Chapter 2

Mobility and the
Cosmopolitan Perspective
8OULFK%HFN

This chapter raises the following questions: What is new about mobility in the
FRVPRSROLWDQSHUVSHFWLYH"+RZGRHVWKHFRVPRSROLWDQJD]HRUWREHPRUHSUHFLVH
GRHVµPHWKRGRORJLFDOFRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶FKDQJHWKHFRQFHSWXDOIUDPHWKHUHDOLWLHV
DQGUHOHYDQFHRIPRELOLW\"
, VKDOO GHYHORS P\ DUJXPHQW LQ ¿YH VWHSV )LUVW , ZRXOG OLNH WR ORFDWH WKH
cosmopolitan perspective in the discourse of globalization. Second, I want to
GUDZ D GLVWLQFWLRQ EHWZHHQ SKLORVRSKLFDO FRVPRSROLWDQLVP DQG VRFLDO VFLHQWL¿F
cosmopolitanism. My third part focuses on the opposition between methodological
nationalism and methodological cosmopolitanism. The fourth step outlines the
research programme of the cosmopolitan social science, especially in relation to
LVVXHVRIPRELOLW\$QG¿QDOO\LQWKH¿IWKVWHS,GLVFXVVGLIIHUHQWZD\VRISHUFHLYLQJ
analysing and coping with the local–global nexus.
Cosmopolitan perspective and the discourse on globalization
*OREDOL]DWLRQKDVH[SORGHGLQWRWKHVRFLRORJLFDODJHQGDLQWKHODVWWHQWR¿IWHHQ\HDUV
:H FDQ GLVWLQJXLVK WKUHH UHDFWLRQV ¿UVW denial, second FRQFHSWXDO DQG HPSLULFDO
explorations, third HSLVWHPRORJLFDOWXUQ7KH¿UVWUHDFWLRQZDVDQGLVQRWKLQJQHZ
There has been quite a sophisticated defence of conventional economics, sociology,
political science and so on, which tries to demonstrate that the evidence which has
been brought up in favour of globalization is not really convincing.
But this strategy lost its credibility when a second reaction became prominent;
that is, a generation of globalization studies which were concerned with how to
GH¿QHJOREDOL]DWLRQZKLFKDVSHFWVRIJOREDOL]DWLRQUHSUHVHQWHGKLVWRULFDOFRQWLQXLW\
and discontinuity; and how to theorize the relationship between globalization and
modernity, post-modernity and post-colonialism. These studies primarily concentrated
on understanding the character of globalization as a social phenomenon; there
were important conceptual innovations, operationalizations and empirical studies,
represented for example by David Held and his group (*OREDO7UDQVIRUPDWLRQV) or,
in Germany, Michael Zürn and his group (,P=HLWDOWHUGHU*OREDOLVLHUXQJ"); Held
XVHGWKHEDVLFWHUPRIµLQWHUFRQQHFWHGQHVV¶=UQWKHWHUPRIµGHQDWLRQDOL]DWLRQ¶1
1

See Held et al. 1999; Zürn 2005.
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0RUHUHFHQWO\KRZHYHUVFKRODUVVWDUWHGWRDVNZKDWLPSOLFDWLRQVWKHVHVRFLR
historical changes may have for social science itself: when fundamental dualisms
±WKHQDWLRQDODQGWKHLQWHUQDWLRQDOZHDQGWKHRWKHUVLQVLGHDQGRXWVLGH¿[LW\DQG
PRWLRQ±FROODSVHKRZGRHVWKLVHIIHFWWKHXQLWVRIDQDO\VLVLQVSHFLDO¿HOGVRIVRFLDO
VFLHQFH" ,Q WKLV µHSLVWHPRORJLFDO WXUQ¶ JOREDOL]DWLRQ SRVHV D FKDOOHQJH WR H[LVWLQJ
VRFLDOVFLHQWL¿FPHWKRGVRILQTXLU\7REHPRUHUDGLFDOVRFLRORJ\SROLWLFDOVFLHQFH
DQGHWKQRJUDSK\UHO\RQ¿[HGLPPRELOHDQGFRPSDUDEOHXQLWVRIDQDO\VLV OLNHVXUYH\
and comparative research), but they lose their subject of inquiry (see, for example,
8UU\± 7KH\DOOIDFHVLJQL¿FDQWFKDOOHQJHVLQUHFRQ¿JXULQJWKHPVHOYHV
for the global era. In order to do this one needs a new standpoint of observation and
conceptualization of social relations and consequently a paradigmatic shift from the
dominant national gaze to a cosmopolitan perspective is enforced.
