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Introduction

Setting the scene

As a child growing up in the Grassfields of Bameniti@ provincial capital of
the North West Region, | recall vividly how | woulte woken up early in the
morning by one of my parents to go and see a cepaison to deliver a short
note, a verbal message or simply to inform thent ¢me of my family would
pass by at a particular time. The 1970s was a winen even fixed phones were
not a common phenomenon, and there was no inklintgeomobile phone that
was to come so many years later. There was justaance on a plethora of tradi-
tional means of communication to pass on mess&igsical mobility and face-
to-face communication were the predominant meamsl then there was letter
writing, which is fast eroding today. The world Heeen hijacked by Information
and Communication Technologies (ICTs) and, by #mestoken, the world has
hijacked ICTs, thus creating an avalanche of infdrom that has led to a net-
work society. This network society has emerged i@&salt of phenomenal strides
in ICTs and the wider expectations of societal Bvelihood transformation that
were forecast by earlier studies on ICTs (Casti@4; de Bruijnet al 2009,
2013; Katz 2008; Ling & Donner 2009). Informatiomdaknowledge are the pre-
requisites that drive mobility in the network sdagieln the process, ICTs have
seemingly brought together families and other fang migrant communities,
thereby creating virtual and social spaces and mgatkansnational migration and
mobility a way of life for many. This new lifestylef transnationalism (Glick
Schilleret al1992; Levitt 1995; Bascht al 1994; Vertovec 2007, 2009) defies
the age-old tradition found in receiving countrteat idealized assimilation as
opposed to a dual pattern that would make the dmsitry and the home country
a single arena. However, even if the latter werbddhe case (double engage-
ment), earlier forms of communications, such asvgd@ace of posting letters or
the dependence on emissary would not have fullpesued double engagement.
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The perception of assimilation, as such, was dukddardiness of the process of
communication, in particular the length of timeéabk mail to go back and forth.
If accelerated communication and the living of dlias were the catalyst to
strides in communication technologies as well asoed and air transport (de
Bruijn et al. 2009; Nieswand 2011), the question is what tlseseeties were like
before the arrival of ICTs.

This thesis is an ethnographic study about the ingrkf the social fabric of
mobile communities. It aims to establish whethasr¢hhas been a change or
transformation in the mobility dynamics of the Hmgand Makon societies since
the ICT revolution and whether its appropriationtbg Pinyin and Mankon mo-
bile communities in Cape Town, South Africa and Netherlands have brought
about transformation in the ways in which they telaack home and the changes
in the livelihoods of those in the home countrys@&a on a triangular study that
spans South Africa, the Netherlands and the reispeeinyin and Mankon home
villages in the Grassfields of Bamenda in Camerdbois, research considers the
consequences of ICT appropriation in relation topgbe’s mobility. The study
articulates how mobile communities criss-crossgloée virtually or in person in
order to create linkages not only with the homentgubut with wider migrant
communities mediated by the Internet and wirel@ssrounication. It focuses on
the wide array of ICTs used by these mobile comiesito maintain or sever
links with relations and other mobile communitiesldow kin back home relate
to them via these means.

Communication is all about building bridges and tsiudy sheds light on (i)
how communication facilitates the building of brédg and (ii) whether these
bridges are strong enough to maintain relationshijpe bridge thus becomes
both a metaphor for connection and a practicatunsént with regard to mobility
and ICTs. This means that, in today’s mobile worldations are simultaneously
being built, maintained and broken, but by adopthng dual concept of a bridge
it is easier to understand the ‘importance andrdnesformative power embedded
in linkages’. Equally, one can ascertain the canties and changes, given mo-
bility, in communication, and connectivity is ‘sywiized by the bridge’ (de
Bruijn & van Dijk 2012: 2). Bridges and connecticax® mutually reinforcing as
they connect communities, places and distancesdsaw providing virtual con-
nections via the Internet and mobile phone.

Although the arrival of the mobile phone and ottemhnologies is relatively
recent, this study goes beyond this ‘newness’ anémbedded in the con-
struction of historical narrative more than in tlegent advances in communi-
cation technologies themselves. Historical narestiielp us to understand how
the mobile trajectories of the past link it to fhresent and elicit the mutual bene-
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fit that has occurred with regard to improved ICdishow the past has informed
the present concerning changes or continuity. ®hisourse acknowledges that
communication existed in various forms long beftw arrival of today’s ICTs.

Too often detailed focus is placed on developednts and developing
countries are only mentioned in passing or lumpmegkther as ‘Africa’ (Katz
2008; Ling & Donner 2009). Equally, particular teackogies are chosen in many
cases as the focus of study, either the InternétefiV& Slater 2000; Parham,
2005), the cell phone (Horst & Miller 2006) or Faoek (Miller 2011), in order
to zoom in on a particular society. Similarly, ras# on ICTs is not extensive or
broad, often due to limitations of space. This iBadistic study of the various
forms of ICTsvis-a-vismobility that focuses on the different aspectswryday
life that a mobile community may engage in and rsf&e new perspective on mo-
bility and migration — the in-betweens — and the a6ICTs as it considers mo-
bile communities, individuals and families. Througiaditional ethnographic
research, coupled with the use of information tetbgies, the social interaction
between mobility and ICTs is shown, as are levélsaxial shaping, appro-
priation and re-appropriation. By focusing on tregonomic activities as well as
associations, the aim is to show how they navidgla¢evarious networks and
forms of physical, cultural and virtual mobility.yBoaying attention to cultural
activities (rituals) and how the Pinyin and Mankaoobile communities maintain
relationships with kin in the home country, attentis paid to connectivities and
emotional mobility, notions that have been largghored in migration studies to
date. This study aims to fill this gap by placingations at the fore as an in-
tangible aspect of migration that accounts for dcaifturalism. With increasing
mobilities, there is a tendency for increased eomotid be shown.

Mobility

Studies on mobility and migration contain extensseeentific data that enhance
our understanding of connectivities and flows. Tdst two decades have seen a
rise in studies on transnationalism that shows anigr having a foothold in both
their home and their host countries. These studaes& been further comple-
mented by the growing appeal of studies on mohdlitg ICTs that show how, in
today’s global world, mobility is being enhancedianformed by ICTs. The no-
tion of mobility often encompasses physical disptaent. However, with the
world increasingly being interconnected by wirelesanmunication techno-
logies, it is not possible to see mobility in thegsilar or in terms of physical
displacement anymore. Hence the talk of mobilities.
Mobility and migration are often seen to be synooys Mobility is an all-

encompassing form of movement that is not mutueXgliusive to persons but
seen as the perceptible and simultaneous shiftstim spatial (place) and social
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locus. It presupposes that one kind of movemenbighe focus, given that there
is a mobility of ideas. And as humans, they are itaokith their habitus — prac-
tices, ideas, beliefs and social and material oeltin conformity with Adey’s
(2010) notion of being “mobile with” migrants setk reproduce or re-invent
customs that they are familiar with to suit thethmmtext. These include cultural
practices as birth (born house) and funeral (cey.dihe notion of mobility has
gone past the idea of physical displacement.ift this light that de Bruijret al
(2001), with reference to nomads, talk of ‘travedlicultures’. If social mobility,
as espoused by Elliot & Urry (2010), ‘becomes tbefatto stratification of mi-
gration between migrants and non-migrants’, canalge talk of stratification
among the mobile communities in host countries?

