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RESEARCH ARTICLE 

 

Neo-assimilationist citizenship and belonging policies in Britain: Meanings for 

transnational migrants in northern England. 

 

 

Abstract 

 

The overall aim of this paper is to contribute to debates on the relationships between citizenship and 

migration in the UK context in the light of recent changes in UK immigration policy. In particular, it 

focuses on the question of what an increasingly neo-assimilationist state articulation of national 

belonging means for transnational migrants living in Britain. The paper begins by charting the evolving 

nature of citizenship conceptualisations in Western neoliberal contexts and illustrates how Britain has 

ヴWゲヮﾗﾐSWS デﾗ デｴｷゲ ゲｴｷaデｷﾐｪ ﾉ;ﾐSゲI;ヮWく TｴW IﾗﾐデW┝デ ｷゲ ﾗﾐW ﾗa Wﾐｴ;ﾐIWS けﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ゲWI┌ヴｷデｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐげ ┘ｴerein 

the state implies that the integrity of the nation state and its security can only be assured if migration 

flows and migrants themselves are closely controlled and monitored. This has led to Britain attempting 

to bolster the formal institution of citizenship (with its attendant rights and responsibilities) and tie it 

more explicitly to notions of belonging to the nation. Through research with national/regional policy 

officials and migrant organisations this paper firstly examines the political landscape of citizenship and 

belonging in Britain as it relates to migrants. Secondly, it draws on research with African transnational 

migrants in northern England to explore their senses of belonging and ask whether these cohere with 

the described state discourse or whether their feelings of belonging exist in tension with neo-

assimilationist policies designed to promote a core national identity.  

 

Keywords: citizenship, belonging, transnational migrants, neo-assimilation, migration securitization. 

 

 

1. Introduction 

 

The inspiration for this paper comes from two sources related to citizenship and belonging in Britain. 

The first was a depressingly familiar irritation at Phil Woolas
1
 upon his recent suggestion that would-

be citizens of Britain will hasten their feelings of belonging to their new nation through learning the 

revered practice of forming an orderly queue; "the simple act of taking one's turn is one of the 

things that holds our country together. It is very important that newcomers take their place in 

                                                           
1
 Phil Woolas was the Minister of State for Borders and Immigration in the UK until the change of Government 

in May 2010. This research for this paper was undertaken before the General Election on May 6
th

 2010 so is 

primarily a commentary on the policies of the Labour Government up to this date, although I discuss the 

evolving immigration, integration and citizenship policies of the new Conservative-Liberal Democrat Coalition 

Government where relevant and helpful.  
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queues ┘ｴWデｴWヴ ｷデ ｷゲ aﾗヴ ; H┌ゲ ﾗヴ ; I┌ヮ ﾗa デW;ざ ふTWﾉWｪヴ;ヮｴ ヲヰヱヰぶく TｴW ゲ┌ｪｪWゲデｷﾗﾐ デｴ;デ HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ デﾗ 

Britain partially revolves around understanding the art of queuing as a quintessential element of 

Britishness ostensibly appears as dismissible as the infamous Norm;ﾐ TWHHｷデ けIヴｷIﾆWデ-デWゲデげ ﾗa ヱΓΓヰ2
. 

Aデ デｴW デｷﾏW TWHHｷデげゲ IﾗﾏﾏWﾐデゲ ┘WヴW ゲWWﾐ ;ゲ ;ﾐ ;デデ;Iﾆ ﾗﾐ ﾏ┌ﾉデｷI┌ﾉデ┌ヴ;ﾉｷゲﾏき ┞Wデ デｴｷゲ ｷゲ ; ゲｴ;Sﾗ┘ デｴ;デ 

continues to be cast on contemporary integration and cohesion debates with recent concerns 

intensifying around an arguablW けIヴｷゲｷゲ ﾗa ﾏ┌ﾉデｷI┌ﾉデ┌ヴ;ﾉｷゲﾏげ (Back et al. 2002, Kundnani 2007, 

Modood 2008, Cameron 2011).  

 

This links to the second point of departure for this paper; the inspiration I draw from those fellow 

;I;SWﾏｷIゲ ｷﾐデWヴヮヴWデｷﾐｪ ゲデ;デWﾏWﾐデゲ ﾉｷﾆW Wﾗﾗﾉ;ゲげ ;ゲ ｷﾐSｷI;デｷ┗W ﾗa デｴW Bヴｷデｷゲｴ Gﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデげゲ ヴWデヴW;デ 

from multiculturalist idiom and its embracing of an increasingly neo-assimilationist policy climate 

around immigration, citizenship and belonging (e.g. Joppke 2004, Kofman 2005, Tyler 2010). My own 

evolving thinking on this topic is in the context of research with migrants in Britain who embody 

transnational and stretched belongings (Waite 2009, Waite and Cook 2010). How do such migrants 

ヴWゲヮﾗﾐS デﾗ ヮﾗﾉｷI┞ Wﾐ┗ｷヴﾗﾐﾏWﾐデゲ ┘ｴWヴWが さIﾗﾐデｷﾐ┌WS ﾉﾗ┞;ﾉデ┞ デﾗ ﾗﾐWげゲ ヮﾉ;IW ﾗa ﾗヴｷｪｷﾐ ｷゲ inimical to 

membership and belongiﾐｪ ｷﾐ デｴW ゲﾗIｷWデ┞ ﾗa ゲWデデﾉWﾏWﾐデざ (Nagel 2009, p. 405) S┌W デﾗが さｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪﾉ┞ 

vociferous demands for undivided loyalty and affiliation to national I┌ﾉデ┌ヴWゲ ;ﾐS ヮﾗﾉｷデｷWゲざ (Kofman 

2005, p.  464)?  

 

The main aim of this paper is to focus on the question of what an increasingly neo-assimilationist 

state articulation of national belonging means for transnational migrants living in Britain. As such, 

the paper will first chart the evolving nature of citizenship conceptualisations in Western neoliberal 

contexts and illustrate how Britain has responded to this shifting landscape; in part by increasingly 

incorporating notions of belonging into the policy landscape of citizenship. Parts 2 and 3 of the 

                                                           
2
 In April 1990 Norman Tebbit controversially suggesteS ; けIヴｷIﾆWデ デWゲデげ ふ┘ｴWデｴWヴ ヮWﾗヮﾉW aヴﾗﾏ WデｴﾐｷI ﾏｷﾐﾗヴｷデｷWゲ 

supported the England cricket team or the team from their country of origin) to be a good barometer of 

whether migrants have integrated and are truly British. 
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paper examine this area of citizenship, and then belonging, through incorporating the insights of key 

informants in the research. Second, in part 4 the paper explores ┘ｴWデｴWヴ デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ 

own senses of belonging cohere with the discussed state discourse or whether their feelings of 

belonging exist in tension with neo-assimilationist policies designed to promote a core national 

identity.  

 

The paper draws upon findings from a larger research project that explored the experiences of 

African migrants in Britain, France and South Africa; this paper comes from just the British element 

of the research carried out during 2008/09. The study was comprised firstly of seven key informant 

interviews with regional and national policy officials, migrant organisations and community 

representatives, and secondly, biographical interviews and focus groups with African migrants
3
. 

Parts 2 and 3 of the paper include insights drawn from the four key informant interviews who were 

selected to represent different parts of the citizenship and migration landscape; one from a national 

migration enforcement agency, one from a regional migration partnership organisation; and two 

from national migrant advocacy organisations
4
.  

 

Part 4 of the paper focuses on the experiences of African migrants themselves. Although migrant 

participants for the larger research project came from four African communities; Sudanese, Somali, 

Kenyan and Zimbabwean
5
, this paper is based on research with just Somali and Kenyan migrants in 

order to more sensitively frame the salient differences and similarities between these two 

nationality groups. The participants live in sizeable urban locations in the Yorkshire & Humber region 

of northern England. These locations were chosen due to the relative paucity of studies of African 

migrants in this region in comparison to other metropolitan areas. As such, the urban locations are 

                                                           
3
 The key informant interviews, the focus groups and a portion of the biographical interviews were carried out 

in English whilst the remainder of the biographical interviews were conducted in the first language of the 

participant with an appropriately trained interpreter. 
4
 All of these key informants were senior personnel in their respective organisations. 

5
 These four African communities were selected based upon their countries of origin being former British 

colonies or protectorates and their numbers and settlement patterns within the Yorkshire and Humber region.  
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large enough to be home to a number of nationality and faith-based community groups, but of 

course at a lower density in comparison to London. Kenyan migration has a long standing history in 

the UK; originally this population in the UK contained mostly students but due to unrest in Kenya 

post-1980 more families moved for employment and settled in the UK, with certain urban areas in 

Yorkshire and the Humber known to be key destinations (IOM 2006a:12). The history of Somali 

migration is also lengthy (Somali seamen came to work in the British Merchant Navy from the early 

20
th

 century) with a high occurrence of three generation families in the region. This population 

constitutes the majority of Muslim families in this ゲデ┌S┞げゲ sample and was also chosen for its diverse 

migration paths. Somalis originally moved for employment (industrial work in the 1950s/60s), 

followed by increasing numbers coming as refugees from the 1990s onwards (due to civil war) to 

more recent waves of secondary migration from other EU countries that have swelled numbers over 

the last 10 years (IOM 2006b). 