3KLORVRSKLFDOFRVPRSROLWDQLVPDQGVRFLDOVFLHQWL¿FFRVPRSROLWDQLVP
$V D ¿UVW VWHS RQ WKLV ZD\ RI FKDQJH ZH KDYH WR GLVWLQJXLVK EHWZHHQ GLIIHUHQW
YHUVLRQV RI µFRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶ %HFN  %HFN DQG 6]QDLGHU   WKH ¿UVW
most commonsense meaning refers to a plea for cross-cultural and cross-national
harmony; this is what I mean by ‘QRUPDWLYH FRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶ RU µphilosophical
FRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶ 'XULQJ WKH HUD RI (QOLJKWHQPHQW (XURSHDQ LQWHOOHFWXDOV
KHDWHGO\IRXJKWRYHUZKDWWRGD\ZRXOGEHFDOOHGWZRµSDVVZRUGV¶µFLWL]HQRIWKH
ZRUOG¶ DQG µFRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶ %RWK WHUPV ZHUH DOZD\V GLVFXVVHG LQ UHODWLRQ WR
the then nascent nationalism. What we need to do now is what Walter Benjamin
FDOOHG D µVDYLQJ FULWLTXH¶ RI WKH (QOLJKWHQPHQW¶V GLVWLQFWLRQ EHWZHHQ QDWLRQDOLVP
DQGFRVPRSROLWDQLVPVRZHXVHIXOO\FDQDSSO\LWWRWZHQW\¿UVWFHQWXU\UHDOLW\WKH
normative notion of cosmopolitanism has to be distinguished from the GHVFULSWLYH
analytical social science SHUVSHFWLYH ZKLFK LV QR ORQJHU FRQVLVWHQW ZLWK WKLQNLQJ
LQQDWLRQDOFDWHJRULHV7KLV,FDOOµDQDO\WLFDOHPSLULFDOFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQ¶)URP
such a perspective we can observe the growing interdependence and interconnection
of social actors across national boundaries, more often then not as a side effect of
DFWLRQVWKDWDUHQRWPHDQWWREHµFRVPRSROLWDQ¶LQDQRUPDWLYHVHQVHWKLVLVµreal
H[LVWLQJFRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶RUWKHµFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQRIUHDOLW\¶. This last type of
FRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQUHIHUVWRWKHULVHRIJOREDOULVNVJOREDOSXEOLFVJOREDOUHJLPHV
dealing with transnational issues: ‘LQVWLWXWLRQDOL]HGFRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶
The philosophical debates on cosmopolitanism have tended to neglect actual
existing cosmopolitanism or cosmopolitanization. My favourite neglected Kant
quote to demonstrate what I mean comes from his popular lectures on anthropology
and is about the German character: ‘[The Germans] have no nation pride, and
DUH WRR FRVPRSROLWDQ WR EH GHHSO\ DWWDFKHG WR WKH KRPHODQG¶ ,V WKLV RQO\ IXUWKHU
HYLGHQFH WKDW SKLORVRSKHUV NQRZ WKHPVHOYHV OHDVW" 3HUKDSV %XW LW DOVR VXJJHVWV
WKDWSKLORVRSK\LVRIOLPLWHGXVHLQWKLQNLQJDERXWUHDOH[LVWLQJFRVPRSROLWDQLVP
because the cosmopolitan challenges are not in theory, but in practice, and – even
PRUHLPSRUWDQW±WKHµFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQRIUHDOLW\¶LVTXLWHDGLIIHUHQWWKLQJIURP
imagining cosmopolitanism philosophically.
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:KDW DUH VRPH DFWXDOO\ H[LVWLQJ FRVPRSROLWDQLVPV" 0RVW RI WKHP DUH QRW
intended but unintended, not a matter of free choice but a matter of being forced.
Cosmopolitanism may be an elite concept, cosmopolitanization is not an elite
concept. Cosmopolitanization, for example, derives from the dynamics of global
ULVNVRIPRELOLW\DQGPLJUDWLRQRUIURPFXOWXUDOFRQVXPSWLRQ PXVLFGUHVVVW\OHV
food), and the media impact leads – as John Urry and others showed – to a shift of
perspective, however fragile (Hannam, Sheller and Urry 2006). And it leads to a
JURZLQJDZDUHQHVVRIUHODWLYLW\RIRQH¶VRZQVRFLDOSRVLWLRQDQGFXOWXUHLQDJOREDO
arena. Cosmopolitanization also leads to new relations, new connectivities and
mobilities as Tomlinson puts it (Tomlinson 1999).
All of these actually existing cosmopolitanisms involve individuals with limited
choices. The decision to enter a political realm larger than the local one may
sometimes be made voluntarily, but it often results from the force of circumstances.
0RUH QDUURZO\ PDUNHWGULYHQ FKRLFHV XVXDOO\ GHULYH IURP WKH GHVLUH QRW
to be poor, or simply not to die. Entertainment choices are based on a range of
options frequently beyond the control of individual consumers. Such compulsions
may explain in part why the mass of really existing cosmopolitanization does not
enter into scholarly discussions of cosmopolitanism: to argue that the choice of
FRVPRSROLWDQLVPLVLQVRPHVHQVHVHOIEHWUD\LQJDQGPDGHXQGHUGXUHVVWDNHVDZD\
much of its ethical attractiveness. If cosmopolitanization is both indeterminate and
LQHVFDSDEOHLWEHFRPHVGLI¿FXOWWRFRQFHSWXDOL]HDQGWKHRUL]H<HWVXFKLVQRUPDOO\
the case in a world where the boundaries are deeply contested.
