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hospitality and hostility can deepen analyses of migration and understandings of
the complexities of belonging for migrants, while also encouraging researchers to
consider some of the conceptual limitations. In this editorial, we discuss the arti-
cles comprising this Special Issue on "“Migration, (In)Hospitality and Belonging
in Uncertain Times’, and the ways in which these contributions illuminate the
multi-layered complexities and contradictions inherent in power relations between
host and guest, and the mundane everyday acts of hospitality/hostility that influ-
ence these relationships and shape migrants’ sense of belonging. We suggest future
research directions, including the application of a decolonial lens and a feminist
ethics of care and love to discourses and practices of hospitality, so that the impli-
cations for migration can be better understood.

INTRODUCTION

A hospitality analytical lens can extend our understanding of many urgent soci-
ocultural and political questions (Lynch et al. 2011). The concept of hospitality
has the potential to produce new insights and ways of understanding complex
multi-faceted social phenomena, including human migration and mobil-
ity. Conceptualizing the intersections between migration, hospitality (and its
opposite hostility) and belonging, this editorial — alongside the eight original
contributions comprising this Special Issue on ‘Migration, (In)Hospitality and
Belonging in Uncertain Times’— problematizes ideological assumptions made
about the nature of belonging and the guest/host roles that migrants and local
communities play in this process. It challenges binary categories commonly
employed in migration research, including welcome/non-welcome, inclusion/
exclusion, hospitality/hostility and hosts/guests, and, in this way, questions the
assumed causal relationships between these concepts; for example, the notion
that an initial experience of ‘welcome’ necessarily leads to a sustained sense
of belonging.

Arguing for more dynamic and fluid understandings of how belong-
ing is negotiated by those on-the-move, rather than as a one-directional gift
bestowed upon outsiders by a static, homogenous host society, the edito-
rial builds on contemporary understandings of belonging as processual
(Ryan 2018) and involving continuous boundary-making and -maintenance
(Blachnicka-Ciacek et al. 2021). Rejecting binary constructions of migrants as
either ‘takers’ or ‘givers’ within the host society is an important part of the
wider reflexive effort to unpick the performative and situated nature of social
categories used in migration research, policy and practice (Dahinden et al.
2021). Indeed, framing belonging in terms of ‘giving’ and ‘taking’ is wholly
inadequate, demonstrated, for example, in the case of affluent migrants’ (non)
contributions to society (Slobodin 2019), unwanted but ‘essential’ care workers’
(Fernandez-Reino et al. 2020) and migrant investment in stagnant or periph-
eral regions of host countries (Spiliopoulos et al. 2020; Zeinali et al. 2017).

This Special Issue arose from a conference organized in September 2022
by the Migration, Inter-Connectivity and Regional Development (MICaRD)
international research network, funded by the Regional Studies Association
(RSA). Between 2015 and 2023, the RSA MICaRD network organized multi-
ple research events, including in Serbia, Italy, Greece, Poland and United
Kingdom. These events brought together scholars, policy-makers and prac-
titioners across Europe and beyond, and provided a forum for debating
current and emerging issues on migration and displacement at local, regional,
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national and international levels. Under the title, “Hospitality, community and
welcome: Researching working lives, representations and everyday realities of
migrants’, the 2022 conference took place at the University of Lincoln (United
Kingdom). The event brought together over fifty researchers with a shared
interest in exploring contemporary issues in migration and mobilities, making
links across disciplinary, geographical and cultural boundaries. Presentations
covered themes of hospitality, community and welcome as well as the
complexities, challenges and futures of migration and mobilities studies. A
salient theme of our discussions was the multidimensional nature of belong-
ing, and how belonging is shaped, experienced and framed. The emerging and
timely contributions made at the conference inspired this Special Issue on
‘Migration, (In)Hospitality and Belonging in Uncertain Times’.

Global events over the past decade make the theme of this Special Issue
even more pertinent. Every year across the globe, millions are displaced due to
wars, conflicts and natural disasters, and others migrate in search of a better
life and new opportunities. The estimated number of international migrants
is 281 million (up from 150 million in 2000), including 34.5 million refugees
and 71.4 million internally displaced persons (McAuliffe and Oucho 2024: 8).
From displaced people whose homelands are war-torn and affected by climate
crises, to those crossing land and sea in search of a better life, mobilities are
an integral part of contemporary society. In Europe, nations have been shift-
ing politically further right, and the use of anti-immigration discourse as a
political tool has intensified (McAuliffe and Oucho 2024) and become a main-
stay of the political landscape of parties both on the left and right. In the
United Kingdom, the hostile environment narrative is intentionally designed
and maintained to alienate and discourage migration to the United Kingdom
(Griffiths and Yeo 2021), while both ‘Leave” and ‘Remain’ proponents centred
their 2016 European Union (EU) Brexit referendum campaigns around anti-
migration narratives, with the ‘Leave’ campaign attributing their referendum
success to their more overtly anti-migration rhetoric. In the 2024 presidential
elections in the United States, the American electorate overwhelmingly voted
for a candidate who openly advocates building border walls and mass migrant
deportations, and embraces anti-migrant discourses. In this increasingly
divided, turbulent and uncertain world fuelled by hostile and anti-migrant
discourses and practices, minoritized migrant communities must continuously
navigate shifting terrain, find localized pockets of hospitality among broader
hostility, and negotiate belonging in the context of often inhospitable places
and the normalization of hostile discourses.

