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Practices of Control and the  
Production of (Im)Mobility in Una-Sana 
Canton (Bosnia and Herzegovina)*

This paper examines how practices regulating and producing (im)mobility took 
shape in the Una-Sana Canton (Bosnia and Herzegovina) over the course of 
2019 and 2020, where urban dynamics structured movement and produced 
uneven and precarious experiences for people on the move. Drawing on Criti-
cal Migration Studies and Border Studies, which conceptualize mobility as both 
a technology of governance and a site of contestation, the article engages with 
debates on how border regimes are unevenly embedded within local environ-
ments, infrastructures and everyday urban life. 

While existing literature has extensively documented EU border enforce-
ment, pushbacks and the management of mobility at the external borders, less 
attention has been paid to the internal spatialization of border regimes and to 
how local authorities and communities actively shape zones of containment 
and invisibility within a country. 

Based on more than seven years of long-term engagement in the region, 
complemented by interviews conducted during my doctoral research within the 
ERC project “TheGAME. Counter Mapping Informal Refugee Mobilities along 
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the Balkan Route”, the article traces how cantonal decisions to restrict mobility, 
and the public protests that accompanied them, contributed to the formation of 
an internal border zone within Bosnia and Herzegovina. The article shows how 
internal borders are assembled through practices that simultaneously enable, 
redirect, and obstruct movement.

Keywords: Velečevo, Bosanska Otoka, forced (im)mobility, Vučjak, internal bor-
ders, “no man’s land”

Праксе контроле и производња  
(не)мобилности у Унско-Санском кантону 
(Босна и Херцеговина)

Овај рад истражује како су се праксе које регулишу и производе (не)мобил-
ност обликовале у Унско-Санском кантону (Босна и Херцеговина) током 
2019. и 2020. године, где су урбане динамике структурирале кретање и про-
изводиле неуједначена и прекарна искуства за људе у покрету. Ослањајући 
се на критичке студије миграција и граница, које мобилност концептуа-
лизују истовремено као технологију управљања и као поље оспоравања, 
рад се укључује у расправе о томе како су гранични режими неуједначено 
уграђени у локалне средине, инфраструктуре и свакодневни урбани живот. 

Док је постојећа литература у великој мери документовала спровођење 
контроле граница ЕУ, насилна враћања (pushbacks) и управљање мобилно-
шћу на спољним границама, мање пажње је посвећено унутрашњој просто-
ризацији граничних режима, као и начинима на које локалне власти и зајед-
нице активно обликују зоне задржавања и невидљивости унутар државе.

На основу више од седам година дугорочног ангажмана у региону, до-
пуњеног интервјуима спроведеним током мог докторског истраживања у 
оквиру ЕРЦ пројекта TheGAME. Counter Mapping Informal Refugee Mobilities 
along the Balkan Route, чланак прати како су одлуке кантоналних власти 
да ограниче кретање, као и јавни протести који су их пратили, допринели 
формирању унутрашње граничне зоне унутар Босне и Херцеговине. Чла-
нак показује како се унутрашње границе успостављају кроз праксе које 
истовремено омогућавају, преусмеравају и ометају кретање.

Кључне речи: Велечево, Босанска Отока, присилна (не)мобилност, Вучјак, 
унутрашње границе, „ничија земља”
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INTRODUCTION

During the war, I was 4 years old. I remember everything. I was hit by a 
grenade, and I still have marks on my leg. I remember the humanitarian 
organization helping us, how they were so rude, and I believe that other 
people, locals, have the same feeling. And how can you be rude yourself 
with migrants after our war? These migrants are almost in the same 
situation, but locals say: “They don’t have war.” So what? Don’t they have 
the right to search for a better life?  (Lidija, Bihać 2023)

By late 2017, Bosnia-Herzegovina had become a key transit zone 
along the so-called “Balkan Route” (Beznec, Speer & Stojić Mitrović 2016; 
Hameršak et al. 2020; Hess & Kasparek 2022; Minca & Weima 2026), as 
migratory trajectories progressively shifted towards the country, turning it 
into a new transit hub (Stojić Mitrović et al. 2020, 58; Kurnik & Razsa 2020, 
13–14) and simultaneously solidifying a constrained geography of waiting. 

In March 2018, Bihać emerged as a central node on the Balkan route 
due to its proximity to the European Union border (Leutloff-Grandits 2023; 
Minca & Umek 2020). The city is located in the Una-Sana Canton and is part 
of the Krajina region, which has a population of around 300,000, with ap-
proximately 45,000 residents in Bihać itself, making it the sixth-largest city 
in the country (Hromadžić 2019). This relatively small region experienced a 
significant increase in the presence of people on the move, with 3,400–3,900 
migrants present in Una-Sana Canton by mid-2018 (UNHCR, 2018) while, 
according to the International Organization for Migration (IOM), the Bosnian 
Ministry of Security recorded the entry of “24,067 migrants and refugees” in-
to Bosnia-Herzegovina in 2018. Alongside the arrival of people on the move, 
the canton also saw a rapid expansion of humanitarian actors, including UN 
agencies such as IOM and UNHCR, as well as numerous international and 
local NGOs. This resulted in a parallel influx of humanitarian workers, fur-
ther reshaping the demographic and social composition of the area.

Before proceeding with the main discussion, I clarify my use of ter-
minology. I adopt the term “people on the move”, which circulates across 
academic, institutional, and activist contexts, to emphasize the heteroge-
neity of those travelling along the Balkan Route and avoid rigid legal or 
administrative labels. However, I also use the term “migrants” when re-
flecting interlocutors’ language or specific contexts, with attention to its 
potential stigmatizing connotations. I thus employ terminology in a situ-
ated and reflexive way, acknowledging the social and political processes 
through which mobility is governed and represented.
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During the period under study, the Una-Sana Canton, and the city of 
Bihać in particular, became a primary site where migratory trajectories 
were channeled, slowed down and repeatedly redirected. Between 2018 
and 2020, the canton was not only a space of transit but increasingly a site 
of forced interruption, where mobility was governed through a series of 
localized interventions. Buses and trains were stopped at cantonal bound-
aries, and people on the move were displaced to peripheral camps or re-
mote areas. At the same time, repeated and violent pushbacks by Croa-
tian authorities continually forced migrants back into Bosnia-Herzegovina 
(BVMN 2020; Augustová 2023b; Helms 2025), producing cycles of move-
ment and return that intensified the pressure on local infrastructures 
and urban space. These processes reshaped the rhythms of the city and 
the trajectories of those passing through it, creating a landscape in which 
mobility and immobility intertwined in complex and often violent ways.

As Hromadžić (2025) suggests through the concept of “patchy inter-
nalization”, transnational migration and violent border regimes are une-
venly incorporated into local environments. In Bihać, many people on the 
move remained in a “state of limbo” (Stojić Mitrović 2018, 22), caught in 
cycles of movement and return that reflect the broader dynamics of bor-
der enforcement in the region (Hromadžić 2025). As migrants attempted 
to continue their journey, they encountered conditions marked by uncer-
tainty, restricted mobility and frequent obstacles. Hence, rather than sim-
ply being immobilized, people on the move are subjected to continuous 
re-routing and imposed circulation across roads, camps and peripheral 
areas, generating what Tazzioli (2020) defines as “a condition of forced 
and convoluted hypermobility” (Tazzioli 2020, 13) and contributing to 
fragmented and circular migration trajectories. These concepts provide 
a lens for understanding how mobility is governed and experienced lo-
cally. “Patchy internalization” highlights the uneven embedding of bor-
der regimes across urban and peripheral spaces, while “convoluted hy-
permobility” captures the lived experience of constant movement under 
constraint. Together, they show how mobility in Una-Sana Canton has not 
been merely restricted or enabled, but actively reconfigured through local-
ized practices that fragment, redirect and exhaust movement. Within this 
framework, Lidija’s reflections can also be read as an observation of how 
these dynamics materialize in everyday life, shaping perceptions of who 
is allowed to move, how and under what conditions. They also highlight 
how the arrival of people on the move has reconfigured the spatial and 
temporal organization of everyday life in Bihać. Rather than being experi-
enced as a purely infrastructural process, mobility is interpreted through 
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memories of past displacement, violence and humanitarian intervention, 
shaping local perceptions and practices. Mobility is thus understood and 
experienced in different ways, reshaping everyday urban rhythms and 
revealing how movement is tolerated, questioned or constrained.  