The term mobility, as such, cannot simply be usedeanote the movement of
persons but rather by looking at it from the notadrconstellations of mobilities
— persons, goods, ideas, social, cultural, virtaat§ emotional mobilities. These
forms of mobilities have been enhanced by the newnaunication technologies.
They ‘connect the analysis of different forms dvil, transport, communica-
tions with the multiple ways in which economic aswtial life is performed and
organized throughout time and across various spéldey 2007: 6). | also use
the concept of mobility to refer to the itinerarfymigrants, as well as the various
things they carry to their host country — the moegatrof food, photos, objects
and ideas to reinforce the notion of cultural miopilBy so doing, this permits
me to adopt, on the one hand, an historical gebiggzapapproach that will en-
able an in-depth analysis of the ‘formation of moeats, narratives about mo-
bility and mobile practices’, by looking at mobyliholistically (Cresswell 2010:
17). On the other hand, this also allows me torésiceto what extent communi-
cation technologies have enhanced mobility and ectivity.

Conversely, migration refers mainly to a personéographical movement
from one place to another, permanently or templgraithile mobility is the pre-
ferred modus operandithe terms will be used interchangeably, denotimjrt
various forms as conceptualized here. This studgsdoeyond a simple de-
scription of the use and impact of ICTs and humaibihty, or the myopic focus
on the communication practices that migrant comtresiestablish and maintain
in either the host or home country with no regardhie other. It critically fore-
grounds an in-depth analysis of the multifacetedysva which mobile com-
munities interact in the host and home countried arth the wider migrant
network.

In this study, | maintain that ICTs have been ipooated to enhance mi-
grants’ co-presence in interesting ways in the liamon-going patterns of eve-
ryday social life, as well as to insulate them frtima excessive demands of their
families. | begin with the hypothesis that ICTsp&dally mobile phones, shape
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and are shaped by particular relationships in @aer ways and that these are
mutually reinforcing. Many authors, such as Hor2006); Horst & Miller
(2006); de Bruijnet al. (2009, 2013); de Bruijn & van Dijk (2012); Nyarohj
(2005, 2011) and Vertovec (2004), have demonstrdiegrofound importance
of ICTs, especially the mobile phone, showing hdsv introduction in rural
communities has catapulted the process of ‘linkipgand has transformed eve-
ryday lives.

The trajectory of mobile communities here are thofea community that
wants to reassert itself in the host society byditang with whatever tangible or
intangible objects they can take from home. Thaweling culture or cultural
mobility denotes the historical mobility of the pd® and their ‘codes, structures,
and definitions that enabled the massive transiegmestigious cultural norms’
(Greenblatt 2010: 11). Such mobility is embeddedurrent trends of flexible
mobility that are ‘facilitated through a wholesaggnterpretation of history and a
change in its valencell{id: 13; de Bruijnet al. 2001, 2013).

Transnationalism or ... ?

Recalling Greenblatt’'s notion of flexible mobili{010) leads us to also interro-
gate the concept of transnationalism in the presentext of accelerated flows,
mobilities and connectivities. Should we not nowt&l&ing of ‘transculturalism’
and ‘transcultural habitus’ as a way of understagdhe new complexities of
mobilities and connectivities? The era of migramgng uprooted from their so-
cieties and cultures and moving to a host coumstast becoming a thing of the
past, as migrants today seek to maintain a lifdoafble engagement and a foot-
hold in both the host society and the home coutsizzucatu 2008). This is
equally reflected in current social sciences swaibere the study of migration
seeks to understand the places of origin and desim (Brettel 2000: 98).
Stemming from the seminal studies by Glick Schideal (1992), various stud-
ies’ have provided insights into the concept of tratisnalism. Acknowledging
these contributions, but also being critical of gm®ritization of the nation-state
over the home village in today’s globalizing ageenenthe global and the local
have been merged into a single arena thanks testm ICTs, | propose enhanc-
ing this debate by entering into dialogue with bibéimsnational and transcultural
concepts as | see them as different sides of time €a&in. | go further by bring-
ing in a second concept, namely ‘transcultural tushi What do these concepts
represent? Borrowing from Bourdieu’s notion of habi(1990) and Guarnizo’'s
(1997) concept of transnational habitus, | takedcaltural habitus as the con-
scious and unconscious habitual and internalizéttiredl practices that migrants

! Baschet al (1994); Glick Schilleret al (1995); Levitt & Glick Schiller (2004); and Vextec (1999,
2004, 2007).



engage in and cultivate to express their identity belonging to the home vil-

lage while at the same time maintaining links witeir home and host countries.
What this suggests is that there is a paradignt sbih rootedness (assimilation)

and deterritorialized subjects (Basehal 1994) to one that is increasingly ac-
companied by the re-inscription of identity intcetkerritory of the homeland.

Vertovec (2004) offers more clarity by claiming theansnationalism does not
cause modes of transformation but rather that foamstions are caused by each
practice that contributes significantly to the arirg processes of transformation
embedded in the historical trends of a long-distaswcial network. Such trends |
note are attributed to the concepts of transcuitimaand transcultural habitus.

Transculturalism, especially in the host countrys Ineceived less attention and,
when mentioned, this is usually only briefly. Thtsdy, while it takes as point of

departure the concepts of transnationalism disduagbeve, shows the increasing
trend of trans-culturalism amongst Mankon and Pirggmmunities. The study

fills this lacuna as regards transculturalism. elthere is conceived as an:

... evaluative conversation constructed by actorsobtihe raw materials afforded by tradi-
tion and on-going experience. It is continually rfied by them in processes of social inter-
action and their behaviour is guided by anticipatod such cultural behaviour. (Hammel,
1990 cited in Brand 2000: 10)

| would also add that their behaviour is sociald &ulturally constructed, and
is produced and reproduced by actors. If this esdlise, should we not consider
mobilities as the way migrants form their own habibased on their experiences
of mobility and a mixture of local, national andsocmopolitan cultural references,
and how rooting occurs? Following this path sigreaigradual shift from trans-
national theories and emphasizes instead the glatimension of the migrants’
transcultural and transnational ways of being aetbriging’ (Landolt 2001),
which enhances the understanding of the cosmopatitacept and sociocultural
transformation. While this approach is quite useité should remember the fact
that a cosmopolitan lifestyle is notsae qua norfor all migrants’ connectivity
given the inaccessibility of the Internet in rufdtican communities (including
Pinyin and Mankon). Transnationalissnd modes of connectivity are thus often
useful in explaining the global trends of connattivBringing in transcultural
habitus, the aim is to show that migrants’ actgtin the home and host coun-
tries are guided by a sense of what they alreadywkand a sense of learnt prac-
tice because it defines who they are and thereg@menforces their belonging to
the home village.

