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Banyladeshi migration to laly i 8 relstrvely recent phenumenon. Uingil e miid)

mainly a country of emigraiion and anly amce 1976 1t has also become 8 country ‘:7‘& -
Sinee the mid- 1970s the number of ltalian workers and families leay ing the mu: L
cally reduced both for external ressoms —contraction in the demand for i istrig] | LU,
main L uropean economies aftor the finst ool cnsis of 1973 —and for intermg) g Mo ,
ment ol the country ‘s [iving conditions, especially in the southern regions, dye w the gy
in industry and agriculture, as well 8 an increase in employ ment in the Public secyy K
secunty income for odder workon (Puglicse, 2006). 0 2 oy

Many angladeshis armived in the country in the | 980s, which was also due o the |

European countnes' bordors, mainly France, Switzcriand, and the Federal Repaic D?EIH.
an oxample. n the words of hang and haughts (1994), of “migratory Wﬂmum‘k_z
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A Bidesh called ltaly

-nce and the deep ec i
qurbule! P €conomic and socig| transfi
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ning in
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sol! pe time:
a plic of Germany was one of the most po

sl »pul o
1t dcrﬂl Rep after the United Kingdom, the ex-co|

1y
\ill‘l lﬂ‘
:“'ﬂgle‘ “ puroP jum there in t! onial motherl
e’ BUrO s g) asylum there in the years fi : erland—ag |
in ohncal S, OIIOng the 1975 coup in BaS llIWas relaliVe'ly
angladesh that |
ed

‘1 by Ziaur Rahman and hi
p aﬁ  vernment im oshclls Bangladesh Nationalist p
th Germ tovits okttt wpl € .new restrictions on ag | arty (Van Schendel,
019 prance Q€O y welcoming atttude towards politiea] ap . 224N
fa socmhs.t Tfm ;nt tci the Elysée Palace in 1981 gaF:re lllt?al refugees. Further-
ty quickly, a racting ev migran
: Sl)'{kq Germany and Sg ven more Bangladeshi migrangt 's hope that they
Al b"’-n Ocouﬂ‘“es ike . }’f witzerland, that moved from be: s to the country. In
L * in a matter ot years . ing * s
e fome5§e5 m. a. ., ly ars, France had relatively permissiy [E ?asy.targets to
hen [nterior Minister Charles Pasqua cracked down on =) . fgl.slanon, at least
entering the count
ry

|11|1 . 2) First Gulf War broke out, wh ch made
U Ol riod the 1 I ’ i it impossible to mi
) migrate to most

the sam Eastern oil producing countries. These changes
N dle nd the Soviet Bloc. The col reversed the migration flows t
of N nean Europe & an. R - The collapse of “real socialism™ made E ’
s open 10 1mm1.grls.1t|0n. elations between these countries and Banglazste;n Eu-
/ . es
o since the first t-“z i(fi)q-?bm iO\Ifemmems of the Awami League—the political partweri“
Sﬁongr; reside"t‘.Shelk ro dur‘ ?c;:man' whq led the struggle for national independgn::)e
e istan. whlch_WaS gaine hm 'l—es.labhshed scholarships through which thousand
ﬁomounﬂ B angladeShls went to the Soviet Union or to other Warsaw Pact countries to anen;
ﬂf-y,crsi;)’ (P ori, 2012). Man‘y of tl?em staye'd in these countries to pursue business activities
unnr ol losion of the Soviet Umor?. creating large compatriot communities. The economic
aﬁf;n stion the dawn of lhe. POSt—Sowet era and- tl_\e.: growing racism against migrants in large
ell as inspiring talk of the possibilities for economic growth in the new desti

sta_, Wy as W
qussian cities =
{ Mediterranean Europe, meant that many Bangladeshis left Russia for Spain, Greece

ions 0 "
cially, Italy-”

pular destinations for the Bangladesh
adeshi

red 8MN°

el :
M’:d" e untrie

and, esP°
A Bidesh’ Called Italy, An Adam Bepari Called Rome

 the 1970s and 1980s, the presence of Bangladeshi migrants in Italy remained negligi-
ple and concentrated in the capital: very often they were migrants in transit (with the hope of mov-
ing 0N 10 other European Fqu.ntrles or to-Can'flda or the United States) and were always “pioneers.”
Tr;eir economic capitals, mltlall.y made it a kind of elite migration of wealthy people who had been
landowners Of industry leaders In Bangladesh, mortgaging or selling their houses to move abroad.

