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Abstract- This study sought to investigate the deprivation, exploitation and lack of pre-deportation assistance in Host 
Country and its effects on post-deportation life of the deported labours in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan. The data 
was collected from randomly selected, 322 deported labours by using close-ended social survey, and analyzed 
through univariate, bi-variate and multivariate level. It was found that the host countries did not promote assisted 
voluntary return migration, they did not inform migrants about deportation prior to departure, while they stopped 
the access of migrants to their personal belongings and those who have personal belongings at the time of 
arrestment, were confiscated from migrants in the host country. Similarly, they did not have specialized training 
opportunities prior to departure whereas the host and home countries and their embassies as well as the 
international community also did not offered any prior financial assistance for the successful re-integration of the 
deported people in their home country. This study would benefit policy-makers, decision-makers and stakeholders 
responsible for directing, supervising and implementing the successful re-integration of the deported labour in their 
country of origin. 
  
Key Words: Deprivation, Exploitation, Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance in Host Country and Re-Integration 
Challenges in Home Country. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Return migration is becoming an important component of the international migration debate (Ndreka, 
2019; IOM, 2018) because it is sharply increasing and brought significant consequences. It is estimated 
that two migrants in five was deported from the host country within five years of arrival in developing 
countries (Wahba, 2015). In Slovakia, on average each tenth person working abroad had been returned 
(Masso et al., 2016). In Eastern Europe and Asia, return migration may imply that 20 to 30 percent of 
highly educated emigrants returned home when they are still productive in host country (Mayr and Peri, 
2008). Dustmann and Weis (2009) estimated out the return migration rates of 40 percent for men and 55 
percent for women returning from UK after five years, using data from the 1990s. Similarly, Pakistan is 
also facing with high deportation rate and increasing sharply every years (Hussain and Baggyley, 2005; 
FIA, 2016; International Organization for Migration, 2019). Therefore, return migration is not an isolated 
phenomenon but it needs to be seen in the larger context of the international migration cycle. Return 
migration can occur at different stages of the individual migration cycle such as shortly after the arrival 
from the home country or many years later. No one can predict when the return will happen (Ndreka, 
2019). A developing trend of academic literature see that return migration and re-integration is a broad 
processes dependent upon various aspects and actors instead of the simple journey of “returning home” 
(Nguyen-Akber, 2014). Deportation and re-integration is a complex and multidimensional issue, which 
negatively affects individual and their families. Therefore, deported population experiencing multiple re-
adjustment problems in their home country (Golash-Boza, 2014; Boodram, 2018; Schuster and Majidi, 
2013; Cassarino, 2004; David, 2017; De Regt and Tafesse, 2016; Dako-Gyeke and Kodom, 2017). The re-
integration of the deported people in their home country is even more challenging than their initial 
adjustment abroad (Tannenbaum, 2007). U.S. Scholars consistently find that deportation ignites fear and 
stigma in migrant communities, promotes distrust of law enforcement, fractures families, forces children 
into foster care, and diminishes the health, educational outcomes, and socioeconomic status of those left 
behind (Thornson, 2006; Hagan, Castro and Rodrigez, 2010; Abrego, 2011; Dreby, 2015; Zayas, 2015). 
These effects reinforce the fear of deportation, which keeps undocumented populations vulnerable to 
exploitation and abuse (De Genova, 2002).  
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Historical Structural Approaches helps to overcome the vacuum generated by neoclassical economics and 
Neo Economic of Labour Migration theories (Cassarino, 2004) by emphasizing that the migrants’ 
deportation and their re-integration is influenced by the capitalists’ structural discrimination and 
exploitation in both host and home countries (Dako-Gyeke and Kodom, 2017). These models viewed that 
the causes of international migration is due to the historically firmed macro structural forces. Such 
models also emphasizing the inherently associated discriminative and exploitative nature of the economic 
powers that structuring the global capitalism (Morawska, 2012; King, 2012), that cause uprooted and 
mobile papulation in developing world which prone to migration. Historical-Structural approaches 
towards migration and development tend to address migration as a negative phenomenon contributing to 
the further underdevelopment of sending societies. This pessimistic view perceived that migration as a 
process serving the interests of receiving nations in need of cheap labour, which seems worsen 
underdevelopment at the sending end. This pauperization, they assume, encourages further out-
migration. This perspective essentially interpreted migration as a negative phenomenon such as “flight 
from misery” which contributes little to development. Many migration researchers have argued that 
migration has even contributed to aggravating problems of underdevelopment (Haas, 2007). Therefore, 
in the Historical Structural Approach, Duel Labour Market theory firmly associated and directly bearing 
the Historical Structural theorization of the causes and perpetuation of international migration (Faist, 
2000; King, 2012). Dual Labour market theory was developed as a counter-reaction to the spread of the 
