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The "World System" perspective of Wallerstein (1974) and arguments
of other Marxian writers such as Amin (1976) in the Dependency School
have significantly reoriented contemporary theoretical models of
international migration, particularly with respect to labour flows between
underdeveloped and developed nations. Migration theories based on the
world System view sparked a wave of new macro-structural analyses of the
global expansion of capitalism, the internationalization of markets, thé
spread of multi-national firms, and the multiple effects of trends in the
transfer of capital, technology and profits on migration between nations
(e.g., Petras, 1981; Portes, 1979, 1983; Sassen-Koob, 1983). These studies
conclude that system consequences for employment and income in migrant
sending and receiving nations are multiple and interconnected. Peasant
farmers In developing countries are displaced by international export
oriented agriculture (mechanized monoculture), while seasonal jobs open up
for them as farm labourers and less skilled service workers in developed
nations. Manufacturing Jobs are “exported” from developed countries to
newly industrializing nations where wages are low (and often kept low by
authoritarian governments), while skilled managerial, scientific and
administrative jobs are retained In the wealthy nations where, due to high
minimum wages and extensive welfare systems, “"underground” empioyment
opportunities arise to stimulate undocumented (illegal) international
migration.

The World System perspective also sparked numerous micro-level
analyses of household and family migration (e.g., Massy and Garcia Espana,
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1987; Pessar, 1982; Soto, 1987; Turner and Simmons, 1987). These studies
point to the emergence of the "trans-national” family as part of “survival”
and “mobility” strategies, in which Third Worid households adapt to
declining economic opportunity by inserting one or more members on either
a temporary or permanent basis abroad in a First World sector of relative
greater opportunity.

While the World System approach has energized and reoriented
international migration research, it has also been strongly criticized as
being unidimensional and incomplete. It is fundamentally an economic model.
Major cultural and political forces affecting international migration are not
incorporated. As Zolberg (1981:4) has noted, large numbers of people want
to leave their home country, but are completely blocked by national policies
and laws restricting migrant exit and/or entry. Such restrictive laws can
not be viewed as simply responding to economic forces and economic self-
interest; political alliances and cultural links are often major underlying
determinants of migrant entry and exit rules. Other social and political
variables, such as ethnic and racial conflict and related political struggles
and violence, which are evidently key determinants of major international
migration flows are also neglected in Wallerstein’s model.

We are now at a stage where a new generation of system models of

%lnternaﬂonal migration is required. The new generation models should
retain the strong features of the existing Worlid System approach, yet they
must necessarily incorporate social, cultural, ideological forces which also
drive international migration policies and patterns. Moreover, the non-
economic forces which affect international population movements must not be
viewed simply as minor disturbances to be incorporated into a largely self-
sufficient economic framework. Rather, the non-economic forces should be
viewed as signficant in their own right and aé capable of explaining major

patterns in international migration. :
* The present paper is concerned primarily with research design and =<

measurement issues related to new international migration system models.
The methodological issues must, of course, be set in the context of
conceptual challenges emerging from previous models and research. Part
one of the paper briefly reviews the major challenges for second generation
world systems models. Part two outlines major elements of a particular new
model: the World System-Linkages model. Part three discusses research




design and operational features of the World System-Linkages approach. A
final section provides findings from an illustrative study of emigration from
66 countries around the world to Canada.

Challenges

(a) There is a need to conceptualize multiple-spheres of linkage
between countries. As noted, the narrow focus on productive organization
in recent studies inspired by Dependency and World Systems perspectives
has led to a relative lack of attention to cultural, ideological, humanitarian
and other spheres of linkage which are very important for explaining
certain kinds of international migration (such as refugee and sponsored kin
flows). There is, for example, a general awareness in the research
literature that cyltural links (through common language, religion, etc.),
humanitarian and ideological links (through foreign aid and refugee
settlement policies, etc.) and geo-palitical links (through military alliances,
trade pacts, etc.) between nations may each have a strong influence on
international migration, and vice versa. However, we know relatively little
about the Influence of these non-economic linkages; the few quantitative
studies carried out to date (e.g., Jasso and Rosensweig, 1986; Diaz-Brigquets,
1985; Simmons and Guengant, 1987) provide strong support for various non-
economic links (and, of course, for economic links as well).