 

The project carried out 20 biographical interviews within 10 families of Somali and Kenyan origin; 

one parent and one child generation interview in each family, but the focus of this paper is only on 

the parent/first generation migrants (see Waite and Cook 2010 for further intergenerational 

analysis).  Three focus groups were also conducted within the two communities, organised by 

gender and age where appropriate. All of the first generation participants in this study have lived in 

Britain for at least five years
6
, with the longest period of residence being 40 years, and their ages 

range from 40-60s. The first generation migrants have come to Britain via a range of migration 

ヮ;デｴゲき ヴWa┌ｪWWゲが a;ﾏｷﾉ┞ ﾃﾗｷﾐWヴゲ aﾗﾉﾉﾗ┘ｷﾐｪ ; ﾉW;S ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデげゲ ゲ┌IIWゲゲa┌ﾉ ;ゲ┞ﾉ┌ﾏ ;ヮヮﾉｷI;デｷﾗﾐが ゲデ┌SWﾐデゲ 

who later receive work permits, economic migrants coming to fulfil specific labour market 

opportunities such as health workers in the NHS, and via EU citizenship gained through an asylum 

application on the continent followed by secondary migration to the UK. As such the participants 

                                                           
6
 This was to eliminate very new migrants from the sample; 5 years was deemed to be a reasonable length of 

time to experience life in new communities and the broad policy environment. 
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have a variety of residency and citizenship statuses; these will be elaborated upon where relevant in 

the following paper
7
.  

 

2: Citizenship into 21
st

 century Britain 

 

A significant part of the story of evolving citizenship conceptualisations is related to migration as this 

has had profound effects on citizenship as both an institution and a practice. As Stasuilis (2008, p. 

ヱンヴぶ ゲデ;デWゲが さﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ｷゲ ; aﾗヴIW デｴ;デ ゲヮﾉｷﾐデWヴゲが ゲヮ;デｷ;ﾉﾉ┞ SｷゲヮWヴゲWゲ ;ﾐS IﾗﾏヮﾉｷI;デWゲ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮざく 

Migration trends pose a challenge to traditional Westphalian notions of national citizenship that 

were originally envisaged as a set of exclusionary rights that established claims to collective 

resources in territorially-bound nation-states (Isin and Tuner 2007). As Isin (2002) has argued, in this 

historic sense citizenship was a mark of belonging and commitment to a specific place and the rights 

and responsibilities of citizenship were performed in this rooted civic context. The migration of 

people fractures this assumption. Enhanced movement of people across the globe has increasingly 

questioned the integrity of a bounded nation-state with its corollary notion of bounded citizenship. 

 

It is such questioning that led many scholars in the 1990s to suggest that citizenship is losing its 

importance as a political concept due to patterns and processes of globalisation and migration. 

Notable here is “ﾗ┞ゲ;ﾉ ふヱΓΓヴぶ ┘ｴﾗ ゲ┌ｪｪWゲデWS デｴ;デ けヮﾗゲデﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪﾉ┞ W┝ｷゲデゲ aﾗヴ 

migrants as their rights depend much less on a nation-statWげゲ ;ヴデｷI┌ﾉ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ. Although 

“ﾗ┞ゲ;ﾉげゲ IWﾐデヴ;ﾉ デｴヴW;S ﾗa postnational citizenship has provoked much critique (e.g. Hansen 1998, 

Schuster and Solomos 2002), the thesis heralded a stream of literature exploring the experiences of 

citizenship among migrants in a quintessentially globalised era. In recognition that ﾐWｷデｴWヴ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ 

                                                           
7
 The data is referenced in square brackets to retain the anonymity of the respondent. Key informant codes 

are as follows; national migration enforcement agency (KI1), regional migration partnership organisation (KI2), 

national migrant advocacy organisations (KI3, KI4). In the quotes the abbreviation R rWaWヴゲ デﾗ けヴWゲヮﾗﾐSWﾐデげ ;ﾐS 
I デﾗ けｷﾐデWヴ┗ｷW┘Wヴげが ;ﾐS three square bracketed ellipsis dots are used to indicate that a few words have been 

edited to remove repetitions or to clarify the meanings of confused speech.  
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social, political and economic existence nor the practices of states are any longer contained within 

state boundaries, literature in this field became increasingly refracted through transnational and 

diasporic optics. A consensus that the nation was increasingly de-territorialising across state 

Hﾗ┌ﾐS;ヴｷWゲ ﾉWS デﾗ デｴW WﾏWヴｪWﾐIW ﾗa IﾗﾐIWヮデゲ ゲ┌Iｴ ;ゲ けaﾉW┝ｷHﾉW Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふOﾐｪ ヱΓΓΓぶが けｷﾐゲデヴ┌ﾏWﾐデ;ﾉ 

Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふIヮ et al. ヱΓΓΑぶが けﾏ┌ﾉデｷ-ﾉ;┞WヴWS Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふY┌┗;ﾉ-D;┗ｷゲ ヱΓΓΓが ヲヰヰヰぶ ;ﾐS けｴ┞HヴｷS 

Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふ“デ;ゲ┌ｷﾉｷゲ ヲヰヰヴぶく  

 

Such literature, although distinctive in certain ヴWｪ;ヴSゲが ;ﾉﾉ Iｴ;ﾉﾉWﾐｪWゲ さ;ﾐ ﾗﾉSWヴ デﾗヮﾗｪヴ;ヮｴ┞ ｷﾐ ┘ｴｷIｴ 

デWヴヴｷデﾗヴｷ;ﾉｷデ┞ ┘;ゲ Sﾗﾏｷﾐ;ﾐデざ ふAﾏｷﾐ et al. 2003, p. 6) and draws upon the central notion of citizenship 

being rescaled above the nation-state (Desforges et al. 2005). Citizenship is arguably now 

increasingly defined and articulated through engagement with different scales of political authority 

and with a range of other social identities. We therefore see, for example, notioﾐゲ ﾗa けｪﾉﾗH;ﾉ 

Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ;ﾐS けE┌ヴﾗヮW;ﾐ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ;ﾐS デｴW ヴWｪ┌ﾉ;ヴ ;ヮヮW;ヴ;ﾐIW ﾗa ﾐW┘ デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮゲ 

based on ethnic, cultural or religious identities promoted by diasporic communities or faith groups. 

Such multiple and transnational citizenships were once anathema to the nation-state system but are 

now increasingly common place; for instance there are now many examples of dual or multiple 

citizenships where membership is shared between two or more nation-states (Baubock 1994, 

Bloemraad 2004).  

 

“ﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴW ﾉｷデWヴ;デ┌ヴW デｴ;デ aﾗﾉﾉﾗ┘ゲ “ﾗ┞ゲ;ﾉげゲ ヮﾗゲデﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉｷゲﾏ ;ヮヮW;ヴゲ デﾗ ヮﾉ;IW Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ ｷﾐ デｴｷゲ 

ヮWヴｷﾗS ﾗa ｪﾉﾗH;ﾉ ｷﾐデWヴIﾗﾐﾐWIデWSﾐWゲゲ ﾗﾐ ;ﾐ ;ﾉﾏﾗゲデ けWデｴWヴW;ﾉ ヮﾉ;ﾐWげ ふ“デ;┌ゲｷﾉｷゲ ヲヰヰΒぶ ;Hﾗ┗W ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ-

states and territories. Extensive migration is suggested to have caused citizenship to have become 

an unbounded concept that is variously postnational, postmodern and de-territorialised. Such de-

centering of the nation-state from the practices and processes of citizenship, however, has provoked 

much criticism (Kofman 2002). Stasuilis (2008) argues that citizenship is indeed being loosened and 

pluralised with migration, but stops short of concluding that this means we must abandon the ties 
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between citizenship and a bounded nation-state. A more accurate imagery perhaps is to think about 

デｴW さヮﾉ┌ヴ;ﾉｷゲ;デｷﾗﾐ ;ﾐS ヴWゲヮ;デｷ;ﾉｷゲ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮざ ふ“デ;ゲ┌ｷﾉｷゲ ヲヰヰΒが ヮく 134) through the lens of 

transnationalism without disregarding the influence of the nation-state. Jones and MacLeod (2004) 

similarly argue that although new forms of transnational relational networks have become 

increasingly important in recent years, they suggest the persistent significance of territorially 

bounded places in constituting the realities of contemporary citizenship.  

 

There is another important element to this brief charting of changing citizenship conceptualisations 

that emerges in Western neoliberal contexts in the 21
st

 IWﾐデ┌ヴ┞く “ﾗ┞ゲ;ﾉげゲ ヮﾗゲデﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉｷゲﾏ ｷSW;ゲ 

critically appeared before the 9/11 terrorist attacks in the USA that heralded what many 

commentators refer to as a new era of state-led securitisation (Furedi 2002, 2005, Butler 2004). 

“ﾗ┞ゲ;ﾉげゲ ;ヴｪ┌ﾏWﾐデゲ Hヴﾗ;Sﾉ┞ ｴｷﾐｪW ﾗﾐ デｴW ヮﾗゲデ┌ﾉ;デWS reduced significance of the nation-state, but the 

terrorist activities of the early part of the 21
st

 century (e.g. USA in 2001, Bali in 2002, Madrid in 2004, 

London in 2005) have led to many Western neoliberal states re-asserting their roles around an 

ｷﾐデWヴ┗Wﾐデｷﾗﾐｷゲデ ゲWI┌ヴｷデ┞ ;ｪWﾐS;く Wｷデｴｷﾐ デｴW ﾉ;ゲデ SWI;SW けゲWI┌ヴｷデ┞げ ｴ;ゲ WﾏWヴｪWS ;ゲ ; IWﾐデヴ;ﾉ 

preoccupation of maﾐ┞ ｪﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデゲ ┘ｷデｴ デｴW ;ゲゲﾗIｷ;デWS デWヴﾏ ﾗa けゲWI┌ヴｷデｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐげ HWｷﾐｪ Iﾗﾏﾏﾗﾐﾉ┞ 

employed (Buzan et al. ヱΓΓΒぶく “デ;デWゲ ;ヴW ｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪﾉ┞ IヴW;デｷﾐｪ ; Hヴﾗ;S けゲWI┌ヴｷデ┞ Iﾗﾐデｷﾐ┌┌ﾏげ ふBｷｪﾗ 

1994) that stretches from terrorism to action against crime and includes migratory flows (Walters 

