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y cmammi npedcmasrieHi iHmenekmyarbHi nepedymosu opmyeaHHs KOHUenmy
«8HYMPIWHbOKOHMUHEeHmarnbHoi aH3u», a makox chbeHomeHy i epomadsHCbKocmi. A8mop MpPOroHye
po3sanssdamu mepumopii, wo € npuneanumu 0o pidku LyHal, sk «meKy4i» KOpOOHU, W0 MOXymb 6ymu
rioknadeHi 8 0CHO8Y ¢hopMy8aHHs iHmMezpauitiHux KopOoHig 011 Ky ibmypHOI, mopeieesisHOi ma couiasibHoOI
Koaniyii  6esnocepedHb0 npudyHalcbKkux | QoekonuwHIx wMicm. Xoya micyeei ideHmuyHocmi i
2pomadsiHCbKicmb 6yru ymeopeHi 8 OCHOBHOMY 8CepedUHi NIOKalbHUX HaUjoHannbHO-eMHIYHUX CrliibHOM,
a epomadcbka OyMKa 3 fumaHHs iOeHmuyHocmi cxuribHa 00 i OBMeXeHHS 8y3bKOK Mmepumopieto
y3bepexoks pidku [yHal, e pamkax npoekmig 3 obnacmi nimepamypu i mucmeymea MoOesoMmMbCs
OyHalicbki ideHmu4yHocmi 8 6inbwW WUPOKOMY PO3yMiHHI. B sikocmi ceoepiOHUX nepuwonpoxodyise, wWo
cmeoproromb ¢hyHOameHm On1si hopMy8aHHSI MOdanbUUX MOpP208UX i MOAIMUYHUX MEPEX MK Micmamu,
po3aisidarombcsi  2poMaldsiHCbKi | KynbmypHi mepexi. Ha npuknadi OyHalcbKo20 npUKOPOOHHS
aHanizyembcsi mpaHcghopmauis camol npupodu KOpOOoHi8, sika XapakmepulyembCs 3a2allbHUM, ane rnpu
UbOMY CEJIeKMUBHUM CmupaHHsaM KopOoHie siKk bap'epie, 3pocmaHHSIM iXHbOI MPOHUKHOCMI O MOMOKig
Kanimarie, mosapis, iHgpbopmauii ma nesHux epyn nroded. [NosICHIOYU Ui 3MIHU, asmop rMog'sa3ye npoyecu
mpaHcgopmauii  npupodu KOpOOHI8 3 icmMopuyYHUMU repiodamu ¢bopMyeaHHsT mepumopiaribHOCM,
BIOHOCUH MiX OepxasHUMU ymeopeHHsaMU. [lpu po3ensdi «8HYMPIWHLOKOHMUHeHmarnsHoi aH3u»
nidOKpectemscsi He0bXiOHicmb MoedHaHHs ridxodie 0o po3arisidy KopdoHie 3 0OHO20 BOKY, SK NPUPOOHO
Cc¢hopMOBaHUX, 3 IHWO020 — 5K | WMYYHO CKOHCMpPYyLUO8aHUX.

KnrouoBi cnoBa: ayHalncbka iAeHTUYHICTb, FPOMAASHCHKICTb NOrPaHMYYs, KOPAOHW, NOKarbHi CNiNbHOTK.

