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Ha MOYETKY OBOr paja Hajnpe ce aHanuavpa AyanHocT rpaHuue,
Kao MecTa cycpeTa anu U MecTa Hecropasyma, TeH3uje, a HepeT-
KO N OTBOPEHWX KOHbnMKaTa 1 TO Kpo3 ABa yrna nocmatpama; onwTe-
apywteeHor 1 6e3begHocHor. NpBu ce TUYe ApYLUTBEHUX TeMerba rpa-
HULe, WKpe cxBaheHuX Kao y3ajamHa npenosHaBara cebe v apyrux,
[OK Apyra AMMeH3uja y NpBuM NnaH CTaBrba YBPCTY aHanorujy rpaHuue u
3nposa. [lok ce NpBy acnekT HajyeLhe TuYe LWMper APYLITBEHOr aHrax-
MaHa, apyru ce bnvke Besyje 3a 6e36e4HOCHN MOMEHaT ynpaBrbama
rpaHMLOM, OOHOCHO Ha Cekyputusauujy (heHOMeHa W pearoBare Ha
Hera nenesom penpecuBHUX ,anarta’. Ynpaeo apyra AUMeH3nja nocMa-
Tparba npobnema Boau HacC y CBET CaBPEMEHMX 3M0Ba ucnpes (1 oKo)
KOjuX ce ofBwjajy pasnuynTi 0gHOCK 3a N3paKeHOM (He)besbegHoLuny.
Y KOjoj Mepw Cy akTyenHu 3ugoBmu caktop 6e3beqHocT, a y Kojoj Mepw
thaktop reHepuwyhe Hebe30eHOCTH, TEXMLLHO je€ UCTPaKMBAYKO Mu-
Take OBOr paga. Ha ocHOBY cnpoBedeHe UCTpaxuBadke npoueaype, y
pagy ce 3akrbydyje Aa 3ufg nojayasa TBPAHY ApXaBe O CyBEPEHUTETY,
anu 1 aa He Moxe Ja byae edrkacHa 6e3begHocHa Mepa 3a CTaHOBHU-
Ke norpaHWyYHuX nogpydja U NnpunagHuke MUrpaHTcke nonynaumje.

KrbydHe peumn: muepayuje, 6esbedHocm, epaHuue, 3ud08U, KOH-
hriukmu.
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YBog

TOKOM MCTOpUje YoBEYaHCTBa MuUrpaLmje cy yeek nocrtojane. Jbyau cy HanywwTa-
Ny CBOje JOMOBE M3 MHOFO PasnUYUTKX pasnora, kao LWTO Cy rMag, paToBu
1 MPOroH, anu 1 BeYnTe rbyacke onceaHyTocTn ,06ehaHnm 3emrbama”, Kao ,M3Bec-
HUM nykama” y Kojuma he 3a cebe u cBoje NOTOMCTBO 06€36e4MTH XMUBOT AOCTOjaH
yoseka. CxoHO TOMe, He MOCTOjW jedHa Beh Bule Teopwja murpauuje, pacnpoc-
TparEHNX Yy HEKOMNMWKO aKaZeMCKUX AucuunnvHa. TeHaeHUmMja ekoHoMmUCTa jecTe aa
ce hokycupajy Ha MexaHu3me Koju Cy Hau3rmeq, yHuBep3asHu, a Hajyewwhe ogBojeHn
0, UCTOPMJCKOr UMK pernoHanHor KoHTekcTa. MMWKpoekoHOMCKa Teopuja Murpauuje
yKasyje Aa ogsiyka 0 Murpaumju jeqHoCTaBHO 3aBucK of nopehera 3apaga y 3emMibu
1 MIHOCTPaHCTBY M MOryhux TPOLLKOBa NOBE3aHuX ca Murpaumjom. ictoBpemeHo, uc-
TOpUYapy yKasyjy Ha KapakTepuCTVKE CBaKOr MUrPaLMOHOr Tanaca u CKeNTUYHM Cy
y nornegy yHvwBep3anHux objalurbersa, oK reorpacm U COLMOMNO3N UCTUYY 3HAYa)
YCMOCTaBIbEHMX KaHana murpauuja v MUrpaHTCKMX Mpexa y obrukoBakby TOKOBA.
MonuTKONO3n ¥ NpaBHULM Cynpemupajy 3Havaj MMUrpauroHe NonuTuke W npaea,
He orpaHuyaBajyhu ce Ha HeOMXoAHE YCMOBE 3a XMBOT U pag y oapefeHo] 3eMrbuy,
Beh 1 Ha nNpaBa v obaBe3e MMWUrpaHaTa y pasnuynTM 3eMrbama, oK Ce KOXE3VNBHO
Tymayewe reorpaduje U NOAMTUKE TEMEIbU Ha ,YUHEeHULM Aa cy 3a MeflyHapoaHe
ofHoce reorpadCku YMHUOLM NepmaHeHTHo BaxHu (Ajzehnamer, 2018: 282). Ynope-
[0 Ca ja4yareM MUTPaHTCKOr npuTrcka ka EBponu, y nocrneaHux ABafeceTak rognHa
Ce Yy KOMMIIMKOBAHY WHTEPAMCLMMNAMHAPHY UCTPaXMBAaYKy MUCKjy OBOTr (heHOMeHa
YKIbY4yjy 1 Hayke o 6e36eaHOCTM.

3aHMMIbUMBO je aa, ynpkoc HegocTatky objeamksyjyher Teopujckor okBupa, emnu-
PUjCKM MOAENUN YeCTo KopuCTe Bapujabne 13 pasnmunTMX TEOPUjCKMX OKBMPA Koje Cy
ce nokasane 3HavajHum y npowunocty. Mpunukom objalukerba heHoMeHa murpauyja
Y KOHTEKCTY [JaHallkMX rpaHuua v cBe Yewhux orpaga v 3ugoBa Koje ux npate, y
pagy ce KOpWCTe UCTpaxuBaka NpeBacxogHo U3 AOMEHA MONMTUYKKX HayKa 1 Hayka
0 6e3benHOCTM, anu n BUTHW NokasaTerby U3 cdepe Coumonoruje, NCUXonoruje, exo-
HOMMje ¥ npaBa.

[yanun3am rpaHuue: namehy cycpeta n KOHIunKTa

HecurypHoCT rbyam 1 rbyACKUX 3ajegHuLa, Kao BaHBPEMEHCKa KaTeropmja 1 UcTo-
pujcka KOHCTaHTa, HajsehnM AenoM je y3pokoBaHa npuspemeHoLuhy. MNMpuepemeHocT
je noctana v ognuka nocnosa kojuMm ce 6aBuMMO, MecTa y Kojem GopaBumo, rbyan
Kojuma ce OKpYXKyjeMo, anu cBe Yelwhe n apxkaBse Y kojoj xmBrMo. MoBUnHOCT byau,
kao nocneguua cse NpUCyTHUje NPUBPEMEHOCTH, OCKM LUTO je cBe Beha U Macos-
Huja, obenexeHa je U CBe M3paxeHWjoM HenpeasuameoLlhy, jep HemMa jeanHCTBEH
¥ npeasuave npaeal. HenpeaBuAMBOCT FbyACKMX KpeTaksa CjajHO Omnucyjy CTUXOBU
Hajno3HaTujer nanectuHckor necHuka Maxmyga [epsuwa (Mahmoud Darwish) y
Kojuma ncTuye aa je ,cesep mpasal koju TyhuHay Tpeba aa opabepe, anu je npo-
Gnem Lo ra jeguHo Betap nokasyje” (Dervis, 2023). Tako ce Kao jedHO of OHWX Haj-
BaXKHWjUX NuTakba y cBe MoOMIHWjem 0oby jaBrba ynpaBo OHO Y KoM he ce npasuy
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,LOKpeHyTn BeTap”. Tparajyhu 3a 0OArOBOPOM Ha TO NWUTakE yna3vmo y NaBUpUHTE y
kojuma (13)rybumMo cmMmcao 3a opujeHTaLujy Npe Hero LWTO Hay4MMo Ja Ce KPo3 HUX
kpehemo, na cammm TUM 1 fa 13 kix n3ahemo (Suboti¢, 2022: 166).

MonyT murpauuje, HY rpaHnLa HemMa jeAHOAUMEH3NOHAMHO 3HaYEeHE — OHA MOXe
61T mecTo, reorpaduja, anv 1 NCMXonoruja, Heka cUTyaLuja N HeKu TPEHyTak cy-
cpeTa v ofHoca ca ApyrM v apyradujum. Y ncuMXOnoLLUKOM CMUCHY, ,rpaHula 6u ce
MOrna CXBaTWUTW Kao AOXMBIbaj] EMOLMOHASHOT 1 (hM3MYKOr MpocTopa u3mely Hac u
Apyre ocobe Ui Kao CKyrn 3aMULLIBEHUX JIMHKjA Koje 03HavaBajy rae npecTajemo My,
a nouutbe Apyrv — rae npecTajy Halle emoumoHanHe noTpebe, yBepera, BPeAHOCTH,
a nouuwby Tyhe” (Marisco, 2015: 329). Ha Taj HaumH rpaHuua nogpasymeBa Ncuxo-
MOLLKW JOXMBIbAj NPOCTOPA KOjU HaM yKasyje Ha TO Aa MU U ApYrM HACMO MCTO, anu
Takofe 1 NpocTopa y KoMe ce HeMUHOBHO cycpeheMo ¢ Apyruma.

Y OCHOBW pa3nukyjeMo ABe AMMEH3Wje NuTarba rpaHuua. Npea ce Tnve dpywmee-
HUX memesba epaHuue, lumpe cxBaheHrx Kao y3ajaMHO npenosHaBake cebe v apy-
rUX, OOK ApYry AMMEH3Wjy npeacTaBrba 6€36e0HOCHU npucmyn npobnemy, Koju y npau
MrnaH nocTaerba YBPCTY aHanorujy rpaHuue u 3ugosa. [ok aHanuTUYapu CKMOHMju
nubepanHujeMm CeH3nbunuTeTy nocMaTpara oBor npobrema YecTo UCTUYY 1 nogynu-
py pasnore 360r kojux rpaHule Tpeba penakcupaTy, OH1 KOH3epPBaTUBHUjWU NPOTEXN-
pajy NO3UTUBHY CTpaHy ,TBpAMX” rpaHuLa 1 O krMa Maxom noxeasiHo rosope. OBako
pa3nuYuT 0OHOC NMpemMa rpaHuuama, Ha jefaH, Ha npBeuw norneg napagokcanaH HauvH
orosbaBa ,npupoay rnobanusaumje Koja ce He3ayCTaBMbUBO MPENMBa NPEKO CBYUX rpa-
HULa, JOK Ce UCTOBPEMEHO yXypbaHOo noavKy HOBY 3uZ0BY Koju Ty Byjuly Tpebajy Aa
3aycraee” (Dell’Agnese; Szary, 2015: 7).

lpaHuLe cMo Ayro nocmartpanu Kao MecTa cycpeta uaeHTuteta. Anu, 0BakBo
Bufere ce y caBpeMeHOM W1 ,,CeNeKTMBHO rnobann3oBaHOM” CBETY C NMPaBoOM MOXe
cMatpaTi aHaxpoHWM, MoHajBuLLIE 300r YMkbeHUUe da je rnobanusaumja (CBejeaHo
[a I eKOHOMCKa, NMOMUTWYKA UNM KYNTypHa) AOHENa ABa Havarnes CynpoTCcTaBIbe-
Ha BuRiera rpaHuue. MpBo BuUfewe rpaHuLy nocmaTtpa y OKBUpY LUMPOKO cxBaheHe
TPaHCNOKanHOCTW, JOK je ApYro BUAM Y KOHTEKCTY YMHOXaBakba 3140Ba, Tj. y NpBu
MnaH UCTUYe HMXOBY XEPMETUYHOCT U HacunHocT. Kaga je y nutary rmeauiute Koje
NCTWYe TPaHCNoKanMTeT rpaHuua ce de facto rybu, 4OK KOHLENT KOju UCTUYE HUXOBY
HENPOMYCHOCT 3a MCXOAMLLTE MMa OKOMHOCT Y KOjOj rpaHuLly 3amehsyjy TBpau 31a0oBK
(AzZije, 2019: 68).