Bangladeshis make up the sixth largest national non-EU migrant community in Italy (Cen-
ro Studi € Ricerche IDOS, 2022). Although Bangladeshis first arrived in the 1970s, when Italy
was transitioning from being a country of emigration to a country of immigration, it was in the
1980s that they started arriving in larger numbers, and in the 1990s that Italy became an important
destination. The data makes this clear: following the 1986 amnesty (Law 943/86, the so-called
“Martelli law””) only around 100 Bangladeshi citizens were granted residence permits; following
the 1990 amnesty (Law 39/90) that number rose to almost 4,000 (King & Knight, 1994; Knights,
1996; 1998; Knight & King, 1998); and it rose significantly again to more than 70,000 in the early
2000s (Priori, 2012; Zeitlyn, 2006). Today the Bangladeshi community in Italy consists of 139,000

migrants (Centro Studi e Ricerche IDOS, 2022).

roughou
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jerritution of “'“Fl"dc‘h_“ o e from hﬁnmuc"e"”‘? ungj|
| cated Almost exclusively in Rome where, Accordip 1o th he g
Ning & Knight. 1994: Knights, 1996: 1998: Knigny g\ > e 19q, o thy

o> of them lived (hing (Knights & King, 1998). "B logy, T,
working &s w-h.‘:.;::c: of Bangladeshis settling ir.‘ e capHal- ‘ENcourage | -

Af thst time the n ting their country of origin with various poleg of the g; Y cﬁe‘lii\,-
gration networks N“.Ti‘f:::c) fast that the Bangladeshi community in Rome bccﬂmle *Porg ;, : .
- I‘:F-““lﬁ:d only to London. : i ladeshi o of the !r:nt
. umpf: the place of first passage, In which Bangladeshis coulq ML, if' g . &

Rome 3 then st lcast their compatriots, and be informed about the gy, "t friey Sa
wqm.‘nmmrs"n in Ttaly or other European states. The city is still consjdereg One or:‘onum"@u y
K o a hub for the sorting and dispersal of the Bangladesh; diaspory 1 -cq)
“'I:d"?:tfc r:oes-‘pﬁoﬁ 2012: Priori et al., 2021: Zeitlyn, 2006). " the ™
(Knights. 15202 '

. ‘ Wo,
Indeed. a large city like Rome was immensely attractive to migrants bog, tlg
n . )

thei triots—the pioneers of this migrati'onﬂwhf) offered strong nety
eir compa ewcomers, and the fascinating imagery it evoked among the
of support to n rid’s pcri'phcﬁcs. However, the main reason was that it wagq attractjy ducated
vouth .:-: g‘cp::unitics it offered in the informal economy gserwces. Catering, lourisme Sbec%se
the wi .I},and the possibility of those without a valid residence permit P'assing Unnc.‘ti m '
Sde:nfmcsh of the community, itself only a small part of the metropolis. Ced Wit

The territorinl d
1000k they were coneent

iy,

dUQ 10 t

e
s
mlddle.claSS .