B cmambe npedcmaesneHbl  UHMernnekmyarsnbHble  npednochiKU — hOPMUPOBaHUS  KOHUenma
«B8HYMPUKOHMUHEHmMasbHolU [aH3bl», a makxke ¢eHoMeHa e€ epaxdaHcmeeHHocmu. Aemop
npednazaem paccmampusame meppumopuu, npunezarnwue Kk peke [yHal, 8 Kayecmee «meKyqux»
2paHul, Komopbie Mo2ym Jiedb 8 OCHO8Y (hopMUPOB8aHUs UHMeapamusHbIX 2paHul 0511 KynbmypHou,
mopaoeol U coyuarnbHol Koanuyuu HeriocpedcmeeHHO npudyHalickux u bnusnexauwux 2opodos. Xoms
MecmHble UGeHMUYHOCMU U epaxdaHCme8eHHOCMb bbiniu 0bpa3osaHbl 8 OCHOBHOM 8HYMPU JI0KaslbHbIX
HayuoHasbHO-3MHU4YeCcKux coobwiecms, a obuecmeeHHoe MHEHUE 8 80Ipoce UOEHMUYHOCMU CKITOHHO K
ee oepaHu4yeHur y3kol meppumopueli nobepexosi peku [yHal, e pamkax npoekmoe u3 obnacmu
numepamypbl U uckyccmea modenupyromces OyHalckue udeHmu4yHocmu 8 bosiee WuUpOKOM oHUMaHuu. B
posnu ceoeobpasHbix nepsonpoxodues, co3darowux c¢hyHOameHm Ot hopmuposaHus OasibHellwux
mopaoebIx U noaumu4eckux cemeli Mexdy 2opodamu paccMampuearomcs epax0aHcKue U KyribmypHble
cemu. Ha npumepe dyHalicKo20 rnoepaHuybs aHaau3upyromesi mpaHcgopmayus camol npupodsbl 2paHul,
Komopasi xapakmepu3yemcsi 8CeobwumM, HO Mpu 3MoM CeIeKmu8HbIM cmupaHueM 2paHul, kak 6apbepos,
go3pacmaHueM Ux rMpoHuyaemMocmu 01151 MOMOKO8 Kanumarsos, moeapos, UHghopmayuu U ornpeoeseHHbIX
epynn model. Ob6bSACHAS amMu U3MEHEeHUsl asmop ces3bisaem npouecchbl mpaHcgopmayuu npupodsi
2gpaHuy ¢ ucmopudeckumu rnepuodamu ¢bopMuposaHUsi meppumopuaribHoOCMu, OMHOWeHUl Mexdy
2ocydapcmeeHHbIMU  obpa3doeaHusimu. [lpu paccMompeHuu  «8HYMPUKOHMUHeHmarsnbHol [aH3bl»
rod4yepkusaemcsi He0b6xo0UMOCMb CoBMEWeHUST M0OX0008 K pacCMOMPEHUI0 2paHul, ¢ 0OHOU CMOPOHHI,
Kak ecmecmeeHHO ¢hopMuUpyrouuxcs, ¢ Opy2oll — KaK UCKYCCMBEHHO KOHCMPYUpPYyeMbIX.

Knioueble crnoBa: ,qua|7|C|<a;| WAEHTUYHOCTb, IpaXaaHCTBEHHOCTb MorpaHunybya, rpaHulbl, JoKarbHble
coobLlecTBa.
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The Danube is a natural transport magisterial and a joint water resource; yet identities, local citizenships
and communities around the river were created mostly on local bases, inside the national communities,
maybe with partial involvement of nearby ethnicities, or communities. Cross-regional tourist projects and
travel along the river are predominantly of foreign origin, with the locals participating in it only accidentally.
There are cross-natural cultural projects modelling broader Danubian identities in literature and arts, but
the broader public opinion does not follow their scope and remains limited to a narrower region around the
riverside.

Keywords: danube identity, border citizenship, border, local communities.

The Danube is the longest river inside the EU, crossing a dozen of nations, states, provinces and cultures
of the continent. This is a natural transport magisterial and a joint water resource, but identities, local citizenships
and communities around the river were created mainly on a local basis, inside the national communities, maybe
with partial involvement of nearby ethnicities, or communities. Cross-regional tourist projects and travel along the
river are mostly of foreign origin, while the locals participate in it only accidentally. There are cross-natural
cultural projects modelling broader Danubian identities in literature and arts, but the broader public opinion does
not follow their scope and remains limited to a narrower region around the riverside.

In the given documents- after consultations with experts and civil representatives in Germany, Austria,
Slovakia, Hungary, Croatia, Serbia, Romania, Bulgaria and maybe even in the Izmail region (Ukraine) we offer a
concept of the Danube, as fluid borders (the river creates cultural borders, and significant part of them will be interstate
ones, as well) which are able to generate an integrating border for cultural, trade, and social coalitions among cities and
their ,,electromagnetic poles” (Regensburg, Passau, Linz, Vienna, Bratislava, Budapest. Osijek- Zagreb, Beograd- Novi
Sad, Ruse, Bucuresti-Galati, Izmail). Civil and cultural networks could be the pioneers here, creating platforms for
further trade and political networks. We call all these networks ,,Landlocked Hansa”. In the paper we plan to present the
intellectual preconditions and the concept of the ,,Landlocked Hansa” and its citizenships.

The need for and possibility of constructing a general theoretical framework for understanding borders is
highlighted by contemporary 'globalization' and the vision of a 'borderless world'. While this neo-liberal ideology
misleadingly exaggerates recent developments, and is directly contradicted by trends towards 'a New Europe’, it does
point to a general though selective lowering' of borders as barriers and their increasing permeability to flows of capital,
commodities, information and people, or at least some people. Borders and their adjacent regions constitute gateways
and opportunities as well as barriers; state controls over entry and exit seem to be under growing pressure; and social,
communal and economic boundaries seem to be increasingly de-linked from territorial borders.