Hajuyewhe ce roBopu o ,3aTBapary rpaHuua’ kaja ce MUCNK Ha CBe owTpuje
jypucaukumje, Ha cBe bpyTanHuje nonuumjcke metoae (y3 npatehy kceHodobuyHy
nponaraHgy) kojuma npuberaBa Hemanu 6poj eBponckux 3emarba u CA[l. Y crtea-
pu, OBAE je pey O pacrnpoCTpameHOj peakumju Ha CBE MHTEH3VBHUWjE KpETare Sbyau
Ha NnaHeTapHOM HWMBOY, Y3 yTWUCaK Aa Jbyau ,CyBuLle Nako” npenase rpaHuue. Kao
nocreguvua oBaKBor nepuunmMpara CTBapHoOCTK, Y Apyroj aekaam 20. Beka npodunu-
cana cy ce ABa obnuka peakuuje Ha ,HoBe ceobe Hapopa’: nodusarbe 3uda W rpo-
wuper-e eparuye (Azije, 2019: 69). Y cBojeBpCHOM HagmeTaky 3UgoBMMa NPOTHB
MUrpaHara, yoriuTe peyeHo npoTuBs ,,Apyror” u apyradujer, npumehyjemo ynpaso OHO
LTO oapehyje rpaHuuy, any NCTo Tako M OHO LUTO je AenurnTuMmnayje 1 nopude. Kaga
je pey 0 NpoLmMpeksy rpaHnue, Ha geny je coducTmumpanuja nepuaHoOCT: 04MrnegHo
je Oa ce OHe npoLUMpyjy, Kako y NPOCTOPHOM, TaKO MU Y BPEMEHCKOM U OpYLUTBEHOM
CMWCY, T [a Ce Ha HUMa ocTaje cBe ayxe, y Behoj HeCUrypHOCTM 1 y3 CBe Harna-
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LLeHMje 0ACYCTBO APYLUTBEHMX NpaBuia 1 HOpMU. Ha Taj HauMH HECUTYPHOCT TEXW Aa
MOCTaHe KOHTEKCT, ako He 1 MPaBuno, XMBOTa ,y” rpaHnLu.

Ynopego ca, KaKo je 4ecTo UCTULIAHO AeBedeCeTUX roamuHa, ,3aBPLLIETKOM Cykoba
n3mehy 3anaga v ictoka”, Te ca oTBaparmeM TPXWLWITA U TepUTOpMja, NPOLUMPUIO
ce onwTe ocehake fa MOXEMO KMBETW Y pernakcupaHoM CBeTy Yuja 6u nocnegwa
HenponasHa rpaHuua 6una oHa npupodHa rpaHuua nnaHete 3emrbe. Ha ocHoBy
OBaKBUX ,3aKIbyuMBara’ HacTana cy nojedHoOCTaBrbeHa, yTonumjcka 1 NpeTepaHo on-
TUMUCTUYHA NOMMakba CBETa U keroBe ByayhHocTn. W, 3ancTa, ykonuko ce gokycu-
pamo Ha 6Ky NpoLwNocT (NEPVOA, Of LIE3AECETVX A0 AeBEAECETHX roguHa XX Beka,
Tj. 04 3aMaxa AekonoHu3aumje 4o naga bepnuHckor 3uaa), roBopuMMo 0 Nepuoay Koju
je obenexuno Harnm pa3soj caobpahajHux Besa v cpecTaBa MaCOBHE KOMYHUKaLWje,
LUTO je YCMOBWIO 1 3HATHO Behy MOKPETILMBOCT fbyau. YecTo nomuibaH KaHToBCKM
npucTyn ,KOCMOMOMUTCKOT NpaBa Kao NPMPOQHOT NpaBa Ha NOCETY U KpeTawe rvyan”
(Kant, 1995: 50) nenosao je kao gocTtkaH. OBa CTaHOBULLTA AaHac Cy 3HaTHO pehe
3acTynrbeHa y MONUTUYKOM XMBOTY CYBEPEHUX ApXaBa U ocTanux MehyHapogHuMX
KONEeKTUBUTETA, F4e ce cMaTpa [a Cy Takee Mpojekumje CTBap UCKIbYYMBO XyMaHMUC-
TUYKWX Uaeana, Te Aa cy, Kao TakBe, HepeanHe v HeynotTpebrbuBe y ,NoNUTULKM yTe-
MeSbeHoj Ha YnteHnLama’.

LLita je ycnosuno fa ce rpaHuue usmehy apxasa yunHe mawe prekcuonnHum?
OuurnenHo Aa cy 6p3sn Kpaj KOMOHWjanu3Ma W3 paHux LwesgeceTux, U jow gpaMa-
TUYHUjU KpaX KOMYHM3Ma KaCHUX OCaMAeceTux, rypHynu Benvku 6poj gpxasa y na-
pagokcanaH rnobanHu nonuTUYkK nopefak. lNlopeaak koju je MCTOBPEMEHO 3axTeBao
[a rpaHuue Oyay v jake —rpaHuLEe HUCY 3amp3HyTe, anu ApXaBama je MpakTUYHO
3abpareHo aa ux Merbajy cunom” n crnabe — He Tpeba fa ,pa3ggajajy fbyae” Beh
da vx ,apxe 3ajegHo” (Zacher, 2001: 246). Kao pesynTat crnoja 0BakBOr O4YekMBaka
(Benwukmx) n (He)ogroeapajyher ogroBopa Ha wera (Manux) nojasuna ce YnkweHula ga
,0aHAC NMOCTOjM MHOTO BHLUE ApXKaBa, MaxoM M3y3eTHO crnabux, Ynje Cy rpaHuue no
npasuny ctabunHe” (Hironaka, 2005: 2).

KakBsa je y cywTuHu oBa HoBa rnobanHa peanHoct? MMobanusaumja o4nTo HUje
YKUHyna rpaHuLe Beh ux je npeobpaswna, npemeluTtana, pa3asajana jeaHe og Apyrux
1 Hajuewhe npaBuna OUCKPUMUHATMBHE CEMekuuje y CMUcny LWTa To notnaga nog
rnobanHo gobpo, a wra (kora) Tpeba 3aTtBOpPUTM 3ugoBMMa. Ha oBaj HaumH rnoba-
nusaupja ce MoXe rmocmaTpaTi kao Ono3uTHa camoj cebu unu, kako To npumehyje
npochecop CtojaHoBuMh: ,ymecTo rnobanHor 3onmkaeata, WTOo je 6una Hoceha naeja
rnobarnHux npoueca, CaBpeMeHU CBET Ce CyoyaBa ca MPOoLEeCOM UHTEH3MUBHOT rnobar-
Hor pasunaxera” (Stojanovi¢, 2016: 28).

Imo6anusauuja, cxsaheHa NPBEHCTBEHO (UMW UCKIbYYMBO) Y EKOHOMCKOM CMUCHY,
nonpumuna je obnuk ,AeNMMUYHe aeHaumoHanu3auunje ekoHommje” (Sassen, 2003:
7). MocmatpaHa WCKIbYUYMBO Kao eKOHOMCKa KaTeropuja, oHa NpeacTaBrba OKBUP Y
Kojem je jeaMHO kanuTan cyBepeHo rnobanaH, noHajnpe 3axearbyjyhu Tome ga oH
HeMa VHTepecoBata 3a rpaHuLe, HauvoHanHe naeHTuTeTe unm MakwmHe. OrpaHunye-
HO M OENMMUYHO YKIbyUMBaHE HaLMOHAMHUX EKOHOMMja Y CBEOMNLWTKW npovec rnobarn-
HEe eKOHOMMje 1 hMHaHCKja, YrNaBHOM ce AellaBa camo Yy NonynucTUYKUM HapaTuBu-
Ma Koje MOMMTUYKM akTepu warby bupayvma y Bpeme npeansbopHuX KaMnawa, AOK
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TO KacHuje yrnaBHOM 61Ba 3abopaBIbEHO, jep je pey O Aeny NonuTUKe Koja ce TELKO
MOXe CMpOBECTU Y AENO.

Ha oBaj HauuH, y cthepu NonuTKe MMamo NaTeTUUHY TEXHY Ka HaLMOHAmHO]
admpmauwjun, ook ce y cpepm ,6e3 rpaHnLa”, OQHOCHO chepu eKOHOMMjEe U HEYMOTbi-
BOT TPXULLITA, CYLUTUHCKW padum Ha AeHaumoHanu3auuju y obnactv paga, TproBuHCKe
pa3MeHe W KOMyHWKauuja. Y 0BOM (DUHIMpaHOM CykoBy, NOnynucTu 4ecTo ussnade
KOPUCT, anu He y Aeny Koju ce ogHocu Ha MobunHocT poba u ycnyra, Beh y geny
Koju ce OQHOCU Ha MOOMIHOCT rbyau. CTora, OHM (Mpe)HarnallaBajy MHTEH3UBMpa-
HY MOBUMHOCT rbyau Kao Ha ,joww jegHy nowly nocneauuy rmobanusauuje”’, Te 4ecTo
3axTeBajy 4a Ce OBaj CerMeHT MOOMITHOCTY OrpaHWyy U APaCTUYHWjE KOHTpOnuLle
(Brown, 2015). Tako je ,4€CHM NOMyNM3aM Ha HapaTMBMa aHTUYCeIbeHNYKE NONNTH-
ke, NoCTao Aeo U3bOpHUX CrioraHa NOMUTUYKUX NapTuja of Kojux Cy Heke nocrtane u
Aeo n3spLuHe Bnactu” (Suboti¢; Mitrovi¢, 2023: 117).