The path mapped by Bryceson & Vuorela (2002: 7s8)egards transnational
families underscores how ‘families shape and aepati by movement, separa-
tion, and reunion, and the boundaries and vistag #stablish for themselves'.
Like other transnational communities, transnatidaatilies are guided by rela-
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tional ties, with welfare and mutual support beingdamental to their existence.
However, their overt focus on the transnationget®@ry of transnational family
inhibits them from linking these trajectories tcetkmotional transculturalism
that is intertwined with it. This is a linkage thlatapture in this study. In the
same vein, | position my study from an historicatgpective and unequivocally
state that transnational migration, though the ephenay be relatively new, is
not new but goes back to earlier mobile migrargpgeeially those who were en-
gaged in bush trade, rural-rural migration or wenivork on the plantations dur-
ing and after colonialism. This idea has also bpmven by Thomas & Zna-
niecki (1958: 303-15)in their study of Polish peasants in Europe andeAca
decades before the coinage of the term ‘transratgon’ when showing how
letter writing was of prime importance between raigs and relations in the
home country in the absence of the telephone (Andwse the Internet). Mobile
communities have today moved beyond letter writiogroice communication
and other forms of faster speech communicationi(iteznet).

These concepts allow us to understand the newdrehdual engagement, as
well as permitting me to delve into various ethragdnic spaces in an attempt to
understand the social interaction and everydaydrieeshed in mobilities and
the appropriation of ICTs. By introducing these @gpts, my study contributes to
the development of further frameworks that offerusmalerstanding of the com-
plexity of mobilities in the age of ICTs. ICTs halwecome the interface between
the wider mobile communities and families who skehind (Horst & Miller
2006; Vertovec 2004).

So far, | have recognized that links exist betwewbilities, ICTs and net-
work/network societies (communities), as has bewterscored by several auth-
ors? This presupposes that in today’s age of mobilitteshnology and greater
interconnectedness, ICTs, mobilities or networkietezs could be studied in iso-
lation. It is in this respect that Panagakos & H@29O06: 115) call for studies
that subscribe to literal and horizontal accouht tnvite us to look at the ‘pro-
cess of production’, consumption, appropriation aedappropriation, high-
lighting the ways in which ICT use are ‘bundled’contend that it is only by
studying mobilities, including transnationalismarisculturalism and transcul-
tural habitus, ICTs and networks in a holistic mamtihat we can highlight the
everyday practices of mobile communities. In dosog we start to realize how
ICTs have come to propel mobility, which is embetide the daily lives of the
people we are studying. Equally, by focusing ontitstorical pattern of mobil-
ity, we understand trends in contemporary mobditg society.

Cf. Poitier (2000).
Urry (2003, 2004, 2007); Castells (1996, 2004 stellset al (2007); de Bruijret al (2009, 2013);
Brettel (2000); and Mazzuccato (2008).



Pinyin and Mankon as frontier people

Pinyin is a mountainous area and the village igetrsed by small streams that
can turn into rivers during the rainy season. Rirpgople, according to oral his-
tory, migrated from Widikum sometime in the™ @entury following a chief-
taincy struggle and then settled in their preséet @asi, unpublished manu-
scripts).

As a result of wars and in a quest for good arédote, the Mankon people,
who originated fronNsahnyoumn northeast Africa, migrated to the Mbam Val-
ley, the land of the Tikars, in the 1 8entury (Warnier 2012: 42; Ncheawah &
Tanibang 2004: 3-4). After a series of migratoryvements, they settled where
they are today.

Pinyin is in the North West Region of the Grassiglabout 45 km southwest
of the regional capital of Bamenda. Pinyin is thegést clan in Santa Sub-
division in terms of population and land, coveray area of about 750 Kit
falls under the jurisdiction of Santa Council.

Mankon is in the Mezam Division of North West Ragidhe entire region is
referred to as the Bamenda Grassfields and Mank&smoh the Mezam River that
rises on themushiig(Bamenda Escarpment). Unlike the geographicaligote
Pinyin, Mankon is only about 8 km from the centfeBamenda and does not
experience the telephone problems that Pinyinlhasontrast to Pinyin, mobility
in Mankon was rural-urban, with some migrants gdimghe Coast to work on
the plantations.

While most villagers, Mankon included, practisedatwrban mobility, the
people from Pinyin were among the exceptions tbatised on rural-rural mi-
gration? This took them to Nkambe, Mesaje, Sabong-gari,fif@y Fundong
and Njinikom as bush traders and cattle owner®tsadts geographic location in
the highlands of the Grassfields overlooking B8latibo, Santa and Bamubu
may explain the Pinyin people’s mobility in an atfg to discover what could
benefit them financially. Their mobility was characterized by weekly visits
neighbouring markets in Bali, Ashong, Santa, Guz&agvaju and Widikum and
this later evolved into cross-border trade betw€ameroon and Nigeria and
West and East Cameroon during the colonial period.

Trade with East Cameroon saw the introduction @fieeoplanting in Pinyin as
traders came back with coffee seeds. This perhgpairs why a customs post
was set up at Santa during the colonial era arsfilisoperational today. After
independence, Pinyin men used to trade palm dligeria and come back with
cigarettes, gunpowder, liquor and textiles; somevbhich were sold in neigh-

4 Conversations with papa Gabriel (bush tradenyiRi 27/05/2010 and 14/01/2011 and papa Anyam,
Bamenda: 21/09/2011.

®  Personal conversation with papa Nkeng, Bamend/a002011.
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bouring villages. Most of the textiles were soldtliie West Region to the Bam-
ilekes.

In Mankon, | can still recall my paternal grand&trand some of his peers
who were long distance traders between CalabaiCamderoon taking palm oll
from Metta and bringing back kerosene, dane gumsgampowder as well as
cloth. As mentioned by Warnier (2012: 51) and coormated by Pa Muluh, a
bush trader who visited markets in Boyo and Dong&&ntung divisions, ‘re-
gional and long-distance trade was carried oututhinoelaborate institutions in-
cluding professional traders and porters, syncaezhimarkets, currencies (cow-
ries and brass rods), savings associations anedit system’. Chapter 6 discus-
ses these practices that have simply been trangposgape Town by both the
Mankon and the Pinyin communities.

