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Abstract

Deportation, understoodas the physical removabf someone against their will from
the territoryof one state to that of another, has movetb the forefrontof academic
and policy agendas. Although thei®a growing literature on legislation and policy,
there is verylittle in-depth dateon what happens post-deportatidn.this article,we
examine possiblepost-deportationoutcomes. We argue that, whateverasons
existed for peopleto migrate in the first place,deportationaddsto these andcreates
at least three additional reasons that maki@ustmentjntegration, or reintegration
difficult, if not impossible. These include the impossibilitiyrepaying debtsincurred
by migration, the existencef transnationahnd local ties, the shanw failure, andthe
perceptionf ‘contamination’. We draw on a mixture of quantitative andjualitative
data gatheredn Europe and Afghanistato argue that mangeportedAfghans at
tempt and succeeth re-migrating.

Keywords: deportation, Afghanistairan, Europe

1. Introduction

The beginningf the twenty-first century has seen a sharpinisepractice acknowledged
to be brutal, expensive and ineffective (Schuste2005; Gibney and Hanse2003; Collyer
2012).Stateshave increased the uskdeportation arguing thas it anecessaryveapon in
the battle against undocumented migration, a meamemove those witmo right to
remain within a given territory, and a deterrémtothers intendingo circumvent migra-
tion controlg although therés no evidenceo support this andaswewill show, growing
evidenceo the contrary. Undocumented migration continues apace, and afidhgse
deportedre-migrate, leadingisto question thgustifiability and utility of deportation.
Academic literatureon deportation has tendew focuson the earlier stagesf the
process, exploring the difficultie$ removing rejected asylum seekers (Noll 1997, 1999;
Phuong 2005), resistance against deportation (Nyers 2003), adiainipers and injustices
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of the deportatiorexperience (Fekete005;Tazreiter2006;Kanstroom2007).Thereis also
agrowingbodyof literatureon theplaceof deportationin thestate’s anti-migration arsenal
(Ellerman2008,2009; Schuster 2005) and increasingtythe theoretical implications of
the ‘normalization’ of deportation (Bloch and Schuster 2005)what Gibney (2008) has
referredto asthe ‘deportation turn’ (see alsde Genova and Peutz 2010). With Zilberg
(2011: 4),we note that muctlof the theorizingon deportation configures asa means of
rendering undesirable people immobile. However, what emergestfrerampirical data
presented herés that deportation cannot render people permanently immaha
though individual capacity for action and mobility constrainedby state actionjt is
not eradicated.

All of the above studies and the recent special isEGéizenship Studie§2011) have
tendedto focuson flaws in the pre-deportation system that léaceople being unjustly
removed potentiallyto dangerExperiencegre- and during deportation, and the injustices
that may accompany them, shape what hapfmepsople post-deportation and are clearly
important. Howeverin spiteof some excellent studies, includiby Brotherton (2008),
Brotherton and Barrios (2009), the Edmund Rice Centre (2006), Kh¢2e08), and
Peutz (2006, 2010delativelylittle is known about what happeis peoplein the months
and years thafollow deportation (Collyer 2012), that is, whether once removed they stay
away,or whether other potential migrants are discouraged from migrafibrereas there
is anestablisheénd expanding bodyf literatureon what happent people whalecideto
return to their countriesof birth or previous residence (Dumon 1986; Hammond 1999;
Arowolo 2000; Cassarin®2004; Hughes 2011) andn those returnedspart of an INGO
sponsored programme (Marsd&®99; Black, Collyerand Somerville2011), the worlon
those returned against theiill is more limited, though growing (Ruben, Van Houaied
Davids 2009). Given the claims madlg states about the centralibf deportation to
migration controls ando ‘maintaining the integrityof the asylunmsystem’ (NAO 2005:
10), and the recommendation in the EU Returns Directiae tthere should be
post-deportation monitoring, this laok emphasion what happens after forcedturn
may seem surprising.

Our focus, therefords on post-deportation, that is, what happéngeople who are
removedas part of migration controls fromone country to another (not always their
country of origin)® against their will, and whgo many re-migrate’ Our argument is
that the experience of deportatidslikely to make adjustment, integratioar reintegra-
tion difficult if not impossible, and creates three additional reatmme-migrate. These
include deepening economic opportunity losses and the impdagsitfirepaying debts
incurred by the initial departure, the social existencdack thereofof transnationaland
local ties and responsibilities, afidally the socio-cultural shanwf failure and the sus-
picions of the community.

The focuson Afghanistan inour research anéh this articleis explained bothby the
country’s position among the top three refugee-producing couritrigee world (UNHCR
2012a), and by the high numbef people deportedo that countryin recent years.
Afghanistan has a long and complex migration history. Migration kas ntegrato
this region for centuries, creating links and ties that unitanzonities across relatively
recent borders (Schmeidl and Maley 2008; Majidi 2009; Kaselr Martin 2011). This
movement has never been unidirectional; instead trade, empidyand marriage have



seen people move back and forth, often returnigfghanistan onlyto leaveagainor to
see younger generations leave. Overlaying this complex migraticoryhistthe forced
migration occasionetly more than30 yearsof more or less intense conflict which has
massively increased the numbess people leaving-forced migrations that have been
followed at different pointsby forced returnsas neighbouring states have from tine
time pushed people back (Harpviken e8D4;IPS2009; Schuster 2010As conflict has
ebbed and flowed, almost six million people have returned avith without the assist-
anceof UN-sponsored voluntary assisted programmes, increasing the popubétaon
country withlittle infrastructureby 25% (UNHCR 2012af. This period also saw many
Afghans travelling further afield, seeking asylum Europe, North Americaand
Australasia, and a sharp increasethe numberof deportations from those regions.
This situationis likely to worsen given the pressuras the security situatiothroughout
Afghanistan, the lackf any political resolutiorto the ongoing conflicin the country,
and the upcoming transition phase2014when foreign troops will withdraw leaving
Afghans facingn uncertain and volatile economic and political future.