Conceptualizing these different types of cosmopolitanization raises many
TXHVWLRQVDQGREMHFWLRQV,ZDQWWRSLFNXSRQO\RQHZKDWGRWKHYDVWO\GLIIHUHQW
YDULDQWVRIµFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQ¶KDYHLQFRPPRQ"7RZKDWSRLQWLVLWPHDQLQJIXO
WRFODVVLI\IRUH[DPSOH.DQW¶VEwiger Friede, the Rio Conference on sustainable
GHYHORSPHQWDQGZKLWH1HZ<RUNWHHQDJHUVOLVWHQLQJWRµEODFN¶UDSDVYDULDQWVRI
µFRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶"7KHUHLVDELJGLIIHUHQFHEHWZHHQ.DQW¶VSKLORVRSKLFDOYLVLRQ
RIDFRVPRSROLWDQRUGHUDQGWKH5LR&RQIHUHQFHEXWWKURXJKWKHEDFNGRRURIµVLGH
HIIHFWV¶±WKDWLVRIWKHJOREDOSHUFHSWLRQDQGDFFHSWDQFHRIWKHJOREDOULVNG\QDPLFV
– global problems offer options for cosmopolitan solutions and institutions Kant had
LQPLQG$QGWKH1HZ<RUNWHHQDJHULVRIFRXUVHQRWDFRVPRSROLWDQ/LVWHQLQJ
WR µEODFN¶ UDS GRHV QRW PDNH KLP RU KHU D FRVPRSROLWDQ EXW DQ DFWLYH SDUW RI DQ
ever-denser global interconnectedness, interpenetration and the mobility of cultural
V\PEROVDQGÀRZV)URP0RVFRZWR3DULVIURP5RPHWR7RN\RSHRSOHOLYHLQD
QHWZRUN RI LQWHUGHSHQGHQFLHV ZKLFK DUH EHFRPLQJ WLJKWHU E\ HYHU\ERG\¶V DFWLYH
participation through production and consumption. At the same time we are all
FRQIURQWHGZLWKJOREDOULVNV±HFRQRPLFDOO\HQYLURQPHQWDOO\DQGE\WKHWHUURULVW
threat – which bind underdeveloped and highly developed nations together. There is
DJOREDOPRELOLW\RIULVNVZKHUHSHRSOHLGHDVFRQFHSWVDQGWKLQJVWUDYHOIURPRQH
side of the world to the other and infect or effect at any place in ways that no-one
can predict (see, for example, Kaplan 2006; Law 2006; Urry 2002; Urry 2004; and
8UU\LQWKLVERRN 
One big difference between the classical philosophy debate on cosmopolitanism
and sociological cosmopolitanization is that the cosmopolitan philosophy is about free
choice, the cosmopolitan perspective informs us about a forced cosmopolitanization,
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a passive cosmopolitanism produced by side effects from radicalized modernization.
And in this context the distinction between globalism and cosmopolitanization is
very important.
*OREDOLVP LQYROYHV WKH LGHD RI WKH ZRUOG PDUNHW RI WKH YLUWXHV RI QHROLEHUDO
capitalist growth, and of the need to move capital, products and people across a
relatively borderless world. Cosmopolitanization is a much more multidimensional
process of change that has irreversibly changed the very nature of the social world
and the place of states within that world. Cosmopolitanization thus includes the
proliferation of multiple cultures (as with cuisines from around the world), the
growth of many transnational forms of life, the emergence of various non-state
political actors (from Amnesty International to the World Trade Organization),
the paradox generation of global protest movements against globalization, the
IRUPDWLRQRILQWHUQDWLRQDORUWUDQVQDWLRQDOVWDWHV±OLNHWKH(XURSHDQ8QLRQ±DQG
WKHJHQHUDOSURFHVVRIFRVPRSROLWDQLQWHUGHSHQGHQFHDQGJOREDOULVNV,QWHUPVRI
FRQWHPSRUDU\ SROLWLFV RQH PLJKW SRVH WKHVH DV FRQÀLFWV EHWZHHQ WKH 86 DQG WKH
UN: the US represents globalism, the UN cosmopolitanization. These two visions
of second modernity haunt contemporary life, each trying to control and regulate an
increasingly turbulent new world.
Opposition between methodological nationalism and cosmopolitanization
0\ WKLUG DUJXPHQW VWDUWV ZLWK PDNLQJ D GLVWLQFWLRQ EHWZHHQ QRUPDWLYH DQG
PHWKRGRORJLFDOQDWLRQDOLVP1RUPDWLYHQDWLRQDOLVPLVDERXWWKHDFWRU¶VSHUVSHFWLYH
PHWKRGRORJLFDOQDWLRQDOLVPLVDERXWWKHVRFLDOVFLHQWL¿FREVHUYHU¶VSHUVSHFWLYH7KH
conventional post-war social science regards the nation as a huge container, while
international relations are assumed to account for all relations outside that national
container.
Even in world-systems theory, the subunits of the system are almost always
nations, whose relations to each other are ordered by capitalist development and
interstate competition. Most political scientists and political theories still do equalize
state with nation state; political parties monopolize the representation of political
FRQÀLFWVDQGVRRQ
$QWKURSRORJ\ WDNHV WKH ORFDO IRU WKH VLWH RI FXOWXUH ZKLFK LV RIWHQ DQDO\VHG
in terms of its relationship to the world of nations (colonialism, nation-building
DQGVRRQ ,WRIWHQWDNHVWKHHVWDEOLVKHGKLHUDUFKLHVRIWKHORFDOWKHQDWLRQDODQG
the international for granted. This critique of methodological nationalism is only
SRVVLEOH IURP D FRVPRSROLWDQ SRLQW RI YLHZ ,W LV WKH ¿UVW VWHS RI PHWKRGRORJLFDO
cosmopolitanism.
&ULWLTXHRIPHWKRGRORJLFDOQDWLRQDOLVPLQFOXGHVUHÀHFWLQJDQGTXHVWLRQLQJWKH
EDVLFEDFNJURXQGDVVXPSWLRQVDQGGLVWLQFWLRQV2QHFDQH[SODLQWKLVYHU\VKRUWO\
LQWKH¿HOGRIPRELOLW\UHVHDUFKZKLFKRIWHQSUHVXSSRVHVWKHGLVWLQFWLRQEHWZHHQ
PRELOLW\ and PLJUDWLRQ.
