macroregions—South Asia, Southeast Asia, C
North Asia, and the Japanese islands—remained distince spaces but wer
nected through sea-lanes. From Southeast Asia, migrations extended to the
islands, including the islands of Australia and New Zealand, A furl:_:f:r'
the cultures of the Eastern Mediterranean and the Persian Gulf or West

hich Spanish and English mingle.

ization, as is obvious in this synthesis, varies becween the mlacric::riz;
aﬁd the 1870s, in most regional migratio? systems, reﬁc;: con;n;l e
thﬁn breaking points. In the 1870s, about six decade-s a‘fter C{11.'0p mgb "
decided to end the slave trade, slave mercharft:s did indee cc;.se re}j
Human beings. They did so more for economic reasons than1 OI.' any "
: :Iaw In the white Atlantic, the age of revolution, clountcrrcvo uuo};,.a‘ !
ohic‘imperial warfare—extending from the 1760s 1f1 somcdof thi-c :;cllz r
merican colonies to the reestablishment ofa reactionar?r ynabs:; v
¢ ar the 1815 Congress of Vienna—slowed transatlantic mo i icy. -
resumed in 1816-1817, partly induced by 2 particularly hars.h Wlntfar,danof
adily in conjunction with economic growth or slowed durm;gi 1;;;1; st o
sion'and the American Civil War, 1861—1865. Frorr'l the 187?3 an- * n,s <
. yian mass migration” reached new heights. This Atlantic m;fra 108 ai; f
se to a sudden halt in 1914 and reemerged for a dccade.each a <?r 19‘1 and
Souch Asia and in the southern provinces of the ng Empire, in ;3
<ervitude was introduced or assumed larger proportions 1rf the ;8}03.6 ria-i
century later, India’s nationalist leaders tlxsed the wez?k};:mng o hx;;};d "
i in 1914-1918 to negotiate an end to British rule, whic hw];s .a.c reved de
'hc 1930s. Migrations in most of China, inHucnc?d by the n(tils.. ) Eth.
frer around 1840, which massively increased opium SE-IICS and in ; ¢
ﬁg)w no particular caesura in the 1870s. }-Icmrc\narli1 in th.c ni(z; C 1:3 ;_:
dong-to-Manchuria migrations began. In contrast to the c;)nl?nuammeters
ng the 1870s, the end of the Second World War changed t cdp ameres
.géc) migrations almost everywhere in the \.world, and the cc; Pc)a— c 09 5
\cterized by resettlement of refugees and displaced persons (DPs)—peop
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who had been moved to forced labor, internment camps, or other confinement
the warring Axis powers, Japan included. At armistice, they found thems_ei
wherever they had been deposited, with limited means to return home.

This discussion focuses on the developments from the 1870s. Section 't
cusses preceding migration and migration-related developments across the glo
and establishes patterns and processes specific to regions and societies. Sectic
turns to contemporary concepts of belonging and identities and to theorization
and interpretations of migrations. Section 3 describes and analyzes migrations
the Atlantic economies, in the world’s Plantation Belt and mining nodes, and i
all other macroregions from the 1870s to the 1910s or, depending on the rcgi'q.
the 1930s. Section 4 turns to twentieth-century (refugee) migrations induced b
1910s warfare and related to the 19305 Great Depression and includes intellectu
migrations that contributed to a global critique of colonialism and racism. F
nally, Section s discusses the consequences of the displacements and migration .'
of the Second World War for the subsequent decade.

Languages imply connotations, and scholars are socialized into them in chil
hood. Hidden viewpoints of languages, mother tongues spoken in fatherland
also need to be brought into the open for critical assessment. Common usage has
it that “wars break out”—they are declared, sometimes prepared. Governmen S
are involved, and refugee migrants are aware of this. Historians need terminolo
gies that do not imply interprerations. Migration history has been written in an
emigration/immigration dichotomy. Both terms imply unidirectional perma:
nent moves. In a further ideologization, nationalist historians often assumed that
emigrants were a loss to the nation or even committed rreason to a constructed
national identity. Immigrants have been viewed as uncultured and uprooted, in

need of immersion into a melting pot to become new and better human beings. .
In contrast, the term migration is open as to direction, number of moves, return,
and variants of acculturation processes. Migration experiences and choices, it.-
still needs to be emphasized, were gendered. In specific periods, varying by region,

more women than men moved. Another problem occurs when terms with differ-

ent connotations are used for similar phenomena or when one term is used for -

distinct phenomena. Forced African migrations have been subsumed under the
catch-all label slavery, but they encompassed (1) forced migrations that, in the
Americas and the Plantation Belt, led to a stacus as “chattel”—labor forces

[ 442 ]

MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

commodified as property without personality; (2) traditional rights-in-persons
dependency relationships within Africa; and (3) service bondage .m. Asia in
households, as soldiers, or as highly educated business or court administrators.
Bondage, the generic term, and associated mobilities involve serfdom in Europe,
forced labor in 1930s Fascist Germany and the Stalinist Soviet Union, and subse-
Eqm:ntiy in apartheid South Africa, or bound status in Chinese societies. The
binary juxtaposition of frec and unfree migrations hides a continuum from vol-
untary to involuntary. The problematic connotations of bounded categories like
“free.” “coolie,” or “slave” skew analyses. Most “free” migrants——from Europe to
the Americas, for example—were forced to leave by severe economic constraints.
'They departed from known impossibilities to perceived options, but never to
“unlimited opportunities.” Bound migrancs, whether slaves or coolies, are often
assumed to have been passive (or to have been deprived of the possibility to act
on their own). But all bound and constrained migrants (except for young children)
came fully socialized and have created cultures. Migrants come with developed

. . 11
personalities even if they must adjust under extreme constraints.
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. A Longue—Durée Perspective

SCHOLARS have often given priority to white migrants who moved west:
ward across the Atlantic, based on rhe assumption that they migrated in singular
quantity, an assumption that is not born out by the data. In fact, the numerically
small migrations from Western Europe and, later, from the Unired States ingg
the colonized regions of the world were of far larger global economic and mob
lizing impact. The Europeans’ economic activities and aggressiveness, or simp'l);
their imposition of rule, set in motion local, regional, or even empire-wide mi-
grations. None of the colonizer powers did ever imagine a reversal of migrarory
directions, a future of decolonization that would result in mass movements—
for example, of Indonesians to the Netherlands, of West Africans to France,
of Jamaicans to Britain, or of Puerto Ricans the United States. In conjunction;
with other factors the long-term effects of the colonizer migrations still derer-
mine many patterns of present postcolonial migrations. _
When humanist and Enlightenment thinkers in Europe began to connect
the issues of inalienable human rights to human bondage, whether in rcgimcs-:
of serfdom or of slavery, economic transformations were beginning to change:
the character of work and some employers started to discuss the advantages of
permanently bound versus flexibly hired labor forces. At the same time, bound

human beings, who had never accepted any legirimacy of enslavement as chattel,

had established subcultures under bondage that gave them collective strength,

and they were aware that withdrawal and resistance would undercur the planca-

tion regime’s productivity.'” In Europe, serfdom, which was intended to immo-
bilize large segments of the regionally diverse peasant populations, was also
more complex and involved mobility: When nobles favored hunting over hus-
bandry, fewer serfs were needed; when they intensified agriculrure, bound peas-
ant families had to be attracted; when neighboring cities offered escape from
corvée labor, serfs fled.” In Spanish America, slavery involved the forced mobi-
lization of segments of the many West, Central, and East African peoples, as
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 well as of many of the Native American peoples, and their immobilization at
y

. .14
che destination. ' .
"The resistance of bound men and women, the Enlightenment debates over

human rights, and the discussions about perceived benefits of free o.r bound
labor impacted deeply on human mobility in the fr?.rne of power relatllons. I.E',u—
rope’s sedentary latifundia lords and their migraring cousins, the p'al'll:an:l)n
owners in the colonized world (later augmented by those of.US 0r1g1n)., e-
manded a supply of workers as cheap and as tractable as possﬂ.ale. If Afrlcan.s
could no longer be enslaved, could Europe’s underclasses be mduc‘:ed to r'm—
orate to subtropical or tropical climates? Could laborers froTn colomz.cd Asian
:,ociel:ies be recruited, under pressure if necessary? Investors in plancauo:.as con-
sidered recruitment by incentive, whether bonuses or high wages, expensive and
chus detrimental to profits. They lobbied for state mobilization of Worketrs under
indenture or from Europe with assisted passage to shift cost from chc. private SCZ
tor to taxpayers. Class interests and struggles, raciahzatior%s'anil lresmtance,d an.
reformatting of patterns of thought on “che human condition” impacted deci-

. . 15
sions to migrare.

Forced Migration in the Black Atlantic

After two centuries of transatlantic slave migrations, mulattoes and Nclzgrocs .m
French Saine-Domingue / Haiti cast off their yoke once, in the interacr'nve Whlltﬁ
and black Atlantics, concepts of government by social contract were d1sc?ssed in
pre-revolutionary France, and concepts of self-determined lives were dlSCllSSt;d
by enslaved Africans. Ideas, carried by travelers and migrants from France, brought
class distinctions between grands blancs, petits blancs, and gens de coulenr o a
crisis. Together the three groups accounted for less t%‘m.n 10 percent of t-hc p;)pu-
lation. Segments of the other 9o percent, the approximately halfa mll‘hon slaves
of African birth or origin, held distinct views. Slaves who as servants lw-ed at the
interface between white and black spheres were conversant with both dlsc.ourses
and could negotiate berween them. Men and women recently forcc-mxgrfaced
from Africa knew of lifeways other than those imposed by the slave regime.
Whites, resident or migrant, opposed the extension of human rights ro the‘ colo-
nies; mulattoes demanded it, with the support of the French Amis des Noirs—a
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g.roup that Paul Gilroy overlooked in his book Black Atlantic. Slaves began s £
¥1beration in August 1791; France’s National Assembly [iberated chattel slaies i
in ¥793. When Napoleon, under the influence of the French-Caribbean miGnd¥
an‘cestry transatlantically mobile planter class, reinstituted slavery, the foxe .
migrated and self-freed Africans defeated the force-migrated forty th,ousand il
diers of the invading French army. After Haiti’s independence, many of the ; .
f:a\rnilies left the plantations to pursue subsistence agriculture and self—}c,h:r:t:rrninr i{z
lives. The resulting collapse of the sugar-plantation-based €Conomy gave a co N
petitive advantage to British-controlled Jamaica, where slave imports incr m-'}
and slave fabor continued to the 183051 e
Planters, fearful of losing their purchased labor force, and thus their invést
ments, almost frantically tried to recruit labor wherever possible: poor Euro :
?ms, Asjans who could be indentured, free or semibound Africans, Economica.lljlc':—'i
it \j;ras the price of labor that counted, not the color of skin. In the early 1800s, tri Yi
shipments of indentured Chinese laborers from Portuguese Macao were se’nt ta |
?ritish Trinidad and to Portuguese Brazil. More than halfa century later, plantcro.-
Tn I-anai‘i would also experiment, asking for shipments, alphabetically, c;f “fcrtils'
izer” and “Filipinos,” and having poor Portuguese and poor Japanese, mi .
work alongside each other. M
Although the slave trade was banned from 1807~1808 in Europe and th .
United States, and although enforcement of this ban by the British Naﬁ began i e
1815, Brazil accepted che policy only in the mid-1850s and the trade’s deyfaci) cnz
fai'ne as lace as the 1870s. In these decades some 1.9 million men and women—
pieces” in the Spanish expression—were force-migrated. It needs to be recalled
that, up to the 18205, more Africans than Europeans came to the Americas, and
one-half to two-thirds of the Europeans came under indentures rather th;ni:m
free persons. Black and white, men and women, carried rtheir cultural and spiri- |
tual practices with them. Often of Animist or Islamic faith, they conr:inuoi Iy
acflded African elements to the Afro-Euro-American Creole culeures. In misd)-(
nineteenth-century Rio de Janeiro, some eighty thousand slaves accol;nted for
almf)st 40 percent of the population, and two-thirds of these had been born in
Africa. In the United States, on the other hand, where slave imporrs did end

and bo — . .
p. pulation increase came by procreation, African-Americans were the most
creolized in culture.
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'The British imperial government abolished slavery in 1834 but—to satisfy
Plantcrs’ demands—rtacked on a four-year “apprcnticcship”; in the French colonies
abolicion came in 1846. Latecomers as regards to ending slavery were the Dutch
colonies (1873), the remnants of the Spanish colonies {Cuba in 1880 with a six-year
“apprenticeship” added on), and the two largest independent slaveholding states,
che United States and Brazil. Their slavery regimes lasted to 1863-1865 and 1888,
respectively—some 85 to 110 years after the Declaration of Human Rights in
France and later than the tsarist empire’s abolition of serfdom in 1861. As early
as 1776, the classic exposition of new middle-class—not capitalist—economic
doctrines, Adam Smith’s The Wealth of Nations, had called slavery an eco-
nomic anachronism not competitive with free labor. Afro- and Euro-Creoles
anderstood the plantation regime’s economy of theft of the rewards of labor.
US slaves called flight “stealing oneself” and French planters described a slave’s
purchase of his or her own freedom as “vendre un négre 3 lui-méme.”

In the Caribbean, where marginal agricutrural land was accessible by short-
distance migration, many of the freed Afro-Caribbean families refused wage la-
bor. To replace slaves, planters in the British Empire hired African-origin men
and women migrating within the Americas or freed from slave ships, European
“free” labor migrants who left home societies that did not provide sustenance, and
Asian contract labor migrants bound for time. As regards African-origin work-
ers, Euro-Caribbean and mulatto planters first atremptred to continue bondage in
the form of apprenticeship or indenture. Next they ¢ried local—i.e., Caribbean—
free labor, which, in terms of cost of migration, was cheapest. In Caribbean inter-
island migrations, hundreds of thousands moved according to wage levels, worle-
ing conditions, and legal status. In a third strategy, planters indentured Africans
freed from slave ships whom imperial authorities wanted to earn their keep.
About forty thousand were debarked in the Caribbean and British Guiana before
the mid-1860s. Many fled and joined free Afro-Caribbean communities. Planters
also actempted to recruit free US Afro-Creoles, and some did migrate to the less-
racist island societies. Planters recruited free Kru from West Africa, especially Si-
erra Leone, but once the first migrants recurned home and reported on working
condicions, no further enlistments could be obrained.”
Planters’ experiments with whirte labor began in the mid-1830s and—like
Asian indenture—assumed larger proportions in the 1840s: Irish and English,
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French, Germans, Maltese, and Portuguese~—~many of them “black” Cép_
Verdeans. Some workers abandoned plantation labor as soon as possible an
turned to small trading, often in competition and conflict with local Afrg
Caribbeans. From Asia, some 270,000 Chinese reached Cuba, Peru, and othe
Latin American economies, and about half a million South Asians came to th
Caribbean colonies and the Guyanas. Yucatan Amerindian prisoners and the

wives, as well as peons sold by Mexican Euro-Creole hacendados, were carrie it

Cuba before 1860. Polyglot interracial societies emerged, homogenized on edc
island, and divided into states that developed a regional sense of identity. Acros

color lines class solidarities were forged. The Caribbean segment of the black an
white Atlantics became many-colored.!®

The slave-labor regime immobilized workers ar their destination for as long

as their owners could use them profitably. However, as in European serfdom, in
voluncary mobility also continued. When the US cotton cconomy moved from
the Atlantic seaboard ro the Mississippi’s riparian states, the free planter mi

grants forced their bound labor to follow. Slaves considered refractory were sold.

“down” the Mississippi River to regions where discipline was harsher and exploi
tation more brutal. In the Caribbean, the shift of the center of sugar productio
from Haiti to Jamaica to Cuba involved forced and voluntary mobility. In Bra

zil, the removal of plantation economies from the northeast to the southeast and

the expansion of mining ever farther inland involved mobility of slave and fre
blacks. “Fugitives”—refugees from forced labor, manumitted slaves, and those’
who had purchased their freedom—were able to move according o their goals in'’
the frames of economic and racialized constraints and options. With the end :
of slavery in the Atlantic world at the advance of industrialization, African-
Americans’ mobility, except in the Unired States, did increase~—provided there °
were known options for earning a living elsewhere and provided racism did not
prevent self-determined lives. In Brazil, African-origin men and women could .
and did move, as others did in the Caribbean inter-island migrations. In the -
Unired Srates, out-migration from the South was delayed until after 1900 and
the “Great Migration” began only during World War 1.
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Asian Migrations and the Regime of Indenture
economics, and migration, the eastern part of the triconti-
cee that it makes no analytical sense to aggregate all data and discussions into

eneric Asia or to construct generic “Asians” as migrants. We will dc.al ;vith
fmh Asia (British India and Ceylon/5ri Lanka), with Southeast Asia from

Burma to Sumatra and beyond, with China, and with Japan. Although for 2
u . .
Jong time the Atlantic and Pacific Qceans were separating expanscs, the Indian
long

i SC-
n and the Strait of Malacca connected the many littorals to the seas ea

: : 20
the Japanese isles.

The intrusion of tiny numbers of Europeans into the vibrant, r.nu1t1d1‘rcc—
rional, and intensely traveled routes of the Indian Ocean trade cmpoza and 111::::
the Southeast and East Asian seas changed labor dema-.nds——on. a m'o e.St sc;md
first, in larger proportions once plantation ccolno.rmes were 1n:°.t1tu'nonad1 ceci
and massively under nineteenth-century imperialism. Steamships, 1.ntr,o u <
since the 1830s, and the Suez Canal, opened in 1869, changed the region’s acc
sibility from the world economy’s core. In the 1850§, when Wc;tern Fs:;zp;a;rill
capitals established £6dZ in Russian Poland asa ?cxmle ccr%tcr, :ill 1;)5: cott nnit
opened in Mumbai (Bombay)—in both cases s;za%blc regional la o;: mig o
neeworks developed. Distant politics and warfare }rr’lpacted on loca falclor:lr; N
globally: During the American Civil War, Britain’s Manchester mi ‘s b
cuted Indian for American cotton imports. Thus, for five years laborers 1;1- nd 1I
plantations were in great demand, then after the end of war none were hire .dz
terms of family economies, a boom in one segment of the g?obal ccor;omy an :
relared bust in another, often distant, segment translates into employment o

. - . and
underemployment, overwork or undernourishment, and, often, migrarion

dislocation.

African Slavery in the Indian Ocean World

I E' ] A ol . . . ] ] i ] I ]. ] .
4 p I
g0 migy t EO] (:(]. tne EJ() i() CES. B() ]ld an fICE Ea tlLfrlCa]lIIlen alld
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women came or were brought to the Indies, the Malaya Peninsula, and the Soy;
east Asian islands as sailors or as servants for ruling, merchant, or noble famil;c
In the worlds of the Eastern Mediterranean and the Indian Ocean, slaves ca;l
from a wide variety of regions and culeural origins: Africans, Turks, Circassian
In extended merchant families, slaves became a kind of nonrelated kin varyin
in position from menial service in households, laborers on business premises
educated and highly placed clerks. In contraceual labor arrangements, slé,.ve
kept part of their incomes, and if successful could in turn own slaves, bccoﬁq
substantial property owners, and purchase their freedom. Slave and free wome
might intermingle in the same houschold or court as wives and concubin
Children of a free father—including those by a master of a domestic slave fro
cxploitative sexual relations—assumed his status and were of equal standin
with the children of free wives. By giving birth, their slave mothers improve
cheir status and could no longer be sold or alienared by the master-husband. De
pendency relationships that placed restrictions on sale and bondage were part o
everyday social life rather than a marker of segregation. The impossibility of re
turn as well as the comparatively benign nature of the system of slavery in chi
region, enjoined by the Koran, legitimized the system to a degrec that flighe and
revolt were rare. Cultures merged and slave mothers or nannies mighe tell ch
dren bedside stories about free lives in their culture of origin, their {forced) mi

gration trajectory, and the culture of residence. Hierarchical mixed societie
rather than regimes of segregation emerged ™

Migrations in South Asia

The many societies on the South Asian subcontinent and in Ceylon have been
described as sedentary by British imperial scholars, Kingsley Davis in particular,
This culturally insensitive view overlooks the fact that Hindu views of kinship -
consider people in a village community as related and thus prohibited from mar-
rying each other. Brides had to translocate in shoredistance migration to a neigh-
boring community. Courts and wealthy households atcracted teachers, artists,
and artisans in long-distance moves. To mitigare land shortages, people of the

plains migrated into hilly regions, thereby displacing men and women from the
“hill tribes.” The many-cultured port cities were nodes of interurban circulation.

| 450 ]

MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

The London-based East India Company, a multinational or global player in

 modern terms, and the British Empire as the period’s “superpower” restructured

many of South Asia’s societies, and the global cotton economy restrucrured local
Producing families’ lives. Imperial regulations of the 1790s affected Bengal, Bihar,
and Orissa in the north, regulations of the 18108 affected societies the south and,
after its annexation in the later 1840s, the Punjab. These regulations and subse-
quent legislation introduced new land revenue systems, which grafted the role of
English landlords onto Indian societies, made men from local elites tax collectors,
and permitted alienation of village lands. As a result, a new class of landlords as
well as middlemen, moneylenders, and rax farmers (zamindars) emerged, depen-
dent on and allied with the temporarily resident colonial administrator-overlord
migrants. Within a few decades these measures destroyed the traditional village
community, with its precarious balance between population, agriculture, and
handicrafis. A report to the British Parliament admitted thar massive discress
forced families to migrate or become vagrants.

In Punjab, a region of stable population and balanced economy, che British
administrators expanded the irrigacion system, made land a transferable asset,
and required taxes to be paid in cash. The extension of cultivation and land sales
drew or forced villagers into a money and market economy. Peasant famnilies who
perceived opportunities needed loans for investments, and good crops encour-
aged, just as poor harvests necessitated, borrowing, Rural indebtedness grew fast.
Then the new railways brought cheap factory goods, displacing the rural peasant-
artisan families, Qut-migrarion became a necessity. Punjabi men became British
“colonial auxiliaries”—clerks, policemen, soldiers—and labor migrants. Sikh
men might be stationed locally or sent to Hong Kong, Singapore, and Malaya.
They thus came to know other parts of India and of the empire—white Australia
and Canada, for example—and initiared self-sustaining migrations. The railroads
carried off men for wage work as far as the port of Calcurta (Kolkata), from where
they could leave for Malaya or even North America. Women had no similar
options.

Indian cloths, family-produced, enchanted European consumers by their
colors and moderate price. In India’s southeast such families owned land and
thus derived income from two sources. This traditional risk diversification per-
mitted fexible income substitution in unpredictable markets. When European
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i : a third one
avolved the “western ocean” connecting to Japan and Korea; a

purchasers increased demand, the weavers” decision to increase recurns impli Japan snd Ko d one
. emerged in the “eastern ocean” in response to invitations by Slamese rule

longer daily working hours and increased family labor. It alienated che familfes
from their Jand. Food purchases and wages paid to hired labor necessitated lafg
cash flows. The arrisan-farmer families entered debrt relationships. At the sa
time, in Britain the mechanization of spinning and weaving began to pérm
production at a cost below that of family labor in India. Capitalist and éf:;._;e
forces combined: policies levied prohibitive taxes on export of India’s artisan;ﬁ
products but permitted free entry of British goods. Until 1800 London’s Spir"a
fields weavers had suffered from Indian imports; by 1850 Indian village produ
tion had been destroyed. Single women, appropriately called “spinsters,” cou
no longer gain subsistence; whole families starved to death. This dcindustriahé
tion of village handicrafts and che parallel refeudalizarion of land ownership and
tax farming pauperized whole regions’ populations, which, as “agriculeural prc
lerariats,” were forced to migrate to wherever subsistence was available. Just :'
this time the empire-wide plantocracy needed semibound fabor.?

ssume positions as foreign traders under royal monopol_y. Irlx S.iam’s capiral,
Chinese from the east and Muslims from the west lived in d1stm'ct quarte:rs;
 others—Portuguese, Javanese, Malays, Makassarese, and chu—hvc‘d outside
. of the walls, each group administered by a speaker of its own choosing. Sl%Ch
communal living and self-administration was the practice in most of the Indian
Ocean’s port cities.

The community in Manila, Philippines, formed che sccond-largc?t overseas
community after the Siam-Chinesc. Like that of the Spanish, t.hc Chll:lCSC co?n—
munity was almost exclusively male. Informal unions or marriages with natl.ve
women initiated a process of ethnogenesis: a mestizo population emerged. The dia-
sporic Chinese became cultural mediators and economic mlddlen?c‘n for tl.lc Eurol-
pean in-migrants who lacked languages, cultural skills, and cal?ab%hty for intercul-
rural exchange. In the mixed society of Luzon, Hispanicized indio cultur.c, to use
the Spanish term for local people, ranked lowest, and Chinese a‘nd f_SpamsEh com-
peted for status, because both considered themselves as originating in  high cu.l—
ture. Over time, the Chinese-Philippine mestizo population assumed economic
leadership, provided natives with credi, and—seizing land in case of defaults;l—-
expanded their urban-based economy to 1andholdcr- s.tatl?s. By 18.50, w.hcnbt e
Spanish once again restricted Chinese migrants’ activities, it was th:i native-born
mestizo elite, rather than the marginal Enropean elite, who profired.

Given the high quality of Chinese goods and the vast array of goods produced,
British and other foreign merchants had litcle to sell for whatever they wanted to
buy. Opium sales would rectify their balance of tradc-w-_-and opium could be
mass-produced in India. When a regional Chinese administrator sc1zcd' the car-
gos and burned them in 1839, the British Empire went to war. The resulting rein-
troduction of opium into the trade would also impoverish large number.s of
Chinese, who were then sold, or had to sell themselves or their children or wives,
into indentured labor. Paralle] to peasant pauperization in India, che policy cre-
ated the Chinese segment of a labor reservoir for work across the coloni'zc.:d world.
To the migrants’ image of being heachens”—that is, of a different rehgion——'che
image of “opium dens” was added. As indemnity for the cos‘t of t:hc aggression,
the British Empire extracted from imperial China territorial rights to Hong

Southeast Asia, China, and the Chinese Diaspora

In the spice-producing and resource-rich Malaya and Southeast Asian island
the European state-supported armed colonizer merchants, investors, and powe
wielding administrators had long relied on forced local labor. Because “locals
could use their resources—knowledge of the terrain and supportive nerworks-
to refuse waged labor and to resist force, bound labor was imported and immo
bilized at the point of arrival. The Spanish colonizers of the Philippines had
carried enslaved laborers across the Pacific as far as New Spain in the America
The Dutch intruders’ regional system of forced labor became globalized unde
the British Empire’s expansion. Existing local migration systems were intensifie
and new ones created.

In the societies farther north, China’s and Japan’s imperial courts had pro
hibited emigration since the fifteenth century. In the case of China, mobile me:
chants, artisans, and laborers in particular from the southern provinces of Fujiaj
and Guangdong had traditionally resided temporarily in outposts along the sea
lanes. Over time the “overseas Chinese”—a modern term—became a settled dia
sporic nerwork extending to Manila, Bantam, and Malacca. A second networ
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Kong. Rural-to-urban and interurban migrants increased the city’s population Migration in and out of Japan
from four thousand in 1842 to about two hundred thousand by 1900-—colomzcr

entrepdts were poles of attraction.”

Japan’s government, after closing the sociery to foreigners in the 1640s, had al-
:ways kept Deshima (an island in the port of Nagasaki) open to Dutch traders to
“acquire knowledge and products deemed useful. A squadron of US gunboats
“forced admission of American and European merchants in 1854. Ln contrast to

_China’s entrenched bureaucrats, Japan’s new Meiji era administration (1868—

Within China, where many-directional migrations were of long tradn:xon
several factors increased mobility in the mid-nineteenth century. As in Europ
population growth was fast, from 300 million in 1790 to 420 million in. 185
While the price of rice, the main food staple, increased tenfold, inflation ¢
duced incomes; the government’s devaluation of copper, the circulating mediu
in regard o silver as the taxpaying medium furcher undercuc peasant familic
precarious living conditions. From about 1860 on, a policy of increasing produ
tion in industries created jobs but was hampered by inefficiencies of bureaucrar
control. Widespread social discontent, political unrest, and ethnic antagonié_m
some of them fused with issues of religion, caused large-scale dislocations. Upri
ings throughou the 1840s, the Taiping and Muslim rebellions and their repfé

sion 1851-1864 and 18551873, and warlordism sent people fleeing to search f
subsistence elsewhere.”

1912) embarked on a program of “rescoration” of the nation to economic and
rilitary power. To finance this urban modernization, the regime taxed and up-
rooted agrarian populations. Increasingly powerful, Japan succeeded by the
890s in abrogating the unequal treaties, granting extraterritorial rights to West-
crn merchants. The government hired influential “guest workers” from the West:
advisory British military officers replaced the samurai warrior class witf? a sol-
: diery of commoners; US engineers and missionaries, by providing technical as-
sistance, opened entryways for industry; German- and Harvard-trained men
helped develop a strategy of imperialist expansion undergirded by a doctrine of
Chinese overseas migrants traditionally came from the coastal provinces of
Guangdong and Fujian (including from Chaozhou and Amoy and surroun:
ings, and Hokkien-speakers), as well as from the island of Hainan and fros
among the internally migrant Hakka. The provinces’ population density reached
one person per quarter acre. The British Empire vapped this reservoir when; in
1860, it imposed the principle of “free emigration” on the Chinese state. Middl
men sent indentured and free migrants far beyond the limits of the tradition
diaspora. In reaction, in 1868 the Chinese government ended its policy of disr
gard for emigrants, regulated the “coolie” trade, opened consulates, and sought
ties to Chinese overseas merchants whose social capital as middlemen it ha
shunned while all Western powers had benefited from it. Diaspora Chinese sent
remittances to their “emigrant communities” of origin, in many of which onl
women, children, and the elderly remained. Sequential migration led Chinesé,
like all migrants, to clusters of kin and friends at particular locations in the three

Japanese genetic superiority and a xenophobic chauvinism. D1slocated peasant

~men and women in turn migrated to Hawai'i and the Americas.””

The Institutionalization of Indentured Servitude

* When colonizer governments abolished the African slave migration system be-
. tween 1807 and the 1870s, planters from Java via Réunion to Trinidad and Cuba,
. mine owners in Malaya and South Africa, guano pit entreprencurs in Peru, and
" others demanded from these governments new manageable workers with low
reproduction costs. Attempts to recruit Europeans foundered because these
- shunned semibondage and selected destinations in temperate zones with free
._ wage labor and democratic-capitalist institutions.

Succumbing to planters’ interests, the British and newly imperial®® French
- colonizer states imposed a regime of indentured labor, a “second slavery,” on men
~ and women in their Asian terricories. Beginning informally in the 1820s, British
 imperial legislation buttressed the system in 1834, the year of abolition of slavery.
Indigenous forms began earlier and lasted longer in the Chinese realm. The

French recruited workers in Indochina, and slavers kidnapped men and women

main destinations: Southeast Asia as the casiest migration roure; Latin Americ
particularly Cuba and Peru; and the United States and Canada as the mos
costly destinations.*®
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from Pacific islands, Fiji in particular. The term coolie, which symbolized cheg
and despised laborers among Western white capitalists and working-class org
nizations alike, meant “bitter strength” in Chinese and “wage for menial work
in Tamil. Recruits came from impoverished rural families and urban underclas
In transoceanic migrations, free or “passenger” migrancs moved along the citeuiy
of the indentured workers and established supply nerworks for food and Clo_l_:.l_
ing Larger numbers moved internally to regions of mining and factory wor
with the help, or under the tutelage, of labor recruiters. '
Recruitment involved deception and force: idealized descriptions of working
conditions, deliberate tricking into debt bondage, agent-induced gambling i
China, self-pawning, or clan fighting. To be “shanghaied,” a term used by sailor
when enlisted against their will, derives from this practice of kidnapping, In souch
ern China, middlemen or “snakes” controlled recruiement; in India, the coloniz

ing British mobilized migrants and, only after much abuse, appointed “protectors

of emigrants.” In Meiji Japan the government attempred to recruit suitable worker
and prevent exploiration by distant employers,
Travel to destinations across the Asian seas took a few days or weeks, wherea

the Calcutra-to-Caribbean trip lasted about six monchs. Before the 1850s, America
bound Chinese on British and Spanish vessels suffered mortality rates of up: ti
12 percent. The introduction of steamships in about 1865 lowered mortality, an
the reduction of fares and travel time resulted in vastly larger numbers of migrants
During the sea voyage from India, involuntary rites of passage replaced villag
and family social ties with labor agents’ control. This partial deculruration, i
the eyes of Europeans, turned people of many specific regional cultures into
generic bound workers. While caste, class, and custom lost some validity, fait
remained a marker—Hindu, Muslim, Sikh, Jain, Christian. And the multilin
gual composition—Urdu, Hindi, Bengali, Tamil, Telugu, Punjabi, Gujarati, an
others—necessitated the development of a South Asian creole, usage of a no
South Asian lingua franca, or assimilation into the largest language group at
particular destination. Similarly, Chinese laborers spoke mutually uninrelligibl
dialects and had to develop a language of cross-cultural communication.
Of the 2.5 million Chinese who left for Asian destinations in the nineteenth
century, no more than one-cighth were indentured laborers in the fiteral sense. A
second group, under the “credit-ticket system,” owed travel cost to kin, previou
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migrants, or merchants. Free migrants relied on diasporic f.lﬁtW"OI'kS 'for selection
of destinations—within the limitations imposed by economic consu:a.mtsf: Burmz:.:i
Malaya, the Dutch East Indies, Siam, French Indochina, the Ph:l-xppme.s, an

che Pacific islands. Less than a million Chinese, most of whom paid their own

i i i i ican economies, and North
way, left the Asian orbit for Australia, Latin Americ ,

. a9
America. -
i i i were
The mass of India’s transoceanic nngrants——only 10 percent of whom

indentured—came from a norchern belt extending from Bengal through Bihar
to Uttar Pradesh and from a southeastern coastal belt from QOrissa to M.ac‘iras
(Chennai). To the mid-1850s, recruiters targeted mainly non-Hmdu‘ abor.lgllnal
people, the poor of the ports, and the lowest castes. Man}t were ‘fa‘mme v1ct1n'15
with no prospects of reinsertion into labor markets or social posmorfs. RCC%‘uH’.—
ment followed patterns of ethnoculture and skills. In Burma, Bcngahs provided
clerical workers; sweepers came from Nellore; middle-class Tamils Wo'rkcd as
clerks; Telugus from the Coromandel coast provided the labor for mills and
other factories. The first of four outbound routes, to Burma, Malaya, and Cey-
fon, involved an estimated six million, most of whom rerurned. On the s‘e‘cond
route, small numbers of merchants, often with families, migrated to tradicional
centers of rrade in East Africa and to new contract worker settlements. On the
third route, the British brought Indians as “imperial auxiliaries” to Malaya as
administrators, to Hong Kong as policemen, and to other possessions. Finali}-r,
on the fourth route, about 1.5 million contract workers were transported to desti-
nations outside of Asia: one-third each ro Mauritius and the Caribbean, one-tenth
to Nacal, the others to East Africa, the Indian Ocean, or the Pacific islands. After
1870, long-distance moves increased. | .

Most contract migrants were healthy young men, exploitable in the prime o'f
their strengrh. Migration of women depended on restrictions in societies o.f ori-
gin as well as at the destination. The ratio of women was lowest among Chinese;
among migrants destined for Latin America, a mere 1 percent were women. To
counter the low rate among Indian migrants, the British government set a quota
of 25 percent women among outbound workers. The actual percentage g‘rcx?r o
just over 30 percent in the eatly 1890s. All societies of departure placcc.i l‘t‘.SE[l‘CElOnS
on women’s migration. Among employers in the receiving economies, acticudes

to women depended on labor force requirements and gendered role ascriptions.
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Where men were encouraged to stay, as in Trinidad, women were viewed 3 loyees of the British East India Company engaged ina global competition with

stabilizing factor. The Australian government, expecting male workers to Je: oth Spanish transpacific shipping and its rival megacorporation, the Hudson’s
at the end of their contract, excluded women and children from entry to pre '5-:1), Company, whose migrant traders came across the Atlantic. The first trans-
permanent serclement, The slow pace of community formation among j cif:n acific arrivals remained few, but from the mid-1840s the second phase of the
tured laborers was relared to the fow rate of women. Transoceanic farmly:ll_ 4
impacred on gender roles and the raising and educartion of children,

Migrarion under indenture as well as of credit-ticket and free passenger
grants to the Pacific coast of the Americas began in the mid-1840s. Free Chm_
came with the California and Fraser River gold rushes. Though free Chiﬁ§3 la

borers were in great demand for railroad construction to the 1870s or 13805; 4h

acific migration system—after the sixteench- and seventeenth-century connec-
son from Spanish Manila to New Spain—brought Chinese and, later, Japanese
<tclers and workers. Their castbound mobility and their labor helped build the
['.anscontincntal railroads that would facilirate European-origin westbound mi-
“ations in the 1870s and 1880s.”"

