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In our contemporary world, migration and digital technologies mutually 
shape one another. They have historically always been intertwined, yet their 
dynamic relationship is constantly evolving. People on the move mediate 
their being and belonging in increasing conditions of dataf ication and 
digitization. Mobile devices, social media platforms and smartphone apps 
are used to shape the transnationally connected, and locally situated, social 
worlds in which migrants live their everyday lives. Connecting with friends, 
peers and family, sharing memories and information, navigating spaces and 
reshaping the local and the global in the process illustrate the proliferation 
of migration-related digital practices. These digital intensif ications and 
accelerations also constitute a Janus-faced development for mobile people 
as they face increased forms of dataf ied migration management, algorith-
mic surveillance, control and biometric classif ication as well as forms of 
transnational authoritarianism and networked repression. In this anthology, 
Doing Digital Migration Studies, we bring into focus, empirically trace and 
theorize the myriad everyday digital practices surrounding migration.

A variety of concerns, debates and commitments are at stake when ad-
dressing digital migrant practices in their full complexity. Figure 0.1 is a visual 
rendering of the kaleidoscope of perspectives that can be mobilized to do 
digital migration studies. The visual harvest by the visual artist Renée van den 
Kerkhof captures the complex interplay between oppressive infrastructures 
reflecting migration regimes and the personal, affective and symbolic agency 
of everyday technology use. The f igure is indicative of the great variety of 
themes covered in the papers presented at the April 2021 virtual conference 
Migrant Belongings: Digital Practices and the Everyday. With large parts of 
the world in lockdown as a result of the Covid-19 health pandemic, over the 
course of three days we held an online PhD workshop and had keynote talks 
by Paul Gilroy, Saskia Witteborn, Engin Isin, Larissa Hjorth and Nicholas de 
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Genova (see the special issue “Digital migration practices and the everyday” 
published in Communication, Culture and Critique, Ponzanesi & Leurs, 
2022). In parallel sessions, over 200 papers were presented, with an audience 
of over 1,000 registered participants. As scholars from across the world 
connected from their homes, the event was held using the video-conference 
platform Zoom. Informal gatherings took place in the interactive virtual space 
platform Gather.town, where we had built a digital rendition of our Utrecht 
University inner-city campus with the help of our assistants Julia de Lange 
and Frederik Köhler. The present anthology offers a selection of the exciting 
and innovative work that was presented at the conference, contributing to 
the interdisciplinary research area of digital migration studies.

We take digital migration studies as an umbrella term to refer to the 
study of migration in relation to digital technologies. This is not intended as 
a new area of academic specialization; rather, with this volume we seek to 
build further bridges and animate dialogue between the various disciplines 
that have started to study migration and mobility in relation to questions 
of digitization, dataf ication and artif icial intelligence (AI), among others. 
Studies in media and communication, science and technology (STS), migra-
tion, and border studies, as well as geography, sociology, anthropology, 
psychology, gender and postcolonial studies, and human rights, among other 

Figure 0.1. Visual harvesting of ideas, Migrant Belongings. Digital Practices and the everyday 
conference, by visual artist renée van den kerkhof.
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disciplines, have engaged with digital migration. Let us consider notable 
digital migration studies frameworks from several relevant disciplines, to 
illustrate how researchers address the top-down workings of institutional, 
governmental or corporate power, the bottom-up forms of agency in everyday 
digital practices of mobile people, and the middle-ground resulting from 
the interplay between top-down forces and bottom-up agency.

1. In media studies, the concept of “digital diasporas” (e.g., Alonso & 
Oiarzabal, 2010; Gajjala, 2019; Candidatu et al., 2019) promotes the study 
of how dispersed migrant communities maintain identity and belonging 
across distance, the notion of “migrant polymedia” (Madianou & Miller, 
2012) alerts us to how migrants navigate the communicative affordances 
of devices and platforms, while the “digital border” (Chouliaraki & 
Georgiou, 2022) has been proposed to address how digital technolo-
gies shape experiences and meanings of migration at the interplay of 
bottom-up experiences and top-down forces.

2. In sociology, the concept of the “connected migrant” (Diminescu, 2008) 
can be used to account for everyday experiences of navigating a sense 
of co-presence in host and homeland societies, while “bio bordering” 
(Amelung et al., 2021) enables us to consider governmental use of 
biometric database systems across countries in the European Union 
to govern mobile people.

3. In information studies, the theory of “digital humanitarian brokerage” 
(Maitland, 2018, p. 244) provides a critical lens to address how institutional 
agents including governments, NGOs and the tech sector seek to improve 
flexibility and eff iciency in their provision of humanitarian services, 
while the concept of “information precarity” (Wall et al., 2017) is useful to 
account for the fragile information landscape forcibly displaced popula-
tions experience in navigating journeys or governmental procedures.

4. In cultural geography, the “biopolitics of mobility” (Tazzioli, 2020) offers 
a tool to study governmental racialization, labelling and disciplining of 
mobile people through digitization and dataf ication; and researchers 
have developed ways to follow and narrate the “smart(phone) travelling” 
of irregularized migrants (Zijlstra & van Liempt, 2017).

5. In anthropology, the “autonomy of migration” perspective sheds light 
on how, through everyday practices, mobile people negotiate, contest 
and challenge digitization and datafication (De Genova, 2017; Mollerup, 
2020), while researchers have also documented traff icker strategies of 
using “digital black holes” to control the digital connections of Eritrean 
refugees in Libya for purposes of extortion (Van Reisen et al., 2023).
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6. STS scholars alert us to how the inner workings and logics of the infra-
structural “migration machine” (Dijstelbloem et al., 2011; Dijstelbloem, 
2021) produce, categorize and limit the mobility of mobile people; while 
increasingly STS scholars call for infrastructures to be adopted as a lens 
to study from below how migrants negotiate and contest technologized 
processes by making alternative use of infrastructures (Scheel, 2019; 
Pelizza, 2020).

7. Governance studies address whether forcibly displaced people who use 
technologies strategically may become “smart refugees” (Dekker et al., 
2018); while also drawing attention to how government agencies are 
increasingly assessing digital traces of migrants, for example to verify 
claims of asylum seekers by screening their smartphones (Bolhuis van 
Wijk, 2021) or carrying out Open Source Intelligence (OSINT) screening 
of their public-facing social media profiles.

8. Feminist and queer studies have drawn attention to how mobile people 
digitally mediate affects and emotions while carving out a new home. 
Studies show they often have to balance obligations of caring at a 
distance while being controlled or being subject to surveillance within 
their transnational families or diasporas (Alinejad & Ponzanesi, 2020; 
Atay, 2017; Shield, 2021; Szulc, 2020).

These perspectives all serve an important purpose in producing new 
knowledge about migration in relation to digitization, dataf ication and 
AI. As we want to illustrate with this incomplete overview of disciplines 
and concepts, a wide range of specialized concepts has been developed 
to attend to digital migration from various disciplinary vantage points. 
However, to date, these discussions have commonly taken place within the 
silos of individual disciplines (Leurs & Smets, 2018). With this volume we 
seek to promote exchanges across disciplines.

The interdisciplinary research area of digital migration studies raises 
ontological, epistemological, methodological and ethical questions (Leurs, 
2023). Migrants and the mobile come into being through spatial, legal, 
procedural and symbolic moves. Border crossing, visa applications, 
refugee status determination, surveillance, humanitarianism and 
population census registrations are increasingly digitized, dataf ied 
and machine-read. When addressing the ontology of digital migration, 
we attempt to identify, categorize and understand its basic elements and 
workings. On the ontological level, we see migration and technology not 
as separable entities existing a priori. Migration does not exist outside 
of the realm of digital mediation. Rather, we here propose a relational 
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understanding of migration and digital media, as mutually shaping 
digital migration.

