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Resumen:
En el presente trabajo, ofrezco una visión general de los antecedentes que
contribuyeron a las decisiones tomadas en la construcción de mi proyecto de
investigación, que se centra en la motivación de los emigrantes húngaros que viven en
Irlanda para repatriarse en la medida que se ven afectados por la campaña de retorno
del gobierno húngaro. Después de un breve resumen de la literatura sobre la
construcción de la diáspora y el transnacionalismo dirigido por el Estado, en el que se
incorporará el estudio, así como la presentación de la matriz integración –
transnacionalismo que servirá de marco analítico, presento un estudio similar para
resaltar los puntos que son relevantes para mi proyecto. A esto le sigue la descripción
del contexto específico en el que se realiza la campaña de retorno húngaro y la
presentación de los resultados de mi investigación preliminar: a través de esto, analizo
ciertas tendencias que deben ser consideradas al analizar el grupo en el marco de mi
investigación. Finalmente, abogo por las elecciones que hice basándome en estas
premisas al presentar el plan de investigación.
Palabras clave: diáspora; identidad migrante; motivación para el retorno;
transnacionalismo dirigido por el estado; construcción de la identidad nacional.
Abstract
In the present paper, I provide an overview of the background material that contributed
to the decisions made in the construction of my research project, which focuses on the
motivation of Hungarian emigrants living in Ireland to repatriate as affected by the
Hungarian government’s return campaign. After a short summary of the literature on
diaspora construction and state-led transnationalism, in which the study is to be
embedded, as well as the presentation of the integration–transnationalism matrix that
is to serve as the analytical framework, I introduce a similar study to highlight the points
that are relevant to my project. This is followed by the description of the specific
context in which the Hungarian return campaign takes place and the presentation of
the results of my preliminary research: through this, I discuss certain tendencies that
must be considered when analysing the group in the focus of my research. Finally, I
argue for the choices I made based on these premises as I present the research plan.
Keywords: diaspora; migrant identity; return motivation; state-led transnationalism;
national identity construction.
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Introduction
Since the start of the financial crisis in 2008, a growing number of people have
left Hungary in search of a better future outside the borders. As the emigration
of primarily young and educated people is leaving a strong mark on the
economy, the government of the country has devised a campaign to attract its
citizens back. The campaign that relies on the organisation of the diaspora
communities and the fostering of patriotic feelings through various events and
activities sets as its primary goal the reversal of emigrants’ assimilation
processes and the strengthening of transnational ties with the motherland.
However, while existing literature does underline the role of the home state in
the construction of diaspora identities and thereby, in the control over the
emigrated community’s future, research conducted to assess the results of a
similar campaign highlights the limited functionality of such interventions. In this
essay, I would like to present my research project that sets out to analyse the
patterns in Hungarian emigrants’ willingness to return and assess how such
motivations result from emigrants’ perceived integration – or lack of it – into the
host culture and a new identity defined by transnational ties established with the
home country, which are the two pillars the Hungarian government’s campaign
is built on.
In the present work, I will focus on the presentation of the background material
that I relied on in the construction of my research and explain the choices I
made based on these sources. After a brief summary of how the study fits into
already existing theories on migration, I will introduce the framework of analysis
which I intend to use to evaluate the data collected. This is to be followed by the
description of a similar project that was carried out in the context of Ecuadorian
emigrants living in Italy and a summary of its findings that can be relevant to my
research. After this, I will give a more in-depth analysis of the Hungarian
situation and share the results of a preliminary study that I carried out in March
2016 in order to assess certain tendencies amongst Hungarian migrants living
in Ireland. In the last part of this essay, I will provide an overview of my research
plan and argue for some choices made regarding its implementation.
Overview of relevant literature
While diasporas have traditionally been defined as historical victim groups that
became dispersed through expulsion (Gamlen, 2008), this definition has been
debated extensively in academic discourse since the 1960s, with increased
attention paid to their importance in understanding certain migratory patterns
and more recently, it has been applied to describe any group that lives outside
its original homeland. The present consensus on what makes a group a
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diaspora includes the group’s dispersal to multiple locations; the existence of
permanent ties with the motherland and the long-term upholding of the group’s
boundary (Butler 2001; Brubaker, 2005). Such tendencies in academia have
resulted in the inclusion of non-traditional emigrant groups in the narrative on
globalisation and transnationalism and this accounts for why communities
emerging through the recent migration of first-generation emigrants are often
analysed as constituting a diaspora community. Moreover, as Weiner (1986)
points out, besides banishment, diasporas are now understood as evolving
stimulated by many other conditions, such as the search for better financial
circumstances.
