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ABSTRACT

Argentina and Chile share the third world’s longest international
land boundary (5,150 km) delineated by the mountains of the
southern section of The Andes. Complex relationships, migratory
and commercial exchanges, as well as imaginaries/representations
and policies concerning nature conservation and cultural heritage
preservation have either divided or brought both countries
together, throughout their history as Nation States and neighbors.

Argentine and Chilean academics have studied regional
borderlands as rather watertight compartments. This tendency to
reproduce in the scientific research field the social construction of
borders as a limit or division has been modified over the last two
decades. Critical and binational studies, from multiple disciplinary
perspectives and scales, have explored the transformation of this
space shared throughout history. This article collects and
systematizes background studies on the Araucania (Chile) and
North Patagonia (Argentina) frontier to identify the main
theoretical contributions from Geography and other Social
Sciences which have improved debates on space in this
borderland. This descriptive research is based on a theoretical and
thematic analysis of both recent academic production and
activities. Some of the conclusions are: (1) Currently, studies focus
on the subjective dimensions of borders. (2) The notion of region
as a living space enables us to give center stage to the treatment
of border subnational areas. (3) The notion of scale permits us
to connect power relations to the dialectics nationalism/
internationalization, at interregional and intraregional level. (4)
The concept of landscape unveils the importance of imaginaries/
representations in the processes of territorialization and

frontierization.

Introduction

For decades, Araucania and North Patagonia binational borderland studies have evolved
in rather watertight compartments, separating research projects carried out by Argentine
and Chilean academics. This tendency is closely connected with the concept of frontier as
a barrier, also from the academic and educational scope. Although in the English language

CONTACT Brenda Matossian @ bmatossian@gmail.com @ Researcher, Saavedra 15 - Piso 5°, CP 1083 Buenos Aires,

Argentina
© 2016 CONICET (Consejo Nacional de Investigaciones Cientificas y Técnicas)


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7920-0480
mailto:bmatossian@gmail.com
http://www.tandfonline.com

2 (&) B.MATOSSIAN AND L. VEJSBJERG

it is difficult to reconcile the strong connotation of frontier, as the limit of the settlement,
with the notion of border, at the present, in Spanish language frontier refers to border.
Hence, in order to simplify the translation of the Latinamerican background studies,
and to present the several meanings of frontier, the authors prefer to maintain this
word in this case.

Such an approach is consistent with a geographical tradition focused on studying geo-
graphical spaces within the national state boundaries. This was outlined by Benedetti
(2007, 13) with the assertion “from the beginning, Geography identified ‘national geogra-
phy as the main object of study, in an effort to understand and legitimate the links
between the formation of national states, as components of a world system, and the
material basis which defines a nation.”

Thus, several studies have tried to analyze regional processes disregarding what was
happening on the other side of the mountain range, as if the social space, even the
natural environment, could not actually extend beyond the international boundary. At
the same time, those approaches on frontiers considered them as areas “empty” of
sociability.

This international boundary, the world’s third longest one (5,150 km-long), was
marked on mountains with different altitudes, running in a north-south direction: in
the Central Andes (center and north of Argentina and Chile) there exist several peaks
exceeding 6,000 m.a.s.l., while in the Austral Andes, in the Southern region of both
countries, there are lower elevations and more valleys and passes across the mountain
range which have made human mobility easier in both directions.

In addition to the notion of mountain range as a physical barrier, complex relation-
ships and links have politically divided or brought both countries together, throughout
their history as nation states and neighbors. The notion of frontier is understood not
as a natural feature but as a social construction, a boundary imposed at the same time
the national States were formed. The frontier should be understood as a meeting and
exchange space, as a frontier zone (Bandieri 2001, 2005) also from the academic and insti-
tutional perspective. Consequently, it is necessary to comprehend diplomatic tensions
between both countries and the economic and political ups and downs as factors that,
to a certain extent, contextualize the existence of binational networks that link
researchers.

Throughout the 20™ century there were periods when discourses concerning national
security were exacerbated, especially during dictatorial governments (Benedetti and Salizzi
2014). As has been analyzed by Barelli and Azcoitia (2015), these tensions were made
explicit in the 1930s when the Argentine State implemented a number of strategies
which sought the “deschilenizacién” (De-chileanization) of the region; such tensions con-
tinued during Aramburu’s dictatorship (1955-1958) and the democratic governments of
presidents Arturo Frondizi and Arturo Illia (1963-1966). These authors suggest that the
complete “pretorizacion” of the State (Understood as the taking of state functions by
the military corporation which largely exceed its specific duties) which was implemented
by Juan Carlos Ongania’s dictatorship (1966-1970) created a new framework for these
representations, which was marked by political authoritarianism and territorial national-
ism (Barelli and Azcoitia 2015, 6-7). These nationalist visions became particularly critical
during the last Argentine dictatorial period that was partly concurrent with the Chilean
military government of Pinochet (1973-1990). In those years, the production of
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geographical knowledge linked to frontier issues put the focus on perspectives concerning
“territorial consciousness and a glorification of national essentialism” that sustained the
construction of an image of the Andes range as a wall or “trouble” zone (Cicalese
2009). There are also studies that have explored geography school textbooks in which
frontier areas were shown as conflict areas, sparsely populated areas whose fundamental
need was its protection (Concheiro 2008).

In some segments of the civil society within both countries, there persisted intense geo-
political tensions connected to dictatorial regimes, especially between the 1970s and
1980s. The prevailing social rules shaped societies in which the decisions of the highest
political and military leaders were compelling, and the citizens’ participation was drasti-
cally restrained. During 1978, in an atmosphere of ongoing tension derived from the
Beagle Channel dispute, Agentina and Chile were nearly involved in an armed
confrontation.

As part of a territorial-security border policy, Argentine authorities adopted restrictive
criteria when granting permanent residence rights to Chilean people, showing clearly the
existing tension due to the boundary dispute in the Southern region (Marmora 1984;
Sassone 1987).

The return to democracy in 1983 in Argentina and in 1990 in Chile marked the begin-
ning of a new bilateral rapprochement era. Some years later, this period was articulated
with a process of greater regional integration since the creation of the Common Market
of the South (Mercosur) in 1991 formed by Argentina, Brazil, Uruguay, and Paraguay
as full members and Chile and Bolivia as associate countries. This integration, which in
the first years aimed mainly at the free movement of goods, has in the last decade
showed visible progress towards a conception of free movement of persons. In line with
this last point, the establishment of the Union of South American Nations (Unasur) in
2007 has furthered an attempt to build a regional citizenship. In this respect, the Migration
Law No 25.871 passed in Argentina at the end of 2003 is a ground-breaking and paradig-
matic case due to its unprecedented approach in terms of migrant’s rights.

However, diplomatic, economic and political changes do not keep pace with social and
cultural changes, which tend to be much slower. Thus, many years passed before this col-
laborative approach evolved in the direction of binational academic productions. The
main advances are described in this article.

This research deals with border areas from a perspective that goes beyond the idea of
barrier, which is an image that suggests separate realities and prevents the analysis of exist-
ing meaningful interactions in demographic, social and cultural terms. Likewise, borders
can get porous allowing a rich and complex interchange between neighboring nations.
From these starting points, the purpose was to address questions such as: What contri-
butions have been made by geography to analyze the concept of frontier in Araucania-
North Patagonia? Which are the contributions that have been made in this region?

Methodology

This descriptive research aims to explore the academic productions of the last few years
related to the border area known as Araucania-North Patagonia (Figure 1) and to
analyze where we stand on the issue of binational studies. The corpus of information com-
prises the following:
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Figure 1. Spatial Delimitations to Define North Patagonia—Araucania. Source: Own Research Based on
Lolich et al. 2011; Matossian and Sassone 2011; Hajduk, Albornoz, and M. Lezcano 2011.

e Proceedings of the Argentine-Chilean Binational Meetings (between 2007 and 2012);

e Books resulting from the two first Binational Workshops organized in San Carlos de
Bariloche during 2010 and 2011;

e Background information on geographical investigations on borders made by Argentine
and Chilean researchers, in this area of study;

o Trans-Andean Studies Review, Journal of the Chilean-Argentine Association of Histori-
cal Studies and Cultural Integration.