The Changing Profile of Bangladeshi Immigrants in Italy

The Bangladeshi community that became established I'" : ht:hl 9?3; has its own €Conomi 44
bour structure, the result of conditions imposed by Italy in f: 1990s. Entrepreneyyrg Suborg: la.
workers and, finally, street vendors, were the three groups in which migrants Present o ltalia.r:nm-e
could be traced. Already by the end of 1991, the entrepreneurs—a numerical minorigy Mainly o
up of political leaders and associations—or{ened shops and establishments aimeq g gt Ue
demands of the community. These included lmpon-f:xpon activities (to SupPIy other Ban
in the retail trade), phone centres, food, clothing, "e-we"eryi-,m: DVD retailers. As v as bej
meeting places, they were indispensable points in which to.0 flam lnfomaum} on b"reaucracy. the
Italian language, services, jobs, or housing. The large .grou;io wage workers is glso impo Mt noy
only because of their numbers, but because they provide a Rro{tiecnve umbrella” for those Withoy
work or residence permits. Furthermore, many Bangladcsh!s nd employment by Providing .
called migration services 10 their compatriots, such as ht?lplr'lg them ﬁnd af:commodatiun, work
food. low-cost telephone calls or the Internet, or b).z becomx.ng mtern.mdlanes In the hundj o hawm.;;
system in order to send remittances back homt? without usmg.ofﬁmal f:hannels (Zeytlin, 2006),

In this way, the migratory networks that unite Bangladesh.l people in [taly. become more deeply
established, with migration being seen as an attractive project for mcreasmgly. Wide and more
diverse layers of Bangladeshi society. C.ompared to the. 1980s and t?arly 1990s, in which only ap
elite eager to raise their social status rnlgrellted, now migrants also include people from the mid-
dle class and even the lower-middle class in Bang-ladesh, made up of small traders ang farmers,
Although those at the bottom of the social sc?le (in term.s of accefss to res‘ourct.es) are precluded
from migrating, many nevertheless aspire to migrate. Pr.eylous st.udxes have identified the presence
of migrants in Italy who belong not so much to t%le tr?dltlonal middle class, as tq a class of people
who have achieved average incomes thanks to migration and the consequent remittances (Gardner,

1995; Priori, 2012).
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med by Bangladeshis abroad, o by those
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T pave ¢ wealth and treedom due to social remittances and the * e West, often idealised
e 0 i helps to create high expectations ip thos ¢ “anticipato

2 ated )

T gl S o ot o 1
;pP"“r trf'\\, ! educated) kt Wﬂ;sﬂ:n : e bmba.fh; 5 'T}igratory EXDETIENES I :1‘;:?5 par
ricu"rl'\hcy rended 10 WO ‘: ' h Hetion or as industrial workers, which allowed lt;e:nt o
oete’ vestments and take the same risks as the urban middle class In this way th .
o met Homic wealth and knowledge of the world that ma Yy they reached

" jevel . and Spain accessible. . de certain European destinations
ke 118 \l 9005 Were also chargctcrlsed by a fragmentation of th

o many probashi across the country. Those witho
d:'.iﬂ"r"m . 85 they depended on the support of the Bangla
at Cal - got regular residence permits left the capital in or
(hat ﬁn?lg}con ditions (Knights, 1996; Zeitlyn, 2006), carryi

¢ Bangladeshi community and the
ut documents tended to stay longer
deshi community. Conversely, those
der to achieve better social. working,

. Ng out a “migration within migration”

Jivin . % X == ? ] ithin migration
aqd .1 the country. Thus, various -Ba.ngla tOWns™ sprung up in various provincial areas, offering
with nities 10 settle close to major indus

| . trial centres in northern regions with vast employment
 nities. especially in the northeast of the country—which appeared to be a particularly pros-

4 area at the time—where they found Ijobs in factories and workshops. So, while the capital
l,;‘r attracts a large number of Bangladeshi people (Casu, 2008: Pompeo, 2011, 2012), many of
sti

m are moving to other Italian cities, creating their own ethnic enclaves or “Bangla-towns”
?[‘;“a puppa, 201 4; Della Puppa and Gelati, 2015).

