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ABSTRACT  
This article critically examines the role of temporality as a bordering 
process by reflecting upon the experience of time as a key 
dimension of differentiation. On the occasion of the 40th anniversary 
of the Journal of Borderlands Studies, it reviews how the acceleration 
of the pace of cross-border trade and the deceleration of the 
mobility of unwanted migrants and asylum seekers have been 
analyzed within the journal. It then proposes avenues to advance the 
research agenda in Border Studies in two distinct yet interrelated 
ways. The article advocates for historical contextualization, situating 
how differently modern and postmodern temporal regimes shaped 
and shape border policies, practices, and representations. It also 
pushes forward intersectional scholarship originating in a 
postmodern spatiotemporal understanding of borders and 
borderlands and investigating how age has functioned as a marker 
of differentiation in these processes. Offering a nuanced 
understanding of how temporality has historically shaped and 
continues to influence contemporary border dynamics aims to 
encourage further research into border temporalities.
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The concept of temporality originates in philosophy and either reinforces or, more fre
quently, contests a linear understanding of the progression of time from the past over 
the present to the future. Temporality – in this article broadly conceived as the ways in 
which time is experienced and lived – indeed challenges an understanding of time as 
codified by clocks and calendars (Hoy 2009). When applied to bordering processes and 
policies, temporality suggests a distinction between time and space, positing that bordering 
entails the imposition of a temporality that may be temporary or transitory, yet potentially 
enduring. The notion that time can be conceptualized as a border is a relatively recent 
development within the field of Border Studies. It has emerged from scholarship on the 
process of bounding – that is, the policies and administrative mechanisms through 
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which border controls are implemented. Critical temporality studies and related debates 
have significantly contributed to and expanded our understanding of temporality within 
Border Studies. They enhance our appreciation of how the temporal dimensions of border
ing functions and techniques can enforce boundaries upon people and goods beyond the 
confines of physical territory. These techniques – whether virtual, electronic, or paper- 
based – profoundly shape the territoriality of states, inscribing territories with diverse tem
poralities that either bind individuals to specific spaces or afford mobility to elites.

This article situates and critically evaluates publication trends surrounding the use of 
time as well as the concept of border temporalities within the Journal of Borderlands 
Studies. It then proposes avenues to advance the research agenda in Border Studies in 
two distinct yet interrelated ways. It adopts a historiographical perspective to contextua
lize and reflect upon the contemporary scholarly preoccupation with migrants’ temporal 
experiences at borders. This involves an analytical “zoom out” that traces the evolution of 
modern and postmodern spatiotemporal understandings of borders and examines how 
these continue to shape research and policy debates today. Later, the article mobilizes 
this multiscalar temporal framework to explore the long overlooked dimension of age 
in processes of border crossing and in the everyday life of borderlands in the past and 
present. By doing so, it seeks to foreground age as a critical axis within an intersectional 
understanding of border crossing and life in borderlands, thereby contributing to a more 
nuanced and comprehensive theorization of border temporalities.

Our discussion is guided by a transposition of Henri Lefebvre’s triadic conceptualiz
ation of space onto the study of temporality. Lefebvre distinguishes between space as per
ceived (spatial practices), space as conceived (the representations of space produced, for 
example, by state bureaucracies), and space as lived (the space of everyday experience) 
(Lefebvre 1991). We examine how policies and institutional frameworks impose tem
poral orders on border(land)s (conceived border temporality), how these temporal 
orders are enacted, reproduced, or contested through everyday practices (lived border 
temporality), and how individuals and communities perceive, interpret, and negotiate 
the temporal dimensions of bordering (perceived border temporality). This transposition 
enables a multiscalar understanding of the experience of time as a constitutive element of 
border regimes and borderland life.

Time and Temporality in the Journal of Borderlands Studies

On the occasion of the 40th anniversary of the Journal of Borderlands Studies, this article 
reviews how border temporalities have been discussed within the journal. In the article 
“Time borders: Change of practice and experience through time layers”, the first explicit 
discussion of the interrelationship between time and borders published in 2009, Palang 
and colleagues argued that time borders are produced through “spatial practices in a 
landscape” that depend on what remained vaguely defined as the “time context” 
(Palang, Semm, and Verstraete 2009, 92). Over the subsequent decade, the journal wit
nessed a gradual increase in contributions addressing the intersection of borders and 
time, with a predominant focus on time–space compression and cross-border 
cooperation. In the past two years, however, there has been a rise in publications specifi
cally engaging with the concept of border temporalities, most of which examine how 
migrants at borders experience time. Similarly, the majority of contributions to the 
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first Special Issue dedicated to Border Temporalities, published in BIG Review, focus on 
migration (Jaschik, Venken, and Wassenberg 2024).

For over two decades, scholars in the Journal of Borderlands Studies have examined the 
human-made efforts to accelerate border crossings for the purposes of international 
trade. Whereas increased cross-border traffic results from innovations in transportation, 
information and communication technologies that enable faster returns on investment 
and increased production speeds, it is also embedded within a series of favorable (inter)
national policy decisions. Since the inception of the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (World Trade Organization 1947), the production and timely delivery of goods 
have increased by 4500 percent. Today, just-in-time car manufacturing, for instance, 
relies on trucks crossing the Canada-United States border multiple times per day. 
Vehicles are assembled daily across both countries, and production depends on the 
ability to integrate into the manufacturing process the time required to cross the 
border between plants located in Ontario, Canada, and Michigan, United States.