We can for example begin to attend to this relationship by addressing 
the increased intersections between the dominant logics underpinning 
migration and the dominant logics underpinning technology development. 
Even though in the last decades international migration has remained 
stable at around 3% percent of the population, the idea we live in a time 
of unprecedented migration crisis situations persists (De Haan, 2023). The 
hegemonic logic surrounding human mobility, resulting from capital-
ism, imperialism and colonialism, has increasingly made migration into 
a technology of differentiation. When understanding technology as the 
production and application of knowledge to tackle problems, the logic of 
migration has become a technology to distinguish between “good” and 
“bad” migrants, enabling mobility for some privileged subjects (particularly 
white, male, heterosexual, elite and able-bodied persons from the Global 
North), while restricting mobility for others (particularly black, LGBTIQ+ 
and disabled bodies from the Global South) (Madörin, 2022). In parallel, the 
dominant logic shaping technological development revolves around trust 
in “algorithmic reason” to differentiate between and govern the “self and 
other” (Aradau & Blanke, 2022, p. 3). Based on capitalism, securitization 
and humanitarianism, technologies are purposefully imagined as neutral 
tools to eff iciently classify populations and thereby govern “normality and 
abnormality across social worlds and political boundaries” (Aradau & Blanke, 
p. 3). The complex co-constitution of digital migration resulting from the 
interplay between these two dominant logics warrants further theoretical 
development; for this purpose, scholars might draw inspiration from the 
queer perspective of assemblage thinking (Puar, 2017), new materialism 
(Barad, 2007) or actor-network theory (Latour, 2005).

Whereas these logics of seeing migration and technology from the top-
down perspective of the state and its governing policy frameworks are 
dominant—to the degree that they are deadly for people pursuing irregular 
migration routes—there are alternative understandings. Seen from the 
bottom-up perspective, the autonomy of migration offers an important 
insight into the logics of everyday lived experiences. The autonomy of migra-
tion emphasizes the agency and self-determination of individuals and 
groups in the migration process. This perspective sees migration as a decision 
made by individuals and groups, rather than a unidirectional consequence 
of external forces or structural constraints. From this perspective, migrants 
are seen as active agents who make choices about when, where and why to 
migrate, and who exert control over their own lives and experiences during 
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the migration process. This approach often highlights the ways in which 
migrants adapt to new environments, create networks and communities, 
and negotiate their identities in response to changing social and political 
contexts. For example, in Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco, the Arabic word 
harraga (الحراقة), which can be translated as “those who burn,” is used among 
mobile people to describe their aspirations and activities of “burning” borders 
that stem from the colonial era through their mobility and expanding living 
spaces (M’Charek, 2020, p. 418). Through the prism of harraga, other “head-
ings for Europe” (Derrida, 1992) have been most forcefully reclaimed by 
people who “burn up the road” to make it “Europe’s” duty to listen to the 
call of these others decrying the signs of radical closure of Europe’s borders 
(Kaiser & Thiele, 2016).

On the level of epistemology, we can reflect upon how we know what we 
know about digital migration. A variety of stakeholders produce knowledge 
about migration and digital technologies. In this book, the aim is to con-
tribute to academic discourse by putting migrant voices centre stage and 
attending to how migrants live, construct, negotiate and/or resist dominant 
framings through their everyday practices. While the chapters are written 
by both migrant and non-migrant academics, the chapters highlight and 
amplify a variety of migrant voices. The focus is on the digital practices of 
a wide range of mobile subjects living under various circumstances across 
geographies. For example, Daniela Jaramillo-Dent, Alencar and Yan Asadchy 
describe the creative practices of Latin American migrant content creators 
living in the United States and Spain (see Chapter 10); Marie Godin and 
Bahati Ghislain share experiences of Congolese refugee influencers living 
in Nairobi, Kenya, who are seeking to monetize their YouTube videos (see 
Chapter 6); while Fungai Machirori discusses African and diaspora activist 
voices advancing cosmopolitanisms (see Chapter 5). In addition, Nishant 
Shah details the work of Anushka Nair, a migrant performance artist living 
in the Netherlands who drew attention in her work to the exodus of internal 
migrants under Covid-19 lockdown conditions in India (see Chapter 8). 
Catriona Stevens, Loretta Baldassar and Raelene Wilding showcase how 
Chinese transnational grandparents in Perth, Australia, engage in digital 
kinning and homemaking (see Chapter 4). These voices provide insight 
into how everyday digital practices affect and shape migration from below. 
Besides these chapters, the volume also presents insights from the perspec-
tive of the state. Daniel Leix Palumbo addresses how governmental agencies 
in Germany turn to voice biometrics in their attempt to digitally identify 
asylum seekers (see Chapter 13). As public-private partnerships proliferate, 
the perspective of corporations also warrants attention. Luděk Stavinoha 
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uncovers the technocratic fantasies of consultancy f irms promising orderly 
migration management in Greece (see Chapter 14) and Kaarina Nikunen and 
Sanna Valtonen explore how dataf ication shapes the bordering practices 
and lives of undocumented migrants, showing how, through dataf ication, 
digital borders permeate the everyday lives of migrants, whose humanity 
becomes evaluated and assorted through inconsistent and biased data 
practices (see Chapter 15).

In recent years, digital media and migration scholars have addressed 
producers, audiences and texts, focusing on infrastructures, media rep-
resentations and users, among others. As regards to methodology, both 
qualitative, ethnographic studies and discourse analysis are conducted, 
addressing digital migration holistically as a situated, contextual, and 
complex constellation, while quantitative, survey and data-driven studies 
are carried out to f ind patterns, model, predict and visualize mobility, 
drawing on digital traces. With respect to ethics, to avoid the silencing of 
the personal, embodied and situated narratives of those on the move, we 
advocate continued commitment to participatory action and mixed-method 
approaches alongside aggregation (Leurs & Witteborn, 2021). This way, we can 
remain attentive to the granular level of everyday life and, in combination 
with quantitative overviews, we can hold organizations and corporations 
accountable for injustices, exclusions and human rights violations.

On Doing Digital Migration Studies and the Everyday

‘Doing’ in the title Doing Digital Migration Studies is a term used to refer 
to the myriad activities needed in pursuit of knowledge production on 
digital migration. It refers here both to the theoretical exercise of thinking 
through the relationships between migration and digital technologies, and 
to methodological acts of elaborating and reflecting on the ethics of one’s 
f ieldwork and the intricacies of gathering empirical data. It also covers the 
agential aspect of media users, who are now active participants and can 
for example claim their communication rights through acts of citizenship 
performed through digital media practices (Isin & Nielsen, 2018).

Another key concept of this anthology is that of the “everyday,” as we 
are theorizing media and digital technology not in a void but as embedded 
practices that affect the more mundane and banal ways of media usage. 
Avoiding polarization that follows the use of technology as quick f ixes for 
new global challenges (techno-solutionism of biometrics and AI for border 
control, refugee containment and hospitality management as an example) 
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or as a new, inescapable system (techno-determinism), the focus on the 
everyday posits the inherent entanglement of users and technology across 
different realms of activities and interests, mainly as a continuous and 
contiguous experience between different forms of socialities and realities. 
Therefore, it is important to pay attention to the ways in which technology 
is deployed by governmental and supranational organizations that play a 
role in the everyday lives of migrants, as well as to study the subjective and 
affective dimensions of everyday practices as articulated from the bottom 
up in the form of myriads of transnationally connected, and locally situated, 
social worlds.