OumrnegHo je 4a MOGWIHM CBET AaHallhbMLE MOXEMO Pa3yMETM jeAMHO YKOMMKO
Y UCTO BpeMe y3meMo Yy 063up Bese n3mMehy rbyam Koju fAaHac LKpctape” NaHeTom 1
OHaj HapaTuB Koju Be3yje byae 3a TepUTopujy, a Koju Harnallasa HUxoBy AOMULMI-
HOCT (ayToxToHocT). OBaj Apyru HapaTUB Ce Hanasu y NPBOM NnaHy Kaga Cy aHanmse
JaHallkbuxX Murpauuja y nutawy, a Matepujanusyje ce Kpos usrpagry 3vgosa v rno-
pudmKoBarse ,apyrux’ Kao u3Bopa MHOMMX ,Hawwmx” npobrnema, na Yyak n kao onac-
HOCTM W NMPEeTH-E Of, KOjUX Ce CnaLlaBaMonpoTeEPMBatkEM OHWX KOjU CY YLINW U NOAW-
3ameM 3ugosa v begema npema oHuMa Koju Tek kpehy ka ,Hama” (McGowan, 2022).

paHuue n (He)b6e3beaHOCT — NnoBpaTak 3ugoBa

paHn4HM 31Z0BKM 1 yTBPHEHa AaTvpajy U3 aHTUYKOT U Cpeamer Beka. CBakako cy
Hajno3HaTMjX OHM KOjU Ce Be3yjy 3a PUMCKY U KMHECKY UMMepUjy, anu ce unak aee-
HWjama ycrnocTaBmbao KoHceH3yc Aa he TBpae rpaHuyHe 6apujepe noctati NPOLUMOCT.
Y HOBUjUM NOMMakMMa JbyOCKUX KOMYHWKaLMja 1 TpaHCnopTa, na v patoBarba, 3uao-
BY Cy nepumnmpaHm Kao ,3actapene usnyke CTpyKType Koje Cy ce Hekaaa KopucTu-
ne 3a 3aWTuTy UHTerpuTeTa rpaHunua” (Treb, et al. 2018). [a nu 3ugosm gonpuHoce
ocehajy Hebe3beQHOCTU OHOMMKO KOMUKO ybraxasajy cTpaxoBe v cTBapajy ocehaj
CUTYPHOCTY 3a OHE ,13a NHKMjE”, 1 KaKo je Ta4Ho 6e36e4HOCT NoBE3aHa ca rpaHnYHUM
3ugosuma?

[esenecete roguMHe NpoLLIOr Beka nocMatpaHe cy kao enoxa ontumuama. Kpaj
cykoba cynepcuna, npuapxasarbe npuHumna BawuHrtoHckor koHceH3yca (Douglas;
Ward, 2021) n HoBa guritanHa KOMyHukauuja, 4OBENuU cy A0 uaeje o ,rnobanHom
ceny” y kojem 6u mHopmaumje, rbyam v kanutan cnobogHo Teknu (Zenderowski;
Jankowski, 2018). Cteapare eBponckor TpxuwTa, Cnopasym 0 ceBepHOaMepUYKoj
30HU crnobogHe TProBuHe, Te yCrnocTaBrbeHa appuyka permoHanHa uHTerpaduja cy,
YMHWIIO Ce, NOTBPAMIN TPEH[ [a HaUMOHanHe rpaHuLe NocTajy cBe upeneBaHTHUje.
mobanusauuja ce ybp3ana Kao HUKaga paHuje. paHn4HW 3MgoBM usrneganu cy cy-
BULLIHK, aKO HE U HEOWTHM, Y OBOM HOBOM CBETY.

To ce, MefyTuM, pagmKanHo NPOMEHUNo Ha npenasy muneHujyma. Ha noyetky cy
MOAEPHN 31a0BK 13rpaheHn Kao OAroBOp Ha TEPOPUCTUYKE NPETHE HaKOH Hanaja
An-Kange Ha CBeTCKM TProBMHCKM LieHTap Y Hbyjopky, anu kacHuje, a nocebHo HakoH
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n3bujara Benuke peuecuje 2008. rogmHe, narpagra rpaHMYHMX 3MgoBa ce yKnonuna
y onwTy obpasay aAernobanvsauuje, NonynuaMa u, krma CpoaHe, aHTUMMUIpaLMoHe
nonutuke (Gllzau; Mau, 2021).

MopacT nonynuama nosehao je 6poj 3nagoBa koju ce rpage Ha rnobanHom HUBOY,
MOLWITO Hauwje Tpne ,Kpudy naeHTuTeTa”, cyoueHe ca rmobanusauujom (CBS Radio,
2019). BaxHo je HanomeHyTW Aa Cy MHOrM 31aoBm narpafenn HakoH 1990. roguHe,
MOAMIHYTW Ha rpaHuLama koje Hucy cnopHe. OHW ce onwucyjy kao ,31uaoBK rnobanu-
3almje 1 nogurie cy Ux 1 ayTokpaTtuje v AemokpaTuje y nponanum, anq 1 3apasum
opxaBama” (Zenderowski; Jankowski, 2018).
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Cnuka 1. lopacm bpoja epaHu4HUX 3udo8a Ha 25106a5THOM HUBOY,
1945-2015. (Vallet, 2020)

Mpukas unyctpyje fa je suwe of NonosuHe noctojehnx 3ugosa marpaheHo of
2008. roauHe, 04HOCHO Of NOYETKa BEMNWKE peLecuje Koja ce noknana ca noYeTkom
capalke hase gernobanusaumje, a aa ce kao npea MHOMKaUuMja pacta HOBUX 31a0-
Ba BUAW rOAMHA TEPOPUCTUYKOr Hanada Ha Hbyjopk, ynopeno ca ,CnekTakynapHUM
meaujckum npaherem oBor gorahaja” (Suboti¢, 2023: 68). Ctora ce Heku of OBUX
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3140Ba YECTO MOMUHY Y MeaumjumMa, nonyT oHux namehy Mspaena v ManectuHe, ns-
mehy CjeanmweHux [pxaBa n Mekcuka unm n3mefy HOpamjCKUX eBPOMNCKUX 3eMarba
1 Pycuje. Hekun cy mame nosHatu, kao wro je 3ug Menursa (Melilla) namehy LLnanwje
1 Mapoka nnn enektpudgukosaHa orpaga usmehy bousaHe n 3umbabeea. Takohe,
Tpeba pehn aa je oeceTt HOBMX 3MOBA TPEHYTHO Y hasu nnaHupara (Kamwela, et
al. 2023). 3aucta, nospatak peHOMeHa rpaHnyHor 3uaa 1o je HeouekMBaH — 1 Kao
npobnem npakTUYHe NONUTUKE, anu U Kao HayYHW 13a30B y yCnoBuMa kaja je ,CKkopo
jenHa TpehuHa 3eMarba noaurna Heky BpCTY 3UaoBa Unv orpaga kao 4eo CBOjuX rpa-
Huua” (Szabd, 2018: 87). BaxHOCT rpaHNYHUX 3MZ0BA je AOHEKE NOTLEHEHa OBUM
pedepeHTHUM Bpojem, jep 1X, No AeUHMLMjW, HUKaZa He MOAMXKY jaCHO 3a0KpYKeHe
OCTPBCKE ApKaBe, Koje YMHEe OKO YeTBPTUHE CBETCKMX TPrOBUHCKWX ApXaBa U eHTU-
Teta. [lakne, rpaHnyHe 3Ma0Be 1 orpage KopUCTW OTNPUNMKE NONOBUHA 3eMarba Koje
MOTY ,CMUCIIEHO” ia UX MOAWNTHY.

Buwe kpemarba — suwie 3udosa

WcTopuja 3ngoBa cBakako ,npeBasunasv npudy o umrnu u kameny” (Frye, 2019,
21), oHa je BULIECNOjHA NMpMYa O BEYMTOM HagMeTaky OHMX Koju cy ce BpaHunm un
OHVX KOju Cy WX Hanaganu. 3aTo Cy Yy NpoLUnocTW 3MZ0BW NPeBacxo4HO nocmarpa-
HU kao ogbpambeHe Gapujepe orpaHuyYeHux rabaputa 1 To Hajuellhe OKO OKO rycTo
HacerbeHUx rpagosa. lako nocToju HEKOMMKO UCTOPUjCKMX NpuMepa Ayrvx 3uguHa,
of Kojux je XagpwjaHoB 3ug (Hadrian’s Wall) HajnosHaTvju, OHK Cy CAYXWUNW CAINYHO]
cBpcu — obenexasanu cy ogbpambeHo nogpydje n obesdbehmsany nHdpacTpykTypy
3a nakwle ogbujare Hanaga.

HameHa rpaHuua ce y MefyBpeMeHy npomeHuna. 3a pasnuky of MpOLUIoCTH,
JaHallkbe 3eMIbe KOHTPOMULY Teputopuje ca UMKCHUM rpaHuuama koje je BehuHa
Bragay CBeTy npucTana ga nowryje, 36or vera je ynotpeba 3ugosa 3a obenexasare
TepuTopwujanHe KoHTpone 3actapena. [Jok MoHronm v KnHesu jegHu gpyruma Hucy
npu3HaBanu NErMTUMHY BNacT Haj TePUTOPKjOM, AaHac Ccy BehuHa 3eMarba YnaHuue
YjeoumweHux Hauuja 1, y cknagy c NoserboM YH, npucTtajy ga nowrtyjy rpaHuue u
TepUTOpWjarniHi CyBEPEHUTET CBUX OocTanux vnaHuua. Jo cpeamHe 20. Beka, Behu-
Ha 3emarba je ctabunusoBana cBoje rpaHuLe He odekyjyhu TepuTopujanHy nHBasujy
cyceaHe Bojcke. Ha npumep, CjeanmseHe [pxase Hucy 3abpuHyTe ga he Mekcmko
unu KaHaga u3spLUMTU UHBA3WjY Ha kY Aa b1 KOPUroBanu rpaHnLe Y HUXOBY KOPUCT.
YMecCTo Tora, rpaHuLe cy nocrane ,HeBMAIbMBE NMHMjE” Koje Cy obenexune pasnuyu-
Te eKOHOMCKe, NOMUTUYKE W KYNTYpHE CUCTEME, ONIMYEHE Y HaLMOHanHoj Apxasu. Y
npoteknux 30 rogmHa, TOKOM T3B. epe rnobanusauyje, CBpxa rpaHuua ce nomepuna
Ha cnpevaBatbe HeoBnallheHor KpeTama Ibyau.

Y apyroj nonoswuHm 20. Beka, rmobanHa nonynauuja je 6p3o pacna, ca 3 munujapae
1960. rognHe, Ha BuWwe of 7 munujapam gaHac (Lam, 2023). Y ucto Bpeme, nojasune
Cy Ce BeNnmke eKOHOMCKE pasnike n3mMefy HajooraTujux 1 HajcpoMaLLHMjUX MecTa Ha
CBETY, LUTO je MHOre Jbye HaTepano Aa ce cene 13 pypanHux nogpysdja y rpagose u,
Ha Kpajy, NPeKo rpaHuua y noTpasu 3a 60/bMM XUBOTHUM Npunukama. Y mefyspeme-
Hy, 6pojHU paToBw, nonyT oHMX y ABraHucTaHy, Konymbuju, paky, CyaaHy, kacHuje
n Cupuju, 0oBenu cy 40 Tora Aa MWIIMOHM JbyaW HamylwTajy rpaHuLe CBoje 3eMrbe
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y notpasu 3a 6e3begHowhy. Camo 3a gecet roguHa, 6poj Sbyau Koju Cy NPUCUITHO
pacerbeHu nopacrao je 3a 71 ogcTto — gocturasum 65 munuoHa y 2015, y ogHocy Ha
npouereHnx 38 munmona y 2005. roguHm (UNHCR, 2017).

