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This book is emerging t n espeilly frght moment in history. The 
rgeny of rrent rises is importnt to knowledge nd position this 
book in reltion to t the very strt. Beginning from the broder ontem-
porry temporlity in whih this projet hs been engged, it is ler tht 
in the lst ople of dedes, there hs been n inresing frgmenttion 
of the  pbli sphere, growing ineqlities, risis of liberl demory, nd 
the deline of demory more brodly, s well s the retret of  pereived 
middle – nd hene ‘blned’ – grond in prlimentry politis nd soi-
etl debte (Kováts 2017, Yonge 2019). Distrbing trends globlly, inld-
ing nti- gender mobilistions, nti-siene nd knowledge disinformtion 
mpigns, retionry stte nd extr-stte ntionlisms, nd neoolonil 
governne, re shown to frther destbilise lded priniples of governing 
thority, wht onts s relible knowledge, nd olletive politil projets 
for the ommon good (Giritli et l. 2018). The COVID-19 pndemi emerg-
ing jst s n eslting limte risis is nlly rehing the poliy gends 
of the world’s eonomi nd politil leders, is exerbting pre-existing 
instbilities nd injsties (see Al-Ali 2020, Georgio nd Titley 2022). And, 
s we re nlising this Introdtion hpter in erly 2022, the Rssin mil-
itry invsion of Ukrine is frther nrvelling frght regionl stbility 
nd the broder geopolitis of serity, resores, nd governne. Tht 
this historil moment is ‘frght’ is probbly n ndersttement of sorts; it 
is nigh-impossible to rtely desribe or indeed ptre this mltislr 
risis.

Nevertheless, it is t this themti jntre tht this volme engges in 
disssions nd ritil nlyses of the vriegted pities of identity nd 
its politis, whih we nderstnd s prties of theorising with bsis in 
shred experienes of injstie nd ineqlity on the prt of people belong-
ing to, or pereived to belong to, prtilr soil grops (Heyes 2020 [2002], 
Yonge 2019). The ‘pities’ tht interest s re to do with the trnsform-
tive potentils emerging from positionlities of minoritised otherness – wys 
of existing in this world by wy of sbjetive nd olletive everydy relities 
tht re frmed by dominnt strtres of exlsion, mrginlistion, nd 
violene, bt whih re lso oriented towrds hnge nd trnsformtion. 
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In following this interpretation, we are paying special attention to struc-
tural transformations in recent history, particularly the last three decades, 
and especially the “relentless process of marking and unmarking that has 
allowed identity to be only located in those who have been actively denied 
citizenship or subjectivity” (Walters 2018, 476–477). The chapters in this 
book approach the discursive landscape of identity and its politics compar-
atively and critically, in emphasising how the discursive and political eld
of ‘identity’ is constructed in localised, everyday practices and principally 
analysed from the perspectives of minorised otherness.

The discursive emergences of ‘pressure groups’ and ‘interest groups’ as 
part of the broad transformations just described have contributed towards 
destabilising if not transforming hegemonic binary structures that frame 
political identications in public discourse (Walters 2018). What was pre-
viously ‘far-right’ is no longer fringe or ‘out there’ but quite mainstream 
and normalised; ideological content and political programmes previously 
considered unacceptable have been normalised (Eslen-Ziya and Giorgi 
2022). Transphobic, homophobic, racist, and Islamophobic statements are 
routinely passing as free speech and democratic rights to free expression 
in mainstream media and political discourse (Engebretsen 2021, Pearce  
et al. 2020). Increasingly, minorities are reduced to ‘topics’ or ‘issues’ to be 
debated by a toxic and polarised “public rivalry between value systems” 
(Faye 2021, 14). In turn, attempts at holding such agents accountable are, 
within this ideologically fractured and politically populist paradigm, con-
sidered infringements on perceived rights to free speech and democracy, 
understood as the majority’s right to decide what constitutes the middle 
ground.

However, what happens to ‘the middle ground’ if the rules dening 
conventional parliamentary politics are no longer accurate descriptors of 
the present? The nation-state level of formal, parliamentary politics is an 
increasing polarisation with contradistinctions appearing in the ‘traditional’ 
Left, Progressive, and Conservative politics. Adherent is an increasing
politicisation of gender, race, sexuality, and nation connected to citizen-
ship, resources, and identication. A particular point of reference across 
this book’s contributing chapters, however, is a regional orientation that is 
attuned to the everyday and bottom-up experiences and articulations of lives 
in, between, and on the margins of transitional spaces and hybrid identica-
tory positionalities. Put together, this complex terrain enables new types of 
disagreements, engagements, and changing alliances between oppositional 
positions and identications (Verloo and Paternotte 2018).