Neoclassical and Neo Economic of Labour Migration theories (Cassarino, 2004), which was found unable 
to explain continuous migration flows together with increasing problems of unemployment and poverty. 
In the famous book, Birds of passage Piore (1979) argued that the international labour migration is not 
motivated by push factors but inessentially it driven by pull factors. The dominant force for migration is 
the structural powers, demanded for specified types of flexible and chief labours in Dual Labour markets. 
He further urged that Dual Labour Market consist of primary and secondary sectors, where the primary 
sectors are well paid and specified for influential and native workers. Whereas the secondary sectors are 
considered for low-wages, low-scale, unpleasant and uncertain jobs which are specified for migrants 
workers because such jobs are avoided by local and influential workers (Hagen-Zanker, 2008; King, 
2012). It is the structure and power of the labour market that creates discriminative and exploitative 
policies in order to promote the concept of dualism. Based on the above theories this study sought to 
investigate the re-integration problems of Pakistani labour deported without prior aid from the gulf 
countries mostly from Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirate, Oman and Kuwait.  
Pre-deportation assistance is a key indicator for the successful re-integration of deportees. The absence of 
such re-integration programs can hinder the readjustment of deported labours in their country of origin. 
According to IOM (2011), one of the major issue in return migration is to measure the extent to which the 
pre-return assistance program is sustainable or successful. Cassarino (2004) and David (2015; 2017) 
stated that re-integration of the returnees’ depends on return preparation including time, resources, 
willingness and readiness of migrants to return. The preparedness of migrants is not only depends upon 
the migrants’ experience abroad, but (Cassarino, 2004; Hazan, 2014; Fonseca, Hart & Klink, 2015; De 
Haas, 2006) also on the perception that significant institutional, economic and political changes have 
occurred at home. What Cassarino (2004) missed is that return preparedness is also related to the pre-
departure conditions. Persons who migrated under fair migration situations have a much better chance of 
completing the migration cycle than others. Those who are subjected to high migration costs and heavy 
indebtedness prior to departure are more likely to end up in forced labour situations and would find it 
difficult to save adequately and difficult to achieve a high level of return preparedness (Wickramasekara, 
2019). Therefore, unwillingness and unpreparedness to leave the host country can adversely affect the 
success of return in their homeland, (Alpes, 2012; Drotbohm, 2011; Brotherton and Barrios, 2011; Hagen, 
Eschbach and Rodriguez, 2008; Zilberg, 2011; Peutz, 2006; Collyer, 2012) because some deportees’ 
financial situation is worse than prior to their initial migration (Schuster and Majidi, 2013). On the other 
hand, David (2015) stated that the voluntary returnees are better off than involuntary returnees in terms 
of labour market out comes, because voluntary returnees has received more pre-deportation assistance 
than involuntary returnees. It means that If involuntary returnees do not find any job upon their return, 
there is greater likelihood of being unemployed for long time. Such unemployment situation (Van Houte, 
2014) is a sign of vulnerability and a critical dimension of social exclusion.  
Pre-deportation condition of the emigrants in the host country such as before and during deportation is 
very shocking (Kebede, 2011; Fernandez, 2010; Dessiye, 2011; ILO, 2011; Schuster and Majidi, 2013). 
Because, De Regt and Tafesse (2016) concluded that the Ethiopian returnees had horrific experiences 
between their arrest and their return home. They were imprisoned for a number of weeks, and treated 
very badly. They could not change their clothes, and sometimes barely had something to wear; they got 
very simple food and had to sleep outside in the heat. According to him, Saudi guards and policemen were 
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sleeping next to them and female returnees told that they were continuously on the alert fearing to be 
raped. Many women were sexually harassed and raped, while men were beaten up (Human Rights Watch, 
2013; Rashid and Ashrafm, 2018; Harkin, Lindgren and Suravoranon, 2017; United Nation, 2018; BPRSO, 
2019; Dingeman, 2018). Deportees’ experiences during their imprisonment were worse than what they 
had ever experienced during their stay in Saudi Arabia (HRW, 2013). Similarly, Wheatly (2011) and Cruz, 
Digeman-Cerda (2018) coded that deportees are also more likely to be criminalized, detained, and 
incarcerated prior to return and they may face greater stigma than voluntary returnees. Other studies 
show that migrants who are return without pre-deportation assistance facing greater re-integration 
challenges than others in Morocco (Van Meeteren, Engbersen, Snel and Faaber, 2014) and in Ghana 
(Setrana, 2017; Akyeampong, 2000). Thus Many deportees returned with nothing, and starting a new life 
with huge challenges (Kibria, 2014) because they lost their valuable savings abroad (Naik and Laczko, 
2012). Therefore, most often, deportees facing with financial instability, which may expose deportees to 
danger due to the feeling of helplessness and increased sense of failure (Brotherton and Barrios, 2009; 
Pinedo et al., 2014; Pena et al., 2017). In such circumstances, migrants become vulnerable to the dangers 
and injustices that are associated with deportation (Tazreiter, 2006; Kanstroom, 2007; Schuster and 
Majidi, 2013; Baffo, 2015). Thus, De Genova (2015) argued that the law that illegalizes migrants is mostly 
invisible and borders have become a display of migrant deaths. The following procedure were adopt to 
investigate the issue.  
 

II. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

The present study was carried out in districts Dir upper and Swat in the province of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan to determine the re-integration challenges to deported labours in their home 
country. A sample size of 322 labours were selected randomly (Emory and Cooper, 2000; Sekaran, 2003 
and Sekaran and Bougie, 2016) which has been deported at the age of 22-60 years, during 2011-2015 
from Arabian gulf countries such as Kingdom of Saudi Arabia , United Arab Emirate, Oman and Kuwait. A 
Social Survey was undertaken to gather information from the respondents in their respective homes and 
work sites. The Alpha coefficient value for instruments was found at 0.8 for the present study, which 
indicated that each elements of the variables were highly reliable, internally consistent and appropriate 
for indexation (Cohen, Manion, and Morrison, 2007). We strictly observed ethical consideration while 
caring out this study.       

Table: 1: Conceptual Framework 
Background Variable Independent Variable Dependent Variable 
Age, Literacy 
Monthly income  

Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance 
Program in Host Country 

Re-integration Challenges to 
Labour Deportees  

                     Table 1 Conceptual Framework for the Study  
The data was analyzed through univariate, bivariate and multivariate level by using Statistical Package for 
Social Sciences software version 21 (SPSS). At univariate level, each responses were calculated by 
frequencies and percentages distribution. At bivariate level the dependent variable (re-integration 
challenges to labour deportees) was indexed and cross tabulated with each statement of independent 
variable (Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance Program in Host Country) to determine association between 
the variables. Similarly, Multivariate analysis was used in order to determine the spuriousness and none-
spuriousness of relationships between the dependent and independents variable for controlling age, 
literacy and monthly income of the deported people as shown in (Table. 1). To check the association 
between the categorical data, statistical procedures such as Chi-square test as outlined by Tai (1978) and 
Odds Ratio analysis (Mary, 2009) were used to find out the strength and direction of association between 
the dependent and independent variable. 

𝟐 =   
(𝑶𝒊𝒋 − 𝒆𝒊𝒋)

𝒆𝒊𝒋

𝒄

𝒋=𝟏

𝒓

𝒊=𝟏

 

Here, (2) = Chi-square for two categorical variables.  =𝒓
𝒊=𝟏 Sum of ith row 

 =𝒄
𝒋=𝟏 Sum of jth column. 𝑂𝑖𝑗 and 𝑒𝑖𝑗 = Show the observed and expected outcome, as noted by Chaudry and 

Kamal (1996). Sometime the assumptions of Chi-square test are violated in the data, to overcome these 
discrepancies the Fisher Exact test instead of simple chi-square test as devised by (Baily, 1982) was used: 

Fisher exact test =   
 𝑎+𝑏  ! 𝑐+𝑑  ! 𝑎+𝑐 ! 𝑏+𝑑  !