As Gamlen (2008) points out, the contested nature of diasporas stems from the
essentialist (e.g. Conner, 1972) vs constructivist (Anderson, 1983) debate, in
which clashing views on whether diasporas are pre-political, natural entities or
the results of social constructions are at the base of the different treatment of
their collective identities and whether researchers approach them as historically
rooted and steady or as the result of the constant negotiations taking place as
the result of socialisation. In recent scholarship, there has been increased
attention dedicated to the role of the state in shaping diaspora identities (e.g.
van Evera, 1994) and based on Anderson’s theory of imagined communities,
diasporas have been analysed as social and political constructions that are
created and propelled through political discourse enabled by global
communication.
In this process, it is important to examine the role of the home country and
discuss state-led transnationalism, which is defined by Goldring (2002) as the
“institutionalized national policies and programs that attempt to expand the
scope of a national state’s political, economic, social, and moral regulation to
include emigrants and their descendants outside the national territory” (p. 64).
Although, as pointed out by Levitt (2001), the forms, reasons and the extent of
such involvement vary, the motivation in enacting state-led transnationalism
normally stems from the perception of economic and political gain rooted in the
diasporas (Portes, 1999). It is normally implemented through a political
discourse that emphasizes nationhood ties and the identification of people living
outside the border as part of the nation (Margheritis, 2007). This, according to
Gamlen (2008), empowers emigrants through the creation of transnational
collective identities that elevates them from forming part of a minority to being a
member in a global network.
However, the increased attention devoted to the analysis of the political
processes often tends to overshadow the individual’s agency in the process. As
Margheritis (2007) points out, apart from a few notable studies (e.g. Guarnizo et
al., 2003; Itzigsohn, 2000; Levitt and de la Dehesa, 2003; Østergaard-Nielsen,
2003), the impact of the motherland’s intervention on the members of the
diaspora has been devoted little attention in scientific analysis. This gap was
aimed to be filled by Boccagni (2011), who set out to analyse the way a
diaspora community in Italy was affected by the initiative of Rafael Correa,
who, after becoming the president of Ecuador in 2007, implemented the
programme Bienvenid@ A Casa: Por un regreso voluntario, digno y sostenible
(Welcome Home: for a voluntary, dignified and sustainable return). The aim of
the initiative was to encourage members of the diaspora to repatriate, which
was hoped to be achieved through the strengthening of feelings of belonging
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and national identity by an online campaign and the offering of substantial funds
that would assist people’s transition. As Boccagni highlights – similarly to the
Hungarian case – the two pillars of programme were the cultural and the
economic return: the cultivation of transnational ties between the migrant and
the motherland and the stimulation of conditions in the home country for the
migrants that make life in Ecuador more attractive than their current one outside
the borders.
In his study, Boccagni relied on interviews with the members of the Ecuadorian
diaspora in Northern Italy to assess how the campaign influenced migrants’
motivation to return. While his study underlined that the campaign strengthened
national identity, with feelings of loyalty and obligations towards the home
country, as well as ties to the family and social networks, coming to the
forefront, this was not enough to counterbalance the fact that emigrants were
aware that the conditions that were needed to sustain a satisfying life in their
home country were missing. Moreover, the research highlighted that the
willingness to return is an unreliable predictor of actual repatriations and that
although almost without exception, all of his interviewees planned to return at a
certain stage, very few of them actually did so. While Boccagni concluded that
“aiming to strengthen migrants’ homeward ties ‘from above’ may sound naive
and ideologically charged” (p. 468) and that Ecuador did not gain significant
human capital in the process, he also identified several ways the home country
benefited from the enhancement of the relationship between itself and its
diasporas.
