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ABOUT SOME APPROACHES OF THE MIGRATORY POLITICS
OF THE STATES IN INTERNATIONAL LAW

Abstract. Presently migration became one their factors of all global problems standing before humanity.
Development of the world system requires the change of prioritics and going near understanding of migration, to
migratory politics of the states, assisting an achievement and maintenance of balance of interests of international
subjects participating in adjusting of migratory processes. In itself migration is the same phenomenon, as well as
right for the states to regulate the movements of persons through the borders of the states and carry out border
control. Migration through the borders of the states is an international problem, as the not alone state participates in
this process. On this basis, international migration is regulated by both international and national norms. Coming
forward in the past mainly in the forms of nomads, soldiery and colonization migrations, international migration of
population with development of the system of economic relations between the states purchased new lines. There was
a necessity for the enormous moving of people. Millions of people abandoned native edges and directed in other
countries in search of material sufficiency and releasing from inequality. Strengthening of tendency to the increase of
migratory processes in the modern world, the necessity of international-legal permission and adjusting of different
forms of migration of population affects expansion of international cooperation of the states in this sphere.

Key words: migration, politics, international law, repatriation, migratory processes, institutional mechanisms,
convention mechanisms, international obligations, freedom of movement, foreign citizens.

Academic and policy debates on migration and refugee “crises” across the world have yet to engage
fully with the importance of cross border population mobility for states” diplomatic strategies. This article
sets forth the concept of “migration diplomacy™ as an object of analysis for academics and practitioners
alike, distinguishing it from other forms of migration-related policies and practices. It draws on realist
approaches in international relations to identify how the interests and power of state actors are affected by
their position in migration systems, namely the extent to which they are migration-sending, migration-
receiving, or transit states. The article then discusses how migration issues connect with other areas of
state interest and diplomacy, including security interests, economic interests and issues of identity, soft
power, and public diplomacy. Finally, the article suggests the utility of applying a rationalist framework
based on states' interests in absolute versus relative gains as a means of examining the bargaining
strategies used by states in instances of migration diplomacy [1, P.82].

We do so by first discussing the concept of migration diplomacy and its scope conditions,
distinguishing it from other forms of migration-related research, such as research on citizenship,
integration, or diasporas. Second, drawing heavily on realist approaches in international relations, we
outline how the interests and power of state actors are affected by their position in migration systems
according to whether they are migration-sending, migration-receiving, or transit states. Third, we discuss
how migration issues connect with other arcas of state interest and diplomacy, including security interests,
economic interests and issues of identity, soft power, and public diplomacy. Finally, we suggest the utility
of applying a rationalist framework based on state interests in absolute versus relative gains as a means of
examining the bargaining strategies used by states in instances of migration diplomacy, before concluding
with some thoughts regarding areas for further research.
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Just as states engage with one another in areas relating to war and peace, trade, economics, culture,
the environment, and human rights, migration is increasingly an important arca of states” bilateral and
multilateral diplomatic relations. Despite a growing range of work on the complex facets of modern
diplomacy, migration has yet to feature in such analyses, even though it is prevalent in practitioners
strategies. Examples include intergovernmental agreements that aim to encourage, or limit-migratory
flows; the extension of preferential treatment to certain foreign nationals; the creation of guest-worker or
other temporary labor migration schemes; the expulsion or threat of expulsion of foreign nationals; and so
on. This is not to say that there is an absence of work on the interplay between foreign policy and
population mobility [2].

This article builds on this work and suggests the utility of the term migration diplomacy to describe
states’ use of diplomatic tools, processes, and procedures to manage cross-border population mobility. It is
important to delineate the scope of migration diplomacy and to be clear about what it includes, but also
what it excludes.

Not all attempts to manage migratory flows constitute migration diplomacy, nor should the whole
gamut of issues related to migration and migrants” affairs fall under the scope of migration diplomacy. In
addition, it should be noted that any state's ability to effectively use diplomatic tools and processes in
relation to migration processes will be dependent on other factors, such as its overall power and available
resources.

Three main scope conditions apply to our definition. Firstly, migration diplomacy refers to state
actions and investigates how cross-border population mobility is linked to state diplomatic aimsas such, it
does not investigate the internal workings of international organizations, the media, or social actors, such
as nongovernmental organizations, although it is possible to apply the framework to state-like
international actors.