This Special Issue is positioned within the wider current ‘temporal turn”in
migration studies, which sees migration as involving ongoing negotiation over
time (Ryan 2018) and is committed to a processual ontology which considers
these as dynamic processes. The eight articles featured in the Special Issue
adopt a diverse range of perspectives to explore the intersections of hospi-
tality and belonging, and their conceptual usefulness to the study of migra-
tion. The contributors to this collection seek to understand the lived realities
of groups historically less heard in academic research, and in doing so, inform
and move forward policy and improve practice. Many of the articles discuss
policy responses that can facilitate the creation of more inclusive and welcom-
ing societies and communities. Conceptually, the collection of articles in this
Special Issue extends the 2022 Hospitality & Society Special Issue ‘Geographies
of Welcome: Engagements with “Ordinary” Hospitality’ (Gill et al. 2022),
which explored welcome and hospitality through a geographical lens — with
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a particular focus on migration and refugees. The 2022 Special Issue featured
articles exploring everyday practices of hospitality as welcome, discussing institu-
tional responses and immigration policies in Finland (Lyytinen 2022), Belgium
(Kekstaite 2022), United States (Kocher 2022), Great Britain (Bernhardt 2022)
and the institutional narratives of Bologna and Brighton’s local governments
(Mazzilli 2022).

This editorial deconstructs the key concepts of (in)hospitality and belong-
ing, providing directions for how their analytical usefulness can be deployed
for better understanding migration. We first examine the complexities of
these concepts in relation to migration, before addressing their limitations.
In considering how migration and mobility can best be understood through
a (in)hospitality lens, we propose that future research should contem-
plate an approach underpinned by decolonial thinking, and a relational,
multi-dimensional feminist ethics of care and love that might help to reshape
hospitality and belonging to ensure they are meaningful, both conceptually
and in practice.

THE COMPLEXITIES OF (IN)HOSPITALITY AND BELONGING IN
MIGRATION STUDIES

Hospitality and hostility

Conceptually, hospitality is defined as ‘gestures of welcoming’ (Lugosi 2014:
76) or ‘the act of engaging with the stranger’ (Dike¢ 2002: 236) and theo-
rized as being an integral part of society’s everyday social practices (Lugosi
2014), shaping qualitatively and quantitatively how engagement with others
happens. On the human relations level, hospitality involves ‘performances
of self and the reproduction of established social and cultural norms’ (Lugosi
2014: 76) as well as having the potential to construct new, alternative forms
of sociality and co-create inclusive physical and symbolic spaces (Dikeg 2002;
Lugosi 2014; Lynch et al. 2011).

Concurrently, however, hospitality — built around host-guest relation-
ships of reciprocity and tension — is imbued with host-guest power relations
and can become a tool to exert power and erect boundaries, where ‘some
people are overtly excluded from spaces whilst others exclude themselves’,
and where some ‘feel welcome, safe or comfortable in places, whilst evok-
ing opposite feelings in others” (Lugosi 2017: 22). Reflecting Derrida’s (2000)
thesis of hospitality as conditional, this interaction is not always liberat-
ing and emancipatory; it can also obscure ‘an oppressive aspect beneath its
welcoming surface” (Dikeg 2002: 228), which requires further investigation.
Indeed, when inequality of power between hosts and guests occurs, it can
entail hostility, discrimination and domination (Dikeg¢ 2002). In the context
of migrant communities, hostility can compromise the sense of belonging at
individual and collective levels. And yet, experiences of localized welcome
occur in wider contexts of disruption and unwelcome, requiring a multi-scalar
view which considers the interplay between micro and macro (Vathi and
Carney 2024). Likewise, processes of belonging and negotiation are shaped
by ruptures within the individual life course (Lubbers et al. 2021), shifts in
national policy (Scuzzarello and Morosanu 2023) and ever-changing transna-
tional processes (Erdal 2020).

As such, this Special Issue is concerned with the way in which theo-
retical understandings of (in)hospitality manifest in the lived experiences of
migrants. In times of political and economic turbulence, how do migrants
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experience (un)welcome, (un)home, placemaking, belonging and inclusion/
exclusion? To fully understand the complexities of (in)hospitality, it is neces-
sary to theoretically accommodate both the shifting and the static. Ralph and
Staeheli (2011), for example, explore how migrants make sense of the concept
of home, arguing that home is both dynamic and moored. Home, then, cannot
easily be defined; it is experienced both as a location and as a set of rela-
tionships that shape identities and feelings of belonging (Ralph and Staeheli
2011: 518; see also Petie et al. [2025] in this Special Issue). Hospitality has
strong metaphorical connections to home, conjuring up feelings of belonging
and welcome (Lynch et al. 2011). And yet, this analogy is somewhat unhelp-
ful in the context of migration, as Boudou argues: ‘Hospitality’s home analogy
conflates domestic boundaries and national borders. It also suggests a nativist
picture of citizens as benevolent hosts welcoming deserving foreign guests to
their property’ (2021: 86).