With the purpose of drawing up a state-of-the-art definition, we first analyze the sec-
ondary sources focused on identifying the area of study. Then, key concepts from the field
of geography (geographic scale, region and cultural landscape), as well as theoretical and
methodological contributions from other Social Sciences in cross-disciplinary investi-
gations are addressed.

State of the Art and Conceptual Debates
Recent Debates on Borderlands in America

The frontier as a common topic for analysis began to be considered as a relevant factor
since the work of Turner (1893) in the border between US and Canada. The author con-
sidered the frontier not just an evidence of the moving line of settlement, but a process
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which structured and conferred a symbolic meaning to the pioneer that dared to enter into
the wilderness of a state that was just being formed. As Altenbernd and Trimble Young
(2014) point out, the concept of frontier has been central to recent studies on settler colo-
nialism in the western borders of the US and, presently, it is far from the ethnocentric and
nationalistic condition that Turner ascribed to the concept. These authors carry out a
review of American academics’ historiographic work presenting alternative narratives to
analyze frontiers as a multicultural and multiscale space.

As regards the meaning of frontiers, the transition from settlement advance to regional
development is analyzed by Kellerman (2007), who maintains that it is difficult to identify
active primary settlement frontiers in the original Turnerian sense on the contemporary
global map; however, frontier’s original meaning as the expansion of human activity
from cores into peripheries is not lost. For this reason, they claim that within the
context of economic globalization, it is essential to examine the static frontiers (associated
to settlement) and the dynamic frontiers (associated to extractive activities).

Within the South American context, there has been significant progress towards the
analysis of cultural diversity and biodiversity conservation in some sections of the exten-
sive Amazonian border which is shared by nine countries (Salisbury and Weinstein 2014).
These spaces can be defined as peripheral and subject to local-regional strong tensions
with respect to the implementation of supranational infrastructure initiatives and local
models for biodiversity conservation.

Previously, and in line with this approach, Livingston and Harrison (1980) pointed out
that, as metaphor and myth, the concept of border is a powerful one. This fact enabled
many researchers to apply the concept of frontier wilderness not only to temporal
scales, detached from the social and historical context in which it was coined in the US,
but to smaller spatial scales applying it to subnational borders or even to urban internal
borders. For Lacoste (1983) this last anthropo-geographical perspective is the type of fron-
tier that currently prevails in Europe, where spatial boundaries correlate with an ethnic
group, a people or a nation. However, this author further indicates that the inadequacy
of this border categorization lies in that it is exclusively focused on the frontier-line.

The debate on the need to understand the theory of borders as process and changing
quality has found a highly productive environment for analysis in the motion turn in the
social sciences (Konrad 2015). In this respect, cultural geography and critical geopolitics
can contribute to the study of the frontier as a living space, where the diverse social, econ-
omic and historical ties have gone through continuities and discontinuities in regional
spaces. Throughout the years those spaces have suffered a strong political dependence
from the political decision-making centers of the new states, and presently they are
subject to pressures from transnational private agents which try to intervene in the territory.

In order to exercise sovereignty over regional areas considered as remote and periph-
eral, historically, one of the mechanisms used by national states has been the creation of
social imaginaries through the selection of cartography and specific landscapes to which
they gave distinct personality traits to express an alleged calling for the use of their terri-
tory. For example, in the concerned mountainous region of Araucania—North Patagonia,
the selected images evoked an Argentine-Chilean Switzerland; at first, as an area for
farming, when immigration from North and Central Europe was being encouraged to
colonize the lands that had been taken from the native people by military campaigns
on both sides of the Andes at the turn of the 19 century. Later, during the 1930s,
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using a similar strategy to that applied by the US at the end of the 19™ century, Argentina
and Chile created the first national parks of South America in the concerned frontier area.
In this second phase, the images depicting an Argentine—Chilean Switzerland were resigni-
fied for the leisure and enjoyment of tourists, associated with the image of a pristine and
untouched nature. This was in line with the world tendency to create national parks, which
in Argentina’s case was associated to a selective type of settlement during the 1930s and
1940s (Vejsbjerg, Nufiez, and Matossian 2014).

Recent Debates on the Patagonian Border

Within the Argentine-Chilean border area, the Patagonian region has specific character-
istics as regards its historical development. It was a troubled region because during the 19™
century the new national states were in conflict with the different indigenous peoples and
were trying to debilitate and remove them (Bandieri 2005; Benedetti 2014). In that period
the military campaigns also sought to control the mountain passes which led to further
native population displacements across The Andes (Bandieri 2000).

After the subjugation of the indigenous societies, the national state planned to start a
“white” settlement to establish sovereignty through a strategic military occupation of
the region. In that period, between the last two decades of the 19" century and the first
years of the 20™ century, the fortin (fortified outpost) became a distinctive spatial
element for border defensive purposes (Bandieri 2000). Frontier control was not comple-
tely achieved before the first decades of the 20™ century, and the establishment of customs
turned out to be one of the strongest elements showing the state’s presence. These explain
the particular and late process of fronterization (Grimson 2003) in this region.

Research on the frontier and territory produced studies of great interest from perspec-
tives focused on cartography. Lois and Zusman analyze the process by means of which
Patagonia is put on the Eastern world map, through the production of dissemination
texts from literary and cartographic works that “gave an account of the progress made
by the ruling elite in the appropriation of the alleged domination territory, particularly
the cartographic survey activities and the appropriation, exploration and colonization of
the Patagonian territory” (Lois and Zusman 2007, 13) after the military campaign, the
so-called “desert” campaign. Along the same line, Mazzitelli Mastricchio’s work (2007)
analyzes the development of frontier cartographies through the creation of the Inter-
national Boundaries Office in 1891, the centralized body agency dealing with all issues
concerning international borders.

Caminos (2007) tackles the frontier issue from an anthropological perspective, analyz-
ing the weight of academic discursive practices concerning geopolitical representations
and identity constructs articulated around the notions we-others.

Among the few approaches centered in the spatial dimensions of the frontier, Maiz
(2006) explores the perceptions of otherness through the space in the Andean Range. Ana-
lyzing the changes in the perception of geographical features such as the mountain range,
he claims that the space relation universally supports the specificity of identities. Thus, the
author reviews the meanings attributed to the Andean massif de muro a portal (from wall
to gateway). He also points out the relevance of the notion of mountain range as a barrier,
when aiming at the construction of national identities. Besides, he makes an interesting
proposition indicating that the Andes range, as a social frontier space, has been shaped
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from different representations and that, in the 20 century two visions stand out: one that
reinforces the idea of division, and a second one that seeks a cordial and friendly mutual
understanding. Generally, the first is linked to the state apparatuses and the second to
culture.

Joint Lines of Work: An Interinstitutional Perspective

The growing interest in the study of frontiers during the last decades has also crystallized
in research institutions specifically focused on this topic. Although this is by no means an
exhaustive list, some key scientific institutions devoted to the regional study of frontier
areas which show a rather recent development will be mentioned. One of the first was
formed in Europe: the Association of European Border Regions, created in 1971 and
with some previous history in the 1960s.

Within the American continent, this interest gained ground decades later. In North
America, the creation of the Association for Borderlands Studies constitutes a clear
example. Created in 1976, its earlier approaches were linked to the complex border
between the United States and México, to then expand to other global frontier areas,
from a multidisciplinary perspective (Laine 2014).

In Latin America, academics from different social sciences interested in frontier studies
have built working relationships for two decades now. Under the Mercosur framework,
the Forum Universitario Mercosul (Fomerco), created in 2000, is a researchers’ network
that addresses problems linked to South America integration, including frontier issues.
However, in the subregion of concern there is a remarkable background which will be
described thoroughly.

The Chilean-Argentine Association of Historical Studies and Cultural Integration,
founded in Mendoza (Argentina) in 1995, constitutes the first big effort in this line. Its
aim is to embody not only historians but scientists from other disciplines that may go
beyond the research and teaching areas and work also with local government, neighboring
groups, and other organizations.

Its main academic event is the Chilean-Argentine Conference of Historical Studies and
Cultural Integration which has stood out in this binational studies line. Moreover, the
association runs the Trans-Andean Studies Review which by 2015 had published 17
volumes. This journal presents diverse topics from different viewpoints, thus encouraging
interdisciplinary research. It includes remarkable research papers which explore the
relationship between nation-states and local communities of “marginal” territories, like
Patagonia, all throughout the whole binational frontier. The editorial texts stand out on
account of their consistency when positioning the journal within research lines that
strengthen integrationist and Latinoamericanist ties.