2004, Amoore 2006, Staeheli and Nagel 2008). Many states are therefore promoting the 

maintenance of security as their principal contribution to the functioning of society; and immigration 

policies are inextricably entwined in this agenda. Within the British context the United Kingdom 

Borders Agency (UKBA
8
) is at the forefront of this securitization agenda and the けデヴ;Iﾆｷﾐｪげ of 

migrants is central to their work:  

 

                                                           
8
 The UK Border Agency is an agency of the Home Office. It is a global organisation with 25,000 staff - including 

more than 9,000 warranted officers - operating in local communities, at デｴW UKげゲ borders and across 135 

countries worldwide. 
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I デｴｷﾐﾆ デWヴヴﾗヴｷゲﾏ IﾉW;ヴﾉ┞ ｴ;ゲ ;ﾐ ｷﾏヮ;Iデが ;ﾐS デｴW ヮ┌HﾉｷIげゲ ヮWヴIWヮデｷﾗﾐ ﾗa デWヴヴﾗヴｷゲm has a very 

significant impact because the public and ministers want to know that people coming into 

the country are coming in with positive intentions to contribute to society not the intention to 

damage society. [KI1, national migration enforcement agency]  

 

In many countries citizenship had ;ヴｪ┌;Hﾉ┞ HWIﾗﾏW ; ゲﾗﾏW┘ｴ;デ けデｴｷﾐげ IﾗﾐIWヮデ ｷﾐ デｴW ﾉ;デデWヴ ｴ;ﾉa ﾗa 

デｴW デ┘WﾐデｷWデｴ IWﾐデ┌ヴ┞ ふJﾗヮヮﾆW ヲヰヰヴぶく YWデ ; IﾗﾐゲWケ┌WﾐIW ﾗa Wﾐｴ;ﾐIWS けﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ゲWI┌ヴｷデｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐげ ;ﾏｷS 

the more general securitization agenda outlined above has been the attempt to bolster the formal 

institution of citizenship (with its rights and responsibilities) within the immigration landscape and 

tie it more explicitly to notions of civic integration and belonging through social cohesion policies 

(see section 3). At a broad brush level, states argue (or at the least, imply) that the integrity of the 

nation state and its security can only be assured if migration flows and migrants themselves are 

closely controlled and monitored; and citizenship policies are emerging as important elements of 

this control agenda (Gilbert, 2007)
9
. It is this active managerialist approach to migration (Kofman 

2005) that has increasingly been characterising British immigration policies as the UK border security 

and immigration system has recently undergone the biggest shake-up for 45 years
10

 (CLG 2008: 10) 

to leave a system of control and surveillance that is graphically depicted through the quote below:  

 

They [British government] provided inflated assurances that migration could be kept under 

control in a highly detailed way. That when people were admitted into the country they'd 

know their names, they'd know their biometrics, they'd know exactly where they were going 

to be living, they'd be directed towards particular jobs with very specific employment 

                                                           
9
 It is important to point out that attainment of full British citizenship (naturalisation) is not achieved by all 

ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲき WｷデｴWヴ HWI;┌ゲW デｴW ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデ SﾗWゲﾐげデ a┌ﾉaｷﾉ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ ヴWケ┌ｷヴWﾏWﾐデゲ ﾗヴ デｴW┞ ;Iデｷ┗Wﾉ┞ IｴﾗﾗゲW ﾐﾗデ デﾗ 
pursue the lengthy (and expensive) British citizenship acquisition (see section 4). Yet the broader policy of 

けヮ;デｴ┘;┞ゲ デﾗ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ｷゲ IﾉﾗゲWﾉ┞ ﾉｷﾐﾆWS デﾗ ｷﾏﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ヮﾗﾉｷIｷWゲ ;ゲ ｷデ Iﾗ┗Wヴゲ ;ﾉﾉ デｴW SｷaaWヴWﾐデ ｷﾏﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ 
statuses subsequent to point of entry. This leaves a landscape of control and monitoring of migrants up to 

potential citizenship acquisition being implicated when the state talks of pathways to citizenship. 
10

 The two most significant policies of this shake-up are the new Points Based System and the Borders, 

Immigration and Citizenship Act 2009. 
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contracts, they'd be kept under high levels of surveillance while they were here and the 

minute they stepped out of line then the state would reach in, grab hold of them chuck them 

out. The circumstances in which they would be allowed long-term residence would be highly 

policed, highly controlled. [KI3,national migrant advocacy organisation] 

 

We are therefore in the position in Britain, as Kofman (2005, p. ヴヶヴぶ ゲ┌IIｷﾐIデﾉ┞ ゲデ;デWゲが ┘ｴWヴW さデｴW 

nation-state continues to frame the exerciゲW ﾗa Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ ;ﾐS SｷaaWヴWﾐIW aﾗヴ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲざ due to 

citizenship being increasingly differentiated by mobility and associated hierarchies of transnational 

status (Gilbert 2007). Such けﾐWﾗﾉｷHWヴ;ﾉｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふ“ヮ;ヴﾆW ヲヰヰヶぶ leaves UKBA as an 

organisation primarily focused upon tracking, surveillance and enforcement: 

 

You can try and understand migration better but they [UKBA] are not really an organisation 

that is into understanding migration. They worry more about enforcement. [KI2, regional 

migration partnership organisation] 

 

WW ;ヴW IﾉW;ヴ デｴ;デ ｷa デｴW SW;ﾉ ｷゲ ┞ﾗ┌ IﾗﾏW ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌ ｴ;┗W ; ヮWヴｷﾗS ﾗa ゲデ┌S┞ ﾗヴ ┘ﾗヴﾆが デｴ;デげゲ 

something we will enforce where we possibly can so if we meet people through our regular 

visits, people who are not meant to be here weげﾉﾉ デ;ﾆW ;Iデｷﾗﾐ デﾗ SWヮﾗヴデ デｴWﾏく ぷくくくへ I デｴｷﾐﾆ 

デｴWヴWげゲ ; H;ﾉ;ﾐIW デﾗ HW ゲデヴ┌Iﾆ HWデ┘WWﾐ ｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪ デｴW aヴWWSﾗﾏ デﾗ HW ;HﾉW デﾗ デヴ;┗Wﾉ ;ﾐS 

making sure that the people that travel into the UK are coming with the right intentions and 

following the deal when you come in, which is that you come in on terms that are agreed 

before you do so and you leave again. So I think ｷデげゲ ﾐﾗデ ﾃ┌ゲデ デｴW Iﾗﾏｷﾐｪ H┌デ ｷデげゲ ;ﾉゲﾗ デｴW ｪﾗｷﾐｪ 

that matters. [KI1, national migration enforcement agency, my emphasis]  

 

Several of the key informants in this research were concerned that such a focus on enforcement was 

symptomatic of the scaling up of migration management from civil society to a much more centrist 
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state involvement that leaves one key informant characterising government discourse as 

さxenophobic, bureaucratic, public relations management styleざ ぷKIヴが national migrant advocacy 

organisation]
11

. This key informant observes: 

 

It is said [by government policies] that British society has no capacity at the level of civil 

interactions to be able to generate policies and solutions to the inevitable frictions of 

migration. And that everything has to be handled by a highly centralised system. 

P;ヴ;Sﾗ┝ｷI;ﾉﾉ┞ デｴｷゲ SﾗWゲﾐげデ ヮヴﾗ┗ｷSW デhe assurance that the government felt that they were 

providing, it actually hikes up the paranoia when people are being told, you know, identity 

I;ヴSゲ ;ﾐS CヴｷﾏWゲデﾗヮヮWヴ デWﾉWヮｴﾗﾐW ﾐ┌ﾏHWヴゲ デﾗ ヴWヮﾗヴデ けゲ┌ゲヮｷIｷﾗ┌ゲ ヮWﾗヮﾉWげ ;ﾐS ゲﾗ ﾗn. [...] We 

basically call for civil servants and policy makers to resist the paranoid control agenda, and 

to insist that there are other social objectives that need to be pursued through immigration 

policy, other than just mechanisms for arresting and detaining and deporting migrants. [KI3, 

national migrant advocacy organisation]  

 

Within such a policy and institutional context, British citizenship for migrants is becoming ever-more 

conditional on fulfilling multiple rules and conditions of entry, work and residence. Britain has 

constructed a vast edifice of civic stratification (Kofman 2002, Morris 2002) which streams migrants 

into specific categories and awards differential rights and contingent access to citizenship; even 

those migrants not intending/unable to undergo naturalisation feel the monitoring and control 

agenda of the Government acutely. Such immigration policies are thought to complicate the 

landscape not only for people working in the field but also for members of the public: 

 

                                                           
11

 Echoing this assertion of a xenophobic surveillance environment, is a recent May 2011 report by the UKBA 

Chief Inspector John Vine which reports that UKBA receives a substantial 2,100 allegations of potential 

immigration offences per week from members of the public; demonstrating significant appetite among a 

population fed on immigration fear to report perceived transgressors (see 

http://icinspector.independent.gov.uk/independent-chief-inspector-publishes-report-on-intelligence/)  

http://icinspector.independent.gov.uk/independent-chief-inspector-publishes-report-on-intelligence/
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Iデげゲ ｴ;ヴS Wﾐﾗ┌ｪｴ aﾗヴ ヮWﾗヮﾉW ┘ｴﾗ ;ヴW ヮヴﾗaWゲゲｷﾗﾐ;ﾉゲ デﾗ ┌ﾐSWヴゲデ;ﾐS デｴW ｷﾐデヴｷI;IｷWゲ ﾗa デｴW 

different levels of status and the different groups. The public are never going to grasp it. All 

デｴW┞ ゲWW ｷゲ ヮWﾗヮﾉW ﾉｷ┗ｷﾐｪ ｴWヴW ┘ｴﾗ SｷSﾐげデ ┌ゲWS デﾗ ﾉｷ┗W ｴWヴW ;ﾐS デｴW┞ ﾉﾗﾗﾆ ; Hｷデ SｷaaWヴWﾐデが デｴW┞ 

speak a bit different. [KI2, regional migration partnership organisation] 

 

An integral part of the resurgence of citizenship in a post-9/11 migration securitisation era has been 

the extent to which belonging has been increasingly linked to citizenship; and it is to this relationship 

that the next section now turns. 

