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Abstract
The idea of a “Europe without borders” has been contested for the last de-
cade and is increasingly overshadowed by rebordering phenomena. This
development has sparked debates within border studies on how borders
should be thought of and investigated. The introductory article deals with
this and reconstructs the formation and differentiation of the bordering
approach. Furthermore, the concept of border experiences is determined as
an investigative perspective that is interested in everyday cultural arenas of
bordering processes. It puts the agency of ‘border(lands) residents’ in the
center and provides insights into everyday cultural border (re)productions.
With this in mind, we will present the book articles in the final section.
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Borders

With the concept of border experiences, this volume aims to strengthen
the facet of the concept of the border that is oriented towards everyday cul-
tural realities. This endeavor ties in with the 2016 Association for Border-
lands Studies’ European Conference, entitled “Differences and discontinui-
ties in a ‘Europe without Borders,’” and seeks to raise awareness of the nu-
merous and often-‘overlooked’ forms of articulation of borders. The back-
ground of this is an increasingly questioned epoch, which was discussed in
academics until the 2000s as a “borderless world” and is contested in poli-
tics today operating under the slogan “Europe without borders.” In this
volume, Yndigegn speaks about six decades which were politically guided
by the idea of a “Europe without borders”, but in the past decade, we have
increasingly been confronted with a renaissance of borders in Europe. This
is reflected in, among other things, the reintroduction of border controls
at EU internal borders (Evrard/Nienaber/Sommaribas 2018), the growing
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Euroscepticism (Klatt 2018), burgeoning nationalisms (Lamour/Varga
2017) in connection with farther-reaching populism (Brömmel/King/
Sicking 2017). These developments, which should be looked at more clo-
sely in the context of terrorism, financial crisis, flight, Brexit, Ukraine crisis
and many more (Yndigegn in this volume), seem to be the driving force
for the fact that the era of “Europe without borders” is already being overs-
hadowed by an epoch of rebordering. The latter has given border studies
tangible impulses in recent years with regard to, among other things, a re-
considered concept of the border (Wille 2020).

In Europe, increased attention on borders can already be observed in
the area of tension of the ‘borderless world’ and ‘Fortress Europe’ of the
1990s, referring also to the simultaneity of globalization dynamics, the fall
of the Iron Curtain, on the one hand, and the emergence of new nation
states and the stabilization of the EU’s external borders, on the other. The-
se seemingly contradictory developments, which have been perpetuated in
accentuated form in the recent rebordering tendencies (Yndigegn in this
volume), have sensitized us on the concept of the border in such a way that
Hess (2018, p. 84) speaks of a border turn. This is characterized not only by
the heightened interest in and the increased academic involvement in bor-
der and migration dynamics, but also in a reorientation of border research,
which is oriented on the practice turn (Schatzki//Knorr Cetina/Savigny
2001) and implies an understanding of borders, which some authors also
refer to as constructivist (Bürkner 2017; Herzog/Sohn 2019). It overcomes
the notion of fixed and set borders in favor of the view that borders are the
results of social processes (Newman/Paasi 1998; Konrad 2015). This ap-
proach is not aimed at the border as an ontological object, but at the pro-
cesses of the (de-)stabilization of borders–and thus at the forces that create
them, as they take place in and through practices or discourses (Newman
2006; Kaiser 2012). In this context, an approach has been adopted across
disciplines that provides a catchy term for the notion of border as a social
production: the bordering approach, which, with the intention of proces-
sualizing, defines the border as a social practice. However, it is not to be
understood as an analytical instrument that is applied and makes borders
immediately describable and analyzable as de- and rebordering practices.
Bordering, according to Yuval-Davis/Wemyss/Cassidy (2019, p. 5), “[...]
constitutes a principal organizing mechanism in constructing, maintaining
and controlling social and political order.” It is therefore a fundamental
viewpoint that focuses on border (de)stabilization and/or the mechanisms
that are effective and articulated within it.