The permanenthallengeof tracking and monitoring migrants (Pe@@06)and the lack
of reliable figureson thoseforcibly returned remaitkey obstacleso a thorough assessment
of return.This article imot basecn asingle piecef researchbut ratheron differentpieces
of research conducted over the lagedrsby Majidi in Afghanistan an@n ongoing work
by Schustem France, th&JK, and Afghanistanaswell asinsights gainedy both authors
in the courseof advocacy and campaign woirk Afghanistan, France, and th¢K and
conversations with thiamilies of those deportedll interlocutorswere cleathat Schuster
and Majidi wergesearcherand would write about thegxperiencesSomesawand com-
mentedon an early versiorof this article. Our interlocutors could and digecifywhat, if
any,personal information couldeusedAll the name$&avebeen changed, bages(where
available), gender, and family situation are accurate.

Majidi’s research with 100 returnees (of whom fifty had beeported) using
closed-ended questionnaires and a team of interviewerthré@@ provinces of
Afghanistan (Kabul, Nangarhar, and Ballh)2009 and 2011 offers a longitudinal per-
spectiveon a small samplef people deported who had been assisted through the UK
Return and Reintegration Furithesestudies were conducted for thiK Department for
International Development (DFID) and carriegt aspart of a study into the outcomes of
the UK Return and Reintegration Fund and #oévitiesof its operational partnersn the
ground, the International Organization for Migration (IOM). The méttogywasbased
on a quantitativesurveywith forced returnees randomsglectedrom availablebeneficiary
listings, and completed with a qualitative survey with focus groupustsens andndi-
vidual case studies. Those seledgte@009 were theme-interviewedin 2011to obtain a
longitudinal perspective of their post-deportation experience.

Schuster’s multi-country fieldwork from2008to the present with thirty young men
in Paris and siof their extended familie;n Afghanistan provides a morm-depth
qualitative viewof return experienceSchuster’s findings emerge from conversations
with Afghansin a varietyof situationsin France over a periodf 4 years and over three
visits to Afghanistan and with son@ their families over al5-month period. The
ongoing relationships in Paris allowed more complex and edamaccountf the
post-deportation experient@ emerge, and facilitated the creatiof relationshipsof



trust in Afghanistan. Initially contact with families was for the purpadedelivering
gifts from family membersn Paris, butSchuster’s descriptionof her work and research
interestsin responseo queries would inevitably lea discussions. Subsequently con-
sentto use this information-anonymized-was sought and granted. The conversations
were recordedin a detailed diaryas soon as possible afterwards, and findingsd
questions that emerged during the writofghe diary wouldbe raised with the speaker
and/or other Afghani& personor by phone subsequentlsa wayof validatingand
triangulating the conclusions.

Thoseanterviewed, formallyandinformally, areoverwhelminglyyoungmales, since very
few Afghan women travel independently outside the couty,the commonality ends
there.Theseyoung men (the olde&t40) are a heterogeneous group: the lemdtime out
of Afghanistan before deportation varied from 3 mortth8 years, some were university
educated and some illiterate, some were retutoetthe countryin which they had been
born and grown up, whereas others were retutoea country they did not knoat all,
having been born and raisedIran or in a refugee campm Pakistan. Among thater-
viewees,those deported from Iran tendéa be poorer and less educated, whereas those
deported from Europe were more mixiedsocio-economic terms including a higho-
portion of educated young meWe cite a small numbepf womenin the article,but
cannot yet draw firm conclusions the impact that gender makesthe post-deportation
experience because the numizeso small.

Scholars workingon those deported to Cameroon (Alpes 2012), Cédpele
(Drotbohm 2011), the Dominican Republic (Brotherton dBakrios 2011),El
Salvador (HagenEschbach, and Rodriguez 2008; Zilberg 2011), SomalilandtzZ(Peu
2006), and Sri Lanka (Collyer 20123s well as Afghanistan, Armenia, Bosnand
Herzegovina, Sierra Leone, Togo, and Vietrfahave found that the majorityf those
who are deported want twjll attempt to, and oftedo leaveagain. Frequently, their stay
or sojournin the countriego which they are deported represents a temporary reurn
break before a new phage the migration cycle (Peutz 2006; Hagen, Eschbanl,
Rodriguez 2008). In part this due to what Cassarino (2004) identifies returnee
preparedness and returnee resource mobilizatmople are more likeltp be ableto
settleif they have been able prepare their returnto convert assets and send them
home,or to setup opportunitiesor support structures. Those who are deported are those
who are returned against their wiltheydo not wantto go and so these migrants are
not prepared for their return ardb not haveaccesso resources that would facilitate
justify such a returnAs de Haas (2005) note4, is unrealisticto expect those deported
settle somewhere thajo not wantto be. As we will show below, this frequently creates
an impulseto re-migrate in order to achieve goals thwartedy deportation. Some of
these use their enforced return to rest, recuperate, catch up eiithfatmiliesand
discuss the further investment requirby another migration attempt. Others leave
almost immediately or at leass soon as they can, avoiding making contact with
family or friends. In whafollows, we explore somef the factors that make a difference
asto whether people deported manage to stay and makeim Afghanistanpr leaveto
try and makeone elsewherg(the most common attempted scenario), before considering
some cases where people have settled.



2. Factorsinhibiting sustainable returand encouraging
re-migration

As noted above, the existing data from scholars and studies acregsritiéndicatethat
most of those deported want, and will attemfi, leave again. If, following deportation,
there has been littler no structural improvemento security, the economy, the political
situation,or their individualperspectivesghen the pustto leavea countrywill bethe same
as before,especiallyif people are forcetb return before they are ready;, before they
chooseo do so themselves.