 

3: The demand to belong 

 

The notion of belonging
12

 has recently become politically salient in Britain as ideas of citizenship 

have increasingly mobilised デｴW IﾗﾐIWヮデく TｴW ヮヴW┗ｷﾗ┌ゲ ゲWIデｷﾗﾐげゲ ﾗ┌デﾉｷﾐｷﾐｪ ﾗa ;ﾐ Wヴ; ﾗa けﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ 

ゲWI┌ヴｷデｷゲ;デｷﾗﾐげ ｷゲ critical here. As Anthias (2006, p. 17) suggeゲデゲが さぷIへ┌ヴヴWﾐデ SWH;デWゲ ;ヴﾗ┌ﾐS HﾗヴSWヴゲが 

security and social cohesion have reinforced the importance of engaging critically with the notion of 

HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS ｷデゲ IWﾐデヴ;ﾉｷデ┞ デﾗ ヮWﾗヮﾉWげゲ ﾉｷ┗Wゲ ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉ ;ゲ ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ ヮヴ;IデｷIWざく Iデ ｷゲ ゲ┌Iｴ ; ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ 

landscape of securitisation where the relationship between citizenship and belonging comes sharply 

into focus. We are at a particular historical juncture in Britain where the state is increasingly 

ゲデｷヮ┌ﾉ;デｷﾐｪ デｴ;デ さﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ ﾏ;┞ WﾐデWヴ ;ﾐS ゲWデデﾉW ﾗﾐ IﾗﾐSｷデｷﾗﾐ デｴ;デ デｴW┞ fulfil specific obligations and 

ways of belongingざ ふKﾗaﾏ;ﾐ ヲヰヰヵが ヮく 454, my emphasis). Hence we have been witnessing the Labour 

Gﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデげゲ ;ゲゲWヴデｷﾗﾐ デｴ;デ strong national belonging for migrants is critical to their settlement, 

integration and participation in civic life (Laurence and Heath 2008). The strategy oa けﾏ;ﾐ;ｪWS 

ﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐげ デｴWヴWaﾗヴW emerged because the Labour Government was increasingly preoccupied with 

                                                           
12

 Definitions of belonging vary due to it being invoked in many realms (Mee and Wright 2009), but belonging 

ｷゲ ヮWヴｴ;ヮゲ ﾏﾗゲデ Iﾗﾏﾏﾗﾐﾉ┞ SWゲIヴｷHWS ┘ｷデｴ ヴWｪ;ヴS デﾗ ; けゲWﾐゲW ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪげ ;ﾐS ;ﾐ W┝ヮﾉﾗヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa けaWWﾉｷﾐｪゲ ﾗa 
HWｷﾐｪ ｷﾐ ヮﾉ;IWげき aﾗヴ W┝;ﾏヮﾉW Anthias (2006, p. ヲヱぶ ゲ;┞ゲ デｴ;デ HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ ｷゲ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴW ┘;┞ゲ ｷﾐ ┘ｴｷIｴが さゲﾗIｷ;ﾉ ヮﾉ;IW 
has resonances with stability of the self, or with feelings of being part of a larger whole and with the emotional 

and social bonSゲ デｴ;デ ;ヴW ヴWﾉ;デWS デﾗ ゲ┌Iｴ ヮﾉ;IWゲざく 
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notions of national identity and social cohesion; and the early signs since May 2010 are that the new 

Coalition Government is continuing with a broad framework of restrictive managed migration in 

their efforts to enhance integration and counter perceived segregation (see, for example, BBC 2011). 

Events such as the urban disturbances in northern England in 2001 are seen as critical threats to 

national security. There has been policy-maker concern that such destabilising events are occurring 

due to the fragilities of nationhood (Lewis and Neal 2005) and migrants feeling senses of non-

belonging to the nation which lead to an erosion of social cohesion and the blocking of good 

relations between diverse people resident in same place
13

. It is important to note of course that the 

demand for social cohesion (which as a term, rather like integration and segregation, has multiple 

political and scholarly meanings ; Phillips 2007, Simpson et al 2007) is also directed towards deemed 

marginalised and disenfranchised citizens (who may or may not once have been migrants 

themselves) and not only newcomers; but my focus in this paper is on the implications of the 

demand to belong for first generation migrants.  

 

TｴW ｴ;ヴﾏﾗﾐｷﾗ┌ゲ けヴ┌HHｷﾐｪ-;ﾉﾗﾐｪげ ﾗa Sｷ┗WヴゲW ヮWﾗヮﾉWゲ ┘ｷデｴｷﾐ デｴW ゲ;ﾏW Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷデｷWゲっﾐWｷｪｴHﾗ┌ヴｴﾗﾗSゲ ｷゲ 

of course a broad definition of multiculturalism. Yet many commentators suggest that we are now 

witnessing Britain, with its historic commitment to multiculturalism, retreating from such a policy 

position and instead pursuing neo-assimilationist agendas (e.g. Home Office 2002, 2003, 2005, see 

also Sveinsson 2010 and Cameヴﾗﾐげゲ ふヲヰヱヱぶ ヴWIWﾐデ ヮヴﾗﾐﾗ┌ﾐIWﾏWﾐデ that けmulticulturalism ｷゲ SW;Sげ14
). 

Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐげゲ IﾗﾐIWヴﾐ regarding the integration and cohesion of its diverse populations appears to be 

manifesting in a set of policies designed to promote a core national identity around a set of 

                                                           
13

 Tｴｷゲ ｷゲ SWゲヮｷデW デｴW IﾗﾏヮヴWｴWﾐゲｷ┗W ヴWa┌デｷﾐｪ ﾗa TヴW┗ﾗヴ Pｴｷﾉﾉｷヮゲげ ｷﾐa;ﾏﾗ┌ゲ けゲﾉWWヮ┘;ﾉﾆｷﾐｪ ｷﾐデﾗ ゲWｪヴWｪ;デｷﾗﾐげ 
statement in 2005 by researchers such as Finney and Simpson (2009) who report an increase in ethnic mixing, 

greater tolerance in social attitudes and more mixed-ethnicity friendship groups among diverse communities 

in Britain since 2001.  
14

 BWヴﾆWﾉW┞ ふヲヰヱヱぶが ﾗa ‘┌ﾐﾐ┞ﾏWSW Tヴ┌ゲデが ┌ゲWa┌ﾉﾉ┞ ヮﾗｷﾐデゲ ﾗ┌デ デｴ;デ C;ﾏWヴﾗﾐげゲ ヮヴﾗﾐﾗ┌ﾐIWﾏWﾐデ ｷゲ ┌ﾐｴWﾉヮa┌ﾉ ﾐﾗデ 
least in how it confuses the policy agenda of multiculturalism (interpreted by Cameron as the promotion of 

separate religious and ethnic identities at the expense of common values) with the grounded understanding of 

multiculturalism for most people; which is that it allows for the recognition of different identities in a shared 

political space within a framework of human rights.  
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irreducible values that are deemed to be emblematic of British society. And with regard to migrants, 

it is citizenship that is frequently being placed centre stage in the stateげゲ SWゲｷヴW デﾗ I┌ﾉデｷ┗;デW ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ 

belonging and good relations amongst its communities (Isin and Turner 2007). Indeed, some 

commentators go further than this and argue that citizenship policies in Britain have been explicitly 

designed precisely in order to govern populations (Tyler 2010).  

 

Citizenship was therefore particularly used in the sunset years of the Labour Government as a tool to 

galvanise and encourage ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ feelings of belonging to a unitary nation. The demand to belong 

to a singular national identity was the unambiguous message, and the citizenship and immigration 

discourse made it implicitly clear that the British Government saw migrants as a group who may 

embody diluted senses of national loyalty due to transnational and diasporic belongings. The 

Borders, Immigration and Citizenship Act 2009 under Labour built on デｴW GヴWWﾐ P;ヮWヴ けTｴW P;デｴ デﾗ 

Cｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふHﾗﾏW OaaｷIW ヲヰヰΒぶ ;ﾐS Hﾗデｴ were couched in notions of けBritishnessげ ふW;ヴS ヲヰヰヴぶ. The 

Act and document encompassed a suite of policies around citizenship that demonstrated a more 

centrist, civic direction of policy and encapsulated the demand for loyalty to Britain (Joppke 2004) in 

the hope that this enhanced social cohesion (Rimmer 2008):  

 

Only the migrants who are prepared to commit themselves to a sort of pre-defined notion of 

けBヴｷデｷゲｴﾐWゲゲげ ┘ｷﾉﾉ HW ;ﾉﾉﾗ┘WS デﾗ ゲデay in the long-term. [KI3, national migrant advocacy 

organisation] 

 

Hence hopeful new British citizens have to fulfil English language requirements, take a citizenship 

test and undergo a citizenship ceremony with an allegiance oath. The message was clear に national 

citizenship is the route to belong to Britain (Fortier 2005), and a sense of shared national belonging 

was increasingly demanded of particularly new (but also some established) citizens in the interests 

of community cohesion. Galvanising a sense ﾗa ゲｴ;ヴWS ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS ヮヴﾗﾏﾗデｷﾐｪ けｪﾗﾗS 
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ヴWﾉ;デｷﾗﾐゲげ ;ﾏﾗﾐｪ Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷデ┞ ﾏWﾏHWヴゲ ｷゲ ;ﾉゲﾗ ; IﾗﾐIWヴﾐ ﾗa デｴW ﾐW┘ Cﾗ;ﾉｷデｷﾗﾐ Gﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデ ┘ｷデｴ デｴWｷヴ 

ﾏﾗﾗデWS ｷSW;ゲ ゲ┌Iｴ ;ゲ デｴW ｷﾐデヴﾗS┌Iデｷﾗﾐ ﾗa N;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ Cｷデｷ┣Wﾐ “Wヴ┗ｷIWが ; ﾐW┘ ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ けUK S;┞げ ;ﾐS けBｷｪ 

“ﾗIｷWデ┞げ ヮヴojects. These ideas must, of course, be seen in a neoliberal framework of aggressive public 

ゲWヴ┗ｷIW I┌デゲ ;ﾐS デｴW け┌デｷﾉｷデ┞げ to the state of greater public involvement in front line service provision 

(see also Jessop 2002 on neocommunitarianism within governance)く ‘ｴWデﾗヴｷI ﾗﾐ けｪﾗﾗS ヴWﾉ;デｷﾗﾐゲげ ;ﾐS 

community cohesion should further be critiqued in the light of emerging literature from the 

geographies of encounter field (e.g. Laurier et al 2002, Amin 2006) that explores notions of prejudice 

in encounters and questions whether socially lubricating conduct between people always shapes 

underlying beliefs in broadly defined けpositiveげ or cohesive ways (Valentine 2008, Valentine and 

Waite 2011).  

