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ABSTRACT

Nationality and sovereignty in a global econony have becone
conflicted and contested principles. The control of territory
and popul ation, which classically was the basis of sovereignty,
is eroding in transnational flows of capital, |abor, products,
and ideas. Gven how rapidly cyberspaces are formng fromthe
fusion of conmputers with wired and wirel ess tel econmuni cati on
networks all over the world, we need to investigate the
political, econom c and social questions being raised by this
process. Cyberspace is not a notion about things to cone; it
mar ks the material condition of things at work today. It is now
i nportant to ask how, why, and where cyberspaces are transformng
the everyday life of contenporary econom es, societies and
states. But the best way to do this is to illumnate first how
the ternms of nationality and sovereignty are shifting in the

present New World O der.



O After Governnmentality

Qur world's geopolitical architecture has changed i nmensely
since 1989. Yet, there is no clear understandi ng about how it
changed so quickly or so radically in so little tine. New
information technol ogies are a large part of it, the flexible
speci alization of manufacturing is another big piece, the time-
space conpression of fast capitalismal so cannot be ignored
(Agger, 1989). In any event, old |anguages cultivated in past
ci rcunst ances now are i nadequate for interpreting this new era,
forcing us to play with new terns capabl e of disclosing fresh
insights fromthe unfixed terrain of today's political geography.

Since the energence of nodern capitalismand the territorial
nation-state in Western Europe several centuries ago, as Foucault
(1991) observes, centered systens of governnent have organi zed
territorialized regines with sovereign authority around
parti cul ar di scursive-and-coercive techni ques for disciplining
space, popul ations and individuals to create a new "nodern"
system of production and consunption. Sovereign authorities
created their powers by artfully conbining space, people and
resources in territorialized contai nnents, keeping outsiders away
as they extracted what they could frominsiders. Sovereign
nati onal governments run upon governnentality, or techniques for
forging "a level of reality, a field of intervention, through a
series of conplex processes” in which "governnent is the right

di sposition of things" arranged by state regines to serve



"conveni ent ends" (Foucault, 1991: 93). These processes evol ved
in new state formations, operating as "a triangle, sovereignty-

di sci pli ne-governnment, which has as its primary target the

popul ation and as its essential nmechani smthe apparatuses of
security" (Foucault, 1991: 102).

For those who are devoted watchers of CNN International or
BBC Wrl d, however, the day's news indicates how thoroughly these
routi nes of governnentality are nowin crisis. The right
di sposition of things is not happeni ng, and many i nconveni ences
di spl ace what once were settled conveni ent ends. Moreover, the
di ssolution of territoriality and degradati on of sovereignty are
not nmerely confined to wild zones in Africa or the fornmer Soviet
Union. Parallels turn up in many other places. |India, Pakistan,
Canada, Yugosl avia, Afghanistan, Italy, Peru, Col onbia, Brazil,
Czechosl ovakia, Haiti, Mexico, to nention only a few, all have
simlar disciplinary breakdowns bubbling up within their
nomnally "territorial expanses" as they have been bordered by
their putatively "sovereign authorities" (Kaplan, 1994).

Even "the United States" of Anmerica finds new chaotic
presences waffling its formal territoriality and warping its
substantive sovereignty. Sony, Toyota, and Sum tonb exert strong
controlling influences over many Anerican househol d, urban and
mercantil e spaces; Japanese capitalists have conquered Hawai i
financially in the 1980s in ways that Japanese mlitarists during

the 1940s could only dream The Bureau of Al cohol, Tobacco, and



Firearns, the International Revenue Service, the Immgration and
Nat ural i zati on Service, and the Drug Enforcenent Agency
increasingly operate, like dictatorial Mnistries of Internal
Security, all across the nation, declaring open hostilities as
param litary war machi nes agai nst many nenbers of the body
politic that do not acknow edge their suprene power on backwoods
| daho cabins, renote Montana ranches, in Texan fundanentali st
communes, at Florida airstrips, or along California's borders
with Mexico. These coercive nmaneuvers, in turn, spark many new
cont ragovernnental resistances fromthe Cklahoma City Federal
Bui | di ng bonbers to the Unabonber anarchist to the M chigan
mlitias. 1In the neantime, nmafia potentates in New York, Asian
crime gangs, Jamai can posses, Haitian toughs, Col onbian drug
| ords, and Nigerian syndicates all are exercising extraordinary
| evel s of quasi-legitimte coercive and commercial power in
hundreds of housi ng projects, poor nei ghborhoods, and city halls
all over the United States--those who di ssent agai nst them can be
tortured, those who oppose them are nmurdered, those who accept
them are exploited, those who openly enbrace them can be served.
Consequent |y, everyday politics in many places appears to becone

what power ganmes al ways were without a pretext of legitimte
governnental i zing authority: the conduct of war, crinme, and
expl oitation by other neans.

