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grants conducted over the turbulent period of 2008- 

-2010, when the global economic crisis dramatically 

altered the Irish labour market, appear to have ex-

ceeded research expectations and provided richness 

and detail to the story.  

With so much to praise, I do have, however,  

a few comments. Namely, I would particularly wel-

come more nuanced analysis of social relations in  

a multinational workplace. Although the authors 

argue that workplace is an important site for inter- 

-ethnic relations (p. 85), they hardly address ten-

sions related to prejudice and ethnic, national, reli-

gious or other axes of difference. The small section 

on multinational workplace, which briefly summa-

rises migrant experience of intergroup relations as 

‘rather positive’, may give an impression that frac-

tures related to social imaginary, stereotyping, prej-

udice and other negative attitudes are scarce. This is 

quite surprising given the extent of similar studies 

from, for example, the UK that suggest otherwise 

(e.g. Cook et al. 2011; Fox 2012; McDowell 2008; 

McDowell et al. 2007). While this might not have 

been the main focus of the research or did not come 

out of the collected data, engaging with broader 

literature and shading some light onto workplace 

encounters with embodied difference, distinctive 

cultural normativity and work ethic would have 

added to the rich texture of the book. 

Secondly, as elaborate as it is, the overall story 

presented in the book seems to downplay the signif-

icance of gender for migrant (labour) experience. 

This, again, might not have been a core interest of 

the study and/or might not have emerged from the 

interviews, yet juxtaposition of some findings (or 

the absence of them) with evidence from wider 

literature could perhaps enrich research conclu-

sions.    

Another aspect that remains unaddressed is how 

the research findings possibly inform policy makers 

and wider academic and public debates. As much as 

the empiricism of the presented story makes the 

volume offer a valuable perspective onto workplace 

experience, the findings seem to remain on a rather 

descriptive level. Being aware of the challenge such 

discussions may pose, I would appreciate some 

more attention into how certain findings might be 

socially, institutionally and academically applica-

ble.   

Friendly comments aside, New mobilities in Eu-

rope is definitely well worth the read. The book 

provides a dynamic picture of Polish migra-

tion/mobility to Ireland. It is well-thought-out, 

fleshy and strongly embedded in empirical data.  

References 

Cook J., Dwyer P., Waite L. (2011). ‘Good 

Relations’ Among Neighbours and Workmates? 

The Everyday Encounters of Accession 8 Mig-

rants and Established Communities in Urban 

England. Population, Space and Place 17(6): 

727-741. 

Fox J. E. (2012). The Uses of Racism: White-

washing New Europeans in the UK. Ethnic and 

Racial Studies 36(11): 1-19. 

McDowell L., Batnitzky A., Dyer S. (2007). 

Division, Segmentation, and Interpellation: The 

Embodied Labors of Migrant Workers in  

a Greater London Hotel. Economic Geography 

83(1): 1-25. 

McDowell L. (2008). Thinking Through Work: 

Complex Inequalities, Constructions of Diffe-

rence and Trans-national Migrants. Progress in 

Human Geography 32(4): 491-507. 

Wallace C. (2002). Opening and Closing Borders: 

Migration and Mobility in East-Central Europe. 

Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 28(4): 

603-625. 

Anna Gawlewicz 

University of Sheffield 

Remus Gabriel Anghel (2013), Romanians in 

Western Europe. Migration, Status Dilemmas, and 

Transnational Connections, Lanham MD: Lex-

ington Books, 218 pp. 

 

Contemporary immigration in Europe has become 

increasingly European. Accelerated migration from 
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other European Union countries contrasts sharply 

with the immigration in the post-war period, when 

migrants tended to come from outside the European 

Community and, in some cases, from beyond the 

European continent. The end of the Cold War, the 

end of the ban on emigration that all countries be-

hind the Iron Curtain enforced (except former Yu-

goslavia) and the gradual integration of these 

countries into the European Union were the main 

drivers of a profound change in European immigra-

tion. When forging this change, a definite and clear 

role bear the last three European Union enlarge-

ments in 2004, 2007 and 2013, when in a relatively 

short period of time the European Union added  

13 new members.  

Within Europe, the case of Romania stands out. 

Romanians have proved the most Euromobile Euro-

peans. Eurostat data indicates that in 2011, there 

were 2.3 million Romanians and only 1.6 million 

Poles and 1.3 million Italians living in other EU 

member states. Italy has a population three times 

larger than Romania, and Poland has twice its popu-

lation (59 and 38 million compared to 19 million) 

(Eurostat 2012). Furthermore, Eurostat estimates 

that Romanian migrants constitute one of the largest 

foreign communities in the EU, second only to 

Turkish and outnumbering the Moroccan one. All 

this being said, Romanian migration and mobile 

Romanians remain under-studied.   