Their mobility was rudimentary as it was markedlbyg-distance trekking,
head porters and indigenous forms of communicaith kin networks and
those forged in the process and providing accomtimdand respite. Such long-
distance mobility and trade brought matrimonialaaltes and diplomatic rela-
tions with other chiefdoms (Warnier 2012).

Accounts of the histories of Pinyin and Mankon halways included mobili-
ty, which was facilitated then by indigenous formfscommunication such as
messengers and village criers and influenced cqrdesny migrants to embrace
mobility. This mobility has continued unabated uUtdday but in various forms:
rural/rural, rural/urban and international. And ramays it is embedded in the
notion of ‘bush-faller’, where the loci of migratioare synonymous with
bush/farm and the current generation of migrargseapected to work hard and
send home remittances and lavish goods and todelplop the home village
(Nyamnjoh 2011; Pelican 2008; Alpes 2011).

As one of the villages that leapfrogged into wissleommunication, Pinyin
was connected to mobile telephony in the mid-2080d faced challenges re-
garding network reception. On account of the vifagrocky terrain, commu-
nication by road and mobile phone (due to netwateption problems) pre-
sented difficulties, especially in the wet seageeople still had to go to the tops
of hills and/or climb trees to make calls. To d&#yin is only connected to one
of the country’s three mobile telephone serviceviglers, namely Mobile Tele-
phone Network (MTN). In addition, the problem ugede further compounded
by a lack of electricity for users needing to cleatigeir phones. This had to be
done, for a fee, in bars and shops at night oromds that boasted a generator.
The scenario gradually changed when the village seamected to the national
grid and phones could be regularly charged. Thisdhauge impact on mobility
and connectivity between those who stay and migrdhied to an increase in
traffic in communication and connectivity.
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The rapid encroachment of the city towards Mankilage has resulted in the
distinction between village and city life becomiblyrred. Most Mankon resi-
dents commute into town now for their daily actest Mankon had the lone
landline that connected the Mankon Palace untilefwy 2000s but the village
experienced wireless landlines when Cameroon Teleamication (CAMTEL)
introduced this new service. However, mobile tetaph services reached the
village when the rest of the province was conneate®000. The arrival of te-
lephony has connected the village to the rest@tbrld and increased the speed
of connectivity and mobility. Compared to 1999 whbkare were about 6 Pinyin
migrants in Cape Town, the number today is over. 10@he same vein, being
connected has seen mobility amongst those who atdaome. ICT has given
them the opportunity to ‘go places’ through thdsctiey make. This was previ-
ously unimaginable. It has not changed the notioih@ bush market trade but it
has offered them the opportunity to make more mfat decisions.

Contrary to the rudimentary forms of communicatibat marked earlier mo-
bility and migration patterns, mobility today isdely defined and informed by
ICTs as well as by old forms of communication @gjé/town crier). Juxtaposing
these trade trends to contemporary socioeconontigitegs among Pinyin mi-
grants in Cape Town, trade patterns are identioadlhlave been facilitated by
communication (information) and knowledge aboutdbeds in demand as peo-
ple now often make business transactions withouihigato migrate or may initi-
ate a first visit and subsequent transactions aree celectronically and/or by
phone.

It is critical to understand present-day mobilitgtterns and reconstruct the
past to comprehend and assess how patterns thehawayinformed the present
trend of mobility. From this brief sketch and histal account of Pinyin and
Mankon migrations, we can infer that the aim of maigpn has been mainly in
search of fertile farm land and to be strategicddlyated geographically, with
natural buffers warding off imminent threats froeighbouring villages.

Similarly, the search for greener economic pasturegw destinations is cen-
tral in the current trend of migration. Prior tograting to post-apartheid South
Africa, favoured destinations were mainly Europe &lorth America. However
migrants are now selecting destinations in the @uth Africa, particularly
Cape Town and Johannesburg, which are the prefdestthations for most Pin-
yin and Mankon migrants. Other emerging African rdoes with economic
prowess are also popular with these migrants too.

The Pinyin and Mankon are represented in Cape Toymeir respective as-
sociations: the Pinyin Family Movement (PIFAM) athé Mankon Cultural and
Development Association (MACUDA). Like their pre@ssors, the essence of
mobility is not about severing ties, it is aboutimtaining relationships across
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borders, the search for belonging and creatingva life. When people move,
they do not do so in isolation as they carry talegdnd intangible objects that
remind them of the life they have left behind irithhome village. They also
follow the paths taken by others before them andnt@@ connections with
those they leave behind. This presupposes that comcation is possible be-
tween migrants and family in the home country, st migrants and would-be
migrants, and amongst migrants in the host couiiiingre has been an increase
in mobility patterns. Beyond this dialectic of horaed host country, migrants
have carved out a space for themselves and areasemobile community that
is deeply embedded in its cultural practices thhotige daily social and cultural
activities that they participate in. Such formaian a mobile community are in
contrast with findings in earlier studies that pdbkat informational society cre-
ates a fourth world of marginalized people who hheen bypassed by com-
munication technologies (Castells 1996, in Donr@& 29-31). In fact, to con-
ceive communication in this light is to obfuscate tinterpersonal commu-
nication and connectivity that have made it medihtp regions like Pinyin that
have leapfrogged to wireless mobile communicatfs.such, connectivity has
become the norm not the exception and has ledmolale community and so-
ciety.

Although Pinyn and Mankon migrants may be considiexe residing in the
margins, or as marginal, | see them as ‘frontieoge (Kopytoff 1987) because
they display the characteristics of those perpbtwal the move and who are in
search of a niche for themselves. They are congtarploring frontiers. Given
that they are mobile as a community, they have meceach other’'s keepers.
How then does one extrapolate from their frontesiure the ‘workings’ of earlier
societies to make sense of the contemporary onefbBo, | focus on social and
kinship networks that have become fundamental @oRimyin and Mankon mi-
gration and mobility process and how the new teldgies are enhancing these
networks. | look at the different practices thatlempin the societal fabric and
how it defines ideas of belonging and home.

In the remainder of this section, | focus on thecapts that are seen as the
main issues speaking to mobilities in relationhe tormation of mobile commu-
nities: social and kinship networks, society anchtelogy, habitual practices
and the notion of belonging and home.