In Una-Sana Canton, the growing number of migrants has over-
whelmed local infrastructure and exposed the unpreparedness of both 
municipal and national institutions (Šantić, Oruc & DEgiorgi 2022). Here, 
migrants wait for the right moment to make another attempt, while oth-
ers are pushed back by Croatian authorities, deepening the sense of con-
tainment and uncertainty in the canton (Bužinkić & Avon 2020; Augus-
tová, Farrand-Carrapico & Obradovic-Wochnik 2023; Davies, Isakjee & 
Obradovic-Wochnik 2023). 

In the early stages of this process, support for people on the move was 
largely provided through localized, community-based solidarity initia-
tives (Kurnik & Razsa 2020; Gentili, Minca & Weima 2026). However, as 
the route became progressively institutionalized, attitudes and govern-
ance strategies shifted. The EU began channeling funds directly to the 
International Organization for Migration (IOM), which gradually took 
over operational control in the country, directing people into newly es-
tablished EU-funded Temporary Reception Centers (see Ahmetašević et 
al. 2023; Stojić Mitrović et al. 2020). This institutionalization coincided 
with an expansion of humanitarian governance, as international agen-
cies and NGOs became a key presence in the canton. At the same time, 
exclusionary dynamics were reinforced by the emergence of mobilization 
of locally organized anti-migrant groups within Una-Sana Canton. These 
groups actively promoted practices of exclusion, stigmatization and crim-
inalization towards migrants and those supporting them, contributing to 
the production of a hostile environment (BVMN 2020; Helms 2023). Lo-
cal authorities also restricted the provision of aid by residents, introduced 
internal administrative borders within Una-Sana Canton and prohibited 
movement into certain urban areas (Stojić Mitrović et al. 2020). 

The Una-Sana Canton is a space where migratory movement was visi-
ble, everyday and deeply intertwined with urban life, until it was progres-
sively removed from public view through policies of containment and re-
pression. This process has rendered the presence of people on the move 
increasingly marginalized and hidden, reducing their visibility in built-up 
areas and pushing them into more peripheral and difficult-to-access loca-
tions. This article aims to analyze mobility in Una-Sana Canton between 
2019 and 2020, during the first phase of the canton’s transformation into 
a territory where movement was not only monitored but systematical-

R. Gentili: Practices of Control and the Production of (Im)Mobility in Una Sana Canton (B&H)



Гласник Етнографског института САНУ LXXIV (1)

|  22  |

ly restricted. The paper presents three main episodes that illustrate the 
mechanisms through which mobility was obstructed: transport restric-
tions that left people on the move stranded in rural peripheries; collec-
tive expulsions from urban areas; and measures that confined people to 
remote locations, pushing them into more precarious forms of invisibility.

As Helms (2025) notes, repeated pushbacks created a situation of bot-
tlenecking, leaving people stuck in Bosnia-Herzegovina while seeking to 
reach EU states via the Balkan Route, and forcing them to attempt the in-
formal border-crossing “Game” – the term used by people on the move to 
describe repeated attempts to cross the border and enter the EU (Minca 
& Collins 2021; Augustova 2023a; Mucko, Pleše & Škokić 2022) – repeat-
edly. In this context, people on the move were not only brutally beaten 
and pushed back into Bosnia-Herzegovina by Croatian border authori-
ties, but also subjected to pushbacks within the canton itself. The case 
of Una-Sana shows how borders were enacted within everyday spaces 
across the canton.

After outlining the relevant literature and the gap to which this ar-
ticle speaks, and discussing positionality and methodological questions, 
the empirical part of the article is organized around three sites that il-
lustrate distinct but interconnected mechanisms of mobility governance. 
First, the section examines Velečevo, where buses travelling towards Bi-
hać were routinely stopped by police authorities and migrants were for-
cibly ordered to disembark. This practice effectively created a micro-bor-
der within the canton, redirecting people into cycles of walking, waiting 
and repeated interception, and operating as an internal checkpoint, here 
conceptualized as a site where mobility was interrupted and territorial-
ly recalibrated.

Second, the section turns to the creation of the Vučjak camp, estab-
lished in a remote, contaminated area just a few kilometers from the 
Croatian border. Conceived as a tool of containment, Vučjak functioned 
less as a humanitarian site than as a mechanism for isolating people and 
pushing them away from urban visibility and closer to the EU border. Its 
material conditions, geography and political management illustrate how 
state and cantonal authorities produced containment through deliberate 
marginalization.

Third, the section analyzes Bosanska Otoka, where police checks on 
trains reproduced dynamics similar to those observed in Velečevo, and 
where a “no-man’s land” emerged as an improvised holding space in which 
people were left to wait, disperse or attempt to continue their journey on 
foot. 
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LITERATURE REVIEW: CONCEPTUALIZING BORDERS, 
MOBILITY AND CONTROL

Scholarship on Critical Migration Studies and Border Studies has exten-
sively examined the externalization and multiplication of EU borders, fo-
cusing on practices such as pushbacks, deterrence, and the management 
of mobility at and beyond the territorial edges of the European Union 
(Hess & Kasparek 2017; Augustová 2023a, 2023b; Isakjee, Davies, Obra-
dović–Wochnik & Augustová 2020; Karamandidou & Kasparek 2022; Tazzi-
oli 2019, Mezzadra & Neilson 2013). This body of work has demonstrat-
ed how borders operate not as fixed territorial lines but as dispersed and 
processual dispositifs, enacted through legal frameworks, policing prac-
tices, and infrastructural arrangements that regulate movement across 
multiple sites. Within Critical Migration Studies, mobility itself has been 
reconceptualized as a central terrain of governance, where control is ex-
ercised through strategies of redirection, delay, fragmentation and forced 
circulation rather than simple immobilization (Tazzioli 2020, 2019; Garelli 
& Tazzioli 2022; Walters 2015).

Building on this perspective, a growing body of literature has exam-
ined how migration governance unfolds along the Balkan Route, identi-
fying the region as a key space of transit, containment and repeated dis-
placement (Beznec, Speer & Stojić Mitrović 2016; Hameršak et al. 2020; 
Minca & Umek 2020; Augustová 2023a). These studies have highlighted 
how EU border regimes are effectively extended into non-EU territories 
such as Bosnia-Herzegovina, where pushbacks, informal camps and hu-
manitarian infrastructures contribute to fragmented and cyclical migra-
tion trajectories (Stojić Mitrović et al. 2020; Kurnik & Razsa 2020; Jordan 
& Minca 2023; Gentili, Minca & Weima 2026). At the same time, schol-
ars have emphasized the uneven and localized nature of these process-
es, showing how migration governance is mediated by specific political, 
social and spatial contexts (Hromadžić 2025).

In this regard, the concept of “patchy internalization”, as developed by 
Hromadžić (2025), provides a useful lens for understanding how trans-
national border regimes are selectively embedded within local environ-
ments, producing differentiated geographies of control, visibility and ex-
clusion. Similarly, Walters (2015) conceptualizes “viapolitics” as a way 
of capturing how mobility itself becomes a site and instrument of gov-
ernance, drawing attention to the infrastructural dimensions of mobili-
ty control, whereby vehicles, routes, and transit spaces become key sites 
through which movement is regulated, interrupted, and contested (Garelli 
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& Tazzioli 2016; Walters, Heller & Pezzani 2022). These approaches collec-
tively shift the analytical focus from borders as fixed locations to borders 
as effects of situated practices unfolding across space.

However, despite these important contributions, some aspects remain 
underexplored. First, while the externalization of EU borders and the dy-
namics of transit along the Balkan Route have been widely documented, 
less attention has been paid to the internal spatialization of border re-
gimes within specific contexts and to how internal borders are produced 
within the territory of states formally positioned as transit zones. Second, 
existing research has tended to privilege macro-analyses, often overlook-
ing how local authorities, municipal decisions and everyday practices 
actively participate in shaping regimes of (im)mobility on the ground. 
Third, the interplay between different modalities of control within a sin-
gle territorial setting remains underexplored, particularly in relation to 
how these mechanisms are experienced and negotiated in everyday ur-
ban and peri-urban environments.

By focusing on Una-Sana Canton, this article addresses these gaps by 
providing an empirically grounded analysis of how internal borders are 
assembled through the interaction of administrative measures, infrastruc-
tural interventions and social contestation. It shows how mobility govern-
ance operates through a dispersed regime that simultaneously redirects, 
obstructs and confines movement, contributing to the production of what 
I conceptualize as a locally internalized regime of (im)mobility. In doing 
so, the article advances existing debates by foregrounding the role of lo-
cal actors and localized practices in the making of internal borders, and 
by demonstrating how these processes reshape the spatial and temporal 
organization of mobility within a transit territory.