Border scholars recognize how time has become a fundamental factor in ensuring 
efficient manufacturing and successful distribution of goods or services. Geographers 
employ the concept of “time – space compression” (Harvey, 1990, p. 201) to illustrate 
how communities have utilized transportation to reduce the barriers of distance and 
shorten travel times. The most comprehensive conceptual framework for understanding 
how time–space compression operates in borderlands was developed by Randy Widdis. 
His “spatial grammar”, published in the Journal of Borderlands Studies in 2015, dis
tinguishes between “flows” of people, goods, capital, and ideas through “corridors and 
gateways”, thereby generating interconnected “networks” (Widdis 2015, 180). A recent 
contribution by Bertram, Chilla, and Hippe (2024) introduced a “space – time analysis” 
of borderland inhabitants’ access to cross-border railway connections. The authors 
differentiated between the “number of daily train connections”, “travel time of the 
fastest connection”, “number of transfers”, and “airline distance”, employing “space– 
time mapping” to demonstrate how improved investment in public transport infrastruc
ture reduces travel times (919-920). In his study of cross-border traffic in European trans
border agglomerations, moreover, Reitel observed that “border and agglomeration 
temporalities do not have the same rhythms”, highlighting the dependence of border 
temporalities on their spatial context (Reitel 2013, 252–253). Other geographers have 
focused on the everyday practices of individuals who frequently cross borders. One 
example is offered by Drevon et al. (2018). To assess how much time workers commuting 
to Luxembourg spend in the country outside of working hours, the authors introduced 
the concept of a “time budget for cross-border workers”, distinguishing between time 
before and after work, as well as during lunch breaks (564).

While the number of studies examining the acceleration of border-crossing times to 
optimize capitalist production chains has declined within the journal, scholarship analys
ing how time is strategically employed to decelerate border crossings for unwanted 
migrants, including asylum seekers, is notably on the rise since the publication of the 
book “Migrating Borders and Moving Times”, in which Donnan et al. wrote that 
“spaces may be bordered both by territory and time” (2016, 1). In terms of policy and 
in particular administrative practices, at stake are a series of procedures and techniques 
practiced at borders, which results in people on the move without the necessary passports 
or visas to be transferred to a transit zone which more and more has taken the form of an 
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“indefinite temporal state” ultimately sapping vitality out of human beings, as one of the 
co-editors of that book, Carolin Leutloff-Grandits, specified in the Journal of Borderlands 
Studies (Leutloff-Grandits 2023, 200). The immediate goals of those techniques may be 
found in legal, procedural or administrative requirements, but ultimately make asylum 
seekers perceive waiting for the crossing of a border as possibly eternal.

Articles using the concept of border temporalities point to state policies’ particular 
reliance on procedures, processes, and policies that slow the crossing process down 
(often to a standstill) for unwanted individuals. The asylum camp regime at borders is 
time-managed because multiple administrative procedures may take days, months or 
an unlimited amount of time, and have developed into mechanisms to slow down 
entry. The controls themselves rely on temporality technics that either de-multiply 
bureaucratic control of movements, or/and further develop mechanisms of pre- 
emptive illegalization, whereby the legal entry is continually subjected to a meander of 
rules and exceptions leading to exceptionally lengthy procedures and appeals. Tangen 
(2022), for example, conceptualizes border temporality as a tool for shaping individual 
camp residents into “policy categories”, notably through the sequencing of bureaucratic 
encounters designed to assess the credibility of applications for the status of “victim of 
trafficking” (490). The temporal techniques of control may disrupt people’s own tempor
alities and geographies of mobility. People on the move have demonstrated both resili
ence and resistance to institutionalized “camp temporalities” (Papoutsi, Boursinou, 
and Riad 2025, 395). Senegalese asylum seekers residing in transit hostels in Morocco, 
for instance, have developed what Pian (2023) describes as an “economy of resourceful
ness” – such as the trade of suitcases – which enables a form of “mobility in immobility” 
(361). Papoutsi, Boursinou, and Riad (2025) have examined such practices in detail, 
focusing on participants’ activities in the makerspace Habibi-Works, located near the 
Katsikas refugee camp in Greece, which the authors characterize as a “temporal (albeit 
temporary) refuge from the camp” where time is shared among peers, creating “temporal 
commons”. These commons are defined by “a shared conceptualization of time and the 
set of resultant values, beliefs, and behaviors regarding time, as created and applied by 
members of a culture” (396).