Of course, on the level of the social actor (mainly the nation state and its citizens)
WKHUH LV D ELJ GLIIHUHQFH EHWZHHQ PRELOLW\ DQG PLJUDWLRQ µ0RELOLW\¶ VWDQGV IRU D
fact and a positive value inside national societies and it is a general principle of
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PRGHUQLW\ VHH.HVVHOULQJLQWKLVERRN µ0LJUDWLRQ¶VWDQGVIRUPRYHPHQWVRIDFWRUV
across national borders, which is negatively valued and often criminalized. In the
QDWLRQDOSHUVSHFWLYHLWLVERWKLWLVOHJDODQGOHJLWLPDWHWRVWRSRUUHJXODWHµPLJUDWLRQ¶
ZKLOHDWWKHVDPHWLPHµPRELOLW\¶LVWREHHQIRUFHG%XWLIWKLVGLVWLQFWLRQEHFRPHV
part of the social science vocabulary and theory, this is a clear case in consequence of
PHWKRGRORJLFDOQDWLRQDOLVP7KHSUREOHPRIWKLVVXEVWDQWLDOWUHDWPHQWRIµPLJUDWLRQ¶
DQGµPRELOLW\¶LVWKDWLWDGRSWVFDWHJRULHVRIpolitical actors as categories of social
VFLHQWL¿FDQDO\VLV,WWDNHVDFRQFHSWLRQLQKHUHQWLQWKHSUDFWLFHRIQDWLRQDOLVPDQG
LQ WKH ZRUNLQJV RI WKH PRGHUQ VWDWH DQG VWDWH V\VWHP DQG PDNHV WKLV FRQFHSWLRQ
a centre for social theory, philosophy and research about mobility and migration
(aliens and citizens).
,QVRFLDODQGSROLWLFDOWKHRU\DQGSKLORVRSK\RQHKDVWRDVN:KDWMXVWL¿HVFORVHG
ERUGHUV":KDWMXVWL¿HVWKHXVHRIIRUFHDJDLQVWPDQ\SRRUDQGGHSUHVVHGSHRSOH
who wish to leave their countries of origin in the Third World to come to Western
VRFLHWLHV" 3HUKDSV ERUGHUV DQG JXDUGV FDQ EH MXVWL¿HG DV D ZD\ RI NHHSLQJ RXW
criminals, subversives or armed invaders. But most of those trying to get in are not
OLNHWKDW7KH\DUHRUGLQDU\SHDFHIXOµPRELOH¶SHRSOHVHHNLQJRQO\WKHRSSRUWXQLW\
to build decent secure lives for themselves and their families. What gives anyone the
ULJKWWRSRLQWJXQVDWWKHP"
,W ZDV 1LNODV /XKPDQQ ZKR DUJXHG LQ KLV V\VWHP WKHRU\ WKDW FRPPXQLFDWLRQ
NQRZVQRERUGHUV7KLVLVRQHRIWKHPDLQUHDVRQVZK\KHFULWLFL]HVWKHFRQFHSWLRQ
of PDQ\ national societies and argued for one and only one society, namely ‘world
VRFLHW\¶ 7KHUH DUH WKUHH FRQWHPSRUDU\ DSSURDFKHV WR SROLWLFDO WKHRU\ ± 5DZOV
1R]LFN DQG OLEHUDOLVP ± WR FRQVWUXFW DUJXPHQWV WR RSSRVH WKH VRFLDO VFLHQWL¿F
distinction between mobility and migration. It is, especially, the liberal tradition of
Western societies which contradicts this distinction. Liberalism emerged with the
modern state and presupposes it. Liberal theories are deeply rooted in methodological
nationalism. They were not designed to deal with questions about migration. They
assumed the context of the sovereign state. As a historical observation this is true.
%XW OLEHUDO SULQFLSOHV OLNH PRVW SULQFLSOHV  KDYH LPSOLFDWLRQV WKDW WKH RULJLQDO
advocates of the principles did not entirely foresee. This is one of the reasons why
radicalized liberalism can argue for a cosmopolitan perspective and becomes part of
methodological cosmopolitanism.
The cosmopolitan perspective on mobility
Methodological cosmopolitanism, therefore, is not only about new concepts but
about a new JUDPPDURIWKHVRFLDODQGSROLWLFDOMethodological cosmopolitanism
is notMXVWL¿HGLQLWVHOILWRQO\MXVWL¿HVLWVHOIE\SURGXFLQJ±DV,PUH/DNDWRV]FDOOV
LW±DµSRVLWLYHSUREOHPVKLIW¶,WMXVWL¿HVLWE\RSHQLQJXSQHZ¿HOGVIRUUHVHDUFK
theoretical interpretation and political action. This shift of perspective from
methodological nationalism to methodological cosmopolitanism allows a focus
upon quite a lot of different theoretical and empirical landscapes:
•

*OREDOULVNG\QDPLFVWKHULVHRIDJOREDOSXEOLFDUHQDUHVXOWVIURPWKHUHDFWLRQ
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•

•

•

WRQRQLQWHQGHGVLGHHIIHFWVRIPRGHUQL]DWLRQ %HFN%|VFKHQ.UDW]HU
DQG 0D\   0RUH SUHFLVHO\ WKH ULVNV RI PRGHUQ VRFLHW\ ± WHUURULVP
environment, etc. – are inherently transnational and global in nature and
attempts at controlling them lead to the creation of global fora of debate, if
not necessarily to global solutions, too.
