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PEAPTUKY/INICAIBE IIOCTITAHOEMUJCKNX T'PAHUIIA?

Caxerak: Y pajiy ce TeOpeTCKM pasMaTpa TpaHCPOpMaInja pasyMeBarba IpaHuIia
y okBupy COVID-19 (mmocT)maHmeMujcKor KOHTEKCTa. Y IIPBOM ey pajia ce aHam3upa
MMYHWUTapHU JUCKYPC Kao HOBa (hopMa yIipaB/barba M MHTepIIpeTaIjyje ,KOpOHOKpaTcKe”
fip>xaBe. Y JpyroM Jiely ce MpONUTYje NPeJHOCT JUHAMIYHOT/KMHETUIKOT y OJHOCY Ha
CTATMYHO TyMadere IPAaHIIIA U 3HAYaj IbJIXOBUX XMOPUIHNX 1 ITOIMMOPGHMX aTpubdyTa
y Ipenacky Ha mocTBecTdanckn mehyHaponnu nmopenak. Ha kpajy ce pasmarpajy nmrm-
Kaljuje MaH/[eMMjCKOTr MeTaHapaTusa 110 kome ce COVID-19 TpeTupa Kao JOMMHAHT-
HO CIIO/bHA MTPETHa, Kao crrenndIHa BpCTa HenpujaTeba. Konawyno, paj ce sakpyuyje
neHTU(UKOBaKbEM IBOCTPYKOT IIpoLieca y BbIUX0BOj mepueniuju. Taj mpolec, ca jenHe
CTpaHe 06yXBaTa penyKoBame€ KMHETMIKIX HOTeHHI/Ija}Ia TpaHNMIa, a Ca APYTe IUXOBY
eKCTepHa/IM3alYjy Ha TEPUTOPHje AJIOXTOHMX/,, Tpehnx” seMaspa.

KipyuHe peun: rpaHuIle, HOCTIIAaH/IEMUjCKe TPaHNIIe, IPXKaBa, ,KOPOHOKpaTHja’,
COVID-19.

YBOJI

Mapa abpukoBare ceMaHTUUKe AMMEH3Mje ,,paTamHUX-BpeMeHa” jefHIM [elOM
[0YMBA Ha alCypAHOj MOTyhHOCTM fla ce UTHOPHIlIe MM He IPeIo3Ha BpCTa U 06UM
»aTamHOCTH-y-CBETY”, Y OHOME MICTOME CBETY KOjI Ce AeTEKTYje U MPOjeKTyje, aHac je
CBe MOTIIYHO Apyradnuje. Meradopa ,,patanHor-spemMeHa’ je mocraaa CyBUIIHO CTUIICKO
6peme. [Toxmonmia ce ca KOHjyHKTYPOM WK ,AyXoM~ CBeTa KOju XUBUMO. ,,daTanHo-
BpeMe” je IOCTAJI0 XeYPUCTUYKH jeFHAKO ,,(paTamHOCTHU-y-CBETY .

! djordje.stojanovic@ips.ac.rs

OBaj paji je HaCTA0 y OKBUPY IIPOjeKTa ,,/leMOKpailicKu u HAUUOHATHU KATAyUiteiiy HOAUTIUYKUX
uncimumyyuja Cpbuje y apouecy mehynapognux unitieipayuja”, 6p. 179009, koju ¢punaHcupa
MuHMCTapCTBO IPOCBETE, HayKe U TEXHOJIOUIKOT pa3Boja Pemybmuke Cpbuje. VicToBpeMeHo,
KOPUCTHUM OBY IIPWIMKY Jia ce 3axBa/imM 1podecopy fp Mamopy Capaxkaru (Mamoru Sadakata),
ca jeflHOT Off HajOOJBJIX jallaHCKUX YHUBep3uTeTa - Haroja Yausepsutera (Nagoya University),
3aTO IITO Me je, TOKOM MOT jeJHOTOAMIIIbeT 60paBKa y CTaTycy rocTyjyher ucTpaskusada Ha
VICTOM, Y4MHUO He caMo 60/bMM HayIHVKOM Beh ¥ 60/bJIM YOBEKOM.
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3anucra, MU IlaHAC KMBUMO TYpOYIeHTHNU IaHAEMMjCKI KOHTEKCT MHNUIPAH MyTa-
1L1jOM KOpOHaBMpyca, Ho3HatujoM kao SARS-CoV-2 (Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome
Coronavirus 2), xoju yspokyje 6onect COVID-19 (COronaVIrus Disease-19). Hynra Bpe-
MEHCKa TauKa jecTe Mocienmsy faH 2019. roanHe, Kaja je faHac mokojuu opramornor gp JIn
Benmuur (Li Wenliang) o6jaBuo Ha fpyurreHoj mpexit Bejoo (Weibo) kaxo je y Kuneckom
rpany ByxaHy perucTpoBaH KIacTep MUCTEPHO3HNUX C/IydajeBa BUpaHe ymase miyha
(Fang, 2020; Hegarty, 2020). Og 11. mapra 2020, kaza je CBeTCKa 3ApaBCTBEHA OpraHu3a-
nyja npornacuia nangemujy (WHO, 2020), My, 3anpaBo, IpunafaMo epyt MHTeH3UBHIX,
MpeBep3NOVITHNX M KOMIIPEXeH3UBHIX [TI06aTHUX IOK-MeTaMopdo3a.

ErsycrennujasiHo cMO yOKBUPEHM UMYHUTAPHOM IIapaJUTMOM Ca CIeICTBEHNM
cTparerujama 6momohn u ncuxomohu (Brown, 2019; Han, 2017; Foucault, 1990; Esposito
2011; Orr, 2006). Y TpeHYTKY Iucama OBOT pajia, aKTUBHE CY BUCOKO KOHTarno3Ha BA.1
OMIKPOH MyTallyfja 1 joII HelOBO/BHO McnuTaHa BA.2 mopBpcTa, KyMy/IatuBHu 6poj 3apa-
JKEHVIX je Ha 453 MIWIMOHA, 6p0j CMPTHMX CIIy4ajeBa Ha 6 MIWIMOHA, a YKYIIHY Opoj faTux
mosa BakiyHe Ha 10,6 Munjapau (Coronavirus Resource Center, 2022).

TeHepa/THO IOCMATPAHO, PAAY Ce O ITAHNYHOj AMHAMUIM fecTabun3yjyhux manme-
MMjCKVX CIIeHapyja HOBOMMIEHUjyMCKe ,,prmyuaHe MofepHOocTy (Bauman, 2012) n/wmm
»kKarmmranmsma karactpoga” (Klein, 2007) o6etexeHIX peIPeCUBHUM, PaUKaIN30BAHIM
¥ IIOCTXyMaHM30BaHUM OnononuTukama/ncuxononurukama. OHe Mory fa 6yny Kpajise
IpacTU4He U HepLUIMpaHe Kao MaHIeMNUjcKa JUKTATypa Haj monyaanujoM (Agamben,
2020; Sarasin, 2020), anu MOTy u fa ce aUPMATUBHO UHTEPIPETUPAJY KAO AEKOMIIO-
HOBabe jaBHe ByacTy 6e3 TotanutapHux kouceksenuu (Esposito, 2020; Tierney, 2016).
Arnicop60BaHM CMO CBOjeBPCHUM ,,(6110)TOMUTUYIKIM CHOM  MTaHIEMIjCKe MHTeH3np1Ka-
nuje u pamudukanyje Mohu sapaj; HeoCTBap/bUBe Ufieje MIeanHoT yIIpaB/barba APYIITBOM
u gp>xaBoM (cf. Foucault, 1995, str. 197-198).

YBaxaBajyhu mapagurmy ,mpoaykiyje mpocropa” (Lefebvre, 1991), Moxxemo pehu a
ce TTaHfIeMMjcK1/,,KOpoHa” (haKTOp KBami(UKOBAO 3a AUCKYP3UBHU KIbYY Y CapXKMTHCKOM
U CTAIlMjaTHOM peapTHUKyIcarby/ pekoHpurypucamy noct-COVID-19 apkaBa/mpymrrtaba
Kao ,KOPOHOKPATCKNX MMYHO-Jp>KaBa/pyIITaBa, MMyHO-IIPOCTOPA ¥ UMYHO-TEePUTOPHja
(Peters & Besley, 2020).

Y Tako BUCOKOKOMIIIEKCHOM KOHTEKCTY NaH/IeMMjCKIX VIMaruHapujyma, Bokabymapa
U MIMYHO-CIaIMja/THOT PeCTPYKTYpUpama CBETa, IeplelNiiija CIeKTaKy/Iapu30BaHMX Ipa-
HILIA ¥ TPAaHIYHY PeXVIMI/MeXaHVM3MI/ TeXHOJIOTYje/IIpaKce/acaMOIaXy, Tj. XeTeporeHu
mnpouecu COVID-19 6opaepunra, feboprepuHra u pe6opaeprHra,’ mocTajy mutarma Off
YATMMATVBHE BOXHOCTH. Majia je TpaHCTpaHMYHA IPUPOJA BUPYCa HECYMIbIBA, aHe-
MUjCKe/BUpa/He/MMYHO/KOPOHA IPaHNUIIe ITOCTAjy HAjBaXKHMjU €IEMEHT PEaHUMUPAHUX
TePUTOPUjaTHNX I'PaMaTHKa.

LenTpudyranta 1 HeHTpUIETATHA TPAHCMICHja TPAHIYHNX IIPAKCU BAH HUXO-
BUX OPUTMHATHUX TeorpadCKMX KOOPAMHATA, HEeIOK/Iallabhe IPaHNYHUX PYHKIMjA 1
IPaHMYHMX JIOKAIlMja, yKasyje Ha BXOBY MOOM/IHY/KMHETUYKY IUMEH3Mjy U PAcKup, ca
TPaiUIIMOHATHOM (PUKCUPAHOCTHU/CTaTUIHOCT Y BpeMeHy 1 npoctopy (Amilhat Szary
& Giraut, 2015; Nail, 2016).

> Kouuenru 6opaepunra (bordering) u 6oppepckejnunra (borderscape/bordescaping) he mounuje

OUTH MOjallIbeH.
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Kapa cy rpanniie y nuramy, Ioper maHgeMuje, y 3a/{ibIX IIeTHAECT TOAIHA TIOHOBHO
Oyjame nHTEpeca 3a BIUXOBO [IPOyYaBambe HOACTAKHYTO je MIINTaPU3MOM, TEPOPU3MOM,
€KOHOMCKVM/PaTHIM MUTpaliijaMa ¥ MUTpaljjaMa oBe3aHnM ca KIMMATCKIM IIpOMe-
nama (Dodds 2021; Jones, 2012; Jones, R. et al., 2017).

YBaxaBajyhu nperxonHo pedeHo, oBaj paj he 6urtu cTpykrypupan tako urro he
IpBO 6MTH aHA/IM3MpaHe 6asNdHe KapaKTePUCTVIKe [TT0OATHOT IIaHeMIjCKOT aMbujeHTa/
KOHTEKCTa, T€ OllepaTMBHO AedIHMCAH HeOIOTM3aM ,,KOpOHOKpaTuja’

Jpyru cet nuTama KojuM ce paj 6aBy IPONNUTYje MHTPUHCUIHY XMOPULHOCT 1
nonuMop¢dHOCT (KOpOHA) rpaHmMIa 1 mpotece (IIOCT)IaHAeMIjCKOT KOpOHa-6opaepuHra/
KOpOHa-00piepCKejIHra.