‘Tuyau’ and ‘lines’: Social and kinship networks

Mobility occurs due to the interaction, multipletwerks and community solid-

arity that members are able to forge with one agroimd amongst other migrant
communities. In this respect, social and kinshipvoeks provide an avenue to
unpacking the constellations of mobilities, giveattthey are propelled by net-
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works. My interest in personal/kinship networksikhhges and network society
was heightened by the respondents in the villagdshaw they see themselves
as part of the information superhighway and howy thee connected with their

children and other relations far away by the cliékhe call button on their mo-

bile phones. Equally | was intrigued by the wayswihich migrants are con-

nected at various levels in the host country anith wther migrant and ethnic
migrant groups and Internet-mediated forums, and ktitese levels of inter-

connection make them belong to a shifting netwadiety that would have oth-

erwise been impossible. Communication technolomidhis regard are creating
a network society that helps to expand mobility Hremigration industry. How-

ever, whatever the different levels of connection aetworks that are forged,
they still continue to maintain strong social amdtural ties with the home coun-
try.

A network society and community is an importantregeisite for migration
as well as enhancing the survival of migration arabilities respectively. If mi-
gration is a dynamic system that takes into acceanting and receiving coun-
tries, then this also implies that it centres arkdiges. The social network and a
network society are important within the framewofkthis study as they provide
an understanding of the different social fieldtas seamed by networks.

Migrants often have a defined terminology to rdfeparticular networks. In
this regard, ‘line’ is used to refer to migratioyndicates that assist in the migra-
tion process. It is thus common to hear a prospectiigrant say that they have
found a ‘line’ for a particular destination. Andrfthese ‘lines’ to function, one
needs to pay for them. ‘Line’ in this sense is symous withtuyay a French
word (English: pipe) that is used by migrants ip€aown.

Following Fawcett (1989: 673), networks/linkagesnad only refer to the per-
sons involved that make up this network. Insteathke into account the ele-
ments that are dependent on the people, such asmwoication between mi-
grants and would-be migrants and families tryingise their networks to secure
migratory passage for their children. Networks aegording to Castells (2004:
3), ‘process flows that channel information betwesnles’. The node is ‘sig-
nificant in its ability to contribute to the netwks goal’ (Ibid.). This implies that
linkages/networks are not simply examined at omation but in the entire mi-
gration system both at home and in the host couaing at the centre of these
interactions are social networks that give meatingvery action in the process.
Networks thus occur at multiple levels and invagaiend to cooperate or com-
pete with each other, thus enhancing our understgrad mobilities, the mobile
community and its intricacies. By extending thenfeavork of networks to in-
clude home and host countries, the communicatiaesidhat facilitate these
linkages and networks permit me to move away frarachronistic single-site
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research to multi-sited research, and to simultasigacapture community solid-
arity and that of kinship as well. In other wordsheds light on the multifaceted
networks, be they personal, kinship, community/etlor agency/migration in-
dustry, and when and how they are played out adifierent ends. However
kinship and personal networks, also known as stresy (Granovetter 1973),
include various forms of assistance. What markseheetworks are the lasting
impacts the networks have on migration given olilgatowards kin relation are
of an abiding nature (see also Nieswand 2011). sge=d, power and connect-
ivity of networks have increased due to improversemtd transformations in
communication technologies, especially in mobild anreless technology, that
have given users the chance of interaction. Cdukllde the imminent change
brought about by ICTs on network? Of late, the fidses of accessing the In-
ternet on the move with smart mobile phones hageeased interaction and, by
extension, virtual mobility. Arguing along similéines Mitchell (2003: 144, in
Castells 2004: 11) notes that ‘wireless connectamd portable access devices
create continuous fields of presence that may exteroughout buildings, out-
doors and into public space as well as privateis Ttas profound implications
for the relocations and spatial distributions dfreiman activities that depend ...
upon access to information’. As regards accessigwation information, weak
ties (Granovetter 1973) play an enhancing role s&€hare ties that are not strong
enough to be considered within the frame of regn&works (kin and kith) yet
are not excluded nor included and are quite uskfuChapters 6 and 7, | refer to
some of them as legal networks — lawyers, stathatdepartment of Home Af-
fairs (charge with issuing/extending refugee pesjn#nd migration syndicates
that assist migrants with legalizing their stay.

Networks do not necessarily entail strong ties wagting impact on relation-
ships. While we talk of strong ties, the reverse abo be true. There are weak
ties that in some instances perform tasks thahgtties cannot, such as the mi-
gration syndicate. Often this tie is orchestratgdfémily and personal rela-
tionships that set the process in motion finangiallhe same can be said for
refugee permits, where an unholy alliance has lfeaned between migrants,
Home Affairs officials and lawyers (legal ties) gerpetuate the process. Grano-
vetter (1973: 1360) notes that it is through tHeséworks that small-scale inter-
action becomes translated into large-scale pattemd that, these in turn feed
back into small groups’. Not limiting the networpp@oach to strong ties/net-
works because these are standard ties, the weakdme the ability to bridge
both strong and weak ties. However, contrary tonGvatter’'s notion that ‘no
strong tie is a bridge’, | would maintain that sigoties are a bridge in them-
selves, although not exclusively because they dkpenweak ties to negotiate
the migration process of relations. They are tharfcial facilitators. Weak ties in
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this case would refer to the migration industryffigates and agencies that facili-
tate the migration process from Cameroon to Sodtlt#® How does the notion
of strong and weak ties inform the population raifoPinyin and Mankon in
Cape Town?

Society and technology

The interaction and conviviality between ICTs amtisty has enhanced mi-
grants’ navigation between networks. This sectionsalers society and techno-
logy, with particular reference to the Actor Networheory (ANT) widely
associated with John Law and Bruno Latour. Latd@96: 369) maintains that
the ANT ‘aims at accounting for the very essenceatfieties and natures with-
out limiting itself to human actors only but exterid the word actor — or actant
— to non-human, non-individual entities’. Succigcgut by Kien (2009: 43),
‘ANT seeks to expose the intimate relations betwieemans and technologies,
actors and actants and network’, and how they reanihemselves in practice. It
Is this intimate relationship that | seek to exaenirere and how the relationships
and appropriation propel networks (de Bruijn & vank 2012). | argue that
actors and actants cannot be placed on a par ec@usheir own, phones (act-
ants) would never ring or take photos without someethe actor) giving the
command. But as actors, humans are endowed witknitne-how to give mobile
phones the specific task of performing. Howevenactoring with Latour (1988:
159), their primary focus is building and bridgingtworks and to maintain this
position, an actant continuously builds relatiopshwith other actants. The rela-
tionship between ICTs and mobility therefore ishiygntertwined as ICTs today
play a determining role in mobility (dis)connectiand networking. Connections
thus become central to ICT insofar as relationshifes (dis)connected, config-
ured and reconfigured.