The theories of the everyday evoked throughout this volume reflect several 
genealogies of critical thinking, including the following:

– The Frankfurt School of critical theory, which emerged in the mid-20th 
century, developed a number of neo-Marxist critical theories of the 
everyday that emphasized the ways in which the routines and habits 
of everyday life can reinforce and reproduce inequality, domination 
and social injustice. These theories often focused on the role of mass 
media and consumer culture in dominating people’s perceptions, 
desires and values in everyday life, and on the ways in which people’s 
experiences of work, leisure and social relationships can be shaped by 
and reinforce oppressive social structures (Nealon & Irr, 2002). From 
this strand, we digital migration studies scholars can learn that the 
everyday is something to be critically engaged with, by seeing it as a 
site for understanding how mobile individuals are increasingly subject 
to the control of bureaucratic, corporate and technological forces.

– Poststructuralist theories of the everyday, which emerged in the late 20th 
century, challenged the notion that everyday life can be understood as 
a coherent, unif ied and stable concept. The analytic pair of “strategies” 
and “tactics” proposed by Michel de Certeau, for example, captures 
the dynamic between how structures such as the built environment 
can govern, limit and channel people, and how people “make do” with 
these structures in their everyday tactics (1984). For digital migration 
studies scholars, poststructuralist theories can be useful to emphasize 
the ways in which everyday migrant lives are constantly changing, 
are fragmented and contradictory, and the ways in which people on 
the move experience everyday life are impacted by the shifting power 
relations, categories and modes of governance that emerge in a datafied, 
rebordering world.
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– Drawing both on the Frankfurt School and poststructuralist theorists, 
media theorists have sought to understand how and why media “are 
treated by everyone as part of the taken-for-granted furniture of ordi-
nary, daily existence” (Scannell, 1995, p. 4). Ien Ang (1991), for example, 
famously studied television audiences, and, drawing on a Foucauldian 
analysis of power/knowledge, she found that audience members are 
active social subjects, who engage with television in contextual, cultural 
and creative ways.

– Feminist, postcolonial, decolonial and queer theories of the everyday, 
which have emerged from various traditions, have successfully placed 
experiential ways of knowing on the research agenda. Researchers in 
these areas have developed important frameworks to address the ways in 
which gender, race, class, sexuality, nationality, ability and other forms 
of social inequality and discrimination shape people’s lived experiences, 
embodiments and emotional processing of everyday life (Ahmed, 2017). 
These theories provide tools to highlight the ways in which the routines 
and practices of everyday migrant life and digital practices can reinforce 
and reproduce historical power relations, roles and stereotypes, and the 
ways in which migrant individuals and collectives can highlight, resist 
and transform these patterns of inequality and discrimination in their 
everyday lives (Ticktin & Youatt, 2022).

– The everyday is also important for the f ield of cosmopolitanism. We can 
discern different approaches within discussions on cosmopolitanism. 
Approaches range from conviviality (Gilroy, 2005), which is an agential 
modality of choice for togetherness, shared values and bridging in prac-
tice, to more inevitable global structures of the “everyday” as imposed 
by “banal ways” of cosmopolitan coexistence (Beck, 2010; Calhoun, 
2003). Achille Mbembe (2018) suggests that for alternative thinking 
about borderless worlds, we should turn away from Western concepts, 
and reconsider how everyday life under modernity in Africa has always 
revolved around pursuing mobility, circulation and networking across 
borders, to escape the entrapment of confinements, displacement and 
forced labour.

The everyday is therefore not only to be understood as “locally” and “tempo-
rally” determined but as practices that can encompass different relational 
scales and geographical planes where the personal, the institutional and 
the systemic will intermingle in mediated communication. The chapters in 
this volume explore the lived experience and emotional facets of digitally 
mediated migrant socialities in a variety of socio-cultural and geographic 
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locales. Such examinations raise important questions about how digital 
media ubiquity shapes global migration experiences and multicultural media 
publics across various scales. The contributors to this volume have addressed 
the everyday from a variety of analytic and methodological perspectives.

A f irst approach is to use critical theory to analyse the ways in which 
power, inequality and social domination shape people’s everyday experi-
ences. As is reflected by the contributions by Nishant Shah in Chapter 8, 
Yener Bayramoğlu in Chapter 9 and Moé Suzuki in Chapter 12, critical 
theory provides tools to focus on the ways in which dominant institutions 
and corporations use digital forms of control, coercion and persuasion to 
maintain their power and privilege, and to shape people’s perceptions, 
beliefs and actions in everyday life. By exposing and challenging these 
mechanisms of control, critical theorists aim to empower mobile people to 
resist domination and to imagine more equitable alternatives of mobility, 
movement and border-crossing.

A second approach is to use ethnographic methods to study the details of 
everyday life and digital practices in a particular context of migration and 
mobility. As illustrated by Catriona Stevens, Loretta Baldassar and Raelene 
Wilding in Chapter 4 and Elisabetta Costa in Chapter 5, ethnographers are 
well equipped to observe, participate in and document the digitally mediated 
activities, interactions and experiences of migrant people in a particular 
community or setting, in order to understand how they make sense of their 
everyday lives and how they navigate the challenges and opportunities of 
their political, social and cultural environments.

A third approach is to use discourse analysis to study the ways in which 
people use language and other forms of digitally mediated communication 
to construct, maintain and challenge the meanings and values of everyday 
migrant life. As Daniela Jaramillo-Dent, Amanda Alencar and Yan Asad-
chy (Chapter 10), Daniel Leix Palumbo (Chapter 13) and Luděk Stavinoha 
(Chapter 14) show, discourse analysis provides insight into the ways in which 
language is used to express and shape people’s beliefs, identities and social 
relationships, and to construct and contest ideas about what is normal, 
desirable or acceptable in everyday constellations of digital migration.

Another approach is to revisit the visual modality of representation, 
challenging existing registers and genres and proposing alternative ways 
of seeing, as well as of co-creating. This is especially evident in Chapter 1 by 
Nadica Denić on auto-ethnographic f ilms to describe migration journeys 
through the notion of an oppositional gaze, Chapter 2 by Irene Gutiérrez 
Torres on border visuality through archival participatory f ilmmaking as a 
way of countering stereotypical media representations, and Chapter 3 by 
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Rosa Wevers with Ahnjili Zhuparris on AI used as artwork that activates 
critical reflection on the politics and logics of predictive policing systems. 
These approaches entail returning the gaze, staging an oppositional gaze, 
or resignifying existing visual practices and convivial practices which are 
becoming more and more obvious and relevant in social media. In Chapter 10, 
Jaramillo-Dent, Alencar and Asadchy discuss migrant strategies through the 
use of TikTok, and how new forms of creative practices shape platformed 
belonging. In Chapter 11, Estrella Sendra focuses on the use of Facebook as a 
virtual festival space to enact alternative forms of rooted cosmopolitanism, 
and in Chapter 12 Suzuki brings forward the role of virtual reality (VR) as 
challenging traditional forms of representation and proposing empathy as 
a new mode of connection in VR f ilms.