POSITIONALITY AND METHODOLOGICAL REMARKS
It was in January 2019, during a snow-covered morning in Bihać, that I 
first stepped into the field that would shape the next several years of my 
life. "At the time, I did not arrive as a researcher but to begin an assign-
ment in civil service with IPSIA, an Italian NGO active in the region since 
1997". Initially dedicated to post-war reconstruction and tourism devel-
opment, IPSIA had shifted its focus in 2017 towards supporting people on 
the move along the Balkan migration route, first in Serbia and, from 2018 
onwards, in Bosnia-Herzegovina. Its activities ranged from supporting the 
local Red Cross during the early, makeshift phase of the Borići camp to op-
erating later within formal camps such as Bira, Borići, Sedra (which has 
since been closed) and later Lipa (currently the only camp still operating 
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in Una-Sana Canton), through the distribution of tea, the management 
of collective kitchens and the organization of recreational activities. I be-
came involved in this framework by taking part in IPSIA’s work support-
ing people on the move in the region. 

From 2019 to 2020, I worked across nearly all the camps in Una-Sana 
Canton, such as Borići, Sedra, Bira and Lipa, as well as makeshift camps. 
The more time I spent there, the more I realized that what I was witness-
ing was a political landscape structured by the control of movement: a 
system in which movement itself functioned as a tool of control (Hess & 
Kasparek 2017; Tazzioli 2019). The closures of camps in urban spaces, the 
eviction of makeshift camps and abandoned houses in the canton (Genti-
li, Minca & Weima 2026), the internal violence exercised by local author-
ities (BVMN 2021) and the repeated pushbacks carried out by Croatian 
authorities along the border (Augustová 2023b) together determined a 
complex interplay of mobility and immobility.

In 2020, my involvement in the region shifted. While I continued to 
work with IPSIA in humanitarian spaces, this time as a volunteer, I be-
came increasingly engaged in activist networks and eventually joined the 
Border Violence Monitoring Network (BVMN). Between 2020 and 2023, I 
collected testimonies of pushbacks and police violence along the border 
and documented patterns of internal violence in Bihać and Velika Kladuša 
(BVMN 2021). By November 2022, after nearly four years of continuous 
presence in the field, I became a doctoral researcher within the ERC pro-
ject “TheGAME. Counter Mapping Informal Refugee Mobilities along the 
Balkan Route”.1 Yet the research did not begin then; it emerged out of ear-
lier relationships, routines and situated forms of knowledge developed 
through sustained presence in the field before I identified myself as a re-
searcher. Rather than entering a new field, I found myself studying one I 
had already come to know through inhabiting it. Nevertheless, this prior 
engagement did not position me as a local actor; I remained an interna-
tional researcher whose presence was shaped by institutional affiliation, 
mobility privileges, and uneven access to the field. This dual positioning, 
both familiar and external, shaped my access to participants and the forms 
of knowledge that could be produced. Long-term relationships facilitated 
access across different spheres (humanitarian organizations, activist net-
works and local communities), while also requiring careful negotiation of 
expectations, trust and roles in the research encounter. 

1   See ERC Advanced Grant TheGAME (https://site.unibo.it/thegame/en)
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During the period I lived in Bihać from 2019 to 2023, and later dur-
ing my fieldwork in 2023 and 2024, I witnessed the transformations that 
shaped the presence, (in)visibility and (im)mobility of people on the move, 
as well as the responses of local authorities and community. I developed 
relationships with locals, humanitarian workers and volunteers, as well 
as friendships beyond the immediate migration field. These connections 
were not exploited instrumentally to gain access for research; rather, they 
became the relational foundation that allowed me to engage with the field 
carefully and responsibly. These relational infrastructures enabled access 
to a wide range of actors, including NGOs and local communities, which 
would otherwise have been difficult to reach. In particular, my previous 
employment within a humanitarian organization facilitated entry into 
NGO spaces, where professional and personal connections supported the 
organization of interviews and participant observation. My positionality 
was not fixed but co-constructed through interactions with different actors. 
At times, I was perceived as a volunteer or humanitarian worker, while in 
other interactions I was positioned more clearly as an external research-
er. This dual role blurred boundaries between activism, care and research 
(Grubiša 2020). These shifts shaped both access and the knowledge pro-
duced. Access to institutional actors, such as the police, was limited and 
mediated by contingent encounters rather than formal agreements. 

Additionally, living in Bihać, witnessing key events and gradually 
building trust made it possible for me to begin to understand the every-
day realities of mobility in the region. However, this proximity also re-
quired continuous reflexivity. The field was structured by unequal power 
relations between international actors and local communities, as well as 
between researchers and people on the move, and my position was impli-
cated in these hierarchies. My institutional affiliation and my freedom of 
movement stood in stark contrast to the constrained mobility of people on 
the move, shaping the conditions under which knowledge was produced. 
As Weima and Brankamp (2022) observe, such uneven power relations 
produce an “unsolved and often undiscussed tension” between the priv-
ilege of academic researchers and the “racialised otherness” of their en-
camped subjects, underscoring the stark contrast between the frequent 
mobility of scholars and the routine immobilization of those they study 
(Weima and Brankamp 2022, 341).

Building on these reflections, the following section situates my experi-
ence within the broader transformations that shaped mobility in Una-Sa-
na Canton. When I first arrived there, I encountered a landscape where 
mobility had already begun to harden into an apparatus of containment. 
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Migrants’ movement within the country became increasingly fragmented, 
constantly interrupted, redirected or immobilized. As De Genova (2019) 
notes, the border creates a scene of exclusion, where migrants considered 
“unwanted” must be “stopped” and “turned away”. At the same time, the 
border reinforces the idea that “this exclusion is natural and necessary”, 
with control practices supporting this message. Mobility here was not on-
ly obstructed at the EU external border; it was continually controlled by 
local governance structures.

It is important to note that, while the ethnographic narratives in this 
paper draw on my experiences prior to the start of my doctoral research, 
the interviews presented were collected during the course of my doctor-
al project, which began in November 2022 and was funded by the ERC 
project. During this time, I conducted seven additional months of field-
work between 2023 and 2024 in Una-Sana Canton, in Republika Srpska 
and along the Croatian border. Alongside participant observation, my 
fieldwork included forty-two interviews with locals, local activists, NGOs 
workers and people on the move in Bosnia-Herzegovina. Regarding eth-
ical considerations, written informed consent was obtained from NGOs 
workers, institutional representatives, local residents and volunteers. In 
cases where participants preferred not to be identified, verbal consent was 
obtained and pseudonyms are used throughout. While some participants 
opted to remain anonymous, others chose to have their names and affil-
iations included. The majority of interviews were conducted in English. 
Some were conducted in Bosnian with the support of a mediator, while in 
a few cases I conducted the interviews myself; these were recorded and 
subsequently transcribed and translated into English by the mediator. 
Together, these interviews allowed me to access collective memories and 
past events, complementing and deepening my firsthand observations. 

CONTROLLING MOVEMENT AT VELEČEVO:  
THE ENTRANCE TO UNA-SANA CANTON
It was the first weekend of March 2019, during the Bosnian Independ-
ence Day holiday, when my colleague and friend Marine and I decided to 
take a brief trip to Sarajevo, a short escape before returning to our work 
in Una-Sana Canton. Neither of us had visited the capital before, and we 
were quietly seeking to understand the country beyond the humanitari-
an perimeter that framed our daily routines.

On our way back, on the bus from Sarajevo to Bihać, spatial arrange-
ments silently mapped social hierarchies. At the back sat a group of young 
men on the move, traveling toward Bihać and a further attempt at the 
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“Game”. The middle and front rows were occupied by local passengers. 
After several hours of travel, in Velečevo, near the administrative line di-
viding the Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina from Republika Srps-
ka, the vehicle slowed and two police officers boarded, conducting racial 
profiling by requesting documents only from those whose bodies marked 
them as migrants. Their inspection was brief but selective: – “Passport?” 
– “No.” – “Out.” 

Five young men were ordered to step off the bus. They obeyed silently, 
disappearing into the roadside fields. Across the road, other people (whom 
I would later meet during a visit to Ključ the following year) were gath-
ered at a Red Cross site, where they had organized themselves to support 
those on the move whose mobility was being illegally blocked by author-
ities. A few others were tending to a small fire to keep warm. Inside the 
bus, the silence was deafening. The driver restarted the engine, and we 
continued toward Bihać.