KOPOHOKPATHJA: KOHIEITTYAJTHA CKMIIA

Hoceha normxa nmpemica jaBHor 3apasiba je mpedopmymmcana. [Tpemnca omacHocTn,
KapaKTepPMCTIYHA 32 IIPBY TIOIOBVHY [ABAJECETOT BEKa, 3aMEbeHa je IPEMIICOM PU3NKa, Ka-
PaKTepUCTUYHOM 3a IPYTY IONOBUHY ABafeceTor Beka (Castel, 1991, str. 281-286; Hooker,
2007, str. 187-188). [TapTukynapHo HeyTpanucame/N3070Babe KOHKPETHO 3apaXKeHOT
eHTHUTETA 3aMEHEHO je 3a KOMEeKTUBHO CMabetbe allCTPAKTHOT IAHIEeMIjCKOT PU3UKA.
Epro, 61on01IKY UAEHTUTET je HOpMAaTUBHO/CUMOOMMYKY pekanubpucan. [ToeHTa je y
TOMe JIa PUTHHE TAH/IeMIjCKe OMOIOIUTIIKE Cajia »Iperxoae” mangemujama. [locrase cy
ayTOHOMHE Y OffHOCY Ha OIIACHOCT, Kao U eCeHIMja30BaHI aKCMOMI MEUIINMHCKO-II0-
muTrdke Komnosunuje noct-COVID-19 gpymtasa/mpkaBa.

[TnaHeTapHO NaHAEMMUjCKO cTame (the pandemic condition) je IIIOTHO CEMUOTUYKO
okpyxeme. CeMIUjyprujcko (semiurgy) reHeprcame MaHAeMIjCKIX KyITypa ce KBaTu(uKo-
BAJIO 32 jeflaH Of IerOBMX HAjBXHIUX KBa/mTeTa (Ha IIpMMep, HAI[OHAIHE KY/IType
usonauuje — lockdown vnu crierpuduaHe maHAeMIjCKe CYIKYATYPe Ha OCHOBY CTAPOCHOT
VI IPO(eCHOHATHOT KPUTEpUjyMa). Y TOM CMUCITY, MOXKEMO Pas/IMKOBATH YHUBEP3ATI-
HJI METaHAPATHUB ,IPUPOJHOT TOKA MaHjeM1je” U IUTypajHe ¥ BepHAKy/lIapHe HapaTyuBe
»KYITypPHUX TOKOBa ITaHzeMuje”.

EBuJeHTHa je TeH/IeHIIMja [Ia Ce CTarbe ITAaHUYHOT MaH/IeMIjCKOT CTpaXa UCKOPUCTU
3a eKCIUIOATalyjy BaHPeJHOT CTama Kao CTaHapAHe/HopMann3yjyhe mapagurme opra-
Husauuje u ynpasmpama (Agamben, 2020). Epro, Mo>xeMo c11060ZHO TOBOPUTH O IlepMa-
HEeHTHOj (CaMO)VHBEHIVj! ITaH/IeMUjCKOT eKCTpaJIerNTUMNTETa BIafjajyhx cTpykTypa
n 6roMenmuckux emra. Mumten @yko (Michel Foucault) je anannsupao opgrosope Ha
TpU 3apasHe OOJIECTY M TPETUPAO UX Kao MOJie/le 3a pasnuaute popme BrajfaBrHe/Mmohn
(Foucault, 2007; Sarasin, 2020). Pagu ce o nenpu, Kyru 1 60rumama.

»Mogien/pexxuM yenpe” oapasyMeBa yCTaHOB/bete Ienposapujyma. CyBepera moh
ce JCTIo7baBa CelapaTyCameM/M30/I0BabeM/ CerperaljoM 3ApaByx off 60TIeCHNX, Tj. MICKIbY-
JereM 00IeCHNX U3 APYIITBA. ,Mopen/pexum kyre” popcupa aucunmnuayjyhy moh:
TOTA/IHO aAMUHICTPUpPalbe APYLUITBA 6asMpaHO HA PUTOPO3HOj FUCLUIUIVHN. ,,Mopern
Kyre” Io4nBa Ha 6e3yC/I0BHOj KOHTPO/IM CBUX IpaHulia 1 MobunHoctu. Ko Herupa ose
Mepe pu3NKyje ga Oyzie 3apakeH WIM KaXKibeH. ,, Mopien/pesxxuM 60rnma i MHOKYIIa-
1yje” 3aMemyje mpobeM 130/10Baba MIN ,YBPCTOI” JUCHMIUIHOBabA ca BepoBaTHOhoM/
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CTaTMCTUKOM 3apakaBama nomynanuje. [lne Buie Huje anyntupame, Beh koersucreHunnja
U KOGKCTeHsMja ca MaTOreHMa/K/IMIama.

ArncrpaxyjMo cajja KOHTPOBEP3HOCT 6rononuTnike mapagurme Hopha Arambena
(Giorgio Agamben), n ¢poxycupajMo ce UMaHEHTHO Ha eH cafpskaj (Agamben, 1998;
Finlayson, 2010). Enoxa kojoj mpuiajlaMo eKCIVIMIMTHO Cyrepullie IIOTIYHO aHy/IMpambe
HaBOJ[HE UCTUHKI[Yje Ha IPUPOLHM KMBOT (zoe) ¥ MOMUTUYKY XUBOT (bios). [Janac je
Hallle IPUPOJIHO ,[IAHIEMIUJCKO TeI0” alICOPOOBAHO HALIMM ITOUTUIKIM i/ VI TIOJIN-
TU30BAHUM ,,[IAH/IEMIjCKUM TeTIOM , Tj. KY/ITYPOM ,,TOJIOT XXMBOTA” /,,TOJIOT OIICTAHKA .

Epro, monutuka je chepa rue ce yHMBEp3aIHY OMOIOLIKY XUBOT TPAHCIIOHYje Y
KBa/M(UKOBAHN HOUTUYKY KUBOT. [Ipeko omTuKe ,,BaHPENHOT CTama’, CyBepeHa Moh ce
MaHM]eCTyjy OTydnBameM O TOMe JIa /U je HeKM MOJIa/INTET KMBOTA YOIIIITe JOCTOjaH
xKuBjbema (Agamben, 2005; Vaughan-Williams, 2009). TuMe ce Moke MHTepIpeTHPaTy U
noreHypame norpede 3a COVID-19 e-nacomuma.

3a reHepanaHOT ceKpeTapa YjefumeHNX Hanuja AHTOHUja ['yTepenra (Antonio
Guterres), My He )XMBIMO y IIOCTPACHOM CBETY, @ CTOOOIHO TPXKUILTE HUje y CTakby Aa
CBMMa UCIOPYYM afieKBaTHY 3paBcTBeHy 3amtuty (Guterres, 2020). dynaupana Ha pe-
TOPUIIM HAIIVIOHATHE XOMOTeHI3al1je, Ha IOMyIMCTUYKIM Mapabonama 1 Xunepbonama,
»OMHUIIOTEHTHA, N30aBUTE/bCKA I CAHKPOCAHKTHA  MaTepPHAINCTIYKA IPXKaBa ce OIeT
BpaTuIa y )XIDKY MHTepecoBama. VIHTeH3u(UKOBaHY Cy AUCHVIUIMHYjyhy 1/vmm KoH-
TPOJIHY JPXKaBHU AUCKYpPCU/MeTaHapaTUBIL.

AyTopurapnzam 3ago01ja aHAEMIjCKI TETUTUMATET. [eHynMHNTeTHA JeMOKpATCKa
IOJIMTHKA Kao Jia je leaKTVBUpaHa/CyclieHjoBaHa. VIHTOKCMHMpaHa je ,,0aHa/lHMM Ha-
LMOHAMCTUYKNM MOMYIN3MOM, HapacTajyhum HatuBusmoM u pacusmom (Billig, 1995;
Casaglia & Coletti, 2021; Jones & Merriman, 2009; Paasi, 2016), Tj. BUX0OBUM IaTOre-
HO-MIMYHMTApHUM BapyjaHTama. To reHepuIne Crlaliujanmsanyjy HOIUTIKE IPEKO aro-
pUTMa TepUTOpPUjalHE 3aMKe HallMOHAJIHe p>KaBe. VIHTeH3MBHa TepuTopujanusanuja
IIaHJeMMjCKe OITACHOCTY IO3MIVIOHMpa IPaHuIle Kao KPYLMjaHO MeCTO 3a CTeIleH/KBa-
JINTET HallOHA/IHE 6€30eHOCTIL.

TeHepa/THM MOKYIIAj 1a ce OMOMEeAUIIMHCKA/3[paBCTBEHO-CAHNTAPHA KOMIIOHEHTa
IUCKYP3VBHO eCeHIIMjaIn3yje/CTaHiapAu3yje YMHN [ja CBaKy MOCTIAH/IeMIjCKY BIIaIaBUHY
MO>XKeMO OfIpefIUTY Ka0 KOPOHOKPATI)Y.

Kako je Beh HasHa4eHo, ca jeflHe cTpaHe je lecCIOTCKY pediekc Brafjajyhux emmra
CKJIOHVX JYICLUIVIVHYjYheM ,,BaHPEJHOM CTamby WM eCKaIpPamy »IIONMUTIKA 00y3iaBama”
XIUTHjeHCKO-cannTapHux rpannna (Tazzioli & Stierl, 2021). Ca gpyre cTpaHe je cTpaTelika
chepa ,,TamMjaTUBHOT OGMOMONTIIKOT M360pa” KOjit He BOAY Ka IOHMIITABAbY AeMOKpa-
Tije 1 fucbanmancy Mohy Ha CTpaHy BeHOT M3BPIIHOT [efa, Tj. aAMIHICTPATYBHOT allapara.

YBakaBajyhu npeTxofHo, peliuMo Ha Kpajy, HauelTHO MO>KeMO Pas3MKOBAaTU TPU
Ip’KaBHa IIOCTHAHAeMMjcKa aucKypca: (1) ,;eMOKpaTcKy KOPOHOKpaTujy”; (2) ,ayTopu-
TapHY/TIOMYIUCTIIKY KOPOHOKpatyjy” 1 (3) ,,XxubpunHy KopoHokpaTujy . KopoHokparcka
IeMoKpaTuja he JOMMHAHTHO MOYMBATH Ha JIETUTVMHO]j ,,MHCTUTYLIMOHATIHO] 60p6u” 3a
OIICTAHAK ,,90BeKa-rpahannna” u gpymrsa. AyropurapHa/IOMyINCTIYKA KOPOHOKPATHja,
OIIeT, Ha [ICEYO/IETUTUMHO] ,,/JUPUTOBAHOj 60p61” 3a ONCTAHAK ,,Y0BEKa-MOffAHNKA 1
3ajeguuie. XubpugHa KopoHokpatnja he KoM6MHOBaTK Ta [Ba IPUHINIIA Y MEPK KOja
OfiroBapa MHTepecuMa U mpedepeHInjaMa TOKaTHO MPOPIINCAHNX eTUTA.
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CBaxu off IPeTXOFHUX AUCKYyPCa MOXKe 00YXBaTaTI PaslInduTe BapujaHte/cyomm-
CKypce HOJIUTIYKOT cucteMa. Tako, ,,JeMOKpaTCcKa KOpOHOKpaTuja~ 00yxBaTa: ,,II071apu30-
BaHY JIEeMOKPATIjy , ,KOHCEH3ya/IHY IeMOKPaTIjy~ U ,HeOuHapHy feMokparujy” (Krastev
& Leonard, 2021). IIpBa Bapujanta ¢popcrpa pparMeHTaLNjy Ha Pa3INdmUTe UEOOIIKe
TpyIIe, 0be/e)xeHa je HelloBepermheM Y PeCTPUKTIBHE TaH/ieMIjCKe Mepe B/Iajie I CTPAaXoM 3a
cnobopy. [Ipyra BapujanTa nofgpasymesa GpopMarHO/TIOBPIIHO crrarame nsmely mapruja n
APYTUX HOTIMTUYKIX AKTePa, KOje MOXKe 1 ja MACKMpa pasinduTe CTelleHe He3a0BO/bCTBA.
Tpeha Bapujanra je o6ene>xeHa CUrHI(DUKAHTHIM 3a0KpeTUMa y IOIUTIYKOj Gprnozoduju
IJIaBHUX B/Iafajyhyx 1 OO3MIOHNX HapTHja.