The argumenin this articles that whatever reasorgistedfor peopleto migratein the
first place,deportation add® these andreatesat leastthree additional reasons that make
adjustment, integratiorgr reintegrationdifficult if not impossibleTheseinclude deepen-
ing economic opportunityossesand the impossibilitpf repaying debts incurreldy the
initial departure, the social existence (or lack theredftransnational and local tiesxd
responsibilities, and finally the socio-cultural shaofidailure and the suspiciorsf the
community.

Afghanistan’s economy remains fragile and unable to supjitsrtpopulation and
absorb the high numbers of refugees and migrants that haweerktin the past 10
years. Large numbersef Afghans continueto migrate or remain abroad. Iran, where
wages araup to four times higher thann Afghanistan (Majidi 2008)is a key destin-
ation for irregular Afghan migrant workers, even though deportatisralmost an
occupational hazardn 2007, the governmentf Iran recorded over 400,0@Beport-
ations;in 2011 the number had decreased?211,023 (UNHCR 2012b), whichone
theless represents a deportation figeir&78 per day from Iran. Afghans recognize the
high riskof deportation. Some have been deported once, taficeyven three timebut
continue this migration foits economic benefits, sending back regular remittaiices
their familiesin Afghanistan who are either entirady highly dependenbn this income
(Majidi 2008).

Againstthis backdromf forced economic migration, a repdny the European Asylum
SupportOffice (EASO 2012) showethatin 2011, 28,000 Afghanapplied forasylumin the
EU, the highest number in the decaiteethe beginningf the warln 2012,these figures
reachedan all-time high with more tha80,000asylum applications, with actual numbers
for thoseleaving likelyto be far higher than those seeking asylum (The Telegraph 2012).
These numbers are undoubtedly increasing. Afghanistan rema@ef the top three
refugee-producing countriés the world, with record asylum applicatioims Europein
2012.Whereasmostof those deported from Iran are undocumentedkers,mostof those
deported from outside the region are those whose claims for aeylutre basisf per-
secution have been rejected. Howewaerjmpressive piecef work by the Edmund Rice
Centrein Australia (ERC 2006) followed rejected asylum seekers, includihgfghans,
and found that somef those rejectetby the Australian government were returntm
Afghanistan but forcedo flee againto Pakistan.lt found evidence that ninef those
returned had been killed. Clearly, those wdmnot wishto return becausef fear of
persecution will leave agaiifi that is possible Majidi’s research has shown that when
family members sent abrodd safety are deported, the family will respoby sending



themawayagain—in somecasedurther away. Thisis especiallythe casefor unaccompan-
ied minors®

Whereas those migratirtg neighbouring states often plémreturn after 2r 3 years,
this seemso be less the case with those migrating outside the region. Rathercdman
centratingon earningasmuch moneyas possible, those deported from Europe séem
have been morwilling to enrolin schoolor universityto spend timeon training courses,
andto have stable employment, plannifgsettle permanently. Families are increasingly
sendingo Europe at leastineof their sonsasan investmenon their future. Alternatively,
heads of householdsavetheir youngfamilies behind with their parentsr in-laws while
they apply for asylum, hoping then flamily reunification.In thesecasesthe intentionto
migrate is long-term with the expectations and hompdsentire families restingn one
person’s journey.As wewill show below, such projects are unlikedybe abandoned even
post-deportation.

Attemptsby INGOs andforeigngovernmentso create the structures thaitl encourage
Afghansto return and remain have tendedfocuson individuals deported from Europe,
though some, suchasHELPin Herat, are working with those deported from Iran. First
AGEF,andnowIOM, havebeen contractetb offer smallpayments andoursego improve
skills in the hope that people might sgtbusinessesenrolin qualification training courses
to learn computer skiller English,or undertake vocational training programmibsit
will teach them a specific technical skifl just 6 months. However, problems ranging
from the inadequacygf these programmew® fit with the profile of returnees and local
contextsto their inabilityto createor maintain the infrastructures that woulltbw these
individualsto capitalizeon the limited resources provided, mean that maithe partici-
pantsin such programmaesill once agaiseemigrationasanappropriatesurvivalstrategy
(Maijidi 2008, 20095

In addition to the conflict and poverty that caused pedpldeavein the first place,
deportation adds three factors that medenigration even mordikely: the lossof eco
nomic and educational opportunities and the impossibilitgpéying debts incurred by
earlier attemptgo migrate; transnational and local tiesthe countriesof destination,
exile,and return; and a socio-cultufaklingof shame and perception$ ‘contamination’.
We shall discuseachof these issuds turn.

2.1 Economicopportunityloss anddebt

International migrationis an expensivebusinesspnethat usually requiremily support.
An early studyby llahi andJafarey(1999) found tha#6 per cenbf migrants from Pakistan
relied on family loans. For those who daving becaus®f under- or unemployment,t
often entails borrowing money thiatto berepaid once employment has been foimthe
destination country. Sending a family member abreagdeciallyout of the region, con-
stitutes a major investmean the partof thefamily, who maysellland, goodspr valuables
on the assumption thewill berepaidoneday through the laboursf the member abroad
(Carling and Carratero 2006). For many families, these assetmansurance against
adversityor a formof saving for the next generation. New arrivial$aris told Schuster
of the fine calculations that had been mad& what the family back home could afford
andhowthey wouldsurvivein the 2or 3yearsit may take someorte establisthemselves.



However, peopléravellingoverland often find that they rusut of moneyon theway and
are obligedo request further loans from othiamily membergo complete their journey.