Authors analyzing experiences of time and using the concept of border temporalities 
within the Journal of Borderlands Studies have a scientific fascination with crossing state 
borders (initially for the acceleration of time by means of cross-border trade, and cur
rently for a deceleration of time for migrants or asylum seekers waiting at state 
borders), more than for life within borderlands. The relationship between the temporal
ities of state borders and borderland temporalities, therefore, remains underresearched. 
An exception is a Special Issue in which Southeastern Europe is conceptualized as a 
“double transit space” (Leutloff-Grandits 2023a). The region’s landscape – marked by 
war – damaged houses – symbolizes a temporal stagnation that contrasts with the chan
ging state border regimes reclassifying people and places fed by the EU’s understanding 
of transit. Initially deployed in the 1990s to describe the presumed linear transition from 
socialism to market capitalism, the concept of transit later became central to the EU’s 
narrative on its enlargement, eventually including Croatia in 2013 while providing 
Bosnia and Herzegovina with prospects. Simultaneously, the term transit has been 
applied to people on the move from the global South through the Balkans toward north
ern EU states in 2015 and 2016, leaving many stranded outside the EU. The 
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immobilization of non-Europeans is mirrored by the conditional mobility granted to 
Western Balkan citizens in the 2016 Western Balkan Regulation issued by the EU. As 
Southeastern European states become included in the EU’s border and migration 
regime, they are transformed into buffer zones (to be understood as plurilocal border
lands (Brambilla 2014, 16)), producing liminal “grey zones” of “permanent transit” in 
which local inhabitants and migrants are prompted to give meaning to temporal and 
spatial uncertainty (Leutloff-Grandits 2023a, 196). In the Croatian borderland, for 
example, EU membership has encouraged local residents to reinterpret the state 
border with Bosnia and Herzegovina as a civilizational divide, among others based on 
a spatiotemporal positioning embedded in experiences from the past Yugoslav war. 
Adopting local as well as Western hegemonic discourses interweaving past, present 
and future, they increasingly portray Bosnia as corrupt, thereby legitimizing stricter 
border controls and reinforcing narratives of progress tied to EU integration (Leutloff- 
Grandits 2023b).

Most contributions to the Journal of Borderlands Studies adopt a presentist perspective 
on border and migration regimes. For long, if historical approaches to changes in border
lands over time were included, these were inherently teleological and understood the 
integration of borderlands as closely associated with the gradual erosion of dividing bar
riers over time. One example of scholarship cited in the journal is Baud and Schendel 
(1997), who proposed a five-phase progression that mirrors the human life cycle: from 
birth and childhood to adulthood, old age, and eventual decline. In a different approach, 
Martinez (1994), through his study of social interactions along the U.S.-Mexico border, 
identified four scenarios – alienation, coexistence, interdependence, and integration. 
Back in 2010, Liam O’Dowd emphasized that 

in privileging spatial analysis, that is, space over time, much contemporary border study 
lacks an adequate historical analysis of state and nation formation; they over-emphasize 
the novelty of contemporary forms of border change and globalization and, in the 
process, fail to register the extend to which we continue to live in a ‘world of diverse 
states’, shot through with the legacy of empires, past and present (O’Dowd 2010, 1034).

Since then, attention for the past has increased among border scholars. They for example 
use the notions of phantom border or tidemark in their scholarship. A phantom border 
denotes a historical boundary that has formally disappeared yet continues to shape 
social, cultural, political, and economic life. Such borders persist as cognitive and 
affective structures, influencing memories, voting patterns, identities, economic arrange
ments, and everyday practices, thereby demonstrating how former imperial, state, or 
wartime divisions continue to structure contemporary regional disparities (Nyman 
2025, who borrowed the concept from von Hirschhausen 2019). Tidemarks are lines 
left by sea water after it rises and then falls. As Sarah Green emphasized, “tidemark, as 
an idea, combines line and trace in a way that helps us to think through the ongoing 
metaphorical, metonymical, and material elements of ‘border-ness’” (Green 2018, 71). 
The past also enters borderland scholarship through analyses of memory politics. Ander
sen and Prokkola, for example, show how, when “heritage becomes the institutionalized 
memory of a nation, it simultaneously produces bordering and re-bordering effects in 
time and place” (Andersen and Prokkola 2021, 405). A further approach involves the 
study of border memories through oral history, often foregrounding experiences of 
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violence, displacement, or marginalization. An example is the narrative analysis of articu
lations by Muslim women in the Hooghly region of West Bengal, who recall the commu
nal violence of 1950 (Chaudhury 2012).

The Modernity and Postmodernity of Time

This article proposes border scholars to ground their work in a fundamental principle of 
the historiographical discipline: the imperative of historical contextualization. As the 
media historian Pelle Snickars wrote: “If content is king, context is its crown” (2012, 
34). Historical evidence found in sources needs contextualization. One central argument 
of this article is thus that the historical or contemporary specificity of hegemonic systems 
such as modernity and postmodernity plays a critical role in shaping and sustaining 
differentiated experiences of space and time. We thus motivate that spatial and temporal 
understandings must be situated within the specific regimes in which they emerged, 
recognizing how these understandings are embedded in power relations. Differentiated 
experiences of space and time are indeed actively produced and maintained through 
institutional policies, enacted through social and political practices, and reinforced by 
cultural representations and dominant discourses. Border scholars such as Madeleine 
Hurd and others already started their reflections on the crossing of borders and changing 
of time from the perspective that borders “are embedded in specific political contexts” 
(2017, 1). We offer a deeper historical contextualization that traces past developments 
in border and migration regimes leading to present practices of accelerating the speed 
of goods and decelerating the pace of unwanted persons crossing borders. We first 
show how these are grounded in a modernist conception of time by discussing how 
time has historically been conceptualized through the dominant framework of modernity 
and how that coincided with the development of a modern migration and border regime. 
We then demonstrate how, in a postmodern world, a more diversified understanding of 
the meaning of time and the implications of time regimes has developed unevenly 
throughout the globe. Modern and postmodern understandings of time are not separate 
and mutually exclusive, but currently coexist, overlap, and continually shape one 
another.