In October 2018, the government of Una-Sana Canton implement-
ed measures to restrict freedom of movement by establishing a de facto 
checkpoint at Velečevo, in the municipality of Ključ, at the canton’s en-
trance. While not formally designated as such, I conceptualize this site as 
an internal checkpoint: a fixed control point located along an administra-
tive boundary within state territory, through which authorities selectively 
monitored, filtered and interrupted mobility. At this checkpoint, the police 
stopped buses to search for people on the move, who were then ordered 
to leave the vehicle and continue on foot, without any assistance. In this 
sense, the checkpoint did not function as a fixed border crossing in a le-
gal sense, but as a flexible dispositif of control that effectively produced a 
boundary within the national territory.  As highlighted by Stojić Mitrović 
et al. (2020), over the following 13 months, around 7,000 people were af-
fected by these measures and forced to make their way further north on 
foot. As argued by Ahmetašević et al. (2023), local authorities, support-
ed and advised by the IOM, effectively created what can be understood 
as an internal border crossing in central Bosnia-Herzegovina, serving as 
the entry point into Una-Sana Canton. The notion of the internal check-
point helps to capture how bordering practices can be displaced inwards, 
materializing not only at the edges of the state but along key infrastruc-
tural routes, where mobility can be intermittently halted, redirected and 
stratified. For a long time, the only assistance for those stopped came 
from local Red Cross volunteers, who relied on donations as well as sup-
port from local solidarity networks and international volunteers (Stojić 
Mitrović et al. 2020).
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In an interview, Silvia, the director of IPSIA BiH, described how such 
measures were enacted at the cantonal boundary.   

The problem began with directives banning transit, transport and 
entry into Una-Sana Canton for people on the move. Checkpoints were 
reinforced, for example at Velečevo and in the “no-man’s land” between 
Bosanska Otoka and Novigrad [as discussed later], along the boundary 
between the Federation and Republika Srpska. Yet the situation quickly 
became paradoxical. People continued to find ways to reach the canton 
border. At night, little by little, they would leave these points – Velečevo 
and Bosanska Otoka – move on and simply disappear. (Silvia, IPSIA BiH. 
Bihać, November 2023)

Image 1: Internal boundaries in Una-Sana Canton (Bosnia and Herzegovina), with Bosanska 
Otoka and Ključ (Velečevo) indicated as key locations where mobility was constrained.
Source: ArcGIS Online, based on OpenStreetMap data.
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Building on Walters’ notion of viapolitics (Walters 2015; Walters, Heller 
& Pezzani 2022), the bus was not merely a vehicle but a mobile border, a 
microcosm of state power in motion. Rather than being a neutral means 
of transportation, the bus itself become a key site through which mobility 
was governed, filtered and differentially interrupted. Belonging was spa-
tially encoded in seating arrangements and physical appearance, and the 
right to continue one’s journey depended on the possession of documents. 
In this sense, control did not occur only at fixed border sites, but was en-
acted through the vehicle, as it moved, stopped and was made to halt at 
Velečevo. The checkpoint did not simply mark a boundary; it activated the 
bus as an instrument of selection, whereby some passengers were allowed 
to remain in circulation while others were forcibly extracted from it. Mi-
grants were not immobilized outright but, as Tazzioli (2018; 2019) would 
argue, were subjected to enforced circulation within confined spaces, ex-
periencing containment through mobility. The removal of the five men 
on the move from the bus illustrates these dynamics: rather than being 
allowed to continue their journey normally, the group was expelled from 
one mode of transport and compelled to continue on foot, thereby remain-
ing in motion but under conditions of heightened precarity. The young 
men were reinserted into a cycle of displacement and waiting, forced to 
navigate an imposed detour that transformed their journey into a frag-
mented and uncertain trajectory. This forced rerouting can be understood 
as a form of “immobilization through circulation”, where movement itself 
becomes the means through which control is exercised. 

Anela, a local activist supporting people on the move in Una-Sana 
Canton, offered a concrete illustration of this process, showing how mo-
bility itself was governed through enforced rerouting. 

[...] These are the borders of the Una-Sana canton. Illegal [check]points 
were simply made there where they stopped people. The regular bus 
from Sarajevo stopped in the village of Velečevo, where they took the 
migrants off the bus. It was an attempt to prevent the entry of migrants 
into the Una-Sana Canton, to reduce that number. However, of course, 
it was unsuccessful, because they [had] travelled a thousand kilometers 
each from Iraq, Iran and Afghanistan. […] what does it mean to them to 
go another 100 kilometers to Bihać? So yes, they continued to move, but 
it was very sad to watch. People paid for a Sarajevo–Bihać bus ticket but 
were actually driven to Velečevo, where they were thrown off the bus. 
The police simply did not allow them to go further. That was horrible, 
really horrible. (Anela, local activist. Bihać, May 2023)
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State power manifests not only through formal regulation but also 
through orchestrated moments of disruption that shape the very experi-
ence of movement. The selective removal of migrants from buses illus-
trates how governance operates through spatialized strategies (Tazzioli 
2020; Garelli & Tazzioli 2016), whereby particular locations become sites 
of concentrated control. These strategies produce a kind of managed pre-
carity (Tazzioli & Garelli 2020; Walters, Heller & Pezzani 2022; Hameršak 
& Pleše 2018), in which migrants are technically allowed to continue their 
journey, yet interventions fragment their mobility, force detours and im-
pose additional labor, uncertainty and risk. As Tazzioli (2021, 7) argues, 
mobility can function as a technology of government when it is deployed 
indirectly – by pushing migrants to move away, rerouting their journeys 
and keeping them in motion – thereby managing and disrupting their 
lives. This produces convulsive and frantic movements interspersed with 
prolonged moments of strandedness (Tazzioli 2020, 5). Vehicles and in-
frastructures become fields of contestation: the bus, normally an instru-
ment of circulation, is transformed by the authorities into an infrastruc-
tural obstacle (Walters 2015; Walters, Heller & Pezzani 2022; Garelli & 
Tazzioli 2022).

The enforced 100 km walk from Velečevo to the city of Bihać gener-
ates erratic geographies (Tazzioli 2020, 8). Migrants are subjected to forced 
mobility (Garelli & Tazzioli 2016) in ways that are neither autonomous 
nor efficient, exhausting their resources and prolonging the journey. This 
blockage occurs not at an external border with Croatia but along an in-
ternal administrative boundary between Republika Srpska and the Fed-
eration of Bosnia and Herzegovina. In sum, this intervention imposes co-
erced internal (im)mobility.

VUČJAK AND THE INFRASTRUCTURE OF CONTAINMENT
In spring 2019, this fragmented circulation mirrored broader tensions in 
the city of Bihać and its surroundings. Formal camps were overcrowded, 
and those unable to access them were sleeping in abandoned buildings 
or makeshift camps (Gentili, Minca & Weima 2026;​​ Jordan & Minca 2023; 
Davies, Isakjee & Obradovic-Wochnik 2024). In Bihać, anti-migrant dis-
course against the presence of people on the move in the canton intensi-
fied considerably during 2019 and 2020. Public protests began to appear 
in the main square – small, silent gatherings at first, where residents ex-
pressed discontent over the “migrant presence” (Fieldnotes 2019; Klix 
2020). As Helms (2023) highlights, such discourse was also fueled through 
social media and everyday conversations, transforming widespread fears 
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into increasingly negative and dehumanizing narratives. These discours-
es targeted not only migrants but also those providing assistance, placing 
the latter on the “pro-migrant” side and portraying them as responsible 
for encouraging migrants to remain in Bihać and Una-Sana Canton. Ad-
ditionally, Helms notes that online platforms and “anti-migrant” groups 
contributed to spreading sensationalist and often false content, reinforcing 
the perception of migrants as threats to security and public order (Helms 
2023, 291–292). This escalating discourse contributed to a broader shift in 
how mobility itself was understood in the city. The presence of people on 
the move was increasingly framed as a problem to be managed, a source 
of contamination to be contained.

