
How we understand migration governance … 
 

RESPOND will study migration governance through a narrative which is 
constructed along five thematic fields: (1) Border management and 
security, (2) Refugee protection regimes, (3) Reception policies, (4) 
Integration policies, and (5) Conflicting Europeanization. Each thematic 
field is reflecting a juncture in the migration journey of refugees and 
designed to provide a holistic view of policies, their impacts and responses 
given by affected actors within.  

 

Migration governance is about controlling borders and security, but it is 
also about defining who will be accepted “in” and who will be left “out.” 
The responses of the actors involved and their interactions matter for 
the outcomes of the policies. We observe that in the face of the recent 
refugee crisis, policy-making is stretched and polarized between 
developing “more efficient measures” (particularistic) to tackling the 
mass movement of people across borders and preserving the 
foundational “normative principles” (universal) of the global 
governance of migration.  

Refugees cross land and oceans, they venture into new territories, and 
they traverse old borders, demonstrating the impossibility of excluding 
the power of those (refugees) who aim to get “in” and cross the 
borders despite all security measures. Unfortunately, many die in this 
journey. Refugee protection is therefore an inseparable part of migration 
governance and opens up a debate about how to balance state security 
with human security. Those who manage to enter into new territories 
become the subject of reception policies, which have a long-term impact 
on the integration or alienation of refugees. The governance of migration 
is also about finding durable solutions for the settlement of refugees. This 
brings us to the topic of integration of refugees (now “newcomers”) in the 
post-migration context. Migration governance is not only about what 
makes people move (pre-migration context), but also about what people 
do after they cross borders and settle into a new country. How does 
settlement affect their lives, the lives of people already living there, and 
policies, institutions and economies? And, what new social, cultural and 
political realities are constructed? Integration policies, practices and 
outcomes are directly linked to the governance of migration. Without 
examining integration, a full understanding of migration governance will 
always be lacking.  

 

Following the same logic, it is also critical to study the future of 
Europeanization within the context of migration governance. Conflicting 
views on European integration have become increasingly evident in the 
face of the refugee crisis. 

Mass migration is not a recent phenomenon, but it has recently reached 
new frontiers and is challenging the operation of established migration 
regimes. The course of change in its direction and patterns will transform 



the position of communities, the responses of actors involved, and the 
definitions that make a country source, transit or destination. We argue 
that collective forms of migration management now operate beyond states 
or multi- governmental agencies but engage meso and micro level actors. 
Therefore, we pay close attention to outlining and analysing responses to 
the recent mass migration at meso and micro levels as well as macro levels 
and provide a distinct way of understanding migration governance as a 
web of responses given by the various actors involved, including refugees 
themselves. We believe that this approach overcomes the pitfalls of a 
linear understanding of policy making and implementation processes, and 
explains the co-constitutive relations/interactions between macro, meso 
and micro levels. Within this framework, we will provide in-depth insights 
about the interactions between actors at different levels: policy makers 
and implementers, policy receivers, and “sending and receiving” networks. 

The expanding literature on migration governance has so far mostly 
concentrated on policy-making processes. In doing so, significant 
differences between localities (sub-national/local context) in the 
management of migration, institutional developments and policy 
responses are overlooked. What is generally missing from the literature 
are detailed insights into the local implications of migration governance 
policies; the emerging role of non-governmental actors in filling in the 
policy vacuums, and the co-constitutive relations between policies and 
responses at macro, meso and micro levels. It is these aspects that will be 
particularly examined by the project 
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