I'PAHVYHA CTATVIKA VS. TPAHVYHA INHAMUKA

BuegyMeH3noHaMHN IIPOLIeCH peclialiyjam3anyje/ TeTepuTopujantnsanuje gepo-
rMpajy cratmuke u neTpudukyjyhe rpannaHe guckypce 6asyupaHe Ha IpeTIOCTaBKaMa
BecT¢anckor cyBepenntera (Shachar, 2020). [TocTBecTdancky cutyarujy Kapakrepuiie
HejacHa AMCTUHKIM]jA usMeby ,,crio/pHOI” 1, yHyTpalllber’ IpoTesama ApxKase (Caydaj
Kanape, Aycrpamuje, EY mwiu CAJl). [pannie, faxie, MOTy fia IIeHETpYpajy LeHTpUIIeTaI-
HO: [yOOKO YHYTap Jip>KaBHe TePUTOpHje, alli 1 IIeHTPHUYTATHO: a/IeKo M3BaH IepyMeTpa
Ip>XKaBHE TEPUTOPUjE.

[paHuIie ce 4ecTO JOXKMB/bABAjy Kao MOMUTHUKE UCIIPTaBamba ,,jeJHOM 3a CBarja’
IpeTIocTaB/beHe AudepeHnnjanmje, KOMIapTMeHTanu3aIuje u/win crparupuxanuje
IPOCTOPa y BUly HEKe eCEeHLIMja/IM30BaHe 3HaUeCKe/UIeHTUTETCKE MaTPULIE YHATIPE]
JaTUX IPUPONHNX IIe/MHA. 3a BUX ce Tajja Moxe pehi fja cy anmpuopHe, jefHOAVMEH3N-
OHaJIHe, PUKCHpPaHe, KOHTejHepCcKe 1 muHujcke. OnTepehene cy MeTaHapatuByuMa u/
WIN IUCKYPCUMA VICTOPUjCKUX NICEYTOHYKHOCTY U YHMBOKA/IHUX ITOJIUTUKA/KYATypa
cehama. VI310)KeHe Cy CTaTUUKOM AUCKYPCY ,,HaTypanusanuje/pusnkannsanmje’, 1 Bulie
Ce MojipasyMeBajy Hero LITO Ce IUCKYTYjy.

3a pasnmmKy off TOT jOIT yBeK ppPeKBEHTHOT pasyMeBarba IPaHNIIA, IAHAC je Y HajMarby
PYKY jefHaKO BPeHO MUII/berbe 1 [a Cy TpaHMIie BUIIE ,,IPOLeCU/TIarom” Hero ,,CTamba/
umennte”. OHe ¢y BIUCOKO(IEKCUOUTHY, BICOKOKOMIUIEKCHY U BUCOKOMMKBECI[eHTH
IIPOLIECH XETEPOTEHMX IIONNUTHKA IIPOCTOPHE arperanyje u fesarperanuje, KOHCTpyKuuje
U JIEKOHCTPYKI[Uje M/ MHTepIIpeTaliuje ¥ peuHTepnperanuje. [panuiie ce Hamase y cramy
HepIeTynpaHor HacTajama/6opaepunra. Tajja cy nsnoxeHe KMHETUIKOM AMCKYPCY ,fie-
HaTypanusanuje/fedusukanusanmje’, U BUIIE ce AUCKYTYjy HETO LITO Ce MOfpasyMeBajy.

To yKIpydyje OTKIIOH Off ,,BepTUKAJIHe emcTeMonoruje” rpanniia cxsaheHnx nomyr
[aIMMIICeCTa: CTATUYHIUX, KBa3MyKOPeHmEeHNX U KapTorpadCKIMX UCTOPMjCKUX CTaHAApAA
KOHCO/IMJJOBAHMX arperalyja IpOLUIIMX KPeTamba, Ka IMHAMUIIN ,XOPU30HTA/IHE eIICTe-
Mortormje”: TeKyhux mporjeca Koju oxpebyjy MaTpuiry pasyMeBarbe IpaHNIIA U CIEICTBEHOT
ucTopujckor okpyxemwa (Amilhat Szary & Giraut, 2015, str. 6).

ITopen Tora, oHe Cy 1 jeiaH off Hocehyx KOHCTPYKTUBHUX e/leMeHaTa JIIN IIPeyc/IoBa
3a U3ajHUpPaIbe U Peannsalujy, TO jeCT Hapalujy, HeKe IIapTUKYy/IapHe WM TPYIIHE UIeH-
TUTeTCKe GOpMyIIe WIN CTpaTeryje. 3alpaso, pafiit ce 0 HeM30eKHOM MO3ULMOHpamby/
CUTYMpamby, TPaXKehy KOOP/IVHATA HAIIIeT CIIAIlMjaIHoOT Ja (¥ OHOCHOT crialyjaarHor Mu—
Omn), Koje 61 6€3 TUX IPOCTOPHUX acIeKaTa U3TyOUIN BTaCTUTO CONCTBO. To MHAMIMpPa
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fla Cy TpaHMNIle pe3yaTaT y3ajaMHOT JIe/IoBamba MHCTUTYLIMOHATHIX AUCKYPCa, UCTOPMjCKIX
MeTaHapaTyBa ¥ MHIVBIUAYATHUX UICHTUTETCKIX HapaTuBa.

I'paHuIie cy mporecy CTaTHOT 3HaYEeHCKOT KOMIIOHOBAMHa, IeKOMIIOHOBAKbA I
peKoMIIOHOBama: (1) 3aTBOPEHOr ,MHTEePIIPeTaTUBHOr Kpyra~ reHepmudKyu cxsaheHux
3HAUerCKMX/CMMOONMMIKIX MaTPUIa; (2) OCBOjeHNX MM M3TYO/beHNX BeKTopa Mohu;
(3) MaTepujaTHMX KOMIIOHEHTH U (4) ,apeHe” MUPKUX MHCTUTYLVOHA/IHUX I'PAHNYHUX
PeXIMa/TeXHOIOTMja U CBaKMALIBbIX BepHAKY/IAPHUX IPaHNYHUX Ipakcy. CeMaHTUYKI
IIOCMATpaHo, TPaHNIle HMKaJla HICY TOTaJHe, JOBpIIeHe HIf KOMIUIETHPaHe.

ITpouecu u AUHAMMKa Ip>KaBHOT 6OpAepUHTra IMajy JyalHy U IUCKOHTUHYUTETHY
npupopny (Popescu, 2012, str. 7-15). Papu ce o cumynTanoM pedepuparmy U Ha TepUTO-
pujanHe/Marepujante/ pusuyKe aceKkTe Ap>KaBHUX IPaHNIIA, M HA CUMOONINYKe/KYITypHe/
UJIEHTUTeTCKe aclleKTe APYIITBEeHNX IpaHuLa. [[p>kaBHe rpaHulie MOry 61Uty ,,ipeBuiie”
ofipehuBaHe, MOTy ce IpeK/IaNaTy ca JPYTUM IpaHNI[aMa, ay HUKaja HICY IIPOCTY 301p
CBMX OCTA/IMX TPAHNUIIA, HUTH CY HajIIpecyAHMje TPaHuIle 3a JbYACKO PYHKIVOHUCAbE
(Balibar, 2002, str. 93).

[paHuIle HUKaja HUCY OHO IITO HAaM Ce YMHM Ja jecy, HUTU Cy TaMo Ije cMo yoebenn
ZIa jecy. Maga cy reocTpyKTypupaHe, IpaHMIie HUKaJla HICY YHAIIPeN, faTe U IOCTaB/beHe.
CBe y cBeMy, OHe ce He ,,0TKpUBajy’, Beh CUTYaIIOHO/KOHTEKCTYaIHO ,,JeMacKupajy’.
[paHnIle HUCY CTATUYHY COLVjAJTHN QITOPUTMH, Beh KOHCTPYMINY, PEeKOHCTPYMILY U fie-
KOHCTPYUILY, TO jeCT JIECTUTUMMUSY]Y, PEIETUTUMU3YjY U fenernTuMusyjy. Pagu ce o upejn
Zla Cy TpaHMIle CUMY/ITaHO KOAMpaHe U Kao oTBapajyhe u sarBapajyhe, u kao nckpydyjyhe
u yKpy4yjyhe.

OHo mITo ce YecTo mpeHebperasa je a ce Ty He pajgu camo o MoryhHocTu fa ce
jemaH rpaHIYHY MeTaHAPATHB 3aMeH JPYTUM IPAHIYHNIM MeTaHAPATIBOM U, IOfpa3y-
MeBajyhnm, cnefmcrBeHuM mpakcama, Beh fa ¢y rpaHuIie yBeK peXXMMH U/UIN CTpaTeruje
CKa/nMpara I je[IHOT U IPYTOT.

»JAHYCOBCKE” TPAHMIE I TPAHMYHM METAKCHUC

VIHTpuHCHYHA KOHIIENITya/IHA [ya/THOCT/eKBYBOKHOCT I'PAHNIIA, OIIIITE TEOPETCKO
MeCTO y MHOTOOPOjHIM aKageMCKIM feb6aTama, 4eCTo Ce WIYCTPYje ,,OHTOIOMIKOM YIIO-
TpeboM MeTadope 0 BIXOBOM ,jaHycoBckoM MeHTamuTery (Houtum, 2010; Houtum,
2011; Houtum, 2012; Houtum & Eker, 2015; Houtum & Pijpers, 2007; Sohn, 2016).*
JaHycoBcku mpoducaHe rpaHuIie Cy 3alIpaBo AUCKYP3UBHI/MeTaHAPATUBHYU GOpMATH
VHTEPHIPETATUBHOT KOHTMHYyMa KOjI/I ,,CTapTyje” KOJIEKTBHUM Ky}'ITypHI/IM MaTpunama
CUTYPHOCTH 1 KOXe3lje, OHOCHO CTpaTeryjaMa IpaHNYHOT ,,peCTIIN30Bamba” CTpaxa, a
3aBpmaBajy VHANBUTYaTHUM KynTypaMa aesnpepara, OfHOCHO CTpaTeeraMa TpaHNYIHOT
»pecTunsoBama’ cnobofie U fesarperanyje.

4 s s s
IaHyc J€ pUMCKO 60>KaHCTBO ca ABa JIiia Koja MICTOBpEMEHO I71€[1aJy y OIIO3UTHNUM IIpaBIIIMa,

cuM6ormyhu Tako U yas u TpaH3ULVjY U3 jeHOT Y APyTM GparMeHT BpeMeHa U/ IPOCTopa.
Oryna aTpubyT ,jaHycoBcKy™ MeTadOpIMYKM yKas3yje Ha KOEr3UCTEHIjy aMOBaleHTHIX KBa-
nmuTeTa y HekoM eHtutery. OctaBuheMo o CTpaHy TO IITO je 3a BpeMe uMIepaTopa XafipujaHa
puMcku 60r JaHyc, yMecTo ca [iBa, 6110 IIpeicTaB/baH ca YeTVPH JIUIIA jefiHe UCTE I/IaBe.
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Oxe, fakite, KOMHIMIMPAJjy ca yCIIOCTaB/babeM HeKOT IIpOTOnoMuTIIKor (1) puc-
KyP3MBHOI/MeTaHAPATUBHOT, (2) cMMOOIMYKOr/MeTaKy/ITypHOT 1 (3) MaTepujaniHor/Me-
Ta-eKOHOMCKOT ITOpeTKa. Pajiy ce 0 MHMIIMjaTHOM ITpeBasyIaXeby Xaoca MU He-TIopeTKa
IM3ajHMpabeM 3Ha4eCKOT XOPM3OHTA KOjJi KOHCTUTYUIIE IPOCTOP 3a 6MBae U pa-
3MeILITaj CTBAPH, [10jaB/bUBAIbE 11 IIPENICTAB/batbe PA3HOBPCHIX eHTUTETA I 32 KOMITIEKCHe/
BUIIIECTIOjHE MYTYa/IHE OFHOCE KOjU Ce MEePLUNNMPAjy I Ka0 HeKa MHTEePHa/eKCTePHaA Teo-
MeTpuja mohu. IpaHutie ce, Tako, TapafOKCATHO MOTY JUCKYTOBATI I IIPEKO OHTOJIOLIKE 11
peKo oHTH4Ke onTuke. OHe He caMo fja oMoryhaBajy Hero u ,,xuBe” oMoryhenn npocrop.