Across these different approaches, the questions of common humanity, 
cosmopolitanism and solidarity are analysed through different lenses 
and strategies, from the humanitarian communication approach to the 
intervention of social media activism intervention and the legal perspec-
tive and dataf ication framework. In Chapter 13, Leix Palumbo explores 
the problematic use of voice biometrics during asylum procedures and 
the ways in which sounds also become part of an essential dataf ication 
procedure in which the “language, accent, everyday sonic” becomes co-opted 
into regimes of control about origin, authenticity and verif iability that are 
always prone to error and misrecognition. In Chapter 14, Stavinoha studies 
how the management of refugees and migration is outsourced to private 
companies in the name of eff iciency, professionalization and automation. 
This not only reduces subjects to numbers and depersonalized objects of 
bureaucratic knowledge, but also produces skewed relationships in terms 
of privacy, safety and trust. In Chapter 15, Kaarina Nikunen and Sanna 
Valtonen explore how dataf ication shapes the bordering practices and 
lives of undocumented migrants. It is argued that dataf ication involves a 
temporal shift towards anticipation that focuses on predicting, profiling and 
pre-empting different forms of migration. According to these approaches, the 
very notion of common humanity and cosmopolitan solidarity is debunked 
in favour of quantif ication, abstraction and rationalization.

The various chapters explore not only the reverberations and conse-
quences of these new governmental practices but also the incompleteness, 
discontent and undesirability of technological quick f ixes that do not take 
into account the practices of the everyday. They also consider the importance 
of doing digital migration as a collaborative, collective and creative dynamic 
that proposes new forms of engagement with the digital and with the very 
notion of civic participation.
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Finally, what is striking is that despite technological imaginaries of 
neutrality and efficiency, addressing the everyday as a research site in which 
to study digital migration reveals the many emotional and affective dynam-
ics at play. Conceptually, theorizing emotion and affect does not so much 
address the discrete inner states of mobile people but rather the conditions 
emerging from the relations of people to their social, material and digital 
surroundings. Attention to such registers opens up new possibilities for 
investigating emotionality as quintessentially social and always mediated.

Outline of the Book

Doing Digital Migration Studies is divided into f ive sections, each of which 
contains three chapters. The chapters were written by 22 contributors, 
from various disciplinary orientations, at various stages in their careers, 
who work on various communities in a variety of geographical locations. 
Each individual section is preceded by a short introduction written by an 
invited author. The section introductions are brief personal interventions 
that serve to introduce readers to the theme and f ield, indicating relevant 
discussions and possible future research questions.

Section I: Creative Practices

Section I pays serious attention to creative practices as an alternative mode 
of knowledge production. In this section we address creative practices as 
forms of social innovation, because creative practices can spur new ideas, 
interventions and solutions to problems. As Karina Horsti writes in her 
introduction to this section, the digital mediation of everyday life enables 
unexpected possibilities for migrants’ connectivity, visibility and voice (e.g., 
Horsti, 2019, 2023; Leurs & Ponzanesi, 2018; Nikunen, 2018; Smets, 2018). The 
use of digital technology, for example, does not only enable new creative 
practices for self-expression but also different representational modes that 
respond to diff icult journeys and violent borders through alternative visual, 
linguistic and technological repertoires. Given the increased accessibil-
ity and democratization of mobile media and recording tools, migration 
becomes part of more complex narratives, which counter the institutional 
and governmental rhetoric of the traditional broadcasting and national 
media coverage, while also developing new visual and participatory strategies 
through the creative engagement of artists, independent filmmakers, curators 
and journalists who might be migrants themselves. Creativity is, therefore, 
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perceived as challenging dominant and hegemonic practices, in favour of 
migrants and civil society organizations that become active agents and 
narrators of their life stories, everyday experiences and affective archives.

In Chapter 1, media scholar and film curator Nadica Denić conceptualizes 
migrant auto-ethnographic f ilms through the notion of an oppositional 
gaze on migration journeys. Documentary f ilm maker and communication 
scholar Irene Gutiérrez, in Chapter 2, examines participatory f ilmmaking as 
a way of countering stereotypical media representations of migration. These 
f ilms interrogate the “European” gaze by reversing the perspective. Instead 
of Europe looking at “them,” “they” look at Europe and in doing so, make 
visible the violence Europe produces in its bordering practices. In Chapter 3, 
gender studies scholar and curator Rosa Wevers examines the politics and 
logics of AI used in predictive policing systems. The author engages with a 
special interview with artist Ahnjili Zhuparris and her project Future Wake 
(2021), an artistic web project that examines predictive policing technology 
through the lens of analysing patterns of police brutality. By shifting the 
focus from possible future crime offenders to police violence, the artwork 
activates critical reflection on the politics and logics of predictive policing 
systems while creating awareness of police-related fatal encounters.

Digitization, dataf ication and AI contribute to the making of creative 
practices but also the circulation of innovative forms of visuality and media 
expressions. How this richness of self-narration and alternative visualities 
manages to circulate in multiple media platforms, to be distributed through 
social media channels and archived raises the issue of how and when creative 
practices can be produced, consumed and re-accessed. The multiplicity 
of images and narratives creates a potential for the democratization of 
the collective memory of migration in Europe. Yet the fragmentation and 
proliferation of f ilm narratives, visual stories and artistic interventions 
entails a risk of falling prey to governance and control, or hegemonic forms 
of archiving and cultural distribution. Many creative practices disappear, 
or are left at the margins of alternative festivals, exhibition spaces and col-
laborative labs. It is then important to have the digital space as a possibility 
to interact with the memory of these productions in order to keep them 
active, accessible and reusable.

Section II: Digital Diasporas and Placemaking

In Section II we address the room for manoeuvre and intervention ex-
perienced by mobile people in their use of digital technologies. Digital 
diaspora refers to the movement of individuals, ideas and information across 
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digital devices, networks and platforms. It is a concept used to describe how 
people from all over the world, who share common interests and values, 
can be connected through digital technology. It is also used to describe how 
digital technology can help people f ind a sense of identity, community, and 
connection to their heritage and culture. In her introduction to the section, 
the sociologist Mihaela Nedelcu describes digital agency as the degree to 
which digital practices provide means to “make a difference” (Giddens, 1984, 
p. 14). She points out the ways in which information and communication 
technologies have broadened our ability to cross national borders and forge 
new forms of transnational connectivity. The f ield of digital migration 
studies has risen to the task to analyse and study these phenomena in 
their many facets, from the ways in which technology empowers refugees 
and undocumented migrants in their perilous journeys and struggle with 
precarity and vulnerability to the mundane and everyday forms of con-
nectedness (Diminescu, 2008), co-presence (Baldassar, et al., 2016) and 
digital diasporas (Nedelcu, 2018).

Though the empowering and agential potential of migrants’ digitally 
mediated practices has been widely recognized, less attention has been paid, 
as Nedelcu argues, to the “micro-fabric” of digital transnational practices. 
Therefore, not only are more empirical studies needed, but also approaches 
that take into account the positionality of the researchers vis-à-vis the 
populations studied and the intersectional dimensions of race, gender 
and class, keeping in focus the ethics and politics of North-South divides 
as well as the methodological challenges of accounting for people who live 
their lives simultaneously embedded in local and global contexts, across 
national, cultural or social boundaries. As Beck has theorized, “the internet 
is then not only a space of action or a tool to organize, communicate, and 
exchange but … it is a process of becoming a cosmopolitized world” (2016, 
p. 139). This is due to an unpreceded global condition of interconnectivity 
and ubiquity, which relies, as Nedelcu (2018) argues, on both the logic of 
action and belonging which means tackling the continuous ambivalence 
of being inside and outside, included and excluded, nationally embedded 
and transnationally involved.