Y cBetny 3abpuHyToCcTH 360r Benmkor Bpoja Tpaxunaua asuna u edekarta Koje
61 HMXOB Jonasak Morao Aa uma Ha jaBHe OylleTe, 3anolurbaBare 1 coumjanHy Ko-
Xe3ujy, FPaHNYHK 31MO0BU CY OAjEOHOM MOCTanu NPUBAYHM NUAepUMa Y KibyYHUM Of-
PEAVLLHWM UK TPaH3UTHKUM 3eMibama. 3a Heke, bapujepe npeacTasrbajy OnUNIbLUBO
peLLerbe 3a cy3bujarse HeoBnawheHux ynasaka. OBaj CTaB ce MOXe CaXeTu y YeCTo
MOHaBrbaHoj TpaMnoBoj MaHTPK O BaXHOCTU rpaHuua: ,Mnm nmamo gpxasy, Unu He-
mamo gpxasy” (Twiter, 2015). Tako Ccy rpaHU4HM 3MZOBM NOCTaNU LIEHTPanHO nuTake
y amepuyKoj NpeacenHnykoj Tpum, ca Tpamnosum obeharem aa he usrpagutu ,npe-
nen 3ug” Ha npeoctanux 1.300 HeorpaheHux murba rpaxHnue nsmehy CAL n Mekcuvka
(Jones, 2016).

lMopepn Tora, cTpax o4 Tepopuama je 0aurpao 3HayajHy yrnory y yknarawy cTurme
Koja je paHuje Buna noBesaHa ca Noaun3areM rpaHNYHUX 3M4oBa. Y3 JofAaTHe npoBe-
pe Ha aepogpoMuma, nosehaHo NpMcycTBO Nonuumje Ha jaBHMM gorafhajuma, nojavaH
Haa3op TeneOHCKUX U MHTEPHET KOMYHUKaLWja, rpaHUyHK 3MZ0BW Cy nocTanu 4eo
naketa 6e36egHOCHMX Mepa Koje Ov ApxaBa Morna pasyMHO Npeays3eTn Aa 3aTuTi
cBoje rpahaHe og Tepopusma.

LenomeopHocm 3udoea: wma Kaxy YureHuuye?

OumrnenHo je fa je narpagma rpaHuYHUX yTBphera HoBa nojaBa Ha rnobanHom
HuBOy y 21. Beky. OHO WITO je Makbe jacHO jecTe Aa nn Cy Takeu 31O0BU edpukacHm,
a OAroBOp 3aBUCKU Of CBPXE 3a KOjy Cy HamereHW. 31aoBu HUCY edrKkacHM y 3ayc-
TaBSbaky MOAEPHE BOjCKE, jEp aBVMOHM 1 NPOJEKTUNM Npenase NPeko X, a TEHKOBU
Mory aa ux npobwjy. Takofe, AaHac Huje noTpebHa rpaHuyHa Gapujepa ga 6m ce 03-
Ha41o TepuTOpUjanHM obmUm 3emrbe.

Anu, WTa je ca ynotpebom 3uaoBa Kao Ha4YMHOM 3a CrpeyaBare VMperyrnapHmux
murpaHata? lako cy npomMoBUCaHU Kao afekBaTHa 1 nonynapHa pellewa, nogeroe-
Ha Cy MULLIbEHA O TOME [a N Cy OHM euKacHK y CnpedaBamy BEMUKUX KpeTakba
Ibyay NpPeko rpaHula. HapaBHO, HemMa CyMme [a 3MZO0BM KpaTKUX AyXUHa 1 Jobpo
YyyBaHM BOjHMUMMA UM NpunagHuuMmMa nonuumje mory out Beoma edukacHu y
3ayCTaBrbaky KpeTaka. To ce nokas3ano AeBefeceTux roavHa Ha rpaHuum usmehy
CAl v Mekcuka, kapa cy narpahenn npsu aenosm orpage y En Macy v 6nusuHn Cax
[wjera, y3 nogpLUKy BEMKOr aHraxoBarba areHaTa rpaHuyHe nartpone. Y Heferbama
Koje cy ycneaune, npenasu y TUM CEKTOpUMa Cy CKOPO 3ayCTaBrbeHn. CnnvHo Tome,
n3rpagra mafhapcke rpaHuyHe orpage, 2015. rogmHe, nogpaHa je rpaHn4yHoOM cTpa-
XOM, na je Taga 61uno 3HaTHO Make npenasa.

MehyTum, y oba cnyyaja yTBpheHM 3Ma0BIM HACY Y NOTMYHOCTM CAPEYUnY npenase,
Beh Cy TOKOBE NpeycMepunn Ha Apyre nokauuje koje cy bune yaarbeHuje unm mMare
ytBpheHe. Y cnyyajy CAL, nowTo cy ypbaHe pyTe ca Benmkum npomeTom bune 3aTBo-
pEHe, MUrPaHTU ¥ Kpujymyapy novenu cy da kopucte 3abadeHe u onacHe nyctukbe
3anagHe Apun3oHe. Y eBpOmncKoj MUrpaHTCKkoj kpuamn 2016. roamHe, HaKoH LUTO Cy Kon-
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HeHu nyTeBu Kpo3 bankaH Gunu 3aTBOpeHn, MUrpaHTu cy ce npunarofasanu npeba-
LMBateM CBOjVX pyTa Ha bpopose npeko CpegosemHor Mopa, Hajuelwhe 13 Jinbuje.

YcmepaBate MurpaHaTa ka anTepHaTMBHIUM MyTeBUMaA yKasyje Ha Apyry craTuc-
TUKY KOja je yCKO NoBe3aHa ca NopacToM U3rpagke 3uaoBa, a To je nosehare Opoja
CMPTHUX CryyajeBa y MUrpaHTCKoj nonynauumju. Haume, nowTo cy nakwum nyTesm 3a-
TBOPEHW, MUrpaHTK Bupajy cBe onacHuje nyTeBe kako 6u CTUrnK 4O CBOr OApPeauLUTa.
Ha amepnyko-MeKCUYKOj rpaHmum TO je Brno oumnrnegHo no nagy CMpTHUX CryvajeBa
y KanudopHuju, ann y3 ncrospemenn nopact y ApusoHu (Montoya-Galvez, 2024).
CrnmnyHo Tome, kaga cy EBponcka yHuja n gpxase ynanuue ytepaune rpanuue 2015.
rogvHe, 3abenexeHo je pekopaHux 3.770 CMpTHUX cnyyajeBa Ha pyboBuma EBponcke
yHuje (IOM, 2016). Y 2016. roguHu, kaga je 3aTBOpeHa Nakwa KOMHEHa pyTa Kpo3
BankaH n uctouHy EBpony, ctona cMpTHUX cnyyajesa je gogaTtHo nopacna. Yak 5.085
MurpaHata ctpagano je Ha Megutepany y 2016. rogmHm, WTO je npegcTasrbano no-
Behawe og 34 oacto y ogHocy Ha 2015. roguny (IOM, 2017).

3100BK HEMUMHOBHO 0BOZE M A0 NopacTa ,TpaxHe” 3a KpujyMYapcKum ycrnyrama,
3a wra je npumep Cpbuje (kao 3emrbe Koja Ha, hopmarnHo 3aTBOPEHOj, anu HUKag
MPEKWHYTOj, GankaHCckoj pyTu NpeacTaBrba NOCNeawy rpaHuly npeq ,kanvjama” Es-
poncke yHuje v LLieHreH 30He) jeqaH o eknataHTHujux. Jyx uene rpaHvue ca Mahap-
CKOM CTBapajy ce unerasnHa Hacerba, kao CBOjeBPCHU MUTPAHTCKM KOMEKTOpM ca no-
TEHUMjanom 3a HOBY UTepauujy KpujyMyapCkux ,ycnyra”, Wrto je npaheHo cykobuma
“3MeRy KpujyMyapckux rpyna v onwTuM nopactom Hebe3beaHOCTM Y NorpaHnYHOM
noapyyjy (Subotic¢, 2024).

YNpKOC OBUM jacHUM MaTtepujanHuM yTuLajma Ha X1MBOTe MUrpaHara, anv u esu-
[EHTHY eKCraH3ujy KpUMUHaMHUX KpUjyMYapCKUX akTMBHOCTU Y BRU3UHU NOAUTHYTUX
rpaHnyHux 6egema, MUIIMOHW IbyAW LIMPOM CBETa HacTaBrbajy Aa npenase rpaHue
0e3 [03BOsE — LUTO 3HAYM Aa Cy 31A0BK penaTuBHO HeedmkacHu. Mpeu pasnor jec-
Te Oa je AyXe rpaHnLle u3y3eTHO TELIKO OrpaauTy LenoM OYXMHOM U aleKBaTHO WX
3awTnTMTU. M3rpagma orpage, unu 3uga, takohe nogpasymesa npubaBrbarse He-
OMXOAHOr 3eMIbULLTA, M3rpajky W ogpxaBake nyTeBa U cHabaeBake NOTpeGHOM
pagHOM cHarom 3a vyBakbe bapujepe. dpyru pasnor 360r kojer 3ugoBu HUCY edukac-
HW jecTe LUTO ce MHora HeoBnawheHa kpetakba, NocebHO KpeTawa TepopucTa unm
Kpujymyapa, He felasajy u3mehy npenasa. 3HavajaH Aeo HeoBnalwheHux umurpaHa-
Ta ywao je y CjeanrbeHe [pxaBe ca BaxxehoM BU30OM U BHLLE HAKAAA HUje OTULLIAO U3
3emrbe, npekopadyjyhu ycnose cBoje Bu3e. [opes Tora, MHoOra KpujymyapeHa poba
[0na3v Kpo3 ynasHe nyke unv TyHene uarpaheHe ncnog augosa. CjeammweHe [Opxase
Cy, 04 noyeTka AeBedeceTyx roguHa, npoHatne 150 TyHena vucnog rpaHuue usmehy
CALl n Mekcuka, of KOjuX Cy HeKM mpuamyHo coductmumpann (Jones, 2016), ook
W3paen nnaHupa usrpagry Noa3eMHor 3uaa Ha rpanuum ErvnTa ca Masom, kako 6u
peLno npobnem geceTuHa TyHena koje je otkpuo (Khalil, 2023).