Against this themed framework, this volume addresses several questions: 
What social and political spaces are opened and closed in these movements? 
What forms of subjective and collective lives and livelihoods are supported 
by dominant value systems framed by nation-state based geographical, ide-
ological, and political borders? And conversely, what kinds of subject for-
mations and collectivities are labelled dangerous, criminal, and unnatural 
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within sid borders? Finlly, by entring mrginlised everydy lives nd 
their sptil nd disrsive onter formtions tht emphsise the gener-
tive potentils of olition, differene, nd movement, how my we begin 
to delinete lterntive visions, desires, nd politis for meningfl trns-
formtion nd jstie-bsed soility? The omplex proesses nd hnges 
llded to by sking these qestions hppen on nd in reltion to the ntion-
stte level of instittions nd governne, bt lso on the levels of intr- nd 
trns-border nd regionl dynmis on mny sles: ltrl, ideologil, 
nd politil, to nme bt  few.

In the skewed politil niverse otlined here, minorities nd llies who 
protest prties rooted in injstie nd violene re t best portryed s 
problemti interest or pressre grops; oftentimes, they re pinted s dn-
geros enemies of liberl demory nd soietl vles nd positioned s 
dngeros, violent, nd ‘ot of order’. Sometimes government politiins 
nd polie thorities t pon sh tense moments in spport of the min-
strem poplist ‘right’, olesing rond  pereived ommonly shred 
ommitment to protet ertin – vgely dened – vles, sh s ntion-
lity nd ltrl trdition. This, however, oversimplies  relity tht in 
ft is fr more lyered. Wheres ertin disorses or tions might not 
pper violent t rst instne, nd in ft re oftentimes hrterised s 
‘ non-violent’ by powerfl tors sh s governments nd polie thorities, 
there is n insidiosness to sh ttempts to refrme strtrl violene s 
somewht disptble by isolting (non)ts from systemi injstie, lter-
ntively by seeking to jstify ttil pplition of violene (Btler 2020). 
Deeper qestions bot ntionl or personl identity re emerging, nd the 
seemingly nied nd ommonly greed demorti idels of inlsion, 
eqlity, nd diversity hve beome  bttlegrond. These tense dynmis 
re not redily nderstood by referring bk to pre-existing liberl demo-
rti priniples of eqlity, inlsion, nd diversity. Nor do interntionl 
ovennts sh s hmn rights hrters or the EU’s Cort of Hmn 
Rights esily diffse these hllenges.

This nthology is n effort to ddress these omplited qestions lrgely 
from perspetives tht foregrond everydy experienes nd positionlities 
t  vriety of mrgins nd dispor. In disssing their methodologies, 
the thors emphsise vrios forms of lived mrginlistions to do with 
the intersetionl experienes of ntionlity (or itizenship), sexlity, gen-
der identity, edtion, migrtion, nd re. As we hope the hpters will 
demonstrte, the Transforming Identities in Contemporary Europe projet 
hs enbled different forms of sholrly nd sholrly tivist enggements 
to ome together throgh  felt need to rtilte olletively nd ritilly 
or responses to these hllenges, ll the while forging new forms of nlysis 
throgh these ollbortive enggements. As we will delinete in the se-
tions to follow, the projet hs soght to frme the olletive onverstion 
rond selet entrl onepts: identity (nd its) politis, exeptionlism, 
nd hmn/ity.
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Transforming identities in contemporary Europe

This book brings together ten hpters tht explore the hnging lndspes 
of jstie strggles in  time of growing ntionlisms, exeptionlisms, nd 
right-wing poplisms, by nlysing  wide rnge of feminist, LGBTQI+, 
nti-rist nd de-olonil movements, nd solidrity politis. The prti-
lr fos on modern nd ontemporry Erope, with the Nordi region s  
se in point, offers mltifeted ritil redings nd nlyses of the olo-
nil, rist, nd sexist nderpinnings of rrent neoliberl soieties nd the 
everydy, bottom-p strtegies to srvive nd rve ot lifewys imgined 
otherwise.

The ide for this book emntes from  three-yer ollbortive projet 
(2018–2020), fnded by the Joint Committee for Nordi Reserh Conils in 
the Soil Sienes nd Hmnities (2017–00022/NOS-HS) nd the Nordi 
Conil’s Gender Eqlity Fnd (NIKK). Aross three workshops, diss-
sions between sholrs nd sholr-tivists working from  rnge of lo-
tions ross Erope, the projet soght to rtilte nd generte diloge 
nd insights on key qestions rond hmnity, demorti prtiiption, 
nd wht it mens to live together. As prtiipnts were deeply wre of, nd 
devoted to hllenging the entrlity of whiteness, pitlism, nd Eropen 
expnsion for the epistemologil fondtion for the onstrtion of hmn-
ity, nd of the thret to interspeies prties nd environmentl eosystems 
rised by hmn-entrist vles of growth nd development, the workshops 
fosed on  set of key qestions: Wht does it men to be(ome) hmn? 
Wht does it men to live together, ross differenes, in soiety tody? How 
do we imgine nd tke prt in shping demorti prtiiption s  rote 
to trnsform the soil nd the politil? And how do notions of identity 
reprode or hllenge vrios forms of exeptionlisms, sitted within s 
well s moving between different lol, ntionl, nd regionl sites?