The invention of the marine chronometer by John Harrison in the eighteenth century 
laid the groundwork for accurate world mapping and the eventual establishment of stan
dardized time zones. It revolutionized navigation by enabling precise determination of 
longitude at sea, a challenge that had long eluded scientists and mariners. Despite its 
groundbreaking accuracy and resilience, Harrison’s chronometer faced decades of resist
ance from astronomers and the British Board of Longitude before finally being recog
nized and rewarded. The global standardization of time following Harrison’s invention 
was a slow and uneven process, not fully realized until well into the nineteenth 
century (Ogle 2015, 1–2). That modernity and time have long been seen as synonymous 
stems from the central role that conceptions of time played in defining what it meant to 
be modern. Modernity was often tied to a conception of time that is sequential, forward- 
moving, and quantifiable (Wagner 2020).

Time precision increased the speed at which interactions took place across the globe, 
and the capitalist application of that precision produced hierarchies of mobility, privile
ging flows of capital, goods and skilled labor above those of, most prominently, 
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undocumented migrants. The experience of crossing borders under capitalism was and 
still is, indeed, characterized by stark inequalities, governed more by the rhythms and pri
orities of markets than by considerations of human well-being or rights (Barber and Lem 
2018). Under open border regimes capitalist production optimizes efficiency and profit 
through the development of cross-border just-in-time manufacturing chains for the pro
duction of certain goods. Such a business model is in line with the temporal logic of neo
liberal capitalism, prioritising swift market liberalization and short-term profit (Chang 
2011).

Modern times also gave rise to identification regimes fundamentally reconfiguring the 
temporal dimensions of belonging, mobility, and state control. The late nineteenth- and 
early twentieth- century nationalization of identification introduced new temporal 
regimes of classification that structured how individuals were positioned within evolving 
state projects. With the emergence of the legal category of the “migrant”, the distinction 
between nationals and foreigners – central to the consolidation of the territorial nation- 
state – embedded individuals within bureaucratic timelines that determined when and 
how they could access rights, move across space, or be rendered legible to the state 
(Noiriel 1991). Passports, identity cards and Alien Police registers were technologies 
that produced temporal borders, fixing individuals within particular historical trajec
tories of nation-building, welfare-state formation, and migration governance (Fahrmeir 
2001). In the process, a spatial as well as temporal differentiation occurred, marking 
certain populations as newly arrived, not-yet-integrated, or permanently provisional. 
For example, in Luxembourg, the 1893 Loi sur la Police des étrangers embedded migrants 
within administrative timelines that governed their presence and rights (Scuto 2012). The 
broader European homogenization of bureaucratic techniques similarly reflects a syn
chronization of temporal regimes across states, as population registers, censuses, and 
identification papers standardized the rhythms through which individuals were moni
tored, categorized, and incorporated or excluded from welfare structures (Levitan 2011).

The more the welfare state arose as a temporal counterweight to the fast-paced 
dynamics of capitalist economies, offering rights through social programs and insti
tutional support, the heavier the debates over the inclusion of foreigners in welfare 
systems became. The welfare state was designed to function on slower, redistributive 
timelines designed to reduce the inequalities provoked by a capitalist world order and 
provide social security (Baldwin 1990). However, the temporal mismatch between the 
two has led to growing tensions in the late twentieth century, and welfare systems are 
increasingly reshaped by neoliberal reforms that prioritize short-term efficiency over 
long-term social cohesion. The institutional power of state borders, recent research unra
veled, has exacerbated the inequalities inherent to state-sponsored welfare measures, 
leading to a fragmentation of social welfare provision in borderlands (Gruziel and 
Venken 2025).

The modern migration regime went hand in hand with a modern border regime. 
Before the introduction of clock time, authorities allowed for mobility across borders 
during daylight (1972, 371). Beginning in the nineteenth century, systems for identifying 
individuals became increasingly comprehensive and technically refined, allowing states 
to monitor people on an ongoing basis. This growing administrative capacity, along 
with technological advances such as the invention of electricity, paved the way for the 
emergence of the continuous, professionalized, and round-the-clock border regimes 
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that define modern nation- states. By the 1920s, 24-hour border operations had become 
standard across most of Europe (Caplan and Torpey 2001).

Historians have empirically unraveled specific interrelationships of space and time at 
borders and within borderlands in modern times by means of empirical case studies. 
Michal Frankl, for example, analyzed so-called “no man’s land” zones – the border 
spaces that emerged in central and South-Eastern Europe between the Anschluss of 
Austria in March 1938 and the outbreak of the Second World War in September 1939 
in which Jewish refugees expelled from their homes found themselves trapped (2023). 
Coordinated expulsions from Poland and Czechoslovakia, together with the systematic 
cancelation of passports, left these individuals effectively stateless and compelled to 
remain in these liminal border areas. The latter became temporary testing grounds for 
authorities; their execution of “violence on Jewish refugees foreshadowed the Shoah 
and provided a laboratory for forms of violence” (Zessin-Jurek 2021). Borderland inhabi
tants’ reluctant attitudes toward the frequently changing contours of state borders over 
time have been analyzed by means of three different concepts. National indifference con
centrates on “how and why people allied themselves politically, culturally and socially 
from the ground up” outside of imagined national communities as a reaction to 
modern nationalist politics, as well as how these allegiances changed over time (Zahra 
2010). Borderland inhabitants’ practices have also been understood as acts of “situational 
opportunism”, demonstrating “the individual’s room for manoeuver on the basis of an 
assessment of what is considered opportune in a concrete situation” (Fickers and Brüll 
2018, 22). Other historians have preferred the concept of multiple loyalties (which are 
relational, “partial, mediated and contingent”) and unraveled how borderland inhabi
tants articulated multiple temporal practices toward different people, to prove, refute 
or resist power relations (Schulze Wessel 2004, 10).

