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Editorial

Cities are at the forefront of responding to forced migration and do so 
in highly varied ways. Only one third of the world’s more than 20 million 
refugees presently live in camps; the majority settle in urban areas and 
peri-urban settlements, largely in developing regions in the Global 
South. An even larger amount of internally displaced people live in cit-
ies. Due to a universal trend towards protracted displacement, cities 
are becoming increasingly important spaces of integration. This is also 
recognised at the level of global policies. For example, the New Urban 
Agenda (2016) promulgated at the Habitat III Conference stressed the 
responsibility of cities to promoting the rights of migrants and refu-
gees, and the UN’s Global Compact of Refugees (2018) called for ‘out-
of-camp’ solutions to forced migration.

While the importance of cities and urban areas for people who seek 
protection, means of livelihood and passage has been highlighted for 
some time, many questions remain unanswered. This special issue en-
quires into the degree to which policies at global, national and local 
level acknowledge the urbanisation of displacement, as well as into the 
interdependencies between different actors and levels of governance. 
Moreover, strategies and motivations of local urban stakeholders in a 
multi-level governance context are of interest. This issue further asks 
how climate and environmental stress, inter- and intra-state conflict, 
and digitisation influence people’s movement decisions, trajectories, 
and their experiences in urban arrival areas. 

The main focus of this special issue is cities and urbanising areas – in-
cluding camps – in the Global South. This, however, does not imply that 
we ignore refugee movements in the Global North. After all, TRIALOG is 
published in Germany, a country in which the domestic policy discourse 
of recent years has been heavily shaped by the massive influx of refu-
gees in 2015. Thus, three articles in this issue relate to the German scene. 

In the first article of this issue of TRIALOG, Eva Dick uses the case of 
Kalobeyei settlement in the north of Kenya to disentangle how stake-
holders of different levels came to embrace local integration as a ‘nov-
el’ approach to refugee management. From the national and regional 
governments‘ perspective, security interests and a rising gap in hu-
manitarian funding were key factors. For the local government it was 
about promoting economic development. 

In contrast to the common alarmist scenarios of millions of refugees 
that could soon migrate to Europe, Benjamin Schraven gives an 
overview of recent research on the climate-migration nexus that em-
phasises the complexity of the interplay between ecology and mobility. 
The conclusion drawn is that climate change is more likely to lead to 
more internal and intraregional migration and forced displacement in 
the Global South. Urban areas play an essential role in that regard, both 
as actors and as hotspots of mobility and climate change.

The third article of this issue juxtaposes three interviews conducted at 
the local level in different parts of the world. Chairman Hamidul 
Hoque Chowdhury from Cox’s Bazar in Bangladesh, Ullrich Sierau, 
the former Lord Mayor of the City of Dortmund in Germany, and Pat-
rick Lokewan Nabwel, a GIZ expert posted to Kakuma in Northern 
Kenya, share first-hand experiences in dealing with the integration of 
large refugee flows within short and longer periods.

Einhard Schmidt-Kallert’s reportage recounts the unlikely story of 
the squatters of the house at Obere Maschstraße 10 in the city cen-
tre of Göttingen. What had started as an emergency project to assist 
and empower refugees gradually took shape as a housing project, 
though with special features: autonomous, multi-generational and 
multi-cultural.

Janina Stürner’s article shows that African cities engage in different 
forms of city diplomacy, among other ways by demanding a seat at mi-
gration policy-making tables. The author concludes that African city di-
plomacy pursues practical, symbolic and jurisgenerative purposes.

The article by Hasan Sinemillioglu, Furat Kuti and Salah Hhadee-
da depicts the situation and perspectives of the Êzîdî [Yazidis] in Iraq, 
most of whom are currently living in refugee camps in the Duhok re-
gion in Northern Iraq, following the exodus from the Sinjar region in Au-
gust 2014. The article is mainly composed of authentic voices from the 
Êzîdî themselves, leaving a rather gloomy outlook towards their future.

Salam Alhaj investigates differences in work and education for Syrian 
refugees in Jordan between the Zaatari camp and the city of Amman. 
The author discusses the effect of residing in the camp on labour par-
ticipation, engagement in formal work and having work permits, and 
the variations between Zaatari and Amman.

Ayham Dalal and Philipp Misselwitz’s article draws the attention 
to the role of shelter and how it is appropriated by refugees in their 
daily life. The authors compiled and interpreted architectural and 
ethnographic data from two camps: Zaatari in Jordan, and Tempo-
homes in Germany. The authors conclude that no matter how well 
designed the shelters are, they will always be appropriated for the 
purpose of dwelling. 