Cosmopolitan perspective allows us to go beyond ‘international relations¶
and to analyse a multitude of interconnections, not only between states but
also between other actors on different levels of aggregation. More than this, it
opens up a new space for understanding trans- or post-international relations.
Sociology of inequality: a de-nationalized social science can research into
the global inequalities that were covered by the traditional focus on national
inequality and its legitimation.
'LIIHUHQW IRUPV RI µEDQDO FRVPRSROLWDQLVP¶ ¿QDOO\ HYHU\GD\
cosmopolitanization on the level of cultural consumption (music, dress styles,
food), everyday travelling and connecting between distant places and people
in the world (Lassen 2006; Kesselring 2006) and media representation lead to
a shift of perspective, however fragile, in growing awareness of relativity of
RQH¶VRZQVRFLDOSRVLWLRQDQGFXOWXUHLQDJOREDODUHQD

%XW KHUH , ZDQW WR GLVFXVV WKH TXHVWLRQ:KDW NLQG RI LQQRYDWLRQV GHULYH IURP D
FRVPRSROLWDQSHUVSHFWLYHRQPRELOLW\"
0\ ¿UVW DUJXPHQW UHODWHV WR D PDFURSHUVSHFWLYH :KDW LV WKH µVXEMHFW¶ RI
PRELOLW\"1RWRQO\LQGLYLGXDOVRUJURXSVZLWKLQRUDFURVVERUGHUVEXWDOVRZKROH
QDWLRQDO VRFLHWLHV DQG QDWLRQ VWDWHV7KLV µVRFLHW\ PRELOLW\¶ RU µVWDWHPLJUDWLRQ¶ LV
D NLQG RI LPPRELOH PRELOLW\ of a territorialized unit. It can be studied in the case
of the European Union and relates to the mobility between membership and nonPHPEHUVKLSFRXQWULHV(XURSHLVQRWDVWDWLFXQLW OLNHDQDWLRQDOVRFLHW\ EXWDSURFHVV
of Europeanization. That means one of the basic secrets of the European Union is
the dialectics of integration and expansion. The mobility of societies as a whole is
RQHRIWKHPDLQFKDUDFWHULVWLFVRI(XURSHDQL]DWLRQ7KHLQWHQVL¿HGLQWHJUDWLRQZLWKLQ
WKH(XURSHDQ8QLRQDOWHUVWKHFRPPXQLWLHV¶H[WHUQDOUHODWLRQVKLSV7KHDIÀXHQWFRUH
becomes more and more directly involved in stabilizing political and economic
FRQGLWLRQVLQWKHQHLJKERXULQJUHJLRQV(8LQWHJUDWLRQLQWHQVL¿HVDQGPRUHLQQHU
EU borders vanish, the common interest of EU states maintaining the patterns of
FRQFHQWULFFLUFOHVRXWVLGHWKHFRPPXQLWLHV¶ERUGHUVEHFRPLQJHYHQPRUHDSSDUHQW
,QDFHUWDLQVHQVHWKLVH[SUHVVHVWKH(XURSHDQ8QLRQ¶VFDSDFLW\WRDOWHUDQGWRFKDQJH
WKHVKDSHRILWVVRFLDODQGSROLWLFDOFRQ¿JXUDWLRQVDQGLWVLJQL¿HVLWVOLYHOLQHVV,WV
capacity to be mobile, its ‘PRWLOLW\¶ (see Canzler, Kaufmann and Kesselring in this
ERRN LVDGHFLVLYHIDFWRULQWKHZKROHSURFHVVRIPDNLQJ(XURSH
Since the non-members of the EU have to adjust their structures and institutions to
WKH(8QRUPV RSHQPDUNHWVKXPDQULJKWVGHPRFUDWLFYDOXHV WKH(8LQWHJUDWLRQRI
variable geographies includes the excluded: the non-members but potential members.
7KXVWKLVNLQGRIPDFURPRELOLW\ZKLFKLVJURXQGHGRQFRQVHQVXVDQGIUHHFKRLFH
of the non-member states, is not a product of war, imperialism and colonialism – but
LWRSHUDWHVZLWKDVSHFL¿FLQVLGH±RXWVLGHQH[XV%RUGHUVDUHDWWKHVDPHWLPHWKHUH
and not there; they do function and do not function, because the anticipated future
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of the EU membership becomes a real existing force for institutional reforms in the
QRQPHPEHUVWDWH IRUH[DPSOH7XUNH\ 
6HFRQGO\ DUH WKHUH RWKHU FRQFHSWXDO LQQRYDWLRQV ORRNLQJ DW PRELOLW\ IURP D
FRVPRSROLWDQSHUVSHFWLYH"<HV$QG,ZRXOGOLNHWRGLVWLQJXLVKEHWZHHQWKHFRQFHSW
of a ‘FRVPRSROLWDQSODFH¶DQGWKHFRQFHSWRIµFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQRISODFHV¶:KDW
,GH¿QHDVµFRVPRSROLWDQSODFH¶LVSUHWW\PXFKUHODWHGWRµXUEDQVSDFH¶RUµJOREDO
FLW\¶ EXW LW KDV WR EH FOHDUO\ GLVWLQJXLVKHG IURP PHWKRGRORJLFDO QDWLRQDOLVP ,
VXJJHVW WKHUH DUH WZR DVSHFWV WR ZKDW PDNHV µEHLQJ FRVPRSROLWDQ¶ GLIIHUHQW IURP
µEHLQJQDWLRQDO¶
First, one does not exist in the cosmopolitan place in the same way as one exists
as part of the nation. If the nation is fundamentally about belonging to an abstract
community, then the cosmopolitan place or space is about immersion in a world of
multiplicity and implicates us in the dimension of embodied cultural experience.