These changes in the significance and often contradictory meanings of borders call for some general
theorization which goes beyond, and would help explain, the often fascinating details of the Danube identities.
More specifically, the contemporary acceleration of 'Europeanization' (and the popularity of this new term for an
old phenomenon) suggests that the historical periodization of global economic and political development is a
fruitful route to theorizing about that border region. Changes in the nature of borders may be explained in terms of
different historical phases in the shaping of states and territoriality, the internal relations of states and societies and
their external interrelationships in the wider system of states. For example, (state) borders were relatively 'open' in
the era of imperialism before World War I; then — relatively 'closed' with the growth of 'national' economic 'self-
sufficiency' and a closer identification of the state and capital, particularly in the inter-war period; and
subsequently there was a progressive '(re-)opening' of borders.

We often tend to view the borders either as good and necessary or as bad and mischievous. In our
understanding, the Danube as a fluid border region is much more equivocal or ugly rather than simply good or
bad. Most accounts of borders can be divided into two schools. At one level the differences between them are
ethical, relating to what borders should and should not do.

At the other level the two schools are about conceptions of power, pitting a broadly modernist view that
sees power as primarily contained by borders against those various views which see borders as less and less
capable of doing so. In the end, they represent border maintaining versus border opening perspectives. So divided,
however, can we begin to rethink borders beyond this elementary opposition? The Danube identities in this
respect could be used for regulation of local transregional migration.

From a very different perspective, borders and the Danube in particular are seen as artefacts of dominant
discursive processes that have led to the fencing off chunks of territory and people from one another. Such
processes can change and, as they do, Danube lifestyles exist as residual phenomena that may still capture our
imagination but no longer serve any essential purpose. Borders, therefore, are not simply practical phenomena that
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can be taken as given. On an extreme side, perhaps, the existing Inter-Danube networks are the result of processes
in the past that are either no longer operative or increasingly eclipsed by transnational or global pressures. In other
words, borders are increasingly redundant and thinking to be constrained by them restricts thinking about
alternative political, social, and economic possibilities. The Danube regions are disabling. From this viewpoint,
rather than reflecting an unambiguous sovereignty that ends/begins at a border, or along the river that must be
overcome as such, border thinking should open up to consider (a) territorial spaces as ,,dwelling” rather than
national spaces and (b) political responsibility for pursuit of a decent life as extending beyond the fluid borders of
any particular state along the Danube.

Territoriality of the ,,Landlocked Hansa” Danube city coalition is a particular mode of social organisation and
enforcement, which operates by controlling access into and out of specified geographical areas. It is a ‘spatial strategy’
which actively uses territory and borders to classify and communicate; it regulates information, symbols, resources,
and people by delimiting and asserting control over territorial borders. Its valuable strengths are that it can greatly
simplify issues of control and provide easily understood symbolic markers ‘on the ground’, giving relationships of
power a greater tangibility and appearance of permanence. Territoriality of the new Danubian Hansa is however also
inherently conflictual and its assertion tends to generate rival territorialities in a ‘space-filling process’.

However, the recent historical tendency for hegemonic states to rely more on economic power and less on
direct political domination externally is not the whole story, nor is it as linear or straightforward as suggested. The
Danubian Hansa created at the beginning by civic platforms will continue that trend. Counterbalancing it, there has
been a tendency for these states to directly control a larger bounded territory as the 'home base' for the internal
generation of wealth, and for becoming militarily more powerful. Thus Giovanni Arrighi (1996), in focusing on
states which were the hegemonic agencies in successive regimes of capital accumulation, notes that the 16th century
Genoa was a mere city state, and the 17th century Dutch United Provinces were a hybrid between city state and
national state, whereas the 19th century United Kingdom was a full national state with a world empire, while the
current hegemon, the USA, is a continental superpower. But Genoa's basis for accumulation was external to its own
political borders and was closely linked to the Spanish empire, which bore the costs of direct political rule. Genoese
hegemony was superseded by the Dutch, whose state ceded state-like powers to their giant trading companies (e.g.,
the Dutch East India Company) and amassed wealth from the territories which they controlled, and by more directly
controlling and monopolising the associated shipping routes which channelled trade through Amsterdam.

The Danubiuan Hansa could use some elements of that historical political identity building strategies of
city states, associations, trade empires — of course, not downgrading or dissolving nation-states of the region.
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