This is reflected in the chapters included in this section, which deal with 
the ways in which digital media allows for the transformation of individual 
agency, in making sense of transnational lives increasingly positioned at 
both the local and transnational levels. In Chapter 4, the anthropologists 
Catriona Stevens, Loretta Baldassar and Raelene Wilding explore the digital 
practices of Chinese transnational grandparents in Australia, which generate 
a sense of belonging and at the same time a sense of disconnection from their 
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peers in their homeland. In Chapter 5, the digital practitioner and sociologist 
Fungai Machirori investigates the specif icity of African cosmopolitan 
practices through the analysis of social media such as TikTok or Instagram 
use by African digital influencers who play a role in wider political issues 
informed by local, intracontinental and global perspectives. In Chapter 6, 
refugee studies scholars Marie Godin and Bahati Ghislain focus instead 
on the role of YouTube for Congolese refugee-influencers living in Nairobi 
who reach out to their diasporic audiences through creatively developed 
channels that provided economic niches during the Covid-19 pandemic.

The different uses of digital media, locally informed and transnationally 
oriented, challenge mainstream narratives and produce different forms 
of “cosmopolitan” belonging, resistance and creativity. African women 
influencers help foster their followers’ cosmopolitan awareness and change 
their views of politics (Chapter 5). Congolese refugee YouTubers use their 
“small acts of resistance” as a way to challenge gender (diasporic) normative-
ness, showcase refugee talents, change refugee representation within local 
communities, and enhance refugee interconnectedness, both locally and 
across borders (Chapter 6). In time, these forms of digital agency could 
play a key role in forging new kinds of transnational collective action and 
processes of political change.

Section III: Affect and Belonging

Theories of affect and emotion typically distinguish between the two by 
emphasizing how emotions are conscious experiences that are given mean-
ing on the basis of one’s biography, whereas affects are pre-conscious, and 
pre-emotional bodily transitions. In doing digital migration studies, we can 
turn to affect to study the physiological, cognitive and behavioural bodily 
responses that happen in result to stimuli such as interacting with a family 
member or loved one living far away through the screen of a device. One 
might think for example of how an interaction with someone through a 
video call may cause you to change your facial expression, body language 
or vocal intonation, or you may feel it in your skin when you get goose 
bumps. The variety of theories of belonging that exist commonly share an 
understanding of how individuals are connected to and part of a larger whole, 
such as a family, community, network or society (Marlowe et al., 2017). We 
are attentive to how belonging may be produced through digital practices 
and networks, particularly by drawing out the workings and implications 
of affective and emotional registers shaping these processes. Belonging is 
the individual or collective affective sensation and emotional registering 
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of being accepted, respected and valued, regardless of possible differences. 
Digital belonging thus can revolve around the sense of connection and 
acceptance experienced, being an active member of a digital community 
and the feeling of being seen, heard, valued and appreciated there. This 
may concern affective perceptions of shared intimacy in digitally mediated 
long-distance relationships or felt trust in the reliability of fellow community 
members (Marino, 2015).

The literature suggests that when migrants develop feelings of belonging, 
they are more likely to be resilient and engaged. In the special issue on 
Migrancy and Digital Mediations of Emotion, Donja Alinejad and Ponzanesi 
(2020) focus on the importance of emotions and feelings in people’s mobile 
lives and the way these affect features in the everyday lives of transnational 
migrants: in their experiences of belonging, intimate relationships and 
aspects of how they experience and respond to political and economic 
realities (Boccagni & Baldassar, 2015; Skrbiš, 2008; Svašek, 2012; Wood & 
Waite, 2011). On a global scale, digital communications have always mediated 
varied aspects of migrancy, from long-distance calls and personal messaging 
to remittance transfers and access to information about jobs, immigration 
procedures and smuggling routes. More recently, migrancy has become 
mediated via platforms, which are essential for new forms of communication 
and participation (van Dijck, 2013). Alinejad and Ponzanesi discuss the 
theoretical understandings of emotion and affect—not as discrete inner 
states but as conditions emerging from the relations of people to their 
material and social surroundings—which have opened up an array of 
possibilities for investigating emotionality as quintessentially social and 
always mediated:

Therefore, the study of emotions in relation to digital media under condi-
tions of migrancy emerges as being about what emotions “do” rather than 
what emotions “are.” The emotions refer not only to transnational families 
in the traditional sense but also to various forms of digital intimacy such 
as friendships, queer relations, diasporic motherhood, connective services, 
and entrepreneurship (Alinejad & Ponzanesi, 2020, p. 633).

In her introduction to this section, media scholar Athina Karatzogianni 
discusses her own long-standing scholarly engagement with topics of digital-
ity, migration, affect and belonging, along different lines of enquiry. The 
f irst line she mentions is in relation to aff inity networks dominated by 
active affective structures for socio-political change, to be seen in contrast 
to networks dominated by reactive affective structures, which use violence 
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to achieve their objectives (Karatzogianni & Robinson, 2010). This line of 
enquiry has moved into the realm of political theory, where the utilization 
of active/reactive affect dominates networks and movements of hackers, 
dissidents and whistleblowers. The second line of enquiry concerns the 
role of affect in digital politics and culture (Karatzogianni & Kuntsman, 
2012), which involves cyber-conflict in computer-mediated environments. 
In collaboration with Adi Kuntsman, Karatzogianni analysed the affective 
and embodied emotional aspect of resistance beyond the representational 
and semiotic approach, for example when the affective structures overflow, 
creating new interfaces between the actual and the digital, such as when 
digital protests materialize in the physical world, making changes in the 
political arena through the circulation of affects. In her third line of enquiry, 
she mentions the return to the “public sphere” where normalization of the 
affect and role of migrants is evident as part of everyday digitally networked 
media in less optimistic and dialogical ways. However, through engagement 
with artists and art production, technologies can still be used to mobilize 
people in online campaigns and counter misinformation about events 
taking place in their country of origin.

The chapters in this section explore different takes on the experiences 
of migration, affect and belonging. In Chapter 7, the digital anthropologist 
Elisabetta Costa investigates belonging among highly skilled migrants in 
Groningen, the Netherlands, stuck in the city during the Covid-19 lockdown; 
in Chapter 8, feminist technology scholar Nishant Shah problematizes the 
“aporetic body” in digital migration studies; and in Chapter 9, queer media 
scholar Yener Bayramoğlu theorizes queer digital migration, arguing that 
“digital technologies utilized in surveillance reinforce the racialized and 
heteronormative structures of borderscapes” (Bayramoğlu, this volume). 
Within such digital surveillance environments, two different problems 
emerge, as Shah states: “Although the geographical restrictions disallow 
migrants to move, the digital practices are all only geared towards move-
ment which creates a great schism between the imagined and the lived” 
(Shah, this volume). Migration and belonging acquire different relationships 
to space and temporality as influenced by affective relations. Migrants 
mobile people and border crossers may feel stuck, in limbo or out of place, 
rethinking their social relations through digital relations and reconfigured 
material embodiment. What remains central is understanding the ways in 
which virtual relations impact on the lifeworld of migrants in ways that are 
different from non-migrants and how this helps rethink the role of affect 
in ideology, for reshaping the imaginary beyond the digital/virtual matrix 
and its affective capacities.
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Section IV: Visuality and Digital Media

In Section IV, we address visuality and digital media as a form of knowledge, 
power and communication. Visuals online are not politically neutral, but 
rather always carry certain world views. As part of visual culture, digital 
practices are embedded in everyday life and used to construct shared 
understandings of the world. Emergent digital practices on TikTok create, 
reinforce and possibly contest certain ideologies, beliefs and practices. 
Visuality can become an important tool for social change, as it can be used 
to challenge dominant power structures and create new narratives. As visual 
communication scholar Giorgia Aiello writes in her introduction to this 
section, visual images have become central to the ways in which migrants 
view and represent themselves in a variety of digital arenas, including but 
not limited to social media. Here, representation is more complex than 
something coming from mainstream media or governed by border crossers 
themselves. Relations of agency and power make the circuits of visuality 
not clear cut, but part of a web of producers, receivers and repurposings. It 
is particularly relevant to see the connection between migration and digital 
technologies as part of repetitive, mundane and everyday visual productions 
that are always imbricated in a politics of representation (Aiello & Parry, 
2020; Hall et al., 1997; Mirzoeff, 2006).