Tking the problemti lens of ‘identity politis’ s  strting point for 
ritil investigtions nd ollbortions, the disssion revolved rond 
identity politis s  ontested onept. While ‘identity politis’ by some 
tors from the left is sed in ondesending wys, rooted in  refsl to
reognise the historil reltionship between pitlism nd rism, ‘iden-
tity politis’ is simltneosly promoted by right-wing tors nd fr-right 
onstelltions s  mrker of exlsionry ntionlism (Mlinri nd 
Neergrd 2014). Workshop prtiipnts, by ontrst, reognised ‘identity 
politis’ s  onept tht n bring strength nd  sense of belonging in 
the trblent times nd ontexts of tody, knowledging the inextrible
reltionship between re nd pitl. Understnding identity politis s  
form of prtie, whih enble feminists, LGBTI+ people, people of olor, 
indigenos people, nd minoritised popltions to exerise  more rdil 
strggle for livebility nd hnge, the pproh to identity politis devel-
oped in the diversied grop of workshop prtiipnts fond resonnes 
with Pol Bhett’s pprohes to sbltern theoretil prodtion t 
the mrgins, or otside, of the niversity. In her key note dring or seond 
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workshop, Decolonial Indigenous and Feminist and Queer of Color Theory 
and Practices in Turtle Island (The U.S.) (2018), Bhett highlighted how 
these forms of sbltern theoretil prodtion n be expressed throgh 
both demi nd non-demi genres. Yet, in order for these sbltern 
theoristions to be intelligible, we need to reognise the politil-mnesi 
rond olonility, rism, globlised pitlism, misogyny, nd qeerpho-
bi, whih hrterise reltions of power on vrios sles, from the lol 
to the plnetry. Sh theoristions tke shpe throgh the ontext in whih 
they re formed, bt the insights they bring re often ersed or refrmed to 
limit their insrgent potentility.

From this point of deprtre, nd ross the three workshops, severl 
themes emerged tht llowed s to fos on different themes: workshop 
1. Democratic participation in society – how to live together? (Stvnger 
2018), workshop 2. Challenging Nordic exceptionalism: Geopolitical lessons 
and experiences (Gothenbrg 2019), nd workshop 3. Be(com)ing human? 
Thinking across theories and politics of difference and colonial legacies (online 
2020). An interdisiplinry frmework tht emerged throgh prtiipnts’ 
own bkgronds sitted the projet disssions nd presenttions ross 
sholrly, tivist, nd rtisti domins. In this nthology, these rnges of 
themes nd positionlities serve to frme the hpters s they identify nd 
develop  set of entrl themes. We re inspired by nd seek to frther bild 
on the insights developed in reent edited olletions sh s Undoing homo-
geneity in the Nordic region (Keskinen et l. 2019) nd Pluralistic Struggles 
in Gender, Sexuality, and Coloniality (Alm et l. 2021). Aordingly, the on-
tribtions to this volme offer wide-rnging nlyses of how welfre stte 
poliies, the medi, nd other thorities ttempt to govern ‘Other’ pop-
ltions in the Nordi region s well s ne-grined explortions of prties 
of resistne nd geny from ntionl minorities, indigenos peoples, nd 
migrnts. Tken together, the volme s  whole exposes the power strggles 
tht emerge when powerfl gres nd ideologies of thority ttempt to 
mnge nd ontrol different popltions historilly nd tody. Bilding 
on the signint insights nd ontribtions of previos sholrs to post- 
nd de-olonil sholrship in the Nordi region, Transforming Identities in 
Contemporary Europe ttempts to frther ontribte to this re of reserh 
by brodening the methodologil nd geopolitil sope of ‘the Nordi’, 
nd tilising the oneptl lens of identity s  nodl point from whih 
experienes nd protesting powerfl thorities nd their governne n 
be fritflly exmined, ontrsted, nd hllenged.