EdmkacHocT 3ugoBa kao npenpeka ,Hagonasehem Tepopusmy” Takohe je ynut-
Ha. VicTpaxwuBara koje je npeasoauo Mappoc-Mpapo (Sergi Pardos-Prado), Bogehu
UCTpaxuBay ca yHuBep3uTeTa y [Masrosy, nokasyjy Aa uarpagka rpaHuiHunx bapuje-
pa moxe nosehatn BepoBaTHONY O HOBE KOH(PIMKTHOCTM, Ma U Of TEPOPUCTUYKMX
Hanaga. Y cTyavjama cryvaja cayamjcko-Mpadkor v M3paencko-ermnaTckor auaa, uc-
TpaxmBaun Cy NpaTumn Kako Cy ce CTaBOBW FbyAy Npema Apyroj 3emMrbi 3HaTHO Mo-
ropLiany HakoH uarpagme 3uga. ,llogusare 3uga curHanuampa v nojadaBa Cykoo,
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YaK ¥ M3BaH KOHMPIMKTHKX YCnoBa Koju cy Beh Gunu nateHTHW npe nogusawa 3uga’
(Pardos-Prado, 2020: 191).

HoBu 31goBu, ocum eTuuke 1 6e36eqHOCHe KOHOTaLMje, UMajy 1 OHY EKOHOMCKY.
Crora ce nocTaBrba NUTaHE U HUXOBE EKOHOMCKE ONPaBAAHOCTU U TO U3 yrna LieHe
KOLLUTaHa HUXOBOT MOAM3aka, OApKaBaka U EBEHTYamNHOr YKnakata, anv v Wwrete y
€KOHOMCKOj pa3mMeHun 13mehy 3emarba nogerbeHux oBaksum 6egemmma. EkoHoMckom
(He)onpaegaHowhy 3ngosa 6ase ce BepHoH (Vernon) n LiumepmaH (Zimmermann), Ha
npumepy aHanuse Tepae rpaHuue namehy CA n Mekcwvika, rge nocraerbajy NOrMyHo
nuTamse: ,[la nu je 3ua BpedaH Tora ako cnpevasa 40.000 rbyam aa pagu y CAl — kaga
TPOLLKOBM HEFOBOI MOCTM3akba YKIbyYyjy 3 Munujapde gonapa 3a wsrpagkwy 3uaa,
MHOrO BULLIE MANWjapaM 3a HErOBO OAPXKaBak-e, CTOTUHE Ibyau Koju ymupy npenasehu
rpaHuLe, U NoTeHLMjanHe eKOHOMCKe KOPUCTY Of MeKCUYKe pagHe cHare Kojy rpafhaHu
CA[l He nobwjajy jep pagHuum murpaHTn He gonase” (Vernon; Zimmermann, 2019).

®uHaHcujcke 3noynotpebe Koje nparte nogusake HoBux Begema, Kao M HKXOB
KOpPYNTMBHU NOTEeHUWjan, Takohe Cy npeaMeT naxke ucTpaxusada. Hajsehu npousat
nocroBaka rpaHMyHKX orpaga y EBponu goroano ce HakoH oanyke Buktopa OpbaHa
(Viktor Orban) ga orpaau rpanuuy Mahapcke ca Cpbujom 2015. roauHe. MNpoueHe cy-
repuwy ga je Mahapcka notpolumnna BuLLe of ABe MUnujapae eBpa 3a uarpagmy Tor
3upa. Mefly komnaHwjama koje cy umane Hajsehy kopucr je ,metALCOM Zrt”, unju je
rnaBHU akumoHap 3onTtaH bo3o (Zoltan Bozd), 6usHucmeH 1 unaH OpbaHoBe CTpaHke
dugec (Bautista, 2024).

OpbaHoBa oanyka je npoussena ,JOMWHO edekaT’, na Cy W Apyre eBponcke
3emrbe 6p3o cneagune oeaj npumep. LLUnaxuja je, 2006. roguHe, aHraxosana ycnyre
komnaHuje ,Mora Salazar”, go Taga mane nopoguyHe upmMe 3a nNpogajy orpaga 3a
kyhe n mana npegyseha, 4a nocTaBu ,KUMET XuULy” Ha rpaHuyHuM 3ugosuma CeyTte
n Menurbe. [laHac je oHa npeumeHoBaHa y ,European Security Fencing” — mynTu-
HaLMOHanHy KoMnaHujy ca kaHuenapujama y bpuceny n bepnuHy v nocrnosaweM y
BuLe og 30 norpaHuYHMX 30Ha LLMpOM cBeTa (Bautista, 2024). Yknaware rpaHuyHe
orpaze n3mehy CnoseHuje n XpBatcke J0BeMO je A0 Benuke KoHTposep3se: Crose-
Huja je ogobpuna 7 MunNMoHa eBpa 3a yKnakake orpage komnaHuju ,MuHuc” — ncrtoj
¢hupmm koja je oy orpagy u noctasuna 2015. roguHe (STA, 2023).

3aKrby4ak

deHoMeHV rpaHuLa 1 3M4oBa, Koju NocTajy cBe yyYecTanumju Ha No30pHULM reomno-
nuTtndke n onwTte 6e3begHocHe BUTHOCTK, Bpahajy ce AeBedeceTux rognHa XX Beka,
LUTO je MoMano napagocanHo ¢ 0631pom Ha HapacTajyhy rnobanusauujy koja ce, 6ap
[eKnapaT1BHO, 3acHuBana Ha crobogHujeM nNpoToky rbyau, poba, ycnyra u Kkanuta-
na. W, 3aucTta, 3a kanutan v HajpasnuuuTtijy poby rpaHuLe cy npecTajane aa noctoje,
[OK Cy HOBE rpaHuue, y Buady begema v yTBpaa, HaMeHEHE MPEBACXOAHO YOBEKY.
[akne, nepuog ycnocraerbamwa ,,(prynaHujer n penakcupaHujer ceeta’ npaheH je ce-
KypUTU3aLMjOM SbyACKUX KpeTaka A0 HMBOA JOCTUTHYTOr MOMOBUHOM MpoLune AeLe-
HUWje 1 oapXKaBaHor 40 AaHac.
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Ha cTpaHnuama oBor paga Hajmpe ce aHanuaupa ABOCTpyka npupoga rpaHuue
Kao TakBe, Kao MeCTa CycpeTa, anv 1 MecTa KOHMMMKTa, U TO KpO3 ABE AUMEH3Vje
NUTaka rpaHnLa; onwTeapyLuTeeHe 1 6e3begHocHe. MNpBa ce TUYe OpyLUTBEHMX Te-
Merba rpaHuue, wupe cxeaheHnx Kao y3ajaMHUxX npenosHaeama cebe v Apyrvx, 4ok
[pyra AyMeH3unja y NpBuM NnaH CTaBrba YBPCTY aHanorujy rpaxHunue v augosa. [ok ce
MPBY acnekT O4HOCK Ha LIMPU OPYLUTBEHW aHraxmMaH, apyrv ce bniwxe Besyje 3a bes-
6eaHOCHM MOMeHaT yrnpaBrbaka rpaHnLIOM — Ha CekypuTusaumjy dheHomeHa. Ynpaso
Apyra QMMeH3unja nocmarpara npobrnema Bogu Hac y CBET CaBPEMEHUX 3MA0Ba UC-
npen (1 oko) KOjux Ce ofBMjajy pasnuunT OGHOCK 3a U3paxeHoM (He)be3beaHoLuhy.

AKO 31Z0BU HUCY (PYHKLMOHMCANM y NPOLLNOCTH, a AaHac ce rpage camo aa bu npe-
ycMepaBanu, anv He 1 cnpeyaBany TOKOBe MUrpaHaTa, y3 036urbHe eKOHOMCKe TpoLU-
KOBE KOju X npaTe, 3alTo ce krxoB 6poj Tonmko nosehao y nocnearwux 30 roguHa?
OHu cy ounrneaHo OenoTBOPHM Kao cMMBOnM Koju nokasyjy 4a y cBeTy, obenexeHom
[eKrnapaTMBHUM NMOBPaTKOM ApXaBHWX CyBepeHWUTETa, MOMyNMCTY Npeay3nMajy HeLwTo
kako O1 OAroBOPUIM Ha YOUEHE MPETHE Koje AOHOCK HeoBnawheHo kpetare. OBako
nepumnupaHe nNpetke Mory BT EKOHOMCKE, Kao CTpax Of HOBOMPUAOLLNX pagHMKa
Koju ,y3umajy npmxoae n nocnose of rpahaxa’. OHe mory 6utn u'y ccpepu 3awuTuTe no-
KarHe KynType, y CMUACMy ja MUrpaHT1 [JOHOCe pasnuyuTe Tpaguumje, jesuke 1 HaunHe
XMBOTA KOj/ Ce YrNaBHOM He nofyaapajy ca MoKanHoOM KynTypoM.

MNako cy npobnemu koje coboM HOCe MaCOBHe MUrpaumje CrOXEHW U Y BESUKO]
Mepw ce He peluaBsajy yTBpheHUM unn HeyTBpheHuM rpaHuuama, Msrpagute ua’ je
edbekTaH cnoraH, a cama 6apujepa mohaH Bu3yenHu cumbon Gpure 3a HauMoHamnHy
6e36enHOCT 1 MHTEPEce. Nako ce y yxxem 6e36egHOCHOM, @ HApO4MTO CBE NPUCYTHUEM
MoMynMCTUYKOM JMCKYPCY, MOXE KOHCTaToBaTU [1a 31 nojayaBa TBPAHY APXaBe O Cy-
BepeHuTeTY, Takofhe ce HEABOCMUCIIEHO MOXeE 3aKiby4nTU ia OBakBa BpcTa hmanuke
Gapvjepe He MOoxe fa 3aycTaBu Mmurpaumje, Beh camo aa npeycMepaBa MUrPaHTCKe
TOKOBe 1 noBehaa NoTeHLMjan 3a KPUMUHAMHO [eM0Bake OPraHM30BaHKX Kpujymyap-
ckux rpyna. Takohe, 3uaoBu He npeacTaerbajy edukacHy 6e36eqHOCHY mepy 3a cTa-
HOBHUKE NOrpaHnYHUX nogpyyja, Kao H1 3a NPUNagHNKe MUrpaHTCKe nonynauuje.
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Pes3ume

I—Ian BepnuHckor 3uga vecto ce nomukbe kKao cumbon otBopHe EBpone — EB-
pone 6e3 3ugoBa. Tume ce 3abopasrba fa je HempujaTesbCTBO NMpema HOBO-
npugownuuama Beh Taga nocTojano, anu je 61uno MaxoM yCMepeHo npema sbyauma
KOju Cy NpucTM3anu 13 3emarba LieHTparnHe u uctouHe EBpone (of kojux Heku caga
HajrmacHuje xeane 3uaose). ONTMMM3aMm 13 AeBeeceTUX roguHa, yTEMErbeH Ha rno-
6anHoM CBeTY ca penakcupaHujuM rpaHuLaMa, UCrnocTaBno ce Kao jeaHa og Behux
3abnyga y Howjoj nctopuju. CBET Koju je HacTao nocne xfagHor paTa, AaHac je npe
CBeT yTBpheHNX 31hoBa a He OTBOPEHWX rpaHuLa.