The chapters included in this section highlight these double-binding 
aspects of digital visibility. On the one hand, the chapters show that migrants’ 
digitally mediated practices are key to generating solidarity, support and 
community and contribute to new visual registers and formats, fostering 
more democratic and inclusive “ways of seeing” (Duguay, 2016). Yet, on the 
other hand, these self-representations and narrations are dependent on 
the media affordances and techno-social constraints of the platforms and 
digital tools migrants use. Their expression online creates “affective publics” 
(Papacharissi, 2014) that contain both the potentialities and limitations 
of these new modalities of visuality and visibilization. As Aiello writes, 
“digitally mediated socialities are both enabled and constrained by the 
algorithmic logics of particular platforms together with the aesthetic 
demands of specif ic media—from the visual formats that are typical of 
social media platforms like TikTok and Facebook to the immersive and 
experiential qualities of virtual reality” (Aiello, this volume). In Chapter 10, 
media scholars Daniela Jaramillo-Dent, Amanda Alencar and Yan Asadchy 
give an original analysis of the creative practices and platformed belong-
ings of #migrantes on TikTok. This includes not only new, original ways of 
curating migrant presence online but also clashes with the infrastructure 
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and forms of censorship and hate responses. In Chapter 11, f ilm scholar and 
festival practitioner Estrella Sendra highlights the different practices of 
cosmopolitanism as generated during the International Festival of Folklore 
held in Louga, Senegal, which activates forms of rooted cosmopolitanism, 
generated through the virtual space of Facebook, that animate the festival 
in particular ways. Finally, in Chapter 12, political science scholar Moé 
Suzuki offers a novel take on the role of virtual reality in the creation of a 
“human” connection with refugees and migrants, making an intervention 
not only in the idea of VR as an empathy machine, but also rethinking 
the ways in which this embodiment generates paradoxes and reactivates 
stereotypes connected to everyday life, as portrayed in Clouds over Sidra, 
while also attacking the sensorial perception of the viewer and creating a 
sense of discomfort and disconnect instead of empathy.

It is precisely this affective dimension that characterizes all three 
chapters. Questions of visuality are connected to the visceral implica-
tions of digital media (Marston, 2020). Scrutiny of the emotional, material 
and sensorial implications of (self)representations can lead to embodied 
understanding of migrant identities and experiences while not losing sight 
of the political engagement and the opportunities for activism. This shows 
migration and digital media are not just a simple interface, but raise all 
kinds of issues around migrants’ participation in digital communication in 
which agency, performativity and embodiment play out individually as well 
as collectively. As Aiello so cogently concludes, “Ultimately, the visuality 
of digital media is a fraught terrain which however also potentially offers 
uplifting and even liberatory means to take part in networks of solidarity 
and aff irm one’s identity in the face of erasure and discrimination” (Aiello, 
this volume).

Section V: Datafication, Infrastructuring and Securitization

In the f inal section, we address everyday digital migration practices from 
the perspective of dataf ication, infrastructuring and securitization. The 
relationships between migration, infrastructures, securitization and 
dataf ication are complex and multi-layered (Browne, 2015; Pugliese, 
2010; Walters, 2018). In media, STS and migration studies, infrastructure 
scholars seek to open up the “black box” of migration and technologies by 
revealing the assumptions, ideas and processes that underpin ideologies 
of migration governance that are baked into technologies (Seuferling & 
Leurs, 2021). From an infrastructural perspective we can seek to explore 
“the digital force in forced migration” (Witteborn, 2018, p. 21), for example 
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by addressing how migration has historically been used as a tool for political 
and social control, and how this development shapes the contemporary 
dataf ication and digitization of migration governance and control. Data 
collection, analysis, modelling and prediction have become important 
tools for governments, border agencies and humanitarian organizations 
to manage and curtail migration (Amelung et al., 2021; Dijstelbloem, 2021). 
The turn towards eff iciency-driven dataf ication has happened in tandem 
with an increased securitization of migration. Migration is both a cause 
and a consequence of the development of infrastructures of securitization. 
Data is used to identify and track potential migrants, to assess and predict 
the risk they pose to security and to develop strategies to deal with that 
risk. As argued above, migration itself operates as a technology, as it is an 
organized system, based on legal frameworks, procedures and agreements, 
that increasingly processes, categorizes, decides, creates and delimits the 
mobility of people digitally depending on how they become known in 
digitally mediated systems.

In her introduction to the section, Saskia Witteborn states there are 
important continuities and changes we should attend to in how digital 
and dataf ied infrastructures impact upon the material and discursive 
production of the migrant. As the securitization of migration results in 
making particularly vulnerable groups of migrant people hyper-visible, she 
calls for broader awareness of the “systemic, feedback-driven character of 
governing by datafication and discursive reproduction and the consequences 
of automated technologies and digital identity tools for algorithmic body 
politics” (Witteborn, this volume). In Chapter 13, media scholar Daniel Leix 
Palumbo addresses the distinctive situated context of the German asylum 
procedure. The German Bundesamt für Migration und Flüchtlinge (BAMF, 
or Federal Off ice for Migration and Refugees) is one of the frontrunners in 
the European digital asylum landscape, advocating for digitalization in 
the name of transparency, accountability and eff iciency. As part of this 
move, BAMF has since 2017 put to use an automatic dialect recognition 
system named “The Language and Dialect Identif ication Assistance System” 
(DIAS). In the chapter, Leix Palumbo addresses the deployment of voice 
biometrics as a form of bordering power, which builds on the weaponization 
of sound. In Chapter 14, media and development scholar Luděk Stavinoha 
addresses the outsourcing of migration management to the consultancy 
f irm McKinsey in refugee camps on islands in Greece. Drawing on analysis 
of internal documentation obtained through freedom of information (FOI) 
requests, Stavinoha explores the role of data practices in the imaginaries of 
control articulated by consultants. In Chapter 15, media scholars Kaarina 
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Nikunen and Sanna Valtonen address the anticipatory logic underpinning 
the datafication of undocumented people in the specif ic context of Finland. 
They demonstrate how in the everyday lives of undocumented migrants, 
borders proliferate as they become mobile and follow people around.

Overall, we would like to emphasize that we have purposely carved out 
different sections, and invited author (teams) with the specif ic assignment 
to include reflection on how they themselves “do” digital migration studies, 
conceptually, methodologically, ethically and/or empirically. As such, the 
volume seeks to acknowledge the multiplicity of different approaches and 
methodologies used within digital migration studies, which stem from 
different disciplinary backgrounds, including anthropology, media, sociology, 
migration studies, STS, security, gender and postcolonial studies. As a result, 
some chapters prioritize empirical work, while others are more theoretical. 
Some emphasize an ethnographic approach, in combination with specif ic 
techniques such as digital ethnography, diaries or digital methods. Other 
chapters are more conceptual and draw on discourse analysis in combination 
with critical theory. Each chapter is grounded in its positioning within a 
debate, carving out the space of the specif ic intervention and specif ied 
approach and material selected. The five separate sections are introduced by 
agenda-setting colleagues in the field. Their introductions signal the different 
theoretical and methodological traditions that contribute to digital migration 
studies within that specif ic area. The sections therefore purposefully show 
the kaleidoscopic richness of approaches and methodologies to characterize 
what we have titled “doing digital migration studies”. Doing digital migration 
studies here thus does not refer to a static, singular or prescriptive way of 
approaching the interrelationships between migration and digital media, 
but concerns a growing interdisciplinary research area of interaction and 
negotiations that explore different ways of making migrant voices emerge.