Also, by the end of the 1990s the Center of Trans-Andean Studies was created in the
School of Social and Political Sciences of the Cuyo National University. The center
shares common interests and members with the Chilean-Argentine Association of His-
torical Studies and Cultural Integration. In 2002 the center increased its scope and
became the Center of Trans-Andean and Latin American Studies. It has a rather long
history in the organization of academic activities which totals 11 seminars. All meetings
were held in Mendoza city (Argentina). Having the same venue for the meetings through-
out the years, in a way, weakens the binational character of the seminar.
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Analysis of the Scales of Studies, Criteria for their Spatial Delimitation

The spatial delimitation of the Argentine-Chilean frontier studies in the region denomi-
nated North Patagonia-Araucania reveals semantic differences as well as a variation in
geographical and time scales, according to the issues addressed by each discipline.

As Benedetti highlights (2014, 14) “scales are not defined before the research, but on the
contrary, they are part of the research problem.” Consequently, identifying the scales of
work in these binational studies constitutes a key element in the analysis. Figure 1 aims
to synthetize and compare schematically the different spatial delimitations and predomi-
nant criteria used in recent works on North Patagonia-Araucania. Generally, a spatial
delimitation entails taking a flexible stance, which includes resorting to physical and
natural traits, a shared regional history, a network space and/or the village concept (the
last as a method for anthropological analysis). This fact allows expanding studies to the
rural/urban scope according to multiple indicators of socio-cultural practices.

Thus, research projects were grouped around two central core themes: (a) The land-
scape’s ecological and physiographic dimensions and, (b) the landscape’s sociocultural
dimensions.

(a) The landscape’s ecological and physiographic dimensions have been included
mainly in investigations related to:

(1) The interactions and interchanges among pre-colonial human groups. In the case of
these studies based on archaeological records at a wider time scale (from 10,000 years
B.P. until 1500-1800 years before the military campaigns: “Pacification of Araucania,”
(Chile), and the “Desert Campaign,” (Argentina). It can be concluded that the land-
scape had a “high degree of sociocultural homogeneity based on a scenario where the
environment resources were complementary, with connections-interactions between
similar social groups and that would include, as well, contacts with more distant
locations like the Atlantic and grassland coasts” (Hajduk, Albornoz, and
M. Lezcano 2011); these continuous—discontinuous contacts among native peoples
in an environment denominated wooded lacustrine (lacustre boscoso) by Albornoz
and Cuneo (2000), are also included, from a totalizing approach, within the great
Southern Cone frontier—territory formed by the new Argentine, Uruguayan and
Chilean States during the 19™ century (Tamagnini and Pérez Zavala 2011).

(2) The state policies which created the first national parks to establish the sovereignty of
the national states during the 1920s and 1930s, and the role played by the national
state in the construction of the mountain range landscape comprised in the Argentine
Northwest Patagonia and Chilean Central Southern mountain range. The points
under discussion include settlement policies towards old settlers/native peoples and
the subdivision of these protected national areas according to their use (Pérez,
Reyes Alvarez, and Erra 2013).

(3) The creation of an Argentine-Chilean Switzerland image, which was built linking the
ideas of an untouched nature within the national parks, with the agricultural activities
carried out in the first farming colonies, and the urban/picturesque architecture in the
tourist support centers (cities and touristic villages located within the jurisdiction of
these first national parks) (Bessera 2011; Lolich, Vejsbjerg, and Ponte 2011). This
touristic image contributed to establish this frontier region, full of Andean beauties,
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as a “morphological unit in consonance with the national designs derived from the
generation of the eighties and beyond the second half of the twentieth century”
(Bondel 2011, 45).

The conservation policies in a frontier area which has a homogeneous landscape and
where, in 2007, among other recognitions, UNESCO declared two adjacent zones as
Biosphere Reserves: the Andean-North Patagonian Biosphere Reserve (Argentina)
and the Southern Andes Temperate Rainforest Biosphere Reserve (Chile). Both
protect a mountain range strip of approximately 600 km shared by different habitats
belonging to the world’s southernmost temperate forests. It is worth mentioning that
the authors refer to only one Biosphere Reserve in the Chilean-Argentine North Pata-
gonian Region (Navarro Floria 2011; Rosales Urrutia 2011).

(b) From the landscape’s sociocultural dimensions, the following approaches can be

mentioned:

(1)

)

3)

(4)

(5)

The commercial relationships between Southern Chile (including the Araucania zone
and cities like Valdivia, Osorno, Llanquihue) and the Argentine North Patagonia
(Almonacid 2011).

The complex network of trade routes controlled by mapuches, huillines serranos and
pehuenches, during the 18™ and 19™ centuries between Araucania-Valdivia (actually
Chile) and the Trans-Andean or Buenos Aires pampas (actually Argentina) (Carrefio
Palma 2011).

The regional sectoral alliances linked to trade circuits in the territory comprised
between the 42™! and 43™ parallel South, delimited to the West by the Pacific
Ocean and to the East by the Nahul Huapi Lake shoreline (Méndez and Muioz Sou-
garret 2013).

The strategies for tourism and urbanization development in the axis formed by the
cities located in Chile’s X Region (Puerto Montt, Osorno, and Puerto Varas) and
the Andean North Patagonia (Bariloche’s influence zone) which set the bases for
creating landscape attractiveness as well as territorial connectivity, which have contin-
ued until today (Lolich et al. 2013).

The existing consistency both in the aesthetics and memory of the Chilean-Argentine
North Patagonian frontier and the Aysén Region in Chilean Patagonia (Nuiez 2011).
Studies connected with researches related to the historical population mobility among
different Argentine North Patagonia provinces (Rio Negro and Neuquén) and the
Chilean Araucania (Chilean X Los Lagos Region and XIV Los Rios Region)
(Matossian and Sassone 2011). Passes identified in Figure 1 correspond to those
having greater human mobility, as regards population movements in the second
half of the 20" century. The Puyehue and Tromen Passes stand out at first level on
account of their highest absolute values (De Marco and Sassone 1994).

As has been proven, the point under discussion continues to be delimiting the area of

study generally known as Araucania (Chile)-Norpatagonia (Argentina). Besides the com-
plexity which introduces the time variable, that explains the change in the use of topony-
mical names and/or the inclusion of others, it is essential to mention the existence of other
elements which have been largely worked from geography. Such elements as the concepts



10 (&) B.MATOSSIAN AND L. VEJSBJERG

of geographical scale (which, in turn, implies considering social actors from different social
levels), region (as a dynamic space and not a priori delimited) and cultural landscape
(which allows us to explain the relational dynamics beyond the jurisdictional boundaries
between both nation states) serve as a basis for the analysis of a frontier space.

North Patagonia-Araucania: Identities and Representations from History

The Trans-Andean Studies Review has published articles focusing on the north area of the
Argentine-Chilean Patagonia, where interesting questions were raised from history about
the frontier space and the construction of sovereignty in the “peripheries.” Teobaldo
declares that the landscapes and inhabitants have been reduced to mere representations.
Elements such as the physical geography, the vast spatial dimensions, the isolation result-
ing from physical and mental distances and the lack of means to solve it, were the raw
material from which discourses on Patagonia territories, their inhabitants and the
agents who had to civilize them, were woven. “The high recurrence of certain metaphors
used in their reports can be understood as the institutionalization of an image linked
essentially to the defence of the national sovereignty and the consequent formation of
the national identity as the safeguard of borders” (Teobaldo 2008, 94).

Along the same line and focused on identity constructions, Benclovitz (2012) gives an
account of the limitations imposed on Chilean migrants in Argentina by the Decree Law
15.385/44 denominated Creation of Security Zones in frontier areas which declared it was
convenient for national interests that properties located in the security zone belong to
native Argentine citizens. He also explains how by revaluating the national state activities,
a double invisibilization of indigenous communities gained ground through discourses
that propounded the previous extermination of native peoples, and others that referred
to the Chilean-indigenous elements as negative elements. This line was also analyzed in
the work of Porma Onate (2012) about the impact of the collective imaginary of a domi-
nant and hegemonic culture linked to the nation state which, using a colonial logic, aims to
homogenize the construction of a stereotyped image of the mapuche people as wild and
barbaric.