Remus Gabriel Anghel’s book takes on a Homer-

ic task of introducing its readers to the less-known 

and more complex aspects of Romanian migration. 

With wordsmanship and building on a rich empiri-

cal material, Anghel engages in exploring the expe-

riences of mobile Romanians in Western Europe. 

Anghel finely tunes his analysis to explore the moti-

vations of the Romanians for seeking work abroad, 

their migration stories, their understanding of  

a changing status from often unauthorised migrants 

to legal residents and to European citizens; their 

relationship with ‘home’ and the ‘new home’; and, 

their making sense of their changing social status in 

the new society. The book is comparative in purpose 

and sophisticated in design, aiming to contrast the 

experiences of the Romanians who migrated to dif-

ferent destinations in Europe – Italy and Germany  

– under different legal regimes.  

Anghel starts by focusing on Romanian ethnic 

Germans from the city of Timișoara, a large and 

multicultural city in Western Romania, and their 

relocation to Nuremberg, Germany. During the 

communist dictatorship and after 1989, many ethnic 

Germans from Romania relocated to Germany as 

Aussiedlers. The German community had had a long 

presence in Romania and, in comparison with other 

national minorities such as the Hungarian and Roma 

ones, was more respected and affluent than the na-

tional average. Ethnic Germans from Timișoara 

arrived as colonists brought in by the Habsburg rule 

of Charles VI after the Treaty of Passarowitz of 

1718. Following the Union with the Romanian 

Kingdom in 1918, there was a wave of Romanisa-

tion policy during which the exceptional status of 

the German community was nonetheless maintained 

by continuing the network of German-speaking 

schools and allowing for representation in parlia-

ment. The community had its own party, Die 

Deutsche Partei. In addition, religious organisation 

of the Swabian Catholics and Protestant Saxons 

continued to be active, despite the support of the 

newly formed Romanian state for the Orthodox 

religion and a national orthodox church.  

The Communist dictatorship sought to reduce 

what were regarded as privileges of the German 

community, which was associated with the losers of 

the WWII. The new regime nationalised their prop-

erty, especially the land, confiscated businesses and 

livestock and deported many. Ethnic Germans were 

also stripped of the right to vote until 1954. Their 

emigration was banned in 1950, but in 1977 the 

Romanian state agreed to let ethnic Germans relo-

cate to (West) Germany in exchange for a sum of 

money. In fifteen years, the German community 

shrank from 350,000 to less than 60,000 (Anghel 

2013: 5). Relocating ethnic Germans from Romania 

enjoyed legal status, full citizenship rights and state 

support to integrate into the German society, includ-

ing reimbursement of travel expenses, assistance 

with finding accommodation and work. Additional-

ly, they enjoyed tax facilities to start a business. Yet 
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many of them, Anghel finds, experienced frustration 

after relocating to Nuremberg.  

In 80 qualitative interviews, Anghel explored the 

sources of contention and achievement of those who 

emigrated. He shows that at the beginning they were 

enthusiastic about new opportunities. In the 1990s, 

the German labour market offered many jobs, sala-

ries 10-15 times higher than in Romania, and a life-

style that few enjoyed in Romania. Many considered 

themselves Germans, spoke German as their mother 

tongue and pursued education in German and had 

relatives in Germany. They were, however, not rec-

ognised as Germans by other Germans. Such mis-

recognition triggered a shift in their identity, as they 

started to perceive themselves ethnic Germans from 

Romania and to socialise with ethnic Romanians 

and other immigrants. 

 

I observed that Germans [do not make] this dif-

ference, [that I am a Romanian German and not 

a Romanian]. Then, I stopped denying that I am 

Romanian. Anyway, I was born [in Romania],  

I married a Romanian woman, I lived twenty 

years there, and my ancestors lived for many 

generations. So, Romania left a trace on me,  

a sort of blue print on my behaviour, mentality 

and so on. I don’t want to give it up (Christian in 

Anghel: 71).  

 

I had a limited vocabulary [in Romanian]. [In 

Romania] my colleagues, friends, family, every-

one, including even the neighbours were 80-90 

per cent Deutschstemming [of German origin]. 

(…) Here [in Germany] I Romanianised myself 

(Ricky in Anghel: 77). 

 

In the context of migration to Germany, their basis 

for ethnic identification shifts from traditional iden-

tifiers such as the German language and German 

ancestry upon which they built their identity in Ro-

mania. In Germany, where these characteristics 

were shared by most of the population. Instead, 

culture, common experiences including the econom-

ic and political hardships of the Communist dicta-

torship, shared childhood experiences in socialist 

Romania and the common experiences of the 

hometown gained more significance and became 

authentic ethnic identifiers for the Romanian Ger-

mans. Over time the link with Romania further in-

tensifies because many chose Romanian partners, 

often from their hometown. They start speaking 

more Romanian among themselves and initiate 

regular visits home (as opposed to returning just for 

vacation). Males, in particular, tend to partner Ro-

manian women as a strategy of deflecting from the 

more liberal gender norms in Germany.  