For Boudou (2021), then, concepts of hospitality and home sit uneasily
with the ethics and politics of cross-border migration. Given the troubling
nature of a host/guest metaphor in migration studies, we might rather concep-
tualize hospitality as engagement, where ‘the guest is as hospitable as the host
in that he/she is in engagement with the host while the host recognizes the
specificities of the guest’ (Dikeg 2002: 236). It is in this process of hospitality as
engagement that the host becomes the guest, and the guest becomes the host
— in other words, through hospitality the self is interrupted (Westmoreland
2008). In the context of this dismantling of boundaries between host and
guest it is important to understand how one might then conceptualize the
notion of belonging.

Political and personal belonging

Belonging, in an abstract sense, is an emotive process (Antonsich 2010),
which is ‘relational, always in the making, and [...] therefore changes over
time” (Asikainen and McAreavey 2024: 6). Antonsich conceptualizes belong-
ing as both ‘a personal, intimate, feeling of being “at home” in a place (place-
belongingness)” as well as ‘a discursive resource which constructs, claims,
justifies, or resists forms of socio-spatial inclusion/exclusion (politics of belong-
ing)’ (2010: 645). Processes of negotiating belonging involve a range of tempo-
ral, performative and relational practices, having ‘many different registers and
dimensions’ (Cuervo and Wyn 2017: 221). Probyn (1996) argues that belonging
can be defined by two states that are interrelated: the state of ‘be-ing’ and the
state of 'longing’. The state of be-ing entails performances of normalized, politi-
cized codes of belonging, while the state of longing (longing to belong) extends
beyond fixed categories of belonging and non-belonging. In this Special Issue,
we work with two analytical dimensions of belonging; the politics of belonging
and the personal, embodied aspects of experiencing what it is to belong.
Similarly, Yuval-Davis (2006) suggests that belonging should be studied on
three analytical levels which are interrelated and irreducible: firstly, social and
economic locations (e.g. gender, race, class, nation, age, kinship group, profes-
sion); secondly, identifications and emotional attachments (narratives and
stories people tell themselves and others about who they are and who they
are not) and, thirdly, ethical and political values (power politics that separate
the population of the world into “us’and ‘them’, and the structures that seek to
maintain and reproduce these boundaries as well as those that seek to contest
and challenge them). In testing the host/guest dichotomy, we note that the
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pursuit and preservation of belonging is a concern for the settled “host”as well
as the more recent ‘guest’. As Yuval-Davis goes on to argue, ‘even in its most
stable “primordial” forms, belonging is always a dynamic process, not a reified
fixity” (2006: 199).

Belonging, as a process of ‘embedding’ in host societies, is increasingly
recognized as emotive and embodied. Boccagni and Baldassa, for example,
describe migration as, ‘both (corporeally) embodied and (societally) embed-
ded [...] migration processes result in emotional (dis)embodiment and (dis)
embeddedness but over time can also result in emotional re-embodying and
re-embedding’ (2015: 75). Emotional ties to a real or imagined ‘homeland’
have long been central to migration studies. Conversely, the exclusion of ‘the
other’ from the homeland can be intensely emotive. As Boccagni and Baldassa
argue, ‘the issues of belonging and identity, and the associated politics of fear,
are central to migration and both are quintessentially affective and emotional
notions’ (2015: 74).

Ideas about belonging have been widely mobilized to shape rhetoric
around transnational migration. Belonging is therefore not only a subjective
feeling but is also socially determined (Ralph and Staeheli 2011). Belonging
can be weaponized as members of dominant groups impose categories of
belonging on migrants:

It is not sufficient to claim membership of a particular home; member-
ship must be validated by the wider community or group to which one
aspires to belong. As such belonging to home emerges out of entwined
social processes of incorporation and exclusion that are partly self-
defined, partly other related. The internal-external dialectic that condi-
tions belonging to home, moreover, is, in many cases predicated on an
interplay of ‘sameness’ and ‘difference” around the boundaries of who
belongs to home, and who does not.
(Ralph and Staeheli 2011: 523)

Symbolic and concrete terms of membership in host societies have been
widely examined (and critiqued) in migration studies. For example, perceived
connections between economic activity and migrants’‘deservedness’to belong
to a host community of value (Anderson 2013) have been demonstrated in
a variety of empirical settings (for a broad collection, see Anthias and Pajnik
2014). Nonetheless, the extent to which paid work can cultivate a deep-
rooted belongingness is contested (Haapajérv 2023; Vasta and Kandilige 2010).
Considering the function of social relationships in expressing welcome and
fostering a sense of belonging provides the opportunity to consider migrants’
intersectional identities beyond ethnicity alone (Morosanu 2016; Ryan 2015).
Given the apparent negative impact of economic inactivity on migrant
women'’s sense of belonging (Newendorp 2010; Teodorescu 2024), for exam-
ple, an interest in social networks has provided fruitful avenues for a more
nuanced understanding of welcome and belonging (Graham-Brown 2021;
Xue et al. 2024).