𝑁!𝑎 !𝑏!𝑐!𝑑𝐼
 

 Here a, b, c, d represented the observed numbers in four cells of contingency table and N representing the 
total number of observations.  
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Odds ratio analysis was used to determine the strength and direction of an association between the risk 
factors and outcomes (Norton, Dowd and Maciejewski, 2018). Pearson chi-square test was used (Mary, 
2009) to calculate Odds Ratio therefore, the each elements of independent variables were cross-tabulated 
with the indexed dependent variable for possible outcome. The following procedure was used for the 
calculation of the odds ratio. 

Odds Ratio =
PG ₁/(1−PG ₁)

PG ₂/(1−PG ₂)
  

 

III. RESULTS AT UNIVARIATE LEVEL 

Table No. 2, pertained to the perceptions of the respondents regarding the lack of pre-deportation 
assistance program in host country. The table showed that more than half (59.0 %) of the respondents 
revealed that there were lack of awareness campaign in the host country to promote “assisted voluntary 
return migration”, whereas 41.0 % respondents disagreed with this statement. Responding to the 
statement whether, during arrestment the host country did not inform migrants about their deportation 
prior to departure, then almost half (51.6 %) of the respondent agreed whereas, 48.4 % denied the 
statement. Similarly, almost (73.0 %) of the respondents agreed that migrants were not given proper time 
to collect their belongings prior to deportation, while 27.0 % of the respondents rejected the statement.  

Table: 2. Frequencies and Percentage Distribution showing Lacks of Pre-deportation Assistance 
Program in Host Country. 

Lacks of Pre-deportation Assistance Program in Host Country Yes No Total 

Host countries do not have policy program to promote “assisted voluntary 
return migration”. 

190 
(59.0) 

132 
(41.0) 

322 
(100) 

During arrestment, host country do not inform migrants about their deportation 
prior to departure. 

166 
(51.6) 

156 
(48.4) 

322 
(100) 

Host countries do not gives proper time to emigrants in order to collect their 
belongings prior to deportation. 

235 
(73.0) 

87 
(27.0) 

322 
(100) 

The immigrants’ authorities of the host country confiscate all the necessary 
loges form emigrants prior deportation. 

171 
(53.1) 

151 
(46.9) 

322 
(100) 

There is lack of specialized training programs for emigrants prior to deportation 
about how to re-integrate successfully in their home country. 

194 
(60.2) 

128 
(39.8) 

322 
(100) 

Host countries do not have any financial assistance programs for migrants prior 
to deportation. 

186 
(57.8) 

136 
(42.2) 

322 
(100) 

Pakistani embassy do not have financial or in kind, assistance programs for 
emigrants to meet their deportation needs.  

195 
(60.6) 

127 
(39.4) 

322 
(100) 

Pakistani government is lacking assistance for the safe return of the citizen. 221 
(68.6) 

101 
(31.4) 

322 
(100) 

International organization do not provide any kind of assistance for emigrants 
prior to deportation. 

184 
(57.1) 

138 
(42.9) 

322 
(100) 

Values in the table shows frequencies and values in parenthesis representing percentage 
Similarly, the deportees were asked about whether the immigrants’ authorities of the host country 
confiscated all the necessary loges form emigrants prior to deportation, almost (53.1 %) of the 
respondents accepted while 46.9 % rejected this statement. Answering to the question, whether there 
were lack of specialized trainings for emigrants prior to deportation about how to re-integrate 
successfully in their home country, than (60.2 %) of the respondents agreed while 39.8 % disagreed with 
that statement. Furthermore, (57.8 %) of the respondents agreed that the host countries were lacking 
financial assistance for migrants prior to deportation, whereas 42.2 % respondents refuted this 
statement. When we asked about further financial assistance, almost more than half (60.6 %) of the 
respondents stressed that there were lack of financial or in kind assistance from Pakistani embassy with 
emigrants to meet their deportation needs, while 39.4 % respondents rejected the statement. When the 
deportees were asked about whether, Pakistani government were lacking assistance for the safe return of 
the citizen, thus (68.6 %) of the respondents believed while 31.4 % vetoed the statement. Similarly, (57.1) 
of the respondents believed that, the international organization did not provide any kind of assistance for 
emigrants prior to deportation while the remaining 42.9 % respondents rejected the statement.   
Association between the Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance in Host Country and Re-Integration 
Challenges to Labour Deportees at Bivariate Level. 
Table No. 3, provided understanding about the association between the lacks of pre-deportation 
assistance program in host country and re-integration challenges to labour deportees. It was observed 
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that the host countries did not have policy program to promote assisted voluntary return migration 
whereas a highly significant (P = 0.000) association was found with their re-integration challenges to 
labour deportees. The Odds Ratio (OR = 3.284) indicated positive association and explained that the 
absence of program to promote assisted voluntary return migration in the host country created almost 
three time more re-integration challenges for deportees in home countries than assisted voluntary return 
migration. Moreover, during arrestment, the host country did not inform migrants about their 
deportation prior to departure was also high significantly (P = 0.000) associated with the re-integration 
challenges to labour deportees.  