Epistemologies of colonial knowledge regimes and intersections 
of power in contexts of neoliberal governance

In offering importnt ritiqes of the mltileveled olonil, rist, nd sexist 
nderpinnings of ontemporry neoliberl soiety, the hpters in this book 
expose nd hllenge hegemoni orthodox knowledge regimes tht dene 
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nd ontrst identities within n often nknowledged olonil epistemol-
ogy of hmnity nd its sb- nd in-hmn Other. By insisting on mk-
ing visible the epistemologies of olonil knowledge regimes tht operte 
in neoliberl governne, the ontribting thors stress the importne of 
lotion, experiene, pin, nd (story)telling from  position of mrginlis-
tion, othering, nd exlsion to onter hegemoni nd hierrhil str-
tres of differentition nd disenfrnhisement. Ths,  prinipl strting 
point for proding lterntive knowledge foses on ontextlised, riti-
l positionlities, nd severl hpters in this volme pproh sh posi-
tionlities rooted in the trditions of post- nd de-olonil theoristions. To 
begin with, nd bsed on toethnogrphi vignettes nd memory work, 
Lind Lpiņ explores the ffetive grtions of Dnishness tht srfe 
in white Dnes’ retions to Dnish itizenship in her hpter ‘“Welome to 
the most privileged, most xenophobi ontry in the world”: Affetive g-
rtions of white Dnishness in the mking of  Dnish itizen’. Exmining 
the role of ffet in prodtion of ntionl regimes of inlsion nd exl-
sion, Lpiņ brings ttention to the shifting nd omplex bondries tht 
re drwn rond Dnishness, nd highlights how intersetions between 
whiteness nd ntionl belonging llow for the emergene of ‘ffetive g-
rtions of white Dnishness’ in whih desires for Dnish itizenship re seen 
s something unDnish. Showing how ffets otline the ontors of white 
Dnishness s simltneosly stble nd evsive, Lpiņ’s hpter brings 
ttention to the wys in whih borders nd bondries mterilise in every-
dy life, s embodied histories.

Next, illminting how the hmnity of the West, s well s its lleged 
speriority, is onstrted ginst olonil fntsies of blkness/otherness, 
Jéssi Nogeir Vrel ondts  reexive reding of Un Mrson’s (1905–
1965) ply London Calling in her hpter ‘Atobiogrphil Flesh: nder-
stnding Western notions of hmnity throgh the life nd seleted writings 
of Un Mrson (1905–1965)’. Here, Nogeir Vrel ritilly ssesses the 
life of Un Mrson nd her migrtion to London s  blk womn nd 
olonil sbjet, the hert of the British Empire. Exmining the mltif-
eted elements in Mrson’s ply, Nogeir Vrel oneptlises wrethed-
ness s  key onept bilt on the soil tegories tht hve been exlded 
from the Ero-Amerin onstrtion of hmn nd hmnity. Nogeir 
Vrel pprohes the life nd writings of Un Mrson s one mong mny 
blk women writers whose intelletl thoght ws trnsformed fter trv-
elling to or moving to Erope in the 20th entry, to grsp how re nd 
gender re ritil for the onstrtion of the tegory Hmn. In similrity 
with severl hpters in this volme, Nogeir Vrel’s nlysis lys bre 
the fondtionl hyporisy nd violene of Anthropoentri hmnism, 
sh s the o-onstitent bt oft-nknowledged reltionship between 
‘hmnity’ nd neoolonil modernity (see, Jllo 2020).

Moving from  disssion bot imperilism in the erly 20th entry 
to more reent expressions of expnsionist nd neoolonil mbitions of 
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rle sstined throgh notions of gender nd rights, Christel Stormhøj’s 
hpter ‘(Not) in the nme of gender eqlity: migrnt women, empow-
erment, employment, nd minority women’s orgnistions’ is sitted in 
the ontext of ontemporry neoliberl Nordi welfre sttes. Offering n 
nlysis of governmentl progrmmes to promote migrnt women’s lbor 
mrket integrtion nd exploring stte-fnded minority women’s orgnis-
tions, Stormhøj highlights the mbigos wys in whih women’s orgn-
istions both omply with nd ontest existing stte nd mrket logis. 
Critilly intervening into the ide of women’s pid work s the rote to 
gender eqlity nd women’s independene, s one ore bilding stone in 
the development of gender eqlity s  ntionl vle in the Nordi welfre 
sttes, this nlysis brings forth the deeply mbigos dimensions of these 
projets, s the mtl dependene between stte genies nd women’s 
orgnistions is highlighted. Problemtising the need for  deeper engge-
ment with politis nd theories of trnsformtion, severl hpters in this 
volme ddress the wys in whih emerging sbjetivities nd expnding 
modes of  self-determintion my open p for new nd other possibilities for 
trnsformtive ritiqe with potentil to nsettle the seeming relevne nd 
 rigorosity of mjority knowledge prodtion.