These sections, chapters and trajectories are not meant to be in any way 
exhaustive or representative of what is a rapidly expanding f ield that is 
very rich in methodological approaches and theoretical discussions. The 
aim is to foreground original and innovative research-setting agendas in 
digital media and migration studies. The focus on the everyday helps to 
magnify the agential experience and creative practices of migrants and 
refugees, grasping the new possibilities and potentials offered by digital 
media technologies on the one hand, as well as countering the drawbacks 
and restrictions posed by increased dataf ication and surveillance on the 
other. This is often studied as the Janus-faced articulations of digital media 
practices, which here become demystif ied through concrete empirical case 
studies and critical reflections.



38 koen leurS anD SanDra PonzaneSi 

References

Ahmed, S. (2017). Living a feminist life. Duke University Press.
Aiello, G., & Parry, K. (2020). Visual communication: Understanding images in 

media culture. Sage.
Alinejad, D., & Ponzanesi, S. (2020). Migrancy and digital mediations of emotion. 

International Journal of Cultural Studies, 23(5), 621–638.
Alonso, A. & P. J. Oiarzabal (Eds.) (2010). Diasporas in the new media age: Identity, 

politics, and community. University of Nevada Press.
Amelung, N., Granja, R., & Machado, H. (2021). Modes of bio-bordering: The hidden 

(dis)integration of Europe. Palgrave Macmillan.
Ang, I. (1991). Desperately seeking the audience. Routledge.
Atay, Ahmet (2017). Theorizing diasporic queer digital homes: Identity, home and 

new media. JOMEC Journal, 11, 96–110. DOI: 10.18573/j.2017.10139
Aradau, C., & Blanke, T. (2022). Algorithmic reason. Oxford University Press.
Baldassar, L., Nedelcu, M., Merla, L. & Wilding, R. (2016). ICT-based co-presence in 

transnational families and communities: challenging the premise of face-to-face 
proximity in sustaining relationships. Global Networks, 16(2), 133–144.

Barad, K. (2007). Meeting the universe halfway. Duke University Press.
Beck, U. (2016). The metamorphosis of the world: How climate change is transforming 

our world. Polity.
Beck, U. (2010). The cosmopolitan manifesto. In G. Wallace Brown & D. Held (Eds.). 

The cosmopolitan reader (pp. 217–228). Polity Press.
Boccagni, P., & Baldassar, L. (2015) Emotions on the move: Mapping the emergent 

f ield of emotion and migration. Emotion, Space and Society, 16, 73–80.
Bolhuis, M.P., & van Wijk, J. (2021). Seeking asylum in the digital era: Social-media 

and mobile-device vetting in asylum procedures in f ive European countries. 
Journal of Refugee Studies, 34(2), 1595–1617.

Browne, S. (2015). Dark matters: On the surveillance of Blackness. Duke University 
Press.

Calhoun, C, (2003). “Belonging” in the cosmopolitan imaginary. Ethnicities, 3(4), 
531–553.

Candidatu, L., Leurs, K. & Ponzanesi, S. (2019). Digital diasporas: Beyond the buz-
zword. Towards a relational understanding of mobility and connectivity. In R. 
Tsagarousianou & J. Retis (Eds.), The Handbook of diasporas, media and culture 
(pp. 33–47). Wiley Blackwell.

Chouliaraki, L., & Georgiou, M. (2022). The digital border. Migration, technology, 
power. New York University Press.

De Certeau, M. (1984). The practice of everyday life. University of California Press.



Doing Digital Migration StuDieS: introDuc tion 39

De Genova, N. (Ed.) (2017). The borders of “Europe”: Autonomy of migration, tactics 
of bordering. Duke University Press.

De Haan, H. (2023). How migration really works. Penguin.
Dekker, R., Engbersen, G., Klaver, J., & Vonk, H. (2018). Smart refugees: How Syrian 

asylum migrants use social media information in migration decision-making. 
Social Media + Society, 4(1), 1–11.

Derrida, J. (1992). The other heading. Indiana University Press.
Dijstelbloem, H. (2021). Borders as infrastructure: The technopolitics of border 

control. MIT Press.
Dijstelbloem, H., Meijer, A., & Besters, M. (2011). The migration machine. In H. 

Dijstelbloem & A. Meijer (Eds.), Migration and the new technological borders of 
Europe (pp. 1–21). Palgrave Macmillan.

Diminescu, D. (2008). The connected migrant: An epistemological manifesto. 
Social Science Information, 47(4), 565–579.

Duguay, S. (2016) Lesbian, gay, bisexual, trans, and queer visibility through self ies: 
comparing platform mediators across Ruby Rose’s Instagram and Vine presence. 
Social Media + Society, 2(2), 1–12.

Gajjala, R. (2019). Digital diasporas: Labor and affect in gendered Indian digital 
publics. Rowman & Littlef ield.

Giddens, A. (1984). The constitution of society: Outline of the theory of structuration. 
University of California Press.

Gilroy, P. (2005). Postcolonial melancholia. Columbia University Press.
Hall, S., Evans, J., & Nixon, S. (Eds.) (1997). Representation. Sage/The Open University.
Horsti, K. (2019). The politics of public memories of forced migration and bordering 

in Europe. Palgrave Macmillan.
Horsti, K. (2023). Survival and witness at Europe’s border: The afterlives of a disaster. 

Cornell University Press.
Isin, E. & G. Nielsen. 2008. Introduction. In E. Isin & G. Nielsen (Eds.), Acts of 

citizenship (pp. 1–12). Zed Books.
Kaiser, B. & Thiele, K. (2016). Other headings. Ben Jelloun, Derrida, Sansal and 

the Critique of Europe. International Journal of Postcolonial Studies, 18(2), 
270–285.

Karatzogianni, A., & Kuntsman, A. (Eds) (2012). Digital cultures and the politics of 
emotion: Feelings, affect and technological change. Palgrave MacMillan.

Karatzogianni, A., & Robinson, A. (2010). Power, resistance and conflict in the 
contemporary world: Social movements, networks and hierarchies. Routledge.

Latour, B. (2005). Reassembling the social: An introduction to actor-network theory. 
Oxford University Press.

Leurs, K. (2023). Digital migration. Sage.



40 koen leurS anD SanDra PonzaneSi 

Leurs, K., & Ponzanesi, S. (2018). Connected migrants: Encapsulation and cosmo-
politanization, Popular Communication, 16(1), 4–20.

Leurs, K., & Smets, K. (2018). Five questions for digital migration studies: Learning 
from digital connectivity and forced migration in (to) Europe. Social Media+ 
Society, 4(1). DOI: 2056305118764425

Leurs, K. & Witteborn, S. (2021). Digital migration studies. In M. McAuliffe (Ed.), 
Research handbook on international migration and digital technology (pp. 15–28). 
Edward Elgar.

Madianou, M., & Miller, D. (2012). Migration and new media: Transnational families 
and polymedia. Routledge.