The implementation of the bordering approach can neither be clearly
dated nor attributed to a specific author. It was already being mentioned
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in the political sciences in the 1990s (Albert/Brock 1996), made productive
by human geographers at the turn of the century (van Houtum/van Naers-
sen 2002) and only later received in other disciplines. The temporally off-
set reception and ongoing empirical examination of bordering processes
has further stimulated and conceptually enhanced the debate on borders.
Some authors, for example, address border practices and/or practices of
borders as possible operationalizations of the bordering approach (Auzan-
neau/Greco 2018; Wille et al. 2016; Parker/Adler-Nissen 2012; Paasi 1999).
In addition, a distinction is to be made between de- und re-bordering pro-
cesses through which the dynamic and unavoidable interplay of destabi-
lization and stabilization of borders is conceived (Salter 2012; Yuval-Davis/
Wemyss/Cassidy 2019, p. 59). The empirical observation of such processes
has also shown that border (re)productions – whether in stabilizing or de-
stabilizing form – seldom merge into binary codes, emanate from one ac-
tor with a clear agenda and identity or explicitly materialize in a particular
place. Rather, the processes of bordering are multifaceted, which is why
they are increasingly understood as multiple processes and examined as
such (Wille 2020; Gerst et al. 2018). The representatives of critical border
studies have largely been responsible for the sensitization of this (Parker et
al. 2009; Parker/Vaughan-Williams 2012; Salter 2012; Jones 2019; Brambil-
la/Jones 2019; Yuval-Davis/Wemyss/Cassidy 2019), and their concerns are
based on a rather catchy observation: “the construction of borders [...]
must always be done somewhere by someone against some other” (Tyer-
man 2019, p. 2). Thus they are not only interested in the fact that borders
represent social (re-)productions, but rather take a critical-differentiating
view of how the multiple processes of bordering (strategically) take place:
for example, from whom they emanate, with which interests, effects and
who is addressed. In this context, the everyday cultural realities of life be-
come more important as they are now included as sites for bordering pro-
cesses and assumed to be constitutive of borders (Parker/Vaughan-Wil-
liams 2012; Rumford 2012). Addressing everyday cultural realities allows
processes of border (de)stabilization to be recognized more broadly, to
counteract a simplifying understanding of borders and to inevitably direct
the focus onto ‘border(lands) residents’ as agents of the border. Such an
orientation, which is enhanced by everyday cultural arenas, above all chal-
lenges cultural border studies and makes discussion possible with the con-
cept of border experiences.
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Border experiences

The concept of border experiences ties in with the idea of the border as a
social (re-)production and the insight that processes of bordering are not
reserved exclusively for political-institutional actors. Border experiences
strengthen the perspective and thus the role and agency of those who ‘in-
habit’ the border, meaning those who are entangled in them and who with
their (bodily and sensory) experiences or generation of meaning in and
through everyday practices, narratives, representations or objects conti-
nuously (re-)produce them. It is an approach that focuses on ‘border(lands)
residents’ and their border experience in order to better understand the
modes of action and function, but, above all, the ways in which borders
are appropriated and thereby produced. This approach can be understood
as a ‘humanizing the border’ (Brambilla 2015, p. 27), which is discussed
and/or practiced by a multitude of authors, each with different focuses
(Auzanneau/Greco 2018; Considère/Perrin 2017; Boesen/Schnuer 2017;
Brambilla 2015; Amilhat Szary/Giraut 2015; Schulze Wessel 2015; Rum-
ford 2012; Wille 2012; Newman 2007; Rösler/Wendl 1999; Martínez 1994).
With this in mind, border experiences is neither a clearly defined concept
nor the sovereignty of interpretation of an author or a group of authors.
Nevertheless, border experiences can be characterized by the following
points as a category, complementary to geopolitical perspectives of bor-
ders.

