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ABSTRACT

Human migration can be shown to have clear parallels to that of
other animal species: the movement of individuals within commu-
nities, the colonization of new territories, and the periodic move-
ment of whole communities. But the existence of language among
humans allows the creation of distinctive language communities,
and therefore of a uniquely human process of migration. Cross-
community migration, the migration of humans across the bounda-
ries of language and culture, is a consistent human pattern of be-
havior which provides a mechanism for social evolution. This es-
say poses a typology of human migration, a comparison to migra-
tion of other species, an expanded categorization of human mi-
gratory instincts, several historical sketches of cross-community
migration, and an argument for the consistent place of cross-
community migration in social evolution.

PERSPECTIVES ON MIGRATION

Humans have long been understood to be a migratory species, but
not enough effort has been put into identifying the general charac-
teristics of human migration. Studies of migration, while growing
in quantity, breadth, and sophistication, have tended to aggregate
within three distinct perspectives, which may be labeled as con-
temporary, historical, and anthropological. Contemporary migra-
tion is mainly the preserve of sociologists, demographers, and pol-
icy-makers, who have analyzed international labor migration, refu-
gee populations, and urbanization. This work is highly theoretical,
relies on ample collections of data including survey data focused
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precisely on the analysts' questions, and it is commonly linked to

the development and analysis of public policy (Massey 1999;
Petersen 1958, 1978; Portes 1996; Prothero 1967; Ravenstein
1885, 1889). The historical perspective on migration focuses
mainly on human movements from early modern times to the mid-
twentieth century, though it has also been extended as far back as
written documents go. This approach to migration, carried out
mainly by historians, has concentrated on colonization, forced mi-
gration, and refugee movements in the early modern and industrial
eras. These historical interpretations, relying on individual ac-
counts and aggregate records, have generally been put to the serv-
ice of developing broader historical narratives of the migrants, their
homelands and destinations (Thomas 1954; Hoerder 2002; Curtin
1969; Manning 1990; Eltis et al. 1999; Barfield 1989; McKeown
2001). The anthropological perspective is the most interdiscipli-
nary and has the longest time frame. It includes the work of social
anthropologists on small groups in recent times, but also the work
of anthropologists, archaeologists, geneticists, and historical lin-
guists addressing periods back to the earliest days of humanity,
with emphasis on early human colonization, agricultural expan-
sion, and pastoral nomadism. These scholars propose theories on
general human behavior, yet tend not to apply them to contempo-
rary society (Cavalli-Sforza 1994; Stringer 1996; Olson 2003; Fix
1999; Diamond 1997; Lewis 1982).

Scholars working in these three academic regions of migration
studies have developed dynamic analyses going beyond the mi-
gratory characteristics of isolated populations to analyze migration
through typologies, models, theories, and empirical procedures.
Their studies have led to substantial advances in understanding of
the mechanisms and institutions governing migration in various
historical situations. Yet these same scholars, while seeking to de-
velop broad statements within their own frame of reference, have
tended to stop short of seeking links to other perspectives. Thus,
while theorists of ‘transnational’ migration have made important
contributions to contemporary migration studies, they have tended
to assume that the postcolonial and deterritorialized phenomena
they have identified for the late twentieth century are innovations,
although it may be argued that these same phenomena are familiar
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to historians working on earlier periods (Basch et al. 1994; Goeke

2005). More generally, it has been common and not implausible for
scholars to assume that human migratory patterns were determined

quite separately in the times before settled agriculture, in the era of
preindustrial and industrial states, and in the contemporary era of
urbanization and high technology.

HUMAN MIGRATION: ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK
AND HYPOTHESIS

The present study offers a fourth and encompassing perspective,
and within it a hypothesis generalizing the migratory processes
now under study. This species-based perspective on human migra-
tion is broad enough to encompass all of human history, yet spe-
cific enough to distinguish aspects of human migration from that of
other species and to distinguish four general categories of human
mobility. In the analysis I emphasize the advantages of a ‘beha-
vioral” approach to migration (emphasizing the behavior of mi-
grants before, during, and after their movement) over an ‘ecologi-
cal’ approach that analyzes migration in terms of origins and desti-
nations (Dingle 1996: 10). I argue that common patterns unite
the contemporary, historical, and anthropological arenas of migra-
tion because of an underlying unity in human behavior: thus, while
the institutional differences resulting from larger populations and
more elaborate technology have surely influenced the character and
rate of contemporary migration, they may not have changed its ba-
sic social function. The enunciation of this framework arises from
the confluence of numerous migration studies, which provide
a platform for identifying the common patterns that have been
analyzed in each of the three major perspectives. This general
framework is useful for analyzing the range of habitats and com-
munities, the types of mobility, reasons for mobility, and processes
of migration. In this section the framework is summarized in four
steps: First, the definition of human community. Second, a four-
part typology of human migration. Third, a set of ‘why’ questions
and ‘how’ questions about the four types of migration. Fourth, a
statement of the overall hypothesis arising from this framework,
emphasizing the role of cross-community migration as a significant
mechanism for social evolution.
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