JaHycoBCKa rpaHMYHA EPCIIEKTUBA CyTepuille IPOKe KyITypHe Mpexe (acam6a-
Ke) Y CeleKIIMjy pasyMeBarba XMOPUIHOCTY IPaHUIIA KA0 OTBOPEHUX MU 3aTBOPEHMX.
Te Mmpexe ce GpyHAVpajy Ha M IPOAYKYjy ofipeheHe pexyiMe rpaHUYHe ITpaKce KOjyu MOTy
6UTV M3BOPY IIPOCTOPHE/TIONINTIIKE PEILY/I3Nje WIN aTpaKiyje. Y TOM CMIUCITY, XUOPUA-
Ha jaHyCOBCKA IPMPOJA TPAHNMIIA 3aXTeBa JUCHNIUINHYjYhy HOMUTHYKY KOXePEHTHOCT 1
TEPUTOPIja/THI/TPAHIYIHN ,,/INHEAPHN KOHTUHYYM: OHA je YBEK jef{HO, YBPCTO JeTePMIU-
HIICAHO, BUI/bUBO/TIep(HOPMATUBHO ,,/IUIle” IPAHNUIIA Of ABe MOryhe U yBeK CUMY/ITaHO
NIpUCYTHE BapyujaHTe.

ITopep, ,,jaHYCOBCKOT” IIPUCTYIA XMOPUIHOCTY I'PAHNI[A, MOYKEMO TOBOPUTH O OHTO-
JIOIIKOj IMHAMMUIIV TOMMMOP(PHOCTU IPaHNIIA KOja ce HajboIbe OIICyje/n3paxkaBa IpeKo
MeTadope MeTakcuca/MeTakcuje (metaxis/metaxy). CylIITMHCKH, TTOMMMOpPdHO pasyMe-
Bambe I'PaHNIIA je ycMepeHa Ha (pe)dopMyiiicare IpaHNYHe KOHTPOJIe Kao 13pa3a BIXOBe
BUIIEAVMEH3MOHATHOCTI/ KOMIIEKCHOCTYL U My Tya/IHOCTH usMel)y rpaumiia, reputopuje,
HOJIUTYKE U YIIpaB/batba. TakBa HApATVBHA MEPLiellja je CBeoOYXBAaTHA I €K/IEKTUYKA Y
ynoTpebu craryjaniaux Metadopa u ynyheHa je Ha TepuTopujanHe, Ha MecTy 6asupaHxe,
CKa/lapHe ¥ Mpe>KHe KOHIIeNITyaIM3alyje y 3aBMICHOCTH Off TPaHIYHOT KBa/lUTeTa KOji ce
ucrpaxyje (Burridge, Gill, Kocher & Martin, 2017, str. 245).

ITojam MeTakcuc je IpBY ynoTpebuo craporpuku ¢unozod Ilnaton ga 6u nosu-
LIIOHMPAO JYXOBHOCT ,,u3Mehy” mypackux n 6oxxanckux arpubdyra (Plato, 2008). ITpema
EEMY, METAKCIC je JUHAMUYHI/ TPaHCUTYpaTHI/ ME[UjATUBHI IIPOCTOP KOju CIIpedaBa
Ie3uHTerpanujy yuusepayma. To je TeHsMja Koja ce He MOYKe TO3UIIMOHMPATY HU Y CY0jeKT
HI1 y cBeT objekara, Beh usmely excrpema: 4oBek — cTBapHOCT KOjy moxkusspaBa (Voegelin,
2011, str. 96-101). ¥ Hamre BpeMe TO ce MOXKe IIPOLIMPUTHU Ha YUTABY MPEXY HOapUTeTa:
oft 6eCMPTHOCTY ¥ CMPTHOCTIA, [{O MCTHMHE VI HEVICTVHE.

VIMITMIINTHO je CTarme MCTOBPEMEHOT NpUIafjaha JUCIAPTHNM, [IapaIeTHUM 1
ayTOHOMHYVIM CBeTOBJMa/TIOpeliMa/TpaHYHNM acambraxnma (Sohn, 2016, str. 183-189).
Moryhe je, nakie, yjenHo 6utu ,,0Bzie, onfie u Hurzie’. HapasHo, 3a oBaj pap je butHuja
KY/ITypasHa Hero ersucTeHIjaIHa epCIeKTNBA IPETXOHE TBPAbeE.

Tako, Kanaga u CAJl, mpexo 3ajenundxe Crpareruje BuiecTpykux rpanuua (Multiple
Borders Strategy), pagukamHo peopMyINIIy/IeTepUTOPUjaIN3Yjy BIACTUTE TPAHMIIE He
TpeTupajyhu ux Bullle Kao ,,leONOMUTHYKY JIVHM)Y, Beh Ka0 KOHTMHYYM KOHTPOJIHIUX ITyH-
KTOBa JIy>K pyTe IIyTOBama off 3eM/be nopekia o Kanane wm Cjepumennux [Ip>xasa” (The
Department of Citizenship & Immigration Canada, the U.S. Immigration & Naturalization
Service, & the U.S. Department of State, 2003).

[pannyHa mommMopdHOCT U rpaHNIHA XMOPUAHOCT Cy MeDhysaBucHu aTpnbyTH
TpaHMIIa, Ie IPBU KBATUTET IPETXOAU IOTOmeM. [paHNYHa XMOPUAHOCT ce, JaKIe,
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pedepupa Ha IOTEHIVjaTHOCT OTBOPEHVX VM/IV 3aTBOPEHUX IPaHMYHUX MofoBa. OHa
ce Ty4e XOMOTEHMX MapajIe/THMX TPAHNMYHUX PEXMMa NOCTYIHOCTY U/ HEJOCTYIIHOCTH
HeKe Tepuropuje. VIHTpUHCHYHA TOMMMOPQHOCT yKasyje Ha ,He-TMHeapHy  XeTepPOreHOCT
TpaHNIa KOje Cy CUMYATAHO ¥ OTBOPEHE U 3aTBOPEHE, U BUIJbMBE U HEBUJ/UBE, U OBJIE I
OHJIe y 3aBUCHOCTH Off TOTa KO, KaKo 1 rje uM npucrymna (Johnson et al., 2011).

3axBaspyjyhu MeTakcucy, oHe QYHKIMOHMIIY Ko ,,IUCKOHTVHYUTETHE  Kalllje 3a je-
AMHCTBEHY TPAaHCTEPUTOPUja/IHY IIOBE3aHOCT CIMYHY IPOCTOPHMUM AjHIITajH-Po3eHoBUM
LIPBOTOYMHAMA Yy MOJepHOj acTpoHoMuju (Benton, 2010, str. 108). [la 6u To ocTBapuie,
HOBOHACTaJIe TPAaHMYHe IIOCTAaBKe Ce 0C/Iambajy Ha KaIllMIApHO pasTpaHaTe MpeXe ,Hallno-
HaJTHUX, CYOHAIMOHAIHMX, CYIIPAaHAL[MOHATHUX, TPAHCHAL[MOHATHIX Y MIHTEPHALVOHAI-
HIX” MHCTpyMeHaTa/MexaHn3ama/amaparyca (Shachar, 2020, str. 11).

KOPOHOKPATCKV BOPOEPVHI / BOPAEPCKEJIIVHI:
~AHTVBIVPAJIHU PATOBI”

Kao mTo je Beh HarmammeHo, naHeMmjcko/KOPOHOKPATCKO aTpubynparbe 3HaUemha
TpaHMI[a TI0CTaje eKCTPEMHO BaXKHO (Stojanovic, 2018). Hajyouwsusuje je samounmarmeM
IpoLeca ,MeANIHCKO-3PaBCTBEHOr” /UMYHITAPHOT 6OpAepCKejIIHTa.

Konrent 6opaepckejna, peryMo yCIOBHO — TPAaHMYHOT KPajouKa, MOXKeMO Ofipe-
IUTY Kao alTepHATUBHY ITapaJurMy pasyMeBamba JieeCeHIINjaM30BaHNX XMIIePMOOVITHIIX
rpaHuna, cxsaheHux momyT KpyuujanHux $pakTopa y MpogyKIMji MOJEPHUX MOMTUTHY-
KIX Cy0jeKTMBUTETa/MIMarMHapyjyMa allCTPaXoBaHNUX Off PUTMIHUX TEPUTOPMjATHUX
pecTpuKIuja y cMuciy (pe)KoH(GUrypucama IIpoCcTopa 3a HoBe MOMUTUIKE U COIIMjaHe
aCIIeKTe OPraHN30Bamba, T€ YBa)KaBarba BUIIECTPYKOCTI CUMOOIMYKIX M MaTepyjaTHNIX
Besa ¥ OfHOCA YHYTap, CIIO/ba VIV Ha CaMuM rpanniama (Stojanovié, 2018, str. 137-138).

ITporiec ,,MEMMUITMHCKO-3/IpaBCTBEHOT / IMYHUTAPHOT 60pHepCKejIHTa TTofjpasyMeBa
MeTaHapaTUBHO AusajHnpare win pabymupamwe COVID-19 ka0 [JOMIHAHTHO CIIObHE
npeTme. XepMeTdKe/OK/Ty30BaHe I'paHMIIe Ce JOKMB/baBajy Kao HajBayKHMje HaIMOHaI-
HO TTOTIMTUYKO CPeACTBO 3a oBehame MMyHUTapHO-6e30€JHOCHOT TOTEeHIjala HeKe
np>kase. TpaHCHAIIOHATHOCT je MMaHEeHTHA ITaH/IeMIjCKOj OTTACHOCTH, 114, ,,PearoBame
Ha [aHJEeMUjy 3aTBapameM I'PaHNIIA je TIOIIyT CaKpUBalbe Off BaTpe y [PBEHOM OpMapy
kazia kyha ropu” (Ochoa Espejo, 2021).

Jlonasu mo romunama nHGOpMaIMja OBOT MM OHOT PAaHTa U eKCTPeMHO Op3or
mupemna pancuduroBannx, GabpMKOBaHUX MM TPOTOBAHUX (IMCAHNX U BUEO) IaH-
memujckux Bectu (Alaoui, 2020). O6u4HO ce papn o ,,CUBMM 30HaMa~ Teopuje 3aBepe
I7ie HayKa ,Ipenasy’ y CEYAOHAyKY, a IICeyoHayKa ce ,,Tpyau” fa 6yne Hayka. [Ipse cy
HoBe3aHe ca MPpoQecroHaTHOM HayYHOM CIIEHOM, JIOK Cy TIOTOMbE aMaTepCcKe, HEHayuHe
mposeHmjenIyje. Tome Tpeba momaTy ¥ XuIepHayYHe KOHCTPYKTe THIIA ,,HOBE HOpMar-
HOCTH WM ,IaHfeMujckor momymmusma’ (Vieten, 2020).

Ha T0j mHuju, mMaHAeMMjCKU MPETEeKCT pelyKOBaHNX/MMIIEpMeabMTHUX IPaHNLIa,
IpefcTaBa o IpodIIaKTUYKIIM ,,aHTUBUPAIHUM  3UJOBMMa/TBphaBaMa 1 ienysuja o
Ip>KaBHOj ay TAPKMYHOCTH, MO>Ke CIIPOBOLIMPATIL XMOPU/HE PEKMME eKCIUTMIIUTHO HACUII-
HUX V1 6aHaJTHO IIOITY/IMCTIYKIUX, HATMBUCTUYKIX, HALIMOHAIMCTUYKIX VJIU PACUCTUYKUX
rpaHnyHuX 3uposa (Brambilla & Jones, 2020).
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TeHeaIOIIKM TOCMATPAHO, TATOT€Ha paTHa/MUINTAPUCTIYKA IEKCUKa HIje eKCKITY-
3MBHA KapaKTepUCTIKa oBora Bpemena. OHa je, perjuMo, 6uia 1 HapaTyBHa KOMIIOHEHTa
XeJleHCKOT uctopudapa TyKuansa y onvcuBamy enjiemMije Kyre Koja je OrOfyIa aTHCKI
nonuc gpyre ropuHe Ilenononeckor para 430 rogune mpe Xpucra (Thucydides, 2009, str.
96-101). Craporpyku riaronu eispipto / eiomintw u epipipto / émmintw ¢y xopuurhern
3a OINCKMBaIbe KAKO BOjHE NHBA3M]j€, TAKO U 3a MSHEHAZHM MH(PEKTUBHY [I0YETAK KyTe
(Greenwood, 2020).

