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spective, has in the meantime become the target of critiques. It has been positive-
ly assessed particularly for the fact that it articulated comprehensibly and clearly
a trend appearing already from the end of the 20th century not to limit the in-
terpretation of data by state borders, but to seek wider supranational and super-
regional contexts given that today also individuals and groups of people are not 
limited by national economies and culture. On the other hand, negatives were per-
ceived in that labelling the study of social phenomena with the mark of meth-
odological nationalism still does not bring a positive methodological foundation. 
& e peer-reviewed publication by Nina Glick Schiller and & omas Faist there-
fore attempted to go further and fi nd another more precise or operationalised 
methodological foundation, particularly in relation to development or to social 
changes which lead to a weakening of the role of state borders. Among the aims of 
the individual texts, in the publication can also be identifi ed an intention to con-
nect knowledge on global development with that of migration studies. From the 
publication that emerged, it is possible to deduce the following explanatory logic: 
whereas the concept of push-pull or the neo-classical theory of migration inves-
tigate migrations predominantly as a one-sided movement from the source to the 
target country, the migration theory of the global system, or the theory of migra-
tion systems, focuses more sharply on the bidirectionality of migration and on the 
permanent mutual connection of the source and target countries by migration ac-
tors with state borders continuing to be a key element. & e concept of transnation-
alism pushes the state border to the background and it concentrates on the groups 
of peoples who bridge state borders. & e concept of the critique of methodological 
nationalism in this context endeavours to accentuate that in a global world with 
a neo-liberal economy states with their borders are only one of many actors and 
their signifi cance is decreasing. To focus on the migration issue as on the move-
ment from state to state can therefore provide misleading data and a number of 
simplifi cations. 

In the publication under review, Nina Glick Schiller proceeds from the prac-
tice of remittances. Migration divides families by state borders, but remittances 
maintain the involved families as an interconnected economic system regardless 
of state borders. & ese families utilise mediating entrepreneurial entities for mu-
tual contact, entities whose activity again is not limited by state borders and the 
study of which, just like the study of family economies, requires the permanent 
transcending of it. Methodological nationalism as conceptualised by Nina Glick 
Schiller stands in opposition to transnationalism and from the perspective of con-
temporary communication and migration practice is unsustainable. Nina Glick 
Schiller does not understand her approach only as a methodological doctrine, but 
also as a dispute with ideological practice. She states: ‘Methodological national-
ism is an ideological orientation that approaches the study of social and histori-
cal processes as if they were contained within the borders of individual national 
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& is already twice reprinted publication arouses a good deal of interest and is 
becoming a frequently cited work. Attention is drawn to the book inter alia by the 
concept of the rejection of so-called methodological nationalism, which in con-
nection with the name of Nina Glick Schiller has gradually become a standard re-
search instrument particularly in the area of migration research and the integra-
tion of migration groups. In 2003, methodological nationalism was thoroughly 
analysed by Andreas Wimmer and Nina Glick Schiller in the text “Methodologi-
cal Nationalism, the Social Sciences, and Study of Migration: An Essay in Histori-
cal Epistemology,” issued by International Migration Studies (37/2003, 3: 576-610) 
where the authors write that: “Methodological nationalism is the naturalization of 
the nation-state by the social sciences.” & e concept of the rejection of methodo-
logical nationalism, which appeared to off er a hope of an eff ective bridging of state 
borders in the investigation of migration events in a thoroughly transnational per-
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lace, and that the employment of immigrants in target countries, particularly in 
times of unemployment and a lack of job vacancies, is a certain form of develop-
mental aid. & e text by Raúl Delgado Wise and Humberto Márquez Covarrubias, 
entitled Understanding the Relationship between Migration and Development: To-
ward a New * eoretical Approach, hence lays out a signifi cant question of how to 
study and interpret the fl ow of remittances, what is happening with these transfers 
of money? & e authors then more generally ask what the relation is between mi-
gration and current development. & e theoretical and methodological approaches 
which they take into account build on the placing of migration and development 
into wider contexts. & ey consider a multispatial environment which is intercon-
nected through broader than merely migrational ties. In their text, they problem-
atise the idea of development and integration itself. In the study, they connect
a wide range of elements with which social scientists have already dealt in various 
forms but rather on a separate basis. 