The concept is not just a complementary view on the border through
the eyes of the ‘affected person’; rather, border experiences are developed
through the border. This methodological approach, which Rumford (2012,
p. 895) conceptualizes as “seeing like a border”, describes the fundamental
issue of following the border in its performative arenas: to where the bor-
der takes place as everyday cultural (re-)production. These include mo-
ments of representation or meaning production coded in practices, dis-
courses or objects and in which borders are (made) relevant. While Rum-
ford (2012, p. 897) emphasizes that “[i]n aspiring to ‘see like a border’ we
must recognise the constitutive nature of borders in social [...] life”, Con-
sidère/Perrin (2017, p. 16) focus on possible access points for this: “The
border [...] is reflected in perceptions, everyday practices, and constructed
ideas.” Border experiences stand for such everyday cultural settings and
give the border its (sometimes temporary) existence. A vivid example of
this is given by Martin in this volume, in which the Franco-Luxembour-
gish border reproduces itself through an everyday “cut-off point”, that
cross-border commuters experience on their way to work in Luxembourg:
“conversations were interrupted, pages stopped downloading, and there
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was no signal. Mobile phones were put away in pockets by all those users
who had subscriptions to a French network. We have qualified this cut-off
point as a real digital border [...].”

Border experiences also imply multiple understandings of borders. This
refers to the fact that everyday-culture-oriented considerations exclude
neither marginalized nor privileged actors. The concept refers to the enti-
rety of the actors “at, on, or shaping the border” (Rumford 2012, p. 897)
and moving in and through the border space (Schulze Wessel 2015, p. 51)
and inevitably leads to the insight that “borders [...] mean different things
to different people, and work differently on different groups” (Rumford
2012, p. 894). This differentiating view, which Jóźwiak describes in this
volume with the statement that “the border is not experienced by everyone
in the same way”, is based on the multiplicity of border experiences and
gives the border multiple and time-changeable existences. In other words,
borders are (re-)produced and transformed in a variety of ways, for examp-
le by refugees, international managers, tourists, and these ways also inclu-
de border non-experiences (Rumford 2012, p. 889). This experience is cle-
arly shown by Boesen in this volume with residential migrants, who some-
times have “left Luxembourg without arriving in another country.”

Whether and to what extent borders will acquire existences through
border experiences or become/(are made) effective in border experiences
will remain question to be answered empirically. This question is at the
very center of this volume and is being worked on in border crossings – i.e.
in the context of (forced) migration, residential migration, travel, commu-
ter and other everyday mobility as well as in language contact situations.
In particular, the areas of everyday life, working life, and communication
and languages are considered, as well as the border experiences emerging
there. These stand for everyday cultural realities in which borders are (ma-
de) relevant and thus (re-)produced in and through practices, discourses or
objects. The approach of the authors can be summarized in three overlap-
ping questions. Firstly, it is a question of to what extent borders are
(re-)produced in and through practices, discourses or objects. In addition,
awareness of the everyday cultural sites of borders should be raised. The
range of such sites is diverse, ranging from (cross-border) recreational prac-
tices, shopping and information practices, to those related to (cross-border)
employment or relocation, to border control practices or language contact
situations. Secondly, it asks what social logics are embedded in such
(re-)production processes. Questioning from this perspective addresses the
creation of meaning of everyday cultural border (re)productions, which
can also be discussed as border knowledge (Gerst and Jóźwiak in this volu-
me) or border culture (Álvarez Pérez in this volume). Especially with re-
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gard to border regions, the aim here is to better understand the (strategic)
use of the border and the local appropriations of the border in and
through everyday practices. The use of the border is often based on the
pursuit of maximizing individual benefit, but not exclusively, as shown by
Wille/Roos in this volume. At the same time, the aim is to uncover the
structures of meaning that are constitutive for borders in representations
or projections. Several authors comment on this, such as Gerst using the
example of a political event on security issues, Boesen through ‘moving
stories’ by residential migrants, Martin with the media practices of cross-
border workers, and Álvarez Pérez with border residents. And thirdly, this
volume asks which effects of the (dis)continuity originate from borders
and to what extent they are (made) effective for actors at, on, or in the bor-
der. This applies, for example, to Spanish travelers, who – since they too
have been able to enter France with simply an ID card – “feel a little more
equal to the much-envied citizens of democratic Europe” (Permanyer in
House in this volume). However, the potential spaces opening up through
borders or border crossings have also been worked out, which, for exam-
ple, Pigeron-Piroth and Belkacem in this volume understand as a “re-
source”, Martin as a “reservoir of cultural resources” or Dost/Jungbluth/
Richter as liminal spaces marked by in-betweenness.