Benuku 6poj caBpemeHunx 3emarba noauxe 3naoBe Ha CBOjUM rpaHuuamMa y cTpa-
Xy Oa he 6e3 TakBe ogbpaHe MHOMO BHULLE YTPOXEHUX U CUPOMALLHUX fbyan Y HMMa
noTpaxuTy cnac. KoHsepBaTUBHe NONUTUYKE CTPYje OBaj apryMeHT cBe Yellhe Kopuc-
Te y CBOjUM MOMUTUYKMM NporpaMumMa 1 npeamsbopHum kamnakwama. Jnbepantuju
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nonuTu4apw, nak, uctudy n gobpe ctpaHe murpaumje 3a Espony, y kojoj ,npocevaH
cTaHoBHUK EY 6enexu 42,4 rogmHe ctapoctn” (Dori¢, 2017: 45), y kojoj cy cBe u3pa-
XeHUju Npobnemu ca pagHOM CHarom, Te cmatpajy Aa je CTapu KOHTUHEHT Y CTakby
[a ancopbyje He3BaHe npuaoLLnnLE.

3uposm Beh ngeonowku aene Espony. EBponcka komucuja n 3emrbe nonyt LUna-
Huje n Hemauke npoTvee ce ynotpebu HoBua EY 3a nsrpagmy Bulle 31goBa, Bepyjyhu
Ja nocroje ecrkacHujm ,anatu” 3a cysbujarbe nperynapHe umurpaupje. Mehytum, npo-
TaroHUCTn YBpcTMX Begema npema murpaHTuma u usbernvuama, Ha yeny ca Bue-
rpafCcKoM rpynoM Kojy umHe Yewwka, Morbcka, Cnoeadka n Mahapcka 1 Kojy nogpxaeajy
Wtanuja, Mpuka n AycTpuja, aprymMeHTyjy CBOj CTaB KOpPUCTENW HEKY BPCTY COMNCTBEHE
rorvike npema Kojoj ,4a 6v Mornu aa 3aTBope BpaTa, OHa NpBo Mopajy Aa nocrtoje”. Ha
Kpajy kpajeBa, NuTame je Kyaa uae Espona cyodeHa ca n3asoBoM murpaupja, 1 a nm
he HacTaBMTU @ KOPUCTM CBE OLUTPUje NONUTKKE. TPEHYTHO CBE yKasyje Ha To.

AprymeHTW naeornora u NpoTaroH1CcTa Noausara v yMHOXaBara 3ugosa y 6opbu
MPOTVB MPErynapHUX MUrpauyja 3acHuWBajy ce OEKnapaTMBHO Ha CTpaxy of Hebes-
BenHocTM 1 rybuTka nocnosa JOMULMIHON CTAHOBHULLTBA, @ CYLUTUHCKM Ha CHasu
MOMNyNMCTUYKUX Nopyka (yrnaBHOM AENOTBOPHMX Y M3BOPHUM Kamnakama) U u3ena-
yetby (PUMHAHCUjCKe KOPUCTW MPEKO HETpaHCMapeHTHUX MocroBa ca KomnaHwjama
BrMCKUM NOMAUTUYKOM eCTabnuLLIMEHTY.

C ppyre cTpaHe, apryMeHTV OHUX KOjU Ce MPOTUBE 3MAOBUMA UCTUYY Aa CY OHU
CKynu, Nnojayasajy NOAeNe 1 aHTaroHn3Me, 1 He cCaMo [ja He crnpeyaBajy rbyae Aa ux
npefy, Beh noacTuyy cTBapame HOBYX, OYXMX, CKYNSbUX 1 OMacHUjuX NyTeBa, Npom3-
Bogehwu ABa ounrnegHa nobefHuka — KOMMaHuje Koje Ux rpase u Kpujymyape, Koju cy
OCTanu Kao jednHu ,npoBajaepun” 3a npenas rpaHuLe.

OuwvrnepgHo je ga ce npobnem uperynapHe murpauuje y Espony jow ayro Hehe
cuctemckm pewmntn. OcTaje pusnk ga he 3ugosw 1 orpage camo ,40AaTHO pacniam-
catu cTpacTn” U HacTaBWUTW Aa Ofnaxy HeonxogHe aebare 0 Ayropo4HOM NOCTynaky
ca cee Behum Bpojem Tpaxunaua asuna y EBponu 13 uenor ceeta norofjeHnx patom,
NPUpPOaHMM KaTacTpodama 1 rnobanHum 3arpeBameM. To nuTake, kojum 6u EBpon-
cka yHuja Tpebano ga ce nosabasu y CBOM HOBOM ,[1akTy o murpauvjama v asuny”,
peluaBa ce MHOro cropuje, yrnaBHOM 360r 0Tnopa OHKX Koju ce ocehajy curypHujum
[a XuBe ,13a 3nga’.

KrbyuHe peun: muepayuje, 6e3bedHocm, epaHuye, 3udo8u, KOHhIUKMU.

© 2024 Aytop. O6jaBuno BojHo deno (http://www.vojnodelo.mod.gov.rs). OBo je yna-
HaK OTBOPEHOT NpucTyna u gucTpubympa ce y cknagy ca nuueHuom Creative Commons
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
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t the beginning, this paper firstly analyses the duality of borders,

as a place of contact and a place of misunderstandings, ten-
sions, and quite often, of open conflicts, and this is done from two points
of view: social and security. The first one refers to social foundations of
a border, widely accepted as mutual recognition of one’s self and others,
while the second dimension brings to the forefront the strong analogy
between borders and walls. As the first aspect most often relates to wid-
er social engagement, the second is closely tied to security element of
border management, or the securing of the phenomenon and reacting
to it using a range of repressive “tools”. It is the second dimension of the
observation of the problem that leads us to the world of contemporary
walls in front of (and around) which different relations occur with pro-
nounced (in)security. The focal issue of this paper is the extent to which
the current walls are the factor of safety, and to what extent they gener-
ate instability. On the basis of the conducted research procedure, this
paper concludes that walls reinforce the sovereignty claim of a state, but
they cannot be an efficient security measure for the inhabitants of border
areas and members of migrant population.

Key words: Migrations, security, borders, walls, conflicts.

,Borders exist in the minds of some people.”
Thor Heyerdahl

" The paper was created as a part of the project of the Ministry of Defence: “Security challenges of
the Western Balkan countries in European security paradigm”, No. UCW/[0X1/24-25, which is being
carried out by a team of researchers from the Strategic Research Institute and their collaborators in
the period 2024-2025.

" University of Defence in Belgrade, Strategic Research Institute, Belgrade, Republic of Serbia,
e-mail: milovan.subotic@mod.gov.rs, https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8729-5742

11/19



VOJUNO DELO, 2/2024

Introduction

igrations existed throughout the history of mankind. People left their homes for

many different reasons, such as hunger, wars and persecution, and because
of everlasting human obsession with “promised lands”, as “safe harbours” where they
would secure a life worthy of man for themselves and their offspring. Consequent-
ly, there is not one but several migration theories, diffused across several academ-
ic disciplines. There is a tendency among economists to focus on mechanisms that
are seemingly universal, but most often separated from historical or regional context.
Microeconomic theory of migration points out that the decision to migrate simply de-
pends on the comparison of wages in the country and abroad and possible expendi-
tures related to migration. Concurrently, historians point to characteristics of every mi-
gration wave, and they are sceptical about universal explanations, while geographers
and sociologists underline the significance of established migration channels and
migration networks for the formation of flows. Political scientists and legal advisers
assert the supremacy of immigration policy and law, not limiting themselves to neces-
sary living and work conditions in a certain country, but to the rights and obligations of
immigrants in different countries, while the cohesive interpretation of geography and
politics is grounded on “the fact that geographic factors are permanently important for
international relations” (Ajzehnamer, 2018: 282). In parallel with the strengthening of
migrant pressure towards Europe, over the last twenty years or so, security sciences
have joined this complex interdisciplinary mission to research this phenomenon.

It is interesting that, despite the lack of a unifying theoretic framework, empiri-
cal models often use variables from different theoretic frameworks that proved to be
significant in the past. When explaining the migration phenomenon in the context
of today’s borders and ever more present fences and walls that accompany them,
this paper uses researches predominantly from the domain of political science and
security science, and significant indicators from the sphere of sociology, psychology,
economy and law as well.

Dualism of Borders: Between contact and conflict

Insecurity of people and human communities, as a timeless category and historical
constant, is caused to the greatest part by temporariness. Temporariness has become
a characteristic of jobs that we perform, places where we live in, people with whom
we surround ourselves, and more and more often, the states in which we live. The
mobility of people, as a consequence of ever more present temporariness, apart from
being ever greater and massive, is marked by ever more pronounced unpredictability,
since it does not have a unique and predictable direction. Unpredictability of huma
movement is superbly described by the lines of the most famous Palestinian poet
Mahmoud Darwish, where he underlines that “Wind is the compass of the stranger’s
North” (Darwish, 2023). Hence, one of those most important questions that is raised
in the ever more mobile age is “In which direction will the wind turn?”. Searching for
the answer to that question, we enter labyrinths where we lose the sense of direction
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before we learn to move through them so we cannot get out of them (Suboti¢, 2022:
166).

Just like migrations, borders do not have one-dimensional meaning - they can be
a place, geography, and psychology, some situation or a moment of encountering or
establishing a relation with something else and different. In psychological sense, “a
border can be understood as an experience of emotional and physical space between
ourselves and other person, or as a group of imaginary lines that designate the place
where we end, and others begin - where our emotional needs, believes, values stop
and somebody else’s begin” (Marisco, 2015: 329). Thus, the border implies psycho-
logical experience of space that points out that we and others are not the same, but it
also implies the experience of space in which we unavoidably meet the others.

Basically, we differentiate between two dimensions of border issue. The first one
refers to social foundations of a border, widely accepted as mutual recognition of
one’s self and others, while the second dimension represents security approach to the
problem, which brings to the forefront the strong analogy between borders and walls.
While the analysts inclined to more liberal sensibility when observing this problem
often point out and support the reasons why borders should be relaxed, those more
conservative ones advocate for the positive side of “rigid” borders speaking about
them rather favourably. In one, seemingly paradoxical way, such different approach to
borders exposes the “nature of globalisation that unstoppably spills over all borders,
while new walls are being speedily erected aimed at stopping that torrent” (Dell’Ag-
nese; Szary, 2015: 7).

For a very long time, we have considered borders as places where identities meet.
But in contemporary and “selectively globalised” world, such position can be rightfully
deemed anachronistic, predominantly because of the fact that globalisation (no matter
if economic, political or cultural) has brought two seemingly opposed views of borders.
The first view observes borders in the framework of widely understood translocality,
while the second observes it in the context of multiplication of walls, i.e. it puts to the
forefront their hermeticity and violence. As regards the point of view that underlines
the translocality, a border is de facto vanishing, while the outcome of the concept that
points out their impermeability is the situation in which borders are replaced by rigid
walls (Agier, 2019: 68).