1. Realist Witing/Wighting Realities

During the long twilight struggle of the Cold War, many



t hi ngs about nationality and sovereignty seened fairly clear,

even though they never truly were. In the conceptual
condom ni uns erected upon the landfill of ideol ogical
confrontation after World War 11, national policynmakers, power

pundits, and academ c anal ysts coul d | ook outside the w ndows of
their respective quarters and see very clear conflicts, definite
interests, obvious alliances. The deep geopolitical quakes of
1989- 1991, however, toppled all of these neat arrangenents,

| eavi ng everyone in the dark groping through the weckage for new
categories to interpret the New Wrld D sorder spilling out of
the dd Cold War Order. Sitting through the aftershocks now, one
hears many voi ces under the rubble: one says "the end of Nature"
(McKi bben, 1989), another cries "the end of History" (Fukuyans,
1992), one nore nutters "the West versus the rest" (Huntington,
1993). Furious sounds of frantic digging, however, now gives us
only some confort as the search teans appear intent upon
disinterring the ancient certainties and tineless truths of
political realism (Krasner, 1992) to rescue us fromthe chaos of
the present era.

Sadly, the political realists cling to what may now be
realistic phantasns, like political and epistenol ogical realism
to cope with a world that is no |onger quite captured conpletely
by their reified reductionistic categories. Modern political
real i smassunmes a regi nen of national/statal governnentality,

operating snmoothly in territorial nation-states (Kennedy, 1992).



These states have hardened borders, inviolate territorial
spaces, and defensible centers in an international order of al
ot her conparable states all of which are dedicated to maintaining
territorial control over their sovereign spaces, resisting
outside threats to their borders, and containing internal
chal l enges to their political autonony. Operating in these
conditions calls for sinple but consistent strategies: "Each
state pursues its own interests, however defined, in ways it
judges best. Force is a neans of achieving the external ends of
states because there exists no consistent, reliable process of
reconciling the conflicts of interest that inevitably arise anong
simlar units in a condition of anarchy. A foreign policy based
on this image is neither noral nor immoral, but enbodies nerely a
reasoned response to the world about us" (VWaltz, 1959: 238).
Responding rationally to the world about us, according to
political realism requires that we al so enbrace an
epi stenol ogi cal realismforeshadowed by political realisms
prem se of objectifiable | aws governi ng human nature (Bhaskar,
1989; Sayer, 1989). Political realists assune there are
obj ective categories with universal validity framng politica
interests, normative laws and enpirical regularities dividing the
real ms of value and fact, and, finally, stable expectations of an
aut ononous political reason divorcing cal cul ati ons of state power
from issues of legality or norality. Epistenological realism

assures themthat there are constant regularities enbedded in



what they regard as objective reality, and human observation can
identify these patterns and structures in conventional categories
for others to accept. Consequently, as Krasner concl udes,
political realismprovides vital insights into state operations

for an international politics. That is,

It is an effort to explain both the behavior of

i ndi vi dual states and the characteristics of
international systemas a whole. The ontol ogical given
for realismis that sovereign states are the
constitutive conponents of the international system
Sovereignty is a political order based on territorial
control. The international systemis anarchical. It
is a self-help system There is no higher authority
that can constrain or channel the behavior of states.
Sovereign states are rational self-seeking actors
resolutely if not exclusively concerned with relative
gai ns because they nust function in an anarchi cal
environment in which their security and well-being
ultimately rest on their ability to nobilize their own
resources agai nst external threats (1992: 39).

These categories, however, convey a sense of characters,
conflicts, and concepts that may no | onger have the sane
resonance on the world stage.