The editors of this volume would like to thank the authors for their di-
verse and productive examinations of border experiences in Europe. Fur-
thermore, we would like to thank Ulla Connor, who coordinated and
communicated with the authors during the book project and always made
herself available as a contact person. We also want to mention the editors
of the publication series “Border Studies. Cultures, Spaces, Orders”, who
have included this book as the first volume in the newly established series.
Finally, we express our thanks to Beate Bernstein of Nomos Publishing,
who patiently and professionally saw the multi-year book project to its
end.

References

Albert, Mathias/Brock, Lothar (1996): Debordering the World of States. New
Spaces in International Relations. In: New Political Science 18, no. 1, p. 69–106.

Amilhat Szary, Anne-Laure/Giraut, Frédéric (2015): Borderities: The Politics of
Contemporary Mobile Borders. In: Amilhat Szary, A.-L./Giraut, F. (eds.), Bor-
derities and the Politics of Contemporary Mobile Borders. Basingstoke: Palgra-
ve, p. 1–22.

Christian Wille and Birte Nienaber

12

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7, am 19.04.2024, 00:53:46
Open Access –  - https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7
https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb


Auzanneau, Michelle/Greco, Luca (eds.) (2018): Dessiner les frontières: une appro-
che praxéologique. Lyon: ENS Editions.

Boesen, Elisabeth/Schnuer, Gregor (eds.) (2017): European Borderlands. Living
with Barriers and Bridges. London/New York: Routledge.

Brambilla, Chiara (2015): Exploring the Critical Potential of the Borderscapes Con-
cept. In: Geopolitics 20, no. 1, p. 14–34.

Brambilla, Chiara/Jones, Reece (2019): Rethinking borders, violence, and conflict:
From sovereign power to borderscapes as sites of struggles. In: Environment and
Planning D: Society and Space, DOI: 10.1177/0263775819856352.

Brömmel, Winfried/König, Helmut/Sicking, Manfred (eds.) (2017): Populismus
und Extremismus in Europa. Gesellschaftswissenschaftliche und sozialpsycholo-
gische Perspektiven. Bielefeld: Transcript.

Bürkner, Hans-Joachim (2017): Bordering, borderscapes, imaginaries: From con-
structivist to post-structural perspectives. In: Opiłowska, E./Kurcz, Z./Roose, J.
(eds.): Advances in Borderlands Studies. Baden-Baden: Nomos, p. 85–107.

Considère, Sylvie/Perrin, Thomas (2017): Introduction générale. La frontière en
question, ou comment débusquer les représentations sociales des frontières. In:
Considère, S./Perrin, T. (eds.): Frontières et représentations sociales. Questions
et perspectives méthodologiques. Paris: l’Harmattan, p. 15–24.

Gerst, Dominik/Klessmann, Maria/Krämer, Hannes/Sienknecht, Mitja/Ulrich, Pe-
ter (2018): Komplexe Grenzen. Aktuelle Perspektiven der Grenzforschung (Spe-
cial issue „Komplexe Grenzen“). In: Berliner Debatte Initial 29, no. 1, p. 3–11.

Evrard, Estelle/Nienaber, Birte/Sommaribas, Adolfo (2018): The Temporary Rein-
troduction of Border Controls Inside the Schengen Area: Towards a Spatial Per-
spective. In: Journal of Borderlands Studies, DOI: 10.1080/08865655.2017.14151
64.