The Atlantic world’s age of revolution impacted deeply on migrations in
Asian racism in North America led to unsuccessful actempts to restrict the h rope. Changes in societies and, more so, two decades of warfare interrupted
ing of Chinese workers. The period from the 1870s to the 19205, fro
introduction of steamship transport to the stepwise end of the Indian vari
the regime of indentured servitude, would form the apogee of this labor mig
tion regime.”

oal-directed migrations within Europe and to the Americas. The contrast be-
;veen the new republican United States and the reimposed dynastic rule in
Europe created a dual discourse of hope: Individuals and families began to con-
ider improving their personal life chances by transatlantic migration; and col-
ectively, reformers and, later, reform parties struggled for better conditions and
. . calied upon people to stay. Finally, a new emphasis on ethnic-national cultures,
Transatlantic Connections ; democratizing move challenging the nobilities” trans-European culture, be-
Migrations to the Americas, usually viewed as transatlantic, also involved trar 0 to make “che people,” often constructed as families tilling the soil, the referent
pacific crossings. Within Europe internal migrations preceded and accompani
the emigration, and within the Americas intracontinental moves coneribute
settlement patterns—-for example, norchbound in New Spain to the regions tha
were to become the US Southwest. Colonization from California to the Berin
Strait had been underraken, in terms of empires, by Creoles and Spanish fro
New Spain, by British coming via the Pacific from East Asia, and by Ruissia
from Siberia. The northern Pacific coast was Amerindian in culture and so wer
California and the Greater Southwest before the latter became Hispanic (Spanis
Indian mestizo) and before the first English- or French-speaking migranc;
rived. Immigrants from New Spain reached New Mexico decades earlier tha
ligious migrants settled in what they called New England.
On the West Coast of North America, Russian and Siberian fur traders; e
trepreneurs, and fishermen, accompanied by Aleut hunters, came as far sout
San Francisco Bay. Thousands of Chinese settled in Hawai'i, a few dozen sailc

and skilled workers reached Vancouver Island in the 1790s. The latter wen

for statewide national cultures. The “nationalization” of the largest and most

swerful ethnocultural group in a particular region often forced smaller groups
of different cultures living in the same territory to consider emigratjon. The Eu-
ropean war commenced in 1792 with the revolutionary attempt to export
France’s republican model into neighboring dynasties’ realms and the counter-
volutionary old order’s aggression to contain the French Revolution; it con-
tinued with Napoleon’s imperialist expansion as far as Egypt and Moscow, his
pl:antocracy-induccd atrempt to recaprure Haiti, and the intra-European wars
of “liberation” from French-Napoleonic rule. Large numbers of men and women
were displaced; more than halfa million soldiers were marched into Russia; de-
feared units, disabled men, and stragglers were left behind. Soldiers, depopulat-
g fertile countrysides, might return as settlers with their families after the war.
hen in 1815 a backward-looking dynastic order was reestablished, defeated
revolutionaries and reformers turned to the United States. Arrivals would sky-
ocket in the 1870s and 1880s.
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Before independence of thirteen of the British colonies, European 1m ¢
tion to colonial North America peaked with some 15,000 arriving annually i
fifteen years before 1775: Protestant Irish, Scots, English, and German-spcak.
were the main groups. About three-fifehs of these, under indentures, had to &
off the cost of the ocean passage by three to seven years of bound labor. Hoiy:
the largest group of newcomers were 85,000 enslaved Africans. Given the "

rial structures of rule and shipping connections as well as language affinicy;

nerica, some deserters and many of those taken as prisoners of war decidfj-d to
yand scecle. Like voluntary migranes they took advantage of the local opt.1ons.
ith those who returned to Hessia came about two hundred African-Americans
‘o had enlisted in che Hessian regiments.*

In the new United States and in the reestablished multiple German ’scates,
farming families could not setcle all of their children on the parf:nts lz.md.
Wherever a family on a subsistence farm raised more than two children into
.ull:hood, the “surplus” had to migrate. From the sonthwestern German sta.tes
Péoplc had migrated castward down the Danube to the fertile souti-l Russian
'é[ams from which previous Ottoman-ruled peoples had been sent flecing. From
he 1820s, they changed destination: via the Rhine River and Dutch ports to
- orth America. There, a perceived shortage of land east of the Allegheny Moun-
Spain, or Brazil. Portugal’s global reach influenced its migrants’ destinations +2ins had led o demands that the British government open the Ohio Valley, pro-
1800, 1.8 million Buropean-born and Creole-bon Porcuguese lived in Brazi ccted by the Proclamation of 1763 as native people’s (Indian) territory. Speculators
compared to 400,000 on the Atlantic islands, 80,000 to 100,000 in Equatori nd setclers moved into the region, annexed to the United States without the
Africa, and 120,000 or fewer in Asia. To the 1870s, the Atlantic migration syste m
remained a dual one, from Western and Northern Europe to North America ane
from Iberian and Mediterranean Europe to South America, with some interac
tion in the Caribbean. :

grants from the Western and Northern European cultures moved to the northe
regions from the St. Lawrence Valley ro the Carolinas. Few French-speakers
grated because, the society’s Catholicity notwithstanding, couples tradition
limited their fertility to ewo children and thus no surplus rural populatio

nsenc of the native people living there. Americans’ and Europeans’ settlement
igrations generated refugee migrations of agricultural and hunting families
nd whole societies of Native Americans, who, from the late 1860s to the 1890s,
ere cither killed or confined to reservations.

At its founding the United States had a population of 3.9 million, consist-
ing of English (49 percent), enslaved and a small number of free Afrlczfn people

20 percent), Germans and Scots (7 percent each), Scots-Irish and Irish, Wal-
..ioons and Dutch, French, Swedish and other Scandinavians, and Spanish.
--.Mcn and women from Minorca, Livorno, and Greece settled in Florida. Reli-
.- gious refugees included Pietists, Moravians, Huguenots, Mennonites, and Old
- Order Amish. The society, later constructed as a homogencous “Anglo Amer-
".ica,” had heterogeneous origins and was multiculrural from the start. From

From the Atlantic world’s two major revolutionary societies, the Unit
States and France, supporters of the old order departed by their own choice
had to flee. Nobles and segments of the clergy spread to courts and monasterie
in neighboring dynastic states. From the new United States, supporters of th
Crown (loyalists) left for British North America (Canada) or moved to Britair
and other parts of the empire. The French Revolution, which, from a guilloti:f;c.
centered view, was far more violent than the American, displaced only the smal
nobility and clergy. The split in American society divided the urban and ru

middle classes and sent hundreds of thousands flecing. 1790 o 1820, just under a quarter million migrants arrived: from 1820 to 1840,

“three-quarters of a million; in 1841-1850, 1.7 million; and in the last dec‘ad.e
before the American Civil War, 2.6 million. Because US government statisti-
' cians counted only arrivals, these gross figures need to be adjusted for return
migration to Europe. Actual return was low in times of sailing vessels, but after

Interregional migrations made colonial and revolutionary North America;
mobile society: circuits to sell redemptioners (indentured servants who wdu_la
redeem their [iberty), migration from New England to Nova Scotia or westward
to the Ohio Valley, sale and forced migration of slaves, deportation and rerurn qf .
Acadians, the mass flight or emigration of loyalists. Of the German-language

. steamships came into use in the 1870s, rates of return increased to one-third of
soldiers (Hessians), traded by their sovereigns to the British for service in North

. the arrivals.®




DIRK HOERDER

In biculeural English- and French-language British North America (Candd;
after 1867), migration followed similar patterns. Its prairie West, inaccess;
across the Canadian Shield, was settled from the 1870s. The third North Any
can country, Spanish-language Mexico (independent since 1821), attracte
migrants: given the large haciendas, no “free” land was available for pcasaﬁ:__écﬁ
tlers; the laws of the 1850s deprived the sizable native population of much of thei
land and created a mobile reservoir of wage laborers. An insurgency by those lo:
to Spanish rule in the late 18205 and a European French-led invasion in the 184
resulted in strong antiforeigner sentiments. The whole of the North American
migration region achieved its final territorial and political-social shape in i_SG_?
British North America became the Dominion of Canada. The Unired State
after annexation of almost half of Mexico in 1848 and 1853—purchased Alﬁ;s‘
and began its post—Civil War Reconstruction. Mexico defeated the European
invaders and began a period of reform under President Juarez in the 1870s*

In postrevolutionary Europe, a changing and expanding economic order de-
manded flexible labor. As a result, states began to emancipate their agrarian se;
families from bondage between 1762 (Savoy) and 1861 (Russia). The former se f5
with few or no means, had to compensate their former lords for the loss of cory :
labor and fees. Like Mexican native peoples deprived of their land, and like freed
US slaves without compensation for the labor of generations, reduced landhold-
ings and cash payments forced emancipated—and emaciated—peasants and ¢
children to migrate within Europe or, if they could afford it, to the four frontier
societies of the Americas: Canada, the United States, Brazil, or Argentina. The
portrayal of their settlement as one broad and continuous westward movement
across North America or into South America’s interior glosses over the mult
directional nineteenth-century internal migrations. The Euro-American creoles’
and immigrants’ advance required the construction of roads, railroads, and, in
the northern pare, canals. Such earchworks mobilized unskilled labor locally

and from afar and, after completion, facilirated travel of further migrants—from
the 1870s the transcontinental railroads were completed.

Internal migrations in North America included mobility across the US-
Canada and US-Mexico borders both into and out of the United States. In New
England, newcomers from old England introduced textile machinery. Mills, r

quiring waterpower, were locared in places with no previous sertlement and a
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British ¢ : :
families from the St. Lawrence Valley, where high numbers of children, slow in-
dustrialization, and 2 backward-looking regime of the Catholic Church hindered
he development of job opportunities. In the southern United States, the cotton
::planca :
oils along the tidewater via the piedmont of the Alleghenies to lands east of the

Mississippi. From the late 1860s, high urban demand for labor induced an east- or
porthbound migration of supernumerary farm children to Picesburgh, Chicago,

» - 35
and the many other industrial, commercial, and transportation nodes.
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racted farm families” daughters, whose brothers often migrated west to {ands
r
more fertile chan the local hills. From the 1840s on, factory owners replaced the

" migrating within the region by transatlantically mobile Irish families whom

irls ;
olonialism and famine forced ro leave and by Catholic French-Canadian

rion economy—free owners and enslaved workers—shifted from exhausted

Among the South American receiving societies, Brazil, as the largest, experi-

enced a first post-independence phase of European migration from the 18205 to
the 1860s, a period during which African slaves continued to be imported. Ger-
man, Jralian, and Polish setclers came to the coffee plantations of Rio Grande do

1l on the southern border, where investors had relocared because of soil exhaus-

| vion north of Rio de Janeiro. A second phase with vastly increased in-migration,
departures, and rransatlantic circular migrations began in the 1870s. In Argen-
- tina, too, the rakeoff of in-migration came in the last third of the nineteenth

36
© century.

To put invo perspective the hopes for a better life in the Americas and the

volume of migration, we have to remind ourselves that in the European context,
Vienna was viewed as an El Dorado, Paris as a city of freedom, the German Ruhr
 district and London as providing multiple opportunities. Regardless of continent
- and destination, migrants valued the increase in choice when wages were paid in

cash rather than in kind. The transatlantic migrations, beginning after 1815 and
accelerating from Western and Northern Europe in the 1840s, creared the

 frame and the ethnocultural neighborhoods and transaclantic family branches

that, from the 1870s on, provided the proletarian mass migrants with first an-

chor points.
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h century, the range of activities and regions of set-
o . . . From the early nineteent ,

The Russo-Siberian Migration System ment open to Jews became ever more restricted. In 1804, Jews were designared
European Russia and its Siberian and Central Asian regions were arenas of s

migration orbits: southern Russia, Siberia, and the Amur borderlands, nortl

n'urban people and ordered to leave the countryside—half a million men,
en, and children were affected. In the mid-nineteench century, further re-
ern European Russia. In a long struggle with the Ottoman Empire, tsarist
expanded the state’s territory to the Black Sea, subdued local Asian pcoplés,-
opened the region for settlement of Ukrainian peasant families, and then also

icrions followed and the “May Laws” of 1882 prohibited settlement in rural
ea5 altogether. From 1835 they were limited to a “pale of settlement™ the tradi-
_al communities in Poland, Belorussia-Lithuania, and Ukraine, as well as ar-
from 1763 on, for southwest German-language peasants and religious refuge
Mennonites in particular. A kind of homestead law provided the migrants wi
land. These West Central Europeans could keep their faith and language a
tablish their own schools. Five decades later, authorities ended the admissio
German-speakers because southeast European and Slavic migrants appeﬁrc‘d.

n the Baltic provinces and regions of southern “New Russia.” In the King-
i of Poland, where the Jewish population almost tripled from 1816 to 1865,
clusionary legislation prevented Jews from living in many of the larger cities.
’Ih.c enforced and yet restricted mobility contributed to their concentration in
nating small towns. In all of Russia, the Jewish population increased by 156
integrate better. Then potential eastbound migrants turned westward; from ent the three decades before 1867, a vast reservoir for outbound migrations.
1880s, with revocation of privileges, Russian Mennonite and other Getr he pogroms of the 1880s provided the trigger.
language families would move in secondary migrations to North America. In the early decades of industrialization, before the emancipation of serfs in

Its huge distance away and irs harsh living conditions made Siberia, in th
view of tsarist authorities, ideal for penal colonies: An estimated hundred tho

sand Polish “rebels,” fifty thousand Russian political exiles, and forty thousa

1861, common laborers and workers for the new industries needed to be recruited
frﬂm among serfs. In the norchern obrok system, serf duties had been monetized.
erfs paid their owners an annual sum from income obtained by sale of crops, cot-
criminals were sent chere before 1914. About five thousand women, some: witl
children, joined their deported husbands. To the contested border with China
the government sent troops and settlers. Peasants moved to southern Siberia o
their own because of “free” land from which native people had been displac
and because thereby—turning distance to their advantagemthcy (almost) le
the reach of rax collectors and other government officials.””

ge production, or labor migration. Some owners even helped their serfs to find
city labor. Cottage production and seasonal migration resulted in higher literacy
ates. In the south central belt with fertile soils and sufficient rain, the lords
ceded servile labor throughout the year and, under the barschina system, immo-
i)'_ilized serfs by means of high work obligations. In St. Petersburg, founded in
1703 with the help of in-migrating Dutch drainage experts and German-language

European Russia (which since the late eighteenth century included one-thir
of Poland as well as the Balric peoples) had attracted or even invited Western Eu

artisans, the temporary migrating servile labor force accounted for one-third of
the 450,000 inhabitants around 1840. Such mobile rural people lost their utility
ropean migrants for investment, technical expertise, commercial connectio nce industrial production in the 1860s and 1870s began to require training and
and artisanal skills, as well as for military service. Because the Russian nobilit
owned the enserfed peasants and looked down on commercial activities, no‘in

digenous middle and proletarian classes could develop: Migrants became ar

skills. The government first initiaced programs to train local labor with the help
of in-migrating foreign experts, and then it adjusted the structure of society in
order to reduce the need for foreigners. Toward the end of the nineteench century,
“inserted” middle class of different cultures and languages, For this very reason
Polish rulers had invited persecuted Jews from Western Europe to settle in thiei
realms centuries earlier. The Ashkenazi Jewish culture had emerged from bott
these invitations and the West European pogroms.

due to the nobility, who were jealous of the position of West European migrants
with social and human capital, and to Russian nationalism, immigrant foreigners
ost their protected status. At the same time exchanges with Western Europe,

French culture in particular, remained intense.
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ized men and women in the Indian Ocean and the Plantation ]?elt under a‘re—
‘gime of cemporary bondage imposed mainly by the British Empire. The ending
of permanent bondage of serfs in Europe between the early 1.8loos and. the 1860s,
and of slaves in the Americas by the 1880s, permitted mobilicy, but it was con-
strained by color of skin: white Europeans could move regionally fu:ross Europe,
.zransatlanticaily, or worldwide, but people of black African origin could_ move
only regionally within the Americas. Population growth in almost all regions of
the world sent people searching for “free”—thar is, less densely sf:ttiedjm—land
and, far more so, for wage work. In East Asia, the same migratory porential ‘also
resulted in mass outbound mobility. Most African peoples’ mobility remzune.d
constrained or controlled by the European colonizer states and the investor mi-

Late nineteenth-century European Russia was an industrializing society
Land shortages and cash crises were exacerbated by a near-doubling of the Pdfm
lation of 68.5 million in 1850 to 126 million in all of Russia in 1897. Families” 3.
justment of child-bearing patterns to new socioeconomic circumstances achieve
results only a generation later. Relative rural overpopulation resulted in mig
tion and proletarianization, voluntary for those who desired wage incomes; i
voluntary for those who would have preferred to remain on the land. Romafior
Russia, like the Hohenzollern rerritories east of the Elbe and the Danubian se
tions of the Habsburg monarchy, was characterized by a feudal-bourgeois rype
socioeconomic development that contrasted with the bourgeois-capitalist way
of Western Europe and North America. These vast agrarian regions in the thl}ec _
semifeudal empires became reservoirs of labor through internal migration o grants or cheir personnel
Russian industry, through seasonal migration to German and Austrian agricul:
ture and industry, and chrough emigration for other parts of Europe and Nort _
America’

Peasant emancipation did not make men and women independent. Each vil-
lage commune (7r) held land collectively, reallocated this commonwealth
among its male “souls” annually, and was collectively responsible for payment of
taxes, for redemption payments to former lords, and for sending recruits to the
army. Que-migrating men remained part of the community, needed passes for
seasonal or multiannual absence, and were expected to return for spring sowing
or harvest work. Such seasonal migrants had to be fed in the village in winter,
and they also returned during shimps in employment. Later, men who renounced:
their rights to land could leave permanently, bue with no urban social security
system in place, few chose this option. In rhe decade after emancipation (1861~
1870), some thirteen million men migrated for one year or less. In the next de-
cades migration increased continuously.” _

In terms of mobility across the globe, the completion of nerworks of railroad
lines with port cities and the introduction of steamships in the 1870s vastly in-
creased the speed and volume of travel, though in view of the population growth:
not necessarily the rates of mobility. The improved means of transport and com-
munication affected the outbound mass movements from Europe as well as re-
turn migration from the Americas—the “proletarian mass migrarion” began,
Similarly, there was a quick growth in the mass migration of bound proletarian-
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2. The Global and the Local

THE OUTLINE of migrations before the beginning of industrialization an,
transformation demonstrates that the movement of people as much as of good
was global then, and in fact even earlier. “Globalization” has a far longer histor
than the early twenty-first-century catchword suggests. To analyze movement
people, we need an understanding of the scope of regions across the globe ¢
migrants connected, and a differentiacion of categories of migration. We 'z
need to understand systematically how migrant agency developed in the contex
of the society of birth, and how migrants developed belongings and identifica
tions or—in an earlier interpretation—had national identities. Finally, we ne¢
to ask how migrants inserted themselves at their destination, if there was onI
one, or during the several layovers and at multiple points of arrival.

The approach of an older migration historiography involved a progrcss 0
history” perspective, which usually neglected allegedly backward societies.
departure, began at the port of entry, and assumed that only highly develope
societies attract migrants. Most historical writing was generated in receivin
countries, especially those of the Atlanric world, so a self-congratulatory ton
emerged. Migrations within Europe, with few exceptions, began to attract in
terest only in the 1980s. Migrations clsewhere were studied in separate historio Europcm immigranes arriving in Norch America at Ellis Island Immigration Station in New York
Harbor, ca. 1904. Ellis Island, an entry gate for immigrants from Europe since 1892, was considered
both an “island of hope” and an “island of tears.” Very few immigrants were rejected, because Euro-

pean officials had aiready refused departure to those deemed not admissible. But while waiting for
inspection, immigrants still felc fear that they might be excluded. (Library of Congress)

graphical slots. The US Ellis Island approach to migration history saw “free
Europeans arrive with cultural baggage to be deposited before entering a melt
ing pot. It subsumed other migrants under the labels coolie and slave, designa
tions that connote passivity and even inferioricy. No comparative approach or
scholarly exchange with historians of the Chinese diaspora and its migrations
or those of the Indian Ocean emerged.*’

Spaces of Mobility

In the above survey, geographic denominations, whether continents or oceans,
have been reconfigured as major socioeconomic regions with locational references
such as the Atlantic economies, the Plantation Belt, and the several distinct
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caltural regions of Asia. Physical geography, excepr as hindering or facilirating
mobility, has lictle meaning for migrants. What is important is how particula;
locations are imbued with meaning, “home” or “better opporrunities,” and how
societies experienced as constraining are being connected with others assumed
or known to provide better options. Geographic places thus become lived socia}
spaces and, in Arjun Appadurai’s term, scapes. Beyond the spatialization of physi-
cal geography by social and economic life, a land-scape or a sea-scape is lived space
imbued with meaning, is a fixed geography in Hexible frames of interpretation;
Migrants’ writings show how a person leaving his or her space of birth and socia
ization appropriates new landscapes or sea-lanes into the familiar frame of refer:
ence for geographies or, if they do not fit, may label them “scrange,” “alien,” or
“exotic” rather than expand or change the frame of reference.
An Italian or Chinese migrant, for example, leaving a family plot far inland
from the emigration port will experience the first leg of the route—on foot, cart,
or carrier animal—as slow, the landscape as familiar. The bustle of the port will:
seem unfamiliar, hectic, difficult to decipher. The voyage across the Atantic or
the China Seas will be short, at least in memory, because nothing of interest is
being recorded. What for mariners is a sea-lane, for a rural or urban migrant is an
empty expanse. If arriving from Genoa in New York, he or she will see the El-+
trains and report back to friends and family that trains are going over the roofs of
houses. Among the recipients, such a piece of information is difficult to place
within the customary frame of reference: “at home,” only birds fly over roofs. If -
arriving from Guangdong in Manila, merchants would have mental maps con-
necting the trading ports, artisans would concern themselves with similarities
and differences berween their neighborhoods. Geographies and their social us-"
ages are developed in people’s minds and emerge as comprehensive scapes. Be-
cause such mental understanding and appropriation of spaces changes constantly,
scholars have introduced the concepr of “processual geographies” to counter the
traditional notion of fixed place. '
For historians of migration, as for those of the movement of goods, the trans-
port connections berween different spaces matter as much as to migrants and
traders. Such connectivity was overlooked in bordered nation-state approaches
to history from top down, from nonmigrating statesmen’s and historians’ view:
points. State approaches add fixed territorial boundaries to fixed geographies
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and, in the nation-state version, add national-culrural boundariesasa third fixed
dividing line. Nation-state historiographies separate themselves from neighboring
communitics and societies or distant linked ones. If some 150 million men and
women migrated in the three major migration systems quantified by McKeown,
320 million across international border from the 1840s to the 19405, and addi-
tional hundreds of millions moved medium distance across international bor-
ders, nation-state historiography would need to incorporare them as much into
their narratives as economic sectors extending across the world. Where was the
cotron, necessary to clothe statesmen and commoners alike, grown, how was it
cransported, where was it processed? How did plantation, mining, and facrory
workers and investors and their overseers, clerks, and technicians move to satisfy
the demand for cloth or, at courts, for luxury goods?**

To understand interconnectedness, scholars have criticized the reification of
dividing borders, the vagueness of “global” expanses, the simplification of a “global
village.” People are socialized during infancy, childhood, and adolescence into
the space and value systems of their locality of birth in family, local society, and
regional or statewide educational insticutions. Separating themselves from the
parental houschold in their late teens, they tend to search for jobs (or tillable
land) or professional options in the region familiar to them or in others accessi-
ble through information feedback. They may have to take into account statewide
labor markets and regulations. Thus, the focal, the regional, and the statewide
form three sequential layers of socialization and experience. The economic sphere,
in which they search for an income-providing occupation, does not necessarily
stop at the borders of their state of birth. Meso- or macroregions, the inrercon-
nected Caribbean islands or Europe’s landmass, for example, are accessible through
road, rail, 2nd shipping connections. Thus, scholars need to establish empirically
the extent of migrant geographies, spaces, and scapes. For 1870 asa speciﬁc point
in time, for example, it makes no sense to speak of generic “European” migrants:
Those from the western and west-central regions of Europe had moved for gen-
erations to particular destinations afar and had connecred them in mental maps;
those from southern segments had moved to different locations and had estab-
lished their specific information flows; those from northern regions were relative
newcomers to transoceanic expanses. Similarly, the regions of recruitment of
indentured laborers and the regions of departure of migrants in India shifted
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over time, expanded and contracted as did the destinations. For each ?erio
spaces of migration and their micro-, meso-, or macroregional extent need tg ;
delineated, because social geographies are in flux.” '

by reliable members of their network at destinations to which possibilities of
<ravel existed. Only in some states’ overblown mythologies did they reach for
}_;unﬁmitcd opportunities.”“

Conceprually, research distinguishes berween inter-state and trans-bord
moves: the “inter” posits two distinct entities, usually polities, as in “intern A Typology of Migrations
tional;” the “trans” emphasizes continuities and overlapping spaces. The validit
of the recent conceptualization of “transnational” needs to be questioned. fil
original formulation it was applied to migrants since the 1990s, a period

which nation-states lost some of their hold on societal developments and muc

Both everyday language and scholarly terminologies aggregate multiple-migration-s
into undifferentiated, often implicitly value-laden carch-all terms. Views (‘)f mi-
grants common in the United Stares and the neo-Europes saw hardy men (without
‘mention of hardy women) colonize assumedly virgin rural regions and 'bequeath
the land to generations of children: white-skinned Europeans as (.:llltlvatOI:S of
wooded wilderness and prairie grasslands. The earlier residents held- ddfc'rem‘:‘ views

£such intrusions, which often turned them into refugees. The designation “prole-
carian mass migration” for the Adantic worlds decades from the 1870s to 1914

of their hold over economies. In the later nineteenth century, most migrant
originated not in nation-states but in empires-—the Qing, Romanov, Habsbur
Hohenzollern, and Windsor realms, the labels of which were being nationalj
into China, Russia, Austria-Hungary, Germany, Britain-—though every one
them contained many peoples and the Habsburg empire called itself a “stare o

many peoples” (Vielvilkerstaa) implies that all migrants were urban workers.

: - . 3 [ . ) —
the tern anscullural provides a comprchensive meaning for movemént A comprehensive approach analyzes migrants decisions and trajectories

between societies, regardless of geographic distance traversed: translocal, trans
regional, transnational or trans-state, transoceanic. Although ideologues of th
nation-state, historians included, posited migration as occurring from nation

within institutional frames—in a spectrum from free to forced, from local to inter-
ontinental, from seasonal to permanent, as well as in terms of the range of goalls to
¢ achieved at the destination. Wichin each and every type, gendering is required:
- men and women are assigned different roles, have different experiences ax‘ld differ
enc goals, Incergenerational aspects also need to be included. A classification along

- the free/unfree or self-willed/bound axis yields the following categories:

ethnic enclave in another nation, 94 percent of the European-origin migrant
arriving in the United States in the eatly twentieth century traveled from chei
place of birth or a previous migration destinarion to friends and kin in a partic
ular locality in the United States. They migrated in family and friendship net
works between urban neighborhoods or villages and, in the frame of famil
economies as well as individual aspirations, between mesoregional or narion:
cconomies, Self-determined migrations and recruitment of indentured worker
also connected specific regions of India or China to particular regions and |
calities in the Plantation Belt. A recent approach calls such migrations “glocal”

. frec migrants who decide when to depare and where to go accorclling to Itheir
own desires and life-projects on the basis of trustworthy information available
within the frames societies and states impose; -

+ labor migrants, the “free” transatlantic migrants of the late‘mnetccnth century
and of the late twentieth-century South-to-North migrations, who, however,

live under often severe economic constraints and thus decide to depart “self-
connecting local social spaces in one society with specific spaces in anoth

across the globe. Family economies may thus connect individuals and constrai
ing frames with opportunity structures across locations in several continents o
macroregions. An early twentiech-century southern Chinese peasant family
might thus establish a second base on Canada’s Pacific coast and perhaps branch
our to inland cities. People sought options on the basis of information provide

willed” under duress;
+ bound-labor migrants who have to sell their labor for 2 number of years be-

cause of poverty (European and Asian indentured servants and credit-ticket
migrants);
b . . - +
+ forced-labor migrants who are enslaved for menial work for life (Africans in
the Atlantic world), who are enslaved for service or intellecrual labor (Africans
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in the Indian Ocean world and people elsewhere), who are bound for a certs
period of their life against their will (South Africa under apartheid) ol-rtai
are corralled by force and interned for an indeterminate period (N’azi g
many, imperialist Japan, the Stalinist Soviet Union); r
involuntary migrants displaced by political intolerance (exiles), by reiigi"'

intolerance (religious refugees), or by other causes like ethnocultural or gen
based inequalities;

.

+ refugees from war and other violence;

+ persons di i i '
P s displaced by ecological disasters whether natural or human-made the
latter meaning men-made.” e

. Transatlantic and transpacific migrants of the turn of the twentiech centﬁf
like Third-to-FirstWorld migrants of the turn of the twenty-first century—ma
and make decisions “free” under the constraints of economic conditions tha leay
no room for life-projects or even survival. Their “home” may be society that
Tmfair and unsupportable, thar does not permit sustainable lives. Institutior:la'-
ized restrictions of colonialism, imperialism, and racism constrained decision
gendered restrictions and sexism were intended to prevent women from makin
their own decisions. Children have to follow parents even though they may':r..c
sent being separated from friends and other family. On the other hand, parent
may migrate and accept a downward move during their own lifetime to impro
in a middle-range perspective, the life chances of their children; men may m1
grate to better provide for their wives. “Free” decisions are framed, in the doubl
meaning, by systems of reference at best and massive constraints at worst, Invo
untary migranes, refugees and exiles, depare under political, ethnoracial, gende
or other persecution; because of warfare within or between states; social ostra

" T .
L}sm or fundamentalist religious pressures; tradition-bound stagnation or other
sually refugees hope to rerurn if conditions improve in their saciety of birth
Forced migrants are torn our of their social environments by military, police, o
; t Bl
private entrepreneurs, whether raiders for forced laborers, slave catchers, or traf

‘ 3
fickers in the sex trade. |
Distance of migration may be short, medium, or long. Migration of lon
;oieographm distances may lead to similar occupations and cultural environments
n . [ . .

dian 1:)cean port cities were part of transoceanic commercial and migration
networks with similar labor practi i :
ices and tradi ; r
p ng protocols; rural young men
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heading for work on another continent often remained in earthwork and lived
among migrant comparriots. Similarly, geographic proximity does not necessar-
ily imply cultural proximity. Young peasant women moving to domestic labor in
middle-class households of nearby towns and ciries face transitions across class
and status lines. In the past, greater distance often involved higher travel cost in
rerms of both transportation and time. Cost also depends on means of trans-
port; land-bound voyaging was usually more expensive than warer-borne ship
cravel. Patterns of travel became time-compressed in the 18703 with the intro-
duction of steamships and again from the mid-1950s with air travel.

As regards intended duration, migration might be seasonal, annual, multi-
annual, for working life, or permanent. In agriculrural societies across the globe,
men and women, sometimes wich their children, migrated and migrate season-
ally to harvest work or to food processing, temporarily to mines or factories, or
multi-annually to a distant branch of an internationally active company, whether
a multinational textile company of the late nineteenth century or a 19205 auto-
mobile firm, or to domestic service and caregiving work. People mighe leave fora
number of years to gain additional experience in a craft or at a university, to set
up a branch of a family business, or for income-generating reasons. Migrants oft
ten plan to stay for only a number of years, but both poor labor markets “at
home” and adjustment to the receiving society may induce them to extend their
sojourn. Thus some, wanting to return, become unwillingly permanent mi-
grants. Others adjust and stay as unintentionally permanent migrants.

From the 1870s to the 1930s, about one-third of the migrants to the United
States, labeled “immigranes” in public and in research rerminologies, recurned to
Europe, more to Asia. They were temporary or, to use a modern problem-taden
term, “guest” workers. Most of the indentured servants from Asian societies re-
rurned to cheir respective regions of deparcure, but some—jointly with free pas-
senger migrants—formed communities at the destinations, whether Indians in
Natal and the Caribbean or Chinese in Malayaand the Americas. In the Aclantic
migrations, two-fifths of the migrants were women; after 1930 women accounted
for just over so percent. In migrations within the Indian Ocean and the seas of
East and Southeast Asia their share was lower. However, when men decided to
stay and form communities and, because of racial and ethnic hierarchies, could not

tnarry women from the resident cultural groups, marriage migration increased
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¢ migrations. The approach emphasizes lived culture and indicates how
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ants’ cultural “habitus” and whole way of life™ The systems approach ana
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jeti ithi of domination, depen-
25 societies as they reshape within the global hierarchy on ¢ 1; :
ncy, and development. Societies and economies have been and are linked glob-
3

In the three-quarters of a century from 1870 to 1943, inter-state agricultur
settlement migrations remained limited; inter-state bound and free labor mig
tions accounted for the majority of the long-distance moves; migrations of

fessionals were small in number. Jn#ra-state migrations related to urban .
ythrough families spread across several countries.

The systems approach analyzes the impact of ouc—migratio.n fm families a.nd
ocieties of departure and of in-migration on receciving SO(IZEf:thS and specific
..m munities. What did out-migration mean for agricultural .vxllages, whole agraL:-
7 regions, or urban neighborhoods, whether in China or in E.u-ropc? The .defn-
ons of millions of men and women to depart change communities and societies
oforigin as much as those in which they establish transitory or pcrxTxancnt hogncs.
This agency approach needs to be modified in the cases of ﬂ?rced, indencured, or
enslaved workers, as well as refugee migrants who are deprived c.)f agency at the
time of departure. But their postmigration survival and insertion dcpezjlds on
choices, even if under severely constraining conditions. Slave acculturation re-
sulted in African-origin cultures in the Americas, and refugees impacted or.1 labor
markers and social customs, whether Koreans under Japan’s occupation or
German Jews in 1930s Turkey. People act in their own perceived best mltercsr but
:c.io so under conditions not of their own making but imposed by historical devel-

and industrialization were far larger in volume than inter-state ones, In ma
cities across the urbanizing segments of the globe, more than half of the pcp_ﬁ
tion had not been born there. Small, but extremely powerful, were the fmg
tions of white men (and some women) from the European to the colonize

ments of the globe. Their armed political and economic dominarion resulte,
intensification of colonial penetration and of mobilization of working men. 1ic
women of colors other than white for the plantations and mines across the sy
tropical and tropical segments of the globe.