We thought the journey would takeneor two months, butve were stuck for four
monthsin Greece and a montim Serbia- the whole journey took eight months.
Whenwe left we paid E8,000 foall of usto getto Europe. Butve did not know what
Greece was likeWe have to keep calling home and asking for more money.
Now we owe E25,000. Howanwe pay thishack?(Tamana’ 24)

After my husband diedye sentmy eldest sorto Swedenlt was quick for himand

did not cossomuch,soit wasdecided | shouldollow with the other two childrer

but it was different fous*! It has been a year aftchas cost E40,000. (Nooria, 37)

Depotation representseisis for suchfamilies, not just the individuainvolved—acrisis
that mustbe resolvedIf someneis depored before debtganbe repad, and if they are
unlikely to be ableto repayit post-deportation there is a stong incentive tare-migrate
evenif that means increasing the original debt. Bgbhetherto family membersor to
moreformallenderscanrot bewritten off and thosdenders recognizthat theirbestchane
of repaymenis through financinge-migration. Smugglersprovide differentpackagedor
re-migration to facilitate andprovide an incentiveto leaveagain. Theyaneither loan the
moneydirectly and recuperaié againstvagesin the county of destination (usualliran)
or loan the moneyo the migrant and obtain a relmrsementfrom an emploer in the
county of destinatn, leadingto situaions of bonded labou Thesepackagesrequenty
offer two or threeattemptsto cross agivenborder (Majdi 2008. These‘multiple attempts
paclages’ are a wayo respondo setbackenroute ando depatation.

Young Afghansn Paris explained that the first money borrowed was on the dfasis
unrealistic expectations, but thaww they hadactuallymade the journey, and understood
what was and wasot possiblein Europe, they were more confidesftbeing abldéo repay
the debt. When questioned about diféculty of regularizingtheir situation a second time
round because their fingerprints woub@ in the Schengen Information Systdm
European fingerprint database), theswes acceptancehattheywould haveto work without
papers, buasoneintervieweeut it, ‘In UK | canget moneyo payin two years- there
[Afghanistan]it will neverbepossible’. When this young man was asked about the danger
of being deported again, he replied thatwould come again, thougih would takehim
longerto pay his debts:I cannot stayin Afghanistan- thereis no future for me there’
(Amiri, 23).

However, taking loanser incurring debtds a common coping strategy for all Afghan
households, whether urbar rural, poor,or middle-classin a country withno proper
bankingsystemHouseholdsely on relativesand friends for debt® payfor migration,but
alsoto build a home, obtain medical treatment, send chiltwesthool, purchase a ca,
(for the most destitute) purchase food. But deportation repres@atsi@lar economic
setback becaus# the opportunities foregori®y migrants. Deported\fghansare for the
most part youngnaleswholeft to find a bettetife, work, and astablesituation abroadata
time when instead they could have attended school, universitpel@ a skillpor found
employment. The key formative years, between the afyssteen and thirty, are spent
preparing for migrationtravellinga dangerous irregular route, then spending another few
yearsin the asylum systenm Europe,or working on construction sitem Iran. Once



deported, sometimes after five, tear, more years abroad, they come back withim-
provementin their educationskills, or workingexperience. Thegomebackto thesameor
worsening, structural conditions, without any improvemientheir own potential. The
feeling of having‘wasted time” and lost opportunities that could have been, in hindsight,
more interestingn Afghanistanijs a reality that they have a difficult time adapting lto.
partto convincethemselveshat they did noteavefor nothingin thefirst place they decide

to leaveagain.

| left Kabul before startinginiversity.l hadvery goodgradesand coulchavegoneto
university,but | preferred, andny family agreedto goto the universityin Europe.

| decidedto goto theUK attheageof 18 hoping that | would get enrolled there. But
it never happened. Six years later, | was deported. All levaddone was deliver
food. Thisis not askill I canuse herén Kabul.| realizethereis nothing | learnedhat
canbeused here for an income. | hav@educationno skills, | am the same person
asl was when | leftbut almost ten years older now. (Q&23)

The economic and educational opportunity loss has a braagect than juson the
individual. Its repercussions acellective. When debts are incurred send one person
abroad, that is, a young promising son, the expectations at &i@rtbat this wilbe the
solutionto the many—mostly economie-problemsof the household. Ofterspeciallyin
the casef Afghansdeported from Iranfamiliesthat stayed behind depended exclusively
on thatperson’s remittances. The expectati@thatof a quick,if not immediate, returron
investment. Thiss often timeseasily achievedvith migrantsto Iran (Majidi2008)repaying
the costof their migration within aveekor a month, before sending regular remittances.
However, those deported from Eurdpeea toughereality: in manycasesnot only have
their skills not improved, they have been unable to send regular remittancesaegiot
been abléo repay debts. When they return empty handteid,the entirefamily that bears
the indebtedness and econornoigses.This leadgo a downgradingf the family’s assets
and strategies, hence justifying and necessitating incurring more tdefifil another
migration attempt.

2.2 Transnationaénd localties

Deportationcanoccurat any time, from hours aftarrivalto manyyearslater (Peutz 2006;
Kanstroom2007;Hagan,Eschbactand Rodriguez 2008lf. the person being deported has
close familyin the deporting countryespeciallyif he or sheis responsible for those left
behind such as children, the imputsereturn is very strong. Scholars suesthose just
mentioned have interviewed people deported fromUBa, who have families ther&o
whom they are determinet return. Hagan, Eschbach, and Rodriguez (2008) thate
whether the person deportedsupportingfamily in the countryof origin or the deporting
country, deportation means th&miliesareleft without support. Theris muchlesswork
doneon those familiesn Europe who have been separabsddeportation, but similar
concerns and questions are raideds, for example, very difficult for a parent who has
been deportedo maintain contact with children left behit Europe, muchesssupport
them when they have been returnedpoverty. Such separations make (re)-settling in
Afghanistan almost impossible.