Table No 3: Association between the Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance in Host Country and Re-
Integration Challenges to Labour Deportees 

Values in the table shows frequencies and values in parenthesis representing percentage. (ᵪ2) indicates chi-square 

value while (p) shows the level of significance and OR indicated Odds Ratio. 

The Odds Ratio (OR = 4.247) showed positive association and stated that when the host country did not 
inform migrants about their deportation prior to departure, it created 4.247 time more re-integration 
challenges for deportees in home countries than when pre deportation information were provided. 
Although, it was investigated that the host countries did not given proper time to emigrants in order to 
collect their belongings prior to deportation whereas a highly significant (P = 0.000) association was 
found with re-integration challenges. The Odds Ratio (OR = 5.015) demonstrated positive association and 
stated that given no proper time to emigrants in order to collect their belongings prior to deportation 
generated 5.015 time more re-integration challenges for deportees in home countries than when proper 
time for emigrants were provided. Furthermore, it was observed that confiscated all the necessary loges 
form emigrants prior to deportation was highly and significantly (P = 0.000) associated with re-

Independent variable  
Responses 

Dependent variable  
 
Total 

Statistics of 
ᵪ2, P-Value, & 
OR 

Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance Re-integration Challenges 
Yes No 

Host countries do not have policy 
program to promote “assisted 
voluntary return migration”. 

Yes 138 (42.9) 52 (61.1) 190 (16.1) ᵪ2= 25.591 
P = 0.000 
OR = 3.284 

No 59 (18.3) 73 (22.7) 132 (41.0) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (38.8) 322 (100.0) 

During arrestment, the host country do 
not inform migrants about their 
deportation prior to departure. 

Yes 128 (39.8) 38 (11.8) 166 (51.6) ᵪ2= 36.603 
P = 0.000 
OR = 4.247 

No 69 (21.4) 87 (27.0) 156 (48.4) 
Total 197 (61.2) 87 (27.0) 322 (100.0) 

Host countries do not gives proper 
time to emigrants in order to collect 
their belongings prior to deportation. 

Yes 168 (52.2) 67 (20.8) 235 (73.0) ᵪ2= 38.922 
P = 0.000 
OR = 5.015 

No 29 (9.0) 58 (18.0) 87 (27.0) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (38.8) 322 (100.0) 

The immigrants’ authorities of the host 
country confiscate all the necessary 
loges form emigrants prior 
deportation. 

Yes 131 (40.7) 40 (12.4) 171 (53.1) ᵪ2= 36.545 
P = 0.000 
OR = 4.218 

No 66 (20.5) 85 (24.4) 151 (46.9) 
Total 197 (61.4) 89 (27.6) 322 (100.0) 

There is lack of specialized training 
programs for emigrants prior to 
deportation about how to re-integrate 
successfully in their home country. 

Yes 142 (44.1) 52 (16.1) 194 (60.2) ᵪ2= 29.668 
P = 0.000 
OR = 3.624 

No 55 (71.1) 73 (22.7) 128 (39.8) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (38.8) 322 (100.0) 

Host countries do not have any 
financial assistance programs for 
migrants prior to deportation. 

Yes 138 (42.9) 48 (14.9) 186 (57.8) ᵪ2= 31.401 
P = 0.000 
OR = 3.752 

No 59 (18.3) 77 (23.9) 136 (39.4) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (38.8) 322 (100.0) 

Pakistani embassy do not have 
financial or in kind, assistance 
programs for emigrants to meet their 
deportation needs. 

Yes 142 (44.1) 53 (16.5) 195 (60.6) ᵪ2= 28.207 
P = 0.000 
OR = 3.507 

No 55 (17.1) 72 (22.4) 127 (39.4) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (38.8) 322 (100.0) 

Pakistani government is lacking 
assistance for the safe return of their 
citizens. 