A Systems Approach to Migration

To understand the complexity of migrant men and women’s agency in local and
society-wide frames as well as during their trajectories between societies, historia
have developed asystemsapproach. Thiscomprehensive thcoretical—methodoioglg
frame incorporates causational and incidental factors and outcomes as wel as
opments and power structures. . N o

Precipitating and facilitating factors for migration include rigid strarification

and class structures that prevent upward mobility or choice of economic activity.
Established patterns of mobility ease departures because potential migrants may
rely on information and, often, on guides. People traveling from Hong Kong to
San Francisco or Vancouver, from rural village communities to St. Petersburg, or
from small towns to Buenos Aires, follow clearly, if often orally, demarcated
roures. The selfreinforcing atcractiveness of migration systems emerges from in-
formation generated and easily accessible. Distances to be traversed, 'cultural.af-
- finities, possibilities (and cost) of regular return, congruence of skills and job
openings inform migration decisions rather than imagined f1.1ture. wealch. ,

Socieral arrangements and processes always impact on mlgrlatt'm‘n, but sFates
roles changed dramarically from emigration regulation or prohibition, until the

multiple rationalities. Specifically, it connects migration patterns and decisionsin
terms of {1) the society of departure in local, regional, statewide, and global
frames; (2) the actual move across distance given an era’s means of transporeatio
and communication; (3) the society or societies of destinarion again in micro
meso-, and macroregional perspecrives; and (4) linkages berween the communi:
ties in which migrants spent or spend part of their lives. Tts inrerdisciplinary ani
transcultural character permits analyses of the structures and institutio'ris:.;_
which constantly evolve and thus could be called processual structures and strd
tured processes. It also permits analytical inclusion of the discursive frames o :
migration in the societies of origin and of arrival in particular local or regional;
variants. It deals wich all aspects, including industrialization, urbanization, social
stracification, gender roles and family economies, demographic characteristic
political situation and developments, educational institutions, religious or other
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mid-nineteenth century in many dynastic states, to immigration control d:ihcfe- Emigrants may send back remittances and thus contribute both to

late nineteenth and early twentieth-century Atlantic world and Subseque Family’s budget and to the state’s foreign currency reserves. The budgets of

elsewhere. The introduction of state-issued passports changed a travel docup; oine sending states, such as late ninereenth-century Italy, have depended and still

from a permit to pass a port of entry into an instrument to exclude those ofo . d on individual migranes’ remittances. Thou gh some economists and politi-

ep ) , ..
cultures, colors of skin, or class. It took decades for states to fully enfor shave extolled investment opportunities Pr()VldCd by such transfers, the recipl-

controls. Asians—women at first—were restricted from North America milies often need such funds to prevent their daily lives from sliding below

mid-1870s; for Europeans, regulations were tightened but near-exclusion sistence level. Migrants may also transfer ideas through communication or re-

only in the 1920s; along the US-Mexican border, patrols initiated in the £nin person. Such innovation may improve stagnant economies, but elites ben-

19205 were meant to limic the movement of “brown” people out of Mexi cfiring from the old state of affairs often impede or prevent change and reform.

several economic sectors in the Unived States depended on their labor. In Ey The actual process of transition to a location in another society may be ex-

passport laws were operationalized faster. In a side effect, they made Ig;os:ﬂlgh" ed over time, compressed into a few days, or delayed if, for example, refugees
from fascist states difficult as states denied entry to refugees without pa <tacked away in camps rather than being able to restructure their lives. Ob-
Under national chauvinism, especially under fascism, and in cases of corrupe acles to departure include cost of travel, which needs to be related to the days,

litical elites, whole states have become refugee-generating apparatuses. Oppr nths, or years of work it takes to procure the sum necessary. During the pe-

d of voyaging, formerly extended, no income may be earned. Emigration reg-
ations may pose barriers; the barriers posed by immigration restrictions might
almost insurmountable. Racial barriers erecred in the Anglo-American and

and self-enriching political elites lose the trust of large segments of the societ
High rates of our-migration change states and socieries. In phases of dem
graphic transition, emigration might decrease pressure on labor markets and

mit wages to rise and standards of living to improve. Thus, societies might be uropean societies against “people of color” made entry difficult. Inducements

more stable. But ourmigration may also reduce cthe need to create jobs or to refy ade prepaid tickets sent by earlier migrants or, in the case of indentured mi-

constraining structures and thus exacerbare tensions. Policy makers and admin nts, contractually guaranteed return fare. Even more so, they include accurate
trators feared loss of tax revenues and army recruits as well as loss of women ab \formation on the trip and the availability of income-generating positions after
to bear children for the state’s armies; others wanted to rid their policy of wh

they considered surplus populations. Only recently has the social cost of cm_i Arrangements for eravel are made on the basis of information sent by prior

rigrants, with the help of guides from the community, or by labor recruiters.
centuries, “travel agencies” arranged package tours: medieval Christian pil-
ms desrined for Jerusalem or Muslim Hajj pilgrims are examples. From the

tion been conceptualized: Families and societies “invest” in raising and educatin
(as yet unproductive) children. These, as adults, “repay” intrafamily and intraso

ctal investment by intergenerational transfer of the cost of caring for the “de

dent” young and old. This “compact berween generations” is broken when id-nineteenth century, migrants across Europe contracted with the local repre-
young p g peop Y. g

ntative of a reliable agency connected to the distant shipping and railroad
ompanies; contract laborers in India or China would approach a recruiting of-
:cc that would also rake charge of the trip. Change of trains and embarkarion
ras done under supervision of the agencies’ personnel—thc voyage was as orga-

withdraw from the obligation by emigrating. Working-age migrants take the
accumulated individual and social capiral with them. States of birth cannot
cover social costs, and states of destination, getting trained and educared me
women “for free,” benefit from their productivity and taxes. This has been calle
“development aid” given by poorer societies to more-developed socicties. ized like modern group tourism.
Out-migration deprives societies of departure of part of the human cap Some migrants move stepwise, first as far as their limited funds rake them--

thar, given the respective stare’s economic stage of development, often cannot be ethaps to a job-providing city, ideally the port (in the present: the airport) of
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future departure. For sotne, the need to earn money for the next leg of. i{.
was an unwelcome delay, for others a welcome stopover for a ﬁrstid' .
Travel experiences and emotional coping vary from person to person };‘S
the capabilities required of migrants, we need to be aware that man nmog
century emigrants had never seen a train or a ship before they srgp cdﬂ -t‘;:“
one. éccouncs reflect both easygoing confidence and bCWﬂdCrantP Fro
imposition of immigration controls, admission procedures were fra'u !T
fears of rejection. Even the US rules, liberal for migrants from Asia to %hc W
1870s and for those from Europe to 1917, were difficult to negotiare becm:imld
frequent administrative changes, lack of precise information, and some f:n

abusive i
fve treatment. Such regulations had a gendered impact: women faced
administrative harassment than men.

tely. Important as they are, the data provide only a skewed image of the com-
po.sitiOH of migrant populations and of overall mobility. Scholars using nation-
gt'atg_produccd data necessarily use nation-state terminologies for the people
ey are analyzing. In public discourse in receiving societies, the variety of cul-
within states-of-origin is usually not known: migrants from India became

res
«Hindoos,” those from a particular region in China generic “Chinese,”

gencnc
nd German-speakers from the many different regions generic “Germans” of,

Jisnamed, “Dutch.” Such naming implies ascription of national identities. It
merged in the nineteenth-century climate of opinion: first, in the emergence of
5(midd1e-ciass) national consciousness in juxtaposition to sratus-centered nobili-
y's cultures and dynastic interests; second, in the self-organization of the middle
Migranes live and, if self-willed, decide at both ends of their traj dasses In thct n.ational re‘volutions (.)f 1843-1849; and thh‘d? in the aggressive na-
paringlabor markets and other income-generating options. The Sellccwr ¥ COm tional chauv:msn-ls. National descnpf:ors are furth.cr compl%cated b)T th.e dcvel‘op—
increased options in a place accessible given their means a.nd w)l(m ec}:pcmew ment of:hc.Rusman, German, Auserian, am'i Enghsb descriprors “.mhm f:mp.ues
to be able to communicate, given their language. Far more mi re they ¢ P E.:that comprised many peoples. In the colonized regions the colonizer/colonized
neighboring city or job-provi ding mine Plaﬂta;ion o }:ﬂlgl"ants moved. or white/colored dichotomies were the main demarcation lines.
oceans. The intercontinental COnneCtion,s direcred t},u:m (s; :or Site th.a.n Crosse In much writing the early nineteenth-century national consciousness, a
vious migrants of the same language. Job-providing cconomiesmfl‘l;um'ms ?EP pride in group culrure, has been conflated wt::h the lzzt:e nineteenth-century na-
the period of imperialism—as for other periods—need to be 10 df:'stm}z:tao. :__tions’ chauvinism and the selfassertion of “minority” cultures. Such authors
as well as mesoregional hierarchies of political and 6c0nompi cacc mnt jgl.o_ ' saw imperial structures as given and depicted struggles for self-rule as dlsr'up-
The sociopoliical frames of the receiving societics need to b p ‘iwcfd re fitlo_ns:: tive and responsible for the refugee-generating warfare of the early twentieth
same comprehensiveness as those of the societies of d stna yzed with the century. Legitimate affirmation of group culture (internally differentiated by
1es ot departure. gender, generation, age, class, and region) became oppressive when a polity’s larg-
est ethnic group not only designated irself “nation” bur also denigrated all other
cultures in the same territory as “minorities.” The creation of such culeural hier-
archies stood diametrically opposed to the age of revolution’s political human-
rights concept of each and every human being as equal before the law. The con-
tradiction notwithstanding, political practice and political theory merged the
concepts into the nation-state construct in which citizens were equal before the

National Identities, Societal Belongings, Identifications

.If territorially bordered states or culturally bordered nations were not the primar;
identification of migrants, two questions demand answers: Why has apnatid;
.state approach been so dominant in migration history? Why do receiving socie :.
ies rcfcr‘to miggants by labeling them according to national origin? States do
ha\.re an impact on research because they collect data on mobility, but often onls
at international borders and not about internal migrations. Sucl; data lump t !
gcthcxi people of different regions, dialects, and social ateributes, aggregate tll)aosc
of majority with those of minority cultures, and often do not count women SCPEII-.

law—unless they were of non-national culture, of lower-class status, or of fe-
male gender. Equal rights were excended to lower-class men from the turn of
the twentieth century, to women from the 1920s. In the same period, men and
women from marginalized cultural groups migrated to states granting, if not

equal, then at least becter, status.
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Migrants depart with regional culrural practices. In the later nineteen] -ighborhoods‘ The formerly used term “ethnic ghetto” 1r.np11ed n?mon-ro.otec%
tury these did become homogenized to some degree wichin nation-smfgs b - ic or bloodline identity and suggested a self—scg“regatloll of migrants mca;
national chauvinism in Europe’s empires exacerbated ethnocultura) diffcrén' ble of dealing with the “new world” around them. “Ghetto fnay ;.IISC.) bei) a r; -
tions. In their society of destination, migrants would cherish the languﬁg £ .éﬂce, more empirically grounded, to segregation into sl_ots c‘)f 1ni"-<:x:1o.rn:yl ¥ tmtf
habits, and other practices of everyday life they brought with them. By ceiving society. Ethnocultural communities rarely achI?vc 1nsut-ut1on::( (;o
would discard the society of origin’s emperor worship, class hierarchies, or cteness,” because its adult members leave its confines C_léfli}’ for cheir workp aces
womern, gender hierarchies. Migrants thus show both cultural aﬂinities_topf -d the younger ones for schools. Individuals and families constantly negc;tlatti
ous ways of life and clear dislikes of the unacceptable aspects. Rather than He demands of their life-projects in the frame of both new SEI'UCEI:II'CS and op
ing with a national identity, they came with cultural practices and with goa s and cherished aspects of pre-migration ways of life. The‘y negotiate between
life-projects that they could not realize “at home.” (This is similar for migi_- ommunity cohesion and the political strength i m.ay prov1c‘l(c and opennf:i to
the turn of the tweney-first century from, for example, Indonesia or Wes, e many options the receiving society at large pl:‘OV.I.dCS. No _N:’:w Engla;’f Ocr1
can states, who migrate to neighboring states, Europe, or North America) ew Spain,” no “Chinatown,” “Little Iraly,” or th.tle Manila” ever rf‘:p 1cat-eh
Recent scholarship avoids the term national identity as an analytica[ica he society of departure. All emerged from negotiation and compromises wit
bur continues to analyze its ascriptive functions. It asks how people ide; IZIC new environment. Queside observers saw ethnic enclaves emerge, .scgrf:ga-
themselves and discusses multiple identifications, It explores how migrants r lon of migrants by the receiving society was frequent, .and self—scgregatic?n lI{I;EO
to new structures, institutions, communities, and ways of life: it studies by cighborhoods and communities facilitated acculturation. I—Ic?vtrever, as .ati. or
ings rather than identities. Migrant self-organization validates this approac hicago show in detail, the perceived mono-ethnic communities were, m- ajct,
grants from the Qing Empire might have been labeled “Chinese,” but they n the street level, areas of geographically mixed settlement where such mixing
nized themselves by home region and family group; migrants from.E
might have been labeled Hungartans, bue they organized themselves by region
cultural affinity. Faith and class or status also played a role in postmigrat
self-organization. The receiving society’s institutions, once said to dema;

mplied contact but not integrated social nf:t:WOf:kS.49 - .
Some groups have been said to form diasporic conscnf)usnt.:sses, .21 conccptfla

zation that originates from the historic Greek and Jewish dlSpCl‘SlO{‘lS. Anc;;:nt
Greek migrations, however, involved a fusion of several cultures, with thI::/I :‘:-
ian and Egyptian cultures in particular. Hellenism thus was an Eastc;r.n e .1-
errancan syncretic culture and as such original rather than ‘Grcck- ;asi)ctl)'ric.
tom the Jews expulsions, migrations, and persecutions an 1dtea'l—type zxs—
ora” may be deduced if also differentiated: People defined by religion, ev&:':ry. ay
sractices, culrural ways of expression (high literacy), and—perhaps—genetic sim-
[aricy because of intermarriage migrate under duress (destruction of the Sccon(c:li
Temple by the in-migrant Roman rulers): westward to southern Europe an:

northern Africa, eastward to the Indian Ocean littorals. As diaspora they were
lefined by a shared memory of a cultural-geographic homeland and b)r.commi?.-
nication between the different communities in the many regions of arrival. This
connectedness differentiates diasporas from ethnic enclaves. However, ra?hcr
than coalesce into a single diaspora, migrants of Jewish faith differentiated into

unconditional surrender of previous culture or “assimilation” to 2 new na
identiry, provide embeddedness (or marginalization). Newcomers are not
limbo” or even “uprooted” (unless refugees or forced migrants), but they acquire
knowledge of the new changeable structures, cultural practices, and instjt
tional processes only gradually. Once the concepts of a fixed “identity” an
paradigm of nation-to-ethnic-enclave migrations are abandoned, steps to;
participation may be empirically observed and analyzed. Acculruration.
process of selectively fusing old and new ways of life, coming to terms with so
etal structures and political institutions, and thus developing new identificati
and belongings. .
Transitions are facilitated by supportive migrant or ethnoculeural patte
of self-help in mutual aid associations or by cultural clustering in ethnocultural
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o the expulsion of significant groups for whom the state would or
could not assume responsibility.” The First World War “schooled the new masters”
of nation-state apparatuses: “Civilians could become dangerous enemies ... ., it
was best to gject anwanted [groups].” Under such conditions proactive depar-

cure as “free” migrants helped people survive.”

migrants considered to be of different status under
er and marginalized. An exception is the
a, where they were consid-

a Sephardic community and an Ashkenazi community, as well as into distj;;
other groups in Asia and elsewhere. Distinctiveness, including different d‘lsltm
n.lay overshadow connecredness. Most nineteenth-century migrane corr,:a ?CF
El('fs did not develop strong global connectedness. Italian, Polish, and Scmun
migrants spread worldwide but did not always remain connecred. In;pcrial 32;:1

pation, but als

istrative channels rather than diasporic community formation connected tf In receiving societies, t00,
dynastic rule began to be treated as Oth
creatment of newcomers from Europe in Latin Americ
ered racially more desirable than resident native people,
they were needed to make the country economically viable. Admission restrictions
first excluded those who could be identified by color of skin and who were gene-
" chat is, as inferior. Jewish ghertoization and Asian ex-
Anglo-Saxon and Teuronic ideologues, but-

agitated for exclusion of the darker or olive

fi P . g
WO (l W t al ld I re ll C{)E()]llze] CESOL 11161 IILC IZlLlltldlICCtl() a n
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and in Australia, where

The late nineteenth-century intensification of nationalism, in the two ¢
p.lementary variants of armed nation-srates and expansionist chauvinist id Oin
gn?s, has had major consequences as regards emigration (release from me;([:’
ship, expulsion) and immigration (admission, imposed assimilation) M c
state:.; with a relative surplus population, that is, men and women who wo‘uld no
ﬁ.nd jobs to support themselves, were happy to see the departure of such poter
tlal‘for militanc change. Some placed obstacles in the way of men who i;t -
posited, should be available to die for their country in military service. Eu,rop:;

ically constructed as “race,
clusion became the prototypes. Next,
gressed by so-called scientific racism,

“races” of Europe, East and South Europeans as well as the Irish, who, colonized

and Catholic, were less than “white” From the 1880s newcomers and resident “mi-

- norities” were subject to acculturation pressures, whether in America, Canada,
' Germany, Russia, or Austria. The Welsh and Scots had been Anglicized centuries
carlier. Such pressures induced eatlier migrants who, under the eighteenth centu-
ry's different incorporation regime, had been granted the privilege to practice their
religion and speak their language—groups like Mennonites in the tsarist realm,
 for example—to depart in secondary migrations to more flexible societies. At the

republican states’ attempts to enforce assimila-

apogee of nationalism, democrartic-
tion replaced absolutist dynastic societies’ acceptance of pluralism amonga ruler’s

'states with resident “minority” cultures increased emigration of these by redu
mg‘educational opportunities in other than the majority language, by di);advét;
taging economic development in peripheral regions, and by not providing ec vl
access o state institutions and labor markets. Furthermore, with increasin C'l'dc
mands for scllf-rufe among peoples of the Balkans, of divided Poland, and o%t :
western tsarist empire, people of unwanted religions, like Jews in Russia, or o
unwanted cultures, like Slovaks in Hungary, began to be persecuted or. ,in th
case of the Habsburg-Ottoman milirary frontier, to be deported: Popi;latidﬂS'
thae did not fir the construct of monocultural nation-staces had o be elinii
nated. Such state violence has been called “ethnic cleansing” of a national héfﬁt’:
though there is no reason to assume monocultural nations to be cleaner thai
many-cultured societies. Some states, reaching beyond their territorial borders
began to use “their” emigrant nationals as a bridgehead for economic and ciil
Eural penetration of receiving societies. Such instrumentalized people becam
cncmy_ aliens” to be interned or deported in wartime, “The growth of the mod
ern nation-state implied not only the naming of certain peoples as enemics of th

subjects.”
Culcural and racial hierarchies—but no nation-state ideology—also existed

world. In the many South Asian societies, lighter color

in other segments of the
s; in parts of China the migrant Hakka

of skin was considered a mark of statu
people suffered from marginalization; imperialist Japan pursued a policy of su-
rity chat relegated Koreans, Manchurians, and Chinese to an inferior posi-
he rwentiech century, racialized identity politics became

instruments of refugee-generation and of in-migrant segregation. In a complex

interacrion, migrant-generating nation-state policies were paralleled by migrant-
receiving nation-states. ACross the

perio
tion. At the turn of t

segregating or exclusionist policies of migrant-
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world, but in the Atlantic economies in particular, labor migranes becarm
regated underclass with no equal access to the institutions of the stare to
their taxes contributed. Around 1900, Jews, Slavs, or Mediterraneans wh
not find acceptance could blend in only over generations. As residenrs a&c
gration, they remained “foreigners,” were subject to “alien laws,” and could
deported. Under earlier societal frameworks, migrants had been able
slot or be granred a status that permitted economic activities and, often, 'éﬁlm
expression. The most-cited cases are Huguenots in Europe and Chinese in Sg
cast Asia. Policies that marginalized migrants as Other made insertion, as
turation, and belonging difficult. Although in the 192.0s some criticism of exclu
sion, (scientific) racism, and discrimination was voiced, the onset of the.
Depression increased support for restrictions. New atticudes would emerge
reaction to the racism of fascist European and corporatist Japanese expansi
and its immense refugee generation and death toll*

flesh market.” In contrast, British middle-class “boys” in their .twenties or evelz
hirties migrated to the white Dominions where outdoor physical labor wou
\ake a man” out of them. Furthermore, all exclusionist movements arguct:d L:Jy
olor of skin, genes, and bloodlines. Men and women were reduced to bodies in
9ressivc migration regimes. - .
While “at home™ the Western colonizer societies denied or, under tlr?e.impact
ofboth workers’ and women’s militancy across borders, debated the pf)hl:;cal and
.1uman rights of workers and women, discrimination wa? exaccrbatled in the colz-
aized segments of the world where skin or the color of'1t entered into the esta 1—
fishmcnt of hierarchies. Colonizer personnel, prcdomlna-ntly male, in Senfzg; ,
[ndia, or Indochina, for example, had to construct all indigenous pc?oplc as ‘m e-
';';or and unfit for inclusion. The construction of nationals and c:(.)lomals was 1r11'ex-
tricably entwined. Strong men from self-sryled advanced nations were ru' mzr
veak colonized peoples, the imperial ideologues asserted. The subalterns, traine
1o observe the masters so as not to incur their wrath, did observe the'm. '_They saw
inen without the knowledge of the society’s language of communication; men
who extolled their own culture but totally lacked understanding of the culture
into which they had been sent; men with sexuality but without womc-n; men who
could not or would not do their own housework. The colonizer migrants were

' i icti have pointed out—that
caught in many contradictions, as Ann Stoler and others p

op

It needs to be added that the transition to nation-states also could have pos
tive implications for belongings. Societies could provide for, at first, limited )
ticipation in policy making that did create “belongings.” People did develop.
affinity to their nation of birth if cultural-structural practices changed to p
vide increased options and more equality. The in-migrant receiving societies, |
particular the Anglo—North American societies, many countries in Latin Am
ica, and Australia, pursued integrative policies for white men and cheir femal
and child-age dependents. After decolonization from the 1950s on, Western po
litical scientists and political advisers would transport the analytically untcna_b:l_

nation-state concept to the newly independent states, most of which combine
peoples of many cultures.

is why firepower was so important o their sending states.”” .

Eadlier historiography written in terms of empire overlooked the constructa.on
of masculinity and gender roles. The strong men knew that they lacked stamina
for plantation or mining work or even the will to make their C.)Wn tea. Bccauvxsc
women from their own culture, in the everyday sexism of the times that consid-
ered women the weaker sex and fit only for service rasks, were not available, me-n
from the indigenous people had ro be ordered or forced do such work. To fit thl.S
role ascription they had to be demasculinized and constructed as we'ak, as cffenu—
nate, as unable to act by and speak for themselves. The “manly Englishman” (and
any other colonizer man) constructed the “effeminate Bengali” (or any other co-
lonial man), to use Mrinalini Sinha’s felicitous phrase.”*

British officials, for example, in Burma, considered the empire to be cngagec}
in 2 “human experiment to sweep away the cowardly, the inefficient, the weak.
Colonial men had to become “strong,” able to confront the world, if necessary

Color-Coded Colonials and Bound Bodies

Debates about citizenship and belonging had their counterpart in 2 body-part
approach to migrants. The calls for additional “hands,” “muscles,” or “bracerosj-
indicaces as much, and so does the sexual exploitation of women and, perhaps
men. The emaciated bodies of “coolies” attest to the physical aspects of migration
and European wortkingmen bruralized by company thugs in the United State
felr they had been “raped” and noted that they were forced to sell their bodies on
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usion based on skin color as a phenotypic marker was treated like it was a

cessity for the white race’s existence. It was not sex but the potential life-giving
hscquences that caused racial exclusion. Individual identifications and idencity

“savage” and ready o destroy: “He must learn to be a man.” That was
soned army officers and administrators in the colonies also told thej yo
countrymen who, sent off from their familiar surroundings by their fa;
the state to do duty in contexts alien to them, were deprived of emotionﬁl”
and embeddedness. When colonial men did struggle to push others aside
the First Indian War for Independence (the “Mutiny” of 1857, in British iﬁgﬂ'ﬁ
they were gunned down. A future US president, Theodore Roosevelt, went.

Rough Rider to gain Cuba for US planters. Japanese officers in 19305 Chj
the Chinese as weaklings to be shunted aside to make room for the more:

riptions were contingent on global power relations mediated by migrating
onizer personnel.™®

The “anthropology of empire” involves analysis of the construction of Others
_gcndercd and sexualized rerms—sexual violence and exploitation included.
Towever, the relationships also involve consensual unions and rhe concomitant
Jeural exchanges, “tender ties” on the “intimate frontiers of empire,” as Sylvia
h Kirk noted. The regime of bound-labor migration, which deprived the pre-

and ruthless conquering men. Imperial and capitalist strategists, like thos
sminantly male labor force of the option to develop cultural and, through fam-

Latin American mestizo ruling classes, relied on construcrions of men’s bodi N de of nati
Jy procreation, intergenerational communities, was the reverse side of nation-

suilding processes based on families in which mothers inculcated national
rtues into children. Neither Polish harvest laborers in imperial Germany nor
ndian planeation laborers in the British Empire could migrate as families.

If colonizer countries exported young men, young women could no
British population planners sent off “surplus women,” those who would n
husbands “ac home,” to become “imperial mothers” in the colonies. Other wo
migrated by their own choice and for their own purposes. Wives of ranking o
nizer adminiscrators were part of the ricual display of power in many sub
regions. Depending on empire or period, the imperial planners of colonial ru
first encouraged men’s unions with native women. Concubinage was consid
medically less dangerous than consorting with prostitutes. The bodies of ¢o
nized women were to be available for colonizing men. Japanese milicary plann

ation-states’ regimes of migrant admission and exclusion, both to the metro-
'“olc and to the colonies, were deeply gendered and racialized.”
To summarize, the comprehensive or systems approach to migration requires
that the society of origin, as a frame of state and nation, as a region, and as a
:c;caiity of origin, is studied in its whole layered complexity to understand the
ndividual and social capital migrants have at departure and the networks in
vhich chey act. This society needs to be placed in global perspective as regards
iob and income opportunities as well as racial and echnic hierarchies and inter-

drafted Korean women as prostitutes for soldiers.

However, consensual relationships between migrant men and resident won
of different skin colors were not to the liking of white Church authorities. I
rial Christian missionaries insisted on whire-to-white monogamous church:
celebrated marriage and underpinned their dogma by stigmatizing women o
colors other than white as squaws, as promiscuous and dirty. They did not inte
fere when plantation owners and their overseers refused to assume the w_ag.

state power relations. Within each group, gender roles and relations determine
both options to migrate as well as discriminations and income differentials. In
some societies children and young adolescents have to migrate and need to be
studied separately. Only a gendered approach can explain the formation of in-
tergenerational communities. In a second step, the trajectory to the society of

pense of 1:1 rarios of productive to reproductive labor by excluding women from ‘ ; e
destination sets frames for subsequent insertion and acculturation, Migrants

labor recruitment. In view of the low wages, men could not afford to bring unes
ployed wives. Some policy makers, in Australia for example, admitted that such
separating of husband and wife by admission of male laborers only was in
mane. But they did not change the system, because “colored” children born to
“coolie” couples on Australian soil would be British cirizens, and it was feare
that, if they were boys, when they grew up they would partner with white woni’e

departing by their own choice in a frame of information flows and establishfad
migration corridors have a better chance to adjust to the demands of the L‘C(ECIV-
ing economy than those sent under contract or by force. Again power relftnons
arc highly important, and even “free” migranes move under constraints. Finally,
the receiving societies need to be studied in the same comprehensiveness and
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same differentiation between statewide, regional, and local. If migration'o
within or into colonies, hierarchies of color of skin (“race”) and colonize
of the bodies of the colonized impact on degrees of exploitation or of:"ag ne

Migrations question the “container” view of states, and unlike NONMoving re:

dents, migrants acquire familiarity with more than one way of life.

[ 490 ]

3. Migrations, Free and Bound

{IGRATORY developments followed different time lines in the major cul-
ral macroregions, but in the 1860s and 1870s they coalesced in both new coher-
1ce in some regions and accelerated change in others. Transoceanic migratory
.ovements expanded rapidly with the introduction of steamships in the 1870s.
ndustrial development, urbanization, and increased production in the Planta-
on Belt’s “factories in the field” (as Carey McWilliams and Eric Wolf pointedly
alled plantations) accelerated demand for labor. “Taylorization™-~the breaking
own of factory manufacturing processes into simple, repetitive tasks—changed
he character of many tasks from skilled to semi- or unskilled, and thus labor
‘migrants with different predispositions were in demand and regions of recruit-
ment changed accordingly.*®

- The Atlantic world’s political economy consolidated. In Europe, industrial-
ation extended to East Central regions and European Russia. As latecomers, the
agmented Italies and Germanies embarked on industrial expansion and uni-
fied as nation-states, though the German-language peoples, due to the German-
Hohenzollern and Austrian-Habsburg rivalry, became rwo nations. The conti-
ental empires ceded neither to middle-class-driven nation building nor to their
nternally subjected peoples’ demands for self-administration. Instead, they en-
gaged in the all-out warfare of 19141918 and, ourdated as their structures were,
self-destroyed. Vast refugee migrations accompanied their disintegracion. In
‘North America, the three continental states consolidated while the Caribbean
‘socicties remained colonized. The American Civil War—only twelve years after
the war of aggression against Mexico—cemented unity and abolished the old-
style plantation regime. As early as the 1840s, when settlement of the western
regions accelerated, only one-third of the immigrants were settlers; artisans and
skilled workers accounted for another third, and unskilled workers, agrarian la-
‘borers, and domestics for the last third. Canada, achieving Dominion status in
1867, extended its territory from coast to coast and attracted both agriculrural

| 491 ]




DIRK HOERDER MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

settlers and urban workers. Immigration of farm families ended in the Unj frica, often overlooked as part of the Atlantic world, became the object of

States in the 1890s, in Canada in the 19205, The Estados Unidos Mexican ontinuing British, new French, and late Belgian and German imperialise

having lost half its territory to the United States of America in 1848 and'; The new rulers and their labor demands for new extractive economies re-

repelled a European French-led invasion and, under President Benito Juar slave carching and slave export with displacement and involuntary migra-

embarked on a policy of (limited) social reform. The deprivation of the i 1n French North Africa, British Kenya, and the British Dominion of South

of much of their land forced them invo internal cityward migrations, and thj immigrant European agricultural settlers displaced resident peasant

f rica,
no need for working-class in-migrarion arose. Immigrant or absentee Ey oulations. The investors and intruders established regionally varying regimes

pean and US investors took advantage of the surplus labor force, but from th rced labor that mobilized or immobilized men and women according to

end of the nineteenth century ever larger numbers of Mexicans would migr isions made in the European and, again later, US cores.
northward.” . : Across the Plantation Belt the demand for labor, whether temporarily bound,
In the many Caribbean societies, European influence declined while tha rmanently bound through debt peonage, or free and cheap, had resulred both
the United States grew, in particular in consequence of the war against Spain recruitment drives in impoverished segments of Europe—Ireland, Poland,

1898 and the resulting annexation of Puerro Rico and the establishment of d'southern Italy, for example—and in the imposition of the indenture system
protectorate over Cuba. After the abolition of slavery in the British Empire Asian populations. The latter were transported westward as far as East Africa
nd the Caribbean, within the Indian Ocean to the plantation islands and

itrorals, eastward to Malaya and Australia, and transpacifically as far as the

the 18305, sugar production had shifted from Jamaica to Cuba’s slave-worke
partly US-owned plantations. Steam-powered sugar mills turned Cuba into on
of the foremost industrializing and urbanized countries in the world, and it b
came the sixth-largest receiver of immigrants from Europe and the largest e In West Asiaand Egypt, the Ottoman Empire and its formerly well-structured
ceiver of Cantonese bound workers after the abolition of slavery. pﬁabitation of many peoples was challenged by unsuccessful demands for self-
Central and South America’s states and societies experienced uneven deve

opment. The Pacific coast and Andean regions stagnated, the Atlantic seaboards

ule and successful imposition of British or French zones of influence: Egyptian

otton and Iragi oil were annexed to the North Atlantic’s industrial economy. In
and the accessible interiors, with plantation and mining regions, expanded rapidly, ritish-ruled South Asia, demands for independence increased. Concentration
P 515 P prcly 1

with Brazil and Argentina at the forefront. Iberian, but in particular Italia f production and intensification of mining spurred vast migrations. These fol-

as well as some West and East Central European migrants provided man- and owed patterns of imperial rule and investment as much as local cultural and

womanpower as well as technical and cultural expertise. Urban growth relied conomic exigencies. Japan pursued its own distincr political economy, a dynastic-

mainly on European migracion. Liberated ex-slaves, native peoples, and earlier orporate regime of Western-style modernization, which forced overtaxed peas-

immigrant rural secclers stayed put and thus, in relative terms, declined. When. nts into internal and outbound migration. From southern China a transpacific

they did move to the cities later, they—like natives in Central America and migratory connection emerged from the mid-1840s on and, expanding to addi-

Mexico—arrived as latecomers and formed a social stratum below the recent ional regions of origin, accelerated from the 1870s.

European migrants. Because much of the investment came first from Britain In the northern Asian segments of China and Russia, as well as in European

and then the United States, economic decision making did not necessarily have Russia, there developed internal patterns of migration as well as some transoce-
societal and country-wide development at its center. Thus, in the long run these anic out-migrations. Mainly laboring men and women of peasant background
countries underwent a relative decline in comparison to the economies and poli- moved. In addition, rural families migrated from European Russia to southern

ties of the northern Atlantic. Migration declined accordingly.® Siberia, and a new mass migration from northern China to Manchuria continued
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earlier rraditions of rural-to-rural migrations. Urbanization, especially of the
bin region, made distinctions berween agriculeural and industrial mig'r.;ic :
fluid. Elsewhere, small numbers of peasants still moved to farming region:
some states and ideologues of white people’s expansion as late as the 19208
cated colonization migrations of Europe’s and North America’s surplus far
families (labeled peasant “stock”) to ever more marginal farming region‘é .
such schemes remained rhetoric.®

The havoc and destruction of World War I temporarily ended transatla
migrations. They resumed after 1918, the increasing US restrictions notwi
standing, but were cut short by the Great Depression after 1929. In the b"l.ac
Atlantic, small-scale reverse migrations from the Americas to Africa bcgan.;:’ﬂ.]
19305 also witnessed the first arrival of West and North African sailors
workers in France, as well as educational migrations of the sons of uppﬁrvé
families from the colonies to France and Great Britain. The Plantation Belt’
bor regime changed with the gradual abolition of indentured servitude in th
1920s and the collapse of world markets in the 1930s. Thus, depending on macr
region, the period of mass labor migrations lasted into the mid-1910s or into the
1930s. All bound as well as self-willed labor migrations were accompanied
numerically smaller free migrations of middle-class men and women.

A Mobility Transition?

