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There has been a shift in the last few decades, with increasing spatial ambiguity of borders. The 
borders are no longer, unambiguously localizable. Borders are viewed as spatially movable 
arrangements that are both externalized and networked across society, rather than fixed territorial 
limits. It displaces time equally within displacing borders. By imposing deadlines on migrants 
before granting them access, protection, or rights. As they selectively regulate all movement, it 
distorts the past, present, and future (S. Khosravi and M. Keshavarz,2020). By adding a temporal 
dimension to an already spatial border analysis. It is critical to consider time and space in tandem, 
and how they both work through each other to gain access to and exit a political space. I'd like to 
explore how temporality and time shape the spatialities of borders by using the example of 
migrants who travel through these established mechanisms constructed by migration policies.

Governments have stretched their frontiers beyond their borders, migration routes, and the digital 
sphere. Simultaneous, the number of interior border control spaces has increased. For example, 
migrant status is increasingly being policed in workplaces and other public areas. Thus, access to 
a region no longer equates to inclusion in a political arena. Instead, crossing a physical territorial 
border is just one of an endless amount of travels that cross and inscribe the limits of civil/uncivil, 
safe/dangerous, legitimate traveler/illegal migrant, (Amoore, 2006).

The "smart" border and growing use of risk management technologies like biometrics, radio 
frequency identification, and data mining have complicated the interaction of internal and external 
border spaces. Showing that these technologies have effectively made human beings, into carriers 
of the borders. In between the inside and outside of the spatial arrangement of this physical border 
(Van der Ploeg,2003) The information needed to enforce borders is carried in bodies, legal status, 
identity, and degree of risk that a person represents, border control is no longer limited to specific 
points of entry into nation-state territories, but will be carried out wherever bodies of 'risk' appear, 
both within and beyond state borders.

Contemporary border practices call into question the traditional relationship between territory, 
border, and state. By combining the outside and inside spaces in borders. The topological image 
of the Möbius strip, for example, has been invoked to account for how contemporary bordering 
practices contest conventional understandings of the relationship between border, state, and 
territory (Cockayne, D.G., Ruez, D. and Secor, A.J. ,2019). Making it difficult for migrants to com-
prehend whether they are in or out of the political space. Externalization and internalization are 
less about the spatiality of the border, and the movement of border force outwards across a flat 
surface, and more concerned with relationships that allow governments to use their authority and 
have it reach into other states' territories. What makes defining a border incredibly difficult, when 
not being able to tell its edges. However, the changing shape of borders is not limited to space. 
Furthermore, states rely on time and temporality in cross-border regulation.
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Borders were constructed to control the pace of mobility and, in the case of most migrants, to 
prevent mobility and migration. Pampadoupulosn, Tsianos and Stephenson (2008) argue in their 
book Escape Routes that the purpose of these detention centers, which are mostly located on the 
outskirts of Europe, is not to stop migration. However, to impose temporal control on transmigrant 
movements. Regulating mobility by suspending time and regulating (labor) migration and asylum 
seekers through time rather than space. In addition, how states use to slowdown migratory move-
ments. The temporal ambiguity of the migratory process, in which periods of waiting and feeling 
stuck are punctuated by moments of accelerated identification and selection processes. According 
to Saulo B. Cwerner (2004), the UK's immigration policy strategy has been, to speed up the 
asylum process through new legislation and administrative procedures. Where asylum seekers 
have to rely on expedited identification procedures and a detention infrastructure. At the same 
time, incarceration is being used to control and slow down migration. Creating moments when 
these times and spaces begin to converge. This determines whether they will be allowed to enter 
Europe and the United Kingdom within hours of their arrival. Making time a very powerful tool.

The concept of time and space, as well as how it socially and culturally, continues to unfold within 
that space, has long been a concern in human geography. Human activities are influenced by 
spatial and temporal limitations, where time and space act as resources that people must navigate 
time in order to realize their objectives. Because of technological advancements, it has altered our 
perception of proximity, for instance, the invention of the telephone, vehicle, aircraft, etc, has made 
it possible to be in more places faster(Kern,1983). Time is not linear, and neither space nor 
surface is absolute. Distances between places are synchronously expanding and shrinking as 
where time is synchronously slowing down and speeding up (May and Thrift,2001). Putting these 
linear concepts of time to the test. By fragmenting time, we complicate what is accessible and 
what is not, what is within reach and what is not. Time and space distort access to cross borders 
and the inside spaces of borders. For example, biometric borders allow territories to pre-vet and 
screen who can enter the border, screening legal documents, work status, and previous residency. 
Moving it forward in time, you move the border further into time too. These borders are being 
transcended through time and space to halt people from crossing. Placing migrants in paradoxical 
spaces.

Time and temporality shape what it means to enter and exit political border spaces. Migrants are 
given different access to internal border spaces and international mobility. Time and space are 
intertwined in the creation of such differing access. Contemporary borders are devices that selec-
tively increase the distance between internal and external spaces by changing the rate of migra-
tion movement. Compressing distances between countries of origin and destination by accelerat-
ing the movements of migrants. By allowing immediate access to entering the internal border 
space and extending that internal/external border space, they almost start to merge. By creating 
discontinuities through time, and pushing the internal spaces of borders so far into the future, it 
starts to look like they are placed far beyond reach. 
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