JlaHac cy ,,ITaMeTHM 3uzj0BI/,,BUPTYenHe TBphaBe” OIPeM/bEHN Ca Xaj-TeK TeXHOJIO-
rUjaMa THUIA: OMHUAMPEKIOHNUX (360 cTeneHN) KaMepa; CEH30PCKMX CTy0O0Ba; aKyCTNY-
HUX ypebaja Benmkor foMera Wi ,,3BYYHMX TOIIOBA ; TPAHUYHIX APOHOBA KOjU HIMPOKO
TIOKPJBajy TPaHIIHE 30He/TI0jaceBe U PETUCTPYjy aKTMBHOCTY Koje 61 MOT/Ie IPOMaKHYTH
buKCHpaHUM WV MOOVTHIM 3eMa/bCKIM CEH30PUMa; POOOTCKUM IIATPOIHUM [CUMA UTH,
(Phippen, 2021; Molnar & Miller, 2022).

Ha cTpany To fa nu ce pajy o KOIHeHUM Gapujepama W, Kao y cay4ajy Ipuke, qak
1 0 ,MOPCKOj’, prorupajyhoj Bapujartu (Smith, 2020), rpaHIYHY 3ULO0BK, CBAKAKO, HUCY
JIOBOJBHO ,,9BPCTH /,,cTepumuinyhn”/ ,uMyHusupajyhn” na saycrase Bupyce. Mehytnm,
Ma/ja [OOLITpaBabe FPaHNIia HItje CYIICTAHIIjaTHO AeTIOTBOPHO, OHO je JOBO/BHO CMO0-
JINYKY ,,CHOKHO 1 TPaHMIie YIMHY MICONOIIKIM MKOHaMa/aMb/IeMIMa BaHPEeTHOT CTakba
U IpoOyAM U TErnTUMU3Yyje cTpaTeruje/aT¢opMe KpU3HOT OrpaHNYaBaba MOOMITHOCTI
U IEMOKPATCKIX KAIaI[ITeTa IpXKaBe.

Vma 1y ocHOBA fia ce IIaHfeMMja M3jeiHa4M Ca PaTOM IIPOTHUB MHBA3Mje HEeBUI/bIBOT
»BUpyca—arpecopa” y KOMe je CBaK/ Y0BeK MCTOBPEMEHO U IIpujaTe/b U HeIlpujaTesb, U ca
OBY U ca OHY CTpaHy rpaHuie? Maza je cmm4HoOCT usMely arpecuBHOr ,,0110/TOIKOT paTo-
Bama’ U OfOpaMOeHOr ,,BIPaIHOT paTtoBama’, n3Mely 61oopykja 1 IPUPOFHO U3A3BAHUX
BUPYCHIX 3apa3a, eBUJIeHTHA, HIKAKO HIje OIPABJaH TPEH[ fja Ce KOPUCTe CHHOHMMHO.
To upe Tomuko fanexo ja je roranusyjyhu ke ,,pat npotus COVID-19” nocrao ceky-
paTM30BaHU JUKTAT MEIMjCKOT, KOJIOKBIja/IHOL, IIa YaK U Hay4HOT BOKabyapa.

[TpeTxonHO, 3ampaBo, HOfpasyMeBa IPaHIYHO KOAMpame Koje obyxsara: (1) uH-
CTUTYILVIOHATHO OTPaHNYebe VIV aHy/IMpatbe YHYTPalllibe U CII0/bHe MOOMITHOCTH, TO
jecT MUTPAIOHNX TOKOBA, KAKO HA HUBOY IPXKaBe TAKO I HA HUBOY YHYTPALIIBIX PErN-
OHa 11 IpajioBa; (2) OTK/IOH IpeMa KOCMOIIONUTU3MY, jaBHO IIPONArypame 1 IIacupame
Kao [10CceOHO BaXKHUX IIOTIUTUKA KceHOdOOUje 11 KceHenasuje; (3) nectabunmsoBame 1
yBobeme TpeHyTHO Baxkeher, mpeBasubenor u anaxpoHor, Bectdanckor mehyHapogHor
HOpeTKa y IpolleC IPeUCIUTIBaba U peKoHpurypannje; (4) penosuLoHnpame rpa-
HML[A KO MHTEIPaTHOT/KOHCTUTYTUBHOT eleMeHTa CBaKMJAIber )XUBOTA ¥ KOHAuYHO,
(5) nponudepanyjy GyTypuCTUYKIX TeXHOIOTYja 3a HaiI/Ieflakbe 1 CpefcTaBa 6asupaHmx
Ha apTUUILINjeTHO] MHTEeMUTeHLIMj .

3AK/bYYAK

[Tanpemujcke (610, ICUXO U Te0) HOMUTHYIKE IPECKPUIILINje ¥ IPOCKPUIILIje Ce
TPAHCIIOHYjy y TeHePUYKY KOJI/MaTPUIly 3a pasyMeBabe, OpraHI30Babe, HOPMa/TN30Bakbhe
U yIpaB/bambe Jp>KaBaMa IepMaHEHTHO U3JI0)KeHUM CTBAPHUM, MOTEHIMjaTHUM VTN
HOJpasyMeBaHUM ,IMyHO-aIlOKa/IIIcaMa/KaTakanaMama . Jlonasy o 3aMeHe CTpaTeruja
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»aHAJIOTHOI” eIMMIHMCaba ITaHJeMIjCKe ONIACHOCTU CTpaTernjaMa ,,JUruTaaIHor” KOH-
TPOJIVCatha IAHIEMIjCKOT PU3MKA.

Takobe, To ummInuMpa 1 paBopusoBarbe IIATHAIHE IPUPOJiE IPOCTOPA, HErOBO
MaHIeMIjCKO peryKoBama Ha Mecto (cf. Heidegger, 1971, str. 141-161). Ha monutnakom,
MOPATHOM Jf €KOHOMCKOM HIBOY, TPAHCHAL[VIOHA/THY IIPOCTOP/TPAaHNMIIe KOCMOIIOIUTI3MA
Ce Membajy Ca HAIMOHATHO aTPUOYMPaHIM IIPOCTOPOM/TPaHUIIAMA ,,IMYHO-K/IAYCTOIIOMN-
tusmoM’” (cf. Virilio & Lotringer, 2008, str. 211), 36upom ,,mpounurheHNx’, AAMIHUCTPH-
PaHuX U HaAITIEHAHUX MeCTa ,,ipeMolhennx” ogpeheHNM MeTUIMHCKIM/3paBCTBEHNM
IPOTOKO/IMMA.

JlekoHCTpYyMCatbe IpaHNIIa Kao XUOPUAHNX (PeHOMEHA YKa3yje Ha BIXOBe IBOCTPYKe
SAIN-WIN” KamalyuTeTe, Ha CTa/IHO IPUCYTHY MOryhHOCT HeTepuTopujanusanuje/pere-
puTOpUjanM3aIyje IpeKo 3aTBOPEHNX/PeCTPUKTUBHIUX TN OTBOPEHNX/6e3rpaHNIHIX
TPAaHMYHIX PeXXMMa. [JeKOHCTpyrCatbe IpaHnIa Kao HONNMOpHIX eHOMeHa yKasyje Ha
eKCTpaTepUTOPUjaTHO/MHTPATePUTOPHjaTHO IIPOTe3ahe I'PAaHNIIA KOje MeHba IPOCTOPHY
MAaTPULY BIUXOBOT pasyMeBama. [paHmIle Cy CUMYITAHO 1 OTBOPEHE U 3aTBOPEHE Y 3aBU-
CHOCTH Off TOTa KO, KaKO U IJje UM IPUCTYIIN, Ha/ase Ce y ,W-U CUTYaL[ujul.

Buto xako 6uso, maHgeMmjcKa ,,reorpaduja’ KOHTarnO3HUX IPOCTOPA HIje ,,0110-
JIOLIKM anmonnTU4YHa”, Beh je cBaka KOHTAMUHMPAHA 30HA MIONUTUYKY YCTIOB/bEHA U -
3ajHupana. Epro, maHgeMujcko peapTuKymucame/MHTeH3UPUKOBAbE ,,CyBepeHUTeTa”
BaHPEHOT CTaba Mekha IPAHNYHI T€HOTHII Y CMEPY Off IIOBUIIEHOT CTelleHa Heomnbepat-
He OTBOPEHOCTH Ka CTPOrO KOHTPOJIMCAHOj, PECTPUKTUBHOj TPAaHNYHOj 3aTBOPEHOCTI.
»OuTiukn JHK/anropuram” rpaHnia ce MeTaHapaTUBHO TPaHCHOPMIUIIIE HA HAYVH [a
13 MOOVTHOT/KMHE TUHOT MOJIa PeTPecupajy y MMOOMIHI/CTaTUYKN [TaH/aH, a/li Y3 MO-
ryhHOCT ekcTepHamM3anyje/peoKarje BUXOBYX QyHKIMja Ha TEPUTOPMje HeMaTUYHIX/
,Tpehux” semama.
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: This paper theoretically examines the transformation in understanding
borders within the COVID-19 (post-)pandemic context. The first part of the paper anal-
yses the immunitary discourse as a new form of governance and interpretation of the
“coronocratic” state. The second part explores the advantage of the dynamic/kinetic over
static interpretation of boundaries and the importance of their hybrid and polymorphic
attributes in the transition to the post-Westphalian international order. In the final part, it
considers the implications of the pandemic metanarrative under which COVID-19 is treated
as a dominant external threat, a specific type of enemy. Finally, the paper is concluded by
identifying a two-fold process in their perception. This process, on the one hand, includes
the reduction of the kinetic potentials of borders and, on the other, their externalization
to the territories of allochthonous/“third” countries.

Keywords: boundaries, post-pandemic boundaries, state, “coronocracy®, COVID-19.

INTRODUCTION

Although fabricating the semantic dimension of “fatal-times” is partly based on the
absurd possibility of ignoring or not recognizing the type and scope of “world-fatality” in the
same world detected and projected, everything is completely different today. The “fatal-time”
metaphor has become a redundant stylistic burden. It coincided with the conjuncture or
“spirit” of the world we live in. “Fatal-time” has become heuristically equal to “world-fatality”
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Indeed, today we live in a turbulent pandemic context triggered by a Coronavirus
mutation, better known as SARS-CoV-2 (Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus
2), which causes COVID-19 (COronaVlIrus Disease-19). The zero-time point is the last day
of 2019, when late ophthalmologist Dr. Li Wenliang announced on social network Weibo
that a cluster of mysterious cases of viral pneumonia has been registered in the Chinese
city of Wuhan (Fang, 2020; Hegarty, 2020). Since 11* March 2020, when the World Health
Organisation declared the pandemic (WHO, 2020), we have belonged to an era of intense,
irreversible and comprehensive global shock-metamorphoses.

We are existentially framed by the immunitary paradigm with its resultant strategies
of biopower and psycho-power (Brown, 2019; Han, 2017; Foucault, 1990; Esposito 2011;
Orr, 2006). At the time this paper was written, highly contagious BA.1 omicron mutation
and the still under-tested BA.2 subtypes are active, the cumulative number of infected
people stands at 453 million, the number of fatal cases at 6 million, while the total number
of administered vaccine doses is 10.6 billion (Coronavirus Resource Center, 2022).