Like hospitality, belonging can be understood as conditional. One example
of the racialised (conditional) nature of belonging in Europe is the reception
of refugees from Ukraine. In 2022, when Russia invaded Ukraine, more than
seven million people left Ukraine in a matter of weeks (European Commission
2022). While this was framed as a ‘crisis’, media narratives, especially in the first
year of the war in countries such as the United Kingdom and Poland (which
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were two of the countries that accepted the bulk of Ukrainian refugees), were
largely accommodating and benign (Roman et al. 2024). Media narratives
described the hard-working nature of Ukrainians, while the UK Homes for
Ukraine scheme saw 141,200 Ukrainian refugees welcomed into UK house-
holds between February 2022 and January 2024 (House of Commons 2024).
The Guardian newspaper columnist Mustafa Bayoumi notes:

The BBC interviewed a former deputy prosecutor general of Ukraine,
who told the network: ‘It's very emotional for me because I see
European people with blue eyes and blond hair [...] being killed every
day’. On France’s BEM TV, a journalist stated this about Ukraine: “We're
not talking here about Syrians fleeing the bombing of the Syrian regime
backed by Putin. We're talking about Europeans leaving in cars that look
like ours to save their lives’.
(2022: n.pag.)

While Ukrainians were considered part of the European family, other refugees
from the Global South have not been depicted as belonging in the same way.
In contrast, during 2015, 1.3 million people sought refuge in Europe, constitut-
ing the biggest movement of people requesting asylum in a single year since
the Second World War (Luxton 2016). These refugees entered Europe not only
from many countries of the Global South, including Syria due to civil war, but
also from Eritrea, Afghanistan and Iraq, which faced their own economic and
political turmoil. Newspapers framed this movement of people as a ‘crisis’,
‘invasion” and ‘influx’, all of which have negative connotations (Cooper et al.
2020; Morton 2022). Similarly, prior to Muammar Gaddafi’s downfall in 2011,
the EU financed the Gaddafi regime to stop refugees (largely from Africa)
from entering Europe using Libya as a transit zone. Gaddafi famously warned,
‘if you don't pay, Europe will turn black’ (Squire 2010: n.pag.). In the context
of mass human migration to Europe, then, belonging appears conditional on,
and conditioned by, whiteness. Given that concepts of home, hospitality and
belonging have the potential to reproduce exclusionary, racist and antagonis-
tic responses to migration, how can these be best used and problematised
moving forward? In the following section, we discuss the contributions within
this Special Issue and suggest how concepts of hospitality and belonging can
be (re)interpreted to enhance their explanatory power.

NAVIGATING THE CONCEPTUAL LIMITS OF HOSPITALITY AND
BELONGING

Drawing on a variety of different approaches — and examinations of the
macro, meso and micro levels — the contributions featured in this Special
Issue explore the intersections between migration, (in)hospitality and belong-
ing in several ways and in a range of diverse contexts. These conceptual and
empirical explorations of (in)hospitality and belonging across nationscapes,
borderscapes and (un)homescapes range from an examination of the discur-
sive politics of exclusion at the nation-state level (Karner 2025); the structural
inhospitality and unhome created by the broader hostile environment and the
outsourcing of protection and hospitality for asylum seekers to commercial
accommodation providers (Petie et al. 2025); to the examination of the norma-
tive border practices and the exclusionary hostility-by-design of borderscapes
(Zare and Ye 2025). The authors examine how place, time and migrants’agency
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intersect in shaping (in)hospitable interactions and experiences; from the
localized and spatially-influenced social practices of welcome (Ramachandran
2025); the evolving nature of place attachment constantly (re)shaped by glocal
sociopolitical turbulence and everyday (in)hospitable encounters (Rydzik and
Price 2025); to how pre-migration understanding of place can influence agen-
tic responses and socialization practices post-migration (Mak and Xu 2025).
The articles also problematise the binary categories of hosts/guests and here/
there by showing how migrant women entrepreneurs adopt the role of hosts
and become locally embedded and values-driven social infrastructure makers
(Zeinali et al. 2025) and by exploring the role of migrant women'’s activism in
maintaining transnational identities and ties and helping them shape a sense
of belonging at collective and personal levels (Altin 2025).

The contributions to this Special Issue shift between making visible uncer-
tainty, structural inequalities and hostile oppressive conditions which migrants
must circumnavigate. At the same time, the articles acknowledge the political
and embodied agentic responses of migrants who traverse macro-level hostili-
ties and everyday acts of rejection, actively carving spaces of belonging and
engaging in everyday acts of hospitality within often very challenging socio-
political and discursive landscapes. In the following sections, we discuss the
two broad themes of concern to the contributors of this Special Issue: (1) the
problematization of hospitality in migration studies and (2) the concept of
belonging as created not bestowed. While we have sought to categorize the
eight contributions to this Special Issue according to these two broad themes
for heuristic purposes, we are not suggesting that all the articles fit neatly into
each of these categories and there is necessarily some degree of overlap.

