PREFACE

In a context of growing concern about the disruption of social cohesion in
European cities, the debate on the future of integration models and various national and
local integration strategies has earned particular attention both in academic and political
terms. The policy discourse on the issue, as well as scholars themselves, tend to focus on
countries’ comparison of modes of integration, emphasizing their differences in relation
to social outcome.

Meanwhile, adding the transnational perspective has contributed to redefining
migrants’ cognitive geographies and their pathways of integration and patterns of
transnational mobility. The concept of transnationalism is widely used to depict the
socio-economic formation spanning national borders, which involve simultancous
overlapping affiliations of persons to geographically separate polities (Bauodck 2002,
p. 5).

Exactly because of this, the transnational mobility of immigrants is clearly placed
in the framework of the integration discourse, where national integration policies as
well as citizenship regimes are considered as systemic opportunity structures that may
encourage, discourage, or shape the degrees and types of immigrants’ economic, political
and social-cultural involvement in transnational activities. While transnationalism has
contributed to redefining the concept of integration as a three-way process, it has hardly
considered its effects on migrants’ integration and vice versa. Similarly, the literature
on migrant integration has paid little attention to the theoretical developments and inter-
relations in these two fields.

This study seeks to bridge these areas by exploring the interrelated processes of
integration and transnational practises of Albanian migrants, and by measuring outcomes.
The specific aim is to identify the patterns of interaction under specific context-bound
national and local conditions, and see how they shape the dynamics of the migration
trajectory and mobility of Albanian migration in Austria and Greece. It is going to do so
by applying a comparative cross-national and cross-local perspective, focusing on two
(receiving) countries that represent different migration and integration regimes: Austria
and Greece, particularly in two local metropolitan areas: Vienna and Athens.

The analytical approach is based on the argument that these complex processes
take place within migration systems that connect countries and regions. The migration
systems approach is mainly adopted as an analytical framework for the empirical
research in Austria and Greece as well as a typological paradigm of the EU — Western
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Balkans migration system. Disregarding the approach that considers migration as linear,
unidirectional, push and pull, cause-effect movements, migration is here much rather
understood as transnational, inter-connected, complex and self-modifying systems in
which the effect of changes in one part can be traced through the entire system (Faist
2010).

The study distinguishes between two different migration and integration policy
regimes within the European Union (EU), namely those of Austria and Greece. Austria
is part of the North-Western European regime, which evolved from guest-worker
policies to national integration policies that recognize migrants as permanent citizens
and, more recently, to policies that promote migrants’ cultural integration. In this regard,
Vienna is characterized as a promoter in terms of designing and implementing pro-active
integration policies, taking advantage of its dual role as the capital of the country and
as a single province under the federal system of government in Austria. Greece, on the
other hand, is considered as a part of the Southern European migration and integration
regime, characterized mainly by labour participation with a much lesser degree of welfare
provision. The particular features of the Greek case are associated with the position of
Athens within the wider national space. As a Southern European metropolis, the urban
complex of Athens dominates in the system of Greek cities, both in demographic terms
and in terms of socio-economic activities. These features in combination with the lack of
a social welfare system leave greater space for the role of family and informal networks
at local level. Despite the presence of a large number of migrants (compared to other
urban areas), there are no tailor-made local policies focusing on integration at the local
level, which is mostly attributed to the centralized system of government.

Given the differences between Austria and Greece (Vienna and Athens) in
governance at national and local levels, by looking at integration processes the study
wishes to shed more light on the ways in which particular migrant culture and migratory
history on the one hand, and general public institutions and migration policies on the
other, shape integration outcomes. Comparing between different countries enables us
to understand not only local and regional policy responses, but also the relationship
between the national, regional, and local levels within the same migration system.
Most importantly, adopting cross-national and cross-local comparisons that examine
the same migrant group in different national and local contexts is deemed to be useful
in assessing the role of contextual factors (e.g., citizenship regimes and integration
policies), adding further explanatory tools for conceptualizing differences in migrants’
integration outcomes.

The study is a comprehensive synthesis of the author’s research work on Albanian
migration in Austria and Greece. It has two specific objectives. First, building on in-depth
fieldwork in Athens and Vienna, it provides rich empirical insights into the Albanian
experience of integration and transnational mobility, and frames it in the Austrian and
Greek national and local contexts. Second, considering the limited pool of knowledge
around the interaction between different forms of settlement (integration) and mobility
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(transnationality) both in a time of crisis (Greece) and in a time of economic stability
(Austria), it addresses issues relevant to theorizing and policy-making. It furthermore
aims to explain the interconnection and complexities of migrants’ livelihood and
mobility strategies. It promises to bring new understanding into one of the most repre-
sentative cases (in terms of statistics and migration patterns) in the EU-Western Balkans
migration system that could have a significant added value for advancing knowledge on
the subject.

Furthermore, comparing Albanian migration in Austria and Greece represents a
specific, interesting case study for the following reasons:

(a) Historical, political, economic, and cultural ties exist for both destination
countries with Albania and Albanians (Austro-Hungarian Empire vis-a-vis
Ottoman Empire).

(b) In both destination countries, the largest migrant communities (third-country
nationals) are from countries of the Western Balkans (Albanians in Greece;
Serbs and Bosnians in Austria), qualifying our case study as representative in
the context of the EU-Western Balkans migration system.

(c) It compares the migration trajectory of the same migrant group in two different
national and local contexts representing different governance models: a federal
system (Austria) versus a centralized system (Greece).

(d) It is the first study of Albanian migration that will address the dynamic inter-
action between integration and transnationalism and compare their outcome in
two sets of countries:

= Greece: a socio-politically and economically unstable country of the southern
EU, recently hit by the economic recession and refugee crisis, with little
experience in managing migration and integration, and sharing common
borders with Albania.

= Austria: an economically and politically stable country with a different
migration and integration legacy, which represents the North-Western
European regime.

= Both countries — Greece and Austria—have a sound presence in the economic
and cultural life of Albania.

(e) Itis the first study that explores the Albanian migration in Austria.

This study is funded by the Austrian Academy of Sciences under the JESH — Joint
Excellence in Science and Humanities — Programme. The host institution, namely the
Institute for Urban and Regional Research (ISR), has played a very significant role
throughout the implementation of this study. In particular, I would like to express my
gratitude to all ISR staff who offered valuable help and support at various stages of
this study. I am especially deeply grateful to DDr. Josef Kohlbacher for supporting me
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during my stay at the ISR in Vienna. I also wish to thank him for his availability and
immense generosity. Naturally, I am grateful to all those who kindly agreed to talk to
me about their experiences of integration and transnationalism during my fieldwork in
Vienna and Athens.