By early summer 2019, with the return of the Bosnian diaspora for 
the holidays and the arrival of tourists drawn to the beautiful Una River, 
its waterfalls and natural landscapes, Bihać became a city of overlapping 
and competing circulations. The mobilities of the diaspora and tourists 
clashed with the unwanted, precarious mobility of those in transit. The 
municipality, anticipating tensions and seeking to restore the city’s “im-
age”, decided to relocate migrants outside the urban perimeter. Thus, in 
June 2019, the site of Vučjak, a former landfill located on a plateau around 
10 kilometers from the city and only a few kilometers from the Croatian 
border, near areas still scattered with landmines dating back to the wars 
of the 1990s, was designated as a temporary camp. This decision and its 
implementation illustrate how municipal authorities attempted to man-
age and control the circulation of people on the move in the city. As Ma-
rine, from the youth organization U Pokretu in Bihać, explained: 

The police loaded all the people they saw in the city into a van to take 
them to Vučjak. [...] What had been said by the municipality about 
Vučjak was that since Bihać relies on tourism and the diaspora during 
the summer, it looked “bad” for the city to have hundreds of migrant 
men walking through the streets, so they decided to open Vučjak for 
this, saying that at the end of the summer the camp would be closed, 
because it is in the high mountains. The idea was to close it in September, 
but every month this was postponed, until [finally] it was closed in 
December 2019 with the arrival of the first snow. (Marine, U Pokretu 
Programme Manager. Bihać June 2023)

Also known as the “jungle camp” (Pozniak 2022; Gentili, Minca & We-
ima 2026), far from being a safe space, the new camp operated as a site 
of segregation (Katz 2017): migrants were concentrated in tents pitched 
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on contaminated and hazardous terrain, with limited sanitation, water 
available only for a few hours each day, and constant police supervision 
(Mlinarević & Ahmetašević 2022; Minca 2022). Although residents were 
formally free to leave and attempt to cross the nearby border, the material 
conditions of the camp made any movement precarious and risky, trans-
forming the site into a device of control and containment (Martin, Minca 
& Katz 2020; Hagan 2022).

Vučjak materialized a regime in which people were not detained in 
place but displaced to spaces of isolation and exposure (Hameršak et al. 
2020; Tazzioli 2019; Stojić Mitrović & Vilenica 2021). 

During my work with IPSIA that summer, we decided to go twice 
a week to Vučjak to distribute tea to people on the move at the make-
shift  camp. Along the road to Zavalje, it was common to encounter po-
lice units forcing migrants to sit on the ground in the sun or escorting 
them on foot for kilometers, driving behind them to ensure they re-
turned to Vučjak. These scenes show how migrants were not simply 
moved, but forcibly driven into the camp, pressed into a sequence of 
coerced movement. 

Image 2: Vučjak Makeshift  Camp (Bosnia-Herzegovina), June 2019. 
Photo: IPSIA BiH
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That was one of the worst periods for refugees. The special forces 
police chased them all the way and transferred them to Vučjak. It 
was catastrophic; those were tents without toilets – it was the former 
city dump. However, people kept running away from the police and 
returning to the city. Wherever the police found someone, they put them 
in vans. First, they beat them a little, then they put them in the van, and 
then they took them back up there again [to Vučjak]. People organized 
themselves and went to the meadows. Some made tents out of nylon 
and other materials. They had a really hard time that winter. Back then, 
I had an old Mercedes, so I always picked up supplies and went to those 
makeshift sites. We gave them as much as we could – wood, clothes, 
food. We gave them everything we could.  (Asim, local activist. Bihać, 
September 2024)

The mobility of people on the move was not free, but imposed, chan-
neled and constantly redirected: a system of forced mobility that repro-
duced the logic of the border within the national territory. This illustrates 
how one of the main strategies for governing migrants’ mobility consists 
in what Tazzioli (2020) describes as the politics of dispersal, that is, scat-
tering people across space and limiting their opportunities for autono-
mous movement (Tazzioli 2020, 4–10).

Ultimately, as Minca (2022) highlights, Vučjak demonstrates that con-
tainment is not only a matter of building camps but of infrastructuring 
conditions in which mobility becomes unlivable. The camp’s closure in De-
cember 2019, prompted by rapidly deteriorating winter conditions, strong 
international pressure and the explicit refusal of humanitarian organi-
zations to operate at a site they considered unfit for human presence, did 
not signal the end of this logic. The Council of Europe’s Commissioner for 
Human Rights, Dunja Mijatović, repeatedly called for its immediate shut-
down, warning that the conditions were “unacceptable for human life” and 
that, without intervention, people would soon “start dying” (Council of Eu-
rope 2019).

As Pozniak (2022) describes, the landfill near Bihać operated both as 
a parallel world for unwanted migrants and as a mirror of contemporary 
socio-political realities. Despite the existence of multiple legal instru-
ments concerning refugees and human rights, such spaces continue to 
emerge: human dumping grounds located close to European centers or 
at their peripheries, yet sufficiently distant so as not to disturb everyday 
life for local residents.
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Through repeated displacements, hazardous routes and the constant 
threat of police enforcement, migrants were kept in motion while denied 
meaningful freedom of movement. Vučjak thus stands as a stark illus-
tration of how contemporary migration governance operates through the 
management of ‘unwanted’ migrant mobility (Tazzioli 2021), transform-
ing movement itself into a technique of control.

NO MAN’S LAND: GOVERNING MOBILITY AT THE 
“INVISIBLE” INTERNAL BORDER

I remember that 2020 was a turbulent year. There were protests in 
Sarajevo. In the square in Bihać there were huge protests, and then 
also in Velika Kladuša […]. Then at one point, there were special police 
forces around the city, and everyone was moved to Bosanska Otoka. 
There is what we call a “no man’s land”. So this was the practice from 
the fi rst day, when the benefi ciaries were arriving by train. They would 
stop the trains in Bosanska Otoka and tell everybody that there was 
a village and there were points where the benefi ciaries would wait. 
(Kenan, humanitarian worker. Bihać, October 2023)

The situation in Bosanska Otoka (a small village in the municipality 
of Bosanska Krupa and the last town in Una-Sana Canton before entering 
the Republika Srpska) between 2019 and 2020 provides another exam-

Image 3: Tent in Vučjak Makeshift  Camp (Bosnia-Herzegovina), June 2019. 
Photo: IPSIA BiH
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ple of how state authorities in Una-Sana Canton actively regulated and 
constrained the mobility of people on the move. During this period, many 
attempted to reach the canton from Sarajevo via a recently reintroduced 
train line. As Campbell, Hameršak and Stojić Mitrović (2025) note, the re-
opening of the route from the Bosnian capital to towns near the Croatian 
border coincided with a marked increase in the number of people on the 
move. Within the local imagination, this line came to signify the author-
ities’ strategy of redistributing migrants from the capital to the northern 
parts of the country (Campbell, Hameršak & Stojić Mitrović 2025, 7).

The trainline passed through Republika Srpska before entering 
Una-Sana Canton at the internal administrative border between Bosanski 
Novi and Bosanska Otoka. Similar to bus operations in Velečevo, the train 
was closely monitored by police: officers boarded as soon as it stopped 
in Bosanska Otoka and ordered the passengers identified as migrants to 
disembark. Those removed often became trapped in the area, unable to 
continue their journey freely, mirroring the coercive control experienced 
by migrants forced off buses. 

In practice, migrants, including families and unaccompanied and sep-
arated children, frequently found themselves stranded in Bosanska Oto-
ka overnight, exposed to harsh weather conditions. Some were forced to 
sleep outdoors, while others relied on taxis or informal transport to con-
tinue their journey. These interventions did not immobilize migrants en-
tirely but channeled their movement in controlled ways, producing once 
again a system of containment (Tazzioli 2020). In conversation with Talal, 
a humanitarian worker who was active in the area, he recounted how mo-
bility was managed and constrained at the Bosanska Otoka train station: 

The train from Sarajevo used to arrive in Bosanska Otoka around 2 
a.m., coming from Banja Luka. Since Bosanska Otoka is at the boundary 
between the Federation and Republika Srpska and the entrance to Una-
Sana Canton, the police would stop the train there and check how many 
spaces were available in the camp through the NGOs. Only that number 
of people could stay on the train; the rest were taken off, put in a police 
car or bus, and driven a few kilometers to the actual boundary between 
the Federation and Republika Srpska, where they were left in the middle 
of the street at 2 a.m. at night. After being left there, all these people 
had to walk to Bihać. It was usually single men, with a few families in 
some cases. Taxis were always waiting for them. Everyone knew about 
it. There were many cases where people were sleeping there. The police 
knew it was ineffective. Actually, the police were completely against it; 
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they never liked what they were doing and told me it made no sense. 
(Talal, humanitarian worker. Zagreb, July 2024)

The COVID-19 pandemic intensified this dynamic, layering public 
health measures onto existing modalities of border and mobility control. 
Local protests added another layer, pressuring authorities to act while si-
multaneously shaping migrants’ access to urban spaces. Protests against 
migrants intensified in August 2020, first in Velika Kladuša and then in 
Bihać. In Bihać, on 29 August, local residents and anti-migrant groups 
gathered to protest in the city square. I passed through the square to ob-
serve the situation and witnessed a large crowd: the space was full, and 
the atmosphere was tense. While the protests expressed opposition to the 
presence of migrants in urban areas, there was also significant resent-
ment toward international organizations, particularly UN agencies, with 
presence of the IOM as a focal point of local frustration.