 

The emphasis of citizenship has thus shifted from a framework of rights to one of responsibilities 

and obligations where migrant rights have become conditional upon acceptance of national values 

and loyalty to the state (Kofman 2005). The responsibilities inherent within citizenship are clearly 

articulated here: 

  

I think the really key factor is understanding what being a citizen of the UK means and what 

the responsibilities are.  [KI1, national migration enforcement agency, my emphasis] 

 

The mapping out of these responsibilities became ever clearer in Britain through the 

afoヴWﾏWﾐデｷﾗﾐWS けTｴW P;デｴ デﾗ Cｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ふHﾗﾏW Oafice 2008). The document detailed the concepts 

ﾗa けヮヴﾗH;デｷﾗﾐ;ヴ┞げ15
 ;ﾐS けW;ヴﾐWS Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ;ﾐS ｷデ was made explicit that migrants should earn the 

right to progress between the stages of this pathway; a perspective that is echoed here: 

 

                                                           
15

 “┗Wｷﾐゲゲﾗﾐ ふヲヰヱヰぶ ﾐﾗデWゲ デｴ;デ けヮヴﾗH;デｷﾗﾐ;ヴ┞ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ｷゲ ;Iデ┌;ﾉﾉ┞ ; Iﾗﾐデヴ;SｷIデｷﾗﾐ ｷﾐ デWヴﾏゲ ;ゲ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ ｷﾐ 
liberal democracies confers certain rights, so if these are lacking it is no longer appropriate to talk of 

Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮく けPヴﾗH;デｷﾗﾐ;ヴ┞ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS デｴ┌ゲ ;ﾏﾗ┌ﾐデ デﾗ ゲWIﾗﾐS-class citizenship which is generally 

regarded as a violation of human rights.  
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Iデげゲ ; ┘;┞ ﾗa HWｷﾐｪ ;HﾉW デﾗ Wゲtablish a path to citizenship. Anything that makes it clearer, 

anything that clarifies the route to citizenship, a path to citizenship has to be a good thing 

and if we believe that making an economic contribution to the country is important and that 

can get you a speedy right to citizenship or volunteering - you know another important link 

into citizenship, making a contribution to communities - I デｴｷﾐﾆ デｴW┞げヴW ｪﾗﾗS things and I 

agree with them. Anything that lays down the path and helps people understand how to 

achieve citizenship. [...] It also gives you the chance to double check that the people that 

┘WげヴW ｪヴ;ﾐデｷﾐｪ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ デﾗ ;ヴW ヮWﾗヮﾉW ┘ｴﾗ ｴ;┗W HWｴ;┗WS ┘Wﾉﾉ ┘ｴｷﾉW デｴW┞げ┗W HWWﾐ ｴWヴW デｴ┌ゲ 

earning their right to citizenship. [KI1, national migration enforcement agency, my emphasis] 

 

The last part of this quote that dwells on the behaviour of would-be citizens is linked to the 

┌ﾐSWヴﾉ┞ｷﾐｪ ゲWﾐデｷﾏWﾐデ ｷﾐ けTｴW P;デｴ デﾗ Cｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ; the assumption that potential citizens are 

undeserving and suspect by default thus justifying as reasonable the requirement for them to prove 

their worthiness and commitment to Britain (Sveinsson 2010). The above ringing endorsement of 

Labour policy is unsurprisingly heavily critiqued by other key informants in this research who were 

concerned that excessive managerialism within the new citizenship policies was designed to exclude 

and expel rather than to include and integrate; a hoop-jumping landscape littered with banana-skins 

ready to trip up would-be citizens:  

 

The business of becoming a British citizen has become one of selection and policing and 

monitoring migration flows; increasing the capacity of the decision makers to say no, 

increasing the range of tests that are going to be imposed on migrants and increasing 

enforcement powers. If they say no to you at any part of the stage, then irrespective of the 

fact that you might have brought your family over and that your kids have been in school for 

the last 4, 5, 6 years, then デｴ;デろゲ ｷデが ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘が ┞ﾗ┌げ┗W ヴW;Iｴ ┞ﾗ┌ヴ ﾉｷﾏｷデゲ ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌ろヴW W┝ヮWIデWS デﾗ 

leave the country. [KI3, national migrant advocacy organisation] 
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A particularly vexatious element of the Path to Citizenship document for critics was the proposal for 

prospective citizenゲ デﾗ W;ヴﾐ ;ﾐ ;IIWﾉWヴ;デWS ヴﾗ┌デW デﾗ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴ SWﾏﾗﾐゲデヴ;デｷﾐｪ け;Iデｷ┗W 

Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷデ┞ ヮ;ヴデｷIｷヮ;デｷﾗﾐげぎ  

 

This business of assessing participation levels is now part of the state sanctioned business of 

becoming a British citizen. The participation of the migrant is going to be commented on - 

migrants need to be able to demonstrate that they are making a positive contribution. [...] 

Everything becomes over politicised at every single stage, both from the point of view of the 

migrants but also from the perspective of the people who are supposed to be over-seeing it, 

voluntary organisations and so on,  but nobody really even knows what it is. [KI3, national 

migrant advocacy organisation] 

 

There was consternation that new citizens were being asked to prove their worth above and beyond 

what is required of British citizens, concern as to how active community participation will be 

assessed, and also alarm that appropriate allowances ┘WヴWﾐげデ ｪﾗｷﾐｪ デﾗ be made for people who are 

already heavily consumed in family and work spheres (MRCF & MRN 2010). The post-May 2010 new 

Government recently announced, however, デｴ;デ ｷデ ｷゲ ﾐﾗデ ｷﾐ a;┗ﾗ┌ヴ ﾗa L;Hﾗ┌ヴげゲ ヮﾗﾉｷI┞ ﾗa ﾏ;ﾆｷﾐｪ 

ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ けW;ヴﾐげ Bヴｷデｷゲｴ Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴ Iﾗﾏヮ┌ﾉゲﾗヴ┞ ┗ﾗﾉ┌ﾐデ;ヴ┞ ┘ﾗヴﾆく TｴW Iﾗ;ﾉｷデｷﾗﾐ Gﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデ 

clearly wishes to distance itself from the so-I;ﾉﾉWS け;Iデｷ┗W Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ ヮ;ヴデ ﾗa L;Hﾗ┌ヴげゲ ヮﾗﾉｷIｷWゲが H┌デ ;ﾐ 

overall framework of tough and restrictive immigration policies (aggressive attempts to reduce net 

immigration and potential routes to permanent residence/citizenship) seem here to stay, at least in 

the short to medium-term. The focus in this section ｴ;ゲ HWWﾐ ﾗﾐ ｴﾗ┘ デｴW ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ けSWﾏ;ﾐS デﾗ 

HWﾉﾗﾐｪげ デﾗ デｴW ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ ｴ;ゲ HWIﾗﾏW ｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪﾉ┞ ゲデｷデIｴWS ｷﾐデﾗ デｴW a;HヴｷI ﾗa IﾗﾐデWﾏヮﾗヴ;ヴ┞ Bヴｷデｷゲｴ 

citizenship discourses. The next section will move on to exploring whether this demand to belong 

resonates for one of the main groups the policy discourse aims to influence; transnational migrants.  
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4: Feelings of belonging among transnational migrants 

 

How does the previously described prescriptive citizenship pathway and growing expectation for 

undivided loyalty to national cultures and polities aｷデ ┘ｷデｴ デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ aWWﾉｷﾐｪゲ ﾗa 

belonging? It is often the case that transnational migrants have multi-positioned relationships to 

different locales on account of their migratory journeys from a source to a destination area, the 

likely network of social, symbolic and material ties retained to their homelands, and the newer sets 

of social relations formed in a current place of residence. Migrants are therefore commonly 

observed to experience simultaneity in their feelings of belonging to different places (Wilson and 

PWデWヴゲ ヲヰヰヵぶ ;ゲ ; ヴWゲ┌ﾉデ ﾗa HWｷﾐｪ けｴWヴW ;ﾐS デｴWヴWげ ;ﾐS けゲデヴ;SSﾉｷﾐｪ ┘ﾗヴﾉSゲげ ふGidwani and 

Sivaramakrishnan 2003). In recognition of these potentially complex sets of relationships across at 

ﾉW;ゲデ デ┘ﾗ ﾉﾗI;ﾉWゲが ｷデ ｷゲ ゲ┌ｪｪWゲデWS デｴ;デ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデ ｪヴﾗ┌ヮゲ WﾏHﾗS┞ ;が さゲｴｷaデｷﾐｪ ﾉ;ﾐSゲI;ヮW ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS 