As King (1999) emphasizes, most return migration takes place spontaneously,
little affected by the mother state’s policies, but instead motivated by the
individuals’ independent assessment of the push and pull factors involved, like
their feelings of belonging and well-being in the two countries. However, in the
Hungarian case, it is exactly people’s perception of the push and pull factors
that the campaign aims to alter. Therefore, in order to understand the processes
that lie at the core of the individual’s return intentions, I propose the use of
Carling and Pettersen’s (2014) framework, the ‘integration–transnationalism
matrix’. The model relies on the assumption that integration and
transnationalism are converging dimensions and each can be evaluated on a
scale between weak and strong. Carling and Pettersen show that based on the
assessment of the relative strength of these independent factors, a matrix of
four possible outcomes might be drawn up: people feeling strongly transnational
and weakly integrated are the group most likely to return while those who are
feeling weakly transnational and strongly integrated the least likely. As the
campaign in the focus of my research operates aiming to strengthen people’s
understanding of themselves as being connected to the motherland and
weaken their feelings of being integrated in the host country, the evaluation of
people’s perception of the relative strength of these components in their lives
and their change over time can be used to assess the success of the campaign.
The Hungarian context
As Bodnár and Szabó (2014) highlight, although Hungary’s joining of the
European Union in 2004 created the necessary preconditions for the large scale
movement of people, it did not start the process of mass emigration like it did in
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many other Eastern European countries. What changed this tendency,
however, was a the financial crisis starting in 2008, as a consequence of which
around 800.000 people have left the country, the majority of whom were
motivated directly by the deterioration of the economic situation in Hungary.
During the past half a decade, the popularity of emigration as a coping strategy
has augmented dramatically and since 2012, the number of those leaving the
country with the aim of starting a new life outside the borders has increased
sixfold.
According to the study of Bodnár and Szabó, of those people who emigrated
during the past decade, 80% are under 40 years old and 32% of them possess
a higher education certificate, which is in clear contrast with the 19% who have
benefitted from education beyond a secondary school certificate in the country.
Moreover, those who never studied beyond primary school make up 24% of the
population remaining at home, but only 9% of the emigrants. This means that
the country is not only losing citizens constituting the most important labour
force, but that a significant tendency of ‘brain drain’ is observable as well.
Moreover, according to the Hungarian Központi Statisztikai Hivatal’s (Central
Statistics Office) 2014 survey, one third of the 18-40 age group is planning to
emigrate in the near future, while the number of those who are already outside
the country and are hoping to return is less than 10%. These tendencies
suggest serious problems not only for the economy of the country, but are
foreseen to affect the birth rates and the overall aging of the population as well
as the sustainibility of the social security system.
As the negative effects of emigration are becoming more and more visible in the
country, the reclaiming of citizens living abroad is gaining primary importance in
the Hungarian government’s agenda. In 2013, in an attempt to enhance return
migration, the State Secretariat for National Policy called the Kőrösi Csoma
Sándor Programme to life. Describing the aim of the programme as the
strengthening of the national identity in the Hungarian diasporas around the
world through the dissemination of knowledge, educational activities and the
organisation of community in order to consolidate the bonds between the home
country and its population living abroad, the programme recruits Hungarian
people who do not only possess patriotic values, but also excel at one or
several traditional forms of art to travel to a diaspora assigned to them and act
as facilitators of the above processes. On the website of the government, the
goals of the programme are summarised in the following words: “Hungary is not
willing to give up on its population living abroad and our hope is that the
assimilation processes that are taking place in the host countries are stoppable
or even reversible”, which reflects the government’s strategy of increasing
transnationalism while contravening with participants’ integration processes and
illustrates the objectives the facilitators have to achieve in their respective
project locations.
In order to ensure that the identity changes evoked by the programme are
followed by an actual return, in 2016, the Ministry of Human Resources
established the ‘Gyere Haza Fiatal’ (Come Back Home Young Person)
programme, through which successful applicants could not only gain financial
support for their repatriation, but according to the contract, would also be
ensured a job that matches their qualifications back in Hungary. Although the
trial period of the project has come to an end and the continuation of the
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programme has not been confirmed, as a subproject, the Gyere Haza
Vállalkozni, Fiatal (Come Back Home to Start a Business Young Person) is
already operating, offering grants to young people to return home and start a
business there. Moreover, the services of the Gyere Haza Karrier Pontok
(Come Back Home Career Points) are available free of charge to those looking
for legal, psychological and job seeking assistance to help their repatriation.