The Establishment and Familiarisation of Bangladeshi Immigration in Italy

The first generation of pro.bashi in 1tal.y was n.-nade up of young single people from the upper-
middle classes who had a higher educ.auon (!U'flhﬁcatlon. They were the children of lawyers, land-
owners, teachers, entrepreneurs, p_ubhc ac.lmlmstration employees, military officers, and managers
that grew up in wealthy families in post-independence Bangladesh and that are today working as
unskilled workers, inclined to work overtime and under low-profile contracts. Bangladeshi mi-
grants employed in low-skilled jobs in the industrial or service sector in Italy were not working
class in their country of origin; the work they do in Italy “they would never dream of doing in their
home country” (Zeitlyn, 2006, p. 32). Migration is a socially selective process: it costs money (it is
estimated that migrating from Bangladesh to Italy requires an investment of about €8,000—10,000)
and, therefore, requires the investment/possession of capital (primarily economic capital, but also
cultural and social capital). As a result it is accessible only to members of the upper or middle
classes who have access to that capital, and certainly not to most subaltern classes (Della Puppa
and Ambrosini, 2021). Their experience of international migration is thus not as a desperate escape
from hunger and misery, but as a family strategy to engage in upward social mobility both for
themselves and for their household—especially through remittances. Migration therefore repro-
duces and reinforces the conditions that make migration possible, increasing the social and class
positions of those who can afford it.
Furthermore, in the early 1990s the Bangladeshi community in Italy was still composed almost

exclusively of men (Montuori, 1997; Casu, 2008), with women being almost completely absent.
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The presence of women has increased over the ycars _“"ilh the establishment of the Banglage.
community in Italy, However, among the first generations of mlg'rants from Bangladesh, o I sh
there were hardly any women who independently attempted to migrate to Southern Europe a.l '
the small number of women coming to Italy almost exclusively through the process of f‘;with
reunification. Thus, in the first phase of Bangladeshi migration to ltaly family reunificatiqy, .
configured exclusively as “male” reunifications, as well as “second level” or “newly CSlainsi N
reunifications in which the first migrant man returns to their country of origin to get Marrieq OEd
the necessary conditions have been created. This is most often done through an arrange( Mary Iee
with a woman who, immediately aflerwards, is reunited in the destination country, [f from th
point of view of the immigrant society (in Italy), such a couple would constitute a reuniteq f, &
ily. from the point of view of the emigrant society (in Bangladesh), the family only beging (, la':-
shape with the release of documents confirming that there is no impediment to reunificatiop Th_e
event thus represents the joining of two spouses who begin an experience of co-residence and co;:S
jugality in their country of immigration and that often only begin to get to know each other fron;
that moment (Della Puppa, 2014, 2018).

Due to these family reunifications, Bangladeshi migration to Italy thus went through 4 Process
of consolidation, stabilisation, and familiarisation, followed by the birth of the so-called “secong

generations.”

iage

...And One Day They all Moved to Londoni

The first generation of Bangladeshis who arrived in Italy between the 1990s and 2000s thy, be-
came more firmly established, with stronger material. social, and family situations. However, Over
the years, the economic, and social face of Italy changed and Bangladeshi migrants’ lega| Statug
evolved, along with their duties and aspirations. In fact, the global economic crisis has pa11icu|a,-|y
hit Mediterranean Europe—such as Italy—damaging the possibilities of upward social mobility
for working-class families and their children, especially those with a migrant background (Prior;
et al., 2021). At the same time, Bangladeshi migrants now have to take responsibility for their
children born in Italy, and, after more than 15-20 years living in Italy, have often acquired Italian
citizenship for themselves. If, for some, Italian citizenship represents the last step in the process
of becoming settled in Italy, for others, on the contrary, it is the key to accessing migratory mopj).
ity on a European level and beyond. In fact, with an Italian passport—and, therefore, a European
one—"Italian probashi™ can now migrate within the European space without requiring entry visag

This can be described as a process of “onward migration,” which describes, for example, the
migratory reactivation of those from third countries who, once they have acquired citizenship i
an EU country in Southern Europe, move towards Central and Northern European countries, rom
about 2010 onwards, this effectively translated into an onward migration process oriented in .
most all cases towards the United Kingdom, a context generically defined as “Londoni.”