Using  trns for trns methodology, Nio Miskow Friborg’s hpter 
‘“It’s or bodies, we re the experts!”: ontering pthologistion, gte- 
keeping nd Dnish exeptionlism throgh olletive trns knowledges, 
olition-bilding nd insistene’ follows the mltiple wys in whih trns 
tivists orgnise rond trns re, drwing on  mixtre of diverse meth-
odologies nd mteril sores, sh s onter-rhiving, ollbortive-, 
nd to-ethnogrphy. Loting trnsformtive prties nd ritil img-
intion t the entre stge, the hpter oneptlises strggles for gender 
self-determintion s interwoven with other strggles for libertion nd 
bolitionism. Finding tht trns tivists refse o-opttion nd ompro-
mise, Miskow Friborg shows tht tivists link symboli politil gestres 
to Dnish exeptionlism, homontionlism, nd pinkwshing, s they 
simltneosly engge in work for hnge, redistribtion, nd improved life 
hnes for trns people.

In ddition, tking their deprtre in the possibilities offered by digitl 
pltforms to oppose nd refse olonil violene nd white spremy, 
in the hpter ‘The poetis of limte hnge nd politis of pin: Sámi 
soil medi tivist ritiqe of the Swedish stte’, Akvilė Bitvyditė 
nd Elisbeth Lnd Engebretsen bild on the insights of indigenos 
ommnities to sggest wys in whih trnsntionl bonds of solidr-
ity nd shring of resores enble olletive imgining of other kinds 
of ftres. Highlighting the pbli dvoy nd performnes of Sámi 
rtist So Jnnok, Bitvyditė nd Engebretsen illminte the signi-
nt wys in whih mny indigenos tivists nd rtists bring ttention to 
 environmentl  destrtion nd hmn rights violtions throgh the se of 
digitl tehnologies. Reognising the signine of digitl tehnologies  
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for Indigenos tivism in vrios loles, sh s Sápmi, Greenlnd, the 
United Sttes, Mexio, Cnd, New Zelnd, nd Astrli, Bitvyditė 
nd Engebretsen’s hpter ontribtes to frther deepen or nderstnding 
the role of digitl tehnologies mong Indigenos tivists, s the  growing 
ess to digitl prodts nd networks llows for stronger ttention to 
Indigenos isses s  reslt of interseting soil, politil, environmen-
tl, historil, nd ltrl dynmis, nd inspires broder nd more 
 fr-rehing protests on  trnslol, plnetry sle.

Confronting methodological regionalism, challenging 
exceptionalism

In the different projets within Transforming Identities in Contemporary 
Europe, one overlpping interest ws to rtilte wys to strtegise 
ginst nd move beyond methodologil regionlism or ntionlism. 
This onept is typilly nderstood to men tht the region or  on-
try is tken s  self-explntory or ‘ntrl’ nit of nlysis in reserh.
One wy of doing this ws to highlight the disrsive se of the onept 
nd politis of exeptionlism in  vriety of ontexts. As  poliy on-
ept, exeptionlism is ommonly sed in the ontext of Nordi eql-
ity nd welfre poliy, to indite the wys in whih the Nordi model 
works s  lesson or model for the rest of the world to emlte. As Kris 
Clrke nd Mnté Vertelyté desribe it so sintly in their hpter 
‘Edtionl hllenges for Nordi exeptionlism: epistemi injstie 
in the bsene of ntirist edtion’, notions of Nordi exeptionlism 
indite the wys tht the Nordis re “onsidered niqe nd even ‘bet-
ter thn’ other ontries in the world de to their distint soil welfre 
stte models nd soil demorti pproh to interntionl ffirs”. 
As mny of the hpters disss, lbeit from vriegted perspetives,  
ril prt of this exeptionlising notion is to ideologilly seprte 
the Nordi region’s pst nd present from the geopolitil genelogies 
of olonilism nd rism. It is  entrl mbition of this book to hl-
lenge this problemti prdigm, throgh the sitted nd nned se 
stdies nd nlyses on the orienttion of methodologil regionlism in 
Nordi Erope nd the geopolitis of its trnsntionl onnetions nd 
o-onstitent ftors nd gents. As the projet proeeded throgh the 
three workshops, we beme more wre of the wys in whih, in rele-
vnt Nordi sitted reserh, for exmple, methodologil regionlism 
is often pplied in reserh bot nd sitted in (one of) the Nordi 
ontries, where one single ntionl ontext is tken s  relible rep-
resenttive exmple of the Nordi region in nlyses on themes to do 
with eqlity, diversity, welfre, nd poliy. Sometimes, this regionl-
ist nlyti extends to the broder Western Eropen region, nd even 
strethes to enompss the diretionl onept of the ‘West’, withot 
onting for the  omprtive, hene politil nd ideologil strtegies  
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involved. Indeed, bringing together ritil onsidertions of lotion, 
temporlity, nd movements ws n importnt dynmi permeting ll 
three workshops. Emphsising the importne of engging the mltis-
lrity of lotions, brodly dened, we hve ths ritilly pplied the 
onept of exeptionlism to explore the politil entnglements between 
movements, sptilities, nd ntionlisms in historil nd ontemporry 
ontexts.