Madörin, A. (2022). Postcolonial surveillance: Europe’s border technologies between 
colony and crisis. Rowman & Littlef ield.

Maitland, C. (2018). The ICTs and displacement research agenda and practical 
matters. In C. Maitland (Ed.), Digital lifeline? ICTs for refugees and displaced 
persons (pp. 239–258). MIT Press.

Marino, S. (2015). Making space, making place: Digital togetherness and the 
redef inition of migrant identities online. Social Media+ Society, 1(2). DOI: 
2056305115622479.

Marlowe, J. M., Bartley, A., & Collins, F. (2017). Digital belongings: The intersections 
of social cohesion, connectivity and digital media. Ethnicities, 17(1), 85–102.

Marston, K. (2020). Visual and affective analysis of social media. In L. Pauwels 
& Mannay (Eds), The Sage handbook of visual research methods (pp. 604–613). 
Sage.

Mbembe, A. (2018, November 11). The idea of a borderless world. Africa is a country. 
https://africasacountry.com/2018/11/the-idea-of-a-borderless-world.

M’Charek, A. (2020). Harraga: Burning borders, navigating colonialism. The 
Sociological Review, 68(2), 418–434.

Mirzoeff, N. (2006). On visuality. Journal of Visual Culture, 5(1), 53–79.
Mollerup, N. (2020). Perilous navigation. Social Analysis, 64(3), 95–112.
Nedelcu, M. (2018). Digital diasporas. In R. Cohen & C. Fischer (Eds.), Handbook of 

diaspora studies (pp. 241–250). Routledge.
Nedelcu, M. (2012). Migrants’ new transnational habitus: Rethinking migration 

through a cosmopolitan lens in the digital age. Journal of Ethnic and Migration 
Studies, 38(9), 1339–1356.

Nealon, J. T., & Irr, C. (2002). Rethinking the Frankfurt School: Alternative legacies 
of cultural critique. State University of New York Press.

Nikunen, K. (2018) From irony to solidarity: Affective practice in social media 
activism. Studies of Transition States and Societies, 10(2): 10–21.

Papacharissi, Z. (2014). Affective publics: Sentiment, technology, and politics. Oxford 
University Press.



Doing Digital Migration StuDieS: introDuc tion 41

Pelizza, A. (2020). Processing alterity, enacting Europe: Migrant registration and 
identif ication as co-construction of individuals and polities. Science, Technology, 
& Human Values, 45(2), 262–288.

Ponzanesi, S., & Leurs, K. (2022). Digital migration practices and the everyday. Com-
munication, Culture and Critique, 15(2), 103–121.

Puar, J. (2017). Terrorist assemblages: Homonationalism in queer times (10th ed.). 
Duke University Press.

Pugliese, J. (2010). Biometrics: Bodies, technologies, biopolitics. Routledge.
Scannell, P. (1995). For a phenomenology of radio and television. Journal of Com-

munication, 45(3), 4–19.
Seuferling, P., & Leurs, K. (2021). Histories of humanitarian technophilia: How 

imaginaries of media technologies have shaped migration infrastructures. 
Mobilities, 16(5), 670–687.

Scheel, S. (2019). Autonomy of migration? Appropriating mobility within biometric 
border regimes. Routledge.

Shield, A. D. J. (2021). Queer migration and digital media. In Oxford Research 
Encyclopedia of Communication. Oxford University Press. DOI:10.1093/
acrefore/9780190228613.013.1165

Skrbiš, Z. (2008). Transnational families: Theorising migration, emotions and 
belonging. Journal of Intercultural Studies, 29(3): 231–246.

Smets, K. (2018). The way Syrian Refugees in Turkey use media: Understanding 
“connected refugees” through a non-media-centric and local approach. Com-
munications, 43(1), 113–123.

Svašek, M. (2012). Moving subjects, moving objects: Transnationalism, cultural 
production and emotions. Berghahn Books.

Szulc, Ł. (2020). Queer migrants and digital culture. In K. Smets, K. Leurs, M. 
Georgiou, S. Witteborn & R. Gajjala (Eds.), Handbook of media and migration 
(pp. 220–232). Sage.

Tazzioli, M. (2020). The making of migration: The biopolitics of mobility at Europe’s 
borders. Sage.

Ticktin, M., & Youatt, R. (2022). Intersecting mobilities: Beyond the autonomy of 
movement and power of place. Borderlands Journal, 21(1), 1–17.

Van Dijck, J. (2013). The culture of connectivity: A critical history of social media. 
Oxford University Press.

Van Reisen, M., Mawere, M., Smits, K., & Wirtz, M. (2023). Enslaved: Trapped and 
trafficked in digital black holes. Langaa RPCIG.

Wall, M., Campbell, M. O., & Janbek, D. (2017). Syrian refugees and information 
precarity. New Media & Society, 19(2), 240–254.

Walters, W. (2018). Aviation as deportation infrastructure: Airports, planes, and 
expulsion. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 44(16), 2796–2817.



42 koen leurS anD SanDra PonzaneSi 

Witteborn, S. (2018). The digital force in forced migration: Imagined affordances 
and gendered practices. Popular Communication, 16(1), 21–31.

Wood, N., & Waite, L. (2011). Editorial: Scales of belonging. Emotion, Space and 
Society, 4(4), 201–202.

Zijlstra, J., & van Liempt, I. (2017). Smart(phone) travelling: Understanding the use 
and impact of mobile technology on irregular migration journeys. International 
Journal of Migration and Border Studies, 3(2/3), 174–191.

About the Authors

Koen Leurs is Associate Professor of Gender, Media and Migration Studies at 
the Graduate Gender Programme of the Department of Media and Culture 
at Utrecht University, the Netherlands. Leurs was the principal investigator 
of the Team Science project Co-Designing a Fair Digital Asylum System, 
funded by the Universities of the Netherlands Digital Society program and 
COMMIT, a public-private ICT research community (2022–2023). He chairs 
the Utrecht University-wide Digital Migration Special Interest Group, part 
of the Governing the Digital Society focus area. He previously co-edited The 
Sage Handbook of Media and Migration (Sage, 2020) and the special issues 
(Im)mobile Entanglements (International Journal of Cultural Studies, 2023) 
and Inclusive Media Education for Diverse Societies (Media & Communication, 
2022). His latest book is Digital Migration (Sage, 2023). For more information, 
see https://www.uu.nl/staff/KHALeurs.

Sandra Ponzanesi is Professor of Media, Gender and Postcolonial Studies 
at the Department of Media and Culture Studies at Utrecht University, the 
Netherlands. She has published widely in the f ields of media, postcolonial 
studies, digital migration and postcolonial cinema with a particular focus on 
postcolonial Europe from comparative and interdisciplinary perspectives. 
She is currently the principal investigator of the NWO project Virtual Reality 
as Empathy Machine: Media, Migration and the Humanitarian Predicament 
(VREM). Among her publications are: Paradoxes of Postcolonial Culture 
(SUNY, 2004), The Postcolonial Cultural Industry (Palgrave, 2014) and Gender, 
Globalisation and Violence (Routledge, 2014). She has co-edited volumes such 
as Postcolonial Cinema Studies (Routledge, 2012), Postcolonial Transitions in 
Europe (Rowman and Littlef ield, 2016), Postcolonial Intellectuals in Europe 
(Rowman and Littlef ield, 2018), and Postcolonial Publics: Art and Citizen 
Media in Europe (Edizioni Ca’ Foscari, 2023). For more information, see 
https://www.uu.nl/staff/SPonzanesi.