The article by M. Suresh Babu sheds light on the vulnerabilities of 
migrants, especially due to the COVID-19 pandemic. His study is based 
on interviews with migrant workers employed in Chennai in Southern 
India. According to M. Suresh Babu’s findings, key challenges all mi-
grant workers are faced with, such as lack of social security and poor 
access to basic amenities, have been aggravated by the impact of the 
pandemic.

Point of departure for Charles Martin-Shields’ article is the transpor-
tation disadvantages faced by many refugees. Drawing on fieldwork in 
Kuala Lumpur, in his article he evaluates the potential of ride sharing 
for making refugees’ daily lives easier.

Kathrin Golda-Pongratz’s essay is based on long-term research in 
self-built neighbourhoods on the urban fringes of the Peruvian capital 
Lima and describes the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on the pop-
ulation working in the informal sector. The author posits that displace-
ment and uprooting have become a double condition for migrants who 
had built their homes decades ago but were forced to return to their 
places of rural origin during the pandemic. 

Eva Dick, Einhard Schmidt-Kallert  
and Benjamin Schraven as volume editors
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OM10 in Göttingen: From Squatting to a Beacon of New 
Urbanism

Einhard Schmidt-Kallert

This reportage recounts the unlikely story of the squatters of the house at Obere Maschstraße 10, a former administrative building of the German 
Trade Union Congress in the city centre of Göttingen. At the height of the influx of refugees to Germany in 2015, a group of 50 activists occupied 
the vacant building to transform it into a transit stop and resting spot for newly arriving refugees. 
What had started as a temporary, possibly symbolic, act emerged over time as a story of legalisation and consolidation. Public opinion swung in 
favour of the squatters, and internal discussions within the trade unions paved the way for negotiations between the Trade Union Congress and 
the activists. With the help of a crowdfunding campaign, an association formed by the activists was able to buy the building. Subsequently, the 
squatters busied themselves to convert the office spaces into living quarters. What had started as an emergency project to assist and empower 
refugees gradually took shape as a housing project, though with special features: autonomous, multi-generational and multi-cultural. 

Wie aus einer Hausbesetzung ein städtebauliches Leuchtturmprojekt wurde
Diese Reportage zeichnet die Geschichte der Hausbesetung des Hauses Obere Maschstraße 10 nach, eines ehemaligen Verwaltungsgebäudes des Deut-
schen Gewerkschaftsbundes im Stadtzentrum von Göttingen. Auf dem Höhepunkt des Flüchtlingszustroms nach Deutschland im Jahre 2015 besetzten 
50 Aktivisten das leer stehende Gebäude, um es in einen Transitort für neu ankommende Flüchtlinge umzuwandeln. 
Was als vorübergehende, vielleicht als eher symbolische Aktion begonnen hatte, entwickelte sich im Laufe der Zeit in eine ungewöhnliche Geschichte 
von Legalisierung und Konsolidierung. Die öffentliche Meinung war auf Seiten der Hausbesetzer, und interne Diskussionen innerhalb der Gewerkschaf-
ten ebneten den Weg zu Verhandlungen zwischen dem Gewerkschaftsbund als Eigentümer und den Aktivisten. Mithilfe einer Crowdfunding-Kampagne 
und nach Gründung eines Vereins und einer GmbH schafften es die Aktivisten, das Gebäude zu kaufen. Anschließend machten sich die Besetzer daran, 
die Büroräume in bewohnbare Wohnungen umzuwandeln. Was als Nothilfe für ankommende und durchreisende Flüchtlinge begonnen hatte, entwickel-
te sich mit der Zeit zu einem beispielhaften Wohnprojekt mit ganz eigenen Charakteristika: autonom, Generations-übergreifend und multi-kulturell. 

The main door of the vacant office block at Obere-Masch-
Straße 10 was already open when some activists cautiously 
entered the building to occupy the premises as squatters. 
Others, out of a total of more than 50 activists and sym-
pathisers, stayed outside, guarding the door and distributing 
flyers to the new neighbours. Within minutes, the entire 
building was decorated with banners to inform the onlook-
ers what was happening. The squatters themselves informed 
the local press and the city authorities. But there were no 
barricades. 