The Italian National Institute of Statistics (Istat, 2017) reports that, of the 29,000 Italians origi-
nating from a non-European country who left Italy in 2016 alone (a figure up by 19% compared to
the previous year), over 2,500 were of Bangladeshi origin. The destination of the latter can be de-
duced from the data showing that 92% of Italians of Asian origin who emigrate move to the United
Kingdom, and from the fact that more than 30,000 Italian Bangladeshis are estimated to live in the
United Kingdom (Chowdhury, 2018). This would confirm that the “former colonial centres” are
still considered attractive to citizens originating from the “peripheries,” as well as reinforcing the
general picture of an acceleration in emigrations from Italy to the United Kingdom which, again
according to Istat data, rose particularly sharply in 2016, going from 17,000 to 25,000 (+42%).
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nf"'l‘““““' migration” has been studied in relation 1o different nationalities

e 7 aprens, 2013 Ahrens et al.. 2016; Della Puppa et al 2021; Haandrikman

h‘",{“ [;uﬂ"“, Ay, 2013 King & Karamoschou, 2019; Mas Giralt, 2017 Mallwaine &

" ”"301415; parbinno di Belgiojoso, 2018; Ramos, 2018; van Liempt, 2011) and there

h:ht‘ epecific €Ase (,"-.lhc mass onward migration of "a“m-ﬁanm“déqhi e

£l ard . Jom and, more pnrt’:ctl‘lnrl’yt l-n Lnnd.(m (Della Puppa, 2018, 2021 Della it

" ol **",‘.*1 g Della puppa, 2021) '1 his Sp{:(:lﬁ'c onward migration (Della Puppa, 2018;

e a1 ’ff"g 5019) is the product of a combination of individual factors, collective histo-
e hmg:; gealised rcprcsenlalmnslof the British context,

ore OF "“#n identify a commo'n'mntwe for this new migration: the aspiration of Bang-

gal Y 'C_Cr apward social mobility for their children and to invest in the future of new

h.i migral‘ ‘Bﬂng]adcshi pcrc.eplions ﬂ'}d l'elpre:!enta.lions,. stayir)g in Italy would carry the risk
a aons 6o [lowed their professional and existential trzlajectory as low-profile workers
Ff"ﬂ;ci  chi re ginate sectors of the labour marke?. Parents believe that if their children do not
ﬂml in“‘S] of it wil be a problem for them in building future prospects outside of Italy.
K0 g gl | to return to Bangladesh. Thus London is considered more attractive than
jes™ glarly ! Jesire for their children to be socialised and educated in English, which they see

e . }n[ematicmal labour market and for potential future geographical mobility over
Education in English is also identified as a status symbol that only higher-class

sen g .
g & porders: esh can afford. Therefore moving to the United Kingdom is understood as an

1 the future- _ . e e
il represeﬂwd""m without a certain amount of idealisation—as the global and mul-
nis

.. oar excellence and providing opportunities and a meritocracy that allows young
[icu““fal C"'national origins to enhance tl.mr S-kI"S and potential. This representation of the British
Pcoph? ; 4 ked. on the one hand, to the historic role of London as the capital of the British Empire
capital 15 lin ;)finstitutions and values nostalgically considered to still be in force and, on the

) therefore: sumed dominance of multiculturalism which—precisely by virtue of the country’s
other. 1© A= d the long tradition of immigration from former colonies—is seen as contributing
colonia! past a:‘- on of a society in which no-one is stigmatised or discriminated against due to their
1o the conS_[T']{? ; elonging. national origin, religious faith, or other linguistic and cultural elements.
wethno-rac1a ¢ meritocracy was an issue that had already emerged in the representations of the