Yes 152 (47.3) 69 (21.4) 221 (68.6) ᵪ2= 17.127 
P = 0.000 
OR = 2.741 

No 45 (14.4) 56 (17.4) 101 (31.4) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (47.3) 233 (100.0) 

International organization do not 
provide any kind of assistance for 
emigrants prior to deportation. 

Yes 136 (42.2) 48 (14.9) 184 (57.1) ᵪ2= 29.308 
P = 0.000 
OR = 3.577 

No 61 (18.2) 77 (23.9) 138 (42.9) 
Total 197 (61.2) 125 (38.8) 322 (100.0) 
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integration challenges for the deported labours. The Odds Ratio (OR = 4.218) demonstrated positive 
association and stated that confiscating all the necessary loges form emigrants prior to deportation 
generated 4.218 time more re-integration challenges for deportees in home countries than keeping all the 
necessary loges. 
Although, it was observed that, lack of specialized training programs for emigrants prior to deportation in 
host country was highly and significantly (P = 0.000) associated with re-integration challenges to labour 
deportees. The Odds Ratio (OR = 3.624) proved a positive association and identified that the lack of 
specialized training programs for emigrants prior to deportation caused 3.624 time more re-integration 
challenges for deportees in home countries than specialized trainings were offered for deportees. 
Similarly, a high significant (P = 0.000) association was found between the host countries did not have 
any financial assistance programs for migrants prior to deportation and the re-integration challenges to 
labour deportees. The Odds Ratio (OR = 3.752) verified positive association and showed that the lack of 
financial assistance programs for migrants prior to deportation by host country resulted 3.752 time more 
re-integration challenges for labour deportees in home country than financial assistance were offered by 
host country. Moreover, Pakistani embassy did not have financial or in kind, assistance programs for 
emigrants to meet their deportation needs was significantly (P = 0.000) associated with re-integration 
challenges to labour deportees. The Odds Ratio (OR = 3.507) confirmed positive association and indicated 
that the lack of financial or in kind, assistance programs offered by Pakistani embassy for emigrants 
generated 3.507 time more re-integration challenges for deported labour in home country than financial 
assistance were offered by Pakistani embassy. 
Similarly, a highly significant (P = 0.000) association was observed between Pakistani government was 
lacking assistance for the safe return of the citizen and re-integration challenges to labour deportees. The 
Odds Ratio (OR = 2.741) approved positive association and directed that the lack of Pakistani government 
assistance for safe return of their citizens engendered 2.741 time more re-integration challenges for 
deported labour in home country than the assistance were provided by Pakistani government. Although, 
it was observed that lack of assistance offer by international organization for emigrants prior to 
deportation was found highly significant (P = 0.000) with re-integration challenges to labour deportees. 
The Odds Ratio (OR = 3.577) supported positive association and observed that the lack of assistance 
offered by international organization for emigrants prior to deportation created 3.577 time more re-
integration challenges in home country than the assistance was provided by international organization. 
Association between the Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance and Re-integration Challenges to 
Labour Deportees Controlling Age of the Respondents at Multivariate Level. 
The relationship between various independent and dependent variables were worked out by controlling 
some background variables such as age, literacy and monthly income of the respondents in order to know 
whether the relationship between the independent and dependents variable at bi-variate level were 
spurious or none-spurious. Therefore, the effects of age on the lack of pre-deportation assistance in the 
host country and re-integration challenges to labour deportees were disclosed that the deportees with 
23-30 years age had positive (OR= 9.675) and highly significant (P = 0.000) relationship between 
aforesaid variables as shown in (Table, 4).  

Table: 4: Association between the Lack of Pre-deportation Assistance Program in Host Country and Re-
integration Challenges to Labour Deportees (Controlling Age, Literacy and monthly Income). 

Background 
variable 

Independent variable Dependent variable  
Total 

Statistics of ᵪ2, P-Value, 
& OR 

Age, Literacy, 
Monthly Income 

Lack of Pre-deportation 
Assistance Program  

Re-integration 
challenges 
Yes No 

23-30 Years of Age Yes 43 (44.8) 20  (20.8) 63(65.6) ᵪ2 = 21.728 
P = 0.000 
OR= 9.675 

No 6 (6.3) 27 (28.1) 33 (34.4) 

31-38 Years of Age Yes 34 42.0 13 (16.0) 47 (58.0) ᵪ2 = 7.292 
P = 0.007 
OR= 4.636 

No 7 (8.6) 27 (33.3) 34 (42) 