State’s migration diplomacy is not synonymous with its overall migration policy-migration policies
may range from completely restrictive to allowing free migration, but these are only relevant when states
include them as part of their foreign relations and diplomacy. For example, standard elements of migration
policy such as the issuing of visas, the control of borders, or a state’s refugee and asylum policy are not in
and of themselves elements of migration diplomacy. Diplomacy is often about negotiation, and migration
diplomacy centers on how states employ cross-border population mobility management in their
international relations, or how they use diplomatic means to obtain goals relating to migration. In other
words, migration diplomacy can include both the strategic use of migration flows as a means to obtain
other aims or the use of diplomatic methods to achieve goals related to migration [3].

Finally, migration diplomacy highlights the importance of the management of cross-border mobility
as an international issue, thus, it needs to be analytically disassociated from a wealth of migration matters
that, however political, do not have a direct impact upon interstate relations; internal displacement, the
regulation of immigrants’ citizenship status or access to rights, tariff rules determining which goods
migrants are able to transport, diaspora politics, and the welfare of refugees are only relevant to migration
diplomacy insofar as they impact on interstate interactions.

For instance, a state may in some cases institutionalize diaspora engagement policies, such as
preferential investment conditions for diaspora members- largely for reasons of promoting domestic
economic development. Internal displacement is a major global migration issue, with millions displaced
annually due to conflict, violence, and natural disasters, yet it may often be wholly unrelated to issues of
interstate diplomacy [4, P.260].

Migration diplomacy functions similarly to traditional diplomacy in that it is shaped by the interests
of and existing power relationship between states. Just as important as military and economic indicators of
a state’s power and interests, however, is its position in the web of global migration flows. A migration
diplomacy framework conceptualizes states as deriving their interests and bargaining position vis-a-vis
other states based in part on whether they are migration-receiving, migration-sending, or transit states—in
other words, whether their main concerns are with respect to immigration, emigration, or transit migration.

These, it should be clarified, are ideal types and a state may simultancously hold the position of
migration-receiving state in some bilateral relationships while holding the position of sending or transit
state in others.Receiving states, as a type, are primarily concerned about the dynamics of immigration and
typically manage inflows of people.
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Beyond receiving states and immigration diplomacy, sending states constitute a second group of
actors that engage in migration diplomacy. These states are primarily concerned with the dynamics
of emigration, or the outflow of people. Emigration diplomacy can be identified in a number of sending
states’ policies, both currently and historically. Emigration diplomacy practices are often identified in
states of the Global South. Finally, transit states are third countries that are neither countries of origin nor
destination. These states are able to engage in transit migration diplomacy usually because of their
geopolitical location as part of a migrant route. States can also engage in migration diplomacy with other
states in order to expel, deport, or transfer individuals or groups citing internal security concerns, as
occurred in some historical cases of population transfers. Many such practices, oftentimes sanctioned by
international organizations or colonial powers, have been accompanied by grave human rights abuses. But
states may equally use forms of migration diplomacy to achieve economic aims [5, P.96].

Migration diplomacy is a multifaceted process, both in terms of the actors involved and the strategies
employed. As highlighted above, the identity of a sending, transit, or receiving state is neither singular nor
static: some states may engage solely in emigration, immigration, or transit migration diplomacy policies,
while others are able to employ multiple policies vis-a-vis a number of different actors at any one time. As
states” interests evolve, or their position within the web of global migration flows changes, they may also
revise their migration diplomacy accordingly, as the above example of changes over time in Turkey’s
strategy toward Europe illustrates.

Migration diplomacy also involves linkages with other areas of states interests, including national and
domestic security concerns, economic interests, and interests in promoting public diplomacy or other
forms of enhancing a state's soft power. In terms of strategies, migration diplomacy can be approached as
a zero-sum game by pursuing relative gains or as a positive-sum game in order to reach mutually
beneficial outcomes [6, P.61].

In this article we have presented a basic framework for thinking about the relationship between cross-
border mobility, state power and interests, and interstate bargaining and diplomacy.

We have proposed a definition of and delineated the scope conditions for what constitutes migration
diplomacy, as well as laying the groundwork for future theorizing and empirical study. As such, the
interests, linkages, and strategies identified here are not meant to be exhaustive but rather illustrative.

Further research is needed to identify the universe of cases that could be characterized as instances of
migration diplomacy and to map out the diverse actors, interests, and processes that are engaged in
pursuing immigration, emigration, and transit migration diplomacy.