That was on 5 November 2015, following a summer of what 
became known in government statements and the main-
stream press as the ‘refugee crisis’, and which leftwing 
groups in Germany prefer to call ‘the long summer of migra-
tion’: when the Balkan route was open for a few months, 
when Germany opened its borders to refugees, and when 
thousands – during peak periods, tens of thousands – of refu-
gees, many of them full of expectations, crossed the border 
into Germany every day. They were Syrians fleeing from the 
civil war, and North Africans and refugees from many 

                                         
Figure 1 & 2: The house 
at Obere-Masch-Str. 10 in 
Göttingen, a day after the 
occupation in November 
2015. Source: OM10 archive 
(CC BY-SA) 
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sub-Saharan African countries who had their own reasons to 
leave their countries. Nearly all of the over fifty activists who 
entered Obere-Masch-Straße 10 (which soon became known 
by the acronym ‘OM10’, or just ‘OMze’) were somehow or 
other involved in solidarity and support of the incoming refu-
gees. They were a loose, non-partisan network of leftwing ac-
tivists of all ages, appalled and moved by the reports of what 
was happening at the outside borders of the European Union, 
but also impressed by the courage and perseverance of the 
refugees along the Balkan route. Closer to home, they knew 
of the difficult conditions in ‘Friedland’, Germany’s oldest re-
ception camp for newly arrived refugees and asylum-seekers, 
which is located near Göttingen. Facilities there were com-
pletely overstretched, with up to five times the number of oc-
cupants for which the camp had been built (3,500 to 4,000 
people instead of the normal capacity of 700). And every night 
there were more newly arriving refugees at Göttingen’s cen-
tral station, none of whom could continue their journey to 
‘Friedland’ because they had missed the last train. 

A transit stop for refugees

The urge to do something concrete to ease the plight of the 
newly arriving refugees was perhaps the strongest common 
denominator among the people who decided to occupy 
OM10. The occupation was not completely spontaneous; 
there had been some planning ahead, though no long-term 
preparations. The activists were aware of vacant buildings in 
the centre of Göttingen, a medium-sized university town in 
the state of Lower Saxony. The former regional headquarters 
of the German Trade Union Congress, a four-storey building 
just 500 metres away from the main railway station, was 
found to be the most suitable object. And indeed, what the 
activists-turned-squatters did from the beginning went far be-
yond just informing the local press and the neighbourhood: 
from the very first day, members of the group went to the rail-
way station to pick up refugees who were stuck there and in-
vite them to OMze. The occupied house quickly became a 
transit stop, a decent resting spot for newly arriving refugees. 
Some of them spent just one night at OMze, others stayed for 
weeks. On average, the house gave shelter to 20 to 25 transit-
ing refugees every night. The activists quickly organised mat-
tresses, bedsteads and linen; they also set up a makeshift 
buffet and kitchen facilities. Neighbours from the same area 
volunteered to wash linen, and donated food. Some of the ac-
tivists decided to move with their belongings into the house, 
and a few refugees resolved to stay longer. So a kind of spon-
taneous and transitory residential community emerged. 

Obviously, what the OMze activists did was not completely 
novel. Occupying vacant land or premises without legal title 
has a tradition in nearly all countries of the world. Some-
times squatting is considered a phenomenon of the Global 
South, where even today up to half of the total population of 
major metropolises is made up of squatters. But there have 
been similar movements in countries of the Global North, es-
pecially since the 1970s, in the US, Britain, the Netherlands, 
Germany and many other European countries. In terms of 
numbers, there have never been as many squatters in Ger-
many as, for example, in Britain, due to differences in the le-
gal system.1 In Germany, the law of ‘Hausfriedensbruch’ 
(breaking the peace of a building or a piece of land) is a seri-
ous obstacle for would-be squatters. Owners can easily ob-
tain an eviction order, which can be executed with help from 
the police. After eviction, the squatters can be charged with 
‘Hausfriedensbruch’. And yet, there have been waves of 

squatting in Germany’s recent history.2 The first known squat 
after WW2 took place in Frankfurt’s West End, when 23 tene-
ment buildings were occupied. The squatters lived in the oc-
cupied houses for a number of years, until they were evicted 
three or four years after the initial occupation. Since the ear-
ly 1980s, Berlin-Kreuzberg has experienced a spate of 
squats. There were similar occupations in Hamburg and Mu-
nich. Another wave of squats followed in Berlin shortly after 
the reunification of Germany. There were a lot of squats in 
Göttingen as well. Some of the squatted houses (about half a 
dozen) have been under the administration of the ‘Studen-
tenwerk’, which now is assigning the property to self-organ-
ised student associations. 

As early as 1982, there was a case in the city of Dortmund 
somewhat similar to OMze: the occupation of a disused for-
mer training centre of the powerful Metal Workers’ Union, 
known as the ‘Heidehof’, by a group of 35 young activists 
and their supporters. Their intention was to use the premises 
for practising an alternative lifestyle and to find affordable liv-
ing space in a period of growing housing shortage. After half 
a year, their experiment came to an abrupt end when all 
squatters were evicted by riot police and the building was 
demolished. 