39-46 Years of Age Yes 21 (37.5) 11 (19.6) 32 (57.1) ᵪ2 = 21.139 
P = 0.000 
OR= 10.088 

No 7 (12.5) 17 (30.4) 24 (42.9) 

47-54 Years of Age Yes 23 (33.8) 18 (26.5) 41 (60.3) ᵪ2 = 13.951 
P = 0.000 
OR= 10.222 

No 3 (4.4) 24 (35.3) 27 (39.7) 
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Values in the table shows frequencies and values in parenthesis representing percentage. (ᵪ2) indicates chi-square 
value while (p) shows the level of significance and OR indicated Odds Ratio. 

On the other hand the relationship between aforesaid variables were positive (OR= 4.636) and significant 
(P = 0.007) for the deportees with 31-38 years age. Similarly, the correlation of the above variables were 
positive (OR = 10.088) and highly significant (P = 0.000) for deportees with 39-46 years age. Moreover, 
the deportees with age of 47-54 years had positive (OR= 10.222) and highly significant (P = 0.000) 
association between aforesaid variables. Further, the relationship between the above mentioned 
variables were found highly positive (OR= 15.000) and significant (P = 0.012) for the deportees with 55-
62 and above years of age. The significant value in the table indicated a strong association between the 
above mentioned variable, however, the Odds Ratio value indicated that the association between the lack 
of pre-deportation assistance and re-integration challenges to labour deportees was spurious for all age 
group. The results further indicated that lack of pre-deportation assistance in host country created 
greater re-integration challenges for labour deportees with above 39 years age than below 39 years age, 
while the above 55 years age group were the most vulnerable group to re-integration challenges.     
The influence of literacy on the pre-deportation assistance program in host country and re-integration 
challenges to labour deportees indicated that the literate deportees had positive (OR = 5.960) and highly 
significant (P = 0.000) relationship between aforesaid variables as shown in (Table No 4). Likewise the 
relationship between aforesaid variables were positive (OR = 17.538) and significant (P = 0.000) for the 
illiterate deportees. The significant value in the table indicated a strong association between the above 
mentioned variable, however, the Odds Ratio value indicated that the association between the lack of pre-
deportation assistance program and re-integration challenges to labour deportees was spurious. The 
results further indicated that the lack of pre-deportation assistance program created greater re-
integration challenges for illiterate deportees. 
The influence of monthly income on lack of Pre-deportation assistance program and re-integration 
challenges to labour deportees showed that the deportees with 10,000-20,000 monthly income had 
highly positive (OR = 20.000) and significant (P = 0.036) relationship between the aforesaid variables as 
shown in (Table No. 4). In addition, the association for aforesaid variables was positive (OR = 14.286) and 
highly significant (P = 0.000) for the deportees with 21,000-30,000 monthly income. Similarly, there was 
positive (OR = 8.636) and highly significant (P = 0.000) relationship between the after said variables for 
the deportees with 31,000-40,000 monthly income. Moreover, the relationship between above mention 
variables were positive (OR = 1.250) and none-significant (P = 0.775) for the deportees with 41,000-
50,000 monthly income. The Odds Ratio values indicated that the relationship between the lack of pre-
deportation assistance and re-integration challenges to labour deportees was significant and spurious 
when the monthly income of deportees was controlled. The Odds Ratio further indicated that lack of pre-
deportation assistance created greater re-integration challenges for labour deportees with 10,000-20,000 
and 21,000-30,000 monthly income as compared to other monthly income of the deportees in their 
country of origin. 

55-62 and above 
Years of Age 

Yes 10 (47.6) 4 (19.0) 14 (66.7) ᵪ2 = 6.109 
P = 0.012 
OR= 15.000 

No 1 (4.8) 6 (28.6) 7 (33.3) 

Literate  Yes 70 (39.3) 34 (19.1) 104 (58.4) ᵪ2= 29.975 
P = 0.000 
OR = 5.960 

No 19 (10.7) 55 (30.9) 74 (41.6) 

Illiterate  Yes 61 (42.4) 32 (22.2) 93 (64.6) ᵪ2= 41.291 
P = 0.000 
          OR =17.538 

No 5 (3.5) 46 (31.9) 51 (35.4) 

10,000-20,000 
Monthly Income 

Yes 75 (41.9) 35 (19.6) 110 (61.5) ᵪ2= 4.412 
P = 0.036 
OR = 20.000 

No 9 (5.0) 60 (33.5) 69 (38.5) 