Although Hungary saw a huge wave of people leaving the country in 1956 as a
result of the revolution, historically, Ireland was never amongst the main
destinations of Hungarian emigration and the Hungarian diaspora in the country
only began to become significant during the last decade. This means that the 910.000 Hungarians who currently reside in the country are almost exclusively
first-generation immigrants, having lived in Ireland for only a few years on
average. However, given the relatively good living standard, the easy access to
work due to the EU regulations, the national language being English and the
ease of gaining citizenship, Ireland is currently the 6th most popular European
destination amongst Hungarians (Bodnár and Szabó, 2014). In fact, Ireland’s
2011 census report mentions Hungarians as one of the top three nationalities
whose number is significantly increasing in the country (Irish Census 2011
Reports, 2012). Moreover, with the Brexit of 2016 evoking doubts about the
long-term functionality of planned migration to the United Kingdom, Ireland is
emerging as the ‘next best destination’ amongst Hungarians and is therefore
foreseen to gain even more importance in the coming years.
Preliminary research
In March 2016, I conducted a preliminary research by interviewing 15
Hungarian emigrants living in Ireland to map out some tendencies present in
the diaspora that might help the construction of my research plan. The study
focused on people’s motivation to leave the country; the process and feelings
attached to their emigration; their perceived degree of integration into the host
country; the extent to which being Hungarian was important to them; as well as
their perception of the home country and their plans for return. On average, by
the time of the interview, the participants had been living in Ireland for two years
and four months, with the time spent in the country by the individual participants
ranging between a little more than three months and eight years. Despite the
fact that the planned research only focuses on the Dublin area, the participants
of the preliminary research lived all over the country. Even though certain
tendencies were perceived to be connected to the location chosen – such as
families moving to the countryside but individuals moving to the capital; manual
workers moving the countryside but skilled professionals moving to Dublin -, this
was not perceived to affect the usability of the results.
Amongst the key findings, the study underlined the necessity to look into the
economic factors involved in the migrant experience. Apart from two
participants who opted for living in Ireland to seek adventure and one who came
to the country to get married, the overwhelming majority of the respondents
made their decision to emigrate because of circumstances emerging as a result
of the economic crisis and described the emigration as not having been
motivated by their wish, but by pure necessity. In fact, it was not a unique
phenomenon amongst them to experience severe economic hardships, from
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which they were not able to recover in the country. Overall, the process of
migration was largely interpreted as their expulsion by the home country,
whereby many of them evaluated Hungary as having failed to cater for the
needs of its citizens. This evoked an overall resentment in the participants
towards the home country, which was made stronger by their repulsion of
Hungarian politics and scepticism towards those directing the country.
Moreover, the financial aspect was understood as being crucial in establishing a
new life in the host country as well: when asking people why they chose Ireland
specifically and what expectations they had of the country, they unanimously
agreed that they were motivated by the perspective of financial stability and
placed less emphasis on cultural and other considerations. Last, but not least,
when enquiring into the perception of the notion of home, their decision on
whether Ireland was interpreted as home or not was often linked to whether
they had already achieved economic well-being in the country.
Secondly, when enquiring about the cultural identity of the participants, the
majority of the interviewees claimed that the fact that they were Hungarian
played little to no role in their lives. Especially amongst the older generation, the
language difference was still highly affecting participants’ perception of
themselves as outsiders and this problem was identified as one that is hindering
their integration. At the same time, the Hungarian language also proved to be a
source of patriotic feelings and a basis for identity amongst roughly half of the
participants. However, younger emigrants showed less attachment to their
culture and identified no serious factors that stood in the way of their
integration. Most commonly, the aspect of material culture that emigrants found
crucial to preserve from their old lives was the Hungarian cuisine, which was
emphasized by many as being core to their cultural identity.
There was a strong divide in people’s wish to keep themselves informed about
what is happening in Hungary, with some deeming it essential amongst their
daily activities and others preferring to keep a distance from it. The same
applied to people’s participation in Hungarian communities in Ireland: while
several people said they needed to keep in touch with their identity by meeting
compatriots and some said they took part in Hungarian groups to be able to
communicate in their mother tongue, others consciously refrained from
engaging in such activities. In fact, while all of them maintained ties with family
and friends whom they left behind, the majority of the participants claimed that
when comparing themselves with other nationalities, they found Hungarians to
be less likely to support each other, therefore, they did not show a strong desire
to surround themselves with Hungarians in Ireland. Moreover, none of the 15
interviewees celebrated important Hungarian national days and showed little
interest in participating in Hungarian programmes revolving around Hungarian
arts or traditions.