On balance, one can say that there have been few success 
stories of legalised squats in Germany. Though ‘Hafenstraße’ 
and ‘Rote Flora’ in Hamburg have survived for many de-
cades, the dominance of neoliberalism since the 1990s has 
discouraged many would-be squatters. Only last autumn, in 
early October, the German media reported about the eviction 
of long-term squatters from the house Liebigstraße 34 in 
Berlin-Friedrichshain, which had been an icon of resistance 
in the struggle for shelter in Germany for over thirty years.3

Uncertainty and negotiations

So, what made the OMze people so sure they would eventu-
ally be successful? ‘Nothing,’ recalls Marcus bluntly, one of 
the early occupants, who has been active in the squat from 
the very first day: ‘For the first few days, we were constantly 
expecting an eviction order. But when after three days no 
message from the house owner was forthcoming, we felt a 
little more secure. We decided to contact the Trade Union 
Congress Executive Board for talks, but for a start they sent 
representatives of their real estate division. These delegates 
actually came a few days later, and we invited them to have 
coffee and cake with us inside the house. We clearly ex-
plained that we had occupied the house to stay here for 
good.’ But it was obvious that the visitors had no real man-
date to make any promises or to enter into real negotiations. 
So after coffee, cake and some polite exchange, they re-
turned to their limousines. 

There was good media coverage on the occupation, both lo-
cally and nationally.4 The local newspaper gave a fairly bal-
anced coverage on the squatters’ point of view, but they also 
reported about the Trade Union’s intentions to sell the build-
ing to potential investors. Numerous letters to the editor, 
which sympathised with the squatters and the cause they 
were fighting for, were published. But initially the group of 
activists was not entirely clear regarding what course of ac-
tion they seriously wanted to pursue: some favoured a more 
symbolic occupation of the building over a few weeks, oth-
ers strongly advocated negotiations with the owners and a 
long-term perspective. 

1 
For a penetrating inside ac-
count of the British squatter 
movement up to 1980, see: 
Anning et.al (1980) Squatting: 
The Real Story (London: Leaf 
Books).

2 
For an overview of the 
post-war history of squat-
ting in Germany, see the 
book by Sichtermann and 
Sichtermann (2017), Das ist 
unser Haus. Eine Geschichte 
der Hausbesetzung (Berlin: 
Aufbau Verlag).

3 
See, for example: Widmann, 
A. (2020) ‘Liebig 34, Dreißig 
Jahre sind genug [Liebig 34, 
30 years are enough].‘ In: 
Berliner Zeitung, 9.10.2020: 6

4 
For example: ‘DGB-Haus in 
Göttingen. Besetzer fordern 
Wohnraum-Umbau [DGB 
House in Gottingen. Squatters 
demand residential conver-
sion]‘ in Göttinger Tageb-
latt, 5.11.2015; ‘Aktivisten 
wollen bleiben [Activists 
want to stay]‘ in Hessische-
Niedersächsische Allgemeine, 
6.11.2015; ‘Gestrandete 
Flüchtlinge übernachten 
im ehemaligen DGB-Haus 
[Stranded refugees overnight 
in former DGB house]‘ in 
Hessische-Niedersächsische 
Allgemeine, 9.11.2015; 
‘Besetzer helfen Flüchtlingen 
[Squatters help refugees]‘ in 
taz, 11.112015; and various 
radio and TV reports on NDR 
radio and TV.
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There was a tipping point in the public opinion when, in Janu-
ary 2016, the local newspaper published an article with 
quotes from an interview with the Chairman of the Trade 
Union Congress in charge of Lower Saxony.5 The trade 
unionist was quoted as referring to the squatters as ‘starry-
eyed idealists’ (Gutmenschen) who ‘had nothing but non-
sense in their head’ (haben Flausen im Kopf), and he went 
on to explain that ‘people in the old town centre of Göttingen 
were not really inclined to receive more refugees’. This last 
statement, which essentially was an allusion to everyday 
racism, was definitely not taken kindly by the citizens of Göt-
tingen, a town that is proud of its democratic tradition span-
ning back to the early 19th century.6 And it is quite possible 
that this interview eventually backfired on the Trade Union 
Congress and its position in the ensuing negotiations. What 
is for sure is that this interview was to instigate more internal 
discussions within the trade unions as well. 

What followed were internal discussions on both sides, 
among the squatter-activists of OMze as well as within the 
trade unions. In their plenary meetings, the squatters dis-
cussed whether or not to enter into real negotiations with 
the Trade Union Congress. Initially, many were reluctant to 
talk to the ‘big people’ within the congress because, given 
the general political climate in the country, they were not 
sure whether they would be able to maintain their position 
and to win in the conflict. But over the course of spring, 
more activists slowly realised that through negotiations they 
could safeguard what they had already achieved. Simultane-
ously, internal discussions within the trade unions ensued. A 
seasoned local trade unionist remembers that at a dele-
gates’ convention of the Metal Workers’ Union in Lower Sax-
ony that had originally been devoted to the question of how 
to integrate refugees at the factory level, a motion was intro-
duced urging the Trade Union Congress (at federal level, the 
rightful owner of OMze) to enter into ‘serious negotiations 
with the squatters’; it was supported by nearly all delegates 
present at the meeting. 