21,000-30,000 
Monthly Income 

Yes 38 (39.6) 22 (22.9) 60 (62.5) ᵪ2= 47.761 
P = 0.000 
OR = 14.286 

No 6 (6.3) 30 (31.3) 38 (37.5) 

31,000-40,000 
Monthly Income 

Yes 10 (31.3) 7 (21.9) 17 (53.1) ᵪ2= 19.737 
P = 0.000 
OR = 8.636 

No 8 (25.0) 7 (21.9) 15 (46.9) 

41,000-50,000 & 
Above 
Monthly Income 

Yes 5 (45.5) 1 (9.1) 6 (54.5) ᵪ2= 0.098 
P = 0.775 
OR = 1.250 

No 1 (9.1) 4 (36.4) 5 (45.5) 



 

3926| Sami Ullah                                        Deported Labours without Prior Assistance and the Risks of Re-Integration  
          Challenges in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan  

 
 

IV. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION  

The study found that the lack of pre-deportation assistance program in host country was strongly 
associated with the re-integration challenges to labour deportees in their home country as shown in (see 
Table 2, 3 and 4). The study found that the lack of pre-deportation assistance program in host country 
had a strong association with post-deportation re-integration challenges to the deported people in their 
country of origin. The host countries did not have policy program to promoted assisted voluntary return 
migration. They did not informed migrants about their deportation prior to departure and given no time 
to collect their belongings prior to deportation, while if there is necessary loges with migrants at the time 
of arrestment were also confiscated by the emigrants’ authority in the host country during deportation. 
The host country did not have specialized training opportunities prior to departure while the host and 
home countries and their embassies as well as the international community also did not offer any prior 
financial assistance programs for the successful re-integration of the deported people in their home 
country. This nature of return created re-integration challenges to labour deportees in their country of 
origin and showed exploitation of the capitalist against labour migrants in the host country. Labour 
migrants are doubly exploited and stigmatized by capitalist in the dualistic labour market of the host 
country because firstly, migrants had been exploited in bad jobs of the secondary labour market by 
paying lowest wages and, secondly they did not protect migrants and given no rights and opportunities 
for returning labour rather exploited and stigmatized them severely. This probably demonstrated that the 
exploitation of capitalist against labour migrants are not only exist in foreign labour market but also deep 
rooted in local labour market of the home country because they did not insured the safe returning of their 
citizens. This exploitation degraded deportees socially and economically. In this situation, deportees were 
unable to find prestigious jobs in the local labour markets due to the exploitative nature of return. The 
study show that the wage differences are not due to the skills variations of individual but the exploitation 
and stigmatization of the host and home country which directed deportees to follow different paths to 
survive in the local labour market, that actually generated segmentation in the labour markets. These 
results are consonant with the findings of Cassarino (2004) by stating that the un-preparedness or 
unwillingness to leave the host country are strongly associated with the re-integration challenges to 
labour deportees in their country of origin. Therefore, a strong return preparation are required for the 
successful re-integration of labour deportees.  Dako-Gyeke and Kodom (2017) found that the post return 
life of the migrants are greatly affected by the reality of the host and home country, while Schuster and 
Majidi (2013) concluded that the successful re-integration of returnees is depends upon the nature of 
return. Similarly, David (2015) studied that the voluntary returnees have more likelihood of re-
integration in the home country than involuntary returnees. Therefore, the deported people were unable 
to find prestigious jobs rather they were adjusted in low pay jobs in the segmented labour market. These 
structural forces create cheap and flexible labour, which are restricted to fill lowest segments according 
to the demand of the dual labour market, whereas the disadvantageous deportees are often tracked on 
paths of downward mobility over generations, while privileged deportees have more opportunities to 
craft paths to upward mobility (Dingeman, 2018) in the dualistic labour markets. Future researches 
should be continue to highlight the impacts of anti-immigrants policies in host countries. Similarly, the 
host country should protect immigrants and could stop discrimination and exploitation against 
immigrants during arrestment and deportation. Host country should provide proper time, counseling and 
should prepare immigrants mentally for deportation which could help them to re-integrate successfully in 
home country. Deportees should facilitate with financial or in kind support by the host and home country 
as well as by the international community in order to secure re-integration of deportees in their country 
of origin.  
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