This is perhps most evident in the hpter ‘Vrieties of exeptionlism: 
 onverstion’ by Selin Çğty, Mi Liinson, nd Olg Ssnkevih. 
Bsed on  onverstion from  ollbortive reserh projet set in the 
Sndinvin ontries (Norwy, Sweden, Denmrk), Trkey, nd Rssi, 
they investigte the tility of exeptionlism s  trnsntionlising on-
ept. Their rgment is tht this nlytil move llows s to move beyond 
ommon oneptl thinking tht interprets methodologil ntionlism 
s the ide tht the ntion, stte, or soiety is the ntrl soil nd polit-
il form of the modern world (iting Wimmer nd Glik Shiller 2002, 
302). In their projets, this ment tht insted of investigting the wys in 
whih feminist nd LGBTI+ tivists engge the ntion stte in three dis-
tint regionl nd ntionl ontexts nd then ompred them, they on-
sidered how spei grops nd movements enontered nd strtegised 
vis-à-vis hllenges tht emerged s effets of disorses of exeptionlism 
in rights-bsed nd jstie-seeking work. This pproh ws bsed on the 
premise tht disorses of exeptionlism, while resting on disorses nd 
ideologies of modern ntionlism, tlly owes their existene nd min-
tenne to  geopolitis of trnsntionl normlising regimes of order nd 
regltion. Oftentimes, they fond, n impliit ‘identity politis’ of vitims 
nd leders serves to sitte vrios tors: ntionl governments, mltin-
tionl fnding bodies (donors), lol ommnities, nd trnsntionl non- 
governmentl orgnistions (NGOs).

Inspired by qeer, feminist, trns, blk, ntirist, nd deolonil episte-
mologies, the nthology posits  fndmentl refsl to position the Nordi 
region s  prtilr – exeptionl – position otside or beyond Erope 
proper, or the world t lrge; the nthology insists on loting Nordi Erope 
s lwys lredy  prt of  geopolitis of the mentioned olonil, rist, 
nd sexist world order (Keskinen et l. 2019, Tlostnov et l. 2019). Indeed, 
lthogh most of the 13 ontribting thors re bsed fll- or prt-time 
in  Nordi ontry,  mjority of the volme’s thors hold or hve held 
itizenship otside the Nordis. These dispori positionlities proved to be 
extremely genertive for engging with the workshop themes nd developing 
texts for wht hs eventlly beome this olletive nthology. Ths, pt 
together, the present volme reets on the wys in whih the projet theme, 
however omplited, hllenging nd hnging, lerly spoke to prtii-
pnts whose own positionlities were experiened s somewht dispori, 
trnsntionl, or different vis-à-vis hegemoni onepts of exeptionlism, 
the Nordi region, ommnity, nd identity politis.
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Ths,  ommon theme in this nthology is tht of mltifeted dis-
pori livelihoods wherein identitions nd modes of belonging re 
ritilly explored, nd where hegemoni normtive modes of presrip-
tive  identitions nd belongings re being hllenged. Methodologil 
pprohes tht medite between tobiogrphil nrrtives, olletive 
politil llegines, nd ideologies hrterise mny of the distint voies 
nd perspetives tht the volme ontribtes. In Çğty, Liinson, nd 
Ssnkevih’s hpter this is ttempted throgh olletive diloge,  spe-
i methodologil tool pplied not only in gthering dt bt lso in n-
lysing the dt together nd in writing for pblition, where  mltislr 
perspetive is key to refrin from the previosly mentioned methodologil 
regionlism (nd ntionlism). They knowledge their mbition to tilise 
olletive diloge s  distint mens of demi knowledge prodtion, 
nd s  mens to step side from onventionl omprtive methodology 
tht risks reproding ineqlities between nd within the globl Est/West 
nd North/Soth. They write:

all our contexts share a post-imperial position. As we recognized that 
exceptionalism is closely tied to nation building and the formation of the
modern nation-state, we also noted that exceptionalist myths have deeper, 
geographical, and historical linkages to the post-imperial contexts that we 
analyse. For instance, the hybrid quality of exceptionalist discourses in 
Turkey and Russia are anchored in variegated liminal positions between 
the East and West, and exceptionalist discourses in Scandinavia carry a 
geopolitical tension between the core(s) and semi-peripheries of the world 
system.