Any resonance in their reasoni ng depends upon an orthodox
obedi ence to codes of governnentality which confuse centered
state sovereignty with stable governnentalization prograns and
secure national territoriality with disciplinary spaces. The
political order, self-help and territorial control of realist
soverei gnty energe as an ontol ogical given in the nodern era,
because a powerful conbination of national states and
i nternational markets has given nodern society an ontol ogy rooted

in autononous ruling regines that "bring life and its nmechani sns



into the real mof explicit calculations" as part of any nodern
governnment's many "transformati ons of human |ife" (Foucault,
1980: 143). State rule explicitly calculates a disciplinary
realmfor "life" (its subjects and citizens) and "its mechani sns"
(ethos, econony, ecology) in controlled territorial containers.
Cont ai nnent i n space by power constitutes sovereignty and
territoriality as governnentality. As Foucault argues, territory
"is the very foundation of principality and sovereignty" (1991:
93).

Al territorialized formations of national governnentality,

however, are also "an imagi ned political comrunity--and inmagi ned

as both inherently limted and sovereign" (Anderson, 1991: 6).
On one | evel, acquiring nonol ogi cal "powers of speech" anobng one
peopl e or ethnonational group begins the constitution, on another
| evel, of a centered, single country, or one territorial
"jurisdiction" (nore literally, here, a formof |awful speech, a
center of legal diction, or a node of speaking nonol ogically),

for, but also "over," the diverse array of peoples inhabiting the
spaces where this [ awful speech carries (Cellner, 1983). Such
powers transform many places on many terrains into one zone of
continuous jurisdictive governnentality, spatializing the power
of making rules in this territory materially, organizationally
and synbolically as its rul e-making real mof sovereignty. At the
mar gi ns of sub-national and super-national spaces, national codes

of | awful speech establish borders where power constantly



reconstructs its territorial containnents (Hel gerson, 1992).

Aut ononbus spaces--nation-states--are places where autonynous
powers get to nane the ganes that define and delimt their rules,
maki ng themthe rulers. Through these tactics, then, statalizing
power reworks the ground, divides up its resources, and conmands
econom ¢ production to materialize its rules against other

powers, fixing its external sovereignty in a regine of
governnmentality. Rousseau captures the quality of these dynam cs
in governnentality quite aptly when he observes that the in-
statenent of state power "is devoted solely to two objects: to
extend their rule beyond their frontiers and to nmake it nore
absolute within them Any other purpose they may have is
subservient to one of these ains, or nerely a pretext for
attaining them (1917: 95).

Wthin nomnally sovereign territories today, however, new
fl ows of communi cation and information are decentering once
sovereign authorities, nultiplying operational spaces, dividing
ti es of bel ongi ngness, and m xi ng zones of rules. These flows
provi de new al ternative codes of contragovernnental |egitinmacy,
desire and power over new popul ations in many places to operate
agai nst "ol d sovereignties."” Instead of the imagined conmunity
being "a nation of the people," one sees the reinmagination and
redi sposition of things around conveni ent ends determ ned not by
t he geographical state, but rather for the engaged cybernetic

faithful, by the global market, which are energing as unfixed



mul tidirectional flows colliding against fixed "sovereign" rule.
The facts of sovereignty and territoriality as described by
international |law, then are becom ng transnational |egalistic
fictions. As the proliferating sub/supranational nuclei of
decentral i zed power now aut hor(ize) contragovernnentalistic |aw
unmaki ng and | aw breaking within uncertain territories, each
sovereign finds itself on its own territory constantly challenged
fromw thin and wi thout by divisive fluidized nuclear fissions,
like ethnic tribalism crimnal gangsterism or linguistic
separatism or integrative fluidized nuclear fusions, |ike
religious fundanentalism pan-national racialism or globa
environnentalism crosscutting their statalized popul ati ons and
pl aces.

Political realism then, faces state-splintering novenents
inall of its cultural, economc, and organi zati onal zones. As
wars over political correctness, nationalized industry, or
over bl own bureaucracy struggle over reducing big
governnment (ality) in favor of advancing small
(contra)governnent(ality), Krasner's basic realist assunptions
about an "inter-national systemas a whole" shatter.