Modernity inherited what Mills has referred to as 

the normative discourse of the non-enslaved, the non-expropriated, and the non-victims of 
genocide – the discourse of the racially privileged Euro – and White settler population, 
whose normative temporality need pay no attention in determining questions of justice 
to a deeply non-ideal (non-admitted, non-mapped, non-theorized, and thus non-existent) 
past that has been altered not metaphysically but representationally, gated out of their 
moral consideration (2014, 40).

A modern view of historical time aligns progress with Western developmental paths, 
casting non-Western societies as temporally out of sync. Homi K. Bhabha (2006) cri
tiques this construction of time by illustrating how Black and colonized individuals 
are portrayed as perpetually arriving belated and excluded from the universalist ideals 
of modern progress. The anthropologist Johannes Fabian argues that anthropology has 
practiced othering by situating the people it studies in the past rather than seeing them 
as co-present contemporaries (Fabian 2014). Such modernist framing positions white
ness, maleness and adulthood as temporal norms, while framing the majority of the 
population as incomplete participants in the modern project.

A postmodern perspective on time has challenged modernist understandings of capit
alism and social order. The Economist Ha-Joon Chang (2011) critiques the temporal 
assumptions of neoliberal capitalism for their ignorance of the long-term, context- 
specific processes through which (also non-linear) development unfolds. He advocates 
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for an understanding of development that allows for repeated experimentation out of a 
belief that institutional change is not always immediate. Additionally, sociologist Doreen 
Massey (1999) was a forerunner in offering a postmodern perspective on time, empha
sizing its relativity to both local and social contexts, depending on power geometries, 
understood as the interplay between spatial configurations, movement, and the 
broader power relations that both inform and are perpetuated through them.

The dominant temporal framework associated with modernity marked by notions of 
acceleration, continual advancement, and uniform timekeeping has not eliminated other 
modes of sensing, structuring, and assigning meaning to time. Rather than replacing 
them, it currently exists alongside a wide range of temporal logics shaped by cultural 
practices, social hierarchies, political agendas, and material conditions, potentially 
placing these alternative rhythms in subordinate positions. Critical perspectives com
monly linked to postmodern thought have highlighted this diversity, drawing attention 
to temporal patterns that are irregular, cyclical, or non-linear and that unsettle the 
assumption that modern time is universally applicable. These postmodern interventions 
do not point to a definitive break between historical periods; instead, they illustrate how 
modern and postmodern temporal imaginaries coexist, overlap, and shape one another. 
This coexistence carries significant political weight. Public authorities, economic actors, 
and institutional arrangements play a decisive role in shaping how time is organized and 
lived, particularly through border regimes, migration controls, social welfare systems, 
and technological infrastructures. In doing so, they generate uneven temporal landscapes 
in which certain temporal patterns are afforded priority and stability, while others are 
constrained, disrupted, or devalued.

People situated in very different social locations, such as migrants or asylum seekers 
waiting to cross a border or Indigenous groups sustaining cyclical understandings of 
time, move through temporal arrangements that do not align with what is often still a 
dominant modernist chronology. Such temporal orientations are not survivals from an 
earlier era; rather, they are continually produced, altered, and constrained through 
present-day configurations of power. To grasp how temporal norms operate as mechan
isms of control and inequality, and how various actors respond to these norms by adapt
ing to, challenging, or reshaping the temporal conditions under which they live, Fellner, 
for instance, proposes to approach Indigenous cultural artifacts from the past as alter
na(rra)tives (2016) that include “subjugated knowledges, which have been buried deep 
down in national cultural imaginaries but which have the power to resurge as haunting 
presences” (Fellner and Hamscha 2017, 171).

Intersectionality, Temporalities of Age and Borders

One branch of scholarship originating in a postmodern spatiotemporal understanding of 
borders and borderlands analyses border crossing and life in borderlands from the way 
social categorizations, such as gender, race and age influence experiences of time. This 
section discusses how the social categorizations, gender, race and cultural background 
have shaped border-crossing experiences over time, on themselves or in combination 
with others. An intersectional approach considers one social categorization, such as 
gender, in relation to other social constructs, such as race, cultural background and 
social status. This approach can reveal how a discriminatory matrix of practices, 
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through the normative allocation of social categorizations via temporal policy measures, 
institutional practices, or cultural representations, produces differentiated effects across 
social groups. Such mechanisms render certain forms of temporal differentiation invis
ible to some while simultaneously constraining or obstructing life choices and opportu
nities for others. An intersectional approach to border temporalities facilitates the 
investigation of the interplay and tensions between these social categorizations and 
their evolving interpretations over time. This section advances the discussion by integrat
ing age as an analytical dimension within intersectional approaches to border temporal
ities. Our presentation delineates distinctions between children and youth, adults and 
families, as well as between border-crossing practices and everyday life within border
lands while simultaneously providing historical contextualization to situate contempor
ary developments.