In this context, Bosanska Otoka again became a central site of im-
mobility and containment. As had happened a year earlier in the case of 
Vučjak, special forces police could often be seen patrolling the streets of 
Bihać in search of people on the move. Migrants were often loaded onto 
vans, spending hours inside them while officers continued to identify and 
detain others, before transporting them all to the internal administrative 
border between Bosanska Otoka and Bosanski Novi. The town functioned 
as a key point in the cantonal mobility control system, concentrating mi-
grants in a remote area while disrupting their attempts to move around 
the urban space or reach Bihać. In this sense, Bosanska Otoka functioned 
as an internal “no man’s land” where mobility was governed though en-
forced waiting and spatial confinement. This can be understood, following 
Leshem and Pinkerton (2016), as a space produced through the simulta-
neous dynamics of abandonment and enclosure, whereby people on the 
move were effectively suspended between two regimes of control while 
remaining excluded from both. Through these practices, the authorities 
maintained the semblance of freedom of movement while effectively gov-
erning the spatial trajectories of people on the move, reinforcing patterns 
of dispersal and precariousness within the national territory. 

Bosanska Otoka is where Una-Sana canton ends and the Republika 
Srpska begins. They [people on the move] were brought by buses to that 
border, an imaginary border of course. They were thrown off and the 
police from the Federation of Bosnia-Herzegovina were standing there 
not letting them [turn back], while the police from Republika Srpska 
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were standing a few hundred meters away and were not letting them 
pass any further. If you have seen the film by Danis Tanović No Man’s 
Land, this is it. So, they could not go either left or right. They kept people 
for days in some kind of enclave, surrounded, also without water, without 
food and without anything. (Anela, local activist. Bihać, May 2023) 

At the end of August 2020, with my colleagues from IPSIA and other 
volunteers, we went to monitor the situation at this “internal border” and 
organized the distribution of some food with the collaboration and support 
of other local organizations. In Bosanska Otoka, migrants were stuck in 
a cornfield, a veritable no man’s land. The term “no man’s land” was used 
by local interlocutors to describe this space of enforced immobility and 
abandonment. Building on this, I conceptualize it as a site where over-
lapping jurisdictional controls suspend movement and produce zones of 
containment and exclusion within state territory. As Anela reported, on 
one side of the area, the Republika Srpska police prevented migrants from 
crossing into their territory, while on our side, Federation of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina police blocked people on the move from transiting further 
into Federation territory. We stopped to talk to a police officer, who told us 
how surreal the situation was. He also did not understand why people on 
the move were not allowed to proceed. He told us that they often had to 
call the IOM because, in many cases, there were also families with chil-
dren stuck there (Fieldnotes 2020). These situations became sites of pro-
longed immobility, environmental exposure, and invisibility.

These episodes exemplify how European border management strate-
gies were applied unevenly at the local level. Lockdowns, relocations, and 
enforcement blended pandemic health measures with border security ob-
jectives, creating a hybrid governance regime (Hess & Kasparek 2017; Wal-
ters, Heller & Pezzani 2022). Across these sites, internal “no man’s lands” 
functioned as a dispersed infrastructure of containment, fragmenting 
mobility across the territory rather than halting it along a single border 
line. Mobility was not merely curtailed; it was orchestrated to produce ex-
haustion, invisibility, and fragmentation, while migrants sought creative 
strategies to continue their journeys.

CONCLUSIONS
This paper discusses the ways in which mobility in Una-Sana Canton 
was systematically governed, fragmented and obstructed over the period 
2019–2020. The combination of internal administrative borders, policing 
practices, and relocations to remote areas produced a hybrid regime in 
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which mobility was both enforced and constrained, creating a highly pre-
carious landscape of movement, waiting and exposure.

The practices described in this paper demonstrate that governance 
in Una-Sana Canton operated not only through forms of immobiliza-
tion, such as confinement within camps, but also through more subtle 
mechanisms of forced circulation. People on the move were not simply 
detained or blocked; they were actively redirected, coerced into travers-
ing inhospitable geographies and subjected to repeated interruptions of 
their journeys. Whether migrants were removed from buses, forced to 
walk to Vučjak under police supervision, or left stranded in remote are-
as, their movement was regulated, producing exhaustion, disorientation 
and prolonged precarity. These practices illustrate how internal borders, 
even when invisible or unofficial, can structure mobility in ways that re-
produce the logic of external border regimes within a national territory.

The uneven application of mobility restrictions also underscores the 
significance of what Hromadžić (2025) terms “patchy internalization”. 
Across Una-Sana Canton, measures of containment were selectively en-
forced with official checkpoints that regulated the movement of groups, 
pushing them temporarily outside urban oversight to navigate “no man’s 
land” spaces and informal settlements. This uneven enforcement pro-
duced differential vulnerabilities, reinforcing hierarchies of access and 
exclusion. Lockdowns during the COVID-19 pandemic intensified these 
dynamics, as public health concerns were used to justify stricter contain-
ment measures, further limiting access to urban spaces, curtailing infor-
mal mobility, and reinforcing perceptions of migrants as sources of risk. 
Yet, even in these highly controlled environments, migrants continuous-
ly found ways to resist, and navigate barriers, highlighting the relational 
and negotiated character of mobility.

The repeated cycles of displacement and containment in Una-Sana 
Canton also shed light on the broader politics of the Balkan Route. Bi-
hać, as a central hub in this migratory route, exemplifies how local infra-
structures, administrative measures and police practices intersect with 
transnational governance structures to produce uneven and temporally 
fragmented mobility. Pushbacks at the Croatian border, internal admin-
istrative checkpoints and localized enforcement practices illustrate that 
border control extends far beyond the external boundary of the EU, em-
bedding itself into everyday geographies and rhythms of life within Bos-
nia-Herzegovina.

By relocating migrants to peripheral or remote areas, authorities limit 
opportunities for autonomous movement and produce isolated and highly 
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precarious living conditions. It is important to note that these practices, al-
though less visible, have continued to be actively implemented in the gov-
ernance of mobility in the region in the years following the protests and 
the COVID-19 pandemic. In recent years, all formal and informal camps in 
urban and surrounding areas have been completely closed, leading to the 
construction of a single camp, Lipa, in a remote mountainous area within 
the Una-Sana Canton, funded by EU resources. The politics of dispersal 
(Tazzioli 2020) intersects with other mechanisms of control, including se-
lective police interventions, and limitations on aid provision, to reproduce 
a broader logic of containment. While migrants are technically allowed 
to move, the spatial, temporal, and infrastructural constraints imposed 
upon them function collectively to limit agency, autonomy and the ability 
to plan and execute journeys effectively. In this sense, dispersal operates 
as a tool of mobility governance, producing precarity and vulnerability 
while maintaining the appearance of mobility.

By documenting how Una-Sana Canton functioned as a site of con-
trolled mobility, forced circulation, and fragmented containment, the pa-
per highlights the ways in which borders are enacted internally, producing 
conditions of hypermobility (Tazzioli 2020) and vulnerability simultane-
ously. These three empirical examples should not be understood as iso-
lated cases, but as interconnected configurations through which the gov-
ernance of (im)mobility is articulated in Una-Sana Canton. While they 
share certain features with what has been described as bottlenecking 
(Helms 2025), they also allow for a more differentiated analysis of how 
mobility is variously redirected, obstructed and contained across spac-
es. The analysis demonstrates that the governance of migration extends 
beyond conventional border spaces into everyday urban and peripheral 
geographies, where legal, institutional, and social processes converge to 
structure mobility. However, even in the most restrictive environments, 
migrants are not passive actors: they continue to challenge, circumvent 
and reshape the structures imposed upon them.

References 

Ahmetašević, Nidžara, Manja Petrovska, Sophie-Anne Bisiaux & Lorenz Naegeli. 
2023. Repackaging Imperialism The EU–IOM Border Regime in the Balkans. 
Amsterdam: Transnational Institute.