ｷSWﾐデｷデ┞ざ デｴ;デ ｷゲが さtied to a globalised and transnational social fabric rather than one bounded by the 

nation-ゲデ;デW aﾗヴﾏざ (Anthias 2006, p. 25, see also Massey and Jess 1995). Some of the Kenyan 

migrants ｷﾐ デｴｷゲ ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ SWゲIヴｷHWS ゲ┌Iｴ W┝ヮWヴｷWﾐIWゲ ;ゲ けｷﾐHWデ┘WWﾐ-ﾐWゲゲげぎ 

 

さBecause merely being here and working here, living here に I'm British, but still I have very 

strong feelings that I belong there [Kenya] ... so I'm between.ざ ぷKWﾐ┞;ﾐが a;デｴWヴへ 

 

さI ゲ;┞ ﾏ;┞HW デヴ;ﾐゲｷWﾐI┞が I aWWﾉ ｷﾐ HWデ┘WWﾐく Iデげゲ ｴ;ﾉa ┘;┞ デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴくざ ぷKWﾐ┞;ﾐが ﾏﾗデｴWヴ] 

 

These respondents have lived in the UK for fairly lengthy periods of 6 and 9 years, yet they still feel 

strong emotional attachments to Kenya. Such narratives that partly promote country of origin 

identities echo Eｴヴﾆ;ﾏヮげゲ ふヲヰヰヶぶ aｷﾐSｷﾐｪゲ デｴ;デ T┌ヴﾆｷゲｴ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ ｷﾐ GWヴﾏ;ﾐ┞ aWWﾉ けI┞ﾐｷI;ﾉ ;ﾐS 

ヴWゲｷゲデ;ﾐデげ デﾗ┘;ヴSゲ unilateral expectations of assimilation. Tｴｷゲ デ;ヮゲ ｷﾐデﾗ ヮﾗﾉｷI┞ ﾏ;ﾆWヴゲげ aW;ヴゲき 
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anxieties that such distanciated senses of place-attachment will necessarily compromise the ability 

of transnational migrants to feel strong affinities to host nations (Werbner 2002). Yet it is 

questionable whether such transnational ties unequivocally eliminate all senses of belonging to 

country of residence (see also Hickman et al. 2008): 

 

‘ぎ BWｷﾐｪ “ﾗﾏ;ﾉｷが デｴ;デろゲ ┘ｴﾗ ┞ﾗ┌ ;ヴWが デｴ;デげゲ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ┘ｴ;デ ┞ﾗ┌ ;re - Somali. [...] Being British and 

living here - ｷデげゲ a different thing.  Well if you see, my life, I think it belongs more to England 

than Somaliaく I デｴｷﾐﾆ デｴ;デ デｴ;デげゲ ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐデ デﾗ ﾏW HWI;┌ゲW ﾏ┞ IｴｷﾉSヴWﾐ ;ヴW Eﾐｪﾉｷゲｴく [Somali, 

father]   

 

It is interesting in the above quote that the respondent uses けBヴｷデｷゲｴげ ┘ｴWﾐ SWゲIヴｷHｷﾐｪ ;n けﾗaaｷIｷ;ﾉげ 

identifier, but slips ｷﾐデﾗ ┌ゲｷﾐｪ デｴW デWヴﾏ けEﾐｪﾉｷゲｴげ ┘ｴWﾐ SWゲIヴｷHｷﾐｪ ゲWﾐゲWゲ ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ デｴ;デ ;ヴW 

perhaps more meaningfully constructed and less oriented around unitary state discourses with 

respect to national (British) identity. Staeheli & Nagel (2006, p. 1612) found in a U.S. context that 

デｴWが さﾏ┌ﾉデｷ┗;ﾉWﾐデ ﾐ;デ┌ヴW ﾗa ｴﾗﾏW に incorporating material and metaphorical spaces に did not 

weaken attachment to the United States for many respondents. Rather, it seemed as though the 

ﾏ┌ﾉデｷヮﾉW ﾉﾗI;デｷﾗﾐゲ ﾗa ｴﾗﾏW ｷﾐ ゲﾗﾏW ┘;┞ゲ WﾐヴｷIｴWS ヴWゲヮﾗﾐSWﾐデゲげ ゲWﾐゲW ﾗa AﾏWヴｷI;ﾐﾐWゲゲくざ “┗Wｷﾐゲゲﾗﾐげゲ 

(2010) research likewise revealed no inherent contradiction in belonging to more than one place as 

this should not be necessarily seen as a rejection of the host society and its values but rather the 

possibility of embracing both host and sending societies. 

 

Further, attachments can be formed at a variety of scales in a host society aside from the national 

level and throughout different aspects of identities. This research, for example, revealed that 

Somalis particularly claim Islamic identities in preference to racial, ethnic or national identities. Such 

asserted Muslim subject positions allowed attachments to place-based faith communities in the UK 

even if there is an active problematisation of prescribed cultural membership of hegemonic and top-
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Sﾗ┘ﾐ ﾐﾗデｷﾗﾐゲ ﾗa けBヴｷデｷゲｴﾐWゲゲげ ふｷくWく ;ﾐ ｷSWﾐデｷデ┞ ヮWヴIWｷ┗WS H┞ ゲﾗﾏW デﾗ HW ヴWaヴ;IデWS ヮヴｷﾏ;ヴｷﾉ┞ デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴ 

け┘ｴｷデWﾐWゲゲげぶく “デヴWデIｴWS ;ﾐS ヮﾉ┌ヴｷﾉﾗI;ﾉ ;デデ;IｴﾏWﾐデゲ I;ﾐ デｴerefore be seen as being reconcilable and 

compatible with notions of simultaneous territorialised belonging for some (Ehrkamp and Leitner 

2006); but localised belonging frequently fails to intersect with top-down notions of unitary 

けBヴｷデｷゲｴﾐWゲゲげく  

 

Feelings of non-belonging can emerge not only from stretched belongings conflicting with state 

demands for undivided national loyalties, but also through more prosaic feelings of exclusion in 

everyday spheres. Indeed, Anthias (2006, p. ヲヱぶ ゲ;┞ゲ デｴ;デが さぷAへゲﾆｷﾐｪ け┘ｴWヴW Sﾗ I HWﾉﾗﾐｪいげ ﾏ;┞ HW 

prompted by a feeling that there are a range of spaces, places, locales and identities that we feel we 

do not, and cannot, belong to. [...] To belong is to share values, networks and practices and it is not 

just a question of idenデｷaｷI;デｷﾗﾐくざ TｴWゲW ヴWゲヮﾗﾐSWﾐデゲ Wﾉ;Hﾗヴ;デWぎ  

 

‘ぎ WW Sﾗ aWWﾉ a;ｷヴﾉ┞ aﾗヴWｷｪﾐく WW Sﾗﾐげデ aWWﾉ ﾉｷﾆW ┘W HWﾉﾗﾐｪく   

I: Are you made to feel foreign by people here? 

‘ぎ I デｴｷﾐﾆ ｷデげゲ ﾏﾗヴW ┌ゲ デｴ;ﾐ デｴWﾏく Yﾗ┌ aWWﾉ ┞ﾗ┌ ;ヴW aﾗヴWｷｪﾐく Nﾗﾐ-verbal or verbal. You just kind 

of feel it. [Kenyan, father]  

 

Aゲ ﾏ┌Iｴ ;ゲ I ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ﾉｷﾆW デﾗ ゲWW ﾏ┞ゲWﾉa ;ゲ ; Bヴｷデｷゲｴ ヮWヴゲﾗﾐが デｴW ┘ｷSWヴ ゲﾗIｷWデ┞ SﾗWゲﾐげデ ゲWW ﾏW ;ゲ 

デｴ;デ ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉく YW;ｴが H┌デ ┘ｴWﾐ デｴW┞ ゲWW ﾏW ┘;ﾉﾆｷﾐｪ デｴW ゲデヴWWデが ┞ﾗ┌ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ デｴW┞ ゲ;┞ けﾗｴが デｴWヴWろゲ 

;ﾐﾗデｴWヴ aﾗヴWｷｪﾐWヴげが け; ヴWa┌ｪWWげが デｴ;デろゲ ｴﾗ┘ the community labels you, that's the impression, 

け;ﾐﾗデｴWヴ “ﾗﾏ;ﾉｷが ;ﾐﾗデｴWヴ ヴWa┌ｪWWげく ぷ“ﾗﾏ;ﾉｷが ﾏﾗデｴWヴ]  

 

These feelings of (non)acceptance and (non)belonging may be further shaped by more tangible 

experiences of exclusion. It is well known that citizenship and immigration statuses can shape 

experiences of inclusion/exclusion through migrants being streamed into specific categories and 
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receiving differential rights and contingent access to citizenship. A particularly vulnerable group are 

asylum seekers and refugees (Dwyer 2005, Brown 2008) and participants in this study who came to 

Britain under this migration pathway (most of the Somali sample; and as indicated in the above 

quote, Somalis are often perceived as asylum seekers by the wider population even if they are not) 

tended to feel more social exclusion than migrants who came as students, economic migrants or 

family joiners (most of the Kenyan sample). Yet it would be misleading to suggest that such 

experiences were only manifest in the lives of the Somali asylum seekers and refugees; sadly 

discrimination and prejudice were encountered in some guise by most participants in this study and 

variously articulated feelings of non-belonging emerged
16

. The arenas in which this was encountered 

crossed employment spheres, educational places and everyday neighbourhood spaces. The 

perceived けヴW;ゲﾗﾐゲげ aﾗヴ SｷゲIヴｷﾏｷﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ varied from skin colour to religious association and to more 

general feelings of being identified as the けﾗデｴWヴげ ┘ｷデｴ デｴW ;ゲゲﾗIｷ;デWS presumption of non-belonging. 