Problematizing hospitality in migration studies

Four of the articles in this Special Issue provide a theoretical basis for the
conceptualization of hospitality as both a moral standard and a tool of oppres-
sion in host societies. Karner’s (2025) work deals with ‘conditional hospitality’
in the United Kingdom post-Brexit, describing a coexisting hostility towards
EU migrants and a new discursive politics of exclusion. Karner’s contribu-
tion adds to extant discussions of the effects of Brexit on EU citizens. Through
synthesizing sociological perspectives from Michael Billig’s seminal writings
on hot and banal nationalism and that from Pierre Bourdieu on reflexive and
non-reflexive social practices, Karner demonstrates that post-Brexit impacts
on EU citizens can be conceptualized into four ideological configurations
or quadrants with each quadrant representing ideal typical combinations of
‘anti-EU nationalist inhospitality’. Quadrant I (non-reflexively banal national-
ism) is constituted by everyday symbolic and discursive manifestations of the
‘nation” which are often self-focused and overlooked; Quadrant II (reflexively
banal nationalism) is similar to Quadrant I but in this case nationalist mani-
festations are no longer ignored, but are discussed and debated; Quadrant
II (reflexively hot nationalism) exists where nationalist emotions run high
and ‘othering’ processes are heightened and Quadrant IV (non-reflexive hot
nationalism), which Karner argues is the least well understood, mirrors the
features of Quadrant III, but here nationalism is non-reflexive in that it is not
openly discussed and remains uninterrogated. Given that Quadrants III and
IV are less well documented in literature, Karner provides two ‘snapshots’ that
illuminate how anti-EU nationalism was manifested in the United Kingdom
after Brexit. Karner’s conceptualization, through his novel synthesization of
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key concepts in the domains of nationalism and social practices, adds theo-
retical depth to understandings of hospitality and migration. Importantly,
it illuminates two co-existing aspects of the post-Brexit context — first, the
transition from pre-Brexit ‘conditional hospitality’ towards EU migrants into
hostility, and second, the way this hostility to EU migrants partially overlaps
with Britain’s postcolonial melancholia.

The limits and deficiencies of hospitality in policy and practice are high-
lighted by Petie et al. (2025) in the context of the hospitality industry itself.
Hotels are increasingly used in the United Kingdom as longer-term accom-
modation for asylum seekers. Problematizing this, Petie et al. explore asylum
seekers’ experiences of hospitality and home in hotel accommodation.
Drawing on the concepts of hospitality and home (un)making and analys-
ing two case studies, they propose a conceptual framework based on four
pillars of (in)hospitality and how they interact with a sense of (un)home as
an analytical tool that can be used to identify some of the issues related with
asylum accommodation provision. The article discusses the implications of
the policy for host and guest communities, and shows that asylum seekers in
hotels do not receive hospitality but are often met with hostility and tension,
which creates a pervasive sense of unhome. The authors call for urgent inter-
ventions to foster more integrated hospitality and homemaking practices to
address these pertinent issues.

Other authors focus on micro-acts of hospitality which shape migrants’
experiences and engender a sense of welcome. Ramachandran (2025), influ-
enced by Lynch’s (2017) work on mundane welcome, focuses on the personal
stories of everyday hospitality experienced by refugees and asylum seek-
ers in Glasgow. Glasgow presents an interesting context as Scotland, while
a devolved region, must adhere to wider UK migration policies. However,
Scotland (and Glasgow in particular) is considered more progressive in terms
of its implementation of UK migration policies and its more benign discourses
around migration. Ramachandran demonstrates the complexities and nuances
inherent in refugees and asylum seekers’ lived experiences of hospitality as
they manifest at different spatial levels of the Glaswegian society — at the insti-
tutional level, at the level of communities and at the individual interpersonal
level. By focusing on the lived experiences of asylum seekers and refugees,
Ramachandran concludes that the significant impact of informal, everyday,
spontaneous acts of kindness is important to enhancing feelings of welcome
and creating meaningful connections at the thresholds between the unfamil-
iar and the familiar. The study also highlights the duality of welcome where
both short-term gestures and long-term institutional policies interact to shape
migrants’ experiences.