During the so-called demographic transition, when population growth and ec
nomic growth do not match, families and unmarried young people have to de:
part. Infant survival raves and life expectancy of adules increase, but birth rates
have not yet declined nor have labor markets expanded. This, if called a “mob
ity vransition,” implies lower mobility in earlier decades and centuries. Rccé_r.i. "
research indicates that racher than a vague “modernization” in some regions
improvements in transport routes and speed accelerated mobilicy. Demographic.
expansion occurred in Europe and China from the mid-eighteenth to the lace
nineteenth century. Only France, where couples had limited their number of .
children far earlier, remained an exception.” (This demographic change is oc:
curring in many Arab, African, and Asian societies in the present.) In 150 years
after 1750, Europe’s population tripled to 430 million and its share of the world’s
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pulacion grew from one-sixth to one-quarter. People in family units, particu-
|vadolescents ready to leave the parental household, correct such demographic-

_omic imbalances by migrating from spaces with a surplus of livelihood-
ng men and women to spaces with a demand for additional workers or

;nly setcled land, often constructed as “free land.” In the late nineteenth cen-
ury, demand for labor was limited in the European cities of the societies of their
irth bur high in societies a continent away. Patterns of migration usually begin
rregionally and as rural-to-urban moves within a language region before

ey become Jong-distance and international. Migration is a learning process,

2nd routes need to be established and extended. Once a society’s labor markets
expand to provide sufficient options for wage work, departure rates decline. This
-vas the case in Western Europe from the 1890s; in Italy and Eastern Europe,

igration began in the 1880s and continued to the caesura of World War 1.%
 'The conceptual shift from textile and food production to the steel and iron
industries as indicators of a modernization in nation-states and their economies

Las obscured the causes and effects of migration as well as the gendered divisions
of labor. Work and consumption in the home are little affected by rons of steel
produced. But imports of cheap grains mass-produced by immigrant farmers
and laborers, whether wheat in Europe or rice in Asia, wrought havoc on family
farm economies. The resulting agricultural crisis of the 1880s and 1890s forced
millions of small peasant families to depart from their plots and head for jobs in
“the new industries. This “proletarian” mass migration involved rural men and
women with little or no Iand, the towns’ lower classes, and urban workers—it

was a proletarianizing rather than a proletarian migmcion.64

'The transition-by-migration from rural to industrial tasks was facilirated by
the initial stage of industrial mass production in food and garments: mills for
cane sugar in the Caribbean and for beet sugar in East Central Europe, sewing
machines for producing clothing—for which most women had the skills. The
conveyor belt began as a disassembly line in the slaughterhouses from Chicago o
Kansas City. Rural men and women who had done their own food conservation
and slaughtering on small farms moved to seasonal canning and year-round meat-
packing in large firms. On a small family farm, slaughtering a pig provided a feast
and food for the winter, but slaughtering on a producrion line was gruesome
work. Such mass production in the fields of the plains and in the factories of new
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metropoles reduced food prices worldwide and caused more and more families ¢
depart from marginal lands. Similatly, investment in cotton plantations in .
southern United States, Egypt, Uganda, India, and elsewhere, and investment
cloth factories, whether in Manchester or Mumbai, Lowell or Eodz, demande.
quick and permanent changes in allocation of family labor, whether Irish, Ducc
Egyptian, Tamil, or Burmese. Men and women, from adolescence on, respon:.

with myriads of back-and-forth, circular, temporary, and permanent moves,

The Proletarianizing Mass Migrations

With the concentration of production in hand-powered manufacture an
machine-powered factories, the protoindustrial period’s transfer of raw materials
or semifinished goods ro sedentary cotrage dwellers with spare time and a need fo
cash income reversed to self-transfer of such working families to centralized job
locations. In addition, rural men maved to work in local infrastructural improv?
ments, and women continued their migration to domestic labor in nearby towns.
and cities. Railroads and steamships permitted such workers to move intercont
nentally: Some twency million from Europe to the United States from 1880' to:
1914, of which about six million returned to Europe. These migrants, considere
“unskilled,” were skilled agriculturalists and household managers in the econo
mies they left and inexperienced only in the factory production they entered
‘The mass migrations to farm and factory labor targeted the mass-producing
plains from southern Russia to North America and from Argentina to Australi
as well as the mass-producing factories from St. Petersburg to Chicago to Bueno
Aires. When East German landlords converted to machinery, drove our their
tenants, and imported Polish seasonal laborers, North American second-
generation immigrant farming families hired these displaced tenants-turned
migrantlaborers, and industrial employers, also descended from earlier immigrants;
hired them for Taylorized (simplified) tasks in machine-driven production. I
the societies of departure, home and subsistence producers, usually women, be-
came dramarically aware of the futility of their labors when factory-produced
cloth came to be available cheaply in a nearby store. To supply a family wit
cloth demanded a winter’s work—but its purchase required cash at the very time.
when the agricultural crisis of the 1880s reduced family incomes. The crisis of
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“Men and women on a transatlantic vessel’s crowded lower deck, mid-ocean, ca. 1890. Sharing ex-

ectations as well as uncertainties about their destination, passengers often banded together as

“ship siscers” or “ship brothers.” Images like chis one, however, are not always what they scem. Jo-
“seph Stieglitz's famous photo “The Steerage,” for example, shows migrants returning to Europe

from the United States. Around 1900, 2bout one-third of all migrants to the New World returned.
- (Library of Congress)
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ndividual human capital by development of social capital. Contrary to Karl

“free” rime and empty tables forced individuals and whole regional popul _ .
s assumption, migrant men and women had more to lose than chains: To

to reorient their lifestyles and their attitudes to migration. b
oid the loss of regionally specific ethno-class or race-class culrures, and thereby

dividual practices of belonging, they based their support organizations and
Iarcnal life on transferable aspects of the culture of origin within the frame of

The combination of human agency and socioeconomic frames may bc il
trated by migration from Italy. The almost fourteen million men and women w
departed from 1876 to 1914, and the further four million from 1915 to 1930, select
as destinations Western Europe (4.4 percent), North America (30 percent
and Argentina (22 percent), and other places (4 percent). Craftsmen followed:
ditional routes to France and Germany; rural migrants compared work offeres

« receiving society. Adjustment to new socicties and labor movements involved
ultiple and gendered negotiations and compromises. The working-class mi-
s were transculturally mobile, but they were not necessarily a conscious in-

. . . e ed proletariac®
East Elbian and Argentinian landowners and found working conditions in nationally minded p

many’s East worse and train fare over the Alps more expensive than transatlan
fares. The lacter were cheapest to the United States, but those who could afford Europe’s Cores and Peripheries

went to Latin America because there, comparatively, prospects were betre B ' o ;
¢ oft-repeated juxtaposition of labor-exporting European (emigration) an

Bor—importing North American (immigration) countries skews the evidence.
urope itself was divided into 2 labor-importing core and a labor-exporting pe-
phcry Industrialized England, the Netherlands and Belgium, France, the west
nd central German regions, lower Austria, Bohemia, and Switzerland attracted
igrants first from surrounding agricultural regions, then from Europe’s periph-
fy Great Britain and the Germanies as well Belgium and sections of Austria
xported settlers and workers at the same time. England drew workers mainly
tom its Irish colony, Switzerland from Italy (earlier from Germany), France from
10t of its neighboring countries and Poland, and Germany from Poland and
raly. The peripheral societies of Ireland, Portugal and Spain, Italy and southeast-
rn Europe, the Polish and Jewish terrivories, as well as the Scandinavian coun-
ties supplied labor. People’s identifications, rather than being based on member-
hip in a nation, emerged from a search for options to earna living*

State-propounded ideologies of national identity notwithstanding, some pop-
ulation planners attempted to rid cheir country of “undesirables,” including politi-
al or religious dissidents, “the poor” in general, underemployed proletarians, and
cople considered deficient for other reasons: deportation of dissidents and crimi-
als from Russia to Siberia; of paupers and criminals from Western Europe to
Americaand Australia; Great Britain’s program of shipping off unmarried women,
rphaned children, and lightly disabled soldiers; US deportations of alleged social-
ists and revolutionaries during the “Red Scare” {or “white fear”) around 1920.

guage problems smaller, culeural adjustment easier, upward mobility higher. Fro
North America one-third of the migrants returned to Italy—they came as tem
rary workers, not as immigrants, “Unskilled” men and women skillfully eval
ated life chances in several regions of the Atlantic world. Migrants’ remittanices:
through deposit in banks—funded industrialization of the Milan-Turin-Gen
triangle. Family economies in villages were “glocal,” and remittances supported
mesoregional development.®®

In the society/economy of destination, migrants faced complex stratified a
segmented labor markets. Jobs in the primary growing, capital-intensive, conce
trated sector offered relatively high wages, good working conditions, and’ stab
employment. Only a few migrants, like skilled German workers and Enghsh
mechanics, could reach for such jobs, whether in Budapest or Chicago. In th_c se
ondary stagnating, competitive sector with irregular employment, low pay, and
unpleasant working conditions, migrants were hired regardless of cultural orig
or nationality. A tertiary marginal or ghetto sector demanded and provided hi
flexibility. Migrants could enter only those labor market segments commensurate
with their skills or lack thereof] their communication capabilities or problems, and
their culrural Otherness. Furthermore, labor markets were segregated by gender,
ethniciry, color of skin, and sometimes religion. Only some segments offered tran
atlantic internationalized access—the labor markets were heavily racialized®

Jobs provided migrants with the initial income and basis for survival. Cu
ture provided links to others—permitted community formation and expansion
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Nationalist economic elites forced people to depart because institutionalized. European workers. The development of nations and national economies

9!

eions between capital and labor did not provide for sustainable lives, and ¢ peo ded on migrant workers of other cultures and on their Otherization.

of minoriry cultures were deprived of access to societal resources by cultural

Intra-European labor migrations were vastly larger than ourbound . ;
the height of t}i transatlanticg migrations, only siercint of allAustro—HuOI?;:n “North America from Canada to the Caribbean
migranes left the empire for other European economies or North Anlcriéa popular adage “Go to America” refers to the United States, but migrants
percent moved internally, with Prague and Vienna being the largest reccw to two states, the United States and Canada, and to several linguistic regions:
;;r:né'h Canada, the Spanish-English US Southwest, and the creole regions of

Liisiana. Mexico and the societies of the Caribbean islands, positioned as a con-

Many of the expanding manufacturing towns in Europe still resembled mdus
trial islands in an agrarian world and thus drew on work-age populations from
the countryside: ethnoculturally similar but economically distant peasant pe ting region of the Americas by patterns of migration since the 1880s as well as
ple. In the ethnoculturally stratified eastern cities, ethnically distinct from | patterns of US political interference and economic penetration, are best consid-
peasants, multilingual working classes emerged.” '. o .Part of North America.
Regions of industrial investment, like Lancashire in England or the Ruhir dis Most migrants to North America had originated in Western and Northern
trict in Germany, or investment-attracting rural towns, like £&dZ, attracted peopl urope—they were white. From the 18705 and more so from the mid-1880s, mi-
in transition from rural vo industrial patterns of earning a livelihood. Capita.l cit nts originated from Eastern Europe, southern Italy, and as well as the south-
astern European societies. The racial ideologies of Anglo or Teutonic whites color-
coded them as datk, swarthy, or olive. The ideology of US racial identity, and to a
[esser degree Anglo-Canadian racialidentity, led to restrictions against in-migration
f“yellow races” from Asia and, after 1924, of nonwhite Europeans. Lynch violence

(sometimes called “lynch law” in the peculiar parlance of national discourse) and

ies, because of political linkages, the nobility’s consumption patterns, and bour
geois investments, attracted heterogeneous migrants. Vienna, linked by railroad
to the Germanies and by Danube shipping to the Black Sea, exerted its pull ov
Bohemia, Moravia, Slovakia, the Hungarian lands, Polish-Ukrainian-Jewish Gali
cia, and Bukowina. Greek traders, Italian merchanes, and Jewish families lived
distinct quarters. The tantalizing facades of aristocratic and bourgeois quart ack of migration traditions kept black African-Americans tied to the southern
. states into the 1880s. “Brown” migration from Mexico remained limited before

1900 and was hardly discussed in public. Canada, wich its demand for prairie set-

suggested riches to be made, while the harsh working conditions of the factorie
and the poverty, pneumonia, and prostitution of the drab working-class quai‘t_e’x'
were invisible from the locations where migrants developed their expcctatid’ns tlers and urban workers, kept its doors open for Europeans through the 1920s.”
Many workers came seasonally, and ethnic associations registered 2 membershi In the Unired States, nineteenth-century economic and demographic devel-
turnover of up to 100 percent per year, as did Germany’s labor unions. The prdlc opment was characterized by a sequence of large-volume inrernal migrations.
tarianizing migrations involved high mobility in a particular stage of the life cycl Westward migrations did not serve as a safety valve that defused class conflier;
rather than a single and unidirectional emigration.” ' instead urbanization areracted young surplus rural people, as it did in Europe.
From the carly 1900s, “bonanza farms” or corporate latifundia displaced settler

families, and flight from the land accelerated in the 19305 during the Great De-

Even though most cities were dependent on in-migration for their growth
newcomers experienced segregation and hostility from the increasingly natior
alistic host societics. In Austria and Germany, assimilation pressures undercu: pression, Pushed by pogroms and disenfranchisement, the southern ex-slaves’
the viability of immigrant cultures. Exclusions and, in the case of people of Je children began to migrate to northern urban jobs, about one hundred thousand
ish faith, racializations were common to all of Europe’s states. In urban societies net in the decade before 1900. When immigration from Europe came to an in-

whether London, Paris, or Berlin, racialization targeted in-migrating Italian and voluntary stop in 1914, the African-Americans’ “Great Migration” became a
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The United States of Mexico, while part of the Atlantic economies and cul-
ures, remained distinct as regards migration. Not only were few labor migrants
.. needed, due to the government’s disenfranchisement of the indios, but the incur-
sions of Spanish royalists in the 18205, of US armies in the mid-1840s, of French-
ed European troops in the 1860s, and since then of powerful British, US, Frcncl?,
“and German investors, created an antiforeigner sentiment that, for the Amcn;
cas, was singular. The mid-nineteenth-century urbanization and land “reform

- (dispossession of native peoples) accelerated the internal cityward migrations of
the dispossessed bur segregated them by racialization. Capiral influx from the

United States, accompanied by investors and migrants with technical skills, also

mobilized dispossessed rural Mexicans. Increasing numbers headed for the

United States during the disturbances of the anti-Porfiriato revolution after 1910

and during the burgeoning US labor demands of World War I. From the 1940s

on, the United States recruited large numbers of braceros. Already by che 19205

Mexican and Canadian migrants entered the same labor markets in Detroit fac-

tories and Michigan mining.”

From the 1890s to the 1930s, a North American migration region emerged.
Borders were porous, and when European migrarion was being reduced, the “back-
doot” for Mexicans—a “front door” for them—was left ajar. American planters
with capital moved to Cuba, Mexico, and elsewhere. Railroad and transportation
impresarios developed the Mexican and Isthmus of Panama railroads, not always
based on sound engineering expertise. Canada, in addition to being a country of
jmmigration, became a transit country for Europeans: 2.6 million moved to the
United States berween 1871 and 1930. Only a tiny percentage of both US- and
Canada-bound migrants crossed the Pacific from Asia.

In the 1920s, low cotton prices pushed white families out of the US South’s
rural economy. Most headed for California and became migrant agriculeural la-
borers. In the 19205, mechanization beyond the scope of family investments, ex-
acerbared in some regions by drought, displaced people from family farms. During
the Great Depression, firse-generation European and Mexican migrants returned
to their societies of birth. Because of continuing racism, a small but vocal “Back

A Chinese poem carved into the wall of the Angel Island Immigration Station in San Francisco .
Bay. Angel Island, che Ellis Island of the Pacific coast, often served more as an interrogation station
and a detention cenrer than as an cntry gate. Asian immigrants arriving at Angel Island were fre

quently detained upon arrival, the victims of exclusionary and discriminatory policies. Many of the |
migrants expressed their sorrow and anger by carving elaborate poems into the wooden walls of the -
stacion. (Carel M. Highsmith’s America, Library of Congress, Prints and Photographs Division)

proletarianizing mass movement involving about one million men and women.
from 1916 to 192.0, or almost 10 percent of the 10.4 million black cirizens”

In addition to the multicultural cities, rural regions were made biculrural by :
the presence of migrants, and the international northern and southern borderlines -
became borderlands in which people moved back and forth. From the St. Law-
rence Valley, Canadian French-speakers came to New England’s Anglo—owncd' :
textile mills. English-Canadians settled in Michigan, the Prairies, and Washing-
ton state; US farmers accounted for the largest number of in-migrants in Canada’s
prairies. The border along the 49th parallel was permeable, it was but an imaginary -

line. A German-Scandinavian belt with distinct linguistic practices and with
Ukrainians on the Canadian side emerged, as did a Hispanic Spanish-English belt

along the Mexican border
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to Africa” movement emerged from the United States as well as from Brazil and
the Caribbean. Along the Pacific coast—as in Mexico, Peru, and eastern Siberia—
Chinese migrant or immigrant workers had become part of the respective
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proletariats. The working-class diasporas from Europe and Asia overlapped
North and South America, where they joined forces or competed with free blacl
and white [abor.

Framed by such global connections, the Caribbean served as a hinge r gion
between North, Central, and northern South America. Several of its socier ] s
Cuba and Trinidad in particular, received Cantonese and Indian indent_ﬁ_réd
workers and free migrants. After the end of slavery, African-Caribbeans’ migy
tion was at first limited to the Caribbean area. US-bound migration grew pafal
to US investment in the island economies. In che early twentieth cencury,
Panama Canal’s construction sites became a major destination, attracting chc.i...
tens of thousands of free and contracted Barbadian, Jamaican, Guadeloupe
and Martinican migrants. US investments in plantations increased seasonal' m
bility and expanded the catchment area to Costa Rica and Nicaragua. By the 193
the Caribbean plantation regimes had become political regimes—“banana rep
lies” under the remote control of multinational corporations. Caribbean migrants
in the United States developed a cosmopolitan cultural expressiveness, centered
on New York’s Harlem and connected to Paris, France. African-American a

African-Caribbean music bcgan to actract whire audiences; culrural fusion W 1 oil-drilling ream of Portuguese immigrants in Patagonia, Argentina, 1907. Most photographs

i ion.”® of immigrants show men, but women accounted for abour 4o percent of the Atlantic crossings.
a consequence of migration. 5 o | .
Communities of immigrant men and women, often with children, emerged throughout the Ameri-

¢as from Paragonia ro Alaska. (Patagonia Mosaic Projec, Dickinson College)

South America

About one-fifth of the fifty o fifty-five million transatlantic migrancs headed for Migrations internal to Latin America increased when ex-slave families left

South America.”” Their numbers grew after 1850, rose rapidly from 1885 to 191 plantations, first in a process of moving to or forming villages, and then in
stagnated in the interwar years, and resumed for a decade after 1945. Most orig medium-distance cityward migrations. Plantation owners and the governmencs
nated in the Mediterranean cultures, especially Italy, Spain, and Portug_s:xi'- they dominared experimented with various labor recruitment schemes before
Argentina and Brazil received almost four-fifths of the newcomers, Cuba 14 they settled on free migranes from Europe. In the Latin American scheme of
percent—in all three of these societies the patterns and composition of migratio skin color gradation, European working-class immigrants held a compericive
and the labor regimes changed after the abolition of slavery. Around 1900, Iralian: advantage over local workers of mixed origin, and these over African-origin
migrants modified the Euro-Atlantic migration patterns and increasingly selected workers. However, no US-style segregation into black and white ever developed
North American destinations. Thus, the Mediterranean- and Aclantic-Europea or, given the many-colored castas, could develop. The societies of the Guyanas
departure areas and the several receiving areas in the Americas became integrated. and the Pacific coast, like those of the Caribbean, also included contract laborers
Self-selection of migrants channeled people to destinations according to their and free migrants from Asia. After exclusion from North America, Japanese im-

social profiles and the receiving society’s economies. migrants came to Brazil and Peru, often as families. Internal migration to states
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and migration between states involved women moving independently to domes:
tic service. Although economic growth had been high for more than half a ¢e
tury after the independences, migrants at the turn of the twentieth cen
reached economies of “expansion without development,” societies experiencing
urbanization without further industrialization. Still, wages compared favorab}
to transportation cost and to living expenses in the cultures of origin, but hats
working conditions on plantations resulted in high rates of secondary ruralto
urban migrations and of return.™
In Argentina, which pursued a policy of encouraging in-migration of bo
agriculrural and industrial labor, about 6 million Europeans arrived from 186
10 1914, and 2.7 million returned; by 1914 the Argentinian population had mor
than quadrupled to 7.9 million, 58 percent of whom were foreign-born or
children of immigrants. Agrarian sertlement resembled thar of plains across thy
world, with railways constructed by private companies using British capital, go
ernment subsidies, and immigrant labor. After the mid-1890s it was no loh'gc"
possible, even for hardworking families, to advance to independent landowner:
ship. Argentina had no frontier of settlement. Its only city, Buenos Aires, had :
Spanish elite, Italian bourgeois and lower middle-classes, and multiethnic shé_t
tytowns. In the latrer the rango and lunfardo developed, to become popular acros
the Western world. For six decades, 70 percent or more of the city’s resident
were foreign-born, a percentage twice as high as was ever reached in the Unite
States. Half of the migrants were Italians, one-third were Spanish, 5 percent wet:
French., Steamship fares as low as fifty dollars from Iraly to Buenos Aires mad
the trip profitable even for seasonally commuting harvest laborers, who, becaus
of the inverse season, could thus achieve year-round employment. In contrast't
rural settlers, urban immigrant families experienced intergenerational upwarc
mobiliry and immigrants could participate easily in political life.”
In Brazil, the post-independence phase of European migracion up to the 1860
had brought German, Italian, and Polish settlers to the coffee plantations of Ri
Grande do Sul, where planters had relocated because of soil exhaustion farthe
north. In secondary migrations many fled the miserable—literally “unsettling™
working conditions. The second phase, from 1870 to 1920, brought a total of 3.3
million, of whom 860,000 returned to Europe or moved elsewhere. Given Brazil’
population size, the ratio of immigrants to native-born was always lower than 1
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pean Jabor displaced free Africans, who had to migrate to stagnating regions or

take the most menial jobs. The Brazilian Euro- Creole elites engaged in a nation-

MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

other receiving states in the Americas. African-Brazilians, as part of the multi-

Jored population, migrated to jobs or sharecropping, In prospering cities Euro-

building process conceived in European terms and relying on contemporary
concepts of race to prevent indio and black peoples from accessing political or
economic resources. Notions of improving the * ‘population stock™ by’ ‘crossbreed-
ing’  and “whitening” emerged. Belonging, in the minds of elites, was predicared

on color.

For African-Brazilians, belonging was predicated on culture. In brotherhoods

- and through socioreligious practices of candomblé they struggled againsc alien-
ation and displacement as well as the slave traders’ insidious “witchcraft” that had
cransformed them into forced labor “across the water.” The importation of slaves

into the 1860s kept the institutions closely related to African multidivinity. They
organized by nation, color, gender, and status to pursue material as well as spiri-
tual goals. Portuguese-origin Brazilians were aware of cultural differences be-
rween groups of different African origins, such as the Savaru, Ardas, Hausa, Tapa,

Jejé, DaGome, and Nagé. Such diversity of origin demanded search for a com-
 mon language. The African languages also impacted on the official European
 language; some twenty-five hundred Brazilian-Portuguese words are of sub-

Saharan African origin. Ethnically based working-class organizations combined
slave and freed workers and organized strikes, resisted government interference,
controlled quality of work, and asserted self-governance. Many members were
African-born, others inrernal migrants from the declining sugar regions. Some,
in old age, reembarked for Africa, like European-origin workers in North
America who at retirement recurned to their societies of birth.*®

Migration to the Americas and the establishment of Euro-domination chere
has been discussed in terms of white over black and the annihilation or displace-
ment of red people. If the imposition of a white-topped racial hierarchy was in-
deed a major goal, skewed sex ratios—expressed in sexual artraction as well as
violence—brought forth new mixed peoples. In all of the Americas, including
the northern selflabeled “white” societies, racial mixing resulted in ethnogene-
sis, the development of new mestizo peoples in new ecological environments.
While gatekeeper ideologues of the Anglo-Protestant societies invented a myth
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of racial purity and whiteness, in Latin Catholic societies the hierarchized cast:
remained porous and wealth could override color. In 1920s Mexico, partly in
reaction to the arrogance of neighboring Yankees, a self-identification of 2éstiz
emerged, a blending of Europeans, Native Americas, Africans, and even

. workers and, through European white planters’ appropriation of the sur-
£ such black African labor, produced more wealth than the whole of colo-
al continental North America taken together. In the Indian Ocean, the is-
'ds of Mauritius and Réunion and, in the Southeast Asian seas, the so-called
ice Islands as well as Java and Sumartra had become the core of wealth produc-
in the interest of the colonizers. In all of these, the small resident popula-
s did not meet the intruder-investors’ demand for labor. Muscled laboring

Asians. An extreme version, countering Yankee superiority fantasies, made Me
cans a “cosmic race.” All migrations involve mixing, métissage, or mestizaje, and on.
they involve new self-arrogated or ascribed hierarchies by phenotype or genes!
: odies—there was little interest in minds and emotions—were imported like
int lonial Mi H fcztiiizer for fields or luxury goods for the colonizer elites” homes.
ntercolonial Migrations Agricuitural production units in the Plantation Belt, the “factories in the

Parallel to the free-under-constraints migrations in and between the Atlant felds,” required (and for centuries of colonization had required) as much labor,

economies, free-under-massive-constraints and unfree mass migrations occur csagnatﬁd as unskilled, as the new factories in the cities of the Atlantic econo-
fies. Again: “unskilled” refers to repetitive tasks at the destination. Migrants, in
their societies of birch, had led lives with skills that enabled them to cope with

adverse conditions. That they were forced to migrate was usually due to local so-

within the Atlantic imperial powers and were imposed by those states on peop.
in the colonized tropical and subtropical extractive economies circling the globe.

From the Adantic world, numerically small migrations of investors, plant ]
tion owners or inheritors, their personnel, and support personnel for such impe oeconomic frames and imperialist impositions rather than to a lack of survival
alist economic penetration, whether administrators, soldiers, or governing elite skills, although mismanagement of land and other assets could also be the cause
_df individuals’ selfindenture or of the indenturing of family members.

In addition to the regions of the plantation regime, locations of mineral de-

converged onto the vast colonized territories and peoples and diverged into the
region’s many different locations and spaces. For the resulting mobilization—as ine
well as immobilization—of labor forces, exact quantitative data are difficult! posits and other types of extraction, like forest clear-curring, guano digging, or
rubber collecting, required labor forces from afar in order to become econom-
ically viable and profitable. Labor force is a neutral, production-oriented term for
men and women, and often children, who wanted to lead whole lives but whose

concentration in camps at centers of investment and of natural resources often

compile, given the many different recruitment regions, routes, and destination.
extended societies as well as specific economic regions. Recent scholarship indi-
cates that the volume of intercolonial long-distance migrations equaled those o
the Atlantic world and, through political and economic power relations, were i
tricately connected to them. Migrations within the colonies, like those withi
Europe and North America, come in addition—though the borderlines berween
free and unfree, internal and external, locally induced and co[omzer—rnandated

involved brutal exploitation. Camp regimes need to be analyzed on a continuum
from those inhabited by voluntary migrants (under economic constraints) for
woodcutting or placer mining, for example, to those with forced migrants like
are fuzzy.” the plantation camps in the Caribbean and the factory barracks in fascist states-—
both with exeremely high death races. The distinctions between a colonized re-
gion and an independent region were not always clearly defined. One region
. . - I 3
with a long tradition of voluntary migrations, North America’s “Greater South-

west,” from Arizona and New Mexico to Sonora and Zacatecas, underwent

Again, it is necessary to reflect on images and connotations framing th
thought on colonial worlds, the Plantation Belt, and nodes of mineral extractior
or wood “harvesting,” Geographically accurate maps of continents and rerrito-
ries reflect neither the economic importance nor the size of demand for labor.
From a socioeconomic perspective, such maps are inaccurate and misleading,
Terrirorially small islands like Saint-Domingue, Jamaica, and Cuba dcmandc’d:

rapid expansion of mining in the later nineteench century. US investors and the
pliant Mexican ruler Porfirio Diaz set the frame; white US personnel exploited
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often skilled but brown Mexican laborers to dig silver and copper. Protestin
workers were subdued by armed military units (as at the Cananea mine in 190
or deporred and dumped in the desere without water (as happened at the BisE
mine in 1917). Cananea, at the time, also housed several thousand importe :Q
migrant Chinese workers.* :

Both the plantation and the mining/extracting labor forces were predoi.
nantly male, but when the male reservoir of labor for European and, later, U
investments was insufficient, women were imported. Male nodes of in-migration
usually became gendered communities if their sex ratios were skewed, E\?c_.
where only men were employed, reproductive work needed to be done: cooking
washing of clothes, mending, Some migrating men did such work for them
selves, and in isolated labor camps across the world men were hired as cooks
Elsewhere women came on their own or were brought in to do the “household’
work where no households existed: mass production of food in cantinas, wash:
ing of endless piles of dirty work clothes. Women might also be brought in for
sex labor or, as small businesswomen, migrate on their own account to sell provi
sions or their bodies (like men sold theirs to exploiters). "

The plantation regions and the centers of mineral extraction, often distan

from towns and transportation facilities, needed connections to centers of pro

cessing and consumption. Thus, further workers were mobilized to build dirt

roads, paved roads, railroads, or waterways and the necessary hardware, carts, wag:

ons, or rail cars. Once transportation routes were completed, the carters, cana

men, and railroad men created further demand for reproduction labor. Thus, iso< ':
lated productions sites, barracks for plantation and mining laborers, and solitary:
hostels became gendered communities. Women followed their husbands; families
separated by migration were reunited, single women came to work and often to’
marry. Women’s patterns of migration involved independent moves, sequential’
ones with prepaid tickets, or transport under contracts. Only the birth of children’
and multigenerational communities ensured continuity. Given the gendered allo-:
cation of tasks, men did ofren move first. The “women who stayed behind” did
become 2 topos of public debarte (as well as, belatedly, of migration research). It.

needs to be reemphasized that wornen did form their own migration connections
and, when such decisions were open to them, searched for independent incomes.
The labor regimes entwined the categories of class, gender, and race-cthnicicy.™*
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By the last decades of the nineteenth century, the plantation, mining, and
portation complexes were becoming ever more integrated. The increasing use
nachinery created a fast-growing demand for lubricating palm oil; caoutchouc
'1ghcacions provided the rubber for transmission belts and tires. Capiralists and
te agents soughe control over territories, partly for their “natural” resources, like
e soils or minerals, and partly ro reduce resident populations to mobile labor
ces. Depending on Jocation and demand, people were immobilized for work lo-
aﬂy, were forced to move over short or medium distances individually or in family
nits, or were sent into long-distance migrations—at the end of which they were
'.mobilized again. This, too, involved a balancing of labor demand and labor sup-
but it imposed the interests of investors and employers.
- The consumption demands of Europe’s rapidly increasing populations and
he speedup of transportation through steamships and new canal connections,
he Suez Canal in particular, intensified production in the extractive industries.
Because neither the British- nor the French-controlled areas {nor, for that matter,

the remaining Dutch and new German colonies) could be kept under control by

he migrant soldiers and administrators sent from the cores, some ethnocultural

_groups, voluntarily or by coercion, joined the repressive apparatus of the colonizer
‘powers. Sikh police from Punjab and Gurkha soldiers from Nepal or, in French-
controlled regions, the tiraillenrs sénégalais, are examples; Bengali administra-
“tors in Burma form another category. In the French Empire of 1930, there were
46,900 colonizer personnel controlling sixty million colonized people with the

help of “colonial auxiliaries” transported about. When, in the First World War,
which was predominantly a European or Euro-Atlantic war, labor forces in
Britain and France shrunk through draft and death, hundreds of thousands of
colonial contract laborers and soldiers were transported to Europe and to bat-
tlefields in those colonies that were drawn into the Euro-centric interimperial
conflict. They labored, fought, and died for the Allied cause. Given the skewed
thinking of national ideologues, demands for acceptable living conditions by
indentured workers (or native working classes) had never been tolerated. But
the argument that “colonials” had fought and many had died for the nation
{which was not theirs) induced colonizer governments after the war to reconsider
the regime of indenture.
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By status, three major categories of migrants in the colonial circuits need ro be
erned: (1) those coming under indenture or contractual debt relationships, (2)
those coming on loans for their fare, and (3) self-paying (passenger) migrants. In-
‘déntures of Indians from the eastern coastal regions, of Chinese from the southern
“rovinces and later the northeastern provinces, as well as of those recruited or
dnapped from Fiji and other Pacific islands, lasted usually five years with no op-
on to change the contracr, Not all arrangements guaranteed return fare. Lack of
funds for return, exploitative pay conditions, overcharging by company or planta-
ion stores, nonwork because of illness or pregnancy, all might contribute to invol-
wary reindenture. A new contract could also be signed voluntarily, either because
orking life in all its aspects was acceprable or because conditions in the place of
"'igin, “home,” were unacceptable. Reindenture might also be a straregy to accu-
mulate savings and establish a small business within the region of indenture or a
nearby town. Second, in a different arrangement, people without means could mi-
grate by taking a loan for the cost of their passage. Such “crediv-ticket migrants”
worked off the loan at the destination. Repayment usually involved a three-year
period but could be achieved faster or under exploitative conditions mighe take
longer. Finally, self-paying individuals or families decided on their destinarion and
intended to establish themselves in business. The term passenger migrant for people

Chinese indentured laborers carrying shells at an ammunition depot in France, 1917, Duri

T . - - £{3 - »
World War I, Indians, Vietnamese, Chinese, and West Africans were recruited or forced ¢ from India differentiates them from “coolies who, on the same boats, were treared

by the British and French imperial governments to support the Allied war effort. Some, like the ke cattle, The term merchants for Chinese reflects the long tradition of diasporic

raillewrs séndgalais, served on active ducy. (Privare Collection / Pecer Newark Pictures / The Brid trader migrations. Such migrants, often with wife and children, could be large

man Art Library) merchants with wide-ranging import and export connections. They could also be

rtisans or small traders, migrating singly or wich family labor. Some migrated in

Indentured, Credit-Ticket, and Self-Paying Migrants :famll)f nctwork.s 1n. which travisl costs were adjfanccd w1th8c;ut debr relationships
o but with an obligation to contribute to the family econorny.

With the establishment of the indenture system in British India, in Imperia Once shipping routes and regular traffic had been esrablished, free migranes

China in the period of the Unequal Treaties, and in Fiji, as well as in other sp from other cultural origins could take advantage of them. Free men and, with

[y

cific regions, workers, like the free-under-constraints European migrants, some delay, women from Meiji Japan began to migrate in the late 1860s, and Fili-

been socialized in particular cultural systems of meaning, languages or dialects pinos did so after their country became a US colony in 1898. Within the orbit of
and socio-scapes. Those leaving through ports have been counted; those walkin Dutch colonialism in Southeast Asia, workers were recruited in Java for work
or being walked on land have not necessarily been counted—thus quantitativ on other islands. In some Pacific islands, where at first small populations were
data are inaccurate. For terminological clarity and empirical soundness, forc deplered by forced migration and then indentured Indians were imported,

migrant labor in Africa will be discussed below. societies underwent traumatic changes.
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Calculations and estimates of total numbers of migranes have varied wig;
Adam McKeown's reassessment suggests a total of 48 to sz million, divided
e . A7 . 8t g Major sources of migrants

tween some 29 million Indians and 19 million Chinese as well as peopl

other cultures but excluding Dutch Indonesia, which was neither part of th

gime of indenture nor an arena of forced long-distance outbound migrations
Less than 10 percent of the migrants came under formal indenture, but much
it occurred with financial assistance from colonial authorities or under deb
ligations in the kangani recruitment system, under which employers ser
trusted and capable laborer, the kangani or maistry, to his home region It_o hir
additional workers among acquaintances and dependents. More than 2 millio
Indians migrated as “passengers.” Of Chinese from Guangdong and Fujia nl
than a million indentured themselves to European employers but large nirn ber
were bound to Chinese employers, who might be subcontractors for Europea
Other types of contracts involved wage labor or profit sharing.