A feminist theory of time challenges Nietzsche’s notion of eternal repetition of all 
things as sameness, not understood as “the eternal repetition of this present moment 
has happened sometime in the distant past or will happen sometime in the distant 
future”, but as “because every moment has to be repeated as a qualitatively identical 
moment, this present moment is eternally repeating right now” (Loeb 2022, 26). 
Instead, it proposes a temporality of repetition with difference. Rachel Walker (2014), 
for example, offers a compelling reading of Jeanette Winterson’s “The Stone Gods”, 
framing it within the concept of a “living present” as the foundation for feminist tempor
ality (46). The novel follows two lovers whose identities “blur human and non-human, 
organism and machine, across various temporal sites” (46) hence regardless of time, 
“sex, gender and race the lovers finds themselves in a nearly eternal recurrence of the 
same” (57). Yet, as Walker argues, this recurrence is not mere repetition. The “living 
present” signifies a feminist temporality grounded in collaborative, generative, and 
open-ended relationships that values non-linear, non-chronological time (47). Events 
recur, but never identically; each moment is new, shaped by both memory and antici
pation. In this view, temporality is not a closed loop but a process of becoming, where 
divergent identities continuously emerge.

The role of race in border temporalities has been articulated most clearly in scholar
ship using the concept of slow violence. Scholars such as Jennifer Hyndman (2019) point 
out that migrants’ waiting at state borders can “generate a racialized geography of pre
ferences” (2019, 23). She demonstrated that the immigration bureaucracy in Canada 
implements policy that conceals “a slow violence of longer waits for those displaced 
people from more racialized countries” (22). This corresponds to a border regime domi
nated by white time, a “sociomental representation of temporality shaped by the interests 
and experience of the white “mnemonic community” (Mills 2014, 27–28). He points, 
among others, to the Greenwich Meantime as a normativity that provides for a non- 
white temporality of structurally unjust societies (40). As detailed by Nixon (2011), in 
“Slow Violence and the Environmentalism of the Poor”, slow violence is “a violence 
that occurs gradually and out of sight, a violence of delayed destruction that is dispersed 
across time and space, and attritional violence that is typically not viewed as violence at 
all” (2). Iglesias and Karimi, for example, highlight how, when the EU introduced tem
porary protection legislation for Ukrainians following Russia’s full-scale invasion of 
Ukraine in 2022, the policy excluded individuals who had sought asylum in Ukraine. 
As a result, Afghan nationals residing in Ukraine were left without legal avenues to 
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flee a country at war. The authors argue that this exclusion also disrupted the sense of 
belonging among Afghan citizens holding permanent residence status in EU member 
states, thereby identifying a long-term temporality of racialization persisting after 
border crossing (354). Processes of othering also emerge among white populations 
when they originate from different sides of national borders. Bloßfeldt (2025), for 
example, argued that during the COVID-19 pandemic, when cross-border traffic 
declined significantly, local newspaper coverage of Czech commuters to Germany 
increased markedly. This coverage reflected a “(hyper)awareness” of both their essential 
contributions to German healthcare services and their perceived potential to spread the 
virus because of their frequent short-term mobility across the state border (453).

Border studies has been comparatively slow to engage with age as a salient axis of 
social categorization. We will now discuss how evolving interpretations of age have 
shaped border-crossing and living experiences of borderland inhabitants over time. 
Laws and policies have indeed increasingly tended to specify rules that grant particular 
age cohorts either privileged or disadvantaged conditions for crossing borders. More
over, individuals of different ages have been shown to engage in distinct practices 
when confronted with borders. In addition, cultural representations and discourses sur
rounding border crossers have frequently identified age as a salient marker of differen
tiation. Adopting a constructivist perspective, this section demonstrates how age has 
become and continues to be perceived as a means of differentiation among border cross
ers. This perception materializes across border policies, cross-border practices, and 
border representations, each of which is examined in relation to three distinct groups 
of border crossers: children and youth, retirees, and families. Examples from various con
tinents and historical periods illustrate how age has been administered through border 
policies, as well as experienced and interpreted by borderland inhabitants of different 
ages. This discussion draws on a review of scholarship produced by border scholars – 
including contributions to the Journal of Borderlands Studies – and on a critical reinter
pretation of pertinent historiographical work through the analytical lens of border 
temporalities.

Across Europe in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, governments and 
reformers increasingly sought to define clear age boundaries and ensure that groups of 
children spent more of their youth in purpose-built environments designed specifically 
for them. The end of child labor, reduced child mortality, and the introduction of com
pulsory schooling redirected children’s time toward new forms of socialization (Venken 
2021a, 15). As a result, children and youth were treated differently under legal and policy 
frameworks governing state border crossings. Zahra, for example, examined how, before 
the First World War, children from the Czech-German borderlands often lived with 
families across the state border for shorter or longer periods, whether for economic 
reasons, to acquire another language, or to maintain cross-border community networks. 
While nationalists opposed this practice, framed these children as “kidnapped souls’ of 
the nation, and introduced policies that heavily intervened in family life to ensure the 
children’s upbringing as prospective future citizens, ordinary families continued to 
value the prospect of raising bilingual future adults accustomed to crossing borders 
(2008).

The “Declaration of the Rights of the Child”, created and endorsed by the League of 
Nations in Geneva in 1924, is the earliest international document advocating for special 
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assistance for children (League of Nations 1924). It reflects a longstanding view of the 
child as a vulnerable being deserving of protection, a notion rooted in ancient Greek 
art and literature (Jenks 2005, 64). However, contemporary practices, such as those 
observed at the US-Mexico border, often stand in stark contrast to these ideals. Although 
children under the age of 18 are formally exempt from certain immigration enforcement 
measures targeting adults – such as detention and removal proceedings – the U.S. gov
ernment, seeking to limit the immigration of Latin American minors, requires them to 
present both a visa and parental permission (Galli 2023, 977). In addition to legal frame
works, policy decisions may include or exclude young people from state support depend
ing on their migratory status post-border crossing. For instance, Oliver and Hughes 
(2020) identified the regulations governing access to financial support for post-compul
sory education in the United Kingdom as a form of implicit bordering. By excluding the 
number of years a young person has lived in the UK on short-term visas, many have been 
rendered ineligible for support (22).