Rather than simply being passive recipients of belonging, as bestowed
by the host society, however, contributions to this Special Issue show that
migrants may in fact become welcoming hosts themselves, even in hostile
environments. This is an important challenge to traditional conceptualiza-
tions of hospitality as a gift from host to guest and lends credence to Dikeg’s
(2002) notion of hospitality as engagement. Zeinali et al. (2025) investigate
how migrant women entrepreneurs in United Kingdom’s peripheral areas,
perceived as less welcoming to migrants, become social infrastructure makers.
These women are shown to use entrepreneurial activities to address gaps
in their local communities, creating hospitable safe community spaces and
services. However, the authors also note that the women’s engagement with
the local communities is affected by experiences of hostility and rejection.
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Drawing on interviews with migrant women entrepreneurs, Zeinali and
co-authors analyse their approaches to community engagement to under-
stand the constraints they encounter and the strategies they deploy to over-
come hostility and embed locally. The authors find that migrant women
entrepreneurs are values-driven and actively use entrepreneurship to identify
and meet needs among their local communities. They step into the vacuum by
assuming the role of host, either to support migrant communities directly and
address their needs or to build social infrastructure to engage with wider local
communities. In this way, through creating safe and hospitable spaces and
interactions, and taking on the role of hosts, they aim to reduce hostility and
increase hospitality through creating safe and welcoming spaces.

Belonging as created not bestowed

By highlighting the agentic practices of various migrant groups in the face of
hostility, we can trouble the binary construction of ‘guest’and “host’ by show-
ing how belonging is constructed and negotiated rather than simply granted.
Interrogating perceived distinctions between host and guest, the remaining
four articles in this Special Issue draw attention to less-studied empirical
contexts to show how their participants negotiated belonging or resisted it
by maintaining a sense of difference from the host society. The way in which
migrants negotiate belonging is particularly enlightening to explore in empir-
ical contexts where migrant and host populations share some sociocultural
characteristics. Responding to a relative lack of research into the diverse expe-
riences of Chinese migrant groups within Asia, Mak and Xu (2025) consider
the case of Mainland Chinese and Taiwanese migrants to Hong Kong. In
examining variations in their participants’ pre-migratory cultural capital, the
authors show how prior lived understanding of the destination fosters their
resultant sense of belonging. As such, these groups’ aspirations and capabili-
ties not only affect their pre-migratory decision-making but also shape their
post-migratory coping and socialization. This is not to say, then, that belong-
ing can be conceptually separated from place and space. Belonging is dynamic,
contested and place-based; mediated by how hospitable or hostile spaces and
places are towards migrant communities at different points in time.

As such, any (re)negotiation of ‘who belongs’ can involve physical changes
to shared spaces and landscapes, which interact with affective ‘emoscapes’
(Mavroudi and Silva Huxter 2022). In their article on place attachment and
creating spaces of hospitality in times of political and socio-economic turbu-
lence, Rydzik and Price (2025) explore the experiences of place attachment
among migrant and non-migrant communities in the rural town of Boston
in Lincolnshire (United Kingdom), which overwhelmingly voted Leave in
the 2016 EU referendum. The authors discuss the evolving and differentiated
ways in which migrant and non-migrant communities develop place attach-
ment, react to place alteration and make Boston their home. In doing so, they
demonstrate the important role migrant and non-migrant community lead-
ership plays in creating spaces of hospitality among hostility and reframing
negative place narratives. The evolving socio-economic and political factors
(such as demographic change, EU referendum), media discourses and expe-
riences of hospitality/hostility continuously affect how place attachment is
experienced by migrant and non-migrant communities (and their responses).
Migrant residents’ responses show that while sociopolitical turbulence can
negatively affect place attachment in the immediate term, and intensify the
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sense of rejection, it does not necessarily alter their trajectories. Place alter-
ation (although often unwanted) can galvanize local communities, stimu-
late agentic action and mobilize both migrant and non-migrant residents to
collaboratively work towards bridging divisions, reframing dominant media
and public narratives, taking (some albeit limited) control and creating spaces
of hospitality.

The ways in which hospitality and belonging is negotiated, as landscape
meets emoscape, is particularly apparent in liminal spaces such as at national
borders. In contrast to migrants’ longer-term engagement with local places
described by Rydzik and Price (2025), these may also be transient, dynamic
moments. Zare and Ye (2025) explore how the belonging of non-citizen resi-
dents is affected by their embodied experiences of crossing airport borders
and how the hostile welcome received at airports affects their belonging to the
host country. Examining the liminal spaces of airport borders and making the
systematic Othering processes visible, the article shows how hostile border
practices and differential treatment at the border can negatively affect non-
citizen residents’sense of belonging and perception of home, exacerbating the
feeling of being an unwelcome stranger despite having the legal right to reside
in the host country. The authors challenge the normalization of the hostile
environment created at airport borders and call for introducing more hospita-
ble practices that would make experiences of crossing borders more welcom-
ing for non-citizen residents.

The instability and fragility of belonging are apparent in empirical accounts
of migrants’ gradual settlement in a host society over many years, while main-
taining transnational links and movement. Through an ethnographic study of
the experiences of Kurdish women in London, Altin (2025) shows how political
activism transcends national borders and acts as a vehicle for both an individual
and collective sense of belonging in the host society. This case powertully illus-
trates the tension between migrants’ struggle and agency, and the importance
of understanding belonging as dynamic, political, contested and violent. Altin’s
analysis of Kurdish women’s transnational activism demonstrates the concep-
tual inseparability of ‘belonging” in sending and host societies. Furthermore,
the author reminds us of the embodied nature of migration, whereby trauma is
carried in the body and transported across borderscapes.