 

A Romanian girlfriend] can understand me much 

better. She understands a part of my history, 

even though we did not meet in Romania. And we 

had a similar mentality, we have things in com-

mon. A German girl is not interested in knowing 

[anything] about Romania (Alexandru in 

Anghel: 75).  

 

Others like Daniel said that he was accustomed to [a 

family] model from Romania, with women used to 

cooking and cleaning and being good housewives 

(idem). I had [German] women. They say: ‘why 

should I go to Croatia or Bulgaria? Let’s go to the 

Caribbean Islands. The don’t pay attention to mon-

ey’. (…)This is why I don’t want a woman like that 

(idem). 

In this first scenario, the migration of Romanians 

to Germany is a legitimate and state-supported ‘re-

turn’ migration for ethnic Germans. By contrast, the 

second group Anghel focuses on is a typical labour 

migration of ethnic Romanians from Borșa, a small 

mining town in North-East Romania, to Milan, Italy. 

In the second scenario, Romanians emigrated in 

semi- or undocumented situations and were depend-

ent on informal local networks to cross borders and 

to find accommodation and employment. Compared 

with Timișoara, Borșa has a 10 times smaller popu-

lation, is situated in Maramureș county which is one 

of the most geographically isolated areas in the 

country, and the local economy depends on services, 

traditional agriculture, forestry and mining. You 

would have to go through great difficulty to find 

Romanians who know where Borșa is on the map.  
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During the Communist dictatorship, the town 

developed along with the opening of new mines 

which attracted internal migrants from nearby re-

gions. While the town has grown in size considera-

bly, it largely lacked basic urban services (with the 

exception of a large hospital, a school and local 

administration). Energy independence was a priority 

of the dictatorship. Miners in Borșa enjoyed rela-

tively larger salaries than those in other parts of 

Romania. The fall of the regime and the transition 

from a regulated to free market led to the gradual 

closure of the mines in Borșa and the disposal of the 

miners who worked there. Since all sectors of the 

Romanian economy were going through similar 

tough reforms to adapt to free market economy, 

there were no other industries or other regions in the 

country that could absorb the workers who lost their 

jobs. It was in those circumstances that the first 

labour migrations from Borșa started.  

Immigration to Italy initiated in the early 1990s, 

as Italy was relatively close geographically and easy 

to reach by land. At its initial stage, emigration was 

expensive because one could only enter Italy undoc-

umented either helped by carriers who knew the 

crossings or with a visa for France, Austria or Ger-

many which could be bought on the black market 

for circa 500-1,500 DM. People from Borșa had the 

initial needed capital from the generous compensa-

tions they received after being laid off (a policy 

supported by the World Bank and International 

Monetary Fund and providing the capital to start  

a business) and from selling timber from the nearby 

forests. 

In 37 qualitative interviews, Anghel shows how, 

in initiating their migration to Italy and after their 

arrival in Milan, people from Borșa used, and de-

pended on, the local network with other people from 

the same town. The pioneers of migration who had 

little support when they arrived turned themselves 

into support providers for the ones that followed. 

Kin relations with the newer migrants, and being 

from Borșa were the two elements that established 

trust and shaped obligations among Romanians in 

Milan. This system of establishing strong relations 

with the people from Borșa offered them protection 

and the minimum support needed to initiate their 

lives abroad. For instance, one family used to house 

people from Borșa and their relatives free of charge 

from their first day in Milan until they would find  

a job. As they were also among the few who had  

a residence permit, they rented apartments for others 

who were undocumented and could not do it on 

their own.  

Although Romanians from Borșa faced many 

difficulties and took on labour-intensive jobs, 

Anghel shows that they regarded their experience in 

Milan as positive. The positive evaluation was the 

result of comparing their situation with their 1) en-

visaged life in the 1990s in Borșa where it was very 

difficult to find a job or nowadays since the town 

has not been redeveloped; 2) an earlier situation in 

Milan – a period when they lacked documents, ac-

commodation and jobs. Unlike the Romanian Ger-

mans in Nuremberg, Romanians in Milan experien-

ced a prestige gain as they regularised, entered bet-

ter employment and better accommodation.  

However, just like the Romanian Germans, the 

Romanians in Milan used their relations to 

hometowns to enhance their social standing to  

a level they perceived they could not reach in Ger-

many or Italy. In their hometowns, mobile Romani-

ans became an upper class easily identifiable in the 

town because of the large houses they built, the cars 

they drove and the businesses they created. They 

built such big houses [to show that they are no 

longer poor] (Tudor in Anghel: 164). They think 

that by having bigger houses, [they show] they are 

richer (Vlad, idem). Periodical return to hometown 

becomes an opportunity to display new acquisitions. 