Another significant contribution was made by Navarro Floria (2007a) with respect to
the representations of time and space in the future projects designed for North Patagonia.
This author suggested that Patagonia’s regional reality was organized around a positivist
idea of progress, according to which the National Territories constituted, by the end of the
19™ century and the beginning of the 20™ century, an experimentation where the peoples
could not exercise political sovereignty.

These meaningful contributions were still analyzing this space differentially with
respect to the national states of Chile or Argentina. The following section examines
those which went further in an integrated approach.

Review of Studies carried out on Borderland Thematics in Southern
Argentina and Chile

To date, a small number of studies from Chilean and Argentine researchers have adopted a
definite binational perspective when addressing their borderlands. However, there are
many important works which analyze frontier dynamics. The research on Trevelin
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(Argentina) and Futaleuft (Chile) settlements carried out by Baeza (2007) stand out. Baeza
maintains that the frontier spaces located on the nation’s hinterland revealed ways of gen-
erating social practices different from those in the rest of the nation. She gives priority to the
metaphorical use of the internal and external frontier, linked to the process of building cul-
tural identity based on the collective memory of the Argentine-Chilean frontier.

From a historical perspective, it is worth mentioning the research of Méndez (2005) on
the importance of the axis San Carlos de Bariloche-Puerto Montt; also, Pablo Lacoste
(2005) compiled the work “Argentina, Chile and their neighbors (1810-2000)”. Moving
forward in the analysis of frontier spaces, we find the studies of Bandieri, particularly
Crossing the mountain range. The Argentine-Chilean frontier (Bandieri 2001).

In a significant book concerning frontier studies: “Frontiers on the move and geographi-
cal imaginaries” (Nufez, Sanchez, and Arenas 2013), Chilean and Argentine researchers
address a wide range of topics from interdisciplinary perspectives. The editors rely on a
geography that includes memory, historicity, diversity, and complexity as the cornerstones
supporting the study of a frontier space from its material perspective and taking into
account the spatial dimension of the social element. Geographical imaginaries are under-
stood “as the result of social narratives, actions, mechanisms, discourses that fix in the col-
lective retina a way of perceiving space and therefore, a way of acting in it” (Nuiiez, Sdnchez,
and Arenas 2013, 16). These authors emphasize how the image of a solid mountain range
frontier formed part of a broader process of spatial rationalization, derived from the colo-
nial period and consistent with centrality parameters. From a semiological approach,
Paulsen Bilbao (2013) examines teaching textbooks and highlights how the imaginaries
used to teach a national geography built a notion of a mountain range that isolates,
while functioning as a natural guarantee of the country’s sovereignty. On the other
hand, Araya Palacios (2013) analyzes recent texts from the multidimensionality of the
Andes mountain range and concludes, that the gradual diversification of texts allows us
to go further in the consideration of the topic, from physical and geopolitical dimensions.

As regards the relevance of scales in frontier studies, as Tapia and Ovando (2013, 265)
point out, “the relations that give meaning to the frontier space affect their configuration
and representation—one at territorial scale connected to the global, towards the trans-
frontier and the mobility; another at national scale towards the frontier as containment
and fragmentation.” This idea takes up again the key notion of scale to comprehend the
complexity of associated representations in the frontier space. Besides, Tapia and
Ovando warn that the approaches must transcend the methodological nationalisms to
really tackle frontier spaces in their contradictions as scale condensers and power struggles
in divergent directions.

Finally, Benedetti and Laguado (2013) examine the Argentine-Chilean frontier space
based on the notion of places system. They identify a North Patagonia subzone in
which the places system is defined by numerous towns and small medium-sized cities
nearby the border and by the presence of National Parks.

Taking a Step towards Binational Joint Research: The Binational
Workshops

The binational perspective in borderland studies transcends the analysis of a territory that
goes beyond the national states’ boundaries; it also refers to binational approaches in the
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works’ authorship and academic efforts. In this respect, the binational workshops orga-
nized by the Research Institute for Cultural Diversity and Processes of Change
(IIDyPCa, CONICET-UNRN) in San Carlos de Bariloche (Argentina) during 2010,
2011 and 2015 and in Pucén (Chile) in 2013, encouraged through in-person meetings
and debates the start of joint research work among academics of both countries belonging
to different universities and science centers. One of the outcomes of said meetings was the
publication of three books compiling scientific articles. In those works, the thematic
organization of studies and the tendency to publish papers between Argentine and
Chilean authors stand out; this has broadened the area of studies and increased the
number of compilation units on both sides of The Andes. It is also possible to identify
theoretical and conceptual frameworks from political geography, cultural geography,
demography, and tourism geography.

It must be made clear that this set of studies located in the North Patagonia-Araucania
region, mainly focused on the social and cultural aspects of Geography’s most relevant
notions, have been enriched by perspectives articulated in many recent studies. In Latin
America, from the pioneer works of Milton Santos (2000) to the contributions of
Lindon and Hiernaux (2012); Zusman, Haesbaert, Castro, Adamo (2011) and Souto
(2011), among others, a relevant theoretical basis which proposes a change in the compre-
hension of certain traditional geographical concepts has been consolidated during the last
few years. In some cases these studies revisit and re-signify Francophone and Anglophone
contributions with a Latin American imprint. These contributions from the fields of
Social, Cultural and Political Geography, which were briefly referenced in this article,
have formed a necessary and indispensable context for the production and development
of works on the concerned region, based on an open binational dialogue.

The dynamics of joint work itself strengthened the integration of disciplines and the-
ories, where the perspective of the geographical analysis was enriched by contributions
from regional history, urbanism and architecture, political sciences, philosophy, and
anthropology.

The following synthesis aims to evidence the main concepts related to the discussion of
frontiers in which geography has a long history in the study (geographical scale, periphery/
geographical isolation, region, cultural landscape, and territorialization processes). Like-
wise, the synthesis identifies types of approaches and/or disciplines related to geography,
the spatial delimitation, names and criteria used by different authors when defining the
study areas, all which allowed analyzing the North Patagonia—Araucania frontier space.

Geographical scale is a key concept largely used in different works; the territorial logic
underlying in its definition still remains under discussion.

In particular, the assumptions of the traditional political geography (PG), which
through a geometry of power aimed to delimit a territory physically on the basis of the
institutionalization of the nation states during the 19" and 20" century, are under
review. As Laurin and Nufez (2013) point out, in this context it was not possible to con-
sider a North Patagonian frontier because, for decades the national level constituted the
only territorial rationality, and consequently they think it is relevant to start addressing
this space by appreciating the territorial and frontier particularities. They propose that
in order to analyze the dialectics between nationalism and globalization in the 20™ and
21* centuries, it is essential to define PG as a project or as a process of comprehensibility
based on a relational fact, to address scale as a phenomenological issue (Laurin 2011).
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Therefore, this perspective would allow considering the frontier region as a new territorial
configuration where the involvement of other agents create new social relations which
imply new spatial relations (Sanchez 1992).

From cultural geography, Nuifiez (2011) points out that frontier interpretations based
only on the political delimitation of nation states have acted following the logics of a
strong territorial discourse which is imposed as social identity and ends up as an actual
fact. He included the time dimension to identify and examine the existence of weak ter-
ritorial discourses that are in conflict with the design that aims to homogenize and incor-
porate geographically isolated territories to national and global contexts.

In line with the above, Bondel (2011) makes an in-depth analysis of the notion of socio-
cultural space, highlighting the value of territorial practices with horizontal orientation
and transcending the icons (for example the mountain range) which have historically
operated as a barrier in a frontier space.

Summing up, Zusman emphasizes that though it is possible to perceive similar policies
as regards the territorial organization in Chile and Argentina, “defining territoriality is not
an exclusive prerogative of states, but also of groups and individuals building their terri-
toriality” (Zusman 2011, 67). Zusman further suggests, following Sack’s (1986) relational,
time, and plural conception of territoriality, that said territorialities can be activated and
deactivated.