Herzog, Lawrence A./Sohn, Christophe (2019): The co-mingling of bordering dy-
namics in the San Diego–Tijuana cross-border metropolis. In: Territory, Politics,
Governance 7, no. 2, p. 177–199.

Hess, Sabine (2018): Border as Conflict Zone. Critical Approaches on the Border
and Migration Nexus. In: Bachmann-Medick, D./Kugele, J. (eds.): Migration.
Changing Concepts, Critical Approaches. Berlin: de Gruyter, p. 83–99.

Jones, Reece (2019): Open Borders: In Defense of Free Movement. University of
Georgia Press.

Kaiser, Robert J. (2012): Performativity and the Eventfulness of Bordering
Practices. In: Wilson, T. M./Donnan, H. (eds.): A Companion to Border Studies.
Chicester: John Wiley & Sons, p. 522–537.

Klatt, Martin (2018): The So-Called 2015 Migration Crisis and Euroscepticism in
Border Regions: Facing Re-Bordering Trends in the Danish–German Border-
lands. In: Geopolitics, DOI: 10.1080/14650045.2018.1557149.

Konrad, Victor (2015): Towards a Theory of Borders in Motion. In: Journal for Bor-
derlands Studies 30, no. 1, p. 1–17.

Borders and border experiences

13

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7, am 19.04.2024, 00:53:46
Open Access –  - https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

http:// DOI: 10.1080/08865655.2017.1415164
http:// DOI: 10.1080/08865655.2017.1415164
https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7
https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb


Lamour, Christian/Varga, Renáta (2017): The Border as a Resource in Right-wing
Populist Discourse: Viktor Orbán and the Diasporas in a Multi-scalar Europe.
In: Journal of Borderlands Studies, DOI: 10.1080/08865655.2017.1402200.

Martínez, Oscar J. (1994): Border People. Life and Society in the U.S.–Mexiko Bor-
derlands. Tucson/London: University of Arizona Press.

Newman, David (2007): The Lines that Continue to Separate Us. Borders in Our
“Borderless” World. In: Schimanski, J./Wolfe, S. (eds): Border Poetics De-limi-
ted. Hannover: Wehrhahn Verlag, p. 27–57.

Newman, David (2006): Borders and Bordering: Towards an Interdisciplinary Dia-
logue. In: European Journal of Social Theory 9, no. 2, p. 171–186.

Newman, David/Paasi, Anssi (1998): Fences and Neighbours in the Postmodern
World: Boundary Narratives in Political Geography. In: Progress in Human
Geography 22, no. 2, p. 186–207.

Paasi, Anssi (1999): Boundaries as Social Practice and Discourse: The Finnish-Rus-
sian Border. In: Regional Studies 33, no. 7, p. 669–680.

Parker, Noel/Adler-Nissen, Rebecca (2012): Picking and Choosing the ‘Souvereign’
Border. A Theory of Changing State Bordering Practices. In: Geopolitics 17, no.
4, p. 773–796.

Parker, Noel/Vaughan-Williams, Nick (2012): Critical Border Studies: Broadening
and Deepening the ‚Lines in the Sand‘ Agenda. Geopolitics 17, no. 4, p. 727–
733.

Parker, Noel/Bialasiewicz, Luiza/Bulmer, Sarah/Carver, Ben/Durie, Robin/
Heathershaw, John/van Houtum, Henk/Kinnvall, Catarina/Kramsch, Olivier/
Minca, Claudio/Murray, Alex/Panjek, Aleksander/Rumford, Chris/Schaap, And-
rew/Sidaway, James/Vaughan-Williams, Nick/Williams, John (2009): Lines in
the Sand? Towards an Agenda for Critical Border Studies. In: Geopolitics 14, no.
3, p. 582–587.

Rösler, Michael/Wendl, Tobias (eds.) (1999): Frontiers and Borderlands. Brussels:
Peter Lang.

Rumford, Chris (2012): Towards a Multiperspectival Study of Border. In: Geopoli-
tics 17, no. 4, p. 887–902.