Going home in a BMW X5, or a Jeep, and in a Ver-

sace suit (Codrut in Anghel: 169), serves the mobile 

Romanians to reassert their social standing in their 

hometown. As one of Anghel interviewees recalls, 

[they] migrated from remote valleys where they had 

seen nothing but mud and mountain rocks. Suddenly 

they find themselves in the position to afford cars, 

and these cars become their dream like (Radu in 

Anghel: 170). 

While I believe that the built-in comparison of 

the two most different migration scenarios on which 
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this book builds has its merits, it also unfortunately 

obscures the role of the very different social condi-

tions of the two groups within Romanian society 

and the effect of these conditions on migrants’ per-

ceptions. Pre-migration conditions seem indeed 

crucial in understanding how immigration systems 

affected their migration as well as their experiences 

in Italy and in Germany. Middle-class members of  

a national minority ‘returning’ to their homelands 

who also originate from one of the largest, most 

culturally vibrant, multicultural and developed city 

(Timișoara) will not face the same challenges and 

opportunities as labour migrants from a former min-

ing area in an isolated and, on average, more de-

prived small town (Borșa).  

Furthermore, the book intimately uncovers the 

daily lives and contradictions in which Romanians 

in Western Europe live. My critical point here con-

cerns the fact that, given the rich empirical material, 

Anghel could have examined these contradictions 

closer. For example, why do both groups make ar-

rangements to retire in Romania while declaring that 

their life is better in new destinations; if they expe-

rience frustration because of their social and eco-

nomic position in host societies, why do they 

reproduce it vis-à-vis people from their own com-

munities in the home country. Such contradictions 

are often pronounced but seldom explored. Anghel’s 

book would have been a perfect opportunity to ana-

lyse how migrants navigate through these contradic-

tions and solve them.   

My third critical point has to do with the fact that 

Romanian migration is European, educated (usually 

high school), white (except for Romanian Roma) 

and has a religious component. It would perhaps 

have been worth examining further what role these 

aspects of Romanian migration play and how they 

are reinterpreted in the context of their new socie-

ties.  

Finally, the book was largely concentrated on the 

initial stages of Romanian migration and it is a pity 

that it only briefly explores the changes that the 

accession of Romania to the European Union 

brought about. The book also only briefly touches 

on the issue of what a change of the status from  

a non-EU migrant to a European citizen meant for 

Romanians in Italy and Germany. Nonetheless, 

Anghel’s book Romanians in Western Europe is 

extremely dense in empirical material, rich in in-

sights and elegant in style. Concise and well-built, 

the book mobilises state-of-the-art ethnographic 

methodologies – multi-site matched interviews in 

countries of destination and in the country of origin 

– to narrate the little-known story of Romanian mi-

gration. The book is a must-read for all researchers 

of contemporary European migration.  
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Izabela Szczygielska (2013), Migracje zarobkowe 

kobiet oraz ich wpływ na funkcjonowanie rodzin, 

Warszawa: Wydawnictwa Uniwersytetu War-

szawskiego, stron 282. 

 

Książka Izabeli Szczygielskiej wpisuje się  

w popularny w europejskich studiach migracyjnych 

– jednak niezbyt licznie reprezentowany w Polsce  

– nurt badań nad migracjami kobiet. Jak sama Au-

torka zauważa na stronie 56, płeć była czynnikiem 

pomijanym w początkowych badaniach nad migra-

cjami. Podmiotem procesu migracyjnego byli mło-

dzi mężczyźni, natomiast temat kobiet był 

podejmowany jedynie na marginesie.  

Książka jest opublikowanym doktoratem, co daje 

się zauważyć w układzie treści i w wywodzie, który 

polega na schematycznym wprowadzaniu kolejnych 

kręgów tematycznych (migracje – migracje zarob-

kowe i rodziny – przyczyny migracji – skutki mi-

gracji dla rodzin). Część teoretyczna zajmuje 151 

stron (z 250 stron ogółem). Uważam, że lepsze  

w odbiorze są książki zorientowane problemowo,  

a nie referująco wobec debaty naukowej, i że lepiej 

czyta się mocno, a nie jedynie kosmetycznie zreda-

gowane prace doktorskie. 

Wykład przedstawiony w książce jest jednak rze-

telny oraz porządkujący i może okazać się użytecz-

ny dla adeptów dyscypliny. Nie oferuje niestety 

własnego krytycznego ujęcia, lecz raczej wyliczenie 

rozmaitych perspektyw oraz problematycznych 