From a migratory police and demography approach, Matossian and Sassone (2011)
make reference to the scale concept as a social construction. It reveals hierarchies that,
from the national structure operate disregarding local orders and consequently affecting
social integration. This territory, and its frontier migration, presents a trans-frontier con-
dition which provides a specific connotation to the analysis, because it does not allow a
similar consideration and assessment as an international or intercontinental migration
process does (see Matossian and Sassone 2011).

The need to examine, throughout time, the mechanisms and designs of different inter-
vening social agents (public and private) in frontier sub-national spaces has generated
among historians, anthropologists and heritage conservation experts, discussions referred
to theoretical assumptions strongly rooted in their fields when tackling different geo-
graphical scales in regional studies. It is possible to identify two positions: on one hand,
Graciela ITuorno wonders whether the Argentine-Chilean North Patagonia region consti-
tutes a real historical subject or an “example of particularity in processes of regional space
formation which are not always synchronous with respect to the formation of nationality
and the structuring of national states” (Iuorno 2013). Basing her position, she refers to the
Argentine historian Chiaramonte, among other authors, who from the synthesis/total
history perspective objects that “a region exists when it has a historical presence in the
global history of a specific country” and that “the regional aspect has two dominant fea-
tures: the regional as a historical whole, with a distinctive identity and, at the same time, as
part of another greater whole, which would be the nation” (Chiaramonte 2008, 184).

In addition, there is a second position which consists in conceiving the region and the
regional histories as “interpenetrated organisms that in their relations with other similar
systems constitute the national history and not vice versa” (see Méndez and Muiioz Sou-
garret 2013). Consistent with this new way of perceiving the trans-frontier reality as a
region, Nufez and Almonacid indicate that the integration of territories is an issue in
itself, and that, from a centralist logic of the state political power, the historical assumption
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of Patagonia as an homogenous region is reproduced deep into these territories while sim-
ultaneously there is no homogenous development agenda. This generates long-term
dependence and subordination factors (Nufiez and Almonacid 2013).

This need to redefine how to build national history and which place the regional history
occupies within this process of territorialization has taken Méndez and Tozzini (2011) to
admit a network approach with the aim of giving density to political, economic and social
practices at a regional level. In this case, the analysis uses the concept of village conceived
after the 1960s by anthropology, as the point from where, in terms of method and strategy,
one can undertake an ethnographic study. Thus, the authors consider the Argentine-
Chilean frontier as a place for meeting and interchange; its regional boundaries and exten-
sion do not require being previously determined.

In consonance with the above, the frontier concept was approached from a cultural per-
spective by way of analyzing cities (from urbanism and architecture) as an indicator of the
collective representations of a particular society at a certain time, and tourism (with con-
tributions from tourism geography) as a productive activity common to all these cities.
Lolich, Vejsbjerg and Ponte (2011) took these comparable elements in the region
between the Andean North Patagonia (Bariloche influence zone) and part of the Chile
X Region (Puerto Montt, Osorno, and Puerto Varas influence zone). In this way, when
identifying and describing practices aimed at forming the built space (habitat) and
tourism practices (activity planning and marketing schemes), they discovered that sectoral
interests, especially those linked to tourism and the conservation of natural areas, allowed
the persistence of certain integration practices which were regulated at local and national
levels, irrespective of the political breakdowns and continuities experimented in this fron-
tier space. However, they alert us to the significant decrease of national states’ power in
matters related to the conservation of cities” architectural heritage and sustainability of
tourism practices at local and regional levels, in times marked by globalization and super-
structural decisions at a global scale (1980-to present). For this reason, they propose to
analyze this frontier space from a regional point of view, supporting thus the hypothesis
of Waisman who claimed that “the idea of region, as opposed to the idea of periphery, situ-
ates each culture within a system based on a plurality of regions, a system where none of
them is hegemonic and consequently can not establish itself as a valid universal model,”
proposing “the treasuring of ‘marginal’ cultures ... ” as a way of building cultural pluralism
(Waisman 1990, 72).

In sum, addressing the center—periphery dichotomy and the dependence of the latter
with respect to the first, the analysis of the frontier space as a region presents itself as a
centrality.

In this line, papers relying on fundamentals from science philosophy, ecology and
history provide evidences confirming that the “policies for the protection of nature are
closely connected to the territorialization of natural spaces which generated spatial con-
figurations defined as strongly centralized and concentrated in terms of decisions, interests
and resources in extraregional metropolis” (Navarro Floria 2011, 150).

The concept of landscape also has a long tradition within geography. In the Binational
Workshops there is background information on articles which examine landscape from
different perspectives. They indicate that the interpretation of the symbolic load of
material constructions (visible aspects of landscape) allows explaining the national state
aim of creating Argentine identity (Bessera 2011). In line with the above, a comparative
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study addresses the way in which both national states territorialized this frontier space
(mainly through hotel building projects) by means of railway companies and national
parks protection agencies (Lolich et al. 2013).

In turn, there is a remarkable contribution to “explain some phenomena connected to
the appropriation of territory, such as displacements, travels and migrations, as well as
human cultural adaptation to the environment, among other issues” (Mora Mora 2013,
53). The landscape literary reconstruction through the analysis of heritage assets, as a
method to discover identity elements, has been one of the recent developments in that
direction (Pastor and Raffa 2013).

From philosophy, studies have gone deeply into the symbolic fundamentals linked to
the notion of landscape, with the object of explaining social exclusion and even territorial
subordination (Nufiez 2011). Likewise, from history it is also relevant that Navarro Floria’s
study on Patagonia or Patagonias and the characterization of this/these as frontier spaces
considered at a national scale as areas which can be incorporated to become productive
processes or landscapes of progress (Navarro Floria 2007b).

Conclusions

The advance of studies on borderland and the creation of scientific centers related to these
themes required, to some extent, a favorable geopolitical context. The return to democ-
racy, after a period of dictatorships and the creation of integration regional blocks as Mer-
cosur and Unasur, laid the foundations for the emergence of this thematic from geography
and other social sciences.

As if cultural geography were irrelevant when analyzing the symbolic dimensions
which intervene in landscape construction, in the borderland studies on the Araucania-
North Patagonia area, as Benedetti (2014) pointed out for frontier studies in general,
geography is not properly valued in these works that consider space anthropology.
Even so, based on the analysis carried out in this work, a marked turning point towards
studies accounting for the subjective dimensions of frontiers and emerging from
renewed geographical perspectives can be inferred.

Following the suggestion of Tapia and Ovando (2013), changes in the conception of
states and nations bring about the centrality of frontier spaces and provide an opportunity
for the frontier region and frontier theory to discuss, from within, the privileged center
hegemony, denationalizing and deterritorializing the nation-state. In geography, this
renewal of the region concept as a living space starts a very fruitful dialogue with disci-
plines such as urbanism and regional history, when considering the frontier space as a
region belonging to a system of regions. Each one of these subnational spaces acquires
central stage when being dealt with, as opposed to the traditional dichotomy center—per-
iphery and the dependence of the latter in respect to the first.

Geographical scale and landscape are the other concepts widely analyzed from disci-
plines such as history, philosophy, architecture, ecology, in joint works carried out by
Argentine and Chilean researchers. The analysis of the notion of scale involves an
ongoing dialogue with political geography, for it particularly stresses power relations articu-
lated with nationalism and globalization dialectics, both in an interregional and intraregio-
nal sense. On the other hand, the concept of landscape as a social construction, from its
materiality and immateriality, illustrates the importance of the study of discourses, either
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strong or weak, and their influence within the territorialization and frontierization pro-
cesses. These three key concepts, region, geographical scale and landscape, mark out
largely the route from geographical contributions to frontier studies in North Patagonia.

Regarding the frontier and transnational interests of public and private agents, it is rel-
evant to point out that, though the Andean-lacustrine North Patagonia region has
retained a significant trans-frontier dynamism and possesses high-value economic
resources, which could lay the foundations for an integral binational development (for
example, hydroelectric potential and tourism), there are no long-term scientific studies
directed to generate concrete action plans and strategies for the development of a space
which represents a unicity transcending political boundaries. The systematization of infor-
mation at macro scale on trans-frontier population dynamics is essential as a first step to
advance studies on specific issues, as well as to formulate development strategies; these
aspects are being addressed in a second phase of collaborative work between Chilean
and Argentine researchers.