In thecaseof Iran, tiesin the deporting country aevenmore complex and entrenched,
due to decade®f migration and cross-border movements between the two countries.
The act of deporting migrante countriesof origin, or countries of citizenship, assumes
that this country constituteédome’ for the person deportedr thatit is where hisor her
family and support system are located. Ties to the cowftmeturn, in the case of
Afghanistan, are complicatedy multiple migration and displacement episodes over
many decades. Many migrants who are pickedin Europe have not come directly
from Afghanistan: they liveih Iran eitherasrefugees with their familiesr irregularly
on their own before heading west. Their families and homesatrén their country of
origin, they mayactuallystill beliving asrefugeesn exile. In the specific cas®f unaccom-
panied minors, Ergenumberof Afghans interviewedn France grewup asrefugeesn Iran
andasa result look, sound, arattmore Iranian thaifghan.Isaq (aged 26), interviewed
in Paris, is teaselly friends for hidsfahaniaccent and thallegedacquisitionof the ‘famed’
Isfahani miserlinesg=or many, their parentsiblings,grandparents, and cousins gréran
and Pakistan, and toesserextent European countries. Their forced return to Afghanistan
is not a returnto family or ‘home’, andis often unsustainable without the progipport
system that these minomr young adults neetb survivein their country of origin.
Deporting individualshome’ to distant relatives andillage eldersin Afghanistan makes
no senseén this context. Their decision thesto migrate back as soon &ssibleto the
country of exileif their families are still theregr to the countryof most recent residence
where theirsiblingsand otherelativesmight beworking, albeitirregularly. It wastherefore
not uncommon,in our researchto meetonefamily with brothers and cousins dispersed in
Iran, Europe, Australia, and Afghanistasillustratedby Besmellah.

I was deported two years agoy cousin participatedn your research yesterday
sincehe was deported from thelK too, less than six months ago. The rest of
our familyis in Iran, while oneof my brothersis in Holland, wherehe was
deportedto because that is wheree had his first fingers prints taken. But we
also have another brother who succeededet his case approvetie lives in
London. We will tryto go backto him and attempto submit a new caskle will
helpuswhenwe arrive there, Icanstaywith him, beforel find a situationof my own.
(Besmellah33)

Majidi’s researcton those deported from théK showsstrong ties often remaineither
throughrelatives, friendsor intimate relationshipms the deporting country (Majidi 2011).
Afghanswho have migrateih recent years either have uncles and cousins from previous
migration wavesliving in the UK,or have travelled together with their brothers. Many of
those deported from théK leavebehind a brother, cousiar uncle. Thatie still servesasa
pull factor and, during the time when they are back hamse, sourceof financialand
material supportasin the casef Ebadullah.

| am not goindo stay here for long, | fear fony life. We are four brothers, three of
ushavebeen deported, but one remaimshe UK. He has beeableto gethis papers.
He sendsus moneyto helpuslive whilewefind a solution. (Ebadullal29)

In other casest is an intimate relationship, with a girlfriendiancee or wife, that
sustains the hopef returnto the UK, and thatallowsthe person deported, agéimough



financialand materiatesourcesent from abroado survivethe time thathey haveo bein
Afghanistan before theganre-migrate.

| arrived two months ago angiim planningto goback sincemy fianceeisin the UK.
Sheis there waiting for me. She senue money heresothat Idon’t haveto work.
Now | wantto go back soon, whas there formeto do here{Baryalai,27)

In additionto the pullof extensivetransnationahetworksof familiesandfriends,there is
the pullof the informal labour market. Iranian employacsively recruit Afghanirregular
workersin the constructionor agricultural sectors (Majidi 2008). Once a good working
relationship had been established some employers wewf thir way to stayin contact
with workersafter theyweredeported Somesenton belongingsor wagesthat theywerenot
ableto collectbefore beindorcefully removed from theiworkplace.Others keptn touch
by phone, informing thenof possibilitiesto re-join their workforce. The economic ties
with Iran are solicasboth employersand workers knowf the existinglabour demandnd
of the low financial and logistical costs to crossing the border Inato. The cosbf mi-
grationis usually repaicy Afghan migrants within the first montlof their arrivalin Iran
(Majidi 2008)*?

In recentinterviews(2012), living agairin the countryof origin was often not accepted
asan option, whether the youngen had been returned 2 montbs 2 years priorto the
interview. Everafter return, theres arefusalto acceptheinevitability of returnor the need
to reintegrate, becausé strongpsychological, physicaknd ideologicaldivides that have
been reinforcedy the migration experience. Many spaliethe rampant corruption in
their country, within the government, and within the labour etarRome refus® work,
either becausef tiesin deporting countries that sustain thembecause their perception
of corruption and nepotisrim the country makes the search for work seem futile. One
young marrejectedworking for someone who had voluntarily returned from abroagbt
up in business and take advantage ofghssibilitiesafforded by reconstruction:

What is the political futureof our country? These dual nationals know about fac-
tories,electricity, roads abroad. But they ditbt do anything here. They have only
built buildings that they rertb make money. They have the morieyinvestin the
private sectobut it only benefits them. tan’t work permanentlyin Afghanistan
because the rules asebiased here. (Mustafag)

Having seerhow life is ‘over there’ renders them unwillingp accepthow life is ‘over
here’. As Emal (aged33) putit: ‘What isthere formeto do here?At leastin theUK they give
you a chance, while heexeryonefights for their own good, for theurvival, thereis no
humanity.” Thereis a disdain for their countrgf origin, and for waysf life that have
become alierio them. Even though these young men have been deportedtHeotuk,
their personatxperiencef Britain (or Franceor Germanyor the USA) makest difficult to
accept lifdn a harsher environment and pushes thheteaveagain.