Augustová, Karolina, Helena Farrand-Carrapico & Jelena Obradovic-Wochnik. 
2023. “Push and Back: The Ripple Effect of EU Border Externalisation from 



|  41  |

Croatia to Iran.” Environment and Planning C: Politics and Space 41 (5): 
847–865.  https://doi.org/10.1177/23996544231163731

Augustová, Karolína. 2023a. Everyday Violence at the EU’s External Borders: 
Games and Push-backs. London: Routledge. 

Augustová, Karolína. 2023b. “Replay of Torture across ‘Other’ Places and ‘Eu-
rope’: The Case of Migration at the Bosnian-Croatian Border.” Migration 
and Torture in Today’s World, ed. Fabio Perocco, 139–160. https://doi.
org/10.30687/978-88-6969-635-0/006

Beznec, Barbara, Marc Speer & Marta Stojić Mitrović. 2016. Governing the Bal-
kan Route. Macedonia, Serbia and the European Border Regime. Beograd: 
Rosa Luxemburg Stiftung Southeast Europe. 

Border Violence Monitoring Network (BVMN). 2020. “Balkan Region Report” 
https://borderviolence.eu/uploads/document/file/509/Working-Doc-Au-
gust-Report-BVMN-2.pdf. Accessed: 23 April 2026.

Border Violence Monitoring Network (BVMN). 2021. “Violence within State 
Borders: Bosnia and Herzegovina” Available from: https://borderviolence.
eu/uploads/document/file/461/IV-BiH5247.pdf. Accessed: 23 April 2026.

Bužinkić, Emina & Maddalena Avon. 2020. “Pushback as a Technology of Crim-
migration.” In Causes and Consequences of Migrant Criminalization, ed. 
Neža Kogovšek Šalamon, 157–170. Cham: Springer International.

Campbell, Simon, Marijana Hameršak & Marta Stojić Mitrović. 2025. “The Rail-
way and Clandestine Migration along the Balkan Migratory Trail.” Mobili-
ties: 1–19. https://doi.org/10.1080/17450101.2025.2506064

Council of Europe. 2019. Commissioner Mijatovic Welcomes the Closure of the 
“Vučjak” Migrant Camp in Bosnia Herzegovina Available from: https://
www.coe.int/en/web/commissioner/-/commissioner-mijatovic-wel-
comes-the-closure-of-the-vucjak-migrant-camp-in-bosnia-herzegovina 
Accessed: 23 April 2026.	

Davies, Thom, Arshad Isakjee & Jelena Obradovic-Wochnik. 2023. “Epistemic 
Borderwork: Violent Pushbacks, Refugees, and the Politics of Knowledge at 
the EU Border.” Annals of the American Association of Geographers 113 (1), 
169–188. https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2022.2077167

Davies, Thom, Arshad Isakjee & Jelena Obradovic-Wochnik. 2024. “The Politics 
of Injury: Debilitation and the Right to Maim at the EU Border.” Geopolitics 
31 (2): 531–559. https://doi.org/10.1080/14650045.2024.2339894

De Genova, Nicholas. 2019. “The Border Spectacle of Migrant ‘Victimisation’.” 
The Passerelle Collection-Coredem 19: 107–110.

Garelli, Glenda & Martina Tazzioli. 2016. “Beyond Detention: Spatial Strategies 
of Dispersal and Channels of Forced Transfer.” Environment and Planning D: 
Society and Space. Online Forum: 8 November 2016. Available from: http://

R. Gentili: Practices of Control and the Production of (Im)Mobility in Una Sana Canton (B&H)



Гласник Етнографског института САНУ LXXIV (1)

|  42  |

societyandspace.org/2016/11/08/hotspot-beyond-detention-spatial-strate-
gy-of-dispersaland-channels-of-forced-transfer/. Accessed: 23 April 2026.

Garelli, Glenda & Martina Tazzioli. 2022. “When the ‘Via’ is Fragmented and 
Disrupted: Migrants Walking along the Alpine Route.” In Viapolitics. Bor-
ders, Migration, and the Power of Locomotion, eds. William Walters, Charles 
Heller & Lorenzo Pezzani, 233–257. Durham: Duke University Press.

Gentili, Roberta, Claudio Minca & Yolanda Weima. 2026. “Camp Geographies in 
Una-Sana Canton, Bosnia and Herzegovina (2018–2022).” In Thinking Like 
a Route: Counter-Geographies of Informal Migration in the Balkans, eds. 
Claudio Minca & Yolanda Weima, 143–166. Cheltenham and Northampton: 
Edward Elgar Publishing.

Grubiša, Iva. 2018. "Us and Them? Cultural Anthropological Rethinking of 
the Fieldwork Experience in Slavonia". In Formation and Disintegration 
of the Balkan Refugee Corridor: Camps, Routes and Borders in the Croa-
tian Context, eds. Emina Bužinkić & Marijana Hameršak. 9–43. Zagreb and 
Munchen: Institute of Ethnology and Folklore Research, Centre for Peace 
Studies, Faculty of Political Science University of Zagreb – Centre for Eth-
nicity, Citizenship and Migration, bordermonitoring.eu e.V.

Hagan, Maria. 2022. “Precarious Encampments in Hostile Border Zones: The 
Methodological Challenges of and Possibilities for Studying Contingent 
Camps.” Area 54 (3): 355–364.

Hameršak, Marijana, Sabine Hess, Marc Speer & Marta Stojic Mitrović. 2020. 
“The Forging of the Balkan Route. Contextualizing the Border Regime in the 
EU Periphery.” movements. Journal for critical migration and border regime 
studies 5 (1): 9–29.

Hameršak, Marijana & Iva Pleše. 2018. “Winter Reception and Transit Center 
in the Republic of Croatia: An Ethnographic Research in the Slavonski Brod 
Refugee Camp.” In Formation and Disintegration of the Balkan Refugee Corri-
dor: Camps, Routes and Borders in the Croatian Context, eds. Emina Bužinkić 
& Marijana Hameršak. 9–43. Zagreb and München: Institute of Ethnology 
and Folklore Research, Centre for Peace Studies, Faculty of Political Science 
University of Zagreb – Centre for Ethnicity, Citizenship and Migration, bor-
dermonitoring.eu e.V.

Helms, Elissa. 2025. “Care, Control, and Covid: Pandemic Responses and the 
‘Migrant Crisis’ in the Bihać Region.” In Bosnian Fluxes. Belonging, Caring, 
and Reckoning in a Post-Cold War Semiperiphery, Eds. Henig David, Jaro-
slav Klepal & Ondřej Žíla, 87–103. London: Routledge (Taylor & Francis).

Helms, Elissa. 2025. “Race in Place: Scales of Difference along the Balkan Route 
of Migration.” Ethnic and Racial Studies 48 (3): 472–497. https://doi.org/10
.1080/01419870.2024.2394589



|  43  |

Helms, Elissa. 2023. “Social Boundaries at the EU Border: Engaged Ethnogra-
phy and Migrant Solidarity in Bihać, Bosnia–Herzegovina.” Journal of Bor-
derlands Studies 38 (2): 283–301. https://doi.org/10.1080/08865655.2022.2
108109

Hess, Sabine & Bernd Kasparek. 2017. “De-and Restabilising Schengen. The Eu-
ropean Border Regime after the Summer of Migration.” Cuadernos Europe-
os de Deusto 56 (56): 47–77.

Hess, Sabine and Bernd Kasparek. 2022. “Historicizing the Balkan Route. Gov-
erning Migration through Mobility.” In Viapolitics. Borders, Migration, and 
the Power of Locomotion, eds. William Walters, Charles Heller & Lorenzo 
Pezzani, 183–207. Durham: Duke University Press.