In the process, even the Executive Board members of the 
Trade Union Congress at federal level realised that, given 
public opinion and internal pressure within individual trade 
unions, an eviction order would definitely taint the unions’ 
image. Thus, they authorised a delegation to negotiate with 
the OMze squatters, who had also elected a negotiation 
team. At the first meeting in April 2016, the trade unionists 
were satisfied that the squatters were non-partisan. 

Moreover, some of the congress’s negotiators were some-
what puzzled when the round of introductions even revealed 
that there were trade union members on the side of the 
OMze negotiating team as well. After several rounds of ne-
gotiations, a price for the building was agreed upon: clearly a 
political price. Subsequently, the activists started a crowd-
funding campaign, which was successful beyond expecta-
tions. They registered as an association, and shortly after-
wards as a limited liability company, so as to be able to act 
as a legal entity in the contract negotiations. The contract 
was eventually signed in March 2018. A year and a half later, 
OMze joined the ‘Mietshäuser-Syndikat’ (Tenement Syndi-
cate), a conglomerate of autonomous collective-housing 
projects in Germany, in order to protect the project in the fu-
ture from being acquired by commercial investors.7

‘Instandbesetzung’8

The success story of OMze, one of legalisation and consoli-
dation, is an improbable one that most of the activists who 
entered the house in November 2015 for the first time would 
not have imagined coming true. But what matters, apart 
from the legal consolidation, is what has happened inside 
the house: how the initial desire to welcome refugees has 
been transformed into a new form of living together in the 
house – ‘Our house,’ as the OMze activists have emphasised 
right from the beginning of the project.

Apart from fighting for security of tenure, the OMze activists 
have, from the very first day, busied themselves to make the 
building habitable. There is a tradition in the German squatter 
movement since the early 1980s that has been dubbed ‘In-
standbesetzung’, meaning occupation combined with reno-
vation or rehabilitation of dilapidated flats. This was the pro-
gramme of the squatter movement in Berlin-Kreuzberg in 
those years; and the OMze activists likewise immediately 
started to convert the office spaces they found in the house 
into living quarters fit for residential uses. This was obviously 
an enormous task for the group: rehabilitating a four-storey 
building with a total floor space of nearly 800 square metres. 
Bathrooms and kitchens had to be introduced, electrical fit-
tings had to be changed, floor plans needed to be adjusted 
by tearing down separating walls and building new ones. It 
was a fortunate coincidence that the group of activists was 
fairly diverse in terms of professional background and expe-
rience. There were trained carpenters and masons in the 
team. Initially, especially as long as the tenure arrangement 
was still unclear, rehabilitation was somewhat incremental, 
meaning that some of the fittings installed at the beginning 
had to be removed again after the long-term floor plans 
emerged. Once the purchase agreement with the Trade 
Union Congress had been signed, new modern insulated 
windows could be installed and the rooftop could be sealed. 
Over the years, the residents have contributed thousands of 
hours of unpaid labour into the effort to rehabilitate and 
eventually beautify the building. Labour, personal effort and 
dedication were the capital that all the people who now live 
in OM10 generously gave to the project. This type of capital 
is at least as important as the monetary contributions col-
lected through crowdfunding. 

The inside story

In a way, the OMze project also changed its character in 
the process of consolidation. What had started as an 
emergency project to assist and empower refugees 

Figure 3: ‘Instandbesetzung’ 
– new windows arriving in 
February 2019. Source: Wil-
helm Pflüger (CC BY-SA) 

5 
‘DGB erteilt Besetzern eine 
Abfuhr [DGB rebuffs squat-
ters].‘ In: Göttinger Tageblatt, 
28.1.2016

6 
For example, visitors to 
Göttingen who arrive by 
train these days are greeted 
outside the railway station by 
a monument commemorat-
ing the ‘Göttingen Seven‘, 
a group of seven university 
professors who, in 1837, had 
protested against the aboli-
tion of the democratic consti-
tution of the State of Hanover 
by King Ernest Augustus. All 
of them were subsequently 
dismissed from university 
service for a lifetime. 

7 
See: https://www.syndikat.
org/en/joint_venture/ 

8 
“Squatting to restore“.

https://www.syndikat.org/en/joint_venture/
https://www.syndikat.org/en/joint_venture/
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gradually took shape as a housing project, though with 
special features: autonomous, multi-generational and 
multi-cultural. 