At the same time, it is worth mentioning the interest in furthering current phenomena
knowledge which under different (ecological, economical, geo-political, demographical,
among others) logics, and the incorporation of transnational public and private agents
which also operate on this frontier space through the implementation of initiatives such
as the Bioscenic Corridor and the Biosphere Reserves program. These perspectives con-
tributed to question the construction of the frontier and even of the Andes mountain
range as impassable walls and consequently to perceive them as genuine meeting
regions, even more in its southern part. There is nothing natural in considering the moun-
tain range in the North Patagonia Araucania as a frontier. According to Lacoste’s (1983)
affirmation, the frontier taken as a whole is determined not by “natural” factors but by
military and political power relations.

Theoretical concepts such as multiterritoriality, symbolic frontiers, spatial represen-
tations and imaginaries should take a central role in cultural geography border studies
in order to include the immaterial dimension in the complex and multiscalar broadening
processes studies. As Lindon and Hiernaux (2012) propose: the study of the imaginary in
geography is an innovation in spatial and social thought oriented towards roads less
traveled.

Disclosure statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the authors.

Funding

This work was supported by Fondo para la Investigacion Cientifica y Tecnoldgica, Agencia Nacio-
nal de Promocién Cientifica y Tecnoldgica (ANPYCT), Ministerio de Ciencia, Tecnologia e Inno-
vacion Productiva, Republica Argentina [PICTO UNRN 2013-00192 and PICT 2015-0992].

ORCID
Brenda Matossian (© http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7920-0480


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7920-0480

JOURNAL OF BORDERLANDS STUDIES . 17

References

Albornoz, A.M.,, and E. Cuneo. 2000. Analisis comparativo de sitios con pictografias en ambientes
lacustres boscosos de Patagonia Septentrional [Comparative Analysis of Sites with Pictographies
in Southern Patagonia Wooden and Lacustrine Environments]. In Arte en las Rocas. Arte rupes-
tre, Menhires y piedras de colores en la Argentina [Art in the Rocks. Cave Painting. Menhirs and
Colored Stones in Argentina], eds. C.J. Gradin, M.M. Podesta, and M. de Hoyos, 163-74. Buenos
Aires: Sociedad Argentina de Antropologia y Asociacion Amigos del Instituto Nacional de
Antropologia y Pensamiento Latinoamericano.

Almonacid, F. 2011. Comercio entre Chile y Argentina en la zona sur, en el contexto de una
economia regional agropecuaria (1930-1960) [Trade between Chile and Argentina in the
Southern Zone, in the Context of a Farming Regional Economy]. In Cultura y espacio.
Araucania-Norpatagonia [Culture and Space. Araucania-North Patagonia], eds. P. Navarro
Floria and W. del Rio, 182-99. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa-Universidad Nacional de
Rio Negro (UNRN).

Altenbernd, E., and A. Trimble Young. 2014. Introduction: The Significance of the Frontier in an
Age of Transnational History. Settler Colonial Studies 4, no. 2: 127-50.

Araya Palacios, F. 2013. La multidimensionalidad espacio-temporal de la cordillera de Los Andes a
través de los textos de Historia, Geografia y Ciencias Sociales [Space and Time
Multidimensionality in The Andes Mountain Range, through History, Geography and Social
Sciences Textbooks]. In Fronteras en movimiento e imaginarios geogrdficos. La cordillera de
Los Andes como espacialidad sociocultural [Frontiers On the Move and Geographical
Imaginaries. The Andes Mountain Range as a Sociocultural Space], eds. A. Nuiiez, R.
Sanchez, and F. Arenas, 387-414. Santiago de Chile: Ril Editores.

Baeza, B. 2007. El proceso de fronterizacion en Patagonia Central. Chilenos argentinizados y argen-
tinos chilenizados en los pasos fronterizos de Futaleufi y Coyhaique (1885-2007) [The process
of fronterization in Central Patagonia. Argentinized Chileans and chilenized Argentines in the
frontier passes of Futaleufd and Coyhaique (1885-2007)]. PhD Dissertation, Facultad de
Filosofia y Letras, Universidad de Buenos Aires.

Bandieri, S. 2000. Ampliando las fronteras: la ocupacion de la Patagonia [Widening the Frontiers:
The Land Occupation in Patagonia]. In Nueva Historia Argentina: El progreso, la modernizacién
y sus limites (1880-1916) [New Argentine History: Progress, Modernization and its Limits
(1880-1916)], ed. M. Lobato, Vol. 5, 119-78. Buenos Aires: Sudamericana.

Bandieri, S. 2001. Cruzando la cordillera. La frontera argentino-chilena como espacio social
[Crossing the Mountain Range. The Argentine-Chilean Frontier as a Social Space]. Neuquén:
CEHIR, Universidad Nacional de Comahue.

Bandieri, S. 2005. Historia de la Patagonia [History of Patagonia]. Buenos Aires: Sudamericana.

Barelli, A.IL, and A. Azcoitia. 2015. Construcciones identitarias hegemdnicas y estrategias sociorre-
ligiosas de visibilizacion de los migrantes latinoamericanos en San Carlos de Bariloche
[Hegemonic Identity Constructions and Socio-Religious Strategies to Give Visibility to Latin
American Migrants in San Carlos de Bariloche] (1970-2000). Quinto Sol 19, no. 2: 1-21.

Benclovitz, J. 2012. Migracion chilena, pueblos originarios y discursos sobre Bariloche: reflexiones
en torno a las representaciones hegemonicas en la historia reciente [Chilean Migration,
Indigenous Peoples and Discourses On Bariloche: Reflecting On the Hegemonic
Representations in Recent History]. Revista Estudios Trasandinos 17, no. 1: 41-58.

Benedetti, A. 2007. El debate sobre las fronteras en la Argentina [The Debate on Frontiers in
Argentina]. Revista Estudios Socioterritoriales V1, no. 6: 11-36.

Benedetti, A. 2014. Espacios fronterizos del sur sudamericano. Propuesta de un modelo conceptual
para su estudio [Frontier Spaces in the Southern Region of South America. Proposing a
Conceptual Model for its Study]. Estudios Fronterizos 15, no. 29, January-June: 11-47.

Benedetti, A., and E. Salizzi. 2014. Fronteras en la construccién del territorio argentino [Frontiers in
the Construction of the Argentine Territory]. Cuadernos de Geografia: Revista Colombiana de
Geografia 23, no. 2: 121-38.



18 e B. MATOSSIAN AND L. VEJSBJERG

Benedetti, A., and 1. Laguado. 2013. El espacio fronterizo argentino-chileno. Definicién de
categorias operativas y primera aproximacion descriptiva [The Argentine-Chilean frontier
space. Definition of Operative Categories and Initial Descriptive Approach]. In Fronteras en
movimiento e imaginarios geogrdficos. La cordillera de Los Andes como espacialidad sociocultural,
eds. A. Nuiez, R. Sanchez, and F. Arenas, 451-83. Santiago de Chile: Ril Editores.

Bessera, E.M. 2011. Exequiel Bustillo y la gestién de los Parques Nacionales. Una aproximacién a su
concepcion de las fronteras como dreas naturales protegidas [Exequiel Bustillo and the National
Parks Management. An Approach to his Conception of Frontiers as Protected Natural Areas]. In
Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 115-25. San
Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Bondel, S.C. 2011. La Patagonia andina ‘de los lagos’ (Argentina). Aportes geohistdricos para la
interpretacion identitaria en la Araucania-Norpatagonia [Andean Patagonia of ‘the Lakes’ —
Argentina-. Geohistorical Contributions for the Identity Interpretation in Araucania-North
Patagonia]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del
Rio, 42-66. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Caminos, C. 2007. La otredad y el locus de enunciacion de nuestros intelectuales [Otherness and the
Locus from Where our Intellectuals Speak]. Actas del VII Congreso Argentino Chileno de
Estudios Historicos e Integracion Cultural. Salta: Universidad Nacional de Salta, April.