The portrayal of children and youth as vulnerable has mobilized caregivers to act in 
what is perceived as the child’s best interest when travelling alone. At the beginning of 
the Cold War, for instance, social workers from the International Refugee Organization 
claimed to act in the best interests of unaccompanied children from the so-called Kresy – 
the eastern Polish borderlands that, after the Second World War, became part of the 
Lithuanian, Belarusian, and Ukrainian Soviet republics. These children had been taken 
to the German Reich during the war, mostly to perform forced labor. In its immediate 
aftermath, while they were still temporarily residing in Germany, caregivers arranged 
their adoption in the United States rather than repatriating them to the Soviet Union 
(Gnydiuk 2021, 201). More recently, interpretations of children’s rights have evolved. 
Child caregivers at the Slavonski Brod refugee camp in Croatia, situated along a major 
migration route to Europe, have recognized the importance of acknowledging the auton
omy and aspirations of adolescent migrants, many of whom do not seek to be “rescued” 
into, for example, state-run facilities (Hameršak and Pleše 2021, 225).

Research into how children themselves or their caregivers perceive and articulate their 
experiences of crossing borders or living in borderlands remains limited, often due to the 
reliance on adult mediation for the preservation of such expressions. One example is the 
article “Borderland Child Heterotopias” in the Journal of Borderlands Studies, which ana
lyses how adults occasionally created unique spatial and temporal environments isolated 
from everyday life in the borderlands that allowed children to express their visions for a 
better world beyond the dichotomic pro-German and pro-Belgian nationalist attitudes 
that dominated political life in the Belgian-German borderlands shortly before the out
break of the Second World War (Venken 2021b) On the other hand, contemporary 
cross-border commuting parents in the Luxembourgian-German borderlands (spatially 
reaching as far as a reasonable daily commute entails) demonstrate two different ima
gined “time horizons” defining whether or not, and for how long, they enroll their chil
dren in schools and nurseries in Luxembourg (Bollig and Behnke 2024, 96). Whereas 
some parents want to expose their children to Luxembourg’s nurseries because of their 
intercultural orientation viewed as an ideal preparation for a cosmopolitan life, others 
prefer to place their children in German childcare institutions, believing that early 
immersion in the German language will confer future professional advantages. Scholars 
and child caregivers in the Americas, moreover, emphasize that the childhood 

12 M. VENKEN ET AL.



experiences of Black, Indigenous, and migrant minors differ significantly from those of 
what they describe as “white, westernized, middle-class boys and girls” (Josiowicz and 
Coronado 2023, p. xvi). Increasingly prominent avenues for exploring the intersectional 
representation of borderland children are children’s literature and children’s drawings, 
which portray the experiences, opportunities, and challenges faced by children crossing 
borders.

In contrast to children and youth, retirees occupy the latter half of their life courses. 
The invisibility of older migrants in most historical research has been articulated as a 
product of methodological nationalism and age-biased assumptions (Torres and 
Hunter 2023). Scholarship on twentieth and twenty-first century retirement mobility 
across borders is a notable exception. By the turn of the millennium, an estimated 
three million North Americans retired from work and temporarily relocated southwards 
to escape the cold season. Spain experienced a tenfold increase in the number of immi
grants over a 25-year period, a significant proportion of whom were at least in their 
sixties (Repetti, Phillipson, and Calasanti 2018, 782). A defining feature of cross- 
border retirement mobility is its “multifarious temporalities (…) manifested in 
different modes of temporary/(semi)permanent migration (Gustafson 2001), everyday 
rhythms (O’Reilly 2000), and time systems in sending and receiving places (Benson 
2011)” (Chen and Bao 2020, 214). Initially a practice reserved for the affluent, retirement 
mobility has become increasingly democratized over the past half-century, as welfare 
state policies provide monthly pensions to retirees with a history of tax contributions, 
regardless of their current country of residence (Karn 1977). The duration of retirement 
mobility often corresponds to visa timeframes, and retirees increasingly travel off-season 
to ensure financial viability (Kosnick 2024). Retirement mobility is shaped by the tem
porality of the welfare state itself, whose capacity to regulate and equalize market 
forces has changed over time, partly due to the financial crisis (OECD 2017). Most 
recently, for example, rising demand for healthcare among older retirement migrants 
from the EU has prompted Spain to decrease the possibilities of non-residents to 
access its welfare system (Finotelli 2023). Retirees, arguably more so than children, 
also reflect on their evolving perceptions of time and how these influence their ability 
to cross borders and live in borderlands. Older Luxembourgish migrants who purchased 
more affordable housing across the Mosel river in Germany, for example, have been 
found to be largely untroubled by the fading of memories associated with their earlier 
lives in Luxembourg, as they felt that their former home – transformed by the rapid 
expansion of its financial center and significant immigration – no longer evoked the 
sense of belonging it once had (Boesen 2020, 137).