As discussed above, the diverse contributions of this Special Issue repre-
sent a wider, lively debate on the usefulness of the concept of hospitality in
migration studies. We expand on this to suggest that a fundamental aspect of
hospitality in the context of human mobility is the creation, protection and
maintenance of spaces where groups can engage with each other for mutual
benefit. As the contributors show, these spaces of engagement could be physi-
cal dwellings (Petie, Phillimore and Allsopp), borders (Zare and Ye; Karner),
community resources (Zeinali, Rydzik and Bosworth; Rydzik and Price;
Ramachandran), public fora (Altin) or economic settings (Mak and Xu). The
care of these material and immaterial spaces is both the responsibility of the
‘host’and the ‘guest’, as this binary distinction is broken down through the (re)
negotiation of who belongs and who claims ownership of spaces and places.

CONTEMPLATIONS FOR THE FUTURE OF MIGRATION,
(IN)HOSPITALITY AND BELONGING

We have discussed in this editorial how the concepts of hospitality and belong-
ing can be constructively used in migration studies. Derrida contended that
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hospitality is a word of ‘a troubled and troubling origin, a word which carries
its own contradiction incorporated into it" (2000: 3), because of the hostility
inherent in hospitality itself (coining the somewhat unwieldly term ‘hostipi-
tality’). For Boudou, hospitality is about both charity and control, and there-
fore must be used with caution as a conceptual lens with which to understand
human mobility and responses to migration:

Using hospitality as a political concept to address contemporary migra-
tion issues is difficult, even in a humanitarian context [...] It is impos-
sible to do away with its historical ambiguities and its domestic and
paternalistic [and colonial] under tones. People who mobilize hospitality
today should not take the concept for granted but negotiate and discuss
its various historical features that conflict with some tenets of modern-
day democracy and liberalism.
(2020: 269)

Thus, while hospitality is clearly a useful conceptual lens to explore interac-
tions and processes of embedding within the context of migration, further
work should seek to do more to unpack the limits of the hospitality concept
and problematise its colonial and paternalistic roots. Gani (2017) focused on
the limits of Kantian notions of hospitality and its relationship to colonialism
and the racialization of people. According to Gani, it was Kant who moved
the notion of hospitality from the realm of pure ethics (reclaimed later by
Derrida) into the more pragmatic fields of politics and the law. Kant’s prag-
matic conceptualization of hospitality was seen as applicable only to those
capable of reason, a characteristic that was argued not to be present in non-
white people. Kantian hospitality thus served to bolster European colonialism
and its inherent racism, and this has had deleterious effects on refugees and
asylum seekers to Europe (and the West) from the Global South to this day
(see Gani [2017] for a lengthier discussion). Thus, the concept of hospital-
ity can be problematic due to its historical roots steeped in colonialism and
racism, and due to its establishment of seemingly fixed binary categories of
home/unhome, host/guest, welcome/unwelcome, hospitality/hostility. With
this in mind, we should ensure that a concept of hospitality is fit-for-purpose
in the context of the continuing turbulence of global, national, regional
and local environments. We advocate, then, for scholars at the intersection
between hospitality and migration studies to acknowledge the historical roots
of the hospitality concept and its material effects on practices of migration,
and consider using a decolonial lens and adopting feminist theorisations of
care and love.

Applying feminist theoretical perspectives (specifically feminist theori-
zations of care and love) to an understanding of the concept of hospitality
presents another way forward. Feminist scholars have traditionally argued
that care is a universal human experience and a basic human need (Berg
and Fiddian-Qasmiyeh 2018). This is not to ignore the structural and power
imbalances between and amongst people but rather to contemplate the role
of a feminist ethics of care (see Held 2006; Tronto 1993) in repositioning the
hospitality and migration debate to focus on ‘refugee-refugee relational-
ity [which] may lead us into more hopeful, solidary, and productive ways of
studying dynamics of hospitality and hostility, and ultimately of different ways
of encountering, studying, and theorizing migration itself’ (Berg and Fiddian-
Qasmiyeh 2018: 4). Hospitality thus becomes a caring practice, a ‘sensibility’
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inherent in both social relationships and institutional practices (Dikeg 2002:
235-36). Indeed, over a decade ago, Hamington argued for a theory of ‘femi-
nist hospitality” which ‘reflects a performative extension of care ethics that
seeks to knit together and strengthen social bonds through psychic and mate-
rial sharing’ (2010: 24).

In exploring how a feminist ethic of care might shape political and prac-
tical responses to migration, researchers may wish to also consider eminent
Black feminist scholar bell hooks’s (2001) argument for an ethic of love which
transcends and extends care. For hooks, love is a transformative force, which
underpins social action: ‘all the great movements for social justice in our soci-
ety have strongly emphasised a love ethic’ (hooks 2001: xix). This kind of “polit-
icisation of love’, hooks argues, is often absent from contemporary discourse.
Interestingly, hooks argues that the word ‘love’is often defined as a noun, but
to be better at love we need to define it as a verb. Drawing on M. Scott Peck’s
book titled The Road Less Travelled, hooks explains that, ‘love is an act of will
—namely both an intention and an action. Will also implies choice. We do not
have to love. We choose to love’ (2001: 172). This definition, hooks continues,
contradicts the widely accepted hypothesis that we love instinctually (2001).
For hooks, the principles of a love ethic include showing care, respect, knowl-
edge, integrity and the will to cooperate. Love requires sustained commit-
ment and ongoing engagement; it is not something that simply happens to
us. Importantly, for hooks, love is not reducible to care. ‘Care’, she tells us,
‘Is a dimension of love, but simply giving care does not mean we are loving’
(hooks 2001: 8).