Carrefio Palma, L. 2011. Mercados y comercio indigena en la Norpatagonia [Markets and Trade of
Indigenous Groups in North Patagonia]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P.
Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 172-81. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Chiaramonte, J.C. 2008. Sobre el uso historiografico del concepto de region [On the Historiographic
use of the Region Concept]. Estudios Sociales 35 (2nd. semester). Available at http://www.
bibliotecavirtual.unl.edu.ar/ojs/index.php/EstudiosSociales/article/view/2623/3749 (last accesed
October 11, 2015).

Cicalese, G. 2009. Geografia, Guerra y Nacionalismo. La Sociedad Argentina de Estudios
Geograficos (GAEA) en las encrucijadas patridticas del gobierno militar, 1976-1983
[Geography, War and Nationalism. The Argentine Society of Geographical Studies (GAEA):
In the Patriotic Crossroads of the Military Government (1976-1983)]. Scripta Nova XIII (308).

Concheiro, P. 2008. Las cuestiones de limites argentino—chilenas en los textos de geografia escolar:
del peligro geopolitico a la vecindad estratégica. Analisis del contenido escolar en el periodo
1960-2006 [Argentine-Chileans Border Issues in School Geography Textbooks: From the
Geopolitical Menace to the Strategic Vicinity. Analysis of the Curriculum Contents in the
Period 1960-2006]. Teomai 18: 123-40.

De Marco, G., and S. Sassone. 1994. Movilidad Geogréfica de los extranjeros limitrofes por la peri-
feria argentina [Geographic Mobility of Foreigners from Neighboring Countries in the Argentine
Periphery]. In Extranjeros en la Argentina. Pasado, presente y futuro [Foreigners in Argentina.
Past, Present and Future] Geodemos N°2, eds. G. De Marco, R. Rey Balmaceda, and S.
Sassone, 137-77. Buenos Aires: CONICET.

Grimson, A. 2003. La Nacion en sus limites. Contrabandistas y exiliados en la frontera Argentina—
Brasil [The Nation in its Boundaries. Smugglers and Exiles in the Argentine-Brazilian Frontier].
Buenos Aires: Gedisa.

Hajduk, A., A. Albornoz, and M. Lezcano. 2011. Espacio, cultura y tiempo: el corredor biocednico
norpatagénico desde la perspectiva arqueoldgica [Space, Culture and Time: The
Northpatagonian Bioceanic Corridor]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P.
Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 262-92. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Tuorno, G. 2013. Comentarios a los textos [Comments On Texts]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia: la
territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas ambientales, culturales, sociales, politicas y econdémicas
[Araucania-Norpatagonia: Territoriality On Debate. Environment, Cultural, Social, Political
and Economic Perspectives], eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nuifiez, 183-86. San Carlos de
Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Kellerman, A. 2007. Transitions in the Meanings of Frontiers: From Settlement Advance to
Regional Development. Journal of Geography 96, no. 5: 230-34.


http://www.bibliotecavirtual.unl.edu.ar/ojs/index.php/EstudiosSociales/article/view/2623/3749
http://www.bibliotecavirtual.unl.edu.ar/ojs/index.php/EstudiosSociales/article/view/2623/3749

JOURNAL OF BORDERLANDS STUDIES . 19

Konrad, V. 2015. Toward a Theory of Borders in Motion. Journal of Borderlands Studies 30, no. 1:
1-17.

Lacoste, P. 2005. Argentina, Chile y sus vecinos (1810-2000) [Argentina, Chile and their Neighbors
(1810-2000]. Mendoza: Andina Sur “Caviar Bleu” and Universidad Arturo Prat.

Lacoste, Y. 1983. The Problem of National Frontiers: A Geo-political Typology. Journal of Area
Studies Series 1 4: 3-5.

Laine, J. 2014. Association of Borderland Studies’ World Conference Report. Journal of Borderlands
Studies 29, no. 4: 537-40.

Laurin, A. 2011. Revisiones conceptuales asociadas a la nueva territorialidad de la integracion
[Conceptual reviews associated to the new integration territoriality]. In Cultura y espacio.
Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 15-25. San Carlos de
Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Laurin, A., and A. Nufez. 2013. Frontera, globalizacién y deconstruccién estatal: hacia una
geografia politica critica [Frontier, Globalization and State Deconstruction: Toward a Critical
Political Geography]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia: la territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas
ambientales, culturales, sociales, politicas y econémicas, eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nuifiez, 83-
99. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Lindén, A., and D. Hiernaux. 2012. Geografias de lo imaginario [Geography of the Imaginary].
Barcelona: Anthropos.

Livingston, D.N., and R.T. Harrison. 1980. The Frontier: Metaphor, Myth and Model. The
Professional Geographer 32, no. 2: 127-32.

Lois, C., and P. Zusman. 2007. Produccion de conocimiento geografico y propaganda politica en la
construccion de la Argentina moderna (1860-1915) [Production of Geographical Knowledge
and Political Propaganda in the Construction of Modern Argentina -1860-1915)]. Actas del
VII Congreso Argentino Chileno de Estudios Histéricos e Integracion Cultural. Salta:
Universidad Nacional de Salta, April.

Lolich, L., L. Vejsbjerg, H. Weibel, and G.P. Cherubini. 2013. Estado y paisaje. Estudio comparativo
de la arquitectura hotelera desde una perspectiva binacional [State and Landscape. A
Comparative Study of Hotel Architecture from a Binational Perspective]. In Araucania-
Norpatagonia: la territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas ambientales, culturales, sociales,
politicas y econémicas, eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nufez, 55-78. San Carlos de Bariloche:
IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Lolich, L., L. Vejsbjerg, and J.R. Ponte. 2011. Evolucion de un territorio binacional histéricamente
compartido y su recomposicion a partir de nuevas practicas sociales [Evolution of a Binational
Territory Historically Shared and Its Restructuration from New Social Practices]. In Cultura y
espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 77-91. San Carlos de
Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Maiz, C. 2006. La cordillera de los Andes: de muro a portal. Visiones del otro a través del espacio
[The Andes Mountain Range: A Wall or a Gateway? Views of One’s Neighbors Across Space].
Revista Estudios Trasandinos 13, no. 1: 149-80.

Marmora, L. 1984. Las regulaciones migratorias y politicas de migraciéon en Argentina [Migratory
Regulations and Migration Policies in Argentina]. Revista Argentina de Politica Econdmica y
Social 1: 97-109.

Matossian, B., and S. Sassone. 2011. Migracién chilena en la Norpatagonia argentina a fines del
Siglo XX: Dindmicas territoriales transfronterizas [Chilean Migration in Argentine North
Patagonia at the End of the Twentieth Century: Trans-frontier Territorial Dynamics]. In
Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 92-108.
San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Mazzitellli Mastricchio, M. 2007. La cartografia oficial argentina y la Oficina de Limites
Internacionales (1891-1994) [Argentine Official Mapping and the International Boundaries
Office]. Actas del VII Congreso Argentino Chileno de Estudios Histdricos e Integracion
Cultural. Salta: Universidad Nacional de Salta, April.



20 e B. MATOSSIAN AND L. VEJSBJERG

Méndez, L.M. 2005. Una region y dos ciudades. Puerto Montt y Bariloche; una historia econdmica
compartida [A Region and Two Cities. Puerto Montt and Bariloche: A Shared Economical
History]. Pueblos y Fronteras de la Patagonia Andina Revista de Ciencias Sociales 5, no. 5: 4-11.

Méndez, L.M., and J. Muiioz Sougarret. 2013. Alianzas sectoriales en clave regional. La
Norpatagonia argentino-chilena entre 1895 y 1920 [Sectoral Alliances in Regional Terms.
Argentine-Chilean North Patagonia between 1895 and 1920]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia: la
territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas ambientales, culturales, sociales, politicas y econémicas,
eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nuiez, 152-67. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Méndez, L.M. and M.A. Tozzini 2011. De espacialidades y temporalidades en la Norpatagonia
andina. Algunos aportes para su construccion y estudio [Spatialities and Temporalities in the
Andean North Patagonia]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro
Floria and W. del Rio, 158-71. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Mora Mora, I.C. 2013. Comentarios al texto [Comments On the Text]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia:
la territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas ambientales, culturales, sociales, politicas y econdmicas,
eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nufiez, 53-54. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Navarro Floria, P. 2007a. La nacionalizacion de los espacios de conquista tardia a través del imagi-
nario cientifico-tecnoldgico. El caso de la Norpatagonia argentina a fines del siglo XIX [The
nationalization of late-conquered spaces through the scientific and technological imaginary.
The case of Argentine North Patagonia by the end of the nineteenth century]. Actas del VII
Congreso Argentino Chileno de Estudios Histéricos e Integracion Cultural. Salta: Universidad
Nacional de Salta, April.