The internal democratic decision-making structure has 
helped in this transition. From the beginning, all important 
decisions have been taken by a plenary, which in the ear-
ly days met three times a week and presently still meets 
once every week. This refers, for example, to decision on 
renovations, on the internal layout of the building, and on 
the allocation of rooms or flats to new residents. Every fu-
ture resident has to introduce himself/herself to the ple-
nary. The plenary has also passed a set of house-keeping 
rules. 

The project started as a temporary shelter for refugees. 
Now, most residents have tenancy agreements. There is 
no strict quota, but the plenary takes care of gender bal-
ance and, of course, maintaining a mix of refugees, mi-
grants and Germans. Currently, there are 24 residents, 
more women than men, and only four of them hold a Ger-
man passport. There are Iranians, Sudanese, Syrians and 
many other nationalities in the group. They live in two flat-
sharing communities and a few family flats. More than half 
of the total floor space of 800 square metres is used for 
residential purposes, 180 square metres is for offices, and 
on the first floor there is a large hall for public meetings 
and performances. 

Office space is rented out to the football fan club Göttingen 
05, to an international women’s club, a medical counselling 
and treatment centre for refugees, and to the socialist youth 
organisation ‘die Falken’. At one time, German language 
courses were also offered at OMze.

To be sure, everyday life for the long-term OMze residents 
has never been without challenges. The motives to move into 
the house as well as the personal experiences differ greatly 
from one person to another. ‘There is bound to be conflict in 
this setting,’ admits Marcus, ‘Just think of the different cul-
tures, just think of the psychic stress of the newly arrived ref-
ugees... Simple things matter, like noise levels... Being mindful 
with each other is not always easy, but matters a lot.’ And 
there have been more-serious cases: in two instances, the 
plenary decided that a resident had to leave the community. 

There is also a perennial conflict between the desire to con-
solidate life in the flat-sharing communities with frequent re-
quests for short-term shelter. Not everybody who needs and 
deserves a head over his or her head can be considered by 
the plenary. 

In addition, there have been challenges from outside the mi-
crocosm. Many OMze residents recall 25 May 2018 as the 
saddest day in the history of their community: the day that 
Willard Gondo was deported by the police. Willard hailed 
from Zimbabwe, and everybody who knew him would say he 

 
Figure 4, 5, 6 and 7: 
Scenes from the topping-out 
ceremony on June 1st, 2019. 
Source: Wilhelm Pflüger (CC 
BY-SA)



24 TRIALOG 140/141  January 2022

was well-integrated in Göttingen. He had even found a job as 
a football coach for the youth team of the local club ‘SC 
Hainberg’. All the same, without notice he was deported un-
der the regulations of the Dublin Regulation. His flatmates 
and the OMze plenary mobilised local solidarity, including a 
well-attended demonstration against what they considered 
an act of caprice by the powers that be. But the worst thing 
was: there was no way of contacting their former flatmate; 
for a long time they could not even reach him by phone, 
which left them feeling so utterly helpless. 

In spite of all challenges, OM10 has developed into a focal 
point of urban counter-culture in Göttingen. And as such, it is 
attractive to outsiders. Daphne, a young carpentry appren-
tice, narrates: ‘I used to live in another flat-sharing communi-
ty. But the other people were so apolitical. I myself didn’t 
know much about refugees and migration. Then I got in 
touch with people in OM10; that was so cool, everybody was 
building, renovating, so I wanted to live in one of the flat 

shares. There was work in progress... And once I had moved 
in, I got drawn into the multi-cultural environment, the peo-
ple, with their unbelievable life-stories... There are language 
barriers, but I am still feeling close to the others. And it’s so 
cool that it’s working. Before, I believed we had to integrate 
the migrants. But that’s bullshit, we are all individuals, each 
of us has his or her own personal story; integration can only 
happen through living together...’ 

‘We are here to stay, to stay for good’ is what the OMze 
squatters said in their first encounter with representatives of 
the Trade Union Congress. This strong desire to make an im-
pact on the urban fabric of Göttingen is perhaps best epito-
mised by a huge wall painting that now adorns the width 
and breadth of the house at Obere-Masch-Straße 10: it de-
picts a hydra, the serpentine water monster in Greek mythol-
ogy that grows two new heads for every head chopped off. 
The OMze residents, in the first place, see it as a symbol of 
the many heads of resistance. 