2.3 Shame andcontamination’

The poweinf shame shouldot beunderestimated antteatedurther pressurte migrate.
Young menin Paris aftere-migrating post-deportationo Afghanistan spoke bitterlgf



their families” lackof comprehensionf what they haguffereden routeto andin Europe,
and of the difficulties they faced. They had founitl very hardto explain Europearur-
eaucracypr that they would have been deported even though they dradhitted no
crime.In addition, there are comparisons with the sarigherfamilieswhoregularlysend
back moneyr equipmentgiving riseto the question:If he could take caref his family,
why can’t you?” Carling and Carraterin the contextof Senegalesenigrants echo these
feelings:‘Returnees arenot only frustrated and anghut also speakf asenseof shamen
relation to havindailed and coming home emptynded’ (2006:4, seealsoAlpes2012)*
An Afghanin Paris explainetb nods of approvékhose words are sharper thdoladesand
the woundsdo not heal’ (Nemat, 40). The shanfelt not justby the individual deported
but by the whole family and the only opportunitg purgeit is throughre-migration.

A focus group with young men deported from W€ in Kabul highlighted a common
experiencehaving fingers pointeat them, and being calléche deportee’ (also noted by
Drotbohm in relationto those deportedo Haiti 2011).In a country where neighbours
know everything abougachother and theres verylittle room for privacyit is difficult to
hide a deportationin Afghanistan, Majidi (2009) has found similar resporteethose
found by Peutzin Somaliland:‘those who are returnedo Somaliland are potential spoilers
of the true culturet home’ (2006:227).Life in the Wests sometimes sedyy community
membersashaving‘contaminated’ the teenagers and young adults who left for theatlK
young age and returned witfisible and invisible signsof their cultural change (clothing,
behaviour, accent etcl)ife in theUK is perceivedashaving had aegativeimpacton their
developmentin the case of one young man intervievie@009 and agaim 2011, from
Paghman districin Kabul province, his return home leéd clashes arising from his
changed perspectives:

They all bothemme because | wertb the UK. They say | losty culture, becama
kafir .. . all sortof insults. Another deportee Habib— returned and was killed in
our village last year. | left becausenb longer feltsafe.But now | haveno employ-
ment, no stable incomeno skills, no future andno family by my side. (Najib,22)

‘Internal relocation’ is often proposedby courtsin Europeasa solution for those who
cannotbereturnedto their areaof origin, or to their homesHowever,‘internal relocation’
is not feasiblein the Afghancontextduetheessentiatole playedby family networks. Where
those deported are seasshamedor contaminated, access such networks may be
withdrawn. Without networke offer support and employment opportunities, integration
into a communityis almost impossible. A report published 2007by Saito andHunte
shows thechallengesof complex reintegration, which include the rigssocial exclusion
and discrimination, th&ack of anyskills that could fit with theAfghanlabour market even
if there were employment opportunities, and the difficutifesieeting material needs
during ‘reintegration’. In Afghanistan, therés little other choicebut to go backto where
individuals have social connectiong. this case,if someonaes rejectedby his community,
re-migration maybe the only option given the socio-economic infeasibiitylocal
integration.

In the lightof thesdactors re-migrationis often a rationathoice—arational alternative
to staying and sufferingn the HaganEschbachand Rodriguez study (2008) 238bthe
sample had experienced multiple deportations; sofrthe research subjects had been



deported three timet the Afghan context, Majidi has noted that most chtsérest and
recuperate’ following deportation, spending time and catchimmwith friends and family
before deciding thénext steps” and making preparatiorts leaveagain. Given the difficult
conditions under whichfghans livein Iran—frequentlyliving on their worksite,in build-
ingsunder construction, and without any opportunity Iésureor evento walk outside of
their workplace-the period after return, whether by foareby choice,is an opportunity
to get some rest and see their loved oheS$chuster’s researchit is difficult to tell how
prevalent this experience is, since deportation wasamdyof a numberof issues being
considered, but a numb@f youngmen had returnedto Paris after being deportet
Afghanistan.Theaveragdime spenin Afghanistan wa8 months for those deported from
Iran, and 6 months for those from tH&.

The experiencef deportation from th&JK is commonly livecasa shock and a catas-
trophe, the worst case scenario. Having been removed and retiordghanistan by
force, some buffer timéo plan the next steps neededAs noted above, some enrol in
assistance programmes, initially provided AGEF and now by IOM. The supportand
money provided are, contrany the aimsf the programmes, sometimes usztbuy time’
before leaving again. After the periad assistance and recuperation (usuallpénths)
ends, many decide leaveand make a new attempt migration.

He was alwayghinking about hovio gather the moneip leaveto the UK again. He
hasnot been backn the pasyear:afterhe was deportedhe used to workn a shop
nextto me. Before closing off his businessie told me he had plando goto Iran,
work there for avhile, until hehad moneyo pay asmugglerto gobackto the UK. It
took him afew monthsto makeup his mind,but oncehehad decided, thatasit, he
left the next dayHe hasnot been back sincer else | would have known. (Abdul
Wahed)

Many of those deported, whether not they accept the assistarmpaekageswill leave
again. Interviewinghe samegroup of individualsin 2009and2011,Majidi found that three
in four had left again-unsure of their destination, but certain that they could rite-
grate’ in their place ofeturn.

3. Factors that facilitatestaying

Although most people who have migrated and are depedeuito leaveagain, or plan to,
not all do. A majority of deportationsto Afghanistan are from Iralf. Some people who
have been forcetb return (either directlpr indirectly) are now settlesh Afghanistan in
spite of the ongoing laclof security and fluctuatinggvels of threat, andn spiteof the
limited opportunities that cause many thousasidsigrantsto leaveeachyear.Reflecting
on meetings with such deportees and their familiea011,t seemed that although very
many deported\fghansreturn agairio Iran, somestayand build dife in AfghanistanThe
proportion whalo appears higher among those deported from Iran than amongvhose
had been deported from furthaway.If thisis the case, what factors might expl#iis?
Migration to Iran is relatively inexpensive, aboutS$500for a single adult malésig-
nificantly more forfamilies travellingwith women and children), althoughiceshavebeen
goingup over the last few yeatiieto stricter border controls, angagesare often four



times higher thain Afghanistan(Majidi 2008).This means that thiamily that remains in
Afghanistanis not under the same pressuioere-migrateto recoup their investment arid
may make more sense for the famtidy remainin Afghanistan post-deportation, just
sending one male member back (usually without papersan or further afieldto earn
enoughto remit to the family. Parbof the calculation malethat given the higher cost of
living in those countries, the discrimination experienced and theofeadcesso higher
education for childrent makesmoresensdor onemalememberto return.In thiscaseijt is
thewageof the person whee-migrates post-deportation thacilitatesthe reintegration of
the family.