This quote from a Kenyan participant reveals such racialized fear and prejudice (Naber 2006) derived 

from his different skin colour and accent: 

 

What I want to say is that there are ┗Wヴ┞ ゲ┌HデﾉW ヴW;ゲﾗﾐゲが ｷデげゲ ﾐﾗデ ﾗ┗Wヴデが ｷデげゲ Iﾗ┗Wヴデく WｴWﾐ I 

speak and my colour, so those are two levels you know. A man who wants to be biased 

against other people has a way of looking for ways of excluding others. [Kenyan, father] 

 

Several respondents chimed with the above suggestion of covert prejudice being experienced in 

mundane and everyday ways. Migrants said that feelings of non-belonging can be communicated to 

them by majority population groups in quite subtle ways; perhaps just through the way people look 

at them. Particular feelings of exclusion were reported by Somali Muslim participants in this 

                                                           
16

 “ｷﾏｷﾉ;ヴﾉ┞が “┗Wｷﾐゲゲﾗﾐげゲ ふヲヰヱヰぶ ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ ｷﾐ┗olving 11 small-scale community studies found that most migrants 

experienced widespread prejudice and discrimination through deskilling, exploitation and unequal treatment 

in the labour market.  



21 

 

research to be a result of Islamophobia and the damaging effects of such religious intolerance since 

the 9/11 attacks in the U.S. and the 7/7 London bombings (Staeheli and Nagel 2008): 

 

Some people are ignorant. When I used to work at the bakery some people asked why I wear 

it [a headscarf].  What is to do with themい TｴW IﾉﾗデｴWゲ I ┘W;ヴ Sﾗﾐげデ ゲデﾗヮ ﾏW Sﾗｷﾐｪ ; ﾃﾗHく 

けM;┞HW ｷデ ｷゲ デﾗﾗ ｴﾗデ aﾗヴ ┞ﾗ┌いげ デｴW┞ ゲ;┞く PWﾗヮﾉW ;ヴW ｷｪﾐﾗヴ;ﾐデく They judge without knowing you. 

We should be free to do what we want. But when it comes to work your appearance is seen 

as different because of the scarf. [Somali, mother]  

 

Ahmed (2004) engages with the emotions of cultural politics to show that the British nation is 

portrayed as an object of love; a discourse that citizens and residents of Britain alike are expected to 

subscribe to. Those not able to engage in this emotional discourse of national belonging (not 

desiring to due to transnational belongingsが ﾐﾗデ HWｷﾐｪ け;ﾉﾉﾗ┘WSげ デﾗ S┌W デﾗ ヮWヴゲｷゲデWﾐデ ﾏWゲゲ;ｪWs of 

W┝Iﾉ┌ゲｷﾗﾐが ﾗヴ ; IﾗﾏHｷﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa Hﾗデｴぶが ヮWヴｴ;ヮゲ ﾏﾗゲデ ﾗaデWﾐ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ ;ﾐS ヮWﾗヮﾉW ﾗa けSｷaaWヴWﾐIWげが ﾏ;┞ 

therefore experience the emotions of non-belonging and dislocation that are encapsulated through 

the above series of quotes. The important point to emerge is that feelings of belonging are unlikely 

to be dictated entirely by the individual claiming to belong, but will also be influenced by that claim 

of belonging being recognised or legitimated by a wider community; as Anthias (2006, p. 19) says, 

さぷTへﾗ HWﾉﾗﾐｪ ｷゲ デﾗ HW ;IIWヮデWS ;ゲ ヮ;ヴデ ﾗa ; Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷデ┞ざく 

 

This section has so far shown how Somali and Kenyan ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ ゲデヴWデIｴWS HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪゲ I;ﾐ ﾉW;S デﾗ ;ﾐ 

┌ﾐ┘ｷﾉﾉｷﾐｪﾐWゲゲ ;ﾐSっﾗヴ ｷﾐ;Hｷﾉｷデ┞ デﾗ ゲ┌HゲIヴｷHW デﾗ ; ゲｷﾐｪ┌ﾉ;ヴ ﾐﾗデｷﾗﾐ ﾗa けBヴｷデｷゲｴﾐWゲゲげき デｴｷゲ ﾏ;┞ IﾗﾏHｷﾐW 

with experiences of prejudice and discrimination which can compound feelings of dis-location from 

both local spaces and national polities. How do these potential multiple exclusions shape the way 

migrants come to negotiate the practices and processes of citizenship? Over the last decade, the 

policy environment around immigration has made it quite clear that citizenship acquisition, and the 
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journey towards it, should be a unifying experience that enhances a sense of belonging to Britain. 

Does this in fact play out in the lives of participants in this study? Here there is a notable difference 

in sentiments between the Somali and Kenyan participants in this research due to different 

migration pathways. Many of the first generation Somali participants entered Britain under the 

asylum route before gaining refugee status, and later British citizenship. This group of migrants 

therefore spoke of the significant security that comes with naturalisation and the legal protections of 

citizenship that led them to feel less vulnerable to infringements of immigration law (see also 

Staeheli and Nagel 2008). Many of the non-asylum route Kenyan respondents in this research, 

however, demonstrate a relatively unemotional engagement with citizenship; some disregard the 

importance of applying for citizenship as long as a work permit and leave to remain are assured, 

whilst others pragmatically apply for British citizenship for the travel ease and access to visas it 

affords them:  

At the moment I have Kenyan citizenship.  As long as you have a wﾗヴﾆ ヮWヴﾏｷデ ｷデ SﾗWゲﾐげデ ﾏ;ﾆW 

any difference. [Kenyan, mother] 

 

The British aspect of us is a convenience thing.  I mean we all want British passports not 

HWI;┌ゲW ｷデげゲ ;ﾉﾉ ┘ﾗﾐSWヴa┌ﾉ H┌デ HWI;┌ゲW ﾗa デｴW Iﾗﾐ┗WﾐｷWﾐIWゲ デｴ;デ ｷデ ｪｷ┗Wゲ ┞ﾗ┌く   I Sﾗﾐげデ ┘;ﾐデ to 

be stood ﾗﾐ ﾉﾗﾐｪ ケ┌W┌Wゲ ｷﾐ NW┘ Yﾗヴﾆ HWI;┌ゲW Iげﾏ aヴﾗﾏ KWﾐ┞; ゲﾗ ｷa I I;ﾐ ｴWﾉヮ ｷデ ﾉWデ ﾏW ｪWデ ; 

Bヴｷデｷゲｴ ヮ;ゲゲヮﾗヴデ ┘ｴWヴW I Sﾗﾐげデ ｴ;┗W デﾗ ﾐWｪﾗデｷ;te to go to the Embassy. [Kenyan, father] 

 

Such an instrumental approach to the acquisition of British citizenship chimes with M;┗ヴﾗ┌Sｷげゲ 

ふヲヰヰΒぎンヰΑぶ ﾐﾗデｷﾗﾐ ﾗa けヮヴ;ｪﾏ;デｷI Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮげ デｴ;デ, さｴｷｪｴﾉｷｪｴデぷゲへ デｴW ゲデヴ;デWｪｷI WﾉWﾏWﾐデ ﾗa 

migrant/diasporic citizenship acquisition that enables and allows for multiple feelings of belonging 

that are positioned at particular times/spaces for paヴデｷI┌ﾉ;ヴ ヴW;ゲﾗﾐゲざく Pヴ;ｪﾏ;デｷI Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ ﾏ;┞ HW 

driven and shaped also by the feelings of non-belonging detailed above which leave some Kenyan 
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respondents separating the holding of a British passport from actually feeling they belong to Britain; 

an outcome that stands in stark contrast to what the Labour Government hoped its policies would 

have achieved: 

I really don't see myself as being British at all and I have lived in Britain for 6 years but I really 

ゲデヴﾗﾐｪﾉ┞ Sﾗﾐげデ ゲWW ﾏ┞ゲWﾉa ;ゲ Bヴｷデｷゲｴく  I ﾏW;ﾐ ┞ﾗ┌ I;n live here and stuff but you can never 

ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ HW デヴ┌ﾉ┞ Bヴｷデｷゲｴ ;ﾐS ┞ﾗ┌げﾉﾉ ;ﾉ┘;┞ゲ HW ヴWﾏｷﾐSWS デｴ;デく ぷくくくへ WｴｷﾉW Iげﾏ ｴWヴW W┗Wﾐ ｷa I ｪﾗデ ; 

Bヴｷデｷゲｴ ヮ;ゲゲヮﾗヴデ ;ﾐS ヮWﾗヮﾉW ;ゲﾆ ﾏW ┘ｴ;デ I ;ﾏ IげS ゲ;┞ Iげﾏ ゲデｷﾉﾉ ; KWﾐ┞;ﾐ HWI;┌ゲW デｴ;デげゲ ┘ｴﾗ I 

am, I am a product of wherW Iげﾏ aヴﾗﾏが Iげﾏ KWﾐ┞;ﾐく [Kenyan, father] 

 

British naturalisation is therefore viewed by most Kenyan respondents in this study as distinct from 

aWWﾉｷﾐｪゲ ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ デﾗ デｴW ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐが ﾗヴ けBヴｷデｷゲｴﾐWゲゲげき さYW;ｴ ;IIﾗヴSｷﾐｪ デﾗ ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉｷデ┞ Iげﾏ Bヴｷデｷゲｴが H┌デ Iげﾏ 

still Maasaiざ [Kenyan, mother]. The earlier parts of this paper showed that state neo-assimilationist 

discourses link citizenship to understandings of belonging to the British nation; Kenyan respondents 

in this research in particular reveal that such understandings are rather narrowly construed in terms 

of their everyday lives and most feel unwilling and/or unable to emotionally subscribe to a national 

polity in the way the state has urged. 