Navarro Floria, P. 2007b. Paisajes del progreso. La resignificacion de la Patagonia Norte, 1880-1916
[Landscapes of Progress. The Resignification of North Patagonia, 1880-1916]. Neuquén:
EDUCO/CEP.

Navarro Floria, P. 2011. ;Conservacionismos superpuestos y diferentes?” [Overlapping and
Different Consevationisms?]. En Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, 150-53. San
Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Nurfiez, A. 2011. Discursos territoriales fuertes y débiles: ;tension o coexistencia? Chile, siglos XIX-
XX [Strong and Weak Territorial Discourses: Tension or Coexistence? Chile, Nineteenth and
Twentieth Centuries]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria
and W. del Rio, 26-41. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN, 2011.

Nuilez, A., R. Sdnchez, and F. Arenas. 2013. Fronteras en movimiento e imaginarios geogrdficos. La
cordillera de Los Andes como espacialidad sociocultural [Frontiers on the Move and Geographical
Imaginaries. The Andes Mountain Range as a Sociocultural Space]. Santiago de Chile: Ril
Editores.

Nuilez, P., and F. Almonacid. 2013. Nacion y region a mediados del siglo XX. Una mirada compar-
ada sobre la integracion de la Norpatagonia en Argentina y Chile [Nation and Region in the Mid-
Twentieth Century. A Comparative Vision On The Integration of North Patagonia in Argentina
and Chile]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia: la territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas ambientales,
culturales, sociales, politicas y econémicas, eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nufiez, 168-82. San
Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Nuiiez, P.G. 2011. Naturaleza ajena en un territorio a integrar: La regién del Nahuel Huapi hasta
1955 [Somebody Else’s Nature in a Territory to Integrate: The Nahuel Huapi Region Until
1955]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio,
126-140. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Pastor, G., and C. Raffa. 2013. Huellas de relatos en movimiento. Los patrimonios emergentes del
itinerario argentino-chileno de casas de postas: la ruta mendocina [Traces of Stories on the Move.
The Emergent Heritages in the Argentine-Chilean Itinerary of Staging-Posts: the Mendoza’s
Route]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia: la territorialidad en debate. Perspectivas ambientales, cul-
turales, sociales, politicas y econémicas, eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P. Nunez, 33-52. San Carlos
de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Paulsen Bilbao, A. 2013. Textos de estudio: dispositivos de invisibilizacién de la cordillera de Los
Andes como sujeto cultural [Study Books: Mechanisms of Invisibilization of The Andes
Mountain Range as A Cultural Subject]. In Fronteras en movimiento e imaginarios geogrdficos.



JOURNAL OF BORDERLANDS STUDIES . 21

La cordillera de Los Andes como espacialidad sociocultural, eds. A. Nufiez, R. Sanchez, and F.
Arenas, 11-66. Santiago de Chile: Ril Editores.

Pérez, A., V. Reyes Alvarez, and G. Erra. 2013. Economfas mixtas de la Patagonia Noroccidental
Argentina y Centro Sur de Chile [Mixed Economies of the Argentine Northwest Patagonia
and Chile Central-Southern Region]. In Araucania-Norpatagonia: la territorialidad en debate.
Perspectivas ambientales, culturales, sociales, politicas y economicas, eds. M.A. Nicoletti and P.
Nuiez, 121-37. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Porma Oniate, J. 2012. El conflicto por el aerédromo en el Natre, en Temuco, 1956. La construccion
de un imaginario colectivo sobre el mapuche a través de El Diario Austral [The Conflict
Generated by the Aerodrome in Natre, Temuco, 1956. The Construction of a Collective
Imaginary on the Mapuche through El Diario Austral]. Revista Estudios Trasandinos 17, no.
1: 59-70.

Rosales Urrutia, C. 2011. La relacién hombre medio: un reencuentro atn lejano en la region
Norpatagoénica chilena [The Relationship Man-Environment: A Still-Distant Reunion in the
Chilean North Patagonian Region]. In Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P.
Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 141-49. San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Sack, R. D. 1986. Human Territoriality: Its Theory and History. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Salisbury, D.S., and B.G. Weinstein. 2014. Cultural Diversity in the Amazon Borderlands:
Implications for Conservation and Development. Journal of Borderlands Studies 29, no. 2: 217-41.

Sanchez, J.E. 1992. Geografia Politica [Political Geography]. Barcelona: Sintesis.

Santos, M. 2000. La naturaleza del espacio. Técnica y tiempo. Razén y emocién [The Nature of the
Space: Technique and Time, Reason and Emotion]. Barcelona: Ariel.

Sassone, S.M. 1987. Migraciones ilegales y amnistias en la Argentina [Illegal Migrations and
Amnesties in Argentina]. Estudios Migratorios Latinoamericanos 2, no. 6: 249-90.

Souto, P. 2011. Territorio, lugar, paisaje: prdcticas y conceptos bdsicos en geografia [Territory, Place,
Landscape: Practices and Basic Notions in Geography]. Buenos Aires: Editorial de la Facultad de
Filosofia y Letras, Universidad de Buenos Aires.

Tamagnini, M., and G. Pérez Zavala. 2011. La ‘gran frontera’ del cono sur: violencia y conflicto
interétnico [The Southern Cone ‘Great Frontier: Violence and Interethnic Conflictt] In
Cultura y espacio. Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 208-21.
San Carlos de Bariloche: IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Tapia, M., and Ovando, C. 2013. Los Andes tarapaquefios, nuevas espacialidades y movilidad fron-
teriza: sbarrera geografica o espacio para la integracion? [The Tarapacd Andes, New Spatialities
and Frontier Mobility: Geographical Barrier or a Space for Integration?]. In Fronteras en movi-
miento e imaginarios geogrdficos. La cordillera de Los Andes como espacialidad sociocultural, eds.
A. Nuiiez, R. Sanchez, and F. Arenas, 243-74. Santiago de Chile: Ril Editores.

Teobaldo, M. 2008. Los inspectores nacionales en los Territorios de Rio Negro y Neuquén (1884-
1957). Un analisis desde las representaciones [The National Inspectors in the Rio Negro and
Neuquén Territories -1884-1957-. An Analysis from Representations]. Revista Estudios
Trasandinos 14, no. 1: 91-104.

Turner, F.J. 1893. The Significance of the Frontier in American History. Report of the American
Historical Association: 199-227.

Vejsbjerg, L., P. Nunez, and B. Matossian. 2014. Transformation of Frontier National Parks into
Tourism Sites. The North Andean Patagonia Experience (1934-1955). AlmaTourism 10, 1-22.

Waisman, M. 1990. El interior de la historia. Historiografia arquitectonica para uso de latinoamer-
icanos [The Interior of History Architecture Historiography for Latin Americans]. Bogotd:
Escala.

Zusman, P. 2011. Comentarios en torno a los textos [Comments on the Texts]. In Cultura y espacio.
Araucania-Norpatagonia, eds. P. Navarro Floria and W. del Rio, 67-9. San Carlos de Bariloche:
IIDyPCa, UNRN.

Zusman, P., R. Haesbaert, H. Castro, and S. Adamo. 2011. Geografias culturales: aproximaciones,
intersecciones y desafios [Cultural Geographies: Approaches, Intersections and Challenges].
Buenos Aires: Editorial de la Facultad de Filosofia y Letras, Universidad de Buenos Aires.



	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methodology
	State of the Art and Conceptual Debates
	Recent Debates on Borderlands in America
	Recent Debates on the Patagonian Border

	Joint Lines of Work: An Interinstitutional Perspective
	Analysis of the Scales of Studies, Criteria for their Spatial Delimitation
	North Patagonia–Araucanía: Identities and Representations from History
	Review of Studies carried out on Borderland Thematics in Southern Argentina and Chile
	Taking a Step towards Binational Joint Research: The Binational Workshops
	Conclusions
	Disclosure statement
	ORCID
	References