An actant can be anything provided it is ‘grantedhé the source of an action’
(Latour1996: 373). Although Latour holds that the maiticgm for this theory
is the ‘complete indifference for providing a moa#lhuman competence’ (cf.
Mutch 2002: 487), or by not recognizing the highgency and power of humans
that, in my opinion, point to the limitation of ghiheory as well. Although power
is not tangible, it is an effect of the capacityastors on the networks — a capaci-
ty that communication technologies possess. | imaghat the arrival of mobile
and communication technologies could invite usetexamine this critique and
the whole notion of ANT and give adequate imporéate human agency with
regard to how it relates to communication techne@legRose & Jones 2005: 27).
Throughout this chapter, | have underscored thetiogiship between mobility,
networks and ICTs and how their speed and conngctiave increased as a re-
sult of the inextricable relationship and appraojwia of technology by society.
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This infiltration of ICTs into our daily lives artie use of technologies | term the
appropriation of ICTs by mobile communities. In mlpiso, a convivial relation-
ship has been created whereby ICT is shaping Wies bf the users and by the
same token the users are equally shaping and addpii's in their lives not just
to serve new adaptations but principally to sehesrtold motives by developing
innovative ways of doing it (Brynin & Kraut 2006).8As a result of their social
shaping, appropriation and re-appropriation, thayehformed symbiotic rela-
tionships that have become actors, and actantaadm @her, something Rose &
Jones (2005) refer to as the ‘double dance of agenechnology is meaningful
insofar as it serves the purpose for which it isme

It follows that technologies and humans build ielaghips and networks over
time — actor-network — that may be unstable butlesied together by the con-
tinuous engagement of the actors (Kien 2009; Willidlones & Graham 2003).
However, actors at times may resist being involwgith a network because of
their independence (agency) that can lead to @hs)ection. There is a ‘glue’
that attracts them to each other, something La{t@66) refers to as ‘trans-
lation’. In other words and as noted by William-8en& Graham (2003: 275),
‘each actor has its own diverse sets of interésts & network’s stability will re-
sult from the continual translation of interestften, this is to have a continued
sense of connecting with family though far awayisTduggests that by the very
essence of their translation (social shaping arshaping), networks mutate in
multifaceted ways as they are appropriated by wffeusers in unintended ways.
They go beyond the normative values and functiditt mio them, as they are
not mere passive entities.

This is what | consider as the social shaping aashaping of technology and
society respectively, and their interaction, wheprapriation and re-appro-
priation occur, which is the focus of how we see ititeraction between society
and communication technologies. As Lehaixal argue (1999: 440, cited in
William-Jones & Graham 2003: 277), the ‘meaningaotechnology is not en-
tirely a given a priori, but rather, progressivebnstructedgnd reconstructed, |
may adql through social practices’.

ICTs come in a conglomerate of what Slater & Tad@004: 3) refer to as
‘communicative ecology’ that embodies the totabfylCTs: radio, print media,
computer, mobile phones and more recently sociaianand co-presence inter-
action. We should not lose sight of the choiceg @ntd power of distinctive tech-
nologies, with some more accessible and easies¢othan others. This avail-
ability provides users with informed choices abuwdtich technology to adopt
and adapt to, and which to use for specific purposeguing along similar lines,
Ling (2004) shows that there is preference by atlfi@ra technology that enables
a co-presence experience, thus making Skype calfarlthe most widely used
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form of communication besides the mobile phone arioansnational migrants
with Internet-literate family and friends.

With regard to this study, the ANT provides mobdemmunities with the
savvy of bridging networks given that these tecbgms are shaped by consu-
mers in how they translate them for their own usagéhe process of translation,
technologies may meet the standards of consumdrb@mcorporated into their
everyday lives and affect collective wellbeing thgb its sustainability and mul-
tiplicity of networks. However, it could also lednl inequalities in society with
the haves and have-nots (between those with 3Gt gghanes and those still
using 1G and 2G phones). This effectively means ttiey are excluded from
accessing the apps that are available to 3G uBeiIsalso shows the coexistence
of old and new technologies, giving actors the agdn choose which network
to use. It also helps to see both the actions ahmas and those of humans sim-
ultaneously and to ‘understand how the agency afdns and machines are mu-
tually dependent and intertwined’ (Rose & Jones52(&3). This does not take
away their agency as they have found ways of taéingl the technology to suit
their needs. While maintaining networks is thankghe conviviality between
humans and technology, it is also informed by lekhabits that have been facili-
tated by ICTs.

Habitual practice

According to Bourdieu (2009), such kinship relatibnetworks and other social
networks are informed by the internalized cultyratcepted norms and habits
that they have learnt over the years. This leads tl& notion of habitus and loci
and the logic of practice of everyday life. He ulaithat habitus highlights struc-
tured responses and structured behaviour as intbbyeules of behaviour that
have been internalized. But at the same time osenteasures and possibilities
(agency) to transform these rules. The environneerdontext that informs be-
haviour allows the possibility that what is inteiped is transformable within the
logic of everyday practice. Thus habitus makes es@my within a given locus
or context. How does the notion of habitus informbilities, social and kinship
networks? Although Bourdieu draws on Durkheim’siotof collective con-
sciousness in the sense that it regulates behavimiformer’s idea of habitus is
not as frozen as Durkheim’s. As such, habitus fileidint from one field to the
other, and thus structured. Again Bourdieu arghes @ven if one is committed
to a habitus, that everyday context depends oextent to which one can repro-
duce it effortlessly and this translates to a sbitveryday practice of that habi-
tus. It is in the process of reproduction that teis transformed. The notion of
habitus is thus born out of Bourdieu’s social rejction — the process by which
a society maintains itself over time. It is ‘thgaaity each player of a game has
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to improvise the next move, the next play, andriet shot’ (Calhoun 2003: 3).
This manoeuvring does not occur in space but ratharsocial field where each
actor tries to exert coercion on others by playimggame that is specific to that
field and what is at stake. With specific referetceknowledge of the rules of
the game, it requires that ‘every field of sociartipation demands of those
who enter it a kind of preconscious adherencestavays of working. This re-
guires seeing things certain ways and not othetas will work to the benefit
of some participants more than others’ (Calhour320@). In this respect, when
jostling for the extension of a refugee permit iistance, migrants are astutely
versed in the game and its rules (shrouded in sg@erd mediated by middle-
men). Hence, practical knowledge of the rules iy game in a given field, as
well as being shrewd in understanding the valuesrales of the game is of par-
ticular importance. In relation to the fields oftghing (economic activities,
Chapter 6) and that of the various association§ARI and MACUDA, see
Chapter 7), these are two different fields whepgy pé executed by the same ac-
tors but the objective structures are different.ré@concile both the power of the
structure and the subjective choice that givesas@gents agency, Bourdieu saw
social agents not simply as following rules butlgsamic agents who could im-
provise and adapt to changing circumstances thigdctor going beyond rules
and for acting strategically and interestedbid.: 19-20).