 

Overall, this section has illustrated that attempts to galvanise feelings of belonging to Britain for 

transnational migrants are perhaps a little more complicated than the Labour Government 

imagined; and that the new Coalition Government also appears to be imagining according to early 

indications. A centrally imposed notion of Britishness seems not to have the desired effect of 

encouraging unitary emotional belonging to the nation (Ahmed 2004) among transnational migrants 

in this research due to complex sets of relationships across at least two locales and mundane 

prejudice leading to feelings of non-belonging at a variety of scales. The concluding section will 
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suggest that this context frames the often troublesome relationship that transnational migrants in 

Britain have with 21
st

 century imposed articulations of Britishness. 

 

5: Conclusion  

 

This paper has explored what the UKげゲ ｷﾏﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ;ﾐS Iｷデｷ┣Wﾐゲｴｷヮ ヮﾗﾉｷIｷWゲ and their increasingly 

neo-assimilationist articulation of national belonging mean for transnational migrants living in 

Britain. The paper began by charting the evolving nature of citizenship conceptualisations in Western 

neoliberal contexts and illustrated how Britain has responded to this shifting landscape. A large part 

ﾗa デｴｷゲ ゲデﾗヴ┞ ｷゲ ゲWデ ;ｪ;ｷﾐゲデ デｴW H;IﾆSヴﾗヮ ﾗa Wﾐｴ;ﾐIWS けﾏｷｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ゲWI┌ヴｷデｷ┣;デｷﾗﾐげ ;ﾏｷS ; ﾏﾗヴW ｪWﾐWral 

post-9/11 securitization landscape that has resulted in widespread societal fear (Furedi 2002, 2005); 

ﾐﾗデ ﾗﾐﾉ┞ ;ｪ;ｷﾐゲデ W┝デWヴﾐ;ﾉ デｴヴW;デゲが H┌デ ;ﾉゲﾗ ｷﾏヮﾉｷIｷデﾉ┞ aヴ;ﾏWS ;ゲ ; aW;ヴ ﾗa WﾐIﾗ┌ﾐデWヴゲ ┘ｷデｴ けSｷaaWヴWﾐデげ 

individuals. The state argues, or at the very least implies, that the integrity of the nation state and its 

security can only be assured if migration flows and migrants themselves (as emblematic of such 

けSｷaaWヴWﾐIWげぶ are closely controlled and monitored. Extensive immigration policies are a key 

manifestation of the securitization agenda, and in Britain this is tied to attempts to bolster the 

formal institution of citizenship (with its attendant rights and responsibilities) and make more 

explicit links to notions of belonging to the nation. An active managerialist approach to migration 

(Kofman 2005) has therefore come to characterise British immigration policies as the state is 

increasingly preoccupied with forging national identity and social cohesion. Implicit within this neo-

assimilationist agenda is tｴW Gﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデげゲ ｷﾐIﾗヴヮﾗヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa notions of belonging within the policy 

landscape of citizenship. The message is that IWヴデ;ｷﾐ け┘;┞ゲ ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪげ aﾗヴ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ ;ヴW IヴｷデｷI;ﾉ デﾗ 

their settlement, integration and participation in civic life. Although a discussion in this paper of 

policy effects in respect of new and evolving policies is necessarily partial; the insights of the key 

informants in sections 2 and 3 of the paper are beginning to illustrate that these policies are 

breeding an environment that sometimes borders on the paranoid and appears to implicitly suggest 
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; ゲWヮ;ヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa け┌ゲげ aヴﾗﾏ けデｴWﾏげ ふ“デ;WｴWﾉｷ ;ﾐS N;ｪWﾉ ヲヰヰΒぶ ┘ｷデｴ ;ﾐ ;ゲゲﾗIｷ;デWS aW;ヴ ﾗa デｴW けﾗデｴWヴげく Tｴｷゲ 

has seamlessly led to ゲ┌IIWゲゲｷ┗W Gﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデゲげ claims that migrant populations need to be closely 

monitored and managed. 

 

The UK state SWゲｷヴWゲ デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ ゲWﾐゲWゲ ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ デﾗ IﾗｴWヴW ┘ｷデｴ ゲデ;デW SｷゲIﾗ┌ヴゲWき デﾗ 

feel an uncomplicated attachment to the nation and subscribe to a unitary British identity. Yet the 

findings of this paper, in part 4が SWﾏﾗﾐゲデヴ;デW デｴ;デ デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ aWWﾉｷﾐｪゲ ﾗa HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ ﾗaデWﾐ 

exist in tension with neo-assimilationist policies designed to promote a core national identity. 

Transnational migrants commonly experience simultaneity in their feelings of belonging to different 

ヮﾉ;IWゲ ふWｷﾉゲﾗﾐ ;ﾐS PWデWヴゲ ヲヰヰヵぶ ;ゲ ; ヴWゲ┌ﾉデ ﾗa HWｷﾐｪ けｴWヴW ;ﾐS デｴWヴWげ ;ﾐS けゲデヴ;SSﾉｷﾐｪ ┘ﾗヴﾉSゲげ 

(Gidwani and Sivaramakrishnan 2003). Tｴｷゲ ﾉW;┗Wゲ デｴWﾏ ┌ﾐ;HﾉW デﾗ ┌ﾐｷﾉ;デWヴ;ﾉﾉ┞ ｷSWﾐデｷa┞ ;ゲ けBヴｷデｷゲｴげ ﾗヴ 

to feel singular emotional belonging to the nation (Ahmed 2004). Compounding this is the mundane 

prejudice and discrimination routinely experienced by the Somali and Kenyan migrants in this 

research which often leaves senses of exclusion from local spaces and associated alienation from 

imposed notions of Britishness. In terms of naturalisation and engagement with the neo-

assimilationist overtones of citizenship acquisition; most Kenyan respondents in particular view 

formal citizenship pragmatically (if they desire it at all) and feel either disinclined or unable to 

emotionally identify with a national identity in the way that Government citizenship policies urge. 

 

In sum, and following Ho (2009), this paper urges greater theoretical attention to the ways in which 

citizenship に and, to which I would also add; belonging (Waite and Cook 2010) - are constituted 

through emotions. In particular, scholars should not only explore how ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ emotional 

subjectivities emerge in response to citizenship governance (Ho 2009, p.789), but also countenance 

the possibility that transnational migrant emotional subjectivities may develop in spite of state neo-

assimilationist invocations of national belonging within overarching frameworks of けneoliberal 

citizenshipげ (Sparke 2006). The governance of transnational migrants has been shown in this paper 
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to be challenging for successive Governmentsく  Fヴﾗﾏ デｴW ヮWヴゲヮWIデｷ┗W ﾗa デｴW ゲデ;デWげゲ ヮヴWﾗII┌ヮ;デｷﾗﾐ 

with cultivating national belonging in the interests of promoting integration and social cohesion; 

transnational migrants can be seen as troublesome in that they embody distanciated belongings. 

TｴWｷヴ ヴWゲ┌ﾉデｷﾐｪ デWﾐ┌ﾗ┌ゲ ﾉｷﾐﾆゲ デﾗ ﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪ ;ヴｷゲW HWI;┌ゲW デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ ﾗaデWﾐ Sﾗﾐげデ 

wish to emotionally engage in a national project of unitary Britishness due to their transnational 

positionalities, and/or they may feel debarred from such an identity due to persistent social 

exclusions at the everyday scale. This paper has shown that the climate of paranoia surrounding the 

integration of migrants in a securitization era (Butler 2004) leaves a mismatch between the 

emotional belonging the state wants transnational migrants to feel to the nation, and that which 

participants in this study actually feel in terms of their multi-scaled and multi-positioned belongings.  

 

Yet a final point of this paper is that although current state rhetoric around citizenship and belonging 

ｷゲ ｷﾐ SｷゲIﾗヴS;ﾐIW ┘ｷデｴ ﾏ;ﾐ┞ デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ ｪヴﾗ┌ﾐSWS W┝ヮWヴｷWﾐIWゲき ゲ┌Iｴ SｷaaWヴWﾐデﾉ┞ ゲｷデ┌;デWS 

belongings should not be perceived as a threat to social cohesion. The current Government would 

Sﾗ ┘Wﾉﾉ デﾗ ヴWデヴW;デ aヴﾗﾏ デｴW WﾏWヴｪWﾐデ けﾐW┌ヴﾗヮﾗﾉｷデｷIゲげ ふIゲｷﾐ ヲヰヰヴぶ ﾗa デｴW ヲヱst
 century and embrace a 

ﾏﾗヴW ｷﾐIﾉ┌ゲｷ┗W ;ﾐS ヴWﾉ;┝WS ;IIWヮデ;ﾐIW ﾗa ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲげ デヴ;ﾐゲﾉﾗI;ﾉ HWﾉﾗﾐｪｷﾐｪゲく TｴWゲW aWWﾉｷﾐｪゲ ﾏ;┞ ﾐﾗデ 

cohere with current state discourse that requires strong senses of national belonging, yet they 

contribute to - rather than detract from - the grounded reality that multiple belongings enable 

デヴ;ﾐゲﾐ;デｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾏｷｪヴ;ﾐデゲ デﾗ aWWﾉ ; IWヴデ;ｷﾐ けIﾗﾏaﾗヴデげ ふNﾗHﾉW ヲヰヰヵぶ ﾗa ﾉｷ┗ｷﾐｪ ｷﾐ Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐく Tｴｷs in turn leads 

デﾗ ┘ｴ;デ GｷSSWﾐゲ ふヱΓΓヰぶ I;ﾉﾉゲ けﾗﾐデﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ ゲWI┌ヴｷデ┞げ ﾗヴ ;ﾐ WﾏWヴｪｷﾐｪ デヴ┌ゲデ ;ﾐS ｷﾐデWｪヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ｷﾐ ﾗﾐWげゲ 

surroundings and communities; something the British Government is surely working towards as an 

end-game. 
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