In cosmopolitan places cultural differences are experienced ‘at ground level¶ DQG
involve ERGLO\PDWHULDOL]HGHQJDJHPHQWwith the complex realities of the ‘excluded
RWKHUV¶7KHFRH[LVWHQFHRIFXOWXUDOGLIIHUHQFHVSURYRNHVTXHVWLRQVOLNH:KRDP
,":KDWDP,":KHUHDP,":K\DP,ZKHUH,DP" – very different questions from
WKH QDWLRQDO TXHVWLRQV :KR DUH ZH" DQG :KDW GR ZH VWDQG IRU" 7KH QDWLRQ ZH
PD\ VD\ LV D VSDFH RI LGHQWL¿FDWLRQ DQG LGHQWLW\ ZKLOVW D FRVPRSROLWDQ SODFH LV
an existential and experimental space of difference. Here the concern is no longer
with the culture as a binding mechanism – ‘what binds people together into a single
ERG\¶FRVPRSROLWDQSODFHVDUHUHJDUGHGDVDKXJHFXOWXUDOUHVHUYRLUDQGUHVRXUFH
– valued for its complexity and its incalculability. While the nation is about stability
and continuity, the cosmopolitan place offers important possibilities for cultural
H[SHULPHQWDWLRQ +RZ FDQ VWUDQJHUV OLYH WRJHWKHU" ,W LV D FRPSOH[ RI VSHFLDOO\
distributed cultures, side by side, overlapping, hustling, negotiating, constantly
PRYLQJDQGMRVWOLQJ±DSK\VLFDODQGHPERGLHGFRH[LVWHQFHWKDWGH¿HVDQ\DEVWUDFW
(national) schemes of integration and assimilation.
This understanding of the cosmopolitan place has implications for the
understanding of citizenship and vice versa. Again it undermines the distinction of
PRELOLW\DQGPLJUDWLRQLQUHODWLRQWRVSHFL¿FSODFHV,QWKH¿UVWPRGHUQLW\ FHQWUHG
on the nation state) three distinct components of citizenship are being combined:
citizenship as a political SULQFLSOH RI GHPRFUDF\, citizenship as a juridical status
of legal personhood, and citizenship as a form of PHPEHUVKLS in an exclusive
social category. Republic or democratic theorists stress the active participatory
dimension, liberals usually concentrate on personal rights and methods of justice,
and communitarian theorists are concerned with the dimension of collective identity
and solidarity. What characterizes cosmopolitan places is the GHFRPSRVLWLRQ of the
¿UVWPRGHUQSDUDGLJPRIFLWL]HQVKLSDQGWKHHYROYLQJRIQHZµDVZHOODV¶FDWHJRULHV
with a new set of choices and dangers.
The clear-cut dualisms – between members and non-members of a (national)
category or between humans and citizens – collapse. This does have several
implications; for example, for the juridical dimension of citizenship – the citizen in
this approach is not a political actor but a legal person, free to act by law and under
WKHSURWHFWLRQRIODZ,WFDQEHPRUHµÀXLG¶DQGSRWHQWLDOO\LQFOXVLYHVLQFHLWLVQRW
tied to particular collective identities or a membership in a GHPRV. Consequently the
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citizen does not need to be territorially bound. But consequences could be a loss of
politicization and solidarity. Universalizing legal personhood undermines the will
IRUSROLWLFDOSDUWLFLSDWLRQDVZHOODVWKHVWURQJLGHQWL¿FDWLRQZLWKWKHVRFLDOVROLGDULW\
that the democratic-republic concept presupposes. On the other hand, cosmopolitan
places open spaces to invent and amalgamate in crucial experimentation the
combination of human rights and citizenship, legal status, social identity and
political-democratic participation.
From a conceptual sociological point of view this experimentation combines
elements which seem to be analytically exclusive (at least in a Weberian perspective):
the principles of legality and legitimation or illegality and illegitimation. The borderFURVVLQJZRUOGRIFRVPRSROLWDQSODFHVDQGVSDFHVLVUHODWLYHWRVSHFL¿FSHUVSHFWLYHV
at the same time legal and non-legal, legitimate and non-legitimate, depending on a
national or cosmopolitan perspective, methodological nationalism or methodological
cosmopolitanism.