                                         
Figure 8: November 2020 
– OM10 adorned with the 
freshly painted hydra. Source: 
Wilhelm Pflüger (CC BY-SA).
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Editorial (Deutsch)
Städte spielen im Kontext von Flucht und Vertreibung eine 
Schlüsselrolle. Nur etwa ein Drittel der derzeit weltweit 
mehr als 20 Millionen Geflüchteten, die ihr Herkunftsland 
verlassen mussten, lebt in Lagern; die große Mehrheit 
wohnt in städtischen oder peri-urbanen Gebieten - haupt-
sächlich in Ländern des globalen Südens. Bei den Binnen-
vertriebenen ist dieser Anteil sogar noch größer. Aufgrund 
des weltweit zu beobachtenden Trends zu langanhalten-
den Vertreibungssituationen gewinnen Städte somit auch 
als Integrationsräume eine immer größere Bedeutung. 
Auch globale Politikagenden erkennen dies an. So betont 
die Neue Urbane Agenda der VN-Städtekonferenz Habitat 
III von 2016 die Verantwortung von Städten, sich für die 
Rechte von Geflüchteten und Migrant*innen einzusetzen. 
Der Globale Flüchtlingspakt der Vereinten Nationen von 
2018 ruft dazu auf, Geflüchtete in Zukunft nicht mehr in La-
gern unterzubringen. 

Obwohl die herausragende Rolle von Städten und Ballungs-
räumen für Schutzsuchende seit einiger Zeit hervorgehoben 
wird, bleiben viele Fragen offen. Diesen widmet sich die vor-
liegende Trialog-Ausgabe. So wird beispielsweise untersucht, 
inwieweit Politiken auf globaler, nationaler und lokaler Ebene 
die urbane Dimension von Flucht und Vertreibung angemes-
sen berücksichtigen und wie sie sich aufeinander auswirken. 
Außerdem stehen Strategien und Herausforderungen lokaler 
urbaner Akteure im Fokus des Themenheftes. Dabei wird 
auch untersucht, wie Klima- und Umweltveränderungen, 
zwischen- und innerstaatliche Konflikte oder auch die Digita-
lisierung Fluchtentscheidungen und die Erfahrungen geflüch-
teter Menschen in urbanen Räumen beeinflussen. 

Der Schwerpunkt dieser Ausgabe liegt auf Städten – ein-
schließlich Flüchtlingscamps - im globalen Süden. Dies be-
deutet jedoch nicht, dass wir die Relevanz des Themas im 
globalen Norden nicht in den Blick nehmen. Immerhin er-
scheint TRIALOG in Deutschland, wo der innenpolitische Dis-
kurs in den letzten Jahren stark durch den massiven Flücht-
lingszustrom 2015 geprägt war. Daher beschäftigen sich drei 
Beiträge in dieser Ausgabe auch mit Fallbeispielen aus 
Deutschland. 

Im ersten Artikel dieser Ausgabe untersucht Eva Dick am 
Fallbeispiel der Kalobeyei-Siedlung im Norden Kenias die 
Rolle einflussreicher Akteure für die Umsetzung von lokaler 
Integration als ‚neuen‘ fluchtpolitischen Ansatz. Sicherheits-
interessen und der Mangel an humanitären Mitteln waren 
zentrale Treiber auf Seiten der nationalen  Regierung und im 
regionalen Kontext. Für die lokale Regierung ging es darum, 
die wirtschaftliche Entwicklung voranzutreiben.

Im Gegensatz zu gängigen alarmistischen Szenarien von zig 
Millionen „Klimaflüchtlingen“, die schon bald in Richtung Eu-
ropa ziehen könnten, kommt Benjamin Schraven in sei-
nem Überblick über die Forschung zum Klima-Migrations-
Nexus zum Schluss, dass die Wechselwirkungen von 
Ökologie auf menschliche Mobilität sehr komplex sind und 
dass der Klimawandel wahrscheinlich in erster Linie zu 
mehr innerstaatlicher und intraregionaler (Zwangs-)Migrati-
on im globalen Süden führen wird. Städten kommt in die-
sem Zusammenhang sowohl als politischen Akteuren aber 
auch als Mobilitätsschauplätzen und Hotspots des Klima-
wandels eine ganz besondere Rolle zu.

Der dritte Artikel dieser Ausgabe besteht aus drei Interviews 
mit lokalen Akteuren aus unterschiedlichen Teilen der Welt: 
Hamidul Hoque Chowdhury, der gewählte Bezirkschef 
von Cox’s Bazar in Bangladesch, Ullrich Sierau, ehemaliger 
Oberbürgermeister der Stadt Dortmund in Deutschland, und 
Patrick Lokewan Nabwel, Experte der Deutschen Gesell-
schaft für Internationale Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) der im kenia-
nischen Kakuma arbeitet. Gemeinsam tauschen sie Erfah-
rungen aus erster Hand über kurz- und langfristige 
Integrationsherausforderungen aus. 