I nternational anarchy is being displaced by gl obal heterarchies.
Thi s i sotopic degradation of stable nation-states generates many
unst abl e post statal heterotopes--each one with its own
fractalized spaces and popul ations. Thus, in terns of

nationalized state culture, "the West is living through an
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expl osive situation, not only with regard to other cultural
uni verses (such as the "third world'), but internally as well, as
an apparently irresistible pluralization renders an unilinear
view of the world and history inpossible" (Vattino, 1992: 6).
In terns of global econom c changes, "barriers to cross-border
fl ows of know edge, noney, and tangi bl e products are crunbling;
groups of people in every nation are joining global webs" (1991:

172). And, in terns of bureaucratic systens, rule by juridical
sovereignty is displaced by rules of operational performativity,
"that is," as Lyotard clains, organizing everything around "the
best possi bl e input/output equation" (1984: 46). Statal rules
of legal order are decentered as the shifts toward the
performative provide new criteria for determ ning what is strong,
what is just, and what is true in the operational workings of
informational flows--racial nyth, God ternms, ethnic belief, gang
interests, cultic loyalties, faith community, or environnental
concerns all set their pluralizing forns of ordering people and
things in nultiple spaces agai nst those of secul ar
territorialized nationalism The normativity of laws in statist
jurisdictions, then, gradually is being undercut by the
performativity of extra-statist contradictions that often al so
are post-jurisdictional (Lyotard, 1984: 46).

In the global flows of informational capitalism

contragovernnentalities create a world of generalized

communi cation, which "explodes like a multiplicity of 'local
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rationalities--ethnic, sexual, religious, cultural, or aesthetic
mnorities--that finally speak up for thenselves. They are no

| onger repressed and cowed into silence by the idea of a single
true formof humanity that nust be realized irrespective of
particularity and individual finitude, transience, and
contingency" (Vattino, 1992: 9). Emancipation in the current

deterritorialized disorder, "consists in disorientation, which is

at the same tine also the liberation of differences, of |ocal
el emrents, of what generally could be called dialect” (Vattino,
1992: 8). Through the nultiplicity of dialects and their
different cultural universes, living in this unstable,
pluralistic world "nmeans to experience freedomas a conti nual
oscillation between bel onging and disorientation” (Vattino, 1992:
10) in many contragovernnentalities.

From t he urban cocaine culture, Internet |listserve |inks,
radical Islamc fundanmentalismto rural ecoterrorist cells, CNN
Headl i ne News, illegal Asian workers, one finds spaces and

popul ati ons that now are "un-stated" as contragovernnent al

i nfluences rather than "in-stated" as governnentalities. Such
unreal /surreal / hyperreal estates provide new centers, multiple
mar gi ns, and parallel channels where flows of power have fresh
options to test alternative agendas, interests, and val ues

beyond, beside, and beneath those of the nation-state. Wile
t hese eruptions are happening globally, they are not creating

either a stable econony or a honbgeneous society around the world
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(Henderson and Castells, 1987). |Instead these decentering
contragovernnental ities reconfirm Marx's anal ysis of capitali st

nodernity: all that is solid nelts into air."

In cyberspace, for exanple, one accepts new forns of
domnion sinply in order to conduct one's business there.
Enbeddi ng one's cybersubjectivity in one operating system or
networ k application neans that you nmust migrate into those
spaces, and out of many previously existing loyalties to other
ways of doing things. Yet, this nove fractures our zones of
action and discourse; it enpowers systemoperators to police,
upgrade, and devel op our operating systens, and it directs
appliers of networking to cyberscape our individual and
col l ective sense of space beyond, behind, and beneath the
regi sters of national sovereign territoriality. One becones the
captive of particular hardware platforns, the denizen of specific
net scapes, or the partisan of dedicated applications in the
mul ti pl e domai ns of cyberspace. Proprietary codes now capture
and contain "on-line" what once was autononous cultural activity
"off-line."

Territories are no |longer realistic Euclidean solids or
pl anes in a world of cyberspace (Luke, 1993). Instead, they
surrealistically branch into fractal nets, webbing out into many
un- st at ed aut ononous spheres of fluid power-exertion where
soverei gns cannot determ ne for thenselves what laws will be, for

whom and why. Sovereign territorial power allegedly produces
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its effects on individuals and collectives in sinple-singular
spaces that are seen as rigid and continuous. Undistorted by
contradictive counterinfluences or subversive uncontrolled
activities, sovereign self-rule supposedly is ruling over its own
si ngul ar space in accord with realism s autonony of the
political. Territory appears now, however, to be contested. It
too becones a pluralized space that is conplex, flexible, and