In reality, what characterizes cosmopolitan places is their structural and
topographical overlapping and their (to some extent) contrary frames of reference
UHODWHGWRWKHSRVLWLRQDQGWKHSRZHURIVRFLDODQGSROLWLFDODFWRUV7KH¿UVWPRGHUQ
paradigm of citizenship was never normatively satisfactory. It promised to resolve
the tensions between democracy, justice and identity if only it was institutionalized
LQWKHULJKWZD\&RVPRSROLWDQSODFHVDUHDQHPSLULFDOIDOVL¿FDWLRQWRWKLVFODLPWKH
exclusive territoriality and sovereignty inherent in the nation state model are being
transformed due to the emergence of transnational economic practices in supernational legal regimes, post-national political bodies, which intersect in cosmopolitan
places. Thus cosmopolitan places are an experimental space about a new paradigm
of citizenship that is both adequate to cultural diversity in cosmopolitan places and
QRUPDWLYHO\MXVWL¿DEOH
Perceiving, analysing and coping with the local–global nexus
The main differences between a ‘FRVPRSROLWDQSODFH¶DQGWKHµFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQ
of places¶DUHDVIROORZVWKH¿UVWLVUHÀH[LYHWKHVHFRQGLVODWHQWWKH¿UVWLV¿[HG
WRXUEDQVSDFHWKHVHFRQGLVRSHQWRPDQ\GLIIHUHQWFRQ¿JXUDWLRQVRIµSODFH¶±WKH
global context of rural areas, the global context of regions, the global context of
householdsDQGVRRQ$OORIWKHVHGLIIHUHQWµSROLWLFVRIVFDOH¶ 6Z\QJHGRXZ
Marston 2000; Brenner 2001) involve the question about the activity of the actors. In
a second cosmopolitan modernity the social and the political has to be re-imagined
DQG UHGH¿QHG %XW WKLV LV D FKDOOHQJH IRU TXLWH GLIIHUHQW WKHRUHWLFDO DSSURDFKHV
system theory (in its distinct versions from Wallerstein to Luhmann), symbolic
interactionism or ethno-methodology (to name only a few): beyond methodological
nationalism the competition between theoretical positions and their framing of
empirical research evolves anew.
,ZRXOGOLNHWRPDNHDGLVWLQFWLRQEHWZHHQDSRVWPRGHUQDSSURDFKDQGDVHFRQG
PRGHUQDSSURDFKYHU\PXFKVLPSOL¿HGWKHSRVWPRGHUQLVWVWRVRPHH[WHQWZHOFRPH
WKHÀXLGLW\RIDQLQFUHDVLQJO\ERUGHUOHVVZRUOG7KH\DUJXHWKDWWKHGLVHPEHGGHG
µVRFLDO¶DQGµSROLWLFDO¶DUHLQFUHDVLQJO\FRQVWLWXWHGE\ÀRZVRISHRSOHLQIRUPDWLRQ
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goods and cultural symbols (see, for example, Lash and Urry 1994; Urry 2000).
From the point of view of second-modernist theory and research they underestimate
WKHLPSRUWDQFHDQGFRQWUDGLFWLRQRIµERXQGDU\PDQDJHPHQW¶LQDZRUOGRIÀRZVDQG
QHWZRUNV VHH%HFN%RQDQG/DX 7KLVKDVWREHVWXGLHGERWKLQFRVPRSROLWDQ
SODFHVDQGWKHFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQRISODFHV$SRVWPRGHUQYRFDEXODU\RIÀRZV
DQGQHWZRUNVGHVSLWHUHFRJQL]LQJWKDWQHWZRUNVFDQEHH[FOXVLRQDU\SURYLGHVOLWWOH
DQDO\VLVRISRZHUUHODWLRQVZLWKLQFRVPRSROLWDQSODFHVDQGQHWZRUNV$QGWKHUHIRUH
LW¿QGVLWGLI¿FXOWWRH[SODLQUHSURGXFWLRQLQWRFKDQJHLQFRVPRSROLWDQSODFHV7KH
TXHVWLRQLV'RHVWKLQNLQJLQµÀRZV¶DQGµQHWZRUNV¶QHJOHFWWKHagency of the actors
DQGWKHLUVHQVHPDNLQJDFWLYLWLHVDVIRUFHVLQVKDSLQJWKHÀRZVWKHPVHOYHV"
,Q RUGHU WR JR EH\RQG WKH IDOVH RSSRVLWLRQ EHWZHHQ WKH VSDFH RI ÀRZV YHUVXV
the space of places (Manuel Castells) social theory has to develop an understanding
of how cosmopolitan places (or the cosmopolitanization of places) constitute an
active relationship of actors to space and place7KLQNLQJDORQJWKLVOLQHUHÀH[LYH
PRGHUQLVWVVHHJOREDOL]DWLRQDVDUHSDWWHUQLQJRIÀXLGLWLHVDQGPRELOLWLHVRQWKHRQH
KDQGDQGVWRSSDJHVDQG¿[LWLHVRQWKHRWKHUUDWKHUWKDQDQDOOHQFRPSDVVLQJZRUOG
RIÀXLGLW\DQGPRELOLW\,IWKHZKROHZRUOGEHFDPHPRELOHDQGOLTXLGWKLVZRXOGEHD
FHUWDLQIRUPRIOLQHDUDQG¿UVWPRGHUQPRGHUQL]DWLRQ0RELOLW\UHVHDUFKLQWKHFRQWH[W
RIWKHRU\RIUHÀH[LYHPRGHUQL]DWLRQVKRZVDQDFWLYHPRELOLW\SROLWLFVRIDFWRUVRQ
every scale from the body to the global. Also, in the contexts of hypermobility and
hyperactivity there is a need for stability and reliability. People actively develop
sophisticated strategies of coping with mobility constraints. Kesselring (Kesselring