(b) Major_social_actors, power blocs and. interest groups. which
determine national policles with_respect to Immigration.and emigration must
be .incorpaorated_in_new models, Various social actors (individuals,
organizations, and state institutions) promote or resist particular kinds of

international migration flows. These indilviduals and interest groups have

been conceptualized too narrowly--often simply as employers lobbying for
“cheap” labour Iimports in conflict with labour unions fighting such
proposals--in studies which emphasize productive organization. Such an
analysis, while clearly useful for major features of national policy in
receiving countries, leaves out a wide range of other important political
actors. Ethnic communities In receiving countries also lobby for admission
of kin from their "home"” country. Humanitarian coalitions, cutting across
social classes, struggle to ensure that refugees are admitted. Family,
community and national political leaders In sending countries may hold



values which favour or disfavour emigration, and their views may reflect

primarily national, religious or ethnic sentiment.

As the preceding points indicate and other critics argue (Brenner,
1977; Skocpol, 1977) there are good general arguments for rejecting the
narrowly materialistic and market-mechanism focus of the World System
model as proposed by Wallerstein (1974). Folilowing the spirit of "post-
structuralist” thinking in the social sciences, we may note that all
individuals and societies face both "production problems" (the generation of
food, shelter, etc.) and “"existential problems” (developing identity, purpose,
values, sense of meaning, etc.). These two broad spheres of problems lead,
of course, to interdependent solutions. The common assumption of Marxian
models that cultural and ideological currents are manipulated by dominant
social classes (as part of their broader effort to maintain hegemonic order)
Is a powerful analytic perspective, but when carried to an extreme it tends
to ignore an equally important perspective: major cultural and ideological
forces also operate in many respects independently of economic interests;
in fact, such forces are often mobilized as resistance to “undesirable” (from
the perspective of those affected) social outcomes of the productive system.

The preceding criticism of market and production-oriented systems
models is particularly pertinent to analyzing international migration. If the
focus on markets and productive organization were sufficient to explain
migration, then one would assume that research on Third worid - First
World migration could be reduced entirely to analysis of economic pushes
and pulls arising from the unequal distribution of income, employment and
social services between the “core” and the “periphery” in an international
capitalist system where Iinvestors and multi-national firms seek to maximize
economic return by seeking to lower production costs (by mech&nizlng or
using less expensive labour) while other interest groups (leaders of poor
countries, labour in general) seek with less success to control such
investment and re-deploy productive capacity in their favour. Yet such an
approach is not sufficient; the World System approach must be modified and
extended to take into account other facts and trends, such as the following:

(1) Contemporary International migration from the Third World to more
developed nations is composed only In part of workers as such. A large
portion of those admitted to major receiving nations such as Australla,




Canada and the USA are not workers (or investors--another desirable
immigrant from the perspective of the capitalist Interests in the “core”
countries). Rather, the majority is composed of refugees (those favoured for
political and/or humanitarian reasons) and sponsored kin (parents, siblings,
children) of previous migrants. Refugees and kin are admitted for political
and humanitarian reasons, not for economic reasons (even though they may
bring economic benefits over the longer term). Refugee flows are a large
and rising portion of all international movement, especially between Third
World nations.

(2) Cultural forces can have a profound impact on international
mjgration; moreover, these forces do not operate in any simple subordination
to capitalist interests. Many “core" countries in Europe do not currently
admit many immigrants, even through many employers in these countries
would favour having access to "cheap" immigrant labour; Japan has a long
history of resistance to receiving “foreigners.” The "frontler” countries
(Australia, Canada, the USA) are In contrast still open to significant
immigration, including that from the Third Worid. These large differences
In immigration policy between "core" capitalist nations can be explained by
historically conditioned cultural patterns, particularly the multi-ethnic
nature of the frontier countries and their openness to immigration from
culturally diverse nations, as opposed to the more homogeneous "national
race” found in European countries and even more so in Japan. Conversely,
Third World migrants do not simply migrate to any foreign destination:
migrants appear to go to places where they feel “welcome” not only because
they can gain legal entry but also because the message from their ethnic
kin abroad is encouraging. Last but not least, immigration policies in major
receiving countries usually favour applicants with certain cultural attributes
(e.g.,language skills) and permit residents to sponsor kin from abroad; these
policles reflect political pressure from cultural, linguistic and national
groups to favour the entry of others In their "community.”