Last, but not least, the research highlighted that without exception, all
participants were satisfied with the conditions they found in Ireland and even if
not all of them claimed to feel at home in the country or to have achieved the
financial stability they came here for yet, they showed little to no willingness to
return to Hungary. The reasons for this were manifold, however, the financial
aspect was definitely less emphasized than expected based on the motivations
to leave. In fact, people often told me that if the economy of Hungary was
exactly the same like it is in Ireland that would still not be enough of a reason to
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prompt their return. Amongst the main reasons for not wanting to return were
claims of feeling appreciated in the country, the tolerance and generally more
liberal atmosphere in Ireland as well as the increased opportunities participants
encountered in the country. Moreover, my interviewees were highly critical of
their home country and agreed that many things had to change in Hungary from
the political system to healthcare; from corruption to people’s negativism for
them to consider repatriating.
As illustrated by the research, the government’s return campaign does not build
on an existing demand from the side of the diaspora; in fact, in the light of the
preliminary research, it seems more like a forced intervention to encourage
people to return to their Hungarian reality. Mostly, participants evaluated their
acculturation and integration as successful and they claimed to have gained
most of the assets whose lack prompted their emigration. Moreover, they do not
feel the need to keep in touch with the Hungarian culture and none of them
have plans to return on the long run. Out of the 15 interviewees, around a
quarter have already heard about the events of the Kőrösi Csoma Sándor
programme or got invitations to them – however, only one of them has
participated in them before and none of the others aspire to do so in the future.
Moroever, none of them predict any significant change to be provoked by the
Gyere Haza Fiatal programme and the large majority would never consider
applying for it, which highlights the overall negativity towards the initiatives of
the government.
Proposed research
During my one year research stay in Ireland, I would like to focus on the
Hungarian government’s return campaign and investigate how participation in
the events organised within the frames of the Kőrösi Csoma Sándor programme
affects first-generation Hungarian emigrants’ motivation to return. Within this, I
would like to dedicate special attention to the two pillars of the model proposed
by Carling and Pettersen (2014), namely transnationalism and integration. First
of all, I would like to understand whether participation in the events evokes any
change in participants’ Hungarian identity, their perception of the notion of
home and of their ties to the motherland. Secondly, I would like to investigate
how involvement in the programme results in changing perceptions of the self
as being integrated into the host community. Last, but not least, while the study
is primarily interested in questions of cultural identity, as highlighted by the
preliminary research, the economic aspect of such processes cannot be left out
of consideration and therefore, I would like to pay attention to how motivations
to return are rooted in financial considerations as well.
The site of the proposed fieldwork is Dublin and the surrounding area, the
territory assigned to be covered by one facilitator – therefore, the people in the
focus of my study are the members of the Hungarian expatriate community
residing in the Irish capital or its close vicinity. During my research, I will rely on
methodological triangulation, with the major emphasis placed on participant
observation and interviews and a minor role assigned to online participant
observation. Although the project carried out by Boccagni (2011) on Ecuadorian
migrants, which serves as an example for this study, relied on the analysis of
the response of the diaspora community to the Ecuadorian government’s

GWP, 2016, vol 5.

Judit Molnár

57

campaign once it had already taken place, because of the nature of the Kőrösi
Csoma Sándor programme, I decided to opt for the long-term observation of
phenomena and focus on processes rather than end results. Therefore, my
project will take place over a nine-month period between September 2016 and
June 2017 and will be made up of three phases.
In the first phase encompassing a one-month period, I would like to gain access
to the field not only by establishing contacts with members of the diaspora
community, but by getting to know the new facilitator who is starting her
assignment period in September and familiarizing myself with her project for the
year. In this phase, I would like to gain access to the online forums Hungarians
living in Dublin use to communicate with each other to look into the advice they
give to people who are considering moving to Ireland and the stories they share
with others about their emigration process, as well as their the difficulties and
achievements.
From the second phase on, my attention will be devoted to people attending the
events of the Kőrösi Csoma Sándor Programme and during this phase that is
foreseen to last between October and March, I would like to participate in the
events organised by the facilitator in Dublin. During this time, I will attend the
biweekly ‘How well do you know Hungary?’ pub quiz and get together as well as
one-off events organised around Hungarian national days, public holidays and
different Hungarian themes. For instance, on 23rd October, for the 60th
anniversary of the 1956 revolution, a large-scale commemoration highlighting
questions of emigration and the loyalty of migrants to the home country is
anticipated and on 15th March, the freedom of Hungary is to be celebrated
through the staging of the events of the revolution. At these events, I would like
to conduct participant observation and carry out short opportunistic interviews
that focus on the question of return as well as participants’ perception of the
Kőrösi events and their goal.