In this regard, a key area for future research would be the conditions under which the migration
diplomacy strategics of states are more or less effective. Clearly, a number of factors, including the
differential levels of power and resources available to state actors, are areas that merit further examination.
Finally, an additional set of questions that merits further research concerns the different mechanisms at
play in instances of migration diplomacy. How applicable is a two-level game theory approach, for
instance, in understanding international agreements on migration flows, and to what extent do sending,
transit, and receiving states differ with regard to the mechanisms they use? Under what conditions are
states most likely to achieve their aims? And what are the determining factors that lead to zero-sum versus
positive-sum approaches to interstate bargaining on migration issues? These are all important questions
not just for theory, but also for formulating policies to address the migration issues that are increasingly at
the forefront of the international political agenda.

The concept of migration diplomacy serves to highlight the multiple effects of cross-border
population mobility, not merely on numerous aspects of domestic politics but also on states” international
relations. There is a well-developed literature in political science and sociology on the domestic impacts of
migration on states and on the evolution of state migration control and migrant integration policies. Yet,
there is less understanding of the relationship between cross-border flows of people and the national
interests and diplomatic strategies of states [7, P.49]. Given the likelihood that migration will only
increase in its importance to states and their policymakers in the next decades, there is plenty of room for
further research on the international politics of global migration and mobility.

Before setting out a model of migration, it is useful to briefly distinguish between the sorts of
explanations most often invoked. Scholars divide theories of international migration into three main types,
which are not mutually exclusive. Macro theories emphasize the structural, objective conditions which act
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as “push” and “pull” factors for migration. In the case of economic migration, push factors would typically
include economic conditions such as unemployment, low salaries or low per capita income relative to the
country of destination. Pull factors would include migration legislation and the labor market situation in
receiving countries. Involuntary displacement would be explained through factors such as state repression
or fear of generalized violence or civil war.

In the case of forced displacement, macro factors are more dominant than meso ones. Analyses of
refugee producing situations have found, not surprisingly, that levels of displacement usually correspond
to the level of violence in the country of origin. However, it is difficult for external actors to intervene to
address these proximate causes of displacement once state repression or violent conflict is occurring. It
therefore makes sense to look at the root causes, or underlying conditions which make escalation to
violence or extreme acts of state repression more likely. What follows is a very general account of the
causal dynamics that often lead to violent conflict and state repression, which in turn trigger large-scale
forced displacement. The account is kept general so that it can “fit” most major refugee producing
situations. Clearly, each particular case needs a far more detailed and nuanced explanation. This scheme is
therefore intended as a basis for categorizing levels and types of policy response, rather than a stand-alone
explanation for any given conflict.

Migration is more likely to occur between countries within a migration system, comprising relatively
close trade, historical, cultural, and linguistic or other links. Such links are often established with middle
income countries with proximity to receiving countries, who are important trade partners or recipients of
foreign direct investment, such as the countries of Central Europe and the EU, or Central America and the
US. Altematively, they may stem from a previous bilateral agreement for recruiting migrant labor, as in
the case of 1950s and 1960s “guest worker” schemes between a number of European states and countries
in southern Europe, Turkey and North Africa.

Economic opportunities in destination countries are also of crucial importance in influencing
decisions to migrate and the direction of flows. Thus in addition to macro push factors and migration
systems, there are a number of significant “pull” factors in receiving countries.

Such chain migration may continue despite legislation in receiving countries designed to restrict
immigration. However, even this phenomenon of self-sustaining migration will decrease in due course. At
some point a change in macro conditions will lead to a decline in the attractiveness of migration. There is
no convincing general theory as to when this point is reached.

More generally, emigration is likely to decrease when industrial development produces expanded
employment opportunities for potential emigrants and returning migrants. Under these conditions, there is
also likely to be a demand for additional low-skilled labor, generating immigration from other countries.
Thus in the former emigration countries of Southern Europe, and more recently in some Central European
countries, a decline in emigration has been accompanied by an increase in immigration flows.

In all cases, the costs, risks and feasibility of illegal entry or overstay and irregular employment will
be substantially affected by migration control mechanisms, especially in countries of destination. Border
checks, internal controls on residents and employer sanctions obviously make immigration and irregular
stay more difficult. Thus restrictive legislation and its enforcement through policing, border controls and
sanctions can limit these enabling conditions for migration.

The migration hump also suggests the need to target development aid at job creation in industries and
regions particularly disrupted by economic restructuring. In this context, it may be useful to compile a list
of possible indicators of situations where such economic restructuring may induce migration [5, P.97].