Asian destinations for migrants from India included Burma (15 millio
Ceylon (8 million), Malaya/Malaysia (4 million), other ports in Southeast A
as well as islands in the Indian and Pacific Oceans. From among southern
nese, up to 11 million traveled to the Straits Settlements (Penang, Singapore,
Malacca)—but one-third or more used the port only for transshipment to th

Dutch Indies, Borneo, Burma, and elsewhere. Nearly 4 million headed direc

for Siam, 2 to 3 million to French Indochina, over 1 million ro the Dutch Ind:lc
less than 1 million to the Philippines, and more than half a million to Australi
New Zealand, Hawai‘i, and other islands in the Pacific and Indian Oceans. Des

Migration to Southeast Asia, 1850-1914.

tinations in Africa and the Americas included 1 million Indians to South-an some regions into the 19205 or even 1930s. From China, in contrast, departures

East Africa, and hundreds of thousands of Chinese to Latin American and almost tripled berween 1901~1905 and 1926-1930 to 3.3 million, The decisive

Caribbean. Contract laborers in Cuba, some 270,000, and Peru became de fa

break in patterns of migration in the East Asian, Southeast Asian, and Pacific

slaves. After 1900, indentured laborers for South Africa, and for Europe dqrm macroregions came with Japan’s aggression against China in July 1937.
World War One, came mostly from northern China’s new recruitment region
For most destinations, 80 to 9o percent of the migrants returned; of Europe’s: _ . X
transatlantic migrants, only one-third returned around 1900.% South Africa, Mauritius, and the Malay Peninsula

In 1917-1920, British India’s national leaders used the contribution of mor Destinations within Asia included Burma, Siam, Malaya including the Straits

Settlements, some Pacific islands, as well as “white Asia,” Australia and New
Zealand. Westrward travel across the Indian Ocean reached for East and South
Africa, Naral in particular. Across the Pacific or around Africa’s cape, specific

than one million Indian soldiers and indentured workers in Britain’s armies and-
behind the front to the 1914-1918 war effort to negotiate the end of the inden:
ture regime, However, through voluntary or involuntary reindenture it lasted i
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locations along the West Coast of the Americas and in the Caribbean coul
reached. Migrants could rake advantage of long-existing trading connectipﬁ._s'
Gujarati merchants to East Africa and of Malabar Coast merchants ro Sia.m £y
the Malay Peninsula. Capitalists took advantage of short-term global ch
Plantation owners in Mauritius observed the collapse of Antillean sugar pro
tion following slave revolts and the abolition of slavery in the early nineteent
century, saw the marketing opportunities in continental Europe, and cxpaﬁde'
production by importing coerced Indian labor. Migrations, trade, and inve
ments were of oceanic, hemispheric, and global extent. Mauritius, Natal, and th
Malay Peninsula will serve as examples for migrant insertion. '

The Mauritian plantocracy, under the postslavery global realignments
changed its traditional volunrary contract labor to brutal exploitation of force
labor. Of the 450,000 Indians who came from 1834 to 1907, less than one-thir
returned. The planter-administrator complex had designed legislation, regu
tion, and taxation to force migrant workers to reindenture and to bar them from
moving to opportunities outside of the plantation economy. They used vagranc
laws and licensing regulations that the British upper classes had applied for cen
turies to English working classes, This labor regime, consolidated in the “slav
code” of 1867, remained in effect until 1922. However, economic changes, espe
cially the centralization of sugar milling in the 1880s, provided job options in
rural towns, to which many workers migrated. Labor militancy was punishable
labor combinations were outlawed until 1937, In Mauritius, the indenture 1"'._
gime was a “new system of slavery,” to use Hugh Tinker’s term.”” :

Conditions and structures were different in che South African colonies, es
pecially in Natal, where some two hundred thousand South Asian men and
women arrived in 1860-1911. About 75 percent stayed permanencly, neatly two.
fifths of them women. In 1911, when 44 percent of the community of 150,000

was African-born, only 10,000 had been able to enter commerce and a mere 729°

the professions. When, after 1911, exclusion legislation ended the old-world in
flux and constant cultural renewal, acculturation proceeded rapidly. Some sixty
four thousand Chinese were brought to Transvaal mining under the Labor Im-

porration Ordinance of 1903 and the Anglo-Chinese Labour Convention of -
1904 as “captive” workers before abrogation of the scheme in 1906. Europeans

prejudices against “primitive” tribal people and African men’s and women’s so
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sticated resistance combined to retard the development of an indigenous la-
G;_forcc. The plan was for Europeans to control the economy, an inserted and
+reially bound Indian laboring class to do the plantation and railway work, and
fricans to be culturally and geographically marginalized.

Pursuing their own agenda, Indian migrants in Natal developed a full-
edged community. At first laborers were brought in for the ncwl-y established
ugarcane economy. When early returnees’ complaints about abusive treatment
educed furcher recruitment, a “Coolie Commission” in 1872 improved living
ndigions, if only minimally. Planters briefly turned to hiring free and slave
\ fricans from Zanzibar but then again recruited Indians because they needed
ixpt:sficnccd workers. Though early migrancs originated from Madras, in the

($70s most sailed from Calcutta. The volume of labor imports depended on the

ugar industry’s economic cycles, on particular railway construction projects,
nd on general depressions like that of 1866-1874. Arriving men and women
vere distributed along the coastal belt according to employer demand—similar,

in one scholar’s words, to Virginia and South Carolina in times of slavery but
with a British “sugarocracy” at the top. When the British government imposed a
-.quota of about 30 percent women migrants, planters paid the women only half

he men’s wages and food rations. Children were paid according to age. Women
(and children) had to endure multiple abuses: women were allocated no food

when no labor was available for them or when pregnancy or child care prevented

them from working; employers sexually harassed them, and jealous husbands
mistreated or murdered them; some women committed suicide after being sexu-
ally abused. Some resisted exploitation by “desertion”—by joining African com-
munities. From the 1880s on, Indians also worked in coal mining and in railway
construction from Wicwatersrand to the coast of Naral. Railway workers often
came witch skills acquired in construction work in India and, after their time
expired, moved to similar work in the Belgian Congo and Portuguese Angola.
Free Indians came as traders, and plantation owners had to rely on them to
supply the migrant workers with food and fabrics. Shopkeepers dispersed and
sertled in coastal cities, plantation camps, and country towns and villages. The
government culled the immigrant community of nonproductive as well as politi-
cally active members. In Durban and Pictermaritzburg the free Indian popula-
tion, including independent women, survived in economic niches. Free Indian
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mechanics, masons, blacksmiths, and carpenters were brought in from M:
tius. In Durban’s vicinity ex-indencured servants and enterprising imm1g;gﬁ
families established truck farming and began to operate small tea or sugarca
plantations. During economic depressions the community suffered and re
migracion increased, but a lasting presence was established **
In the other South African colonies, in contrast, African labor had been 1y
bilized or immobilized for almost a century before Indian and Chinese contfac
laborers were introduced. In Transvaal the gold-mining capital, supported s
pliant government, refused to offer wages that would attract African labor: frop
the local competitive labor market and instead tapped four other reservoirs: ;
ricans from Portuguese Mozambique, convicrs, unskilled whites, and Asian con
tract workers. The latter were recruited by a firm that also supplied coolie labo
to Russian employers in Vladivostok. Health inspection before departure.p
mitted selection of the fittest, and to achieve maximum exploitation the govern
ment criminalized leaving the job (“desertion”), slow work (“loafing”), and ine
ficient work. Racism ended recruitment of Chinese coolies after only three years
and the government decided to repatriate all.*
In the Malay Peninsula, which from 1870 was integrated under British rul
as well as in Burma and Siam, migrants arrived from both India and China fc
take advantage of mining, agricultural, trading, and imperial opportunities. Th
resident Malays, Thai, and Burmese, and the large numbers of multiply ethno
culrurally differentiated Indians and Chinese sojourners and immigrants, with:
European and Eurasian superstratification, developed new societies, In the prd
cess, the Chinese and Indian migrants expanded the economy and creared jobs
often establishing themselves above the resident peoples. _
When the segments of the Indic world, fragmented by three centuries of rule:
by competing European powers, were reintegrated into the new whole of the
British Empire, comparative labor costs induced capitalists and administrator
to move [abor from the colonized population core, India, ro other locations. Sin
gapore’s population, for example, increased eightfold to 90,700 in the four de-:
cades before 1864: 58,000 Chinese, 13,500 Malays, and 12,700 Indians. Chinese’
came on their own to work in tin mining or in commercial agriculture; Chines
entrepreneurs provided the capiral. Depending on economic cycles, demand,
and productivity, the size of this population fluctuared greatly. The contracts
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ierativc job. European plantation owners had intended to use Malay people asa

labor force, but these were able to live off their land and had refused the indigni-

ies of wage work under foreign masters. Chinese investors were able to attract
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bound men to work off the cost of passage within a year, but overtime pay went
into their own pockets. The short contracts and the large number of small em-

s permittcd workers to use their own discretion in finding the most remu-

workers without government support, but European capiralists demanded pub-
lic support to import Iabor. From among the Indian migrants, 9o percent origi-
nated from southern Tamil-speaking people, the rest from Telugu districes and
the Malayalam districts of the Malabar coast. They were used in the production
of coffee, sugar, tapioca, and coconut, and when, after 1900, rubber plantations
expanded and oil palm cultivation increased, labor demand skyrocketed. The
whole region from British Burma’s Irrawaddy Delra via Siam’s central plain to
the French Indochinese Mekong Delra became a mass producer of rice to feed the
rice-eating labor forces transported by the British across the globe.

In 1921 the multiethnic populations of Singapore and Malaya of 3.3 million

included 1.6 million Malays, 1.2 million Chinese, five hundred thousand Indians,
and some sixty thousand others. Ethnic ascription was as common as in other
parts of the world. Malays often considered Chinese dangerous and looked upon

Indians as “small people.” In contrast, in the Burmese construction of foreigners,
Chinese, of whom few came, were “cousins,” Indians and British were “black
men.” The British viewed the Burmese as “happy-go-lucky people” or as the Irish
of the East, and the Chinese as the Jews of the East. After 1929, overproduction of
natural rubber and the worldwide depression induced British administrators to
reduce Indian in-migration by quota and to ship abouta hundred thousand work-
ers back to India within a year. The colonized laborers were expendable human
beings.”’

In distinction to che South Asian diaspora of colonial auxiliaries, free mi-
grants, and contract workers, the Chinese diaspora never became an integral
part of British or other colonial empires. Its experience in Southeast Asia varied
from ghetto life in Batavia and Manila to casy intermarriage and emergence of
the Philippine mestizos and Indonesian peranakan. When the presence of women
increased, community formartion and a re-Sinicization began in the Nanyang,
and return migration decreased. The role of the ethnic Chinese as middlemen,
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d their complete control over particular sectors of the economy, eventually
;'uh:cd in anti-Sinicism and repeated violence.

Trade Connections and Migrations in South,
Southeast, and East Asia

e presence of colonizers, and their creation of the Planration Belt, which was
p_é\verfully imposed and established by the second half of the nineteenth cen-
tury, in the Indian Ocean and the East and Southeast Asia seas, impacted on
egions that had millennia-long traditions of seafaring mobility. It changed such
aditions, permitted or enforced new labor and merchant migrations during the
regime of indenture, and remolded directions of regional mobilities. To under-
stand agency in and historical frames of the societies, it is useful ro discuss some
of the many intra- and interrcgional Mmoves separatcly. Examplcs will be selected
from the western Indian Ocean via insular Southeast Asia to Japan. Migrations
nd influences emanating from this macroregion extended westward to East
Africa and eastward across the Pacific to the Americas.

Colonizer penetration might intensify existing local migrarion practices
and systems; the sojourning or settling European powerful investor and ad-
ninistrator migrants mighe also induce emergence of new ones. Resident peo-
ple could and did refuse to enter wage- or bound-labor relationships. They used
their resources—knowledge of the terrain and supportive networks—for resis-
tance. Imported bound laborers, lacking such resources, were more easily con-
trolled.”* In British India, investment and labor demand or job opportunities
did not necessarily result in mobilization of resident rural people. New and grow-
ing economic sectors or locations remained unattractive; agriculture, village
crafts, the caste system, early marriage, and joint family living arrangements

Immigrants on board z junk, Singapore, ca. 1900. Singapore was the main tansic upported scdcntary ways of life.

port for migrants from China and India from the 18yas to che beginning of the

. From northwestern India, Gujarati merchants had traded with and sertled in
First World War. Several hundred thousand arrived each year o work locally or- ]

- East Africa for centuries. From the southeastern Malabar coast merchants had
connected to Siam and the Malay Peninsula for a millennium and a half. Because

to continue their journey to the Malay Peninsula or other islands in Southeast -
Asia. (Narional Archives of Singapore)

voyaging is costly in terms of both time and conveyance, merchants often estab-
lish branch firms and communities at distant places of exchange. Trade voyaging

us turns into migration, and once a trading community has been established
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the migrant traders begin to bringin personnel, circular migrations develop, a; ‘borers and servants became virtual serfs of landlords when unable to repay

communities emerge and grow.”* ns. Such practices intensified under Bricish rule. In Southeast Asia and the

The Western trade had, for example, led to settlement of merchants from. dJonesian archipelago, customs of slavery, debe bondage, and forced labor of war

Gulf of Kutch and from Jamnagar in Zanzibar. In view of local hostility to inte aptives Were as varied as the societies. All involved 1nvoluntary mobility under

mingling, the merchants brought in wives and a community emerged by 184 favery-like conditions or as members of a restricted underclass.”
Its five to six thousand Hindus and Muslims fragmented, however, along et In South Asia, including British India, middle- and long-distance internal

noreligious and occupational lines: Baluchi as soldiers of the Omani sylt ¢ and contract migration was, it has been argued, small in proportion to total

Memons from Sind in shipping and fishing, Parsi merchants, Hindu tradmg opulation if compared to Western Europe, European Russia, or North America.
castes—Baniyas, Bhatias, Lohanas, and Shia Muslims, as well as Daudi Bohdras‘; ':_ccording to the 1891 census, which, it must be emphasized, did not include in-
Ismaili Khojas, Isthnasteris, and Goan Catholics. Ethnoreligious-professional ernational migrations, 89 percent of the population resided in the district of

traditions framed agency: Hindus usually returned when they had accumulated irch, 97 percent in the province of birch. Such dara underestimate intraprovin-

savings or wealth, whereas Muslims stayed and formed families. Return also. ial long-distance moves—the subcontinent is as large as West, South, and East

pended on the world economy. It grew when American cloth undersold Indm Sentral Europe taken together. The dara also exclude women’s marriage migra-

cloth and when the British enforced the ban on Indian Ocean slave trading aft jons and marriage-ancillary migrations of servants who accompanied brides

1873. In the frame of dependencies berween colonizer and colonies, the Gujara tom wealthy families or of needy female kin who accompanied brides from poor

enclave, protected by the Omani sultanate, did in the 1870s become a conduit f amilies. Birthing migration, the custom of women in many South Asian culrures

British influence and, over time, for colonizer ascendancy. Distinct vertical hn o return to their parents’ home for the first child’s birth, added to sojourning
of each of the South Asian ethnoreligious groups to the British in Mumbai hin: mobility. If men migrated to distant jobs, marriage migration could follow the
dered horizontal Indian-cultured homogenization in the community. Mumbai’s outes of labor migration.

commercial expansion resulted in increased Gujarati in-migration, and Gujarati Under the distinct but related Indian and British economic developments,

became the community’s lingua franca. The privileged and thus distiner stat our major internal migration systems emerged: (1) medium-distance northeast-

granted by the Omani sultanate prevented indigenization. The immigrants re ard migrations to Caleueta’s jure mills and other industries, to Bengal’s coal

mained an outpost of the Guijarat in Fast Africa and in the later nineteenth mines, to Assam’s tea plantations, and to Bihar’s indigo plantations and facto-
P J gop

century pursued a strategy of Westernization to improve their position toward ies; (2) migration to urban Mumbai from a circle stretching some 300 kilome-
the power-wielding colonizer and to enlarge their commercial circuits.”? ers (180 miles) in each direction; (3) in-migration from surrounding areas to
In most of the littoral societies of the Indian Ocean, in the interior of Afric Delhi, and from the same areas of the Unired Provinces westward to newly irri-
Arabia, and India, and in China, long-extant bondage continued. In many Afri ated lands of the Punjab; (4) northward migrations from Madras into Mysore
can societies rights-in-person slavery kept dependents wichin a family, yet deteri nd Hyderabad as well as westward into the estate agriculture of the Ghars. In
rating economic circumstances might always result in transfer to a creditor or sz ddition, numerous smaller movements crisscrossed the subcontinent and oth-
to a trader. In most of India’s family economies and hierarchies parents might rs targeted plantations in Ceylon.

alienate children, and the larger socioeconomic power structures implied servi Four socioeconomic types of migration may be discerned: family agricultural,
o plantation labor, to mining, and cityward. Peasants, often in family units, mi-
rated to Assam and the Canal colonies. The valleys of Assam offered fertile

and, buc local people resented the arrival of hundreds of thousands of Bengalis

tude of poorer social groups. In Bihar, loans to the poor gave lenders the right ¢
their services. Children born into such service relationships could be sold, leased
mortgaged, or transferred with land until debts were repaid. In Madras, rura
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after 1900. Migrant families clustered according to faith and caste (rather ¢
ethnicity). In-migration of young couples meant high birth rates and populat
increase. Indentured estate laborers migrated to tea, coffee, rubber, and ¢ _
mom planrations, especially to the tea estares of Assam, Jalpaiguri, and Darjee
ing, Tea cultivation, introduced in 1840, required importation of labor begi
ning in the 1850s. In the single decade after 1911, Assam became the dcstinétio
for 770,000 coolies. Many organized and fought for better conditions. A slun
in the market in the early 1920s, due to declining exports to civil-war-torn Ru
sia, reduced the number of workers. This migration took many forms: individga_l
migrations for seasonal labor, migrations of entire working families, granting of
small plots to in-migrating families as an inducement to stay. By the 19305,
migrants constituted one-sixth of Assam’s population. Mine workers for coa
fields in West Bengal, for example, were recruited from the nearby hills since thc
1870s. As long as women’s underground labor was not prohibited, whole families
migrated. Under the British zamindary system, owners of large mines acqui ed
rights over people in neighboring villages. They created a semifeudal labor r¢
gime by combining land grancs with an obligation to work a stipulated number
of days in the mines.
Inall of South Asia, rural-to-urban migrations, which involved larger distances
than rural-to-rural migrations, accounted for nearly half of the internal moves in
the early 1930s. The male-to-female ratio of 60 to 40 equaled that of transatlant
migrations. On average, 37 percent of urban residents were in-migrants, but in
Mumbai their share reached 75 percent. Caleutta, which grew more slowly, counted .
57 percent in-migrants in its population of 680,000 in 1891, and 64 percent o
nearly 900,000 in 1911. Demand for labor was high, both because villagers had lit
tle predisposition to migrate and because people remained welded to caste-assigned
trades. Once indenture declined and free migrations increased, informarion flow
and voluntary departures replaced employer-dominated recruirment. By the early.
twentiech century, rural-to-urban moves integrared the northeast, Bihar, Bengal
and Arakan (coastal Burma) into one system of interconnected migrations. Elite
migration involved families who wanted to be close to the British administration-
and have their children atrend urban schools. Migrations of high and low becam.

entwined when servants of elite migranes became anchor points for low-caste’

1524 ]

MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

migrations. Internal migration occurred parallel 1o, nor interlinked wich,
soceanic rnigra.tion.95

' Siam and the adjoining Dutch Southeast Asian islands, people tradition-
followed multiple smaller intra- or inter-island migration routes. Because is-
ders could live off their agriculrure, fishing, or local seafaring, Dutch-Javanese
ters imported labor, burt the colonizer authorities also forced Javanese to mi-
<are to the “outer” islands, which from their point of view were undersupplied
wﬁh Jabor, and even to Dutch possessions in the Caribbean. In Sumatra, tobacco
altivacion relied on indentured workers. By 1934 more than half of the 1.25 mil-
ion Chinese migrants lived in the outer islands; of the quarter million European
mmigrants, 8o percent lived in Java, where connections to the metropoles were
est.”®

Japan in the 1870s began a policy of expansion and industrialization. In a
irst step, the government established settlements on the near-empty and chilly
sland of Hokkaido in the north and on the southern, densely populated sub-
ropical Ryukyu Islands, including Okinawa. Large-scale migrations from Japan’s
ensely settled main island increased Hokkaido’s Japanese population from

- 60,000 in 1860 to 2.4 million in 1920. Okinawans, on the other hand, migrared
- in small numbers to Japan proper and later to the new colonies. Imperial auchori-
ties did not consider the islands’ natives as equal to “Japanese proper,” nor did

they consider the migrating Japanese as equal to those staying in the core island—
just as American colonists had never been accepted as equals by the British or
the Spanish cores. A second, aggressive move, also in the 1870s, opened long-
secluded Korea to influence and migration from Japan, Japan annexed Korea in
1910 and invaded Manchuria in 1931. This colonization project involved a strategy
to rid society of the ex-samurai warrior class, demoted to commoners, by sending
them as soldiers to other countries.

Industrialization generated considerable internal migration, especially short-
distance migration of rural people to towns and urban agglomerarions. After
liberalization of emigration regulations, migrants established themselves in
Hawai‘i and along the Pacific coast of the Americas. When anti-Asian hate cam-
paigns and exclusionary regulations in the United States and Canada made entry
and sectlement difficult, Japanese migrancs shifted their destination to Peru and
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Brazil. Only a small percentage moved as contract laborers; in contrast’ rers. Until the 1870s, Hawai'ians made up most of the plantation labor force.

rial China, the government cared for Japanese laborers abroad and, if prore rom the 18s0s on, indentured Chinese, including some women, labored

proved impossible, atrempted to prevent their emigration. The volume of ny : gside South Sea Islanders and Japanese, Norwegians, and Germans, as well

tion remained small. In 1937 there were 40,000 Japanese living in othet nop, I?o'rfugucse from Madeira. Because of harsh conditions, many of the latter moved

onized Asian states, 207,000 in Hawaii and North America, and 2270, o the Macao- or Sino-Portuguese communities in California. After the United

Latin America. Japanese migrants became part of the government’s p jec es annexed Hawai‘i in 1898 and the extension of the Asian exclusion laws,

extend Japan’s influence abroad. Thus, self-willed migrations became an sp igration declined and the two major communities stabilized. The Chinese

of imperialist strategies.”’ smmunity, numbering twenty to thirty thousand, had its own institutions and

hnic enterprises. From marriage with either Chinese or local women, a mixed
o . . L. R ond generation emerged. Its rice cultivation economy expanded to market
Transpacific Distances, Connections, and Racializatio N g S . v P

; ga dening. The Japanese community grew and came to account for about 40
ercent of the islands’” population by 1930. Independent farming families leased

nd, and workers labored on European- and US-owned plantations. When these

After the first phase of the Pacific migration system, which had connecte

Philippines with New Spain from the 15705 to the mid-seventeenth century;

mercial connections within the Spanish imperial sphere continued but, durin workers struck for better working conditions in 1909, the Chinese, Filipino, and

rwo-century-long hiatus, involved almost no migration. The distances of the Portuguese working-class diasporas did not yet support them; ethnocultural

cific Ocean were not easily traversed. Even though the Indian Ocean and specifics still ranked over class solidarity. An internationally mixed labor force

. . . . . . . 98
Southeast and East Asian seas were connecting waters, the Pacific remained a and a differencly mixed entrepreneurial class had emerged.

viding ocean. Via well-traveled routes from the Indian Ocean to the Atlanti From the late 1830s, the Caribbean and circum-Caribbean mainland colonies

first few hundred indentured laborers had been shipped to Caribbean and Bra b"e;came the destination of South Asians, indentured under the British Empire’s

ian plantarions in the early 1800s. The Pacific migration system’s second pha labor allocation across the globe. French planters in Guadeloupe, Martinique,

evolved in connection with intra-Asian migrations. It thus resembled the eme and French Guiana impor ted hundreds of laborers from colonized Asia; the

gence of the Atlantic system. Merchants, prospectors, and free laborers dev Dutch recruited 33,000 workers from Java for Surinam. Such contract workers

oped small communities in Hawai‘i and along the Pacific coast of the Americ labored alongside African creoles and slaves from the Congo and East Africa lib-

Since the 18405 indentured Chinese and Indian laborers were transporred « the erated from slave ships but forced to “redeem” the cost of their liberation. A total

Caribbean and South America, and free migrants and subsequently credic-ticket of about 1.75 million voluntary and enslaved workers reached the Caribbean from

migrants came to North America. From the 1880s, Japanese, Koreans, and Fi 1811 10 1916: perhaps 800,000 Africans, 550,000 Asian Indians of whom fewer

pinos also migrated—though at this time race-based exclusion began to hamp than one-third rerurned, and 270,000 Chinese who were sent to Spanish Cuba

this mobility. or Puerto Rico. In addition, 60,000 or fewer free African and 200,000 Euro-
From around 1800, the Polynesian-sertled Hawai‘ian Islands, halfway across pean migrants came. In the context of empire, 8o percent of the more than half

the Pacific, became the destination of migrants from continental Asia as well as a million laborers sent to Britain’s island and mainland possessions came from

of a few Europeans. Both Chinese and Western capiral-owning migrants esta India, and in British Guiana, Trinidad, and Jamaica, free communities emerged

lished plantations, but the demand for sugar in California gave US plantcr_é_-_ by the 1870s. Among the offspring of East Indians who had migrated to the West

competirive advantage after midcentury. This they buttressed by positioning them- Indies, the salience of caste declined. Their chances for community formation

selves as advisors to the Hawai'ian rulers and thereby marginalizing Chinese - were berrer than those of the Chinese because more women were present. South
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Asians, mobile within the region, became peasant proprietors, shopkeepe, n North America, the fiest Chinese arrived in the context of the early trans-

tic US-China trade. When transpacific migrations of free Chinese began
h the gold rushes—California in 1848, British Columbia in 1858, and Alaska

import-export merchants. An affluent urban elice emerged, and by the ¢
ewentieth century the first Indian-Caribbeans were elected to legislatures

For Chaozhou, Hokkien-speaking, and Cantonese indentured worke
contrast, options were few. Recruited for Cuba, Jamaica, Trinidad, and G

a direct route connected Hong Kong to Vancouver. In California, racist
glslators imposed a “foreign miners’ head rax” on Chinese as well as on Mexican
at below-subsistence wages, many were forced to reindenture. Those in Sp_ ro;;i;cctors. These entrepreneurs, adventurers, and service workers formed a nu-
Cuba were virtual slaves. Spanish merchants, engaged in contraband slave ¢
ing, attempted to cut their losses by shifting to the legal trade in coolies. R

cruitmenr of families was considered desirable because children, like wom

eus that atcracted credit-ticker migrants and contract laborers for transconti-
ital railway construction. The migrants worked in industries, in independent
sarket gardening, or as sharecroppers, and, along the coast and in the Rockies, as
were contractually bound to work alongside the men in the family. Planters .iﬁcrs, in fishing, and in canneries, as well as in niches like abalone fishing. Some
. .ved ro Louisiana and Gulf of Mexico fisheries, others were hired for southern

cations after the end of slavery, and a few traveled to eastern factories before

timated mortality, including suicides, at a rate said to be the highest.-1_
world, at 10 percent per year; others have estimated it to have been higher, A

international French and American commission revealed forced recruitmen : depression of 1873. Because wealthy Chinese occupied positions as ethnic

transport in prisonlike ships, and twelve-hour workdays. Without guara:nt aders and middlemen in the credit-ticket business, hierarchies were strong and

rerurn passage and withour money to bribe officials for a passport permitt exploitation was frequent. The small US-Japanese community expanded after

departure, the survivors became perpetual contract laborers. The few! wh 890, and Filipinos and East Indians became part of this migration. Total immi-

gained freedom dispersed to wherever they perceived opportunities, sold the ration from the Asian Rim to che Pacific Rim, in 1850-1920, amounted in the

. s . . s . ]
labor in self-organized work gangs, or became marginal retailers, artisans iited States to 320,000 Chinese, 240,000 Japanese, 30,000 from “other Asia,

domestics. Some established themselves in vegetable farming and oyster fishi 6.000 Pacific Islanders, and 44,000 Australians and New Zealanders. These

A few elite men opened larger trading establishments or owned cocoa estate ross figures include mulriple migrations. In Canada, the census of 1921 listed
In the early twentieth century, the Trinidad community and separately the H
vana Chinese established contacts with California Chinese. Acculturation

Asian migrants to the Furo-African-Amerindian heterogeneity proceeded.

5,600 Chinese, 15,900 Japanese, and 10,500 “East Indians.” Compared to Euro-
Sean migration in the Atlantic system, in the Pacific system numbers were small.
The demand for cheap labor in the United States remained high after the Asian
estriction, which did not apply to the colony of the Philippines, but Filipinos
oncinued to come and recruitment of Mexicans for work began around 1900.""

- In all of the societies of the Americas, migrants from Asia kept diasporic
ies to their cultures of origin. When racism in the Anglo-American societies

gradual change of language, intermarriage or liaison, and emergence of a comm
nity of mixed ancestry.”’

A few South American economies—Peru, Nicaragua, Brazil—also recruited
Cantonese, Hawai ‘ian, and Japanese laborers. In Peru, which attracted inv_eé_{t
from Britain, America, Germany, and Iraly, working conditions resembled tho,
in Cuba. Hawai‘ian and Japanese workers on plantations, in internal improw
ment projects, and in the digging of bird manure (guano) for export died in large
numbers. Hostility against Asians abated somewhat when Japanese men foug]

was operationalized in restriction regulations beginning in 1875, migrants cir-
itmvented the bureaucrats’ Great (paper) Walls. By creating “paper” sons and
aughters, dependents migrating with false documents and assumed identicies,
he migrants breached the stare-fabricaced racist regulations. Such irregular
in the Peruvian army during a boundary dispute with Ecuador. Subsequent migration, which lasred into the 1930s, permitted communities to remain sta-
ble. Racists demanded independence for the Philippines so thac Filipinos and

Filipinas might also be excluded. Once again nation-state ideologues refused to

thriving community emerged, bue during the Great Depression in the 19308,
many of the descendants, especially of Brazilian Japanese, migrated back.'®
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Indian immigrants debarred from entry to Canada on board the Komagata Marn, Vancouver Ba
1914. Though British subjecrs, regardless of skin color, were free to move throughout the Bricis
Empire, the Canadian government used bureaucratic subrerfuge to prevent entry. The most famou!
case involved the 376 passengers of che Komagata Marn. Exroncously labeled “Hindoos,” most o

the would-be migrancs were Sikhs. All but rwenty were sent back. (Library and Archives of Canada

PA-034015)

accept working-class human beings as equal. They did accept comradeship i .'
arms, and in 1943 the United States relaxed restrictions against the Chinese:
because China had foughrt as an ally in the Second World War, which began in

1937 in Asia,

Peasant Migrations and Mobility
in China and Manchuria

The century-long traditions of outbound migration from Guangdongand Fujian
provinces had involved the diaspora formation in Southeast Asia, or Nanyang,
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and the migration of indentured workers. The vast and differentiated inland re-
gions had been arenas for peasant settlement migrarions, refugee moves from
famines and, from the mid-nineteenth century in particular, from internal war-
fare and rebellions. Early industrial development from the 1860s on did not achieve
a scale that provided jobs in sufficient numbers. Increased trade, expansion of coal
mining, and establishment of shipyards and factories induced internal migration
of skilled laborers and technicians. Construction of railways and ports absorbed
surplus {abor, but once new transportation systems became operative the vast
numbers of men previously engaged in porterage and barge pulling were thrown
out of work. The introduction of steam power into a social economy based on hu-
man power caused immensely larger unemployment than economies based on
animal-powered transport incurred. Furthermore, as in Europe, population
growth was rapid. In European societies that were unwilling o undertake struc-
rural reforms, the possibility of emigrating provided people with options else-
where; in contrast, except for the two southern provinces the Chinese had neither
rraditions of emigration nor, before the late 1890, a railroad network connecting
to port cities, nor a political and discursive frame that would encourage emigra-
tion. From the 1880s there developed a new northbound, mass-migration syscem
from Shandong ro Manchuria. In these very decades, the rerms of trade imposed
by the European colonizing powers dislocated large numbers of Chinese.

Toward the end of the nineteenth century, emigration began from the prov-
inces of the northern littoral, first under indenture or credit-ticket practices.
Men were recruited as contract laborers for Russian Siberia and for South Afri-
can mining. Early twentieth-century railway construction in the northern plains
increased information flows and provided outbound transportation in the im-
poverished agricultural provinces of Zhili, Shandong, and Henan. In Zhilj, cli-
matic conditions and short growing seasons prevented predictable crop yields; in
Shandong, where better conditions prevailed, floods were a constanc threat. An
estimared nine to ten million people died or fled during the drought and famine
of 1876-1879.'

In a macroregional context, Sakhalin, Korea, and Manchuria became con-
tested territories after the Russian Empire incorporated the Far East into its ter-
ritories: two competing powerful neighboring states and a northern Chinese
peasant population with too lirtle land even for mere subsistence. North of the
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Amur River, sectlement of and interaction berween Chinese and Russ.ia'
grants had developed over two centuries when eastbound migrations from E
pean Russia extended to the Amur and the port of Vladivostok. Japan;:
access to China’s presumed markets, arracked in 1895, annexed Taiwan and
Pescadores Islands, and “leased” the northern territories (renamed Kane
with Port Arthur (Liishun) and Dalian in Liaoning Province. In 1905 it def;
Russia and annexed South Sakhalin (renamed Karafuto). Korea, at first 2 pr
torate, was annexed in 1910 and Manchuria and Inner Mongolia became P_gr
Japan’s zone of influence. Under Japan’s corporatist milirary-economic ry
mining and industrial production increased. Labor was needed, and in th
of Chinese peasants, land was but thinly settled. '
The Treaty of Shimonoseki in 1895 opened China’s northern ports to E
pean and Japanese imports. Cheap machine-spun cotton cloth increased
mand for cash while home production collapsed. Only those with the in
means to migrate could depart in family units or hope for a potential cash £
of individual emigrant remirtances. As everywhere, the most impove is
could not move. The limited educational instirutions of the villages and pro
ince were further reduced when students left temporarily and teachers and jou
nalists joined the diasporic communities. Northbound transportation bec
cheaper and faster; Manchuria appeared closer. The whole northeastern A
region, but Manchuria in particular, became the destination for 28 to 33 million
Chinese, 2 million Koreans, but just over half a million Japanese—far Rt
than the Japanese government’s colonizing project had envisioned. Japanesem
grants, under the empire’s protection, took possession of Korea’s cultivared ag
culrural land and allocated urban jobs to themselves. In consequence, especié;_f_ly
in the 1930s, about 2.5 million Koreans migrated or were “induced” to migmfc‘-ro
militarizing and industrializing Japan as laborers of inferior status, '
Chinese internal migration as well as emigration involved people speakir
many different, often mutually unintelligible, local dialects. In addition, aboi
10 percent of China’s population were “minorities”™—conceptualized as such
only in 1930s China—of more than fifty nationalities: Muslim Turkic-speaking
peoples from the Uighurs ro the Kazakhs in Central Asia, Mongolian and T
betan people in Mongolia and the Himalayas, Koreans and Manchu in the
north. Through internal migration, Beijing accommodated small communities
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;. seasonal populations of maririme Arab Muslim traders, Turkic Muslims
'fom Samarkand, and nomad Mongol traders. Commercial connections reached
ecp into the interior; the Muslims of Inner Mongolia, for example, grew to-

acco for the British American Tobacco Company. Mongolia was targeted by

h
cated for seasonal labor, younger sons of peasant families moved, whole peasanc
: milies rescrtled. As everywhere, families wich limited means were separated

ccause some members, usually the male head of the household, departed to

¢ Chinese government’s colonization policies. Men with limited means mi-

arn cash income afar. Alienation, experience of mobility, and bilingualism in-

duced younger men to remain in towns as interpreters. Markets and new rail-

'vays connected the nomad and pioneer economies to the core.
Migration to Manchuria, vastly larger, began in the mid-nineteenth century

hen northern Chinese had sectled in the Liao River valley, then moved to re-
éions north of Mukden and Harbin. Construction of railroads, castbound from
Beijing to Suiyuan and northbound to Harbin, provided mass transportation.
Impoverished families, however, had to walk hundreds of miles and build homes
out of sun-dried mud bricks with a mud roof on brush—similar to European
im::wcomcrs’ sod houses in North America’s prairies. Manchuria’s population dou-
bled from fifteen million in 1911 to thirey million in 1931. Into the 1920s, China’s
government encouraged and assisted migration; private companies or adminis-
trative bodies held and sold land. To the mid-1920s, three-quarters of the half-
million seasonal workers rerurned annually to their families in Shandong or
Zhili. Thereafter railway-stimulated in-migration increased to a million per
year and permanent sectlement grew through family migration. Most origi-

nated from Shandong Province and migrated voluntarily in the framework of
. . 144

continued droughts, famine, and internal war. The mass migration to “Man-

chukuo,” the region’s name under Japanese rule after March 1, 1932, provided

Japanese-run coal mines, railway construction, and cities with workers via the
Japan-controlled South Manchurian Railway from the port of Dairen to Muk-

den, Jilin, and Harbin.

In Mongolia, cultural interaction was the rule; in Manchuria, by sheer num-
bers the Chinese immigrants absorbed the local Manchu. The newcomers formed
classic urban immigrant communities in which families from the same region or
village of origin settled close to each other, founded murual aid socicties, banded
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together in vigilante-type groups to keep order under frontier condition <<, Mormons fled westward; in Russia, Old Believers moved castward. Under

- S . - - - 4 - 0
established credit arrangements to avoid moneylenders. Because settleme ification policies—as part of the Northern Hemisphere’s nationalist surge

was compact, the frontier moved ahead slowly. New railroads, banks, and mqy {atter nineteenth century—Russian Doukhobors, other religious dissent-

ket crops facilitated settlement; Confucian concepts of family, of ancest +nd south Russian German-language Mennonites migrated to Canada and

spirits related to land, and of sons’ duties toward living and deceased pare; United States to escape religious persecution and national homogenization.

retarded change. By 1940, Manchuria’s population of 43.2 million consis ed e 150,000 departed for North America from 1899 to 1914, and more lefrin

36.8 million Chinese, 2.7 million Manchu, 1.1 million Mongols, 1.45 m ] fgzos, fleeing policies of atheism and collectivism.