Salter, Marc B. (2012): Theory of the / : The Suture and Critical Border Studies. In:
Geopolitics, 17, no. 4, p. 734–755.

Schatzki, Theodore/Knorr Cetina, Karin/Savigny, Eike von (eds.) (2001): The Prac-
tice Turn in Contemporary Theory. London/New York: Routledge.

Schulze Wessel, Julia (2015): On Border Subjects: Rethinking the Figure of the
Refugee and the Undocumented Migrant. In: Constellations 23, no. 1, p. 46–57.

Tyerman, Thom (2019): Everyday Borders in Calais: The Globally Intimate Injus-
tices of Segregation. Geopolitics, DOI: 10.1080/14650045.2019.1631807.

Van Houtum, Henk/Van Naerssen, Ton (2002): Bordering, ordering and othering.
Tijdschrift voor Economische en Sociale Geografie 93, no. 2, p. 125–136.

Christian Wille and Birte Nienaber

14

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7, am 19.04.2024, 00:53:46
Open Access –  - https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7
https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb


Wille, Christian (2020): Towards a complexity shift: Aktuelle analytische Trends
der Grenzforschung. In: Klessmann, M./Gerst, D./Krämer, H. (eds.): Handbuch
Grenzforschung (Border Studies. Cultures, Spaces, Orders). Baden-Baden:
Nomos (in press).

Wille, Christian (2012): Grenzgänger und Räume der Grenze. Raumkonstruktio-
nen in der Großregion SaarLorLux. Brussels: Peter Lang.

Wille, Christian/Reckinger, Rachel/Kmec, Sonja/Hesse, Markus (eds.) (2016):
Spaces and Identities in Border Regions. Politics – Media – Subjects. Bielefeld:
Transcript.

Yuval-Davis, Nira/Wemyss, Georgie/Cassidy, Kathryn (2019): Bordering. Cam-
bridge: Polity Press.

About the authors

Christian Wille | University of Luxembourg | Campus Belval | Maison des Sciences
Humaines | UniGR-Center for Border Studies | 11, Porte des Sciences | L-4366
Esch-sur-Alzette | Luxembourg | christian.wille@uni.lu
Wille, Christian (Ph.D.) is a senior researcher at the University of Luxembourg and
head of the network UniGR-Center for Border Studies. He has published the books
“Spaces and Identities in Border Regions” (2016), “Living Realities and Political
Constructions in Border Regions” (2015), and “Cross-border Commuters and
Spaces of the Border” (2012). His research areas include cultural border studies,
transnational everyday lives, and spatial, identity, praxeological theories.
Birte Nienaber | University of Luxembourg | Campus Belval | Maison des Sciences
Humaines | UniGR-Center for Border Studies | 11, Porte des Sciences | L-4366
Esch-sur-Alzette | Luxembourg | birte.nienaber@uni.lu
Nienaber, Birte (Associate Prof. Dr.) is a political geographer specialized in migra-
tion, border studies and European regional and rural development. She is experi-
enced with EU-funded activities in the area of migration (e.g. MOVE, DERREG,
CEASEVAL, RELOCAL, “Border Studies”) and coordinates three national EU con-
tact points (EMN, ESPON and FRANET). Prof. Nienaber is a member of the board
of directors of the IMISCOE network and of the steering board of the UniGR-Cen-
ter for Border Studies. In addition to publishing more than 100 articles and re-
ports, she has also co-edited “Globalization and Europe’s Rural Regions” (2015)
and “Internationalisierung der Gesellschaft und die Auswirkungen auf die Rau-
mentwicklung” (2015) and has served on the editorial board of “Comparative Mi-
gration Studies (CMS)”.

Borders and border experiences

15

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7, am 19.04.2024, 00:53:46
Open Access –  - https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7
https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb


https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7, am 19.04.2024, 00:53:46
Open Access –  - https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

https://doi.org/10.5771/9783845295671-7
https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

