Their FW is methodological nationalism – they presume that the nation-state is both natural and inevitable – only creating new paradigms within social science solves
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The Trap of Methodological Nationalism
Methodological nationalism as a cognitive bias in which researchers take the nation-state as their unit of analysis, subsume society under the nation-state and presuppose basic dualisms such as domestic/foreign or national/international. Methodological nationalism naturalizes the boundaries of nation-states, views it as a necessary container (Beck and Sznaider 2006; Chernilo 2006), and functions as an “unrecognized mental block” (Beck 2000). Within the framework of methodological nationalism, migration is regarded as an exception to a sedentary rule and as a problem that happens at the border of the Western/European states. So, political theory, as well as migration studies in general, is mainly an approach of immigration, and as a rule of the immigration in the Western/European states (Cole 2000: 43-60). Within liberal political theory, methodological nationalism determines both the closed borders and open borders approaches, although these are considered as opposing. The closed borders’ approach starts from the presumption that states have the right to discretionary control over their borders, and advance arguments for closed borders: preserving culture, sustaining the economy, distributing state benefits, political functioning, establishing security, political self-determination, etc. (e.g. Miller 2016). “Open borders” is a response to closed borders arguments, and claims that immigration restrictions are inconsistent with basic liberal egalitarian values, including freedom and moral equality, and that affluent, liberal democratic societies are morally obliged to admit immigrants as a partial response to global injustices, such as poverty and human rights violations (Carens 2013). Nevertheless, closed borders and open borders differ only by a matter of degree. Open borders approach, more generous, discusses the brain drain, the conditions for guest workers, the fair criteria for recruiting immigrants or what to do with the undocumented persons already in, etc. However, the essence of the normative theory of immigration is to clarify who should be let in and who should be deported. So, in using nation-state categories that classify persons in legal and illegal, scholars of migration and political theorists themselves more or less directly “make people illegal” (Dauvergne 2008; Sager 2018).
There is an urgency to overcome methodological nationalism and to denaturalize the national in social science in general, and especially in migration studies (Wimmer and Glick Schiller 2002). Migration is inherently an epistemic task: theorists need to inquire into the production of knowledge about migration and how power and interests have shaped dominant “scientific” categories of approaching migration. Migration is a total fact (Sayad 2004) implying not only migrants at the border of the Western states, but the world as a whole – the countries of origin, the countries of destination, the countries of transit, the routes taken, the agency of migrants, and many other aspects. An adequate analysis of migration requires a fundamental revision of the entire current methodology and theory. So, political theory cannot address the migration without addressing itself and perhaps cannot answer it without radically transforming itself.
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