Koreans, 0.85 million Japanese, as well as Russians and others. The ubiquiton 1 the Russo-Siberian migration system, during the decades from 1880c to 1914

population planners estimated that Manchuria could still absorb a furt! nd into the 1920, some ten million men and women individually or as families

30 million immigrants. However, Japan’s aggression against China in 1937 noved eastward and southward—the same period in which some rwenty mil-

beginning of World War II, turned mass labor into mass refugee migrar Europeans, Jews and Ukrainians from Russia included, migrated westward.

The postwar change of regimes in China from nationalist to communis ‘the 1890s an average of forty-two thousand people arrived in Siberia annually;

well as the need to rebuild the war-devastated country and resettle the interna these, less than 2 percent were deportees. Many of the political exiles were

refugees, ended the recent pattern of northward and the traditional pattern ighly educated and socially responsible men and women who became teachers

southward migration.'”® nd nurses in Siberian villages and towns neglected by rhe distant government

n Moscow. By 1o11, First Peoples accounted for a mere 1o percent of the total

e . . . _ibcrian population of 9.4 million. The immigrants and their descendants,
Industrializing European Russia and Its Siberian Frontie mainly Russians, Ukrainians, and Ruthenians, concentrated alonga belt of land

Ar the turn from the nineteenth to the twentieth century, the Russo-Siberia ix hundred kilometers wide in westernt and central Siberia. Settlement was eas-

migration system involved (1) large-scale, mostly seasonal rural-to-urban mig er for the estimated four million settlers in the trans-Caspian and trans-Aral re-

tions in European Russia of tens of millions; {2) increasing “internal emigration ions and Kazakhstan. In Central and East Asia, Russian and Chinese migrants

of peasant families but also of workers to southern Siberia as far as the Amiir nteracted with peasants living in interspersed but separate villages. The Amur

River, the Sino-Russian border; and (3) from the 1880s, emigration to Nort River became a trade artery, Chinese merchanes and artisans moved to Vladivo-

America, predominantly of Jews, Poles, and Ukrainians. tok, and Chinese migrants as unskilled laborers on the ‘Trans-Siberian Railway

Since emancipation in 1861, peasant families increasingly migrared to southern: ‘worked alongside skilled workers from Germany and Italy in a labor force that

Siberian and trans-Caspian cultivable lands, and from the 1880s, parallel to the: was 25 percent foreign. In the Amur gold fields, Chinese contract workers made

Canadian West, the mining frontier became a magner. Transcontinental railroads up 15 percent of the labor force in 1900, and 76 percent in 1915. By 1910, one hun-

facilitared movement since the 1880s. Similarities between the United States and. dred thousand Chinese, some skilled workers or urban artisans, lived in the Rus-

imperial Russia were many: The “Great American Desert” had been considered sian Far East. Like pidgin English in California gold prospecting, a Russo-Chinese

as uninhabitable as Siberia. The US and Canadian governments encouraged pidgin became the lingua franca. Discrimination prevented Chinese from own-

migration through homestead acts, in 1862 and 1872, respectively, as did Russia; ing land or staking claims. Racism notwithstanding, intermarriage was wide-

from the mid-eighteenth century and again under Pyotr Stolypin’s policies of spread. While Russian administrators, of white mentality, attempted to restrict

the “yellow peril,” the whole regional economy depended on immigrants and

1906-1911. Migrants settled contiguous tracts of land and created social systers’
104

more equal and more dynamic than those of their home villages. In the United became a meeting ground for Eurasian peoples.
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Internal rural-to-urban migration after emancipation in European Ryss;; regulatcd their affairs. There were high levels of geographic, job, and residen-

well documented. The communities of origin, which shared responsibiliri uctuation. Thirteen percent of Moscow’s inhabitants of 1882 had arrived in
preccdiﬂg year, requiring insticutions similar to the village mir, and the artel
almost forty million migration permits were issued—almost all for a year or .cs a 3 democratic as well as a constraining frame.

At the time of the first empire-wide census in 1897, 9.4 million men and wog Jrolerarianization occurred over generations. Serfs and emancipated peas-
(117 and 8.0 percent of their respective shares of the population) had moved ts first became seasonal labor migrants, then, with longer sojourns in the fac-
from their province of birth. The net figures do not reflect gross moves: mule ies, peasant—workers still bound to the village. When ties loosened, they changed
migrations, departure and return before the census date, emigration, riiral i
urban migration within the populous Moscow and St. Petersburg provinces

other intraprovincial migration. The provinces of Moscow, the central industri:

o worker-peasants, and their urban-born sons and daughters would be urban
Qoﬂ{crs, proletarians. However, due to the m2ir system and the bifurcated fami-
5. children were usually raised in the rural world, distant from urban working-
region, and St. Petersburg, as well as the four provinces of the Donbass and lass environments. They would have to begin the cycle again, with each genera-
industrial belt, received the bulk of the internal migrants. In 1897 almost threq n of workers socialized anew into factory life, whether in Russia, North
quarters of Moscow’s one million inhabitants and St. Petersburg’s 1.25 mil[;é A erica, or Western Europe. Migrants who did not return to their village ori-
were migrants. All other provinces had negative migration balances. Low ot ins developed both craft skills and proletarian mentalicies, and they or their
migration characterized the chree Balric provinces (subsequently Estonia and La

via) because of the language differences. Many rural families followed the alr

ildren could enter skilled positions. More recent migrants had to take un-
Jilled jobs that provided lower incomes.™’

worldwide pattern of gender-specific allocation of labor resources: male wagela “1In a third movement Jews, Poles, Ukrainians, and Baltic peoples migrated
atadistance and female double-load farm Jaborat home as an income-diversificatio vestward into the Atlantic migration system. Jointly, Jewish and Polish migrants
strategy when cash rather than exchange came to characterize trade. ccounted for 68 percent of cmigration from tsarise Russia to North America;
sthers included Belorussians and Ukrainians (i1 percent), Lithvanians (9 per-

ent), Finns (7 percent), and Russian-Germans and Mennonites who left after

Temporary rural-to-urban mass migration influenced family relations as well
as peasant, worker, and gendered mentalities, workloads, and self-organizatio
Men and women migrated jointly to the rural and mining zones of the Donba
and che Urals, but more rhan 8o percent of the urban migrants were men. Most

heir privileges were withdrawn (5 percent). From 1830 to 1860 only about thirty
thousand of the tsar’s subjects left the empire westbound; from 1860 t0 1914, 4.5
million followed. Of special groups of migrants, the Polish political emigration
rided with the last rebellion (struggle for independence) in 1863-1864. Activists
were sent to Siberia; some seven to eight thousand refugees headed for Paris and
England. The émigrés became a nucleus for later Polish labor migrants. Russian

families could not afford to or did not want to leave agriculture altogether, and
women staying behind had to assume their absent husbands’ workload. In con:
trast to work, independent decision making hardly grew in view of male rel
tives’ roles and control. As in all regions of out-migration, children of such bifa
cated houscholds hardly ever saw their fathers, Women visiting their husbands
in the cities got a glimpse of urban life and male working-class standards of liv-
ing, the [atter probably no inducement to follow. However, women who did mi-
grate acculturated quickly ro urban life, took factory jobs, and married late:
Neighborhood support, shared traditions of everyday life, and festive cuscoms

reformers and revolutionaries also emigrated and emerged as a kind of society-in-
exile, a “second Russia abroad.” Militants who returned during the revolution of
1905 were soon forced into exile again; flecing revolutionary Jewish workers in-
- creased the US-bound migrations. Of young Russian women, barred from uni-
versities, some five to six thousand migrated to Swiss universities from 1882 to
cased the transition. In self-organized arseli, collective units of life, the men
cooked together or hired one woman to do the work for many, elected a leader,

1913. Most planned to return and devote themselves to medical and charitable

- work among peasants and perhaps the urban poor.
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Labor migrants from the Jewish Pale of Settlement, Russian-occupied Polish
ands, and Ukraine headed to West European cities, Bexlin, Paris, and London in
articular, and to North American cities, from Montreal via New York to Pennsyl-
vania. From Ukraine agricultural serttler families also migrated to Canada’s prai-
es, Of the world’s Jewish population an estimared three-quarters lived in Eastern
Europe. The 750,000 to 900,000 Jews of the late eighteenth century had increased
to0 5.2 million in Russia and 2 million in other parts of East and East Central Eu-
rope by the end of the nineteenth century. Early marriage, combined with large
numbers of children, explains this increase, which was more than twice the em-
ire’s average population growth. Internal migrations from the stagnating north-
castern borderlands of the former Polish-Lithuanian Commeonwealth targeted
Russia’s southern provinces. Briefly, the government recruited Jewish families as
setelers for agricultural regions. In contrast, some cities, such as Kiev, continued
the medieval discrimination and barred in-migration. Again others, like the thriv-
ing, relatively new port of Odessa (founded in 1794), with a mere 250 Jewish inhab-
itants in 1795 but 152,000 in 1904, saw avibrant Jewish culture emerge. Pogroms in
‘the 18705 and severely restrictive legislation accelerated the mass exodus that trans-
ferred elements of the cultures of the small shretl or urban QOdessa to North Amer-
ica. World War [ brought all movement toa standstill, and the Russian Revolution

of 1917 changed all parameters of action.'”®

Mediterranean Africa, the Persian Gulf,
and Sub-Saharan Africa

‘In the cultures of the Eastern Mediterranean, Mediterranean Africa, and the
. Persian Gulf {West Asia, North Africa, Arabia), the stability the Otroman Empire
. was being challenged and the imperialist governments of Britain and France be-
- gan to expand their influence into the region. In the core of the Ottoman Empire,
 multiethnic coexistence became more tenuous as administrators’ inability or
venalicy grew, as did aspirations for selErule among Armenians and many other
 peoples.'” In the Otroman’s former Mediterranean African realm, port and
 trading cities declined when the centuries-long ascent of Mediterranean Furope
" began, and subsequently economic activity shifted ro the Atlantic. According to

political-economic aspirations, imposed European domination, and migration

R R
A family of Jewish immigrant shoemakers in Paris, 1920. In the face of escalating violence Iar.:d:
creasing social, political, and economic restriction, two million Jews emigrated from Russi
tween 1880 and 1914. Many sereled in Europe’s metropoles: Berlin, Paris, London. Others co
ued to Noreh America. (Mémorial de la Shoah / CDJC) .
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patteras, four regions emerged: Egypt and the Omani state, Ethiop
lotic Sudan, and North Africa.

Egypr and the Omani state asserted influence over Arabia while,
nineteenth century, British and French migrant entrepreneurs infused the
tian elites with concepts of Western-type modernization and inserted car,

construction of the Suez Canal. In the carly 1870s, vast infrastructural project

well as cotton cultivation—partly in response to the interruption of cotrg
ply from the secessionist US states in the 1860s—mobilized rural workers
marginal peasant families. A nationalisc movement among the rising elites ;
aniforeigner riots among urban populations countered the impositions
European immigrancs and states. Ethiopia, covered by the English and T
was milicarily colonized by Iraly after 1882. When che state, in a late coloniz
attempt, planned to send Italian settler families, the millions of Italian mig
preferred the Americas and, in small numbers, destinations around the wo
Even the fascist expansion of the 19205 and 19305 could not change this pé.t_
The Nilotic Sudan remained contested ground as a catchment area for slaves un
til, in the 1870, the slave trade from the upper Nile region was abolished official}

if not in practice. CE

In North Africa, the French state conquered Algeria and Tunisia after 1
while Morocco remained independent until 1912. More than one hundred thou:
sand agricultural settlers came. Labeled “French,” they were of Spanish, Iralian
Maltese, Swiss, Prussian, Bavarian, and Hessian background. The French go:vern
ment feared the mass in-migration of rural poor to Paris—some twenty-five tho
sand to thirey-five thousand added themselves to the one million Parisians ann
ally. It planned to transport some hundred thousand of these casses dangerese
to Algeria, but only fifieen thousand could be corralled and shipped. The colont
zation process displaced resident Arab and Kabyl people. New regulations in th
1870s—when the tsarist government reclassified the position of Jews—reduc'é_f
Muslim land rights and additional coloss, incIuding many French citizens of}c' .
ish faith, came from Europe. Some 630,000 Europeans lived in Algeria by 1901, A
Native Code serving the interests of the colonizers regulated and restricted loca
people’s migration. Along with the long-term decline of the southern Mediterra
nean litroral and the impoverishment created by colonizer impositions, epidemic
and famines reduced native North African populations.'*

[ 540 ]-

MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

Souch Africa, the one other agricultural colony cstablishe.d b?r the I‘Dutcl‘u, had
<en annexed by Britain in 1806. In congrast to the homogcr?lzanon of 1mm1g‘raf-1t
ctlers in Algeria, the Dutch and the British remained distinct ané antagomstn:i.
e fought over land and control of the native labor for?e. ‘The rc.sultmg segmclnted
nd color-coded society provided a stark contrast to Latin Amcrlcanl many-co iof'e

thnogenesis. Against the Dutch-Afrikaners the British passed Aliens Expulsion

- . _ Jeaner
and Aliens Immigration Restriction acts in the 1890s; the Transvaal Afrikane

Boer) government in turn discriminaced against Bricish subjects. For the resulting
=]

ar, 3 roo and in 11€ COursc (){ i (]C Ol ﬁd
the ]5[ itiSh EIIIPi[C sent some 300,000 € pS ,1n t S 1L, p T
swal,

ome 120,000 Afrikaner women and children to camps. Deportation as a Bmlsi
y
. . o .
mperial strategy had been used against French-speaking Acadians in the Nor.
i i in
merican colonies in the 17505 and was to be used against Kikuyu and Kabaka

Fast Africa in the 1950s.

Immigrant European farmers imposed restrictions on the resident Khoi, and

. . .
by the mid-nineteenth century the government imposed segregation. From. th’
--.18603 che colonizers imported indentured workers from India and from China’s

orthern provinces. With the discovery of diamonds in 1866 and of gold in 1886,

 the demand for mine labor, investment capital, and skilled gem cT.u:ter's expar;ded
;.massively. A niche economy connected the mines to Dutch-Jewish dla’mon cix—
.'pcrts in Amsterdam. Cities grew by leaps and bounds: Johannesburgs popula-
cion, zero in 1886, by 1899 numbered one hundred thousand from facro’ss slouth-
ern Africa and fifty chousand from across Europe. The diamond mines mlgran;
owners housed the migrant workers in closed compounds both for purpose.s od
control and to permit them to carry wages home. At first t}fc arrangemenri sun;:
migrants to a degree that employers could rely on self-recruitment. In the last de

cades of the nineteenth century, African men from Portuguese Mozamb‘ique and
other neighboring colonies joined the mine labor force. In these migrations eth-
nic identifications were reshaped by inceraction, and male and female '-:ulturcs——
separated by migration and compound housing—evolved along dlist.mct p:;:hls.
By the 1930s the three hundred thousand mine workers formed a distinct ctf n;lc
class. It no longer included migrants from Asia, because the governfnenc of the
Union of South Africa, escablished in 1910, immediately excluded migrant labor
from Asia. Australia, too, upon receiving Dominion seatus, had announced a

- : s 109
white Australia policy in 19o1.
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In East and West Africa, the actual end of the slave trade in the 1876
paralleled by the British, French, Belgian, and German governments’ q _gs
colonies. In the east the British government and merchants imposed the
ence on Zanzibar, in part through the immigrants from India; Germar
British established mainland settler colonies. In the west, the French colﬁhi
after resistance from the Mandinka state and conquest in 1898—relied o

o traders. Many such women fled to return to their I-)eople or ;o midgl"atc 12-
dently. In Kenya, the British colonizers alienated Klk}lyu land, and in coin
:ﬁcncc the number of migrant laborers grew from 5,000 in 19?3 to 12.(13{,000 "
2,3 Kikuyu and other people protected themselves by c.levciopmlg ma; :;;grc_
Tenre in crops that did not lend themselves to econon‘ues ofi scale aE - .
ned outside of colonizer interest. Infrastructural projects like the building o

! . irobi i 6, demanded large
tional chiefs and on competition between them rather than on the integrat . Uganda railway from Mombasa to Nairobi, begun in 189 i

Islamic religious structures. The British government, in contrast, sent costl

. o
. forces: in this case a mere 107 European technicians, overseers, and taver
o ' jabi i i Idiers
L e g - . . : i Muslim coolies, 300 so .
ministrative personnel from the core. Both systems succeeded in dividing A Leepers; 6:000 Indians, including 4,800 Punjab ,

can peoples into frenchified or anglicized elites and traditional-culeyr 4 1.100 Baluchi and Arab merchants; and 17,400 Swahili-speakers, COmPr:Zi;i
lower classes and hinrerland dwellers. Because labor was difficule to recruit 6oo free persons, 2,650 slaves, and 150 prifoncrs. Over the next )lzclz;rs,elated
nizer employers and colonizer missionaries combined forces to teach their valueg 000 indentured workers were imported, mainly ‘fror‘n thc- commercga Syt rA&ica
of work and to train skilled craftsmen and orderly housewives. Africans; ho [lages and towns along the Gulf of Cambay. Asian Lxﬁmlgrznt; to st A s
ever, adapted some of the Europeans’ resources, like wricten languages, to the mounted to 54,400 by 1921. Denied the right to acquire land, they e

own purposes. Women missionaries, who migrated out of their home Soc'ét s | | o
gender hierarchies, helped African women to undercue male authority. In somg  From Africa’s many regions of fragile ecology, those impoverished by droug

or other natural disasters migrated first. Caught ix? a \jvcb of po'wcr rElatE)nsh;Ez
between wage-appropriating local rulersand cxplmtatwc_ colom.zc}:s,I yft e I:t o
people developed working-class militancy and collcctfvc a‘ctlon. nlorm o
bout destinations permitted increased agency and r_mgra.mon over argf:r' 1
tances. In hinterlands, the coming of Asian-origin Irlnmlgrant or Era.h 1t\1>;na
E'African traders created new expectations and a resulting 'nc-ed for c.:as .f age
.incornes permitred escape from oppressive parents or socn;ncs, ch?1c:acl) f:::;
age partners, and increase in prestige. On the ?ther har.a ;Icentnlpc o
‘remained strong. Women-and-child families remame.d bch.m ; rura waY. ©
were stabilized by infusion of cash. Jobs within walku.lg dif:tancc kepbtlmlgr-ar:a_
in their own systems of orientation. African labor migration resembles mig y
tions elsewhere in the world. Contact with European workcfs, often n;arreh
by racism, could also infuse European-style ethnic-class consrtxousne;cs. rf:rit-: ;
Guinean soldiers who fought in Europe in World War I carried back socialis
ideas and organized the Conakry dockworkers’ scrikes in 1918 and 1919.‘ i
At the beginning of the twentieth century, t%u’. European prescn{cc in i
was politically all-powerful, economically intrusive, culturallyltra.ms;jl orma o
regards elites, but numerically weak. Setclement clusters were limited to 750,

'}

regions—among the Soninke, for example—itinerant traders, perceiving
mand for labor, relayed information back to their communities and free mig
tion ensued. The empires also extracted labor, and colonizer-appointed chi

shifted the burden of compulsory labor to weaker members of a society. In
German and the Portuguese southwest, rulers and their male supporters, who
traditionally had raided weaker peoples for cattle, held colonizers at some. dis-
tance by becoming their exrended arms. They raided villages for [abor and deli
ered captive men and women to the colonizers. In West Africa, the Briné_h
administrators—with regional variations—demanded compulsory work from
men aged fifteen to fifty and women aged fifteen to forty-five. Wage incentives; i
offered ar all, were low—among East Africa’s Kikuyu, for example, far lo_w
than income from independent farming, .
Regional patterns of migration depended on traditions, power impositiori_é;"
and new patterns of mobility. In traditional market-oriented economies, Jike
groundnur production in Senegal, migratory patterns existed previous to and in-
dependent of colonial rule. In the Ngoni and Ngonde societies of the Great Lakes
area, gender hierarchies kept women in bondage, and in the 1880s and 1890s
Bemba “entreprencurial brigandage” captured women and children to be handed: _
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European immigrants and their descendants in Algeria (less than 14 percen
the population), 1.25 million in South Africa and Rhodesia (22 percent of
population), and 24,000 in Portuguese Angola and Mozambique. Unknow
contemporaries, decolonization was only a few decades away.

Migrating Colonizers

Labor migrations have usually been discussed in terms of options or of
tation. Migrations of agrarian settlers have been discussed in terms of soil
be cultivated. Migrations of imperial personnel were disregarded as corrip_;_u;
tively small or, in an older version, endowed with a civilizing mission Ho
ever, colonizer personnel migrations are of particular importance in term
interest groups, gender, and constructions of “white,” not merely over “bla
but over all “coloreds,” in processes of racialization and categorization of pe;

ples as Other. Language needs to be used carefully: the white-over-blac color
scheme, from a different perspective, could read “pale trumps colorful” and

connotations would change.
When the French state in the 1870s embarked on a new imperial strategy
“mission,” its body politic—the middle classes—had just been humbled, forc
into submission, by Prussia’s victorious aggression. France’s elite, unable to beat
up the Teutons, turned to putting down the French working class (deportatic
of the Communards), French Jews (as in the Dreyfus affair), and peoples
Africa, Indochina, and Caledonia. Several wars later, in 194s, after five year
Fascist German occupation and considerable cooperation, collaborating French
men turned against French women who had fallen in (carnal) love with Germa
soldiers and humbled them: a ritual to regain their manhood. The aspects of
maleness in British migration and statesmanship have been discussed abov
Politics, warfare, and migration are bodied and gendered processes and involv
strategies. This kind of manhood—both inside the nation and outside of it in
the colonies—was conceived in terms not of humanity but of self-aggrandizeme
and bullying. Maleness implied the capability to pur down weaker Others. -
"The white or paleface colonizer states’ middle classes and ruling elites were
internally segmented. Patterns of access to “national” state offices and specific cu
tural practices made hierarchies of class and gender as well as of ethnicity and

[ s44 ]
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.ac:he «fatherland.” The constructed homogeneity of “che English,” for example,
or
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riali
merchan . 2 . : .
mine owners, or Kenyan settlers. Implementing policies of imperial expansion,
Jecided upon by statesmen, enormously increased state expenses for military men

MIGRATIONS AND BELONGINGS

»n
i iti * untr
al pares of “democratic” polities, whether called the “mother co ¥

ntemporary and most recent scholarship of colonialism and impe-
s has noted, intended for the benefit of a small group of profiteers, whether
es and financiers in the metropole or Caribbean planters, South African

nd cquipmcnt-—all paid for with public funds. On the periphery, ambitious col-

: , oy . L
nizer personnel generated their own expansive and enriching tactics. The Be

-_gian king turned the Congo colony into his private ﬁ'ef; mili‘tary oﬂ?lccrs jmi the
same in French Sudan. It may be argued that, ac the time, this coif)mal ore er w:ls
s0 entwined with the politics and economies of colonizer COI.l[ltI‘iC? that its ;}1 -
_i;ien abolition might have involved the collapse of imperial economies, regaraless

of the state involved.

Who gained advantages by or profited from which political stratagems de-

pended on social customs and political processes in a particular state an,d‘soac;:y.
“The British gentry and nobility who could not providc. for younger sons.hfcst)lz‘es
in keeping with the family name sent many of th.em 1ntc? c-olom.al scrwccic to .ch
off government-paid, tax-funded incomes. Colonial administrations ajll dzz“rmu:st,
a5 James Mill, a Scottish Englightenment thinker, commencted, pm\; e. abvas
system of outdoor relief” for che male children of the -weall:hy. No.t aving ce;
brought up with business acumen, a trade, or professional expcrtist?, ;nos‘tl.wc—
unable to support themselves. The less competent were sc?t off by their a.rm ies
just as Russian peasant communes rid themselves of their least productive mem-

bers by detailing them into the decade-long army servilcc. From L'h‘c th}%;rla[fdf?
men with incomplete schooling and those labeled misfits by their fam.1flc.s cn.
Such separation from or abandonment by birth families, a-s w‘?ll as the h. eina :
male communities far from the world of childhood socialization, often mvolve'
emotional deprivation that was passed on as brutality against weaker .subordi-
nates and subalterns, For some family-senc colonizer migrants, mental d:tse:a‘se re-
sulted:; the British in India hid their insane in asylums bccausc:. their \:’iSiFJlllty to
the colonized would have undercut the myth of the white man’s superlorit.y. .
On the other hand, numerous military or administrative colonizer officials did

come with education and what, in their own societies, were major capab1i1t1&s.
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These, however, they had to put to use in societies they did not know, oft ally bound or free-under-constraints migration and, like the North Atlantic

not understand, and usually made no effort to learn the language of. The co-the-Americas system, involved some fifry million men and women.

.:gzof;ually large out-migration from north China begar} only in t%‘lﬂ 1880s and,
h the exception of a very limited transoceanic migration under %ndenturc, re-
ained eranscontinental. Also transcontinental was the Russo-Siberian and trans-
spian systerm, with perhaps ten million involved, a system .thac WOl:lld expand
sassively under Stalinism and last to the mid-1950s. In China, Indu.l, Euro?f:,
orth America, and European Russia, vastly more men and women r'n{grated in-
ernally from regions with a surplus of labor to developing urb.an, m1n1f1g, 01: in-
ﬁstrial regions. Such internal migration also occurred in Latin America, given
neven regional development, and in Africa, southern and northern, for the same
éason but under colonizer impositions. All of these mass migrations involved men
:nd women who formed families, and with few exceptions the gender ratio became
lanced at the latest in the second generation. Demographic dara about births—
har is, “natural” population growth (as if growth by migration were unnatural)—
were available all along. The view thar migration is a “male thing” stemmed from
ender-biased minds—research of the last two decades based on vital records and

0 . - 112
ort statistics has provided the aggregate statistics.

nological, geographical, botanical, or other studies have received acclaim an
many ways, advanced knowledge. However, the cultural specimens they ¢
home were taken without the consent of the individual owners or social u
To take the statue of a Buddha or a Dogon mask for purposes of study and.
bition is like taking 2 Madonna from a Christian church. Thus the veneraf
British Museum contains “the loot” of British imperial expansion; a similai m
seum in Paris changed its original name, Musée Permanent des Colonies {open
in 1931), to Musée de la France d’'outre-mer (1935) and then to Musée des A
Africains et Océaniens (1960). Collecting material from and studying other,
powerful peoples has had a complex history—as critical anthropologists; I
Michel Leiris in France and others elsewhere, pointed out as early as the 19305

Educated segments of the colonizer states’ middle classes—universic
school teachers, for example—showed great interest in other cultures and ¢
them into academic subjects. In the process they also provided themselves wi
securely tenured positions. Journalists and authors sold texts and photographic i
ages about the distant “possessions”; the British Colonial Office instituted a Vist
Instruction Committee after 1902. Scholars in geography, history, languages, anc
surveying methods formed learned societies to supply practical knowledge. To
evate their contribution and make themselves indispensable, many of these ineel
lectual gatekeepers participated in the construction of “scientific” racism and, in an
“imaginary ethnography,” viewed other cultures through their own preconcep-
tions. They “Orientalized” non-European societies, to use Edward Said’s term;!
The Other was seen and (misjunderstood through the grids of meaning of th
power-wielding intruders or, neutrally, outsiders. This skewed data collection o
image production emerging from colonizer migrations has deeply influenced
scholarly interpreration and analysis. For lack of other data, scholars of the present
often have to rely on such collecrions and even on colonizer categorizations.

The quantitative data would have been available: With the change from per
manently bound to temporarily bound or frec-under-constraints migration, the
Africa-to-the-Americas slave migration was abolished but still involved almost
two million men and women in the nineteenth century. As partial replacement.
the new British-imposed Asian indenture system became part of the other par:
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s. Contemporaries discussed the defeat of (white) tsarist Russia by

4. Migrations during War and Depression

igracion
onwhite) Meiji Japan in 1905—with arms bought from the West—in terms of

<c domination. Japan's aggressive expansion changed the parameters of migra-
n in Asia and, in intention but more so in propaganda, involved a reassertion
[ Asia’s self-determination against European and US imperialism. In this con-
cllation, the British Empire and the reemergent French Empire (from 1830, but
specially since the 180s), in their turn, refused to grant self-administration or
liidf;Pc:ncleﬂcc: to any but “white” colonies, the new Dominions. This imperial

gence generated massive waves of refugees, first in the Northern Hemi-

FROM around 1900 to the 1930s the nationalization of Europe’s many-¢uley
dynastic states—the Habsburg, Hohenzollern, Romanov, and Otroman em
in particular—resulted in both refugee migrations and deportations of w
population segments, At first, imposition of the dominance of one etﬁn(.):
tural group labeled “the nation” occurred within empires under such notion
“Germanization” or “the Turkish narion.” This new domineering approa

ntransi
i}hc;c to the late 1940s, and then in the Southern Hemisphere during and after
he wars for independence from 1947 on.

In the course of their colonization, European sectler and investor migrants
2d displaced resident or regionally mobile peoples. European peasant families
wom densely populated sedentary societies moved to what seemed to them
hinly settled regions. Such view is never shared by those “thinly” setcled: Na-
ive Americans in North America, Aborigines in Australia and New Zealand,
native peoples in South Africa and, from the 1870s, East Africa. White new-
comers displaced not only nomadic hunter-gatherers, as their theroric liked to
suggest, but resident agriculeural peoples. Likewise, the norchward migrations
of Chinese overwhelmed local Manchurians. In the 19208, the Atlantic world’s
eransition to industrial and urban patterns of life notwithstanding, some ideo-
logues of white peoples’ sectlement in other peoples’ “underused” regions sug-
gested reducing what they considered urban congestion by further rural settle-
ment projects in a global belt from Canada’s norchern Alberta via Manchuria’s
lowlands to southern Siberia; in a Larin American south-to-north belt along
the eastern foothills of the Andes; in an African belt of cool subtropical high-
lands from Transvaal to Kenya; as well as in sections of Australia, Tasmania,
and New Zealand. Even though all of these regions were distant from transport
facilities, provisions, and markets, the population planners rhapsodized about a
global “pioneer fringe” with virgin soils to be put under the plow. Influenced by
racist and sexist eugenics, they divided the “white” race by extolling the virilicy
of serong and healthy men and denigrating “slack” workers and “sickly people
(especially women).” This migration planning involved a gendered “culling” of

to the detriment of numerically smaller ethnocultural groups who were laib'
“minorities.” At the empires’ collapse in 1918, narion-states were carvcd"o;
imperial cerrirories from regions with historically mixed sectlements of peoples
of many cultures. Talking heads of the times propounded the strength of tllz |
respective state in competition with neighboring ones and the imporra
racial superiority. Only the League of Nations and a very few scholars addrf.:.ss
the refugee-generating consequences of the transition from empires to nations
From Russification to Americanization, new conformity-demanding nation
ism emerged across the Atlantic world—and, under Western hegemony, would
become the organizing principle of former colonies after independence from't
late 19405 on.
The internal changes in the Ottoman Empire, hastened by the Brirish and
French Empires’ intrusion into the region, involved a new nationalism of d
Turkish people. This replaced traditional interreligious and multiethnic coexi
tence. In the same vein, the growing intransigence of the dominant Germa
speakers of the Habsburg empire undercut the polity’s multiple cultura[—regioﬁa
structures. The demands of these empires’ many peoples for selfrule were quashed
Old empires and new nation-states came to advocate an “un-mixing of peoplé's"-
by involuntary mass migrations. On the two ends of the Eurasian landmass, the
brinksmanship of Hohenzollern Germany (world war from 1914) and the ir;lpc-
rialise strategies of Meiji Japan (from the war against China in 1895} were instru;

mental in distupting the mass labor migrations and in generating mass refuge populations.™*
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One of the many migrarion-connected transitions of the interwar ye
volved a little-studied change of images: the United States, settled and urban;
as well as imperialist, became less attractive to migrants who wanted to buii& .
societies (and the United States also sharply rescricred immigration from dag
Eastern Europe and olive Southern Europe). In contrast, the new Soviet Unj
seemed to provide vast urban-industrial frontiers as well as Siberian mmmg
rural froniers full of opportunities for enterprising migrants. The proje
building a new prolerarian-democratic society—in the years before the Stal
purges—offered hope and options to militants. The Soviet Union with Siberi
appeared as “the other America.” From the mid-1920s, with postwar econo
recovery, its industrial growth did attract migrants who expected to arrive
promising workers’ republic. This image replaced the nineteenth-century, ho
for an ideal American republic. To escape racism, some African-Americans fro
the South fled to pioneer cotton growing in Kazakhstan. Frontier opportuiitie
pioneer achievements, and powerful machines reflected the promises of a “youth
ful” culture—just as did a “young Europe” a century earlier and as “Young Turk
struggled for at the same time. The vision ended with the Soviet forced-labo
camps of the 19305 and the Axis Powers’ invasion in 1941.'% _

The late nineteenth-century realignment of imperial hegemony in the regio
of the contracting Ottoman Empire and the emergence of Japan as a new powe;
ful empire iniriated both refugee generation and forced-labor migrations of peo )

designated as inferior. The declining European empires’ transcontinental war-

fare, in 1914—1918, with the involvement of the newly—and differently—imperia
United States from 1917, produced tens of millions of refugees and the deporta
tion of peoples designated as “non-national” from their historic spaces of settle
ment, “Statesmen,” by treaties, moved borders over them and changed their citi
zen status overnight from members to aliens, New forced-labor regimes wer
buttressed by internal militarization of societies in Africa’s recently colonize
segments, Europe’s fascist states, the Soviet Union as a whole, Japan’s interna
and external economies, and South Africa. However, at the same time a combi

nation of educarional-intellectual and labor migrants moving from colonies to

cores developed the foundations for anticolonial concepts and projects. Hard!

noticed by white colonizers, these were to turn into movements for indepen

dence after World War II. Most involved armed struggles because the colonizer:
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wers, though weakened, refused to withdraw, and chus from the 1950s mass

refugee generation shifted from Europe to the Southern Hemisphere.

Disintegrating and Emerging Empires

he political implementation of race-based nation-building projects in the old

empires involved expulsion of whole peoples—Ortherized from being accepted

ubjects of a dynasty to being non-nationals."*® Historic interethnic patterns of

migration and settlement were characteristic to all borderlands: the Romance-
‘German borderlands from Belgium to Alsace; East Central Europe from the Bal-
tic via the Polish-Lichuanian-Russian-German to the Polish-Ukrainian-Russian

paces; and the region from the Balkans via Anatolia to the Caucasus. Millennia of

-migrations had left mosaics of interspersed and cohabitating groups.'”” From
-;:thc 1860s, emerging nationalist governments claimed territories of neighboring
“stares under the pretense of incorporating co-nationals into their home. The
wars of expansion and national unification of Prussia in the 1860s to 1871 and
subsequent national chauvinism sent Czechs flecing, made French Alsatians
Germans, brought the expulsion of 80,000 Germans from France, and caused
the departure of 130,000 Alsatians for France after annexation. Subsequently, in
the east Prussia expelled 85,000 Poles. The Romanov empire’s Russification sent
Jewish, Mennonire, Lutheran, and Catholic German-speakers to seck shelrer by
westbound moves to North America. Definition of groups as minorities with
lesser rights and less access to a society’s resources and labor markers forced indi-
viduals and families to depare under duress. In Britain, the Alien Act of 1905
discriminated against proletarian migrants, in particular those of Russian-Jewish
background."® Governments withdrew ordinary rights from culturally unwanted

residents and denationalized them. Thus deprived of their documents of travel,
they had to be relieved by the League of Nations High Commissioner on Refu-

gees, Fridrjof Nansen, who invented the “Nansen Passport” in 1922 as a non-

national travel document.