Justason arrivalin a new countryaccesgo networksof family and friends abland
willing to assistfo accommodate, antb offer support facilitates the integratiaf new
migrants intoreceivingcountries (Cassarinz004),it seemgeasonablé assume that such
networks will alsobe important in the first months after deportation. The existence of
opportunitiesto work and or gao school wouldseemimportantin cushioning returrand
facilitating the constructiorof a future,aswould transferable capitaln orderto try to
create opportunities for those deported, some NGOs and sorodintpmovernments
have seup programmedo create livelihoods and encourage sustainable return (Majidi
2009). Theras some evidence that thishaving limited success:

I haveanincomeof 9,000 Afghanis [US$180for the 60of us, mostly from livestock.
IOM providedme with cattle, gew mothersheepwhich I still use today for income.
This has allowedne to have soméevel of trade that is still operationaspo at least
the help | received then has sustaineglto this day andt has already been three
years.But | donot helpin the reconstructiomf my country,it is about dayto-day
survival here. (Shinguk6)

My time in theUK was wasted; did not learrany skillor receive anyeducation that |
could use when | returnetb Afghanistanin 2009. Insteadit is through IOM’s
support that | enrolleéh a private institute and learned the computer stibis
haveallowedmeto become a techniciam this internet company, and to be recently
promotedto managerlronically, it isin Afghanistannot in theUK, that | learnedo
use a keyboard, a comput¢n, send emails and go on the internet. (Ibral3),

Moneyis clearlyimportantin ensuringsurvival,asseen fronShingul’s comment above,
but sotoo areskills learnt abroad thatanbeapplied ‘at home’. SomeAfghansin London
and Paris, for example, commented envioosly friend’s language skills:

Listento him —hespeakd-rench English, Greeland TurkishlIf | washim, | could go
home and make a fortunel could work withall the foreign peopléey — you need
anything— you just askne’. (Mushtaba, 30)

In anothercasea young man, deported from th in 2009,used hi€nglishlanguage
skills to turn his forced return into a positive and thriving social and enanexperience
at home. Samim quickly found a job as a driver for the Gargoaernment’s aid agency,
GlZ, in Kabul. He was placedn this job by AGEF, the organizatioin chargeof his
‘reintegration’, and now has a stable income asdableto provide for his immediate
family. However, his abilityo capitalizeon skills learnt abroad meant that flieportation
may have encouraged otifamily memberdo leave.His brother subsequently wetotthe
UK and was later deported, leaving behind fliecee. For this brother, thafiancee



constitutes a strong incentit@ leaveagain, althoughe-entry will haveto be clandestine,
with all the attendant high financial cost and human risks.

Some who stain Afghanistan post-deportatiodo not thrive but are unabld¢o leave
again. Some individuals do not have access to familyankéwand remain isolated.
This group hasio accesso the resources necessswyre-commence the journey, which
may also lead t@sychologicaldamagejn some cases worsening the damage inflicted by
deportation. Théloss of face’ occasionedy deportation means that some peajenot
contact theirfamily, but remainin the cityto which they have been returned (e.g. Kabul).
Some will scratch around trying find odd jobs until they can raise the furtdsleave
again®®

Staying may mean something akin confinement,an involuntary immobility, where
the wouldbe migrant cannot adjust, integrat@, reintegratebut cannot migrate again.
We use these terms while acknowledging, with Hammond (1999)Bdack and Gent
(2006), theiinadequacyAs far aswe know, there areo studies that examine the successful
reintegrationof deported people back into their (realsupposed) communitiesf origin,
so little is known about hovor why this happens. Even relatively positive experiences
following deportation, suclasthoseof Ibrahim and Samim, may have ambiguaus-
comes. It is important to note that even when peop&ledenot to leave again
post-deportation, contramp the assumptiorof policymakers there doemt seento be
a simple correlation between deportation and deterring future migrailanagingto
surviveon a dayto-day basismaynot offer much of aperspectivdor future generations, so
that migration,especiallygivenhow tightly it is woven into the historpf Afghanistan,
continuesto be seerasa possible strategy for other family members for improving famil
fortunes.

4. Conclusion

Whether peoplstayor leave agairpost-deportation depends a complex arragf factors,
suchasaccumulated debt, the lasSopportunities and time, the forgiod transnational
links, and the pressuref shame, factors that state policts not take into account.
Current framework®f deportationby European states include packagksreturn and
reintegration’, focusingon training courses and financiadsistanceHowever, these con-
centrateon the individualasa unit of assistancetaking avery narrowview of the existing
needs that are for the most padilective and structural. The programmes provided by
intergovernmental agencies and international N@&Dpersuade forcibly returnedni-
grants tostaycannot compete with th@essuresn themto leave. Statesreate simplifying
fictions (Scott 1999) that facilitate the control and managemipbpulations (Hindess
2000), and those large agencies and NGOs are subject to ntleelagic. However,
short-term(typically 6 months) and simple solutions swastraining and business devel-
opment courses cannot provide solutibmshe complex issues outlined above.