Hess, Sabine & Bernd Kasparek. 2017. “Under Control? Or Border (as) Conflict: 
Reflections on the European Border Regime.” Social Inclusion 5 (3): 58–68. 
https://doi.org/10.17645/si.v5i3.1004

Hromadžić, Azra. 2025. “Patchy Internalization: Transnational Migration and 
Local Buildings in the Bosnian Borderland.” Society 62: 473–485. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s12115-025-01062-3

Hromadžić, Azra. 2019. “Uninvited Citizens: Violence, Spatiality and Urban 
Ruination in Postwar and Postsocialist Bosnia and Herzegovina.” In The 
Spatiality of Violence in Post-war Cities, eds. Emma Elfversson, Ivan Gusic 
& Kristine Höglund. Routledge, 34–56.  https://doi.org/10.1080/23802014.
2019.1646615 

Isakjee, Arshad, Thom Davies, Jelena Obradović-Wochnik & Karolina Augustová. 
2020. “Liberal Violence and the Racial Borders of the European Union.” An-
tipode 52 (6): 1751–1773. https://doi.org/10.1111/anti.12670

Jordan, Joanna & Claudio Minca. 2023. “Makeshift Camp Geographies and In-
formal Migration Corridors.” Progress in Human Geography 47 (2): 259–279. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/03091325231154878

Karamandidou, Lena & Bernd Kasparek. 2022. “From Exception to Extra-Legal 
Normality: Pushbacks and Racist State Violence against People Crossing 
the Greek–Turkish Land Border.” State Crime Journal 11 (1): 12–32.  https://
doi.org/10.13169/statecrime.11.1.0012

Katz, Irit. 2017. “‘The Common Camp’: Temporary Settlements as a Spatio-Po-
litical Instrument in Israel-Palestine.” The Journal of Architecture 22 (1): 
54–103. https://doi.org/10.1080/13602365.2016.1276095

Klix. 2020, August 19. “Završeni protesti u Bihaću: Policajci dobili aplauz, a 
državna vlast kritiku zbog migranata.” Available from: https://www.klix.
ba/vijesti/bih/zavrseni-protesti-u-bihacu-policajci-dobili-aplauz-a-drzav-
na-vlast-kritiku-zbog-migranata/200829091 Accessed: 23 April 2026.

Kurnik, Andrej & Maple Razsa. 2020. “Reappropriating the Balkan Route: Mo-

R. Gentili: Practices of Control and the Production of (Im)Mobility in Una Sana Canton (B&H)



Гласник Етнографског института САНУ LXXIV (1)

|  44  |

bility Struggles and Joint-Agency in Bosnia and Herzegovina.” Dve domov-
ini 52: 7–23. https://doi.org/10.3986/dd.2020.2.01

Leshem, Noam & Alasdair Pinkerton. 2016. “Re-Inhabiting No-Man’s Land: 
Genealogies, Political Life and Critical Agendas.” Transactions of the 
Institute of British Geographers 41 (1): 41–53. https://doi.org/10.1111/
tran.12102

Leutloff-Grandits, Carolin. 2023. “The Balkans as ’Double Transit Space’: Bound-
ary Demarcations and Boundary Transgressions Between Local Inhabitants 
and ‘Transit Migrants’ in the Shadow of the EU Border Regime”. Journal of 
Borderlands Studies 38 (2): 191–209.  https://doi.org/10.1080/08865655.20
22.2164043 

Martin, Diana, Claudio Minca & Irit Katz. 2020. “Rethinking the Camp: On Spa-
tial Technologies of Power and Resistance.” Progress in Human Geography 
44 (4): 743–768.  https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132519856702

Mezzadra, Sandro & Brett Neilson. 2013. Border as Method, or the Multiplica-
tion of Labor. Durham: Duke University Press. https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ct-
v1131cvw

Minca, Claudio & Jessica Collins. 2021. “The Game. Or ‘the Making of Migration’ 
along the Balkan Route.“ Political Geography 91. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
polgeo.2021.102490

Minca, Claudio. 2022. “The Biopolitics Multiple and the Refugee Sovereign Ban”. 
Environment and Planning C: Politics and Space 40 (1): 13–15. https://doi.
org/.1177/2399654420981389c

Minca, Claudio & Dragan Umek. 2020. “The New Refugee ‘Balkan Route’: Field 
Notes from the Bosnian Border.” Rivista Geografica Italiana 127 (1): 5–34. 
https://doi.org/10.3280/RGI2020-001001

Minca, Claudio & Yolanda Weima (eds). 2026. Thinking Like a Route. Chelten-
ham: Edward Elgar.

Mlinarević, Gorana & Nidžara Ahmetašević. 2022. People on the Move in BiH 
2019-2021. In Between. (Un)welcome to No Man’s Land. Sarajevo and Thes-
saloniki: Heinrich Böll Stiftung. 

Mucko, Bojan, Iva Pleše & Tea Škokić. 2022. “Game.” December 29, 2022. e-ER-
IM: an online network of keywords of the European irregularized migration 
regime at the periphery of the EU, https://e-erim.ief.hr/pojam/p-gejm-p-
2307ccc9-f8c2-44b8-a3e1-609ccc46f44c.pdf?locale=en

Pozniak, Romana. 2022. Humanitarni rad u kontekstu izbjeglištva i migracija 
u posttranzicijskoj Hrvatskoj. Doktorski rad. Filozofski fakultet Sveučilišta 
u Zagrebu.

Šantic, Danica, Nermin Oruč & Simona DEgiorgi. 2022. “Transitional Shelters 
on a Policy Landslide – Experiencing Displacement on the Frontline in Bos-



|  45  |

nia and Herzegovina”. Journal of Balkan and Near Eastern Studies 24 (3): 
520–541. https://doi.org/10.1080/19448953.2021.2015663

Stojić Mitrović, Marta. 2019 (online 2018). “The Reception of Migrants in Serbia: 
Policies, Practices and Concepts.” In: The Challenges of Migration in South-
east Europe: social workers as Promotors of Human Rights in the times of 
Rising Anti-migration Sentiment in the Countries of South East Europe, eds. 
Julia M. Watkins & Darja Zaviršek. Special Issue of the Journal of Human 
Rights and Social Work 4 (1): 17–27.

Stojić Mitrović, Marta, Nidžara Ahmetašević, Barbara Beznec & Andrej Kurnik. 
2020. The Dark Sides of Europeanisation. Serbia, Bosnia and Herzegovina 
and the EUropean Border Regime. Beograd: Rosa Luxemburg Stiftung for 
Southeast Europe. 

Stojić Mitrović, Marta and Ana Vilenica. 2021. “Enforcing and disrupting cir-
cular movement in an EU Borderscape: Housingscaping in Serbia.” In Re-
sisting Citizenship, eds. Deanna Dadusc, Margherita Grazioli & Miguel A. 
Martínez, 20–38. London: Routledge.

Tazzioli, Martina. 2018. “Containment through Mobility: Migrants’ Spatial Diso-
bediences and the Reshaping of Control Through the Hotspot System.” Jour-
nal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 44 (16): 2764–2779. https://doi.org/10.
1080/1369183X.2017.1401514

Tazzioli, Martina. 2020. “Governing Migrant Mobility through Mobili-
ty: Containment and Dispersal at the Internal Frontiers of Europe.” En-
vironment and Planning C: Politics and Space 38 (1): 3–19. https://doi.
org/10.1177/2399654419839065

Tazzioli, Martina. 2021. “‘Keeping on the Move without Letting Pass’: Rethink-
ing Biopolitics through Mobility.” Environment & Planning C: Politics and 
Space: 7–10.

Tazzioli, Martina. 2019. The Making of Migration: The Biopolitics of Mobility at 
Europe’s Borders. London: Sage Publications 

Tazzioli, Martina. 2020. “The Politics of Migrant Dispersal. Dividing and Polic-
ing Migrant Multiplicities.” Migration Studies 8 (4): 510–529. https://doi.
org/10.1177/2399654419839065

Tazzioli, Martina & Glenda Garelli. 2020. “Containment beyond Detention: The 
Hotspot System and Disrupted Migration Movements across Europe.” En-
vironment and planning D: society and space 38 (6): 1009–1027. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0263775818759335

United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. 2018. “Inter-Agency Opera-
tional Update: Refugees and Migrants Situation – Bosnia and Herzegovina”. 
https://data.unhcr.org/es/documents/details/65275

Weima, Yolanda & Hanno Brankamp. 2022. “Camp Methodologies: The ‘How’ 

R. Gentili: Practices of Control and the Production of (Im)Mobility in Una Sana Canton (B&H)



Гласник Етнографског института САНУ LXXIV (1)

|  46  |

of Studying Camps.” Area 54 (3): 338–346.  https://doi.org/10.1111/ar-
ea.12787

Walters, William. 2015. “Migration, Vehicles, and Politics: Three Theses on 
Viapolitics.” European Journal of Social Theory 18 (4): 469–488. https://doi.
org/10.1177/136843101455485

Walters, William, Charles Heller & Lorenzo Pezzani, eds. 2022. Viapolitics. Bor-
ders, Migration, and the Power of Locomotion. Durham: Duke University 
Press. 

Примљено/Received: 05. 12. 2025.
Прихваћено/Accepted: 22. 04. 2026.