Throgh  mltislr pproh tht rests on qlittive reserh in 
Sndinvi, Trkey, nd Rssi, they demonstrte tht hegemoni dis-
orses of exeptionlism re entngled within disorses of olonilism, 
empire, ntionl modernity, nd the gender eqlity model.

A methodologil pproh tht resembles tht of Çğty, Liinson, 
nd Ssnkevih is tht of Rmon Dim nd Simon Dmitri in their 
o-thored hpter ‘Home is where the t is: the Here-There of Qeer (Un)
belonging’. A pointed ritiqe of the oneptl hegemony of progress nd 
minstrem Nordi positivity (spremy, even) tthed to notions of  
‘qeer ommnity’, inlding the symbolism of the rinbow g, is promi-
nent foi of ritiqe. Committed to hllenge the normtivising binries tht 
hrterise Nordi disorses on LGBTI+ tivism nd their ntionl nd 
regionl poliy ontexts, Dmitri nd Dim introde ‘the here-there’ s 
 methodologil, oneptl ssemblge to spek to politil tensions nd 
temporl nd sptil movements, bsed on their dispori experienes s 
qeer migrnts lternting nding themselves nvigting between Romni 
nd Sweden, tivism nd demi, their privte home nd soiety t lrge, 
nd their (mostly) long-distne reltions with prts of their biofmily bk 
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in Romni nd hosen kin in Sweden. They introde  series of vignettes 
tht illstrte the omplexities of dispori qeer life nd tivism: for 
exmple, the normtivity of inlsion politis in Sweden nd their strte-
gi deision to opt ot of sid inlsions in order to evde migroggressive 
forms of violene nd disrimintion embedded in Swedish homonormtive 
inlsion ttis. They lerned, they write with dry srsti hmor, lso 
of the mterilist frmings tht ompny mh qeer networking: “pro-
jets with rdil intentions n tlly befriend the devil if tht grnts 
them ess to spe nd lowers the rent”.

In disssing trnsntionlly trvelling formtions of LGBTQI ltre nd 
Pride politis, in the hpter ‘Gyness between ntion bilders nd money 
mkers: from ideology to new essentilism’, Ann-Mri Sörberg highlights 
the intrite wys in whih the opertionlistion of stte power intertwines 
with re, sexlity, nd gender in the lotions of Sweden, Netherlnds, 
nd the US. Following the rinbow symbolism rond, throgh her own 
interntionl trvels sine the 1990s ntil tody, Sörberg ponders wht kinds 
of LGBTQI rights nd tolerne re being promoted nd imgined t Pride 
events tody, nd how they re being disrsively prtised by the mny 
different tors tht invest in them: politiins,  tivists, orportions, nd 
others. One prtilrly relevnt se tht this hpter explores is how the 
Swedish Demorts (Sverigedemokraterna),  Sweden bsed fr-right polit-
il prty tht hs srged in poplrity in reent yers, is mobilising vles 
of freedom nd morlity rond Pride nd ‘gy rights’ to promote  violent 
nti-immigrtion nd Islmophobi politil gend.

On  broder level, Sörberg ritiqes wht my pper to be  benevo-
lent minstrem ‘homotolernt’ disorse srronding Pride nd rinbow 
symbolism, nd shows how it, in ft, relies on  problemti exlsionry 
essentilism where ntion, re, gender, nd sexlity gre prominently. 
Sörberg wrns of the powerfl retionry ‘brnd’ of depolitiised LGBTQI 
ltre in ontemporry Western soiety nd tkes the nlysis bk to 
1990s’ New York when Sörberg lived nd worked there. Reeling in the wke 
of AIDS nd the momentos trm, it nleshed on gy life fndmen-
tl strggles between pre-existing grssroots-bsed rdil inititives nd 
emergent right-wing movements intent on forming  ‘gy minstrem’. To 
enble meningfl ritiqe of these omplexities, nd indeed lso to hold 
mltiple perspetives in or mind t the sme time, Sörberg rges for the 
importne of re-envisioning the ftre while simltneosly re-evlting 
history, s ontemporry qeer lives shre, lbeit nevenly, pst experienes 
of strggles, grief, nd ommnity. Prphrsing Hether Love (2009) nd 
Eve Kosofsky Sedgwik (1990), Sörberg onldes tht progressive, liberl 
movements tht insist on relegting ertin strggles, ommnities, nd 
bodies to the historil srphep, re in effet exiling vitl shred knowl-
edge of or pst, present, nd ftre. Insted, we mst tively seek ot ori-
gins nd mltifeted psts in their simltneosly hnting nd inspiring 
omplexities for ftre-direted strggles.
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In their hpter, Kris Clrke nd Mnté Vertelyté disss the ril role 
of edtion in ombtting ril disrimintion: As pedgogil spes, 
they provide niqe, ril possibilities for enbling trnsformtionl 
hnge, ntirism, nd ritil thinking. With exmples from the Dnish 
nd Finnish instittionl ontexts, they nfold the mny wys in whih epis-
temi injstie is llowed to dominte in the bsene of formlised ntirist 
edtion inititives. A strting point for their rgment – one whih eh-
oes tht of Bitvyditė nd Engebretsen’s hpter on Sámi environmentl 
tivism – is the knowledgement tht Nordi exeptionlism is gronded 
in the ideology nd mterility of olonilism nd rism. Althogh Clrke 
nd Vertelyté t the otset fos on two ntionl ontexts within the exep-
tionlism frmework of the ‘Nordi region’, they nevertheless void the 
mentioned pitflls of  bonded methodologil regionlism or ntionlism 
throgh  bottom-p fos on spei lol edtionl instittions nd 
their prties.