The laCki.o n society, especially in relation to the labour market. Reinforcing this narrative is the
jmits of 12 la;:mation of London as a context in which social fulfilment based on one’s own abili-
shared re!:“-eisiﬁcations is possible, regardless of ascribed social membership. The long migratory
te 7 : qt;:t has linked the Indian subcontinent to the colonial homeland since the seventeenth
::tl:;nand which allowed for the creation O.f the ol.dest and largest Bangladeshi “community™
outside of Bangladesh has tfle.ant tha.t London is percewet‘l as“a sn?all -Bangladesh in E}mope." Itis
seen as @ context in which it is po§51ble to “feel at home” and to live in accordance with what the
respondents define as “the Bengali culture and l.lfest}.! lr:e.”

The possibility of being able to express their religious affiliation with greater freedom in the
public domain, to enter into a wider community of Muslims and, above all, to guarantee a religious
education for their children, also acts as a fundamental drive towards this new migration.

Furthermore, the United Kingdom is also perceived as more attractive than Italy due to its wel-
fare system, which is considered to be more inclusive than that in the Mediterranean area.

ltalian Bangladeshis point out that being Italian “on paper” is not a sufficient condition for
protecting them from the discrimination and inequalities that many of them experience every day
in ltalian society and especially in the Italian labour market. They perceive and describe ltalian
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. , Inited Ki
igration towards the United Kingdom jq i)

ronsc0 o‘r‘;i\fﬂ in ltaly. In fact, family reuniﬁcmion Createq g, "SSatjs,
+i1e already-settled men were able 10 (re)construct ghe " PIY gene on
While : . their wives and children to ltaly, ¢ lhem‘"ionn?c'
vl . . . o b n : . a4
verse O ang marriage migration was |l'11:P0:I:-‘d- f(}ﬂ:mg them toea:"me,,
“ora er the so -
e Tr':mnl networks in Bangladesh and;(;ps:lh Thus t;m'I e emmionalando" the;
kinship and reiati e Global South 10 the Global NOTHL: + their husbap . doy, 't
move from the i be socially downgraded and tq ¢, 3 feg)
family circles, creating signiﬁ‘c:encn% 'glnlry
Mt diyey oh-

d emotions of the men and women ip,
8 reuniged enCQS

' tions, ) : -
Mhﬂweeﬂ tht;;plf:; 1o conflict between different e,-nononal Iloaglcts]-anc-l can leaq 10 the fanmy
nd ;craﬁ:t?;rming of the migratory trajectories of Italian-Bangladesit MIgrant famjj;q mr hapiné
: . owed * O Wardy
United Kingdom for instance. ed to London have in some Sty the
. i xpec ; alj
dream and in some sense been disappointed. ﬁgg;g :;{r!nugn; Delt[in dp(:?;;:lgg.;o their nelied thejy
: . - Morad et al., 2021; NI ,2021), o mj
tion (Della Puppa & King. 2019: Morad € : lthoyy &2
have decided to retrace their steps. returning to Italy (Della Pupga & ::’“{’@d» fonhcomin Many
have (permanently) settled in the British capital, even acquiring British citizenshjp + Mogy

of reunited W
emational di{Ferences-

f family 08¢t

;spirations. an

have relocat

Conclusions

has experienced @ process of social transformatjq, &
dynamics. Since becoming a unified nation, abou ’s
rest of the world, which is equal to its entjre o :
973 it also started to become a coUNtry of inregs i
movement and internal migration ceaseg. th?s ilsmmi.

Why

some authors (e.g., Pugliese, 2006) describe Italy as a “migratory crossroad.”

However, in those same years, international migratory dynamics changed, with new Peo
new countries entering the world scene with great impetus. Among these was Bangladegp, Plesang
nation that won its independence in 1971, exactly when Italy was changing its “migrat;o,; : Youn

f a real diaspora of global reach, that of Bangt]zt;:';
shi

Within 20 years, Italy would be the home o
migrants (Alexander et al., 2016; Kibria, 2011), with Rome hosting one of the most imp

probashi communities in Europe, second only to that of London (Adams, 1987 Gardner, 19q
of the 1990s and the beginning of the 2000s, the evolution'Ofi 3).
mmj.