di sconti nuous. Qbvi ously, these changes rai se even bigger

i ssues of identity, community, and nationality (Janmeson, 1991).
Territoriality is intimately entwined with defining who a person
is politically, what a community is culturally, and where a
nation is socially. A netcentric world is a nation-decentered
world in which intensely-felt community ties can and will form
around interests articulated at web sites rather than geographic
sites. WII Cyber NewZeal and exist, and can it conpete with
Cyber Japan, Cyber Anerica, or CyberBritain? "Wo is us?" becones
a maj or question of personal/group identity in a world where
webcrawl ing i n cyberspace begins to displace nationalistic civil
rituals as a neans of self-understanding. Certainly, the

angl ocentricity of operating systens, the technoscientificity of
network, and the hardware constraints of access all guarantee
that many of today's existing systens of privilege and prejudice
wll continue to be found in these cyberspaces. But, will they
work in the sanme ways through the sane spaces? A prospect for

new cul tural inperialisns, but nowall the way down to the |evel
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of wired/wreless tel ecom networks, operating system chauvini sns,
or information service disutilities, crops up inmediately for
anyone advocating the proliferation of cyberspaces.

Porting people into cyberspace may work well on one |evel,
but as these spaces unfold one sees them exerting new corrosive
pressures on prevailing systens of political community, economc
autonony, and cultural identity. Such issues nay not seem
apparent in cyberspace at first glance, but a thorough-going
eval uation of their possibilities nust face the inplications of
(de)porting people into cyberspaces as a neans of training
political subjects anywhere anytine anyway in a netcentric world,
because it al so neans that one trans-ports themfrominteractions
conducted real space. As the cyberporn shutdown of ConpuServe in
Cermany il lustrates, does Cyber NewZeal and want Cyber NewZeal anders
webcrawl i ng around el sewhere, and how w Il it control or code
what they do, see or hear when they are speeding through foreign-
based servers? Likew se, who does Cyber NewZeal and want browsi ng
cyberspatially in its domains, and howw !l it train its own
citizens to cope with such co-operators within this CyberNation?

In any given national territory, for exanple, one will find
| arge corporate entities, occupying denographic markets and
turning sales territories into val ue-added regi ons of personal
security, social stability, and cultural identity via the cash
nexus. The nore businesses collocate in political territories,

the nore nultipolarized these soverei gn spaces becone, preenpting
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public space with private places or corporate clientages. Now,

i ke denocratic citizens as behaving as shoppers in an encl osed
mal |, ot herw se aut ononbus popul ations are subject to private
powers, subordinate to the agendas of capital, and dom nated by
the choi ces provided by the markets. And, "the gl obal reach”
(Barnet and Muel l er, 1974) of many busi nesses pulls people and
states in contradictory directions: oil conpanies, nedia
concerns, food businesses, housing builders, electronics giants
each seek to limt individual and collective freedons to suit
their convenient ends in each respective firms products and

pl ans. The social spaces surroundi ng tel ephone service, software
applications, gasoline burning, television buying, autonobile
travel, detergent use or electricity connections are controlled
and coordi nated by corporate power, creating subnational and
transnational collective interests in global corporate ecol ogies.
The functional pluralization of territorialized political spaces
in this way, then, permts AT&T, Exxon, Toshiba, N ssan,

Unil ever, or Phillips to colonize the sanme popul ations at the
sanme time in many places through pluralizing different nonents of
the everyday life (Taylor and Thrift, 1986).

And, it does not end with business and markets. |nstead of

a centered sovereignty, one sees unstated fl ows--decentered power
centers, illegitimte |aw making bodies, unruly rule-setting
agencies. Algerian Islamc radicals, Russian arny generals,

