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ALTERNATIVE TERRITORIAL STRATEGIES
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LU Xiaoxuan
Assistant Professor of Landscape Architecture at the University of Hong Kong

Since the late 1990s, scholarly interest in the geographies of state space
has broadened and intensified. It is in this context that social scientists and
political geographers have further developed the territorial dimensions of
Henri Lefebvre’s thinking on state space, crediting his observations on the
interconnections between state, space, and territory! ™. Although Lefebvre
did not systematically conceptualize territory, his speculations regarding
the relationship between territory and modern state power contribute to the

understanding of territory as an essential feature of modern state space'.
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It is important to define the terms “territory,” “territoriality,” and
“territorialization,” in order to illuminate the biological and social approaches
toward territorialization shared by the two projects featured in this issue.

As socially constructed spaces, territory is both a relation and outcome of
territoriality, a process defined by Robert David Sack as the “attempt by

an individual or group to affect, influence, or control people, phenomena,
and relationships by delimiting and asserting control over a geographic
area”™. According to Sack, territoriality embodies the dual processes of
classification and communication™. Classification refers to eliminating or
altering the notional compulsion to regulate specific resources or individuals
within a territorial zone, and communication refers to delineating territorial
boundaries and restrictions on activities within a given territory in verbal
and visual terms. Specific instances, where powerful individuals or political
groups deploy territorial strategies (territoriality) to produce bounded and
controlled spaces (territory) to achieve certain objectives, are examples of
territorialization, usually instigated with a view to governing people and
controlling resources located within and around the territory in question.
The following two projects reflect on the socio-environmental impacts of
previous state territorializations, investigating alternative territorial strategies
that reach beyond state-centrism to reinforce local cultures and build climate

resilience in the face of uncertainty.

In Deep Futures: Fantastical Borderlands of Ireland and Northern Ireland,
2200, Joan Chen and Estello Raganit share their speculative post-Brexit
scheme for the deliberate rewilded of the Irish Northwest. Past state-led
territorial projects included the unsustainable expansion of timber extraction,
uncoordinated approaches to forest management and climate change
mitigation between Ireland and Northern Ireland. In recognition of the
cultural and ecological significance of forests in Ireland, and the clear drop
in grazing demand caused by fictional bacterium spread, Chen and Raganit

identify forests as a catalytic agent in climate change mitigation and cross-
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border cooperation for the collective future of the Irish Northwest. They
author a retrospective narrative of a hybrid scheme incorporating woodland
conservation and agroforestry, which enables the formation of a rewilded

territory—“Inter-Lough Wilds.”

In Cooperative Succession: Strategic Military Base Realignment in Okinawa,
Monique Hiu Yan Wong advocates a realigned plan for military bases,
prioritizing an environmentally and socially sensitive approach to mediate the
ongoing conflicts among the U.S. military, native Okinawans, and mainland
Japanese on Okinawa Island. Okinawa reverted to Japanese administration

in 1972, but this did not result in the closure of U.S. bases. These highly
militarized territories covering a fifth of the area of the Island left Okinawa
subject to a range of social-ecological tensions. Wong combines a critical
evaluation of the existing realignment plans proposed by the Japan—U.S.
joint committee, with a thorough analysis of the island’s human livelihood
conditions and marine and terrestrial ecology, to develop a community
vulnerability matrix. Adopting the S0th anniversary of Okinawa Reversion in
2022 as a socio-political catalyst, Wong outlines three fictional scenarios that
advocate environmental justice and community empowerment in this highly

contested island landscape.

Both projects focus on enclosed island systems that are more vulnerable to
natural and human-induced stresses than mainland areas, critically examining
the impacts of previous state-led territorial projects. They explore productive
mechanisms of counter-classification that do not prioritize the economic or
military value of the territories, and advocate for innovative forms of counter-
communication where biological and social factors actively renegotiate their

imposed boundaries and restrictions. LAF
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