We thus contend that the application of feminist theorisations of care, and
by extension love, valorizes the importance of ethics for hospitality (as per
Derrida) but through a feminist lens, and might therefore transform under-
standings of hospitality. Indeed, we advocate for the development of a world
of hospitality where relationships between hosts and guests are not bound by
borderscapes and timescapes but transformed to be characterized by dignity,
care, love and respect for self and for others. In this way, hospitality can there-
fore be considered a liberatory force rather than one of (colonial) exploitation,
racism and hostility. Speaking of the power of love should not be seen, accord-
ing to hooks, as something for ‘the naive, the weak, the hopelessly romantic’
(2001: xix; see also Hamington 2010: 34). To the contrary, love is a subversive
political act and an act of liberation with material consequences for how we
practise hospitality in an increasingly tumultuous and mobile world.

Importantly, increases in the volume and rate of human mobility reflect the
turbulence of the Anthropocene era, bringing an increasing risk of the ‘distur-
bance of the stranger” (Dikeg 2002: 244) in so-called host societies. Rather than
seeking to avoid these disturbances, ethics of care and love seek collective
liberation through democratic engagement. For Dikeg, this looks like ‘social,
cultural, institutional, ethical and political spaces where we could learn to
engage with and learn from each other [...]. Open spaces, spaces where recog-
nition as well as contestation and conflict can take place’ (2002: 244). Migration
researchers have an important role to play in ensuring diverse migrant voices
are heard, which might be achieved using creative, participatory, feminist and
decolonial methodologies. The purpose of hospitality is therefore to preserve
(and positively transform) spaces of engagement between host and guest, the
stranger and the settled, the traveller and the less mobile in society. We argue,
therefore, that hospitality is not limited to the initial ‘generous and cordial
welcome’ (Dikeg 2002: 229) but is an ongoing practice of care and love.
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CONCLUSION

As the contributions to this Special Issue demonstrate, hospitality is a dynamic,
relational, embodied and creative practice engaged in by both recent migrants
and settled groups. The collection of articles addressed the multi-dimensional,
contradictory, fluid and subjective nature of belonging against increasingly
hostile policies and often inhospitable spaces, and explored how migrants
navigate these spaces. The contributions examined how migrants negotiate
belonging in uncertain times, and their everyday experiences of (un)welcome
as well as looking beyond migrants to unpack the role of places, communities,
workplaces, policies and discourses.

We have advocated here for a centring of the experiences of migrants
themselves, and their agentic responses, to explore how they might negoti-
ate and lead processes of hospitality and belonging. At the same time, when
deploying the concept of hospitality to understand experiences of migration
and the complex nature of belonging, it is also imperative to make visible
structural inequalities, power relations, shifting policy landscape and public
discourses within which (in)hospitable encounters take place as well as the
shifting and temporal nature of these.

This Special Issue contributes to existing debates by problematizing binaries
of welcome and non-welcome, inclusion and exclusion, hospitality and hostil-
ity, structure and agency, hosts and guests, us and them discourses, victims and
villains, voice and silencing, and othering and embracing within workplaces,
public spaces and communities. In doing so, we resist a nation state- and
ethnicity-centred epistemology that (re)produces bounded categories within
migration and integration research (Dahinden 2016) and situates migrants as
inherently problematic (Anderson 2019). The Special Issue, therefore, speaks to
a theoretical frontier in migration studies that challenges assumptions about
the differences between those who are welcomed (migrants) and those who
extend welcome (hosts) (Dahinden and Anderson 2021).

In this editorial, we have explored the conceptual possibilities as well as
problematizing and discussing some of the limitations and deficiencies of
hospitality and belonging as conceptual tools for understanding migratory
trends and responses. Constructing hospitality as temporally bound to initial
stages — arrivals, welcomes and beginnings — prevents us from challenging the
coercive, colonial and racialized roots of the host guest dichotomy. Similarly,
where belonging is mobilized as a sociopolitical tool of oppression and control
of outsiders, migration scholars play an important role in highlighting agentic
ways in which migrants negotiate their own sense of belonging in commu-
nities. On balance, therefore, concepts of hospitality and belonging may be
redeemable if, we commit to pursuing a more nuanced understanding of
migrants’lived experiences. As we have contended, a decolonial approach and
a feminist ethics of care and love have the potential to shape discourses and
practices of hospitality so that they are shared, liberatory and useful for navi-
gating the future of human mobility.
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