As discussed above, economic restructuring can initially contribute to migration pressures, especially
in the absence of internal reform or external development assistance to mitigate the disruptive impact of
transition. Hence the need for well-targeted development to help offset these negative impacts. However,
such measures will be unable to completely offset migratory pressures. This implies the need to accept
some increase in migration in a transition period, with the expectation that development will eventually
reduce migration.

Regarding policies to prevent the causes of voluntary economic migration, we saw that there may be
some conflict between short-termism preventive approaches and longer term development goals. The
migration hump implies that successful development could increase migration pressures in the short to
medium term.
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In the conclusion we would like to stress, that migration diplomacy is a multifaceted process, both in
terms of the actors involved and the strategics employed. As highlighted above, the identity of a sending,
transit, or receiving state is neither singular nor static: some states may engage solely in emigration,
immigration, or transit migration diplomacy policies, while others are able to employ multiple policies vis-
a-vis a number of different actors at any one time. As states’ interests evolve, or their position within the
web of global migration flows changes, they may also revise their migration diplomacy accordingly, as the
above example of changes over time in Turkey’s strategy toward Europe illustrates. Migration diplomacy
also involves linkages with other arcas of states interests, including national and domestic security
concerns, economic interests, and interests in promoting public diplomacy or other forms of enhancing a
state’s soft power. In terms of strategies, migration diplomacy can be approached as a zero-sum game by
pursuing relative gains or as a positive-sum game in order to reach mutually beneficial outcomes.

3.K. AonoBa, /1.0. KycaiibiHoB

XAJIBIKAPAJTBIK KYKBIKTAFbI MEMJIEKETTEP/IH KOILII-KOH
CASICATBIHEIH KEWEBIP KBIPJIAPEL

Annortamust. Kaszipri 3amanma xemnn-KOH IPOIECCTEPl FATaMIABIK MoceeaepaiH 0acThl (pakTOpbHA aHHAIBII
amam3aTThl ©3iHE KOHUIH ayJapTTel. OIEMAIK XYHEHIH e3repyl Kaszipri Kemm-KOH IPOLECCTEpiH TYyCiHyTe aca
MAaHbI3Abl KOHLT ayJapyabl Tajall €Te OTHIPBIN, MEMJICKETTCPIIH KOMNI-KOH CasCaThlH >KYHWENll TYpPAE e3repryni
ATIBIHFBI KaTapra KOsl Ty HEri3iHAC KApaWThIH OO0JICAK, KOIIi-KOH IPOLECCI MEMIICKETTIK KYKBIK HETi3iHIE
azamarTapablH Oip MEMIICKETTEH EKIHIII MEMJICKET IEKAPACHIHAH 6TY MYMKIHIIKTEPIiH >KY3€T¢ aCBIPHII, MECKAPAIBIK
TeKcepicTi perrey. Kemmn-KOH HpOIECCIH JKy3ere achlpy MEMIICKETTEp AapaChIHAAFhl XaNbIKAPalbIK MOCETCre
aftHamaapl, cebedi Oy mponeccTe OipHEmE MEMICKETTEP KaTtbicanbl. Ochriapra OaHIAHBICTHI XANBIKAPAIBIK KOIIi-
KOH XaJIBIKApaJIbIK YKOHC YIITTHIK HOpMAamap McH perreneai. Epre ke3meri kemmeHANK (OpMAcEIHAA, OCKEPH KOHC
KOJIOHH3ATOPJBIK Kemy (opMalapblHAa Ke3aecce, Kaszip XaJbIKTapIbIH XalIbIKAPATBIK KOIIi-KOHBI IKOHOMHKAIBIK
JKYHEHIH JKOHE MEMJICKET apajblK SKOHOMHKAJIBIK KAaTHIHACTAPABIH 63TepyHE OAWIAHBICTHI MYyIneM 0acka Typre ue
60xapl. EHOCK KYIOTEPiHIH KONTEH OPBIH AYBICTHIPY KAXKETTIKTEPI Tyl DKOHOMHKAJBIK TEHCI3AIKTEpACH Oac
TAPTKAH MHIJUTMOHIAFAH amaMaap TYFaH SKCpICpiHCH Oac TapTeim 0acka emacpre kemyre MaxOyp Oommel. Kasipri
3aMAaHJAFBl KOINI-KOH ITPOIICCCTEPIHIH KYIICYl, OHBI XaIbIKAPANBIK KYKBIKTHIK INCIIYTIH PETTEIyi, KOmI-KOH
(hopMamapeIHBIH K60CH01, OCHI OAFBITTAFBl MCMIICKCTTCPAIH XaIBIKAPAIBLIK OAHTAHBICTAPBIHBIH MCKAPACHTH KCHCHTTI.