Introding ntirist pedgogy nd deolonil pprohes to ed-
tionl thinking nd prtie in soil work professionl edtion (Finlnd) 
nd seondry shool lssrooms (Denmrk), Clrke nd Vertelyté identify 
how re nd rism in lrge prt re dened s isses tht exist ‘fr wy’ 
from Denmrk nd Finlnd, or loted in the historil pst. They rge 
tht rism nd re tend to be sed s bstrt terms of denition rther 
thn speking to lived experienes in the rrent moment, s for exmple 
spoken by rilised stdents in the Dnish seondry shool lssroom: 
A  teher my invlidte  rilised stdent’s nrrtive of experiening 
rism by rging tht ‘Islmophobi’ (nderstood s disrimintion bsed 
on religion) is different from ‘rism’. Here, Clrke nd Vertelyté pply 
Friker’s onept of testimonial injustice to onnet this to the power nd 
violene of whiteness s  entrl ftor in Nordi exeptionlism (Friker 
2007). In  move tht ehoes the ritil nd genertive methodologil 
projet of this volme s  whole, they powerflly rge tht edtionl 
instittions re responsible for ensring tht ntirist pedgogil tools 
re mde prt of stdy rril nd prties in dily-lssroom inter-
tions between stdents, nd between stdents nd tehers. This is  pr-
tie with potentil for enorging ritil thinking nd trnsformtionl 
hnge. Centrl to this prtie, they onlde, re nrrtives of personl 
experienes nd tive hllenges of normtive strtres nd ideologies.

In closing

Tken together, the hpters in this book ontribte to sholrly nd tivist 
debtes on the rrent reongrtions of welfre, governne, nd soiety 
tht onter ommon ssmptions of the wning of welfre, loss of demo-
ry, nd one-sided thoritrin nd poplist growth. While there is some 
trth to the ommon nrrtives, this volme shows tht there re simlt-
neosly other shifts tking ple tht regre soiety in wys tht re not  
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simply nd only bot loss of ll tht is ‘good’ (eqlity, demory, diver-
sity, trst, welfre). Nor is it, perhps, the most sefl to disss these shifts 
in polrising wys, s so often hppen; minority-mjority, demory- 
thoritrinism, eqlity-ineqlity, nd so on. In Nordi Erope, often-
times ‘the welfre model’ is pt t stke for imgining nd nlysing these 
thretening hnges. Anthropologists Ins Koh nd Deborh Jmes hve 
seflly rged, for exmple, for the wys in whih the ‘stte of the welfre 
stte’ is in ft mrked by “n ever more omplex reongrtion of mrket, 
stte nd ivi-soiety or third setor reltions, one whih drws  rnge 
of tors into the job of governing welfre” (Koh nd Jmes 2022). And 
onrrently, new forms of tivist networks nd movements emerge, nd 
they tilise timely ombintions of dvoy longside pre-existing forms 
of dvie-giving.

Methodologil onerns nd strggles over knowledge prodtion 
nd their onrrent ineqlities in nd beyond the demi terrin nd 
ross historil periods hve been entrl to this ollbortive projet 
sine its ingrtion. Sitted within  geopolitil risis tht trversed 
ll borders nd grop domins, the COVID-19 pndemi emerged on top 
of  longer period of eonomi sterity, growing ineqlity, intensifying 
pressres in demi, s well s the globl limte risis. As disssed t 
the strt of this Introdtion, we re now nding orselves in the middle 
of lrge-sle reongrtions of soil, politil, epistemologil, nd 
morl wys of being in the world tht re possibly npreedented. Cril 
for s, dring the ltter two workshops espeilly, were ollbortions nd 
diloges on the se of demi reserh nd texts rrently nd the role 
nd responsibility of niversity-bsed intelletls. Severl projet