Most often this is spoken about as “closure of borders” which implies ever stricter
jurisdiction, more brutal police methods (accompanied by xenophobic propaganda)
that not a small number of European countries and the USAresort to. In fact, this is the
matter of a widely spread reaction to ever more intensive movement of people at the
planetary level, accompanied by the impression that people cross borders “way too
easily”. The consequence of such perception of reality, in the second decade of 20"
century was the profiling of two forms of reactions to the “new migrations of peoples”:
erecting walls and extension of borders (Agier, 2019: 69). In a one-of-a-kind competi-
tion using walls against migrants, in general terms against “the other” and different, we
notice exactly what determines a border. Likewise, we notice what delegitimises and
denies it. When it comes to border extension, there is a more sophisticated perfidy at
work: it is evident that they are extended, both in spatial and time and social sense, so
the stay on them is ever longer, with greater insecurity with more pronounced lack of
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social rules and norms. Thus, the insecurity tends to become a context, if not the rule
of living “on” the border.

Concurrently with, as often highlighted during the ‘90s, “the end of the conflict
between the East and West”, and the opening of markets and territories, a general
feeling spread that we can live in a relaxed world whose last impassable border would
be the natural border of the planet Earth. On the basis of such “conclusions”, simpli-
fied, utopian and overly optimistic notions of the world and its future emerged. Indeed,
if we focus on recent past (the period between the ‘60s and ‘90s of XX century, i.e.
from the momentum of decolonisation to the fall of the Berlin Wall), we speak about a
period marked by sudden development of communications and means of mass com-
munication, which resulted in significantly greater mobility of people. Often mentioned
Kantian stance on “cosmopolitan right as natural right to visit and mobility of people”
(Kant, 1995: 50) seemed to be achievable. Today, these positions are much rarer in
political life of sovereign states and other international collectivities, where it is consid-
ered that such projections are exclusively the matter of humanist ideals, and as such,
unrealistic and unusable in the “politics grounded on facts”.

What has caused lesser flexibility of borders between states? It is obvious that
the swift end of colonialism in the early ‘60s, and even more dramatic collapse of
communism in the late ‘80s, pushed a large number of states into a paradoxical global
political order. This order simultaneously demanded borders to be both strong - “bor-
ders are not frozen, but states are practically forbidden to change them by force”, and
weak - they should not “separate people” but “hold them together” (Zacher, 2001:
246). The result of the combination of such expectation (of the great ones) and (un)
suitable response to that (by the small ones) was the fact that “today, there are much
more states, predominantly extremely weak ones, whose borders are stable by defi-
nition” (Hironaka, 2005: 2).

What is this new global reality essentially like? Obviously, globalisation has not
abolished borders but it has transformed, shifted, separated them one from the other,
and most often made discriminatory selection in terms of what is classified as globally
good, and what (who) should be enclosed by walls. Thus, the globalisation can be
observed as its own opposite or, as professor Stojanovi¢ notices: “Instead of global
rapprochement, which was the leading idea of global processes, the modern world
faces the process of intensive global separation” (Stojanovi¢, 2016: 28).

Globalisation, understood primarily (or exclusively) in economic terms, has taken
the form of “partial denationalisation of economy” (Sassen, 2003: 7). Observed ex-
clusively as an economic category, it represents a framework in which only capital is
supremely global, chiefly owing to the fact that it is not interested in border, national
identities or minorities. Limited and partial inclusion of national economies in the over-
all process of global economy and finances mostly occurs only in populist narratives
that political actors address to voters during election campaigns, while later, this is
usually forgotten because this is the segment of policy that is difficult to realise.

In this way, in the sphere of policy, there is a pathetic aspiration towards national
affirmation, while in the “no border” sphere, or the sphere of economy and relentless
market, the work is essentially done on denationalisation in the field of work, trade
exchange and communication. In this feigned conflict, populists usually benefit, not
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in the part that relates to the mobility of goods and services, but in the part that refers
to the mobility of people. Hence, they (over)stress the intensified mobility of people
as “another bad consequence of globalisation”, and often demand that this segment
of mobility should be limited and controlled more drastically (Brown, 2015). Thus “the
right-wing populism in narratives of anti-immigration policy, has become part of elec-
tion slogans of political parties some of which have become part of executive power”
(Suboti¢; Mitrovi¢, 2023: 117).

It is evident that the mobile world of the present can be understood only if we con-
currently take into consideration the ties between people who are “cruising” the planet
today and the narrative that ties people to territory, stressing their indigenousness.
This second narrative comes to the forefront when analysis of today’s migrations is
in question, and it is materialised through erection of walls and glorification of “oth-
ers” as the source of “our” problems, even as a danger or threat from which we save
ourselves by ousting those who have entered, and erecting walls and fences towards
those who are about to come to “us” (McGowan, 2022).

Borders and (in)security - Return of the walls

Border walls and fortifications date from classical times and middle age. Certainly,
the most famous are those of Roman and Chinese empires, and yet, for decades
there was an attempt to reach consensus on making rigid border barriers the thing of
the past. In the framework of newer notions of human communication and transport,
and even warfare, walls are perceived as “outdated physical structures that were used
in the past for the protection of border integrity” (Treb, et al. 2018). Do walls contribute
to the felling of insecurity as much as they mitigate fears and create the feeling of
safety for those “behind the line”, and how exactly is security linked to border walls?

The nineties of the previous century were regarded as the epoch of optimism. The
end of conflict between superpowers, adhering to the principle of Washington consen-
sus (Douglas; Ward, 2021) and new digital communication have brought about the
idea of the “global village” where information, people and capital would flow freely (Ze-
nderowski; Jankowski, 2018). The creation of European market, North American Free
Trade Agreement, and established African regional integration seemed to have recon-
firmed the trend of borders becoming ever more irrelevant. Globalisation accelerated
as never before. Border walls appeared obsolete, if not irrelevant in this new world.

However, that radically changed at the turn of the millennium. At the beginning,
modern walls were erected in response to terrorist threats after Al-Qaeda attack on
the World Trade Centre in New York, but later, especially after the break out of great
recession in 2008, the construction of border walls fitted into the global pattern of
deglobalisation, populism and, related anti-immigration policy (Glilzau; Mau, 2021).

The growth of populism has increased the number of walls built globally, since na-
tions suffer with “identity crisis” being faced with globalisation (CBS Radio, 2019). It is
important to note that many walls were constructed after 1990 and they were erected
on borders which were not disputed. They are described as “globalisation walls con-
structed by both autocracies and democracies in crumbling and healthy states alike”
(Zenderowski; Jankowski, 2018).
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Border Walls

Year

Figure 1. Increase in the number of walls at global level, 1945-2015
(Vallet, 2020)

The representation illustrates that more than a half of existing walls were con-
structed after 2008, or since the beginning of the great recession which coincides
with the beginning of the present deglobalisation phase, and the first indication of the
increase in the construction of new walls is the year of the terrorist attack against New
York, concurrently with the “spectacular media coverage of that event” (Suboti¢, 2023:
68). That is why some of these walls are often mentioned in media such as those be-
tween Israel and Palestine, between the United States and Mexico or between Nordic
European countries and Russia. Some of them are less known like the wall Melilla
between Spain and Morocco or the electric fence between Botswana and Zimba-
bwe. Also, it should be noted that the construction of ten new walls is currently being
planned (Kamwela, et al. 2023). Indeed, the return of the phenomenon of border walls
was unexpected - both as the problem of practical policy and as a scientific challenge
in circumstances where “almost one third of the countries have erected some kind of
walls or fences as part of their borders” (Szabo, 2018: 87). The importance of border
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walls is somewhat underestimated by this reference number, since, by definition, they
are never constructed by clearly rounded island states, which make around one quar-
ter of world trading states and entities. Hence, border walls and fences are used by
approximately one half of the countries that can “sensibly” erect them.

More movement - more walls

The history of walls certainly “goes beyond the story about brick and stone” (Frye,
2019, 21), and it is a multilayer story about everlasting competition of those who have
defended themselves and those who attacked them. That is why, in the past, the walls
were primarily observed as defensive barriers of limited size most often built around
densely populated towns. Although there are several historical examples of long walls,
the most famous among them being the Hadrian’s Wall, they served the similar pur-
pose - they marked the defensive area and provided infrastructure for easier repelling
of attacks.

In the meantime, the purpose of the walls has changed. Unlike the past, today’s
countries control territories with fixed borders that most governments of the world
have agreed to respect, which is why the use of the walls to mark territorial control is
outdated. While Mongolians and Chinese did not recognise each other’s legitimate
power over the territory, today, the majority of countries are members of the United
Nations and, in keeping with the UN Charter, they agree to honour the borders and
territorial sovereignty of all other member states. Until the middle of 20th century, most
countries stabilised their borders not expecting territorial invasion by neighbouring
militaries. For example, the United States is not worried whether Mexico or Canada
would invade it in order to change the borders to their benefit. Instead, the borders
have become “invisible lines” marked by different economic, political and cultural
systems, embodied in a national state. Over the last 30 years, during the so-called
globalisation era, the purpose of borders shifted to the prevention of unauthorised
movement of people.

In the second half of 20th century, global population grew fast, from 3 billion in
1960, to more than 7 billion today (Lam, 2023). At the same time, great economic
differences appeared between the richest and the poorest places of the world, which
compelled many people to move from rural areas to towns, and, finally, to cross bor-
ders in search of better living opportunities. In the meantime, numerous wars, such
as those in Afghanistan, Colombia, Iraq, Sudan, and later in Syria, caused millions
of people to leave the borders of their countries searching for security. In ten years
alone, the number of people that have been forcefully displaced grew by 71 percent
- reaching 65 million in 2015 in comparison to estimated 38 million in 2005 (UNHCR,
2017).

In light of the concern over the great number of asylum seekers and effects that
their arrival could exert on public budgets, employment and social cohesion, border
walls suddenly became attractive to leaders in key destinations or transit countries.
For some, the barriers represent a tangible solution to supress unauthorised entrance.
This position can be summed up by often repeated Tramp’s mantra on the importance
of borders: “We, as a country, either have borders or we don't. If we don’t have bor-
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ders, we don’t have a country!” (Twiter, 2015). Thus, the border walls have become
the central issue in American presidential race, with Trump’s promise that he would
build a “magnificent wall” along remaining 1300 unfenced miles of the border between
the USA and Mexico (Jones, 2016).

Apart from that, the fear of terrorism played a considerable role in the removal of
stigma that used to be attached to the construction of border walls. Along with addi-
tional checks at airports, enlarged police presence at public events, increased surveil-
lance of telephone and internet communications, border walls have become a part of
the package of security measures that a state could reasonably undertake to protect
its citizens against terrorism.

Effectiveness of the walls: What do facts say?

It is evident that in 21st century, the construction of border fortifications is a new
occurrence at global level. The less clear is if such walls are efficient, and the answer
depends on their intended purpose. The walls are not efficient in repelling modern
armed forces, since aircraft and projectiles fly over them, and tanks can breach them.
Furthermore, today, a border barrier is not needed to mark territorial perimeter of a
country.