During the second phase, I would like to find some regular attendees who are
willing to be the subject of in-depth interviews. Ideally, I would like to visit them
in their homes and ask them to explain to me how they live and how their new
life differs from their old one in Hungary. During this activity, I will focus on their
definition of financial well-being that was found to be of core importance to the
emigration motivation by the preliminary research. I would also like to follow
some of the participants on a few daily activities that reflects their everyday
routine in the host country and see how much the home country is present in it.
Moreover, I would like to benefit from the application of some experimental
methods, for example the watching together of new campaign videos produced
by the Hungarian government aimed at emigrants to get immediate feedback on
participants’ emotions evoked by them.
During the final, third phase of the project, I would like to rely on interviews to
gain detailed feedback on people’s experience of being addressed by the
Kőrösi programme. I would like to find out what aspects of it they enjoyed,
which of them evoked strong reactions in them and whether they perceive any
change in their ties to and feelings towards the home country as a result.
Moreover, if during the nine months, somebody decides to repatriate, I would
like to conduct an interview with them to enquire about their motivations and
how their decision was made. Moreover, if possible, I would like to ask them to
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keep a diary of the first few weeks after their return to find out if the reality of
return matched their expectations.
In my analysis, I will rely on the approach highlighted above whereby the
Hungarian emigrant community living in Ireland will be interpreted as a
diaspora, whose identity is exposed to being formed by state-led
transnationalism - however, my main emphasis will be on the individual’s
agency in the process. In the evaluation of the participants’ identity formation
and the success of the return campaign, I will apply Carling and Pettersen’s
(2014) ‘integration–transnationalism matrix’. Within this, the integration
dimension will serve to assess the changing ties with the host country and the
extent to which the participation in the events uprooted participants’ assimilation
and their feelings of being at home in Ireland. The other axis will be constituted
by an attention to the transnationalism evoked by the participation and how ties
and affiliations emerge with the home country as a result. Although as
highlighted above, the actual return might depend on various factors external to
one’s identity change, changes in integration and transnationality can be relied
on as good measurements of the success of the programme. When analysing
the motivation of those who did opt for return, however, I will pay attention to
whether the process was primarily motivated by identity or economic factors to
assess whether the highly financial nature of emigration can be offset purely by
the enhancement of patriotic feelings.
Conclusion
All things considered, this paper aimed to provide an overview of the
background material I found crucial to take into consideration when constructing
my own research and it set out to describe the aspects in which they
contributed to the choices made when drawing up the research plan. Hungary’s
campaign of attracting emigrants back to the home country to contribute to the
economy was implemented in 2013 and therefore, has not attracted much
scholarly attention yet. Although, as underlined throughout the present essay,
the emigration situation in Hungary shows some unique aspects, the
phenomenon fits into a broader literature of diaspora construction and state-led
transnationalism, two notions that provide a backbone for my analysis.
Moreover, a similar campaign initiated by the Ecuadorian government was
found to share core aspects with the Hungarian case and the study conducted
by Boccagni (2011) on the Italian Ecuadorian diaspora’s response to the
phenomenon serves as an example to be followed because of its treatment of
identity issues in the context of return propaganda. As the framework of
analysis to evaluate the success of the campaign, I identified Carling and
Pettersen’s (2014) ‘integration–transnationalism matrix’ as highly suitable as it
looks at ties with both the host and the home country and assesses the
prospect of return through these.
My preliminary research also aided the assessment of the tendencies present
amongst members of the Hungarian diaspora community living in Ireland and
drew attention to the predominant feeling of alienation from the home country
that mostly resulted from the economic conditions that pushed for emigration.
Members of the community did not show an interest in keeping in touch with
their Hungarian roots and were mostly not interested in participating in
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Hungarian emigrant communities either; they mostly felt at home in Ireland; and
the majority of them assessed their integration in the country to be successful,
which underlines the controversial nature of the Kőrösi Csoma Sándor
programme. Therefore, the question whether the programme can in fact have
any substantial impact on Hungarian expatriates living in Ireland seems highly
relevant. My proposed study aims to answer this question through the long-term
analysis of the processes of identity formation taking place in participants
through the mixed methods of participant observation at the events and
interviews with regular attendees. The results of the study should bring us one
step closer to understanding the way diasporas work and reveal important
information about whether they can function largely independently or are in fact
highly exposed to the manipulative power of the home country.
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