Dem folgt ein Beitrag von Einhard Schmidt-Kallert, der 
die unglaubliche Geschichte der Hausbesetzer*innen des 
Hauses in der Oberen Maschstraße 10 in der Göttinger In-
nenstadt erzählt. Was als Nothilfeprojekt zur Unterstüt-
zung von Geflüchteten begann, entwickelte sich nach und 
nach zu einem Wohnprojekt, das einige Besonderheiten 
aufweist: es ist autonom, generationenübergreifend und 
multikulturell.

Der Artikel von Janina Stürner unterstreicht, wie afrikani-
sche Städte unterschiedliche Formen der Städtediploma-
tie betreiben, etwa indem sie ein Mitspracherecht in inter-
nationalen migrationspolitischen Foren einfordern. Die 
Autorin kommt zu dem Schluss, dass die afrikanische 
Städtediplomatie nicht nur symbolische, sondern auch 
pragmatische und rechtsstiftende Zwecke verfolgt.

Hasan Sinemillioglu, Furat Kuti und Salah Hhadeeda 
schildern in ihrem Beitrag die Situation und Perspektiven 
der Jesiden im Irak, die seit ihrer Vertreibung aus der Regi-
on Sindschar im August 2014 vor allem in Flüchtlingslagern 
in der Region Duhok im Nordirak leben. Der Artikel stützt 
sich hauptsächlich auf die Stimmen der Jesiden selbst und 
schließt mit einem eher pessimistischen Blick auf die Zu-
kunft der jesidischen Gemeinschaft im Nordirak.

Salam Alhaj untersucht Unterschiede im Zugang zu Ar-
beit und Bildung bei syrischen Geflüchteten im jordani-
schen Lager Zaatari und Jordaniens Hauptstadt Amman 
und vergleicht diese beiden Aufenthalts- und Integrations-
kontexte miteinander. Die Autorin analysiert dabei vor al-
lem die Unterschiede in Bezug auf Teilnahme am (formel-
len) Erwerbsleben.

Der Artikel von Ayham Dalal und Philipp Misselwitz 
setzt sich mit der Rolle von Unterkünften und, wie  Ge-
flüchtete sie in ihrem Alltag aneignen, auseinander. Dafür 
sammelten und analysierten die Autoren architektonische 
und ethnographische Daten aus den beiden Lagern Zaata-
ri in Jordanien und Tempohomes in der deutschen Haupt-
stadt Berlin. Die Autoren kommen zu dem Schluss, dass 
alle Unterkünfte, egal wie gut sie architektonisch gestaltet 
sind, von ihren Bewohnern an die eigenen Bedürfnisse 
angepasst werden.

Suresh Babu beleuchtet in seinem Beitrag die Vulnerabi-
lität von Migrant*innen, insbesondere aufgrund der CO-
VID-19-Pandemie. Seine Studie basiert auf Interviews mit 
Wanderarbeiter*innen, die im südindischen Chennai ar-
beiten und leben. Er kommt zu dem Schluss, dass die zen-
tralen Herausforderungen der Wanderarbeiter*innen feh-
lende soziale Sicherheit und ein unzureichender Zugang 
zur Grundversorgung sind, was durch die die Auswirkun-
gen der Pandemie noch weiter verschärft wurde.

Der Artikel von Charles Martin-Shields dreht sich um 
die Benachteiligung im Bereich des urbanen Verkehrs, der 
viele Geflüchtete ausgesetzt sind. Anhand von For-
schungsergebnissen aus Kuala Lumpur bewertet der Arti-
kel das Potenzial von Konzepten wie digital organisierten 
Mitfahrgelegenheiten, um den Alltag von Geflüchteten 
beim Zugang zu Verkehrsmitteln zu erleichtern

Der Essay von Kathrin Golda-Pongratz stützt sich auf 
langjährige Recherchen zu informellen bzw. selbsterrich-
teten Quartieren am Stadtrand der peruanischen Haupt-
stadt Lima mit einem besonderen Fokus auf die Auswir-
kungen der COVID-19-Pandemie. Die Autorin betont, dass 
die Pandemie nicht nur zu einer wirtschaftlichen, sondern 
auch einer mobilitätsbezogenen Belastung für viele der 
Bewohner*innen geworden ist, die ihre Häuser am Stadt-
rand Limas zum Teil bereits vor Jahrzehnten gebaut hat-
ten, während der Pandemie aber gezwungen waren, in ih-
re ländlichen Herkunftsorte zurückzukehren.

Eva Dick, Einhard Schmidt-Kallert und Benjamin Schraven  
(verantwortliche Herausgeber*innen dieses Themenheftes)
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