Generally speaking, this is a panic-like dynamics of destabilizing pandemic scenarios
of the new millennium’s “fluid modernity” (Bauman, 2012) and/or “disaster capitalism”
(Klein, 2007) marked by repressive, radicalized and post-humanized biopolicies/psy-
chopolicies. They can be extremely drastic and perceived as a pandemic dictatorship over
the population (Agamben, 2020; Sarasin, 2020), but can also be affirmatively interpreted
as decomposing of public power without the totalitarian consequences (Esposito, 2020;
Tierney, 2016). We are absorbed by the “(bio)political dream” of pandemic intensification
and power ramification for the sake of the far-fetched idea of ideal governance of society
and the state (cf. Foucault, 1995, pp. 197-198).

Appreciating the “space production” paradigm (Lefebvre, 1991), we can say that the
pandemic/“corona” factor qualifies as a discursive key in the spatial rearticulation/recon-
figuration of post-COVID-19 states/societies as ,,coronocratic” immuno-states/societies,
immuno-spaces and immuno-territories (Peters and Besley, 2020).

In such a highly complex context of the pandemic imaginaries, vocabularies and
immune-spatial restructuring of the world, the perception of spectacularized borders
and border regimes/mechanisms/practices/assemblages, i.e. heterogeneous processes of
COVID-19 bordering, debordering and rebordering,’ become the issues of ultimate im-
portance. Although the transboundary nature of viruses is unquestionable, the pandem-
ic/viral/immune/corona boundaries become the most important element of reanimated
territorial grammars.

Centrifugal and centripetal transmission of border practices outside their original
geographic coordinates, discrepancy between border functions and border locations, in-
dicate their mobile/kinetic dimension and a shift from the tradition of fixed/static nature
in time and space (Amilhat Szary and Giraut, 2015; Nail, 2016).

When it comes to borders, and aside from the pandemic, the re-flourishing o interest
in their study over the last fifteen years has been spurred by militarism, terrorism, eco-
nomic/war migration and migration related to climate change (Dodds 2021; Jones, 2012;
Jones, R. et al., 2017).

> The concepts of bordering and borderscape/bordescaping will be elucidated later.
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Taking into account the above-mentioned, this paper will be structured by first analyz-
ing the basic characteristics of the global pandemic environment/context and the neologism
operatively termed as “coronocracy’.

The second set of issues addressed in this paper examines the intrinsic hybridity and
polymorphism of (corona-)borders and the processes of (post-)pandemic corona-bordering/
corona-borderscaping.

CORONOCRACY:
A CONCEPTUAL SKETCH

The underlying logical premise of public health has been reformulated. The premise
of dangerousness, characteristic for the first half of the twentieth century has been substi-
tuted with the premise of risk, characteristic for the second half of the twentieth century
(Castel, 1991, pp. 281-286; Hooker, 2007, pp. 187-188). Particular neutralization/isolation
of the specific infected entity has been replaced by the collective reduction of the abstract
pandemic risk. Ergo, biological identity has been normatively/symbolically recalibrated.
The point is that rigid pandemic biopolicies now “precede” pandemics. They have become
autonomous from dangerousness, as well as the essential axioms of the medical-political
composition of post-COVID-19 societies/states.

The planetary pandemic condition is a fertile semiotic environment. The semiurgical
generation of pandemic cultures has qualified for one of its most important qualities (for
example, national cultures of isolation — lockdown or specific pandemic subcultures based
on age or professional criteria). In that sense, we can distinguish between the universal
metanarrative of the “natural course of the pandemic” and the plural and vernacular nar-
ratives of the “cultural courses of the pandemic”

There is an evident tendency to use the state of frantic pandemic fear in order to ex-
ploit the state of emergency as a situation of standard/normalizing paradigm or organization
and management (Agamben, 2020). Ergo, this is definitely a permanent (self-)invention of
the pandemic extralegitimacy of the ruling structures and biomedical elites. Michel Foucault
analyzed responses to three infectious diseases and treated them as models for different
forms of rule/power (Foucault, 2007; Sarasin, 2020). These are leprosy, plague and smallpox.

The “Leprosy model/regime” implies the establishment of a leprosarium. Sovereign
power is manifested by separating/isolating /segregating the healthy from the sick, i.e. by
excommunicating the sick. The “Plague model/regime” prioritizes disciplining power: a
total society administration based on rigorous discipline. The “Plague model” is based
on unconditional control of all boundaries and mobility. Whoever denies these measures
risks being infected or punished. The “Smallpox or inoculation model/regime” substitutes
the issue of isolation or “hard” disciplining with the probability/statistics of population
infection. The aim is no longer elimination, but a coexistence with pathogens/germs.

Let us now set aside the controversy of Giorgio Agamben’s biopolitical paradigm and
focus immanently on its content (Agamben, 1998; Finlayson, 2010). The era we belong
to explicitly suggests the total abolishment of the ostensible distinctions between natural
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life (zoe) and political life (bios). Today, our natural “pandemic body” is absorbed by our
political and/or politicized “pandemic body?, i.e. a culture of “bare life’/“bare survival”.

Therefore, politics is a sphere where the universal biological life is transposed into a
qualified political life. Through the “state of emergency” optics, sovereign power is manifest-
ed by deciding whether a modality of life is worth living at all (Agamben, 2005; Vaughan-
Williams, 2009). That can be used to interpret and underscore the need for COVID-19
e-passports.

For the United Nations Secretary-General Antonio Guterres, we are not living in a
post-racial world and the free market is unable to deliver adequate health care to everyone
(Guterres, 2020). Based on the rhetoric of national homogenization, on populist parables
and hyperboles, the “omnipotent, redeeming and sacrosanct” paternalistic state is back in
the spotlight. Disciplining and/or controlling state discourses/metanarrative have intensified.

Authoritarianism gains pandemic legitimacy. It is as if the genuine democratic politics
has been deactivated/suspended. It is intoxicated by the “banal” nationalist populism, grow-
ing nativism and racism (Billig, 1995; Casaglia and Coletti, 2021; Jones and Merriman, 2009;
Paasi, 2016), i.e. by their pathogenic-immunitary variants. This generates the spatialization
of politics through the nation-state territorial trap algorithm. The intense territorialization
of the pandemic dangerousness positions borders as a crucial place for the level/quality
of national security.

A general attempt to discursively essentialize/standardize the biomedical/health-san-
itary component makes it possible to define any post-pandemic rule as a coronocracy.

As noted above, on one side there is a despotic reflex of the ruling elites, inclined
toward the disciplining “state of emergency” or escalating the “containment policies” of
hygienic-sanitary borders (Tazzioli and Stier], 2021). On the other side there is the strategic
sphere of “palliative biopolitical choice” which does not lead to the annulment of democracy
and an imbalance of power in favour of its executive side, i.e. administrative apparatus.

Given the above-mentioned, we should finally mention that we can distinguish three
state post-pandemic discourses: (1) “democratic coronocracy”; (2) “authoritarian/populist
coronocracy” and (3) “hybrid coronocracy”. Coronocratic democracy will be predominantly
based on the legitimate “institutional struggle” for the survival of the “man-citizen” and
society. The authoritarian/populist coronocracy will rely on the pseudo-legitimate “directed
struggle” for the survival of the “man-subject” and the community. Hybrid coronocracy
will combine these two principles to the extent it suits the interests and preferences of
locally profiled elites..

Each of the above discourses may include different variants/sub-discourses of the
political system. Thus, “democratic coronocracy” comprises: “polarized democracy’, “con-
sensual democracy” and “non-binary democracy” (Krastev and Leonard, 2021). The first
one prioritizes fragmentation to different ideological groups, is marked by mistrust in the
government’s restrictive pandemic measures and fear for freedom. The second one implies
a formal/superficial agreement between the parties and other political actors, which may
also mask different degrees of dissatisfaction. The third variant is marked by significant
shifts in the political philosophy of the main ruling and opposition parties.
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BORDER STATICS VS. BORDER DYNAMICS

Multidimensional processes of respatialization/deterritorialization derogate the stat-
ic and petrifying border discoursed based on the premises of Westphalian sovereignty
(Shachar, 2020). The post-Westphalian situation is characterized by an unclear distinction
between the “outer” and “inner” spacing of the state (the case of Canada, Australia, EU or
US). Therefore, border penetration can be centripetal: deep within the state territory, but
also centrifugal: far beyond the perimeters of state territory.

Borders are often perceived as policies of plotting the presumed “once and for all”
differentiation, compartmentalization and/or discourses of historical pseudo-necessities
and univocal policies/cultures of memory. They are exposed to the static discourse of
“naturalization/physicalization” and are more implied than discussed.

Unlike this still frequent understanding of borders, at least equally worthy today is
the view that borders are more “processes/verbs” than “situations/nouns” They are highly
flexible, highly complex and highly liquescent processes of heterogeneous policies of spatial
aggregation and disaggregation, construction and deconstruction or interpretation and
reinterpretation. Borders are in a state of perpetual emergence/bordering. They are then
exposed to the kinetic discourse of “denaturalization/dephysicalization” and are more
discussed than implied.

This includes a distancing from “vertical epistemology” of borders understood as
palimpsests: the static, quasi-rooted and cartographic historical standards of consolidated
aggregations of past movements, toward the dynamics of “horizontal epistemology”; cur-
rent processes that define the matrix of understanding borders and the resultant historical
environment (Amilhat Szary and Giraut, 2015, p. 6).

In addition, they are one of the main constructive elements or prerequisites for the
design and realization, namely narration, of some particular or group identity formula or
strategy. In fact, it is an inevitable positioning/situating, search for coordinates of our spatial
Self (and the related spatial We-Them), which, without these spatial aspects would lose
their own self. This indicates that borders are the result of the interaction of institutional
discourses, historical metanarratives and individual identity narratives.

Borders are processes of constant semantic composition, decomposition and recom-
position of: (1) a closed “interpretive circle” of generically understood semantic/symbolic
matrices; (2) acquired or lost vectors of power; (3) material components, and (4) “arena” of
broader institutional border regimes/technologies and everyday vernacular border practices.
From the semantic point of view, borders are never total, finished or completed.

The processes and dynamics of state bordering have a dual and discontinuous nature
(Popescu, 2012, pp. 7-15). They simultaneously refer to both territorial/material/physical
aspects of state boundaries and to the symbolic/cultural/identity aspects of state boundaries.
State boundaries may be “overdetermined”, may overlap with other boundaries, but they
are never a simple sum of all other boundaries, nor are they the most crucial boundaries
for human functioning (Balibar, 2002, p. 93).

Borders are never what they seem to be, nor are they where we are convinced they are.
Although geostructured, borders are never predefined and pre-set. In sum, they are not “re-
vealed”, but situationally/contextually “demasked”. Borders are not static social algorithms,
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but are constructed, reconstructed and deconstructed, i.e. legitimized, re-legitimized and
de-legitimized. The idea is that borders are simultaneously coded as both opening and
closing, exclusive and inclusive.

What is often overlooked is that this is not just a possibility to substitute one border
metanarrative with another border metanarrative and the implied practices, but that borders
are always regimes and/or scaling strategies of both.

“JANUSIAN” BORDERS AND BORDER METAXIS

The intrinsic conceptual duality/equivalence of borders, a theoretical commonplace
in numerous academic debates, is often illustrated by the “ontological” use of the metaphor
of their “Janusian mentality” (Houtum, 2010; Houtum, 2011; Houtum, 2012; Houtum and
Eker, 2015; Houtum and Pijpers, 2007; Sohn, 2016).* The Janusian-profiled borders are in
fact discursive/metanarrative formats of the interpretive continuum which “starts” with the
collected cultural matrices of security and cohesion, or the strategies of border “restyling”
of fear, ending in the individual desiderata cultures or strategies of border “restyling” of
freedom and disaggregation.

They therefore coincide with the establishment of a protopolitical (1) discursive/met-
anarrative, (2) symbolic/metacultural and (3) material/meta-economic order, as an initial
overcoming of chaos or dis-order through designing a semantic horizon that constitutes
the space for being and arranging things, for the emergence and representation of various
entities and for complex/multi-layered mutual relations perceived as some internal/external
power geometry. Thus, paradoxically, borders can be discussed through both ontological
and ontic optics. They not only enable, but also “live” the enabled space.