Modeling World System=Linkages

The preceding observations on the need to conceptualize population
movement between countries as the outcome of social action in various
spheres of international linkage gives rise to a second generation world
system model. This model, called the World System-Linkages framework, Is




specifically tailored to understanding diverse linkages--productive,
ideological, and cultural, etc.--associated (as both causes and consequences)
with international migration patterns. In this model, distinct linkages are
identified by the intersection of particular spheres of concern with a given
category of social (or political) actor. The provisional list of spheres of
concern (which may be expanded) includes: productive organization; culturai
affinity; international humanitarian values and geo-political bonds. Social
actors are conceptualized to include various categories, such as: family
members, ethnic/religious community leaders, sectoral leaders (labour,
industry, agriculture), and state officials/national political leaders.

The matrix of linkages formed by the Interaction of these spheres of
concern and kinds of social actors Is shown in Chart 1. This is a complex,
Interconnected structure. Each linkage “cell” in the matrix is a locus of
pressure or concern which seeks to influence action in other cells, both at
home and abroad. Dynamic features of the model may be noted briefly as
follows:

INSERT CHART 1 ABOUT HERE

At a micro-level, international productive linkages are of course of
particular concern to family members/kin as they work out “household
survival strategies”, some of which involve the maintenance of "trans-
national families.” At a macro-ievel, these linkages are also of keen
interest to sectoral leaders (union leaders fearing that jobs will be exported
abroad; investors seeking to lower production costs) and to national leaders
(concerned with the political spin off of job-loss, balance of payments, and
other outcomes of the re-deployment of productive resources across
countries. Local ethnic and other community leaders may also become
involved, Insofar as these concerns percolate through to their sphere of
interest. -

International cultural linkages will be of concern to various levels of
actors as well. Family members are implicitly concerned with national
policies In receiving countries which affect the eligibility of their kin to
join them; those who have emigrated abroad are often interested In
organizing cultural activities and building minority ethnic and linguistic
communities in their new country which will both make them feel more "at
home" and attract other relatives and kin. Ethnic community leaders in
receiving countries emerge out of this process and as a result are centrally



concerned with international cultural linkages and policies affecting them.
Immigrant and ethnic/religious community members and leaders put pressure
on state officials to sponsor programs and pursue policies in their interest.

Humanitarian linkages also operate at all levels. Immigrant family
members and community leaders in a developed nation, concerned about
earthquakes or agricultural disasters at home or simply about an ill or
aging relative, may seek to send help directly or may seek to sponsor the
emigration of kin. Church and other institutions with international
humanitarian concerns may seek to sponsor refugees directly; they will also
put pressure on national leaders to develop policies to respond by
developing state programs to admit and support refugees.

An important feature of this model is that it involves not only migrant
preferences (motivation and views of place-utility) but also the preferences
of community leaders and political actors who may favour or disfavour
particular kinds of movement. Since state policies are ultimately so
Important in international migration systems, it may be useful to comment
briefly on dynamics at this level. Senior state officials and political leaders
may be viewed as "power brokers" who favour policies that benefit their
major constituency while at the same time accommodating a broad enough
range of interests to stay Iin office. With respect to immigration/emigration
policy, state officials and leaders will tend to generate regulations and
criteria which respond to these constraints. A common outcome in
developed natlons such as Australia, Canada and the USA Is a policy matrix
which speaks to employers within their favoured sphere (through rules on
the entry of long-term and temporary workers), ethnic communities and
families within their favored sphere (through rules on family sponsorship,
etc.) and to humanitarian groups and geo-political interest groups within
the sphere which concerns them most (through regulations governing the
admission of refugees fleeing "hostile" regimes, etc.).

The multiple-linkage system is replete with "feed-back" loops in which
causes and consequences of system dynamics are closely intertwined. For
example, international migration at a given point in time is viewed as
determined by previous system linkages, yet the migration flow will shape
emerging cultural linkages, national value systems, employment and economic
growth in sending and receiving countries and thereby influence future
flows.