As Scott (1999) morgenerally, and Castleg2004)in relationto migration, have shown
thesesimplified statepoliciesleadto perverseoutcomes andb failure, everjudgedin their
own terms. Deportation does not deter undocumented migraticaudeethe rational
calculations madby migrants and the migratopyessureto which they argubjectare far



more complex than a simple rigkalysisof the likelihoodof being caught and deported.
It would seem that for those who have been deported, factdrastlee needo repay
debts and remito dependents, the shamwigfailure and thalifficulties of settling outweigh
the risks of further deportations, ammdfact create additional pressutedeaveagain.

Putting thisin the contexiof Afghanistan (although there are clear echinegbe work
of other scholars citeuh this article), deportations absorbed into theycle of migration,
and of return, thais part of the history of Afghanistan and its people. Forced return will
not deter further undocumented migration, eeémhose who have themselves beken
ported. This therinevitably raisegjuestions about thastifiability of deportation policies,
in particularto insecure countries like Afghanistaspeciallywhen 2014 promises even
greater insecurity and uncertainty ftsrpopulation.It also raiseshe questiorof the role of
humanitarian and aid organizations depoliticizing this inherently \icl&te practice
(Collyer 2012). The authors understand with Gibney and Han€&3)2hatdeportation
has more symbolic than real intentions, that governmentsnare concerned with
the perception®f their electorate than pursuirgffective policies. Unfortunately, given
the significance deportation has acquiesla ‘technology of citizenship’, a means of
drawing distinctions between citizens and foreigners, perHa@smiost that can be
hoped forin the Afghan contexis a moratoriumon deportations untikt least2015to
allow the new governmerib find its feet. The present international and Afghan political
and economic contexts make furtmesearctihatexploreshe outcomesf deportation for
those deported, the families, and their communities, and criticailyges withdeport-
ation policies urgently necessary.
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Notes

1. Elsewhere Collyer (2012) and others have persuasively aripaeddeportation is
actually about reinforcing the citizestate relationship anth drawing distinctions
between citizens and non-citizens.

2. Or perhapsiot—since alearbodyof evidenceon theinefficacy of deportations would
make them hardeo justify, andasCollyer notes would almost certainly highligha



rangeof issuesaroundill treatmentof deportees thait isin the interestef European
statego overlook’ (2012: 282).

3. Though we have encountered this lassthe casef Afghans,in ongoing work in
Uganda, Schuster has encountered Tanzanian€amgbleseasylumseekergeturned
to that country from th&JK.

4. Wedo not insist that those removedvebeenphysically coercedbut that theyhaveno
choice about returning (see discussioiCollyer 2012).

5. Becauseof the circular and constant natusé Afghan migration,it is very difficult to
cite statistics with any confidence.

6. Most, though not albf these studies amn deportations from th&SA and Canada.
Thoughit is too earlyto be certain,it seems that whereas European stdtedeport
non-citizens with convictions, the proportioof those deporteébllowing a conviction
is higher from North America, and theie a higher proportionof refused asylum
seekers and undocumented migrants from Europe. There alsoteeee® higher
percentage of people who have baeithe USA for many years, often modtnot all
of theirlives, whereas greater proportiomf those deported from Europeento have
been there fok10 years (these conclusions are tentative because statisticairdata
deportations are limited and unreliable). This may singglylue to the factthat
proportionately North America hdswer asylumseekerghan Europe.

7. Many countries depend heaviby remittances from migrants abroad. The United
Nations Resident Coordinatan Acra noted thatreturning migrants meanhot just
the possible burdenf society supporting theno reintegrateput a reductionin re-
mittances which had hitherto supported householdsraedmecaseseen themain-
stay of local economiess was the casen some communitiesn the BrongAhafo
Region’. Source: http://www.ghanaweb.com/GhanaHomePage/NewsArchive/artikel.
php?ID=213702.

8. For this groupto safetyconcerns mape added the cost arat lackof accesgo edu-
cation. This additional concern dasst negate the former. Unaccompanied minors in
France explainetb Majidi that after deportation from Iran, a decisismade taking
into account thege, capabiliieseconomiaesources ofand potential risko the youth
in questionto send himor occasionallyher further abroad, ofteio Europe.

9. The picture offered heiie somewhat reductive and does not reflect the complexity of
the reasonwhy Afghansand others migrate, including adventure, curiosity, marriage,
and progrest adulthood.

10. All names have been changed.

11. The greater expense was related pdal¥ooria’s age and gender, but maie being
accompaniedby two children, albf which made safer, and therefore more expensive,
modes of travel necessary.

12. This reportshowsthat, on average, Afghansiigratingto Iran find employment within
11days;and most within a monthAs a result they arableto immediately papackthe
cost of their migration, that is, within the firstonth.

13. Similar comments were madby sub-Saharan Africaris Oujda during fieldworkn
2004.Nathan, from Nigeria, had been deported three timés to Lagosand onceo
Morocco.On the last two occasions, the deportations were from Spain aneédretw
those two deportations his partner had given Hdotla child.He explained thahe
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had been away from Nigeria for 8 years awhis familyin Spain were alhe had.
When asked about decidibg leave Lagosagain,he responded thate had left Lagos
eachtime within a coupl®f hours—shame preventing him from contacting his family
there:*When | left | wore a suit and had a watoh my wrist and ring®n fingers.How
could I letmy family seemelike this?” andhe pointedto his tattered tee shirt and jeans
and his split trainers.

14. Althoughin June2012the Government of Pakistan announced its intertbaieport 1
million undocumentedAfghansfrom its territory backo Afghanistan.

15. For some who have been deported, including a hawdfpéople from theJK with
whom theRefugee LawProjectin Kampalaareworking, deportationseeshem trapped
in acity, cutoff from family networksand support, anadsto alcoholismdestitution,
physicaland psychological illhealth,sexwork andits attendantrisks (diseaseyeatings,
robbery), and early death.
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