2006a; Kesselring 2006b) describes patterns such as the centred, the de-centred and
the reticular mobility management where people actively deploy stability cores in
FRQWH[WVRIPRELOLW\DQGÀXLGLW\ZKLFKHQDEOHWKHPWRDKXJHDPRXQWRIPRYHPHQWV
and travels. Surprisingly, the most effective strategy seems to be the centred mobility
PDQDJHPHQW,QWKLVW\SHSHRSOHFLUFXODWHDURXQGDFOHDUO\GH¿QHGSODFHRIEHORQJLQJ
They practise an active relation to space and place without losing social and cultural
FRQWDFW DQG LGHQWLW\ ,Q D FHUWDLQ ZD\ WKLV H[HPSOL¿HV ZKDW , FDOO D FRVPRSROLWDQ
LGHQWLW\RIµURRWVZLWKZLQJV¶ %HFN 
From a standpoint of mobility research in a cosmopolitan perspective the main
LVVXHLVQRWDV/HIHEYUHSXWVLWWKHµSURGXFWLRQRIVSDFH¶ /HIHEYUH ,IZHWDNH
actors as powerful players in the process of the social construction of the global age
ZHVKDOOWDONDQGWKLQNDERXWWKHµSURGXFWLRQRISODFH¶0RUHWKDQWKLVZHQHHGWRWDON
about the social production of interfaces between spaces of globality and spaces of
WHUULWRULDOLW\7KHµZRUOGFLW\QHWZRUN¶ 7D\ORU UHSUHVHQWVWKHYLVLEOHVWUXFWXUH
of globalization and cosmopolitanization. It rests on powerful infrastructures and
machines that enable individuals, groups, companies and whole nations to be
connected with other places and spaces around the world. Together with complex
V\VWHPVRI,7LQIUDVWUXFWXUHVDQGWKH,QWHUQHWWKHVHQHWZRUNVRIPRELOLW\ VXFKDV
airports, road systems, the worldwide system of vessels and ports and so on) build
WKH EDFNERQH RI WKH FRVPRSROLWDQ VRFLHW\ DQG WKH SURFHVV RI JOREDOL]DWLRQ 7KLV
FRQVWLWXWHV D VSHFL¿F FRQVWHOODWLRQ RI µ¿[LW\ DQG PRWLRQ¶ 'DYLG +DUYH\  DQG WKH
GLDOHFWLFVRI LP PRELOLW\DQGDVWUDLQHGUHODWLRQVKLSEHWZHHQPRRULQJVDQGÀRZV
7KHPRGHUQRSHQVRFLHW\LVDPRELOHVRFLHW\DQGDVVXFKLWLVDµPRELOHZRUOGULVN
VRFLHW\¶ %HFN.HVVHOULQJIRUWKFRPLQJ 
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)URPWKHGLVFXVVLRQRIÀRZVZHVHHWKHQHHGWRUHGH¿QHSODFHVLQWKHOLJKWRI
the multiple connections cutting across places. From the study of transnationalism,
we see the critical importance of the emergence of a new politics of scales of social
DFWLRQ DQG WKH UHFRQ¿JXULQJ RI UHODWLRQVKLSV DPRQJ WKH PXOWLSOH VFDOHV ZLWKLQ
which places are embedded. Finally, from the study of borders, we see the vital
importance of seeing place as politically produced and contested. In a secondmodern perspective we have to merge these various perspectives into a concept of
WKHVRFLDODVLQFUHDVLQJO\HPEURLOHGLQSODFHPDNLQJSURMHFWVWKDWVHHNWRUHGH¿QHWKH
connection, scales, borders and characters of particular places and particular social
RUGHUV:KDWPHWKRGRORJLFDOFRVPRSROLWDQLVPORRNVIRULVWRUHSODFHWKHQDWLRQDO
ontology by methodology, a methodology which helps to create a cosmopolitan
observer-perspective to analyse the ongoing dialectics between cosmopolitanization
and anti-cosmopolitanization of places.
7KHVHRQJRLQJGLDOHFWLFVFDQEHREVHUYHGLQVRFDOOHGµSODFHVRIÀRZV¶ZKHUH
the ambivalences of the process of cosmopolitanization come together, interact
DQGFUHDWHQHZPRELOLWLHVVWDELOLWLHVDQG¿[LWLHV7KHVHSODFHVRIÀRZV OLNHJOREDO
cities, airports, train stations, museums, cultural sites and so on) are locally based
EXWWUDQVQDWLRQDOO\VKDSHGFRQQHFWHGDQGOLQNHGZLWKFRVPRSROLWDQQHWZRUNVDQG
structures. Understanding power in the global age needs a mobility-related research
WKDWIRFXVHVRQSODFHVRIÀRZVDQGWKHSRZHUWHFKQLTXHVDQGWKHVWUDWHJLHVRIERXQGDU\
PDQDJHPHQWWKDWGH¿QHDQGFRQVWUXFWSODFHVDQGVFDSHVZKHUHFRVPRSROLWDQL]DWLRQ
LVSRVVLEOH)URPWKHVHSODFHVZHFDQOHDUQKRZWKHFRVPRSROLWDQVRFLHW\ZRUNV
The cosmopolitanization of modern societies does not happen in an abstract space
RIÀRZV,WKDSSHQVZKHUHDQGZKHQWKHORFDOPHHWVWKHJOREDODQGWKHFKDQQHOOLQJ
DQGWKHVWUXFWXUDWLRQRIÀRZVKDVWREHPDGHDQGRUJDQL]HG,WLVWKHKLGGHQµSRZHU
RIWKHORFDOLQDERUGHUOHVVZRUOG¶ %HUNLQJ WKDWVWUXFWXUHVDQGJLYHVVKDSHWR
JOREDOÀRZVDQGPRELOLWLHV
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