Scholars of transnational care have been at the forefront of examining how solidarity 
was and is expressed among family members of different ages across border regimes. 
Merla a.o. (2020) has highlighted temporality as a key mechanism for regulating the 
inclusion and exclusion of specific members of transnational families within state frame
works. As different countries define “family” in divergent ways, certain members, such as 
same-sex spouses, grandparents, or cousins, may or may not be permitted to join rela
tives abroad (Strasser et al. 2009). Transnational families must navigate this “institutional 
time” – as dictated by migration policies and their implementation – alongside their own 
“biographical time”, which encompasses the life stages and expectations of individual 
family members (Merla, Kilkey, and Baldassar 2020, 401). Kaltenbrünner, for example, 
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empirically traced the migration history of six interconnected villages in Western 
Ukraine, focusing on long-term transnational mobility, return migration, and the 
dense social networks linking migrants and non-migrants from the late nineteenth 
century until the beginning of the twenty-first century. He demonstrated that support 
within transnational families moves back and forth between generations. Young adults 
have tended to send remittances to parents or grandparents, older relatives have provided 
childcare or household labor when visiting, and middle-aged migrants often have coor
dinated bureaucratic navigation for younger and older kin (2017). Catie Coe (2015) 
argued that the life trajectories of individual members of transnational Caribbean 
families must be understood in relation to the life courses of their migrating relatives, 
and vice versa. Examples include temporary unemployment in a host country to care 
for a sick relative in the country of origin, delaying childbirth until after migration, or 
disrupted educational paths for spouses joining loved ones abroad. The distribution of 
caregiving responsibilities across different moments in time reveals the temporal dimen
sions of mobility. Merla a.o. (2020) discussed the case of a migrant woman whose accu
mulated residency time toward Belgian citizenship was nearly nullified due to an 
unintentional violation of a new legal rule during a previous visit abroad to care for 
her ill mother. This setback thwarted her plans to reunite with her children before 
they reached adulthood (401). Temporal structural constraints can indeed have profound 
long-term consequences for individual migrants and their families (Oliver and Hughes 
2020, 25).The attention of researchers to the relationship between transnational family 
care and experiences of time has primarily focused on crossing borders, not on life 
within borderlands. Most recently, however, Venken demonstrated how borderland 
inhabitants interpreted time differently than state representatives. The spatiotemporal 
understanding underlying the exclusion of ascendants living abroad from the eligibility 
criteria to French veteran welfare benefits after the First World War clashed with the 
temporal experiences of applying ascendants residing in Luxembourg. These ascendants 
had a long history of cross-border migration in the French-German-Luxembourgian 
borderlands, and their sons had joined the French Foreign Legion to defend Luxembourg 
given the absence of a Luxembourgian army. These ascendants therefore, albeit in vain, 
considered themselves eligible to receive French welfare benefits (Venken 2024).

Conclusion

Temporality – understood as the lived experience of time – challenges linear and clock- 
based conceptions of time, especially in the context of borders and migration. A review of 
spatiotemporal presentations in the Journal of Borderlands traces how border scholars 
have increasingly approached time as a form of bordering that shapes mobility, access, 
and control. Authors have examined how technological advancements and favorable 
policy decisions have accelerated border crossings to support international trade using 
concepts like time – space compression and methodologies such as space – time 
mapping. Recent articles increasingly highlight how time is strategically manipulated 
to decelerate border crossings for unwanted people on the move, often through bureau
cratic procedures that create indefinite waiting periods and disrupt personal 
temporalities.
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The article then outlines two complementary directions for moving Border Studies 
forward. First, it calls for stronger historical contextualization, showing how modern 
and postmodern notions of time have influenced and continue to influence border pol
icies, practices, and representations. Conceptions of time rooted in modernity and 
shaped by Western, capitalist, and colonial logics have historically structured global 
inequalities, particularly through mechanisms like standardized time and migration 
and border regimes. Applying a temporalities approach toward the evolution of 
modern migration regimes reveals how the administrative innovations of an evolving 
state bureaucracy produced enduring temporal hierarchies, shaping migrants’ trajec
tories and border crossings. Postmodern and intersectional critiques challenge these 
linear, universalist frameworks by emphasizing temporality as socially constructed, 
context-dependent, and experienced differently across race, gender, and class. As such, 
time becomes a powerful tool of inclusion and exclusion, shaping who is seen, who 
moves, and who belongs within the temporal and spatial boundaries of the (post)modern 
world. Because modern and postmodern understandings of time currently coexist, 
overlap, and continually shape one another, we recommend contemporary analyses on 
the use and experience of time at borders and in borderlands to include a historical con
textualization of the relevant notions of space and time.

Second, the article promotes intersectional research grounded in a postmodern spatio
temporal view of borders and borderlands and examining how age has operated as a key 
axis of spatiotemporal differentiation. Such research reveals, on the one hand, the clear 
policy trend throughout the twentieth and early twenty-first centuries to prefer children 
and youth, economically active adults, and individuals not reliant on local economies or 
welfare systems to cross borders for settlement, whether temporarily or permanently. On 
the other hand, it also illuminates how the practices and experiences of those barred from 
crossing borders are intertwined with those of family members who were permitted to do 
so.

By tracing the evolution of scholarship on border temporalities and outlining new 
directions for future research, we encourage Border Scholars to move beyond the 
current dominant focus on temporalities within refugee camps. Expanding the field 
through historiographical and intersectional approaches will deepen our understanding 
of how temporality has shaped and continues to shape border dynamics.
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