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Syrian Migrants in Turkish Politics: A Securitization Analysis of Political Party
Discourses 

Sümeyye Nur  Arıcı 

Marmara University, Institute of Population and Social Research 

After the Syrian civil war began in 2011, Turkey became the country hosting the largest number of Syrian migrants in the
world. This situation moved migration beyond being only a humanitarian issue and placed it at the center of political,
economic, and social debates. Especially in recent years, the growing visibility of migration in election agendas and its central
place in the discourse of the Victory Party have made it necessary to examine the issue from a securitization perspective.

The aim of this study is to analyze how Syrian migrants are constructed in Turkish politics. The theoretical framework of the
study is based on the Copenhagen School’s discourse-oriented securitization theory. According to this approach,
securitization is the process in which a political elite presents a certain issue as an existential threat to its target audience, and
when this presentation is accepted by the audience, extraordinary measures become legitimized. The study discusses whether
the issue of Syrian migrants has been securitized in Turkish politics. It also examines to what extent de-securitization
discourses, which are seen as the counter-move to securitization, have found a place in politics. In addition, in order to avoid
reducing all discourses to the securitization–de-securitization axis, the broader theme of politicization is also included in the
analysis to capture discursive patterns that are not sufficiently conceptualized in the literature. In this way, the study aims to
discuss empirically the boundaries between securitization and politicization.

Methodologically, the study is based on discourse-oriented qualitative content analysis. The dataset consists of posts about
Syrian migrants shared on the official X accounts of the AK Party, CHP, MHP, İYİ Party, and Victory Party, as well as their
party leaders. The data were collected manually using the keywords “migrant,” “refugee,” “Syrian,” and “asylum seeker.” A
total of 1,189 posts from the 2011–2024 period were analyzed thematically using MAXQDA.

The expected findings show that, in the discourse of the Victory Party, migration is systematically securitized and
extraordinary policy demands are legitimized. In contrast, the AK Party largely maintains a humanitarian framework, while
CHP and the İYİ Party produce a discourse that is more focused on politicization. One important finding of the study is that
not every criticism and not every demand for measures automatically mean securitization. Another important finding is that
the influence of the radical right goes beyond its own electoral support and also affects the discourses of the center-right and
the main opposition parties.

This study offers an alternative context to Nordic Migration Research through the case of Turkey and contributes to greater
geographical and theoretical diversity in migration studies.



Ethnic national identity and public support for regularisation opportunities of
irregular migrants 

Anton Ahlén 

Stockholm School of Economics 

Existing research indicates that there is a strong link between ethnic nationalism and anti-immigrant attitudes.
People who understand national identity as being based on birthplace and ancestry tend to support much more
restrictive migration policies. However, we argue that existing studies on this topic rarely account for the normative
and legal complexities of migration policy. More specifically, we suggest that studies on national identity need to
account for dilemmas arising when voters are asked to consider how migration control can be reconciled with the
protection of fundamental human rights. In this study we focus on the case of regularisation policies for irregular
migrants to help address this gap. We theorize that even individuals with strongly ethnic conceptions of national
identity may prefer policies that allow irregular migrants to regularise their status over those that extend social and
economic rights to irregular migrants instead. We explore this argument using a large-scale conjoint survey
experiment with 20,000 respondents across Austria, Italy, Poland, Sweden, and the United Kingdom. Our findings
provide support for our expectations. Regularisation policies receive consistently higher support than rights-
expanding alternatives across all countries, including among respondents with strictly ethnic conceptions of national
identity. Support is particularly strong when policies target visa overstayers with prior employment in essential
sectors, suggesting that perceived reciprocity further increases approval. These findings demonstrate that certain
inclusive policies can attract broad public support even among groups typically viewed as fundamentally opposed to
migration



Migration Campaigns as Bureaucratic Performances in European and Nordic
Migration Governance 

Ludmila  Bogdan 

Copenhagen Business School 

Migration information campaigns have become a prominent instrument of migration governance across Europe.
Governments, international organizations, and non-governmental actors increasingly deploy these initiatives to warn migrants
about risks, promote “safe migration,” and raise awareness about trafficking and exploitation. Nordic countries have been
particularly active in supporting and implementing such communication initiatives, often framing them as part of broader
commitments to humanitarian protection, anti-trafficking efforts, and responsible migration governance.

Existing research has largely examined whether migration information campaigns influence migration decisions, often finding
limited evidence of behavioral impact. This article shifts the analytical focus from campaign effectiveness to the institutional
conditions under which campaigns are produced. Drawing on an original dataset of 97 migration information campaigns
implemented across European countries between 2019 and 2026, including campaigns originating from or implemented in
Nordic countries, combined with expert interviews and long-term field observations, the study examines what these
campaigns do for the organizations that create them.

The analysis shows that migration campaigns frequently function as bureaucratic performances: visible policy outputs
through which institutions demonstrate responsiveness to migration risks, satisfy donor expectations, and signal alignment
with migration governance agendas. Comparative analysis further reveals that campaigns address different institutional
audiences across migration systems. In countries of origin, campaigns often signal cooperation with international partners; in
transit contexts they perform alignment with European migration governance frameworks; while in destination countries,
including several Nordic cases, they frequently address domestic publics by demonstrating governmental action on migration
and exploitation risks.

Understanding migration information campaigns as institutional outputs helps explain their continued proliferation despite
limited evidence of effectiveness. More broadly, the findings highlight how communication practices have become an
increasingly important component of contemporary migration governance, including in Nordic policy environments where
humanitarian narratives, public accountability, and international cooperation play central roles.



Migration and Border Control: The Changing Dynamics of Africa-Europe Relations
in the 21st Century 

Mubarak  Tukur 

Department of History and Security Studies, Umaru Musa Yar'adua University 

It is a known fact that the proximity of the Maghrib countries of Tunisia, Morocco, and the Libyan Mediterranean Sea have
become an entry point for many illegal migrations of Africans to Europe. The mutual agreement between the EU and the
countries of Tunisia and Morocco led to the funding of a land border fence between Morocco and Spain and the
Mediterranean Sea of Tunisia and Libya. The Africans’ illegal, dangerous journey of no return, migrating to Europe, is
characterised by enslavement, beating, torture, killing, or ending up being droned along the Mediterranean Sea in a disorderly
manner. The chapter tends to unravel how sustainable the Africa-Europe border control can halt the illegal migration of
Africans to Europe, and how effective the Maghribs countries of Libya, Morocco, and Tunisia have handled the measures and
control of illegal migration to Europe. Why is it that despite Europe’s commitment to end illegal migration from Africa to
Europe, the phenomenon continues? What was the response of the European countries towards these menaces? The paper
argues that unless certain critical issues are addressed in African countries, illegal migration will continue to exist despite the
EU’s commitment to end it. Pertinent topics such as good governance, democracy and stability, peace, and security must be
entrenched in African countries, otherwise, more Africans will continue to risk their lives in the journey of illegal migration to
European countries with the hope of getting a better life. The study will use qualitative historical methodology to explore the
historical trajectories of the illicit migration of Africans to Europe and how it has affected their relations.
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