Tyiiin ce3aepi: Kemi-KOH, CascaT, XaJbIKAPaldblK KYKBIK, PCMATPHALUA, KOII-KOH MPOUCCCTCPi, HHCTH-
TYOHOHAILABI MEXAHU3MIEP, KOHBCHIMOHAIBI MEXAHH3MICP, XaJIbIKAPAIBIK KAYaNKEPIILTK, KO3FAIbIC CPKIHITI,
IICTCITIK a3aMaTTap.
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0 HEKOTOPEIX TOAXO/JJAX MUTPAIINOHHOM MOJUTHAKA TOCYIAPCTB
B MEJKJIYHAPOJHOM IIPABE

Annotamusa.B HacTOSMIIEGE BpEeMS MHTpAITH CTATA OTHHM HX (DAKTOPOB BCEX TIOOATBHBIX MPOOIICM, CTOSIIHX
Tepes YeI0BeUeCTBOM. Paszsuriue MHUpPOBOH CHCTEMBI TPEOyET HM3MEHCHHS IMIPHOPUTETOB U MOJXOJ0B K TIOHHMAHHIO
MHUTPaliid, K MHTPAIMOHHON IOIMTHKE TOCYJAPCTB, CIOCOOCTBYIOIICH MOCTIDKCHHIO M IIOJACP/KAHWIO OamaHca
HHTEPECOB MEKAYHAPOJHBIX CyOBEKTOB, YUACTBYIOIIMX B PETYIMPOBAHMH MHTPANHOHHBIX IporueccoB. Cama 1o
ceOe MHTpanus SBJBIETCA TAKHM JKE SBJICHHEM, KaK M MPABO TOCYJAPCTB PETYIMPOBATH MEPEIBIKCHUS JIAI] Yepe3
TPaHHUIBI TOCYIAPCTB M OCYIIECTBILITH NMOTPAHWYHBIH KOHTPOJb. MUTPAIHs Yepe3 TPAHUIBI TOCYJAPCTB SBISCTCS
MEKIYHAPOJIHOW MPOOICMOH, MOCKOIBKY B 3TOM MPOLECCE YYACTBYET HE OJHO TocymapcTtso. Mcxoas m3 3rtoro,
MEKIYHAPOIHASI MUTPALMS PETYJIHPYETCS KaK MEXIYHAPOJHBIME, TaK M HAIMOHATGHBIMH HOpPMaMH. BwicTymas B
MPOIILIOM TJABHBIM 00pazoM B (JOpMax KOUCBHHYCCTBA, BOCHHBIX M KOJOHHM3AIHOHHBIX NMEPECEICHHH, MEKIyHa-
POIHAST MUTPAIM HACEICHUS C PAa3BUTHEM CHCTEMbI 3KOHOMHYCCKUX OTHONICHHUHM MEKAY TOCYJAapCTBAMH MPHOO-
pena HOBbIE YepTHl. BO3HHKIA HEOOXOAUMOCTh B OTPOMHBIX IIEPEMEINCHIAX JTOACH. MULTHOHBI MOACH MOKHUHY A
POAHBIC KPas W YCTPEMIJIHCH B IPYTUE CTPAHBI B IIOMCKAX MATCPHATIBHOTO JOCTAaTKA M W30ABJICHIS OT HEPABCHCTBA.
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VYCueHHEe TCHACHUWH K YBCIHUCHHIO MHTPALMOHHBIX MPOLECCOB B COBPSMCHHOM MHPE, HCOOXOIUMOCTD
MEKIYHAPOIHO-MPABOBOTO PA3PEIICHHUS U PETYIHPOBAHHA PA3IMYHBIX (JOPM MUTPALHH HACCTICHHA OTPAXKACTCS HA
PACIIMPESHUH MEKAYHAPOIHOTO COTPYIHHYCCTBA TOCYIAPCTB B JAHHOM cdepe.

Kirodepbie ¢I0BA:MUTPALHAs, TOJUTHKA, MCKAYHAPOIHOS MPABO, PENATPHALMS, MHTPALIMOHHBIC MPOICCCHL,
HHCTHTYLIHOHATBHBIC MCXAHH3MBL, KOHBCHIMOHHBIC MCXAHH3MBIL, MCKAYHAPOIHBIC 0043aTeNBCTBA, CBOOOIA
MCPEABIKEHHES, HHOCTPAHHBIC TPKIAHE.
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