Janusian border perspective suggests broad cultural networks (assemblages) in the
selection of understanding the hybridity of borders as open or closed. These networks
are based on and produce certain regimes of border practices that can be sources of spa-
tial/political repulsion or attraction. In this sense, the hybrid Janusian nature of borders
requires disciplining political coherence and territorial/border “linear” continuum; it is
always a single, firmly defined, visible/performative “face” of borders of two possible and
simultaneously present variants.

In addition to the ,,Janusian” approach to border hybridity, it is also possible to refer
to the ontological dynamics of border polymorphism, best described/expressed through
the metaphor of metaxis/metaxy. Essentially, the polymorphous understanding of borders
is aimed at (re-)formulating border control as an expression of their multidimensionality/
complexity and mutuality between borders, territory, politics and governance. Such nar-
rative perception is comprehensive and eclectic in the use of spatial metaphors and refers
to territorial, site-based, scalar and network conceptualizations depending on the border
quality explored (Burridge, Gill, Kocher and Martin, 2017, p. 245).

* Janus is a two-faced Roman deity looking in the opposite directions at the same time, thus sym-

bolizing the entry and transition from one fragment of time and/or space to another. Hence the
“Janusian” attribute metaphorically indicates the coexistence of ambivalent qualities in an entity.
We will leave aside the fact that, during the reign of Emperor Hadrian, Roman god Janus was
presented with four faces of the same head instead of two.
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The term metaxis was first used by the ancient Greek philosopher Plato to position
spirituality “between” human and divine attributes (Plato, 2008). According to him, metaxis
is a dynamic/transfigural/mediative space that prevents the disintegration of the universe.
It is a tension that cannot be positioned either in the subject or in the realm of objects,
but between the extremes: man - the reality experienced (Voegelin, 2011, pp. 96-101). In
our times, this can be extended to a whole network of polarities: from immortality and
mortality, to truth and untruth.

The state of simultaneous belonging to disparate, parallel and autonomous worlds/
orders/border assemblages is implicit (Sohn, 2016, pp. 183-189). It is thus possible to be
“here, there and nowhere” at the same time. Of course, the cultural rather than the existen-
tial perspective of the previous contention is more important for this paper.

Thus, Canada and the US, through the common Multiple Borders Strategy, radically
reformulate/deterritorialize their own borders, no longer treating them as a “geopolitical
line, but as a continuum of checkpoints along the travel route to Canada or the United States
from the country of origin” (The Department of Citizenship and Immigration Canada,
the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service, and the U.S. Department of State, 2003).

Boundary polymorphism and boundary hybridity are interdependent boundary attrib-
utes, where the former attribute precedes the latter one. Border hybridity therefore refers to the
potential of open or closed border modes. It concerns homogeneous parallel border regimes
of accessibility or inaccessibility of a territory. Intrinsic polymorphism indicates a “non-linear”
heterogeneity of borders which are simultaneously open and closed, visible and invisible,
here and there, depending on who, how and where approaches them (Johnson et al., 2011).

Thanks to metaxis, they function as “discontinuity” gates for a unique trans-territorial
connection similar to Einstein Rosen’s wormholes in modern astronomy (Benton, 2010, p.
108). To achieve that, the newly created border settings rely on capillary branched networks
of “national, subnational, supranational, transnational and international” instruments/
mechanisms/apparatuses (Shachar, 2020, p. 11).

CORONOCRATIC BORDERING/BORDERSCAPING:
“ANTIVIRAL WARS*

As noted earlier, the pandemic/Coronavirus attribution of meaning of borders is be-
coming extremely important (Stojanovi¢, 2018). It is the most conspicuous in the initiation
of the “medical-health-immunitary” borderscaping process.

The concept of borderscaping, or conditionally speaking — borer landscape, can be
defined as an alternative paradigm in understanding de-essentialized hypermobile borders,
perceived as crucial factors in the production of modern political subjects/imaginaries divested
from the rigid territorial restrictions in terms of space (re-)configuration for new political and
social aspects of organization and of consideration of the multiplicity of symbolic and material
ties and relations inside, outside or at the borders themselves (Stojanovi¢, 2018, pp. 137-138).

The process of “medical-health’/immunitary borderscaping involves metanarrative
designing or fabrication of COVID-19 as the dominant external threat. The hermetic/
occluded borders are perceived as the most important national political tool for increas-
ing the immunitary-security potential of a state. Transnationality is immanent to the
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dangerousness of the pandemic, so “responding to the pandemic by closing borders is
like hiding from fire in a wooden closet when the house is on fire” (Ochoa Espejo, 2021).

There is an accumulation of information of different ranks and an extremely fast
dissemination of falsified, fabricated or trolled (written and video) pandemic news
(Alaoui, 2020). These are usually “grey zones” of the conspiracy theory where science
“passes” into pseudoscience and pseudoscience “tries” to be science. The former is asso-
ciated with the professional science scene, while the latter is of amateur, non-scientific
provenance. We should also add the hyper scientific constructs, such as “new normal”
and “pandemic populism” (Vieten, 2020).

Along these lines, the pandemic pretext of reduced/impermeable borders, the no-
tion of prophylactic “antiviral” walls/fortresses and the delusions of state autarchy, may
provoke hybrid regimes of explicitly violent and banal populist, nativist, nationalist or
racist border walls (Brambilla and Jones, 2020).

Genealogically, pathogenic war/militaristic vocabulary is not an exclusive feature
of this time. It was also the narrative component of the Hellenic historian Thucydides in
describing the plague epidemic that struck an Athenian polis during the second year of
the Peloponnesian War in 43 BC (Thucydides, 2009, pp. 96-101). Ancient Greek verbs
eispipto/eionintw and epipipto/éminintw were used to describe both military invasions,
as well as the sudden infectious onset of the plague (Greenwood, 2020).

Today, “smart walls”/“virtual fortresses” equipped with hi-tech technologies such
as: omnidirectional (360 degree) cameras; sensor pole; long-range acoustic devices or
“sound cannons’; border drones with wide coverage of border zones/belts which register
activities that may be missed by fixed or mobile land sensors; robotic patrol dogs, etc.
(Phippen, 2021; Molnar and Miller, 2022).

Notwithstanding if these are land barriers or, as in the case of Greece, even a
“maritime” floating one (Smith, 2020), border walls are certainly not “solid”/“steriliz-
ing”/“immunizing” to stop viruses. However, although the tightening of borders is not
substantially effective, it is symbolically “strong” enough to make borders ideological
icons/emblems of the state of emergency and to awaken and legitimize the strategies/
platforms of the crisis-related restriction of mobility and the state’s democratic capacities.

Is there any basis for equating the pandemic with war against the invasion of the
invisible “virus-aggressor” in which each individual is both a friend and an enemy, on
both sides of the border? Although the similarity between the aggressive “biological
warfare” and the defensive “viral warfare”, between bioweapons and naturally caused
viral infections is evident, the trend of their synonymous use is by no means justified.
This goes so far that, by totalizing the cliché “war against COVID-19” has become a
securitized dictate of the media, colloquial and even scientific vocabulary.

The former actually implies border coding that includes: (1) institutional restriction or
suspension of internal and external mobility i.e. migration flows, both at the state level and at
the level of internal regions and cities; (2) distance from cosmopolitanism, public advocacy and
promotion as particularly important policies of xenophobia and xenelasia; (3) destabilizing
and introducing the currently valid, outdated and anachronistic Westphalian international
order into the process of reconsideration and reconfiguration; (4) repositioning borders as
an integral/constitutive element of everyday life and finally, (5) the proliferation of futuristic
surveillance technologies and means based on artificial intelligence.
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CONCLUSION

The pandemic (bio, psycho and geo) political prescriptions and proscriptions are
transposed in the generic code/matrix for understanding, organizing, normalizing and
governing states permanently exposed to real, potential or implied “immuno-apocalyps-
es/cataclysms”. Strategies of “analog” pandemic danger elimination are substituted with
strategies of “digital” pandemic risk control.

This also implies the favouring of the platial nature of space, its pandemic reduction
to place (cf. Heidegger, 1971, pp. 141-161). At the political, moral and economic level, the
transnational space/borders of cosmopolitanism change with the nationally attributed space/
borders, “immuno-claustropolitanism” (cf. Virilio and Lotringer, 2008, p. 211), the sum of
“purified”, administered and supervised places “bridged” by certain medical/health protocols.

The deconstruction of borders as hybrid phenomena indicates their dual “either-or”
capacities, the ever-present possibility of deterritorialization/reterritorialization through
closed/restrictive or open/borderless border regimes. Deconstructing borders as polymor-
phic phenomena points to the extraterritorial/intra-territorial stretching of borders that
changes the spatial matrix of their understanding. Borders are simultaneously both open
and closed depending on by whom, how and where they are approached, they are in an
“either-or” situation.

In any case, the pandemic “geography” of contagious spaces is not “biologically apo-
litical”, but each contaminated zone is politically conditioned and designed. Thus, the
pandemic rearticulation/intensification of “sovereignty” of the state of emergency changes
the border genotype from an increased degree of neoliberal openness toward a strictly con-
trolled, restrictive border closure. The “Ontic DNA/algorithm” of borders is metanarratively
transformed in such a way that they regress from a mobile/kinetic mode to its immobile/
static counterpart, but with a possibility of their externalization/relocation of their functions
to the territories of non-native/“third” countries.

REFERENCES / JIUTEPATYPA

Agamben, G. (1998). Homo Sacer: Sovereign Power and Bare Life. Stanford: Stanford
University Press.

Agamben, G. (2005). State of Exception. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.

Agamben, G. (2020). The Invention of an Epidemic. The European Journal of Psychoanalysis.
Available at: https://www.journal-psychoanalysis.eu/coronavirus-and-philosophers/

Alaoui, S. (2020). Immunizing the Public Against Misinformation. United Nations
Foundation. Available at: https://unfoundation.org/blog/post/immunizing-the-pub-
lic-against-misinformation/

Amilhat Szary, A-L. and Giraut, F. (2015). Borderities: The Politics of Contemporary
Mobile Borders. In A-L. Amilhat Szary, E Giraut (eds.) Borderities and the Politics of
Contemporary Mobile Borders (1-23). New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Balibar, E. (2002). Politics and the Other Scene. London: Verso.

Bauman, Z. (2012). Liquid Modernity. Cambridge: Polity.

278


https://www.journal-psychoanalysis.eu/coronavirus-and-philosophers/
https://unfoundation.org/blog/post/immunizing-the-public-against-misinformation/
https://unfoundation.org/blog/post/immunizing-the-public-against-misinformation/

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 1, pp. 260-281

Benton, L. (2010). A Search for Sovereignty: Law and Geography in European Empires,
1400-1900. New York: Cambridge University Press.

Billig, M. (1995). Banal Nationalism. London: SAGE.

Brambilla, C. and Jones, R. (2020). Rethinking borders, violence, and conflict: from sover-
eign power to borderscapes as sites of struggles. Environment and Planning D: Society
and Space 38(2), 287-305. DOI: 10.1177/0263775819856352

Brown, N. (2019). Immunitary Life A Biopolitics of Immunity. London: Palgrave Macmillan.

Burridge, A., Gill, N., Kocher, A. and Martin, L. (2017). Polymorphic borders. Territory,
Politics, Governance 5(3), 239-251. DOI: 10.1080/21622671.2017.1297253

Casaglia, A. and Coletti, R. (2021). Territorializing threats in nationalist populist narra-
tives: an Italian perspective on the migration and Covid-19 crises. Space and Polity
(published online): 1-21. DOI: 10.1080/13562576.2021.1991783

Castel, R. (1991). From Dangerousness to Risk. In: G. Burchell, C. Gordon, P. Miller (eds.) The
Foucault Effect: Studies in Governmentality (281-299). London: Harvester Wheatsheaf.

Coronavirus Resource Center (2022, March 7). COVID-19 Dashboard, Johns Hopkins
University. Available at: https://coronavirus.jhu.edu/map.html

Dodds, K. (2021). Border Wars: The Conflicts that will Define our Future. London: Ebury
Press, 2021.