The structure of this field is often controlled those with economic capital
(wealth) who use it to acquire cultural and socagital. On the whole, the defin-
ing resource is social capital as it has the ghititbridge and bond (de Bruijn &
van Dijk 2012) and strategies are of significanpariance for participants in
living up to the games in the different social d®l Strategies are inert and derive
from a sens pratiqugpractical sense or logic). In migrants’ associaiothe
structure is ruled by the elders and those in postof power, such as the presi-
dent and the vice president, although subversiveepas held by younger people
and newly arrived migrants, especially if they wamtthwart attempts that im-
pinge on their financial stability without any ditereward. The ethnographic
chapters in this volume discuss the various forimsetworking, ethnic enclaves
and multiple alliances that underpin actors’ adi@md play out in the various
fields amid constant improvisation and strateg&atrity. This also means that
games are subjected to continual change. As Calf008: 4) puts it, ‘when we
improvise our actions, we respond both to the $ama cultural structures in
which we find ourselves and to our own previousesgignces’. To what extent
are Pinyin and Mankon mobile communities able tatsgize and improvise in
their daily activities?

From this perspective, my reading of the interacgonong community and
families, amongst other migrant communities andhW@Ts is based on the prac-
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tice of everyday habitus and social fields. It aifome to analyze whether inter-
action and connectivity have increased with thevariof ICTs and whether the
migrant communities have changed their everydayctiges. This approach
emerges throughout the chapters and complemenén#igtical framework.

This approach helps me to map the various so@hldiand provide an analyt-
ical framework with which to categorize the diffetéevels of relationships and
interaction that occur within each level of the ga@hapters 6 and 7), the power
dynamics and hierarchization embedded in suchioektinteraction. | am also
able to assess the ease with which migrants impecand straddle various social
fields by reminiscing and emphasizing their beloggio home.

Belonging and home

Increased global mobility in the wake of revolusan ICTs has rekindled inter-
est in the notion of belonging. Ethnographic ddtaws how migrants’ quest for
home and belonging is heightened, reconfigured renderpreted by their ap-
propriation of information and communication teclugies. In analyzing the
notion of home and belonging, Heidegger (1993: 38tyides the framework of
‘dwelling’ to unpack this concept where dwelling ams to ‘reside or to stay, to
dwell at peace, to be content or at home withirlaggd. Mobile communities’
continuous ‘mobile with’ (Adey 2010) suggests thfaty do not consider Cape
Town as home and, as such, do not belong becaaseotion of home carries
with it a powerful connotation of belonging.

Using the bridge as a metaphor for connecting meaptl places and bringing
streams and banks and land to each other’s neighbod (de Bruijn & van Dijk
2012), | go even further and consider the new foomECTs as a bridge that is
changing the notion of home and belonging, andsludlinks and reinfor-
ces/despises the notion of home and belongingercéise of migrants, while in
the host country, they are disconnected and ateadsconnected to the home
country, notwithstanding the geographical distaticat separates them. In-
creasingly, ICTs are cutting them off from the hostmmunities and linking
them with home. In this regard, while the notiorhoime may speak to the phys-
ical archetype, it extends here to the ideatiorions of home that migrants
travel with and reconstruct over time. In additiobjects have become an inte-
gral part of mobility and belonging as they helptbe emotions of longing and
separation. Objects transported from home incluu®qgs, architectural objects
and ‘sacred icons or consumer goods — fetishest attehe family’s virtue, their
status and their stability’ (Wright 1991: 214). Thieave become purveyors of
nostalgia and the emotionalized ideas of home. 8 lbégects become a connect-
ing device between the home and host countriesidagt relations and between
the living and the dead, as some are given by ttefimuhaving been crowned
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successor: they bridge and bind communities, aacaspat has been expounded
on by van Dijk (2012) with regard to marriage.

The idea of home and belonging is inextricably éidko feelings of nostalgia
and longing, although these may not be mutuallyexhdn this respect, home to
the individual migrants serves as a mirror thaket$ the family’s portrait and
binds them to it (Wright 1991). The home thus beesrthe tangible and in-
tangible container that allows both home and heosbraunities to draw loyal
support from to maintain a continuous sense of lfand gain solidarity and
strength from it. The home could well be physieadd in the plantain grove be-
hind the house where oneigong (umbilical cord) is buried, where one retires or
where one is repatriated for burial because ‘hamehigrants is where one was
born and thus where they belong. Belonging, abdiyésanarked by where one
is buried (Chapter 7). In this regard, by self-coogsly creating a home away
from home through associations and sub-associaséinddaking part in different
rituals, migrants are simply affirming their belamg. The commitment by both
Pinyin and Mankon communities is rooted in the fthett they consider them-
selves as sojourners whose aim is to invest bagieHor future return, and they
have no desire to actively integrate in the hostetp. Could such determinism
be more fuelled by the policies of promoting leg@gration than social integra-
tion that has created this sense of apathy amogranis?

Migration among both communities thus continuesdbo the notion of home
and is seen in what van de Veer (1995) calls theedtics of belonging and
longing’ (cited in Oonk 2007: 17). Belonging juxtees rootedness with up-
rootedness, and establishment with marginality,levlanging is related to the
desire for change and movement. These dialectibglohging and longing reig-
nite a sense of identity that Oonk (2007) contersdslual or paradoxical in
nature. Belonging is reminiscent of discriminataord exclusion, and also identi-
fies positively with the highly esteemed Pinyin avdnkon heritage. Longing
creates an awareness of multilocality that mutuedinforces belonging to the
‘here and there’ as well as sharing the same ‘raois ‘routes’. While belonging
is considered in the dichotomy of autochthones alfmththons (Geschiere &
Nyamnjoh 2001), | demonstrate a community tryingelgroup in a new territory
to recreate a sense of home.

The fact that members of these communities haveaously chosen to rec-
reate their home communities in the host commuwatyts to how they want to
maintain their personhood. If getting married isrsas a sign of integration, then
it has to be reconsidered with respect to the conmimes in question. Marriage is
clearly not a prerequisite to integration, instéaolse who are married to South
African women or are in long-term relations withgnants have been co-opted
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into the community but they accrue the benefitaveer from relationships to
excel in business.

To sum up, | argue that while ICTs continue to emeamobility for those
who move and for those who stay put, they have lhecmextricably linked in
forging networks and reconfiguring existing onesn€ary to earlier studies that
predicted change and transformation in societied apfrogged into ICTs,
these new ICTs have been appropriated to enharscgdtkings of Cameroonian
society. We should not see this as having changerty fundamentally or as
having divided it, but as improving people’s matiland keeping them in touch
with their homes and their cultural practices.