Moreover, between the end
d other minor Italian cities and towns thg; , |
ould

gration from Bangladesh to the Italian capital an
also become hubs for the Bangladeshi diaspora, demonstrate the “almost general rule” of s
18ra-

tion phenomena, which sees “family immigration” as the spontaneous evolution of “immiorar:
for work” (Sayad, 2006). &ration
However, soon after the rapid establishment of the Bangladeshi community in Italy, the of
of the economic crisis—which were particularly virulent in Mediterranean Europe——s:nd t.l:= -
aspirations of the first generation of Bangladeshis in Italy, meant the community began to ¢ i
more prestigious and idealised hubs of the diaspora in Europe, primarily the United l(ionjlder
Thus Italy regained its (never completely abandoned) role as a “transit” country and “mir;%a:;nr;

Over a period of 50 years, Italy
importance due to global migratory
people have left the country for the

1861 —the year of its unification. In |
gration, but this did not mean that outgoing

crossroads,”
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ive and ol»_iccl?ve mo} s underlying this reactiva i

¢ » contrast, mtgmnt's representations ang e tilon of migrato
"in social, economic, an-d productive crigig, andpa;)ns

« and exclusionary drives, unable {q achi as

st ol y " o . R €ve 1
‘{gs:{‘f_c .mmﬂ:eal stratification along “ethnic- ’ e
1~
ut

ry mobility allow
of.llaly as a deeply impov-
Ociety crossed, at all levels,

: ; mmigrant origin.

'd?rft'ﬁf’d by Sayad (2006) emerges clearly
political organisation, and its relations with
Ve :ot1€S. p

zhel’ Sﬂf;;:on to the mirror metaphor, the photographic metaphor is useful. In fact, the migration
| 30w pegan between the end of the 19805 and the beginning of the 2000 that linked Bangla-
e jtaly and which ra'dnat?d out from Italy to the United Kingdom, provides only a snapshot
des oiast 30 years of migrations of the Bangladeshi diaspora, which is much older and larger
of " nder ¢t al.. 2016; Priori et al.,

s Samaqdar, 1999). The reconstruction reported here
¢ place in the aftermath of Brexit which is redesigning the internal balances of Europe, and the
ook

smic which i radically reconfiguring economic, social, political, health, and demographic
curesata global level. Added to this are the effects of environmental devastation and climate

¢ which are emerging in an increasingly clear and violent way across the planet and that put
Changladesh in a particularly vulnerable position. How these will shape the migration movements
.Bm:ﬁving Bangladesh and Europe, Italy, and the United Kingdom, and redesign the trajectories of
1:: pmbashi. is yet to be seen.

Notes

1. Across Seven Seas and Thirteeq Rivers is the evocative title of the monograph by Caroline Adams (1987),
" which was devoted to life stories 'of' the Bangladeshi pioneers in the United Kingdom. It was used again
in Italy by postcolonial fiction writers (Ali, 2003) and by some diaspora observers (Priori, 2012).

7. Southern European countries, that are European countries of “recent” immigration, offering still rela-

ively good working and social conditions and wages, in virtue—especially in Italy—of a growing labour

market, of the structural importance of the shadow economy and of the instrumentally lax immigration
policies.

3.In the Bangla language, it literally means “foreign land,” “abroad,” as opposed to Bangla-desh, “The
" country. the land where Bangla is spoken.”

4. In Bangladesh, the emigrants are called probashi, which means “external inhabitants” or “those who went
abroad.”

5. This term derives from one of the first main destinations in the history of migration from Bangladesh:
London and, by extension, the whole of the United Kingdom. In the same way, Bangladeshi villages also
characterised by a high percentage of emigrants are defined as “Londoni” (Gardner, 1995).
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