But, what of the use of walls as a means of stopping irregular migrants? Though
that has been promoted as an adequate and popular solution, opinions are divided
regarding their efficiency in the prevention of mass movement of people over borders.
Of course, there is no doubt that shorter walls well-guarded by soldiers or police of-
ficers can be highly efficient in stopping the movement. That was shown in the nineties
on the border between the USA and Mexico, when first segments of the fence were
constructed in El Paso near San Diego, with the support of great engagement of
border patrol agents. In weeks that followed, crossings in those sectors were almost
stopped. Likewise, the construction of Hungarian border fence in 2015, was supported
by border guards resulting in significantly less border crossings.

However, in both cases the reinforced walls did not fully prevent border crossings,
but they rather redirected them to other locations that were more remote or less for-
tified. In the case of the USA, since urban routes with large circulation were closed,
migrants and smugglers started using outlying and dangerous deserts of western Ar-
izona. In European migrant crisis in 2016, after land routes through the Balkans had
been closed, migrants adapted by shifting their routes using boats across the Mediter-
ranean Sea, most often from Libya.

Redirection of migrants to alternative routes points to other statistics closely linked
to the increase in wall construction, and that is the increase in the number of deaths
among migrant population. Namely, since easier paths have been closed, migrants
opt for more dangerous routes to reach their destinations. At US-Mexican border, that
was evident in the drop of cases of death in California with simultaneous increase in
Arizona (Montoya-Galvez, 2024). Similarly, when the European Union and its member
states fortified their borders in 2015, a record 3,770 cases of death were reported at
the rim of the European Union (IOM, 2016). In 2016, when easier land route through
the Balkans and Eastern Europe was closed, the rate of deaths additionally grew. No
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less than 5,085 migrants lost their lives in the Mediterranean in 2016, which represent-
ed 34 percent increase when compared to 2015 (IOM, 2017).

The walls unavoidably lead to the increase in the “demand” for smugglers’ ser-
vices, Serbia being one of blatant examples (as a country on, formally closed, but
never interrupted, Balkan route which represents the last stop before the “gates” of
the European Union and Schengen zone). Along entire border with Hungary illegal
settlements emerge as one of a kind migrant collectors with potential for new iteration
of smugglers’ services, which is accompanied by conflicts between smugglers’ groups
and overall growth in insecurity in border areas (Suboti¢, 2024).

Despite these clear material influences on migrants’ lives, and evident expansion
of criminal smuggling activities in the vicinity of erected border fences, millions of peo-
ple worldwide continue crossing borders without permit - which means that the walls
are relatively inefficient. The first reason is that longer borders are extremely difficult
to fence along their entire length and protect adequately. The construction of a fence
or a wall, also implies acquiring necessary land, construction and maintenance of
roads and supply of required work force for the protection of the barrier. The second
reason why the walls are inefficient is that many unauthorised movements, especially
movements of terrorists or smugglers do not occur between border crossing points. A
significant number of illegal migrants entered the United States with valid visas never
to leave the country, violating the terms of their visas. Apart from that, a lot of smug-
gled goods come through ports of entry or tunnels constructed under the walls. Since
the beginning of the nineties, the United States have discovered 150 tunnels under
the border between the USA and Mexico, some of them being rather sophisticated
(Jones, 2016), while Israel plans to construct an underground wall on the border be-
tween Egypt and Gaza in order to solve the problem of dozens of tunnels that it has
discovered (Khalil, 2023).

The efficiency of walls as the obstacle against “growing terrorism” is also question-
able. Research led by Sergi Pardos-Prado, the leading researcher at the University in
Glasgow, shows that the construction of border barriers can increase the probability
of new conflicts, and even terrorist attacks. In case studies of Saudi-Iragi and Israe-
li-Egyptian walls, researchers analysed how the attitude of people towards the other
country significantly deteriorated after the construction of the wall. “Erecting wall sig-
nalises and intensifies a conflict, even without conflict circumstances that were latent
before the construction of the wall” (Pardos-Prado, 2020: 191).

New walls, apart from ethical and security connotations also have the economic
one. Therefore, a question is raised as to their economic justification, more precisely
from the perspective of the cost of their construction, maintenance and possible re-
moval, and the damage in terms of economic exchange between the countries divided
by such barriers. Vernon and Zimmermann dealt with economic (un)justification of
walls on the example of the analysis of the rigid border between the USA and Mexico,
where they raised quite logical question: “Is the wall worth it if it prevents 40,000 peo-
ple from working in the USA - when expenses of its realisation include 3 billion dollars
for the construction of the wall, many more billions for its maintenance, hundreds of
people who die crossing the border, and potential economic benefits from Mexican
work force that citizens of the USA do not get because workers-migrants do not come”
(Vernon; Zimmermann, 2019).
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Financial misuses that accompany the construction of new fences, and their cor-
ruption potential are also the subject of researchers’ attention. The greatest flourishing
of dealings at border fences in Europe took place after Viktor Orban had passed the
decision to fence the border between Hungary and Serbia in 2015. Estimates suggest
that Hungary spent more than two billion euros for the construction of that wall. One of
the companies that benefited the most was ,metALCOM Zrt”, whose chief shareholder
is Zoltan Bozd, a businessman and member of Orban’s party Fides (Bautista, 2024).

The Orban’s decision created a “domino effect”, so other European countries
quickly followed this example. In 2006, for the installation of “razor wire” on border
walls of Ceuta and Melilla, Spain hired the services of the company “Mora Salazar”,
which had been up to that moment a small family firm for the sale of fences for hous-
es and small enterprises. Today, the firm goes by its new name “European Security
Fencing” - a multinational company with offices in Brussels and Berlin, with business
activity in more than 30 border zones worldwide (Bautista, 2024). Removal of border
fences between Slovenia and Croatia led to a huge controversy. Slovenia granted 7
million euros for the removal of the fence to the company “Minis” - the same firm that
had installed that fence in 2015 (STA, 2023).

Conclusion

Phenomenon of borders and walls, that are becoming ever more frequent on the
stage of geopolitical and overall security relevance, returned in the nineties of XX cen-
tury, which is paradoxical to a certain extent having in mind the growing globalisation
which was, at least declaratively, based on more free movement of people, goods, ser-
vices and capital. Indeed, borders have ceased to exist in case of capital and most
diverse goods, while new borders, in the form of fences and fortifications, are intended
primarily for man. Therefore, the period of establishment of “more fluid and relaxed
world” is accompanied by security of human movement to the level achieved in the
middle of previous decade which was maintained until the present.

This paper firstly analyses the dual nature of a border as such, as a place of contact
and a place of conflicts, and this is done from two dimensions of the border issue: social
and security dimension. The first one refers to social foundations of a border, widely
accepted as mutual recognition of one’s self and others, while the second dimension
brings to the forefront the strong analogy between borders and walls. As the first aspect
relates to wider social engagement, the second is closely tied to security element of
border management- the securing of the phenomenon. It is the second dimension of
the observation of the problem that leads us to the world of contemporary walls in front
of (and around) which different relations occur with pronounced (in)security.

If walls did not function in the past, and today they are built only to redirect, not to pre-
vent migrant flows, with serious economic expenditures that accompany them, why has
their number increased so drastically over the previous 30 years? They are obviously
effective as symbols that show to the world, characterised by declarative return of state
sovereignties, that populists are undertaking something to respond to observed threats
that illegal movements entail. Threats perceived in such a way could be economic, as
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a fear from newly arrived workers who “take income and jobs from the citizens”. They
can be in the sphere of the protection of local culture, in the sense that migrants bring
different traditions, languages and ways of life that mostly do not match the local culture.
Though the problems that mass migrations entail are complex and they, to a great
extent, are not solved by fortified or unfortified borders, “Build walls!” is an effective
slogan, and the barrier itself is a powerful visual symbol of care for national security and
interests. Even though it can be stated in narrower security, and especially ever more
present populist discourse, that walls reinforce the claim of a state about its sovereignty,
it can also be unequivocally concluded that such type of physical barrier cannot stop
migrations, but it only redirects migrant flows increasing the potential for criminal activ-
ities of organised smuggling groups. In addition, the walls are not an efficient security
measure both for the inhabitants of border areas and members of migrant population.
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Summary

he fall of the Berlin Wall is often mentioned as the symbol of open Europe - the

Europe without walls. At that, everyone forgets that the hostility towards the
newcomers existed even then, but it was mostly directed towards the people who
came from the countries of central and eastern Europe (some of them praising the
walls the most loudly now). The optimism of the nineties, grounded on the global world
with relaxed borders, turned out to be one of the greater delusions in the modern his-
tory. The world that emerged after the Cold War, today became the world of fortified
walls, not of open borders.

A great number of modern countries are erecting walls on their borders fearing
that, without such defence, far more affected and poor people would seek salvation
in them. Conservative political parties use this argument more and more often in their
political programmes and election campaigns. On the other hand, more liberal politi-
cians also underline the good sides of migrations in Europe where “average citizen of
the EU is 42.4 years old” (Dori¢, 2017: 45), with ever more pronounced problems with
work force, and they believe that the Old Continent is capable of absorbing uninvited
newcomers.

Walls already divide Europe ideologically. The European Commission and coun-
tries like Spain and Germany oppose the use of EU money for the construction of
more walls, believing that there are more efficient “tools” to supress irregular migra-
tions. However, the protagonists of rigid fences against migrants and refugees, head-
ed by the Visegrad Group that consists of Czech Republic, Poland, Slovak Republic
and Hungary supported by Italy, Greece and Austria, support their position using their
own logic according to which “in order to close the door, the door has to exist in the
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first place”. At the end of the day, the question remains where is Europe headed for
confronted with the challenge of migrations, and if it will continue pursuing ever more
rigid policies. Currently, everything points to that direction.

The arguments of ideologists and protagonists of erecting and multiplying walls in
the fight against irregular migrations are declaratively based on the fear of insecurity
and loss of jobs by indigenous population, but they are essentially based on the power
of populist messages (mostly effective in election campaigns) and gaining financial
benefit through non-transparent dealings with companies close to political establish-
ment.

On the other hand, the arguments of those who oppose the walls underline that
they are expensive, strengthening divisions and antagonisms. Not only do they not
prevent people from crossing the borders, but they encourage the creation of new,
longer, more expensive and dangerous routes producing two obvious winners - the
companies that build them and smugglers, who remained as only “providers” of border
crossing.

It is evident that the problem of irregular migration in Europe will not be system-
atically solved for a long time. The risk remains that the walls and fences will only
“additionally ignite passion” and continue postponing necessary debates on long-term
actions with ever greater number of asylum seekers in Europe from all over the world
affected by war, natural disasters and global warming. That issue that the European
Union should deal with in its new “Pact on Migration and Asylum”, is solved much
more slowly, mainly because of the resistance of those who feel safer living “behind
the wall’.

Key words: migrations, security, borders, walls, confiicts.
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