Research questions and outline of the book

The concepts above provide me with a roadmap witiclwto understand current
trends in mobility and migration, the interactivature between humans and
ICTs, the level of connectivity among mobile comnties and that between mi-
grants and families back in the home country.

In the light of this analysis, the underlying quastin this study is:

» How do people in mobile worlds navigate their sb&ric and make sense of
their individual being?

And as follow-up to the main question, | also ptreefollowing questions:

» ICTs have been hailed by earlier studies for briggabout change and trans-
formation in societies. To what extent is this tfoe Pinyin and Mankon com-
munities?

» To what extent has the introduction of ICTs redutiesl perception of mobility
and migration as rupture between host country amaehvillage?

» How do increased mobility and improved ICTs chatige dynamics of trans-
national social spaces?

» To what extent has increased connectivity in ICi@ @obility informed commu-
nication between migrants and the home countryelkas feelings of home and
belonging?

In an attempt to provide answers to the questitwowve, each chapter in this
volume focuses on the workings of the Pinyin anchkéa mobile communities
and each is a piece in the puzzle. The volume stinei ten chapters including
this introduction. The historical, theoretical acohceptual frameworks in this
first chapter set the scene and show that migratm@hmobility are as old as the
history of any given society. Chapter 2 introduttesfieldwork site and explains
the process of data collection (methodology) aralyais. This chapter provides
an account of how the field and | mutually engagétth each other and allows
me room to reflect on my role as a researcher dsaweharting my own person-
al navigation of mobility, connectivity and networl, both as a migrant and as
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an researcher providing a practical and empiricadeustanding to the stories
told.

The analytical framework is guided by the concegftsobility, network, so-
ciety and technology, habitus and belonging.

Chapters 3, 4 and 5 are the core chapters and afjeeater understanding of
the theoretical concepts of mobility, InformationdaCommunication Techno-
logy (ICT) and network before the rest of the ckeapt{Chapters 6, 7, 8 and 9)
present the data analysis. The final chapter, @nalfd, summarizes the study
and draws some conclusions. In an age of acceteratbility and ICTs, it is
increasingly difficult to extricate the themes désed in Chapters 3, 4 and 5 and
to place them under separate headings as | haed tpto here because of their
overlap and the intricate web of connectivity. Hoes this separation is a delib-
erate choice related to a decision to further th@extual understanding of con-
temporary trends in mobility, ICTs and networkit@hapter 3 seeks to draw on
the past patterns of migration to understand theent trends of Pinyin and
Mankon migration. To do so, | have adopted an hisb approach to explore
this and go on to look at mobility and migratiordahe way they are, with com-
munication technologies mutually reinforcing eatheo and creating a new mo-
bile culture of virtual presence and co-presendeper 4 questions how and to
what extent the change in communication technotobes impinged on social
relations. By focusing on Information and Commutiara Technologies (ICTs),
with a historical note on how Cameroon has leajeagfrom its embryonic
stage of poor accessibility of ICTs among the papoih at large to today’s wide
availability, we can comprehend the relationshipMeen mobility and ICTs. In
addition, the provision of basic amenities, suclelastricity, has helped the pro-
cess of connectivity as cell phones no longer gal&ys without being charged,
thereby increasing reachability and connectivityween home and host country
and among mobile communities. Chapter 5 examinesnthlti-stranded net-
works that migrants accumulate and how they nagitfa¢se forms of network.
Together, these three chapters provide answerd tbheaquestions while also
laying the foundations for the subsequent chapiéns. chapter also deals with
network and the emergence of a network society veipect to the PIFAM and
MACUDA and all the other associations that have rgg@e as Cameroonian in a
show of solidarity. The accumulation of network armins mobile culture and
networks become important factor in social struettglationships as well as in
the formation of snowball networks. Besides exgtathnic enclaves and social
relational networks, there is a tendency to forge mnes and consolidate others.
One such new network, which is of prime importatacéhe mobile communities
in Cape Town, is the legal network of lawyers whoske it is to bail out mi-
grants from police cells, arrange contractual coih#on (life partnerships) for
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documentation and other forms of legal paperspbanit migrants to stay in the
country.

The following four chapters (Chapters 6, 7, 8 ahdyhchronize the ‘being
there’ and ‘being here’ (Geertz 1988), which sirmnéously informs the writing
process and engages my ‘ethnographic skills inttmét analysis in order to per-
suade you (the readers) of the authenticity obteounts’ (Segall 2001: 581).

Chapters 6 and 7 discuss the ways migrants forfardiit levels of bonding
within their intra-groupings. Chapter 6 dwells omgrants’ economic activities,
elucidating on how migrants are constantly breagléws and operating on the
fringes of the long arm of the law when engagindusiness activities. Com-
pared to the economic activities of their parentthe past, ICTs have facilitated
communication and knowledge and created fasternbssitransactions with
lower overhead costs. Chapter 7 offers in-deptloaats of both associations and
their workings, with a particular focus on how theynage ROSCAs. These
have come to be the backbone of the associatiohsublike in the past when
these associations were engaged in home villageites, less out of fear of
witchcraft than for the prestige it brings to thaseolved. To these new groups
of migrant communities, participation in villagevééopment is considered as the
‘noble’ thing to do and participation is rewardedhacultural capital and respect
from peers and the village community.

Chapter 8 explores the transcultural activitied tinggrant communities en-
gage in and the various rituals they perform intibst country. These are essen-
tially life-crisis rituals, with the most prominemeing death. How ICTs have
helped to transform the way these rituals are pexd is also discussed. As a
result of mobility, some rituals have become flaid dynamic but performing
them helps mobile communities develop as a forteass reifies their identity
and belonging, disconnecting them from the hoshtgu

Chapter 9 presents additional aspects of transalitm with a greater focus
on the ‘I' as opposed to the works of the assammati shifting from the sense of
‘we’ to that of ‘I’ (he/she), and it zooms in onetlindividual migrants and their
relationships with their respective families an@rids. Emphasizing individual-
isation illustrates the way individual migrantsatel to and (dis)connect with
family. It shows the in-betweens and challengey tteal with, the emotions that
are generated and how they respond to them. Whities of transnationalism
have focused more on transnational links with tbhené country than on the
transcultural, this chapter acknowledges the imibgeof the transcultural, taking
both perspectives into consideration.

With the exception of the introduction and the dasion, all the chapters il-
lustrate and provide answers to the research gussgosed above. They show
how mobilities and ICTs are linked and permeatesth@al lives of communities
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and the practice of everyday life. Through thisnpeability, we are able to ap-
preciate the social processes of the appropriaifolCTs by societies and the
social shaping and reshaping that influence botkespand ICTs.