In the Ottoman Empire ethnoculturally and religiously defined peoples had
lived in separate social slots (milles and mahalle) in structured and legally secure
cohabitation. Since the eighteenth century, tsarist Russia’s annexation of Otto-
man lands had sent multiethnic Muslims fleeing, between one and two million
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by the 1890s. The Ottomans resettled Circassians and Chechens to Palest :onal home” for the Jewish people without infringements on the civil and

serve as border guards against Bedouin incursions. In the Balkans, the ¢ -Lgidus rights of resident Muslim and Christian peoples. Competition for land
people’s self-rule, British, French, and Austro-Hungarian interventions,: + sther resources made this multiculrured and interfaith region conflict-
Turkish nationalism, and liberation struggles of resident peoples caused flig 1o In North Africa the realignment into Arab states did not involve popula-
emigration. The muldiethnic and mulrireligious population of Istanbul doub] xchanges, but the Bricish in Egypt had requisitioned forced laborers during
from the influx of Bosnian-Muslim refugees. : ne. When Egypt’s nationalist elites responded with a project for indepen-
Afrer 1900 the Young Turks movement called for a secular, homog’é ce, the British government deported the elite to Malta. In the Ottoman and
nation-state without protected status for ethnoreligious groups. At the tim _’111§n0v realms, on the other hand, the British had fanned the nationalist sen-
the establishment of the Turkish state, Armenians and Kurds were denied ing onts of non-Turkish and non-Russian peoples to consolidare their hold on oil
pendent statchood and peoples of intercultural regions were “un-mixed.”. W Juction from the Caspian Sea to Persia and to implement anti-Bolshevik
the Christian autocephalous Armenians sought social progress, the Turkis_ : g (:;u:s. In the frame of Turkish nationalism and British imperialism the Otro-

ernment feared demands for autonomy. The presence of proselytizing US Prg an Empire’s dissolution turned some 85 million people into refugees. The re-

tant missionaries was seen as further imperial meddling. During World War jon’s political-territorial structures and cultural interactions have remained

Otroman hard-liners had hundreds of thousands of Armenians deported to nflict-prone into the early twenty-first century.

Syrian and Mesopotramian deserts. In the new Soviet Union an Armenia Imperial Japan expanded its reach by warfare against Russia, China, and Korea
public was created in 1918; it had to accommodate about half a million refuge rting in 189s, just as the Unired States had done half a ceneury earlier against
and within 2 year an estimared 10 percent of its population died of starvatio Mexico and, also in the 1890s, against Spain. With the help of hired Weseern ad-
and epidemics. A European and North American refugee diaspora of Arn ers, the Meiji government modernized the army and pursued three expansionist

nians emerged.'”’ egies: modernization to win the allegiance of the population of annexed Tai-

~t

Berween Greece and Turkey, a governmentrimposed population exchange wa ; territorial and migratory competition in Russia’s Far East; and domination,

legitimized by the “great powers” and left the 1.25 million Greek and 400,00 of Korea first, then Manchuria, and finally China. Taiwan, as a food-producing

Turkish “repatriates” impoverished. The population planners neither consultec appendage, became a faboratory for agriculrural, social, and fiscal improvements.

those selected for repatriation nor prepared accommodations for the “imported ananese administrators established security of landholdings and, in distinction to
prep P p g

30

co-narionals. A Turko-Bulearian Agreement of 1925 decreed the “voluntary” Western colonizers, did not introduce a plantation mode of production. Taiwan-
& 915 Y b

change of Turks from Bulgaria and Bulgarians from Turkey. Such nation-stat ¢ small and middle producers benefited. Sakhalin, a contested rerritory with

mandated migrations involved more than a million men, women, and children i economic potential, attracted Russian newcomers who had to compete with
the region in the 19205 and r930s. In the western Balkans, the post-1918 new Sou hinese, Korean, and Japanese migrants. The Russians, though nationals, were far
Slav or Yugoslay state combined Serbs and Croats, Bosnian Muslims and Mbr_l_ tom their home base, so in-migrating Chinese merchants and Japanese fishermen
negrins, Slovenes and Dalmatians. The policies of un-mixing of peoples spran Id a competitive advantage. According to the 1926 Russian census, one-fifth of
from nationalist ideologies in which ethnocultural and ethnoreligious lifestyle ts Far East population was of East Asian origin. South Sakhalin, valued because of
were perceived as badges of political loyalty or disloyaley.”™ : its natural resources and strategic location, was annexed by Japan and renamed
Under a League of Nations mandate, formerly Ottoman Syria and Palestin Karafuto. Its Japanese population of twelve thousand in 1906, working in manu-
were administered by the French and British governments, respectively. Pale facturing, commerce, and eransportation, had grown to over four hundred thou-

tine, according to the Balfour Declaration of November 1917, was to becom: sand four decades later.
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In Korea, in contrast to Taiwan, imperial Japan’s takeover of the Pe.as'a'.'
ing economy came as a shock. Under the slogan of modernization, Japan’
for Eastern Colonization confiscated family land for forced mass cult tior
export crops. Koreans, forced to live on inferior grains, migrated or ﬂcd"t M
churia or Russian Siberia. Japanese citizenship was imposed on them, aswa

ernized health care. The latter resulted in population growth at the very ¢

1y of the region’s peoples demanded self-rule, but it was not evident which
s culrurally akin, formed a people. Were Macedonians a distinct people or
gE;OuPd;cy Greeks? Were people in Kosovo Serb, Albanian, ora distinct group?
lTaﬂicts intensified in the 1870s. From the late nineteenth century the tsarist
'Pire’s Russification policy, which affected East Central European Baltic and

- izati d Austrian-Germanization
vic peoples, as well as German-Germanization an ,

n

ten million “surplus” Japanese were sent to Korea, whose population denisit
been underestimated by Japan’s population planners. The same happened in ot
occupied rerritories: two million were sent to Formosa. No sturdy agricultural;

empred to deculturate the many other peoples of the imperial territories. In
dition to the incracontinental conflicts, France and the United Kingdom
ccted German expansion into “cheir” Africa and Asia, feared its new navy on
. tal ic, mi ' . : hi - i itions in and beyond the
neers, the staple of imperialist thetoric, migrated; instead the migrants wer - high seas, and opposed the Habsburg-Austrian ambitions i ¥
traders, artisans, shopkeepers, and adventurous merchants. Migration was

anube region. A minor incident in 1914 was used to declare all-out war.
middle-class and lower-middle-class project. A few women came as wives; m

The first twentieth-century European internecine war, which in its ramifica-
" ¥
s in Africa became a world war, did not “break out” but was a calculated

. - 1 Women
ategy. Some sixcy million men were mobilized and marched about. W/

wives, and prostitutes. Most migrants gravitated to the cities, some became [a
lords. The Japanese government’s rural settlement project was undercuc b
granes’ choice of Brazil, Peru, Hawaii, and the Philippines as destinations.

In contrast to the historic Ottoman concept of cohabiration of
administering ethnoreligious groups within one economic-political frame; Me
expansion employed Japanization to weld the colonized to the colonizérs
ministrative personnel were sent from Japan, and Japanese education was gi
to sons of the Taiwanese and Korean middle classes. A Japanese-inspired yout
movement was created in Korea to capitalize on intrasocietal generarional diffe
ences. In all occupied regions—including, after 1937, China—the Japanese mil
tary and colonizer personnel considered “locals” as inferiors to be used to fulf

military-industrial-imperial purposes or, if women, to provide sexual servic
to the occupation forces.'™

ook their jobs in the aggressor or “home” states. In August 1914, about five mil-
ion Europeans did not live in their state of birch. Overnight thc‘ir s.tatus changed
from guest, labor migrant, or immigrant o “hostile alien” or ‘cmzcn. of. an en.-
y nation” they could be interned, expelled, or reparriated. The ma!or1ty, mi-
prating workers, experienced a renationalization of the internationalized labc?r
arkets. Prevented from returning, they became captive labor forces in the Axis
pOWET States. On the side of the Allies, France relied on the labor of sormf: z;o,o-oo
Spanish, 135,000 North Africans, Vietnamese, and Chinese, as well as neighboring
Belgians or distant Malagasies. Great Britain mobilized 1.2 million non—Euro_ptj_an
soldiers, mainly in India but also in northern China, and France 0.6 mllilmn
fnainly in North and West Africa. Thus the colonized segments of thff empires
supplied men and materials to the Alljes, or colonial overlords, and in conse-
quence could accelerate their process of self-liberation. The German Reich, an

frans-European Warfare, 1914-1918 importer of predominantly male labor from Eastern Europe since 188s, declared

. ) ) . . : ire-style control over
The Habsburg and Hohenzollern imperial bureaucracies as well as gene s one of its war aims the achievement of permanent empire-sty

German-culture nationalism——in Austrian and German variants—refused cii
tural and political autonomy to “minorities.” From the 1860s, Hohenzoller
Germany’s unifying and expansionist warfare rearranged borders over peopl
Southeastern Europe was unsectled by conflict between the Habsburg and Ot

man empires as well as the expansionist aspirations of semi-independent Serbia

this reservoir of labor.'*

The warfare cast the civilian populations firsc of Belgium, then of Poland,

the Baltic provinces, and western Russia, as well as those in southcaste-m Europt?,
nto nightmares of dislocation, starvation, and death. Armies and displaced ci-

vilians foraged on people who were struggling to survive. Within three months,
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ermany or Jews with their Yiddish-German dialect and descendants of Ger-
an immigrants from Russia.

Russia’s populations were particularly exposed to uprooting, To slow down the
dvance of German armies, retreating Russian forces pursued a scorched-earth
policy. In late 1915 Russia counted 2.7 million refugees, half a year later 5 million.
"The 1917 armistice between Germany and Russia sent hundreds of thousands of
emobilized, wounded, and sick soldiers in search of families or shelter. By the
arly 19205, some Ls million children who had lost their parents by separation or
e cath were said ro wander about. Male and femnale workers who had been drafred
oto the war industries were let go or escaped; those who had been deported from
German-occupied territories to forced labor had to find their way back. Afrer Oc-
ober 1917 the Russian Revolution sent a comparatively small number of political
«iles, refugee aristocrats, and bourgeois entreprencurs into westward flight. The
ubsequent internal wars of 1918—1921 picted royaliscs, liberals, and revolutionaries
gainst each other and involved Ukrainian and other national liberation move-
ments. Defeated troops, politicians, and antirevolutionary families fled northward
o Finland and the Baltic states, southward to Istanbul, Syria, and Palestine, and
westward to France in particular. In the East in China, Harbin and later Shanghai
became centers of perhaps sixty thousand exiles. A decade and a half lacer, both
cities were to shelter Jewish refugees from Nazi Germany. Emigré colonies also
emerged in Turkestan, Manchuria, and Mongolia."*?

After the war, prisoners of war had to be repatriated: two million Germans
rom the Allies, forced laborers from the Reich, Russian prisoners from Austria
and Germany, and many others. The peace treaty established new states out of the
self-destructed empires. Spokespeople of millions of transatlantic migrants from
 the empires’ disadvantaged peripheries supported independence movements and
lobbied in Washington for support. Because large parts of Europe had historically
mixed populations, the new borders mandated by the peace treaty forced some
five million to change residence between states. The new Baltic and Polish states
became the destination of returning prewar emigrants, wartime displaced, and co-
nationals from outside the new borderlines. According to official dara, Poland,
- which had been divided for a century and a half among Russia, Prussia, and
Austria, and devastated by the armies of all of the belligerents, received 1,25 million

1~ -1 Boundary of Austra-Hungarian Empire

Germanic

East Slavic Finno-Ugrie
B West Slavic g Romance
South Slavic (] other

Primary echnolinguistic groups in the Austro-Hungarian Empire, ca. 1900.

one-fifth of the Belgian population of about seven million were refugees in ¢
Netherlands, France, and Great Britain. Of Serbia’s population of three millio
one-third were refugees, one-tenth were in the army, another tenth were in camP__s_
in Hungary and Bulgaria, often as forced laborers. Typhus killed 1s0,000. Al
over Europe, families fled advancing armies, the actual lines of fire, or the reach
of distant artillery. In conquered regions, military administrators and civilia
authorities expelled groups whose loyalty they questioned, whether Poles from
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returning refugees by 1920, received another 700,000 returnees by 1923, 3
pected a further 300,000. Hungary in its new borders received Magyar. ethn
from Romania (140,000), from Czechoslovakia (57,000), and from Yugd_s :
(37:000), while it expelled Hungarian-Germans. Across the warravaged lan
displaced civilians and demobilized soldiers rerurned co villages that no io
existed, to towns of which only ruins remained."**

"The peace treary advocated self-determination of peoples in conerast ti:)_:p
war imperial domination. However, how were borders to be drawn? Centuries o
migration and interaction had made almost all of East Central Europe and pa
of Western Europe patchworks of interspersed settlements. None of the ney
states was monocultural; borders were drawn without regard to mosaics of
toric settlement; people who stayed put found themselves in ethnically diﬁ"er_cn
states. Only national garekeepers professed certainty about a nation’s histori
ethnic territories—the areas they claimed often happened to be rich in natu
resources. Postwar establishment of such “nation-states” left more than twent
million people outside of the state of their ethnocultural cousins: (1) “Minorities
who in their compact, if small, territories formed the majoriy, could attempt t
stay; (2) small groups could opt for the recently creared “home” nation and leav
(3) those who did not fit the newly constructed nations could be expelled or ¢
changed for others considered fitting; (4) those deemed unacceptable by an
state became stateless, trapped wherever they happened to lose citizen statu
Multiple identities were considered a threat to the monocultures of nation-states:
For the culturally reconfigured men and women, nationhood complicated live
Borderlines berween groups were fuzzy, people often rudimentarily multilingua
Nationalism was the fundamentalistn of the period. There were few discourses
of respect for other cultures or multicultural interaction—in fact, their existence
in the past had been exorcised from memory.

In the interwar years thousands of migrants from North America returned:
to help build political institutions and to invest in the economies of “their” states,
while tens of thousands left the devastated lands for the Americas. From Britain,
in a last empire-migration scheme, population planners sent unemployed civil-
ians and demobilized soldiers to “white” Dominions~—~men to marginal farms,
women into domestic service. Working-class families emigrated after the lost gen-
eral strike of 1926. To reduce ethnic antagonisms, some states improved minority
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ights, others pursued homogenization policies. Of the former empires, Austria
ame a small state without further pretensions while Germany’s clites re-
renched but schemed for new expansions.

In Germany, the post~World War [ narrative construction of displacement
ad resettlement of East European German-origin groups was instrumentalized
or aggression in 1939. Official terminology divided German people into those
ving in the Reich, Reichsdeutsche, those living adjacent but outside its borders,
Grenzdeutsche, and those living farther east or southeas, Auslandsdentsche or
Volksdentsche—descendants of three centuries of migrations. The new post-1918

erman Republic included 1.5 million non-Germans, mostly Poles, and 1.3 mil-

Jion German-origin expellees and “voluntary” departecs from Alsace, Poland,

nd Gdansk (Danzig) in a population of 62.4 million. After 1933 the Nazi gov-

‘ernment augmented estimates of Grenzdentsche to 10 million and began its an-
‘nexation with the Sudeten region of Czechoslovakia (population 3.5 million} in
1938. Poland’s and Hungary’s ruling elites also began annexations. Trans-

‘European warfare followed.™

Population Displacement in the Interwar Years

In the Soviet Union, wartime devastation resulted in a disastrous decline of food
supplies, millions died, and hunger migrations emptied the cities. When agricul-
tural output increased under the New Economic Policy, 1921-1927, migratory
directions reversed and industrial production resumed. After 1923 substantial
population growth induced large-scale rural-to-urban migrations. The Jewish
population, freed from restrictions, dispersed. Between 1926 and 1939 approxi-
marely five million migrants crossed the Urals eastbound or moved southeast-
ward into the Central Asian peoples republics—especially Kazakhstan, Turke-
stan, and Kyrgyzstan. Fewer than one-sixch still came as peasant settlers; all others
were labor migrants on their way to industrial and mining frontiers. However,
after 1928, when collectivization of agriculture expropriated peasants, a second
mass flight from starvation, particularly in Ukraine as well as from undersupplied
cities, involved millionsand caused high death rates. To permitself-administration
of ethnocultural groups, the Soviet government established autonomous regions
or states for several of the many peoples—the Armenian republic, Birobidzhan
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as a Jewish enclave, and rearrangement of settlement patterns among Uy
Kirgiz, and Kazakhs, to name only a few. However, in Kazakh agriculn;r 1
gions self-styled “superior” Russian settler migrancs appropriated land; .-ﬁa
1928 the government opened Kazakhstan to Russian sertlers. The constiti
1936 reduced self-determination of non-Russian peoples, and non-Russia
ples deemed disloyal to the Bolshevik state were deported from ancieﬁt.sct
ment regions to Central Asia. To take the case of the Crimean Tatars, n:mfi
whom had emigrated after the Crimean Peninsula passed from Oteom
tsarist rule, starvation in the period of the civil wars after 1917 and in parti
during the state-enforced export of grain in 1921 led to death and flight; col
tivization implied deportation, and the Sralinist purges led to deportatior;
often, execution of non-Russian peoples’ inrellectual leaders.!?® |

In Spain, Iraly, and Germany, fascist governments caused renewed ﬂigﬁt

before people who had been displaced by World War I were integrated. Especially

.durmg the 19305, democratic elites fled into exile. The fascist regimes aime
intellecrual decapitation of their societies and of subjected peoples. Those flee
had few options, both because of immigration barriers in the rest of the We e
world and because of the collapse of economies during the Great Depression: Ita
ian fascists derisively called the émigrés from liberal elites, milicant unions, soélé
ist or anarchist parties, artists and incellectuals fuorusciti, “foreign fellows,” just
German socialists had once been labeled “fellows without a fatherland.” Fro

1918 to 1926, 15 million Iralian workers continued prewar migratory patte

then the Fascist government criminalized emigration without permission. Some

nine hundred thousand Italians lived in France, the main destination, until the
vibrant culture was destroyed under German occupation in 1939.

In Spain, a rebellion of army officers pitted the modernizing coastal an
northern populations against the elites of the stagnant, reactionary agricultﬁr;ll
areas. When the Fascist generals sent Moroccan, “Moorish” soldiers to fighte
Republic, a racist imagery of atrocity-committing North Africans emerge:
Some forey-five thousand radicals and democrats from across Europe, Nort
America, and the Soviet Union fought for the Republic; the German and Ira
ian Fascist governments sent “volunteers” in support of the insurgents. By Au-
gust 1938, two million refugees from Fascist-controlled areas had reached Rc-.
publican Spain, and after the Republic’s collapse some 450,000 soldiers and
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Jilians fled to France, where almost 390,000 refugees from Nazi Germany

‘already arrived.
Nazi Germany in 1933 implemented a boycortt of German-Jewish businesses
d professionais and expelled ten to twenty thousand Eastern European Jews.

/ichin a year some sixty-five thousand Jewish and Christian notables and cul-

cural leaders had fled. Because only about 1 percent of the population was “non-

ryan,” German racism has been called “anti-Semirism without Jews.” By 1938
e two hundred thousand impoverished Jewish and non-Jewish refugees had
d in receiving societies, which could ill afford, or were unwilling, to offer

rive

suppore. The refugee-generating fascist states were surrounded by refugee-refusing

Jdemocratic states in which anci-Semitism was pronounced. In 1930, 3.3 million

ws lived in Poland, 3 million in Russia, about 1.2 million in Romania and Hun-
y, as well as 525,000 in Germany and 180,000 in Austria. By 1939 the United
cates had admitted a mere 8,600 refugees, and Canadian bureaucrats had closed

the doors. At the July 1938 refugee conference in Evian, France, US diplomats
avoided any swift help by insisting on procedural negotiation through a new In-

ergovemmcntal Committee on Refugees, and Western anti-Semitic ideologues

':'suggcstcd deportation of Jews to French Madagascar, North Borneo, the Do-
minican Republic, British Guiana, Cyprus, the Philippines, the Belgian Congo,
and other destinations. Only the Soviet Union, Turkey, some Eastern European
states, and China admitted refugees. The some eighteen thousand Jewish refugees
who reached Harbin and cosmopolitan Shanghai could scay after Japan’s take-
over. In Palestine arriving refugees displaced local Arabs. When the German
armies began ro advance in 1939, a second flight carried those who had taken

refuge in neighboring countries farcher afield.
Afier the German occupation of Poland in September 1939, German Jews

were first transported there to be utilized as an inferior laboring population. Ina

second phase, this resertlement region was to be “cleaned” of human beings of
Mosaic religion. The deportees were deported again, this time to the ghettos of
Polish ciries where overcrowding and planned starvation caused high mortality.
An estimated 200,000 1o 350,000 reached the nonoccupied Soviet Union and,
among neutral countries, Turkey became the most important transit route. The
third deportation, labeled the “fnal solution,” brought about six million men,
women, and children to camps were they were to be worked ro death in the
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German industry’s war production or exterminated immediately. In th eerd
branch of the German-language family, the Yiddish-speakers, had nearh

exterminated.t?’ .

Forced Migrations

Parallel to the ethnocultural relocations, governments restricted workin
migrations through the 19205 and the Great Depression of the 1930s: cn_t__r.
strictions were enacted to reduce international mobility; in many countries
employed men, and sometimes women, were relocated to relief camps; Iab_c_):t-a
ists and many of the unemployed were deported. State bureaucracies coult
forced laborers on sites to which no free workers would migrate, and coul
them to wherever need arose. Relocation was cheap. Workers could be forced
construct their own camps, they received minimal wages, if any, and in econorm
with scarce consumer goods their confinement decreased consumption. If kn
edge about forced labor was public, the system could be used to intimidate f
workers. In the Americas, the US government deported labor organizers any

radicals to the Soviet Union after 1917 and Mexican workers to Mexico in thi

1930s. Peonage, forced labor because of alleged debr, though outlawed, continu
to be imposed on African-American and Mexican-American laborers. In 1

Canada, male harvest laborers and female domestics were sent to their dcst_i'h_a

tions under police guard to work off assisted-passage contracts, In the interior

South America, the peonage system resembled slavery and landowners held. the

right to the part-time Jabor of natives. In several North African Arab states, sl
ery continued to be practiced, though on paper most Muslim states from M
rocco to Afghanistan abolished slavery in the interwar years. Experts estimate
that there were about three million slaves, worldwide, in 1930.12

European states, during World War I, militarized labor regimes. France reficd.

on colonial labor and forcibly drafted African soldiers. Britain imposed compul
sory labor on colonial populations, as in Uganda. Indentured workers from Chin
and Vietnam were sent to Britain and France. After the postwar depression and’
temporary closing of the borders, France became Europe’s most important des
nation of labor migrants, with almost two million arriving. They replaced the 1.3
million French soldiers—1o percent of the adult male population—killed in the
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ar. When Italian peasants came to settle villages emptied of men by the w:trtim.e
- nationalists prohibited their arrival to reserve national soil for an 1.1nci%-
ced” French nation—the soil in fact was bought up by an e:fam::rgm.foJ agribusi-
oss. Polish workers, recruited by employers, had no right to change jobs or f:le-
.and better conditions. Soaring unemployment after 1929, when three million
oles, Belgians, Tralians, and Polish-Germans resided in the country, caused the

Right to mount a campaign of xenophobia. Fascist Spain outlawed unions and

orkers’ parties—control over workers lasted to the system’s demise in 1975.

. Russia, fifth among the world’s industrial powers before 1914, had to re.con—
ruct its destroyed economy, relocate industrial centers, and deal with ffmnncs.
reached prewar production levels only in 1928. The policies of the Soviet state

i ivizati educe the need for rural
economy were contradictory. Collectivization was to ¢

fabor, but bureaucratic mismanagement and poor urban living conditions re-

uced out-migration and some ideologues feared infileration of rurals as a “class-

lien element” into what they constructed as the proletariat. Labor migrations
were voluntary, and in the first of five phases of migration, rural-to-urban mobil-

y assumed unprecedented proportions: 1 million annually before 1926, 2.6 mil-

Jion annually from 1927 to 1930, 4.3 million in 1931; by 193”9 the Soviet urban
f.'population had more than doubled and had been “ruralized, bciause two-ﬁf‘ths
had arrived from the countryside in twelve years. After Stalin’s “Great Turning
Point” in 1928, in a second phase of migration, forced collectivization sent peas-
j. ants flecing, often to industrial work; many, especially from non?Rus.;sian peo-
ples, were shipped to deadly labor camps. During the third, consolidating, ;Thasc
before 1938, some 250,000 skilled factory workers and communist educational
cadres were sent to rural areas to introduce mechanization, teach reading and
writing to illiterate villagers, and inculcare a new consciousness. Within five

years, 12,5 million new wage workers were drawn into the urban labor forces. But

free migration still failed o fill demand, and in a fourth phase, startin.g in Feb-
ruary 1930, the state terminated unemployment benefits and assigned jobs by a
passport system that was compulsory for urban laboring men and womerf. From
the mid-1930s, the fifth and last migration phase involved forced recruitment,
captive labor for lumbering and road and railroad construction, and the transfer
of whole factories before the German armies’ advance. The labor camps, gulags,
were controlled by the police (NKVD). Recent research indicates that there
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were 2.9 to 3.5 million forced laborers in 1941, about one-tench of them wg
and at least 750,000 Polish and other deportees. Other estimares reach as hj hc
20 million during the peak of the system. The system was exposed in g :
abolished in 1960.'% ¢
The German Reich’s labor regime had relied on harsh internal control
foreign workers since the 1880s. By 1900 the Reich ranked second among lal
importing countries. Ir Ecquired Eastern European workers to carry passes.and
expelled those who changed jobs withour permission. Russian and Austria
Poles were forced to depart during a “closure period” each winter, both to
vent permanent settlement and to free agricultural employers from paying the;
wages. This twenty-five-year-long first phase, for reasons of German nationali
ideology and cultural purity, established the policy of a rotary labor force The
second phase, in 1914-1918, involved forced labor: wich the declaration 01:' 'vs}a'r
the 13 million foreign workers were prohibited from leaving, and the food
tions for these “working classes of non-German nationality” were kepr at starva-
tion levels. The third phase, the 1920s, involved a “governmentalization” of labor
markets, but only a few foreign workers were present. In a fourth phase, the né'x{i.
Nazi government restricted freedom of movement of German laborers and chan.
neled “racially different” laborers to sectors with poor working conditions. Fror
1936 the state assumed complete control over mobility. Even though ideological
constructions of racial purity had precluded recruitment abroad, preparation
for war led the Nazi government to import agricultural laborers from Polan
where unemployment stood at 40 percent. The occupation of Poland initiated
the fifth phase with a compulsory levy of 1 million Polish workers, half of thcm.
to be women, in early 1940. Eastern Europe’s allegedly “subhuman” peoples be:
came essential for the Aryan war economy. Western European civilians and
prisoners of war were conscripted for labor, some 1.2 million within a year. C
vilian foreign workers included Iralians, Belgians, and Yugoslavs. After th‘c at-
rack on the Sovier Union in June 1941, employment of Russians, Byelorussians;
Ukrainians, and men and women from many other ethnicities was forbidden :
but by 1942 rhe policy was reversed. Ostarbeiter were captured and transportcci
to industrial sites in the occupied and “home” territories. At the end of the war:
some 1.9 million POWs and 5.7 million civilian foreign workers, about om:-"E
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Labor regime was mitigated by wartime welfare legislation. Workers in the re-

 cently occupied colonies had to produce industrial and military supplies under
' the control of a “directive minority” of Japanese managerial personnel. Korean
. Pﬁa
iat. From the populous southern provinces many had to move to Japan, where
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hird of them women, slaved in Germany, as did six hundred thousand men and
somen in concentration camps. Together, they accounted for 20 percent of the

130
abor force.
In Japan, militarization of the economy and society increased from the mid-

1920, State bureaucrats and employer organizations determined labor rela-

the National Essence Society and the Harmonization Society advocated
ratist cooperation of capital and labor, the near-fascist New Order for

sants were uprooted to form an urban industrial, low-skill, mobile proletar-

in 1917 through 1929, 1.2 million arrived and 850,000 returned. By 1945, more
than 10 percent of the Korean population worked ourtside of Korea, and an-
other 20 percent had been drafied for urban work or were otherwise uprooted.
A type of identity-destroying labor forced Korean women to work in “comfort
stations” as prostitutes for Japanese soldiers. In Manchukuo the Japanese mili-
rary constructed heavy industry close to the mines in the middle of an agricul-
tural subsistence economy of recent immigrants from China. High wages and,
under Great Depression conditions, an abundant labor supply resulted in free
labor markets except for ethnicized immigration policies that preferred Korean
and Japanese workers over Chinese. By 1940, 1.4 million wortkers had been im-
ported from Korea's north. Within Japan, policy makers allocated labor ac-
cording to priorities of the military. Since 1941, labor reserves were managed
centrally. In 1942 skilled workers and rechnicians were prohibited from chang-
ing jobs and employers were prohibited from offering wage incentives to “steal”
rechnicians from other factories. In the occupied territories civilian and POW
labor was conscripted. At the end of the war Japan’s regime of forced-labor mi-
gration came to an end, but South Africa initiated a similar system a few years
later to conscript Africans under its version of superior and inferior peoples in
the regime of apartheid."’
In many of the colonized regions across the world, labor recruitment through
force and taxation had been replaced by cash-related voluntary migrations.
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Commercial relations and mining operations—as expressions of global capieal;

. . 1
relationships—had penetrated deeply from ports as places of contact into hj
lands, or, from the point of those who lived there, into people’s primary |

--C-,m a perspective of military effores and policical alliances, became a world war,
ut population movements remained largely separate. By 1945 hundreds of mil-
s had been forced into flighe or relocation camps. Population planners, who
1d shifted around human beings as laboring or surplus populations, reduced
sem to “human marerial.” The peculiar construction of allegiance and duty toa

rion in warcdime made dissenters and pacifists persecuted citizens to be de-

spaces. Ever more transactions involved money rather than exchange, and'm

came from wage labor or sale of crops. With the Great Depression the déﬁ-né

for raw materials, and thus for [abor, collapsed. At the beginning of the 1936;?1

Ezgu:z;); of the ne.w ccl)lwns in'the copper-mining region of Northern Rhé’des rted to camps, even in democratic states.

o Labo: :;x:l:; T_ atn g i{;lig;;nm(ic'mgf)fa; well as .cl.scwhere shranl.c dram: Japan’s preparation for war had involved small-scale elite in-migrations and
ilies, if these had joined them—migrated toric. While military advisers were invited from Europe and the

drified) back to the land ¢ subsi arge-scale the
i mi fe an _ to cke out their subsistence. In the northern Nigeria United States, military preparedness was justified as being of pan-Asian interest—
ines, wages fell rapidly, but due to the collapse of grain prices living sta

o, . . -
: : apan’s expansion would counter European imperialism. In fact, Japan coveted
dards did not decline as much. Surplus workers left or subsisted on income fr :

. Lina's raw materials and other resources, including human labox, and its (post-
a few days of work per week—given the by-then established cash nexus, the ;

. , kets. Starting in 1937 it seized Shanghai and occupied large parts of
could not simply withdraw fi : . fy’ﬂf) mar. g
- p zl’ rom wage labor. Given the power relations, the colo China. After the fall of Nanjing, the Nationalists' capital, Japan’s army massacred,
zers tax rate did not fall as much as wages. As a result, in some regions who

economies collapsed . ) X raped, and looted, killing some cthree hundred thousand. In the countryside, both
creating migrant populari i : S - , . . . .
Mala . !’1 . g & . P ) pulations in search of food or jobs. In etreating Chinese and aggressing Japanese armies drove off peasants in scorched-
yan tin mines the situation was similar. The labor recruiters, kangani, we
2 ?

no longer sent back to their h il carth campaigns or through the flooding of plains. In less than a year, a hundred
o their home villages i i milli i ‘ o

no longersene o ges to recruit from a reservoir thar, agai ‘million Chinese had become refugees and an estimated twelve million had fled as

e cash nexus, was waiting to be recruited. From the rubber areas India

wotkers were deported h Thes th far as che western provinces of Yunnan, Guizhou, and Sichuan. The International
rted home. Thus the soci ; : ' o i
bt -1 social costs of the Great Depression were Refugee Organization evacuated the small numbers of Europeans from China
the home communiries. Across the colonies that produced raw mater

while Jewish refugees from Fascist persecution in Europe continued to arrive via
Siberia.

In December 1941 Japan expanded the war to Southeast Asia and the Pacific
by bombing che US fleet in Hawai and occupying the Philippines, Hong Kong,
Malaya, French Indochina, British Burma, Dutch Indonesia, and most of the Pa-
cific islands. From Burma, as one example, about half a million Indians fled, per-
haps fifty thousand dying en route. Bombing raids resulted in urban flight from
Calcutta, and in Japan, in turn, urban populations were ordered to move to the
countryside to escape Allied bombing and to produce food. Afrer mid-1942, the
Western Allies and China forced Japanese armies into slow retreat and surviving
refugees followed the armies to return to former homes, many of which no longer

Py

a.is, workers who had been forced to migrate in the interest of capitalist produ
tion were sent back when the capitalist system temporarily collapsed. Stable
prospects for gaining income through migration demand stable economic con |
dlir:ions. While much of contemporary debates centered on the dramatic condi:
tions in the First World’s banking centers, dramatic food shortages imperiled
most migrant families’ lifeways and chances for survival.'*? ..

Flight, Expulsion, and Population Transfers
during World War |l

existed.?
In Europe, the German and Sovier attack on Poland caused a first mass flight

toward Warsaw, across the Baltic Sea, and through Hungary or Romania for

In 1937 the next worldwide war began with Japan’s aggression against China, -
t-:allcd the “Second Sino-Japanese War,” and in 1939 with the German aggressions
in Europe. When the United States became a belligerent in 1941, the two wars
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evacuation via the Middle Eastern British zone of influence. Information about
German troops atrocities sent Jews flecing across the lines of the Soviet army-
After the USSR occupied Finland’s Karelia Province, it deported 420,000 tO
000 Karelian Finns to the rest of Finland, where 11 percent of the population
vere refugees. More than halfof them rerurned when Finnish troops rerook Karelia
in 1941, only to flee again before a rencwed Soviet advance in 1944- In and from
france Jews fled; in the Scandinavian countries citizens transported some of them
¢o neutral Sweden to ensure their survival. Shortly after the westward aggression,
, million French, 2 million Belgian, 70,000 Luxembourget, and 50,000 Dutch
refugees were near destitution according to Red Cross estimates.

The Nazi bureaucracy had planned major populacion transfers of allegedly
inferior West Slavic peoples castward and of allegedly superior Aryan Germans
into the vacated lands. Orther, “lesser” peoples were to cooperate with the Reich
or be used as reservoirs of cheap labor. The “General Plan East” ordered “resettle-
ment” of 8o to 85 percent of all Poles, 75 percent of the Byelorussians, 65 percent
of the Ukrainians, and 50 percent of the Czechs in interior Russia or Siberia.
However, the German military, overextended from the beginning, needed “colo-
nial auxiliaries” and resorted to local regimentation of labor. The Nazi adminis-
crative machine, intending to expand the contiguous German-settled terricories
five hundred kilometers castward, divided occupicd Poland into a resettlement
area for Germans and a vast Polish-settled labor camp- A total of 1.2 million
“Slavic” Poles were deported, ararate of 10,000 aday. (“Potential German” Poles—
designated as such by the occupation forces—could support the Nazi regime as
soldiers.) In the vacated lands, diasporic German—background people from east-
ern and southeastern Europe were to be resertled: some 500,000 WEIC uprootcd
in a region extending from che Balsic states to Bessarabia. Another 750,000
rrekked westward in che next years. By the time Soviet armics advanced, most
were still in camps, only a fraction had been resertled. They commenced another
crel westward or, when overtaken, were deported eastward.