Chechen mafi a bosses, Angolan UNI TA | eaders, or Burnese
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narcocapitalist strongnmen imediately all cone to mnd as such
fluid powers. Everyone knows they exist as potentates, but one
cannot fix their identities w thout distinguishing their zones of
operation in terrorist undergrounds, Sw ss banks, black markets,
i nternational organizations, or underworld wars fromterritorial
sovereignty. As little fissionable nuclei, they constantly pass
in and out of spaces that states do not control, beyond the rules
of rulers, over and around the wits of witten law. Energing
hand-in-hand with the centralized nucl ear power of strategic
zone-regimes during the Cold War, these decentralized power
nuclei set the rules within their particular domai ns of space,
regi ons of operation, or communities of neaning where the rulings
of governmentalizing states are ineffective, illegitimte, or
powerl ess. |f one seeks observables to track the phenonenol ogi es
of governnmentality and contragovernnentality, then do not | ook
for political realisms jurisdictions. Hunt instead for
contradictive agencies and structures, burrowi ng their
cont ragovernnental i zi ng means of siting contragovernnentalized
authority over their postnational/antistatal areas of
performative operation--local, specific, discrete, and diffuse--
beneat h, behind or between the national jurisdictions that
political geography ordinarily maps (Reich, 1991; Soja, 1989).
Un-stated zones open spaces where fluid
contragovernnental ity resists and retards the governnentality of

state sovereignty. One sees other groups, agencies, individuals
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or entities in these flows aspiring to exercise direction not as
i n-stated sovereigns who actually reign over all as autonynous
rulers, but rather as rule-setting, rule-applying, and rule-
interpreting heteronynous forces running through nore narrowy
focused, localized, or zoned areas of operation where flows of

i deas, noney and power un-state, disap-point, and de-center in-
stated power (Corbridge, Martin, and Thrift: 1994). Col unbi a,
for exanple, is perhaps a nation-state of coffee plantations run
from Bogota; but, it also is a conbine of narcocapitalist
postnational /anti statal potentates, running in and out of Cali,
Medel lin and the coca farms. In the wild zones of Angol a,
Bosnia, Somalia, Canbodia, or Bolivia, the sovereignty inputed to
authorities sitting in capital buildings enplaced on nomnally
national territories is eclipsed by nore fluid, enterprising
potentates, |ike UNITA, Serbian irregulars, the Khner Rouge, and
Andean drug lords, all devoted to setting the rules in their
grow ng zones of unstated operation (Luke, 1994). As Bodin
notes, once flows start having "the arnms and the fortresses in

their power," these potentates do have truly extraordi nary
authority inasnuch as "the master of brute force is, or can be,
the master of men, of the |laws, and of the entire commonweal t h"
(1992: 108).

WIIl travelling to cyberspaces prepare citizens for coping
with a New Wrld Oder built out of an "Information Age" society?

Per haps not, but maybe yes? After all, what is an Information
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Age society? 1Is it secure enploynent in virtual factories and
firms via telecommuting? |Is it perpetual underenpl oynent for

wor kers subcontracting out to flexibly specialized holl ow
corporations as "permanent tenporaries?" Is it coping with
unenpl oynment in | owwage, |lowskill jobs centered upon data
entry, word processing, boilerplate code witing? Qbviously, it
can be all of these alternatives, depending on what one's
nationality, race, class, gender, age, or incone are (Luke,

1989). Cyberspace may prepare students for coping with such
environments, but, at the sanme tinme, cyberspaces may parallel the
| arger inequalities of Information Age societies as they train
the informationally conpetent elite, which nakes up "the synbolic
anal ysts" or "successful fifth" of any informational system how
to manage the affairs of the "failed four-fifths" or
informationally obsolete who get left behind. In fact, al

i nhabitants in cyberspace may even get sonme serious exposure to
the new material inequalities of an informational order--slow
operating systens, restricted bandwi dth, limted nenory, narrow
net access, inaccessible data bases, crude websites.

To conclude, old concepts, like political realism sovereign
territoriality, Cold War are highly contestable: the neanings of
all these terns amdst a world of global flows are unstabl e,
vari able, and unfixed. dd in-stated fornms of governnentality,
sovereignty and territoriality after the Cold War are being

reconstituted in the un-stated spaces of contragovernnentality,
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unstable flows and post-territoriality wwthin a New Wrld O der.
Fl ows may provide their own securities of place, nodels for
behavior, and circuits of value that materially can franme
i ndi vi dual thought and group action globally and |ocally.
Contragovernnental i zing fl ows juxtapose new pl acenents of
econom c, cultural, and social action within |ocal networks of
subnational, national, and supranational practices fromwhich
i ndividuals and communities will fabricate their shared personal
identities and social spaces as individuals and popul ations in
gl obal formations far beyond the old triangles of sovereignty-
di sci pli ne-governnment naively assuned to still exist as they

supposedl y al ways have by political realists.
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