& e author of the fi nal study is Binod Khadria, a professor of economics, who 
has called his article Adversary Analysis and the Quest for Global Development: Op-
timizing the Dynamic Confl ict of Interest in Transnational Migration. He proceeds 
predominantly from the Indian experience. In his article, India is conceptualised 
as a source country and a country of the north, as a target area. & e text is based 
on argumentation that is used relatively frequently: better qualifi ed elements of 
the workforce leave for countries of the north and do not return to India and In-
dia is made poorer by the loss of human capital than if they enriched the Indian 
milieu with their migrational activities. & e assumption that remittances do not 
balance out the value of the departing workforce can be understood on the basis 
of this consideration. 

& e publication is indisputably inspirational in its methodology and infl uences 
thinking on migration studies and on the relation of migration and development. 
It is another step towards the conceptualisation of migrational processes, but it al-
so has its limits. In and of itself, it has a minimum of empirical data and the ide-
as and thoughts themselves that are contained in the publication remain without 
empirical verifi cation, existing only on the level of methodological initiatives. & e 
authors also work with a number of their conclusions only inconsistently. & ey 
continue to speak here mainly about states and nations, despite that fact that in 
the spirit of the denial of methodological nationalism their role should be rath-
er sidelined. Do ‘countries’ really become rich from migrations to the north? Is it 
not rather individuals, companies or corporations who benefi t? What does it mean 
for the citizens of receiving countries that the ‘country’ becomes wealthy from mi-
gration? Can we conclude when looking at the latest state of development that an 
indebted Europe has become rich out of the last migration waves and that it rep-
resents a kind of rich north? And who became poorer in the south? States, cities, 
families, individuals and, if individuals, then which individuals? And who, on the 

states.’ (p. 28). Her introductory text is on the borderline between a scientifi c essay 
and a manifesto led by a conviction in the overall positive infl uence of migration 
on the development of contemporary Europe and the opinion that the infl uence 
of state borders is given a greater role in the research of current social phenome-
na than they actually have. 

Whereas the introductory text by Nina Glick Schiller A Global Perspective on 
Migration and Development is on the border between a scientifi c essay and a man-
ifesto, the text by & omas Faist Transnationalization and Development: Toward an 
Alternative Agenda has a broad theoretical methodological dimension and in its 
organisation is reminiscent in many ways of the introductory section to the book 
by George Marcus Ethnography through * ick and * in (1998). Also here, method-
ological priorities and limits are examined and alternative approaches are off ered.

In the third chapter of the book Politicizing the Transnational: On Implications 
for Migrants, Refugees, and Scholarship, written by Riina Isotalo, we fi nd a deep-
er historical dimension than in the fi rst two texts. & e chapter works with pre-
cise defi nitions and o| en returns to the historical development of the terms and 
their meanings that are used elsewhere in the publication. & e reader with lesser 
knowledge of  the given issue might read this fi rst. Whereas the chapter by & o-
mas Faist joins the theme of transnationalism and methodological nationalism 
with the question of changes in society, Riina Isolato confronts theory with politi-
cal practice. She notices, inter alia, the politicisation of the transnational paradigm 
in connection with security and restrictive anti-migration measures. 

& e authors of the individual texts clearly belong to the research wing that per-
ceives contemporary migrations rather as a positive phenomenon, and sees the 
restrictive migration measures of states as disputable and the protection of the 
domestic labour force, market and culture rather as an illogical phenomenon. 
& e borders of national states in their conceptualisation become something of 
an anachronism, but at the same time the idea of the state and borders still have 
a signifi cant place in their argumentation. For instance, it is clear in the frequent-
ly repeated consideration that in the current north – south migration  it is prima-
rily the target states that are growing richer, whereas the source countries with in-
creased contemporary migration caused by globalisation trends rather become 
gradually poorer. & is opinion, which is long-term in the social sciences and is of-
ten in confl ict with the convictions of the public administration and politicians 
of the target countries, as well as a large part of the citizens of the ‘rich’ north, is 
complicated to prove with empirical data, just like the opposite opinion. A signifi -
cant argument against the claim of pro-migration social scientists is precisely the 
growing importance of remittances at the beginning of the 21st century, which 
in the middle of the fi rst decade of the 21st century were estimated at 200 milli-
ard dollars a year (p. 143 of the reviewed publication). A logical argument is that 
these means must be a fi nancial boost for the source countries and their popu-
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other hand, became rich in the south? And did they really become poorer or rich-
er thanks to migration, or are the considerations of the causal chains of migra-
tions and development leading in the wrong direction? Particularly, the upheavals 
of the last few years have brought new questions. & e concept of methodological 
nationalism and the study of migration in the context of developmental changes 
might in a neo-liberal world be a still more interesting challenge than three years 
ago when the fi rst edition of the reviewed book came out, to be followed by a re-
print on 2012. & is infl uential publication thus becomes an inspiration for a new 
search. 
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