Soviet bureaucrats, equally unconcerned about life courses, considered many
non-Russian peoples “unreliable,” either because of avowed Nazi sympathies of
elite segments or because they had been oppressed as minorities in the Stalinist
empire. Deportations toward the interior or further east ensued: peoples from
the recently occupied Baltic and Polish states, refugees from the advance of the
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German armies, the 1.4 million German-origin people of Russian citizenship;

well as peoples of the Caucasus, the Crimea (Tatars especially, as well as Greeks

and Bulgarians), Transcaucasia, and the Caspian steppes. The USSR’s massiy,
program of transplanting industry toward and beyond the Ural Mountains 3
means of self-defense for relocated workers and families meant abominable work
ing conditions, worse living conditions, and high death rolls. Few alternatives ex:

isted: from Odessa, Moscow, and Leningrad alone, more than a million people

fled or were evacuared when the German armies advanced. Still certain of victor:
the German occupiers debated whether to starve whole populations, transpor

survivors to the Russian interior, or permit a “humanitarian” rescue by the Red

Cross for resettlement somewhere else. _

In southeastern Europe, where the Reich, Iraly, Hungary, and Bulgaria ha
divided Yugoslavia among themselves, Slovenians were exchanged for German
background people, Serbs were expelled from dispersed settlements, Macedo
nians were expelled or Bulgarianized, and Romanians were sent into flight. Th
subsequent advance of Soviet armies meant new relocations; the retreat of Ger
man armies meant the flight of collaborators from among Ukrainians and othe
nationalities as well as anti-Soviet Cossacks. When the Soviet army reached th
prewar German borders, an estimated fourteen million refugees lived behin
their lines, not counting those moving before the advancing army. '

Mobilization of men for nation-state armies and their interment as ptisoners o

war in other nation-states are not usually considered in terms of population trans:
fer. However, they involved involunrary mobility and interaction. POWS, forced to
work in the war industries and agriculture of the capturing power, interacted with
local populations. During the war, when no Allied shipping was made available to
transport refugee Jews out of Europe, four hundred thousand German POW:
could be shipped to the United States—most returned, some emigrated subse-.

quently. Prisoners of war from many nationalities labored throughout Germany in
agriculture, mining, or factories, and German POWs labored in France and Rus
sia. German civilians and Allied prisoners of war faced the same air raids. Ger-
mans, who worked alongside forced laborers until 1945, a2 mere decade later would
work alongside guest workers. Would atticudes be transferred?***
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Intellectual Migrations

st as colonizer migrations, small in number, have frequently been left on the
delines of research, the limited migrations of the colonized through exile or for
ducation have been neglected by scholars. They were of major impact. As tem-
orary migrants, many of the intellectual leaders, statesmen, and militant fight
ts for independence could compare life in the colonies with life in the metropo-

Jes. Most had studied there, some received education by missionaries, a few had

orked there. As prospective elires they were given privileged access to colonizer-

‘framed education in missionary schools and in universities of Grear Britain and
France. There, pronouncements about the equality of all the monarch’s subjects

r about the integrative role of French culture notwithstanding, they experi-
need second-class status or even racist deprecation. Two generations, of the late

nineteenth and early twentieth centuries and of the 1920s and 19303, experi-
enced the humanist and democratic incellectual debates as well as racializing
practices. Most of the intercultural migrants formed worldviews and militancy
by a fusion of their own colonized culrure with Western colonizer culeures. They
became reformers or radicals, narionalists, socialises or communists. Educa-
tional migration familiarized them with two cultures and provided the strategic
capital to comprehend and critique colonizer rhetoric and policies in ways un-
derstandable in their societies as well as by the colonizers. They became spokes-
persons for independence early in the ewentieth century, in the interwar years,

and during decolonization.

Intellectual exchanges had been pare of early conract and later colonizing,
especially in the cases of complex societies that, at least initially, could influence
the character of interculeural contact. In Asia, Japan and China pursued differ-
ent, yet similar, courses. Japan, said to be closed before the 18505, had always kept
abreast of the latest developments in Europe through a regulated Dutch enclave
in Deshima, Nagasaki. The Meiji reformers invited Western experts for coloniz-
ing agriculrural development of the northern islands and for training a new
army. In contrast, the Chinese court’s intellectual-cultural selfsufficiency (and,
perhaps, arrogance) had abrogated the scholarly contacts epitomized in the
seventeenth-century presence of Jesuits and their partial Sinicization. To deal
with the increasing dominance of treaty powers, the government invited US and
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European advisors late in the nineteenth century. Many of China’s reform
and future leaders migrated for educational purposes or had to go into exile, Su
Yat-sen (1866-1935), one of the founders of the Guomindang and first presid
of the Republic, had lived in Hawai'i, studied in Hong Kong, and been in‘¢
in Japan, Europe, the United States, and Canada. General Chiang Kai-g]
(1887-1975) trained and served in Japan’s army in 1907-1911. He staffed Nation
alist China’s military academies with German and Russian instructors, and hj
cabinet included Harvard-trained ministers.

Women were part of these elite migrations, and the well-studied three Soon
sisters may serve as examples. Their father, a Hakka Chinese, had been educate
as a Methodist minister in the United States and had become wealthy in 13‘3;;
through Bible sales. He sent his daughters to the United States for their educ
tion at Wesleyan College in Georgia. All three became politically powerful a
were internationally connected. Soong Ch’ing-ling in 1949 founded the well
known international magazine China Today with Israel Epstein, who came fro
a Polish-Jewish family of labor radicals; his mother had been exiled and his fache
had worked in Japan. Soong May-ling—"Madam Chiang” after her marriage ¢
Chiang Kai-Shek—became China’s foremost spokesperson in the United State

and in 1943 was instrumental in ending the exclusion of Chinese immigrants:

from the United States, which had been first institured in the 1880s. Such con
tacts ended after the Communist takeover in China in 1949 and during th
mind-numbing Cold War period of the 1950s in the West. :

A Vietnamese young man named Nguyen Sinh Cung strove for education

and as a kitchen helper departed on a vessel in 1911 for a work-study trajectory in:

the United States, Great Britain, and France, combining menial jobs with self
education in public libraries. He petitioned for Vietnam’s independence during
the Peace Conference of 1918-1919, and under the assumed name Ho Chi Minh
became the leader of Indochina’s struggle for independence from French rule and

drafted North Vietnam’s constitutions using the US Declaration of Independence
as a reference. Like many colonial political intellectuals and leaders, he espoused a
culrural-economic nationalism but was radicalized by the West’s continuing un-
abashed colonial exploitation combined with grand human rights rhetoric.

In South Asia, “British India” in the colonizers’ naming, the colonizers in-
troduced Western science and English history into higher education from 1835.
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s, and to some degree daughters, of the colonized elites were to appreciate the
tional and impartial government in general and England as a place of law, cul-
mfc, rationality, and model licerary texts in particular. By the 1880s almost half
million had graduated, and increasing numbers migrated to England (as well as
he United States, France, Germany, and the Soviet Union) for university ed-
ation. Fifty years later, the British census listed seven thousand Indians in En-
gland and Wales, of which the seafaring labor migrants of the London port’s
~ scar community were only a tiny minority. The best-known educational mi-
ants included Dadabhai Naoroji (1825-1917), called the architect of Indian na-
conalism; Mahatma Gandhi (1869-1947) and Jawaharlal Nehru (1889-1964),
ho studied Law at the Inns of Court; Rabindranath Tagore (1861-1941), who
stﬁdicd at University College; Aurobindo Ghose (1872-1950), temporarily an
c.{crcmisl: who experienced a “denationalization” and a return vo Hindu culture;
Bhimrao Ambedkar (1891-1956), a social revolutionary leader of the caste of un-
uchables and coauthor of independent India’s constitution; Vinayak Damodar
Savarkar (1883-1966), one of the eatliest proponents of revolutionary terrorism
tO achieve independence; and Subhas Chandra Bose (1897-194s), an activist in
the 19205 noncooperation movement. This elite congregared in India House in
London and, when persecuted, moved their center to Paris. Others, influenced
by the revolutionary writings of the American colonies in the 1770s, atrempted
to foster Indians’ independence from their places of exile in the United States
only to be prosecuted by US attorneys. In the context of international power ri-

valries, again others sought support in Germany or the Sovier Union. Several

attended the seminal 1907 Stuttgart conference of the Second Socialist Interna-
tional. Arriving in the West, some realized that they could recite the British
counties but not India’s states—colonizer schooling had not considered India’s
history noteworthy. By living in “the West” they understood Orientalism before
Edward Said created the term, and they established contact with European and
American advocates of equality of cultures, agrarian reform, and socialist shar-
ing. In contrast to most colonizers, they, as colonized, learned to compare the
two {or more) sociocultural systems in which they lived and to analyze the gap

between the rhetoric of Euro-civilization and its practices.

From African and Caribbean Francophone colonies, black students migrated
to France, and in the 19205 and 1930s—after Africans had had to fight and work
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for France in World War I—a sailor and worker community emerged in Marsei];
In the mid-192.0s the sisters Paulette, Andrée, and Jeanne Nardal from Martinj;
established a salon in Paris as a center of debate and literary development wh
Antillean, US, and West African intellectuals met. Panlecte Nardal, a feminis
much as an African-Caribbean “culeuralist,” and Leo Sajou from Haici fouride
the short-lived Revue du Monde Noir in 1931 and published African-Americ:
like Claude MacKay and Langston Hughes. The migrants included Léopold Séda
Senghor (1906—2001) from Senegal, Aimé Césaire (1913—2008) from Martim_ciﬁ_
and Léon-Gontran Damas (1912-1978) from French Guiana. Senghor served
the French army and was a prisoner of war of fascist Germany and thus exper
enced French culture as well as milirarism, German fascism, and European v
fare. The Association des Etudiants Martiniquais en France in 1934 began to'pub
lish LEzudiant martiniguass but renamed it L'Etudiant noirin 1935 to indicate t
Atlantic-wide reach of the African communities. In addition, numerous African
Americans migrated to Paris to escape racism. Influenced by both Hairi's role
the age of revolution and the Harlem Renaissance of the 1920s and 19305, Césa
and Senghor in a reappropriation of the derogative term négre developed the con
cept of négritude as conveying African identity and culture juxtaposed to coloni
ism and racism bur using the French language and recognizing (French-} Europea

cultural achievements. The concept was self-assertive and integrative, and it aimed.

at reaching white Europeans. Alioune Diop (1910-1980) founded the influenti
Présence africaine in 1947, perhaps the most influential journal to place black cu
ture before a white audience on a par. Cheikh Anta Diop (1923-1986) also livedi
Paris and was to become one of the foremost African scholars, controversial b
cause of his racializing views of African history that remained a councerimage t

European self-racialization. Many of these students became leaders in West Africa:

and the Caribbean.

Starting from the colonized/colonizer dichotomy, these intellectual migrants

developed a critique of racism and imperialism. Another migrating group ap
proached the issue of class and took a decidedly leftist, socialist or communis

approach to working-class and racial equality. George Padmore (1902-1959) méy;

almost serve as prototype. Born in Trinidad, he migrated to study at Fisk an;

Howard Universities in the United States, then moved ro Moscow where, under.

the auspices of the Communist International of Labour Union, he joined the
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 |eaderships of its Negro Bureau and the International Trade Union Committee
- of Negro Workers. Continuing to London, he cooperated with Guyanese histo-
- ian C. L. R, James (1901-1989) in Pan-African and working-class activities and
 helped organize the 1945 Pan-African Conference in Manchester, which dis-
- cussed an agenda for decolonization: independence for the “British West Indies”
- and for African colonies. Trinidadian Eric Eustace Williams (19111981} became
i‘ first a historian of slavery and of the connection between capitalism and colonial

underdevelopment, then prime minister of Trinidad.

In these networks these seudents who would become intellectual leaders re-
ceived their socialization and education. They could contextualize colonized so-
cieties worldwide. At universities and law schools they developed a spectrum of
approaches to change and fight unequal colonizer-colonized, white-black, or
British—Indian relationships. They struggled to free the workers of capitalist and
colonized societies from oppression and, occasionally, to demand equal rights
for women. Observing industrial change and urbanization, they developed con-
cepts for a transition to independence that incorporared economic develop-
ment and universal human rights—the ideas of the Age of Enlightenment freed
from Eurocentrism and whites-only provincialism. They were the initiators of
the many decolonization movements that would gain global dimensions from the
fate 19408,

At the same time intellectuals and liceraci, socialized in the recenely demo-
cratic Germany, had to flee Fascism and continue their work as expatriates, briefly
in other European countries, then mainly in the United States and, for a smaller
number, in Brazil and in Mexico. They were designated as un-German by the
Fascist rulers and their student youth organizations. Some moved to Los Angeles
and continued to write or to influence the film industry: Frirz Lang (Hollywood),
Thomas Mann (Princeton and Pacific Palisades), and Bertolt Brecht, who, called
before the House Un-American Activities Commitree in 1947, fled to Switzer-
land. In theater, Erwin Piscator stayed in New York. The social scientists, psychol-
ogists, and literary scholars of the interdisciplinary Institute of Social Research in
Frankfurt am Main (founded in 1923), after a brief relocation to Geneva, Switzer-
land, moved to New York, where scholars at Columbia University provided an
affiliation, as did the New School of Social Research, founded in 1919 after Co-
lumbia University, like many other US institutions, demanded nationalist loyaley
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oaths from its faculry. The New School’s graduate program began in 193325

5. The Aftermath of War and Decolonization

university of exiles, a shelter for scholars rescued—partially with funds from e
Rockefeller Foundation—from all over occupied Europe. Theodor W. Ador
Hannah Arendt, Erich Fromm, Aron Gurwitsch, Max Horkheimer, I—Iansjox__ias
Herbert Marcuse, Leo Strauss, Max Wertheimer, and others were associated wit}
it. Their lasting contribution was “critical theory,” an approach to scholarship tha
rejects positivism and national narratives for a critical understanding of sociei

HE IMMEDIATE aftermath of the Second World War gave rise to two ma-

their material basis and cultural superstructure, and an awareness of the relatt_-:_ or migrations. First was the migration of refugees, prisoners of war, forced labor-

ness of knowledge and interests. The French-language Ecole Libre des Haute 5, prewar imperial colonizer migrants, and soldiers who needed to be reparri-

% + N 135 .
Erudes was also associated with the New School. ed or needed to be resettled, if “home” had been destroyed or new postwar

As a postscripe it might be added that many of the European theoreticians of covernments made return undesirable and, perhaps, life-threarening. Second

postcolonialisrn also emcrgcd from circuits of migration. From the 19308 10 th was the migration of laborers who were needed to rebuild dcs[royed €conomies.

1950s they experienced hierarchized interaction berween colonized groups or sub Two other important migrations were the consequence of persecutions: the migra-

alterns, ready to rebel, and colonizers clinging to an imperial regime withour vi tion of people of Jewish faith to Israel and the flight of Palestinians. Finally, post-

sion, without moral foundation, and—after 1945—without the military power war migrations also included multiple moves resulting from decolonization and

support their superior position. Of the French-language theorists, Roland Barth%_:_ forced migration of labor to meet the needs of the new regime in South Africa.

had lived in Romania and Egypt, Frantz Fanon in Martinique and Algeria, Jacque

Derrida and Pierre Bourdieu in Algeria. Other theorists experienced two (o

more) social regimes in one society: Antonio Gramsci and Mikhail Bakhtin live Repatriations, Expulsions, Resettlement

through (and suffered from) the transformation of their societies’ governments t After the atomic bombs were dropped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki and Japan

Fascism and Stalinism, respectively. Michel Foucaule observed the multiple dis surrendered, the internment and repatriation of the 6.5 million Japanese abroad

courses of schizophrenic men and women and of those who did not live according. began. The population of Karafuto (South Sakhalin Island) had become 93

to assigned sex roles. In Britain, Stuart Hall and Catherine Hall, the former being . percent Japanese; Nan'yd's population of 132,000 included 81,000 Japanese; in

of a color of skin other than white and of Jamaican origin, questioned imperia . continental China, Japanese migrants had remained few; in Taiwan they ac-

and national discourses. By their physical displacement or replacement, they came - counted for 6 percent of the population; some 800,000 Japanese lived in Korea.

to live dual or multiple perspectives and thus enabled themselves to replace mono- In Europe, many displaced persons (DPs), whom the Allies estimated to total

cultural foundational stories and nation-state ideologies with the multiple per; eighteen million in May 194, walked home over hundreds of kilometers—as

spectives of discourse theory. The political-societal transition of decolonizatio Chinese refugees did. Repatriation, often to homes in ruins, was completed by

became an academic transition fI'Ol'I’l nationalist historiographics to transcultural": the end 0f1946 in both macrorcgions. Some, howcver’ remained in camps: Jews

societal studies. Migrating common people throughout the ages had to negotiate:
136

with no home, Baltic and Ukrainian people who had collaborated with the
two or more systems of reference and of everyday life. German occupation, East Europeans who refused to return to Stalinist Russia
or other newly communist states. Nonreturning DPs did not received citizen-
ship; in Europe they became “stateless,” in Japan they were “third-country

nationals.”
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From Japan more than a million Koreans repatriated to South Ko;'é_a ike the United States, Canada, Brirain, or the Netherlands. Subsequently, aboli-

other hundred thousand accepted a repatriation offer by North Korea; those 16!1 of racialized admission criteria in Canada (1962-1963) and in the United

maining in Japan faced continued discrimination. At the war’s beginniﬁg,jgi cates (1965) made a new phase of large-scale migrations from Asia to North

v 137
merica possﬂble.
At che end of the war in Europe, where the number of refugees amounted to

nese migrants in the United States and Canada and their locally born child

and grandchildren suffered from the warfare though living a continent off; '_

Japan’s attack on Pearl Harbor, the migrants who purposely had lefe Jap'a. b irty million and number of dead fifty-five to sixty million, the Allies commit-

came “enemy aliens.” Constructed as a military threat, harassed under conti cd themselves to create condirions that would enable all refugees and displaced

ing racism, and owning modest property that could be confiscated by their Ey sersons to return. In the Wesc this was a guise for not accepting the dislocated

American neighbors, most were relocated. Canada’s security bureaucrats ha nd, from the side of Sovier Russia, a guise for depriving refugees of a choice in

Japanese and Japanese-Canadians living within one hundred miles of the ¢o wherc to begin new lives. In the Soviet zone of liberation and occupation, given

removed to the interior; their confiscated properties were sold. Of the 9_75,0 e destruction of infrastructure, refugees at first had to move by themselves. So

men and women of Japanese birth or ancestry in the United States and Hawa id men and women in the post-armistice havoc of the Western zones. In the

more than a 100,000 were relocared to desert concentration camps. Four dq atter areas, civilian refugees, forced laborers, and Jewish survivors from the

cades later, the US government acknowledged that the measure “was not ju, eath camps, named “displaced persons” to distinguish them from POWs and

emobilized soldiers, received some support from aid organizations, and several
undreds of thousands were resettled in the United States, Canada, and Austra-

fied by military necessity” but due to “race prejudice, war hysteria, and a failir

of political leadership.”

In China, warfare continued. The Nationalists (Guomindang) and the Co Jia. Polish soldiers elected to stay in Greac Britain. Some two hundred chousand

e . v [ n .
munists received support from the Western and Soviet blocs, respectively. Thu DPs, so-called hardcore cases, remained in West Germany as “stateless.” The per:

refugee generation continued, resectlement was delayed. The establishment o aps one million surviving men and women of Jewish faith received no recogni-

Communist government in 1949 resulted in Nationalists’ mass flight to Hon ion of their special needs after witnessing and surviving the Holocaust. Pales-

Kong as a British enclave and to Taiwan. Another 340,000 refugees, landowner “tine remained closed because Britain had to balance Arab and Jewish interests.

and students in particular, headed for neighboring countries, mosely to Burm By the end of 1946 in Poland, where anti-Semitism remained rampant, 170,000

and in small numbers to Laos and Portuguese Macao. In Taiwan the some two - survivors had fled to territories administered by che Western Allies. Their hopes
- for adrmission to North America foundered on quota limitations, and “repatria-
tion” to Palestine, the home of Muslim Arabs, emerged but slowly. The callous

British request that the USSR settle Jews in Birobidzhan, the Soviet Jewish

million newcomers, in an occupation-type move, overthrew societal and eco
nomic institutions. Hong Kong’s population, 1.6 million in 1941, doubled by 1961.

Refugees arriving in Southeast Asian countries could receive help from the di

sporic Chinese, often distant family members. By mid-1953 the “Overseas Chi- - autonomous region in Central Asia, elicited but an equally callous query by

nese” numbered 13.4 million in sixteen countries or enclaves, with another 300,000 the USSR government about empty spaces in the British Empire.

in the Americas, Oceania, Africa, and Europe. In the Southeast Asian segment of In the aftermath of the war, people continued to be expelled and shifted

the subsequent Cold War world, several “nationalist” movements——a misnomer, around by governments because of their allegiances during the war, ethnocul-

s . . - [{3 - n 3 . - -
given the multiethnic population in each and every region—labeled diasporic tural prejudices, or redesigned “national” terrirories. Some 12.5 million refugees

Chinese a bridgehead of “Communist” China and targeted them for reprisals or and expellees from the many eastern German and diasporic German cultures

even ferocious massacres. Many were forced to flee to the People’s Republic, Taiwan; reached the four zones of Germany between 1945 and 1949. Their insertion, ini-

or Hong Kong or seck admission to countries with existing Chinese communities tially de facto segregation, was achieved only over time and under government
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pressure. East of the new German border, 4.5 million Poles settled, disloca .humaﬂ relations. From 1942 to 1952 an estimated one million soldiers mar-

five years before by German occupation forces or flecing from those easters :-d local women, and hundreds of thousands of war brides reached the United

ritories annexed by the USSR after the war. From 1939 to 1949 the Polish peop cates—only occasionally did a groom remain in his wife’s country. Forty-one

were subjected to some twenty-five million resettlement and deportarion move
138

ousand Canadian soldiers married overseas, mostly to British women. Japa-

with many being shunted about repearedly. ese brides of US men had little hope for a lasting union because the US exclu-

In the Sovier Union’s southern regions, where segments of some 1nd1gen0' ion laws prevented them from immigrating—and African-American soldiers

peoples had attempred to achieve independence during the war, some six hund suld not marry European women because of miscegenation laws. On the whole,
thousand to one million men and women of many cultures were deported, and t}
prewar autonomous republics of the Crimean Tatars, the Kalmyk, the Cheche

and the Ingush were not reestablished. In-migrating Russian ethnics profited ece

owever, poiicically mandated echnonational hierarchies were undercut in ev-
ryday contact, through principles of humanity, and by emotional-sexual rela-

ians. In the United States, thc war brides were to become the ethnoculrural

nomically; Russian and Ukrainian peasants were brought in to cultivare the uclei for postwar mlgratlons.

cated farmlands. The territories newly acquired from Finnish Karelia, alongt From destroyed Europe, emigration resumed. The Dutch government sup-

Polish-Byelorussian-Ukrainian borderlands to Romanian Bessarabia—like sour, orted emigration for fear of overpopulation; the establishment of communise

ern Sakhalin Island retaken from Japan—were vacated by flight and populatio '.overnrnents in East Central Europe caused people to flee. Because no economic

transfer and resertled with Russian migrants. Many acquired deportees’ poss ecovery seemed in sight, many people headed for societies not ravaged by war.

sions without having to pay recompense. In addition, a lively and mobile postwa Net out-migration from Europe in 1946~1955 amounted to 4.5 million and was

youth movement contributed to the reallocation of individuals from the miany irected primarily to Canada, the United States, South America (from southern

peoples. Surope), and Australia, as well as Israel.

In East Central and southeastern Europe, Hungarians fled from Transyly

nia, which became part of redesigned Romania. Greece, wracked by civil war, i

: i Need for Workers
the fall of 1949 counted some seven hundred thousand refugees in a population of Postwar Reconstruction and the

seven million. Men and women of the Yugoslav peoples fled from each other o rom Western Europe to East Asia, devastated countries needed to be rebuile,

fled from the area of mixed settlement of Venetia-Giulia and Trieste, conteste emobilized soldiers had to be reintegrated, industrial workers whose factories

between Italy and Yugoslavia. When Iralian-occupied Dalmatia was reincorpo ay in ruins needed to be employed, and rhe gendered division of work had to be
rated into Yugoslavia, some three hundred thousand ethnic Italians, one-third of:
the total population, left. From Africa, Italians who had settled in Tunisia an
Echiopia returned. Aid to refugees, at first provided by the UN Relief and Reh

bilitation Administration, was coordinated by the International Refugee Organ

enegotiated as a result of women having migrated to industrial jobs when men
- were off as soldiers. In most societies, women were displaced from their wartime
jobs, but their new economic clout allowed them to protest and organize. Types

of migration became fluid: After the war some 30,000 German POWSs were as-

zation (IRO) after December 1946. Refugee movements involved family migr signed to work in Belgian coal mines and 1.75 million to work in France. When

tions, often female-headed because men were soldiers, prisoners of war, or dead.”?” return became possible, 20 percent of those in France turned the forced assign-

Women’s postwar migrations included departures as “war brides.” The “ment into a migration decision and opted to stay. Elsewhere demobilized non-

United States, to take the major recipient state as an example, had sent sixeeen national soldiers or POWSs decided to remain in the society of demobilization

million men for combat or war-related activities into fifty-seven countries. rather chan rerurn o home societies that were in ruins and that, often against

Nonfraternization policies toward enemy populations were quickly undercut - their interests, had sent them into war.
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‘The North American societies had to reintegrate millions of soldj, ent of the population. Statchood of Israel (1948), Israel’s discrimination

grants arriving from economies in ruin, and war brides. In Europe policy m gainst the Arab-Muslim populations, the several Arab-Israel military cam-

encouraged or retarded labor migrations. The West German labor allocag; . igns, and state-organized Jewish immigration generated new Muslim refugee

bureaucracies refused exit permits to able-bodied male prospective migran pulations, some 330,000 by late 1948, some 0.9 million to 1.2 million in 1950
order to retain a labor force for reconstruction. The conservative Italian goy cording to the UN Relief and Works Agency. Isracl became a major region of
ment encouraged departures to rid itself of radical and unemployed Wo.r...lng th immigration and refugee gencration. Ac first Holocaust survivors arrived,
class voters. By the early 1950s, fast economic growth in northwestern Eﬁfop; S mie 150,000 Europeans of Jewish faith. Next came an estimated 200,000 North
and slow development in southern Europe made imbalances of manpov#ér African, Arabian Peninsula, and Iraqi men and women of Jewish faith and, ac-
dent. Governments negotiated treaties to permit controlled inter-state mobil rding to the high rabbinate’s labeling, of Jewish genetic descent through the
of laborers with an implied obligation to return. The “guest worker” system ¢ sther’s line. Third, a new exodus from Eastern Europe’s rampant anti-Semitism,
into being. In 19508 North America, Canada continued to rely on immigrs 1950—1951, brought 425,000. Israel’s admission and citizenship policies became
especially from southern Europe; the United States recruited Mexican worker .« exclusionist as postwar Germany’s—admission followed bloodline descent."*”
under the Bracero Program, expecting them to return. For ideological réasons
the communist states in East Central Europe, the Soviet Union, and the Peoj Racialized Labor Mobility in South Africa
Republic of China permitted neither emigration nor immigration. Japan; fc
racist reasons, also pursued a non-immigration policy. Thus, systems of-lan_ Afer the forced-labor regimes of Germany, the Soviet Union, and Japan, the
were redesigned. The transatlantic system came to a standstill by the mid-1950s white South African government began similar policies. Before 194.0 the state’s
except for the migrations from southern Europe to Canada. A decade later ther ncreasingly interventionist Euro-origin segment expelled Chinese contract
evolved a transpacific system of labor, investor, and student migration that of_c:' workers, restricted Indian workers, and imposed a system of labor controls and
involved sequential family migrations. In the socialist world, bordered by th pass laws on Africans. Irs restriction, since 1913, of Africans to reserves, “Home-
Iron Currain in the West and Japan's exclusionism in the East, migrations re ands” or “Bantustans,” brought involuntary relocation of two to three million
mained internal to states, although later there were small-scale movements be people from rterritories designated for whites. In 1948, partly in reaction to labor
tween neighboring states, such as Poland and Hungary.""! : * militancy, apartheid was institutionalized under a “white supremacy” doctrine.
Al aspects of Jife were racialized: mixed marriages were prohibited (1949), inter-
Jewish and Arab Migrations racial s&?xual contacts c?utlawed (1950), identity checks. c-stablished (1952). T-he la-
i “ bor regime forced Africans to work for European-origin employers, to migrate
For Jewish refugees from anti-Semitism and survivors of the Holocaust, /iy, seasonally or for extended periods of time, to leave families behind and live in
to Arab-sertled Palestine meant ascending to the place of religious roots. It ha camps. The powerful mining core and many utility companies drew cheir labor
been a spiritual and, from abour 1900, a religio-nationalist state-building proj forces from a marginalized countryside. The state, which was interventionist re-
ect. Before 1914, only 60,000 of 2.75 million Jewish migrants worldwide selected garding workers, guaranteed industry’s labor system and, with adaptations for

women and children’s labor, that of white farmers. Concomitantly labor recruit-
143

Palestine as destination, and in the interwar years, 19191939, only some 345,000
chose the agriculrural setclement projects. In the nexe five years, 45,000 refugee ment expanded to a subcontinental scale.
from fascism arrived. The United Nations’ November 1947 partition of Palestine.

envisaged a Jewish state with an Arab “minority” of almost 400,000, or 42.
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=d exchange of four million men, women, and children. From Karachi, long

nization an rse Migrations . . .
Decolo d Reve g ceof intercommunal violence, almost one-third of the population departed,

During the interwar period, movements for self-rule or full independence. nly Hindus in commerce. In the Punjab’s interspersed settlements of Muslims,

gained momentum in many colonized societies. From the beginning of w 1:hs, and Hindus, atrocities and massacres occurred. In the exchange between

Asia in 1937, the Euro-American colonizer powers in need of support and: and East Bengal (India and East Pakistan}, 1.2 million of a populartion of

diers came up with promises for various forms of postwar partnership or.in million Hindus and 8 million Muslims left eastbound and 4.8 million of 32

pendence to India (1940), Burma (194s), the Philippines (1946), and other co illion Muslims and 10 million Hindus moved westward. Governments and
nies. In Africa, recruitment of soldiers, in particular by the French governmen, ‘mies began to speed up the movement to reduce the danger of epidemics and

in exile, was not accompanied by any negotiations for postwar rights. Aft esettle people in time for sowing and harvesting, to reduce the danger of

war, the political-scructural frame was one of outdated and crumbling empire; mines. By the end of 1947, the two religion-based states had exchanged 7.3 mil-

unwilling to negotiate transition to a new order. In consequence, wars for inde ion men, women, and children. An estimared one million died during che creks.

pendence began in the 1950s—Kenya, Algeria, West Africa, to name only a fe omen were particularly liable to arrack and robbery because they carried their

Refugee generation and population displacement by construction of indepe aditional marriage gifts of gold and jewelry. By 1951, refugees had increased to

dent nation-states and imposition of arbirrary borderlines followed the Eur s million. Regional populations had thus to some degree been homogenized

pean model. by religion, but cultural and linguistic heterogeneity remained. State formation

Japan’s and Nazi Germany’s attempts at empire building, Europe’s interna was a costly process for refugees.

warfare, and US intervention left the imperial systems in shambles. French - In independent Burma (1948), in-migrating Chinese technicians who had

Dutch, and US attempts to reestablish colonial rule or zones of influence in A f__ﬂled the vacancies left by the flight of British Indians in 1942 faced riots afrer al-

only prolonged processes of dislocation. In postwar Korea, for example, a moder egations that the People’s Republic of China supported the state’s “minoricy”

ate prewar collaborationist elite stood opposed to an anticolonial, lefe-oriente peoples. The Karen had unsuccessfully attempted to creare their own state in the

elice, trained in underground activities or exile. The former was aging and estab late 19405, and the Mon opposed the central government in the 1950s. In Malaya/

lished, the lacter young and dynamic. Prosecution of collaborators initiated p Malaysia, which achieved independence from 1946 to 1963, a small nationalist-

tial elire displacement, and warfare between the Communist north (populatior communist uprising was quelled by British troops in 1950 but some five hundred

o million) and the Westinfluenced south (population 21 million) resulted i thousand Chinese agriculturalists were forced to resettle in order ro deprive the

southward flight of 1.8 million. insurgents of their produce. In Indochina (later Cambodia, Laos, and Vietnam)

In British India, the colonizer—colonized dualism turned into tripareit France reestablished colonial rule only to be defeated in a war of independence.

British-Hindu-Muslim negotiations, which in 1947 divided the subcontinen At the time of the 1954 cease-fire, which divided the country into a nationalist-
into (Hindu) India and (Muslim) West and East Pakistan, The 389 million peo

ple spoke fifteen official, twenty-four regional, and rwenry-three indigenous lan

communist north and a Buddhist, Catholic-ruled, US-dependent south, 140,000
civilians opted to move to North Vietnam (population 16 million) while 860,000
moved to South Vietnam (population 11.5 million). Two more decades of warfare
created furcher millions of refugees. French-ruled Siam/Thailand, which had

survived the war years as an ally of Japan, became a refugee-receiving country.

guages as well as some seven hundred dialects, and thus the term Indian as a
ethnic or cultural descriptor remained a creation of outside observer-rulers. Th

bulk of the Muslims, 22 percent of the population, were agriculeuralists; ¢h

Hindus were predominantly shopkeepers, moneylenders, or workers in cloth. The Netherlands East Indies declared independence immediately after Japan’s

and other factories. All negotiators accepted that partition would involve a pro surrender. British and Dutch troops, instead of interning the Japanese, fought
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the Indonesian People’s Army. Of 240,000 residents designared as “Europe

\ ww nationalist elites, in the face of multiethnic populations, pursued European-
more than four-fifths were of Dutch origin (1930 figures). The label veiled ¢

yspired models of state formartion that placed one culrural group as “nation” in

other, Asian, side: 7o percent were Indos of mixed parentage. Before indepen egemonic position. In the metropoles the arrival of some .5 to 8.5 million Tral-

dence, achieved in 1949, the highest soctal straca left; subsequently some 15 per an, French, British, Belgian, Dutch, and other white colonials and of nonwhite

of the Indos opted for Indonesian citizenship, while about one hundred t-ho.‘.‘ axiliaries (before 1975) created new tensions and initiated the transition to

sand colonial auxiliaries, middle-level officials, and military men and their fam__i._l'  ulticolored and mulricultured peoples.
were evacuated to the Netherlands. Most had never been there before, som :
did not speak Durch and were, like the Ambonese, nonwhite. In 1957 Indonesi

expelled the remaining Dutch nationals and expropriated Dutch agricultu

The frame for further developments was set by the mid-1950s. In 1955 the Ban-
ung, Indonesia, Conference of Non-Aligned Countries coincided with the publi-

ation of Aimé Césaire’s “Discours sur le colonialisme” in the famous journal

properties. Dypesence africaine (Paris). African and Asian migrants’ presence in the white world,

Other wars for independence resulted in further multiple refugee streams vith its many antecedents, would increase in the next decades. Former colonizer—

First, colonizers, on the defensive, deported populations; in the 19505, the By olonized relations became migratory connections. These served life-course proj-
ish resettled half a million Chinese in Malaya, tens of thousands of Kikuyu fr
Nairobi, and the Kabaka from Buganda, and the French uprooted Algeri

peasants. Second, wars for independence dislocated people of whole region

cts racher than nations’ power interests, The migrations of the second half of the
‘twentieth century and of the turn of the twenty-first century had their origins in
he imperialist period. Alchough there are no figures on total short-distance, intra-

Third, in many post-independence societies factional wars berween different po state, cross-border, and transcontinental or transoceanic migrations, the extremely

litical groups, as in Angola and Mozambique, or berween divided societies, as ‘high levels of mobility worldwide, from the 1870s to 1945, indicate that state mobi-
Vietnam and Korea, displaced millions. Conflicts exacerbated by interventi

lizations and constraints, global economic inequalities, and power hierarchies mo-
of the US and USSR superpowers or former colonial overlords took the highes |

ilized and immobilized hundreds of millions."**
death tolls and created the largest refugee movements.

Independence ended both the temporary assignments of administrators an
soldiers in colonies of exploitation and the privileged position of farming fami
lies in colonies of sertlement. Many would emigrate, some in immediate flig
others over time. They saw their political power crumble, their economic calcu
lations collapse, their lifestyles vanish, and “their” subalrern native labor risc't
citizenship. Most were locally born (creoles) and had never known the sociery.
origin. Furthermore, colonial auxiliaries had to leave, whether recruired Iocé_i__i
as in French Algeria, distributed across an empire as the Sikhs, or pitting mifior
ity against majority populations as in the case of Indochina’s Hmong, whos
pro-colonizer policing role made them liable to recriburion from the newly so
ereign people. Finally, men, women, and children of genetically mixed ancestr
as well as elites with cultural affinity to a core found themselves in precario
positions. Withdrawal of elices, whether owners of capital, of skills, or of know

edge, could create havoc in the new economies. After independence, many of th
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