Esposito, R. (2011). Immunitas: The Protection and Negation of Life. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Esposito, R. (2020). Cured to the Bitter End. The European Journal of Psychoanalysis.
Available at: https://www.journal-psychoanalysis.eu/on-pandemics-nancy-esposi-
to-nancy/

Fang, E (2020). Wuhan Diary: Dispatches from a Quarantined City. New York: Harper Via.

Finlayson, J. G. (2010). ‘Bare Life’ and Politics in Agamben’s Reading of Aristotle. The
Review of Politics 72(1), 97-126. DOI: 10.1017/50034670509990982

Foucault, M. (1990). The History of Sexuality. Volume 1: An Introduction. New York: Vintage.

Foucault, M. (1995). Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison. New York: Vintage.

Foucault, M. (2007). Security, Territory, Population: Lectures at the Collége de France 1977~
1978. Basingstoke: Palgrave MacMillan.

Greenwood, E. (2020). Thucydides in Times of Trouble. The Yale Review. Available at:
https://yalereview.yale.edu/thucydides-times-trouble

Guterres, A. (2020). (@antonioguterres). Twitter post. 4:26 p.m. Available at: https://twitter.
com/antonioguterres/status/1284494828034760706

Han, B-C. (2017). Psychopolitics: Neoliberalism and New Technologies of Power. Verso: London.

Hegarty, S. (2020, February 6). The Chinese doctor who tried to warn others about
Coronavirus. BBC New. Available at: https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-chi-
na-51364382

Heidegger, M. (1971). Poetry, language, thought. New York: Harper & Row.

Hooker, C. (2007). Drawing the Lines: Danger and Risk in the Age of SARS. In: A. Bashford
(ed.) Medicine at the Border: Disease, Globalization and Security, 1850 to the Present
(179-196). New York: Palgrave Macmillan.

Houtum, H. van. (2010). The Janus-face. On the ontology of borders and b/ordering.
Simulacrum 18(2/3), 124-127. Available at: https://henkvanhoutum.nl/wp-content/
uploads/2013/05/JanusFace.pdf

279


https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0263775819856352
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/21622671.2017.1297253
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13562576.2021.1991783
https://coronavirus.jhu.edu/map.html
https://www.journal-psychoanalysis.eu/on-pandemics-nancy-esposito-nancy/
https://www.journal-psychoanalysis.eu/on-pandemics-nancy-esposito-nancy/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0034670509990982
https://yalereview.yale.edu/thucydides-times-trouble
https://twitter.com/antonioguterres/status/1284494828034760706
https://twitter.com/antonioguterres/status/1284494828034760706
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-51364382
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-51364382
https://henkvanhoutum.nl/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/JanusFace.pdf
https://henkvanhoutum.nl/wp-content/uploads/2013/05/JanusFace.pdf

Dorde S. Stojanovi¢, Rearticulating post-pandemic borders

Houtum, H. van. (2011). The Mask of the Border. In: D. Wastl-Walter (ed.) The Ashgate
Research Companion to Border Studies (49-63). Farnham: Ashgate.

Houtum, H. van. (2012). Remapping Borders. In: T. M. Wilson, H. Donnan A Companion
to Border Studies (405-419). Oxford: Blackwell Publishers Ltd.

Houtum, H. van and Pijpers, R. (2007). The European Union as a gated community: The
two-faced border and immigration regime of the EU. Antipode 39(2), 291-309. DOI:
10.1111/j.1467-8330.2007.00522.x

Houtum, H. van and Eker, M. (2015). Redesigning Borderlands: Using the Janus-Face
of Borders as a Resource. In: C. Brambilla, J. Laine, J. Scott, G. Bocchi (eds.)
Borderscaping: imaginations and practices of border making (41-53). Farnham: Ashgate.

Johnson, C., Jones, R., Paasi, A., Amoore, L., Mountz, A., Salter, M. and Rumford, C. (2011).
Interventions on rethinking ‘the border’ in border studies. Political Geography 30(2),
61-69. DOI: 10.1016/j.polge0.2011.01.002

Jones, R. and Merriman, P. (2009). Hot, banal and everyday nationalism: Bilingual road
signs in Wales. Political Geography 28, 164-173. DOI: 10.1016/j.polge0.2009.03.002

Jones, R. (2012). Border Walls: Security and the War on Terror in the United States, India,
and Israel. London: Zed Books.

Jones, R., Johnson, C., Brown, W., Popescu, G., Pallister-Wilkins, P., Mountzand, A. and
Gilbert, E. (2017). Interventions on the state of sovereignty at the border. Political
Geography 59(1), 1-10.

Klein, N. (2007). The Shock Doctrine: The Rise of Disaster Capitalism. New York:
Metropolitan Books.

Krastev, . and Leonard, M. (2021). Europe’s Invisible Divides: How Covid-19 is Polarising
European Politics. European Council on Foreign Relations, 20-21. Available at: https://
ecfr.eu/wp-content/uploads/Europes-invisible-divides-How-covid-19-is-polarising-
European-politics.pdf

Lefebvre, H. (1991). The Production of Space. Oxford: Blackwell Publishers.

Molnar, P. and Miller, T. (2022). Robo Dogs and Refugees: The Future of the Global
Border Industrial Complex. The Border Chronicle. February 17, 2022. Available at
https://www.theborderchronicle.com/p/robo-dogs-and-refugees-the-future?utm_
source=substack&utm medium=email&utm content=share

Nail, T. (2016). Theory of the Border. New York: Oxford University Press.

Ochoa Espejo, P. (2021). (@POchoaEspejo). Twitter post. 3:15 p.m. Available at: https://
twitter.com/POchoaEspejo/status/1467860305325740044

Orr, J. (2006). Panic Diaries: A Genealogy of Panic Disorder. Duke University Press: Durham.

Paasi, A. (2016). Dancing on the graves: Independence, hot/banal nationalism and the mobi-
lization of memory. Political Geography 54, 21-31. DOI: 10.1016/j.polge0.2015.07.005

Peters, M. A. and Besley, T. (2020). Biopolitics, conspiracy and the immuno-state: an evolv-
ing global politico-genetic complex. Educational Philosophy and Theory 54(2), 111-
120. DOI: 10.1080/00131857.2020.1772026

Phippen, W. (2021). A $10-Million Scarecrow’: The Quest for the Perfect ‘Smart Wall.
Politico. Available at: https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/12/10/us-mex-
ico-border-smart-wall-politics-artificial-intelligence-523918

Plato (2008). The Symposium. New York: Cambridge University Press.

280


https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8330.2007.00522.x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2011.01.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2009.03.002
https://ecfr.eu/wp-content/uploads/Europes-invisible-divides-How-covid-19-is-polarisingEuropean-politics.pdf
https://ecfr.eu/wp-content/uploads/Europes-invisible-divides-How-covid-19-is-polarisingEuropean-politics.pdf
https://ecfr.eu/wp-content/uploads/Europes-invisible-divides-How-covid-19-is-polarisingEuropean-politics.pdf
https://www.theborderchronicle.com/p/robo-dogs-and-refugees-the-future?utm_source=substack&utm_medium=email&utm_content=share
https://www.theborderchronicle.com/p/robo-dogs-and-refugees-the-future?utm_source=substack&utm_medium=email&utm_content=share
https://twitter.com/POchoaEspejo/status/1467860305325740044
https://twitter.com/POchoaEspejo/status/1467860305325740044
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2015.07.005
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00131857.2020.1772026
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/12/10/us-mexico-border-smart-wall-politics-artificial-intelligence-523918
https://www.politico.com/news/magazine/2021/12/10/us-mexico-border-smart-wall-politics-artificial-intelligence-523918

Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LVI (2022), no. 1, pp. 260-281

Popescu, G. (2012). Bordering and Ordering the Twenty-first Century: Understanding Borders.
Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers.

Sarasin, P. (2020). Understanding the Coronavirus Pandemic with Foucault? Foucault Blog-
Blogging platform of the peer-reviewed open-access journal Le foucaldien, University
of Zurich. Available at: https://www.fsw.uzh.ch/foucaultblog/essays/254/understand-
ing-corona-with-

Shachar, A. (2020). The Shifting Border: Legal Cartographies of Migration and Mobility.
Ayelet Shachar in dialogue. Manchester: Manchester University Press.

Sohn, C. 2016. Navigating borders multiplicity: the critical potential of assemblage. Area
48(2),183-189. DOI: 10.1111/area.12248

Smith, H. (2020). “Greece plans to build sea barrier off Lesbos to deter migrants,” The
Guardian, January 30, 2020. Available at https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/
jan/30/greece-plans-to-build-sea-barrier-off-lesbos-to-deter-migrants.

Stojanovié, D. (2018) Post-modern Metamorphosis of Limological Discourses: From
‘Natural’ Borders to Borderscapes. Nagoya University Journal of Law and Politics
276, 97-161. DOIL: 10.18999/nujlp.276.4

Tazzioli, M. and Stierl, M. (2021). We Closed the Ports to Protect Refugees. Hygienic
Borders and Deterrence Humanitarianism during Covid-19. International Political
Sociology 15(4), 539-558. DOI: 10.1093/ips/olab023

The Department of Citizenship and Immigration Canada, the U.S. Immigration and
Naturalization Service, and the U.S. Department of State. (2003). Statement of Mutual
Understanding on Information Sharing. Available at: https://www.canada.ca/en/
immigration-refugees-citizenship/corporate/mandate/policies-operational-instruc-
tions-agreements/agreements/statement-mutual-understanding-information-sharing/
statement.html|

Thucydides. (2009). The Peloponnesian War. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Tierney, T. E. (2016). Roberto Espositos ‘Affirmative Biopolitics’ and the Gift. Theory, Culture
& Society 33 (2) (2016), 53-76. DOI: 10.1177/0263276414561096

Vaughan-Williams, N. (2009). The generalised bio-political border? Re-conceptualising
the limits of sovereign power. Review of International Studies 35(4), 729-749. DOI:
10.101 26021 1

Vieten, U. M. (2020). The ‘New Normal’ and ‘Pandemic Populism’: The COVID-19 Crisis
and Anti-Hygienic Mobilisation of the Far-Right. Social Sciences 9(9), 1-14. DOL:

1 it 1
Virilio, P. and Lotringer, S. (2008). Pure War: Twenty-five Years Later. Los Angeles:
Semiotext(e).

Voegelin, E. (2011). Autobiographical Reflections. Columbia: University of Missouri Press.

World Health Organisation (WHO). (2020). Listings of WHO’s response to COVID-19.
Available at: https://www.who.int/news/item/29-06-2020-covidtimeline

Xi Focus. (2021). Xi vows to win people’s war against novel Coronavirus” Xinhuanet.
Available at: http://www.xinhuanet.com/english/2020-02/11/c_138771934.htm

281


https://www.fsw.uzh.ch/foucaultblog/essays/254/understanding-corona-with
https://www.fsw.uzh.ch/foucaultblog/essays/254/understanding-corona-with
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/area.12248
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jan/30/greece-plans-to-build-sea-barrier-off-lesbos-to-deter-migrants
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2020/jan/30/greece-plans-to-build-sea-barrier-off-lesbos-to-deter-migrants
https://dx.doi.org/10.18999/nujlp.276.4
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ips/olab023
https://www.canada.ca/en/immigration-refugees-citizenship/corporate/mandate/policies-operational-instructions-agreements/agreements/statement-mutual-understanding-information-sharing/statement.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/immigration-refugees-citizenship/corporate/mandate/policies-operational-instructions-agreements/agreements/statement-mutual-understanding-information-sharing/statement.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/immigration-refugees-citizenship/corporate/mandate/policies-operational-instructions-agreements/agreements/statement-mutual-understanding-information-sharing/statement.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/immigration-refugees-citizenship/corporate/mandate/policies-operational-instructions-agreements/agreements/statement-mutual-understanding-information-sharing/statement.html
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0263276414561096
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0260210509990155
https://dx.doi.org/10.3390/socsci9090165
https://www.who.int/news/item/29-06-2020-covidtimeline
http://www.xinhuanet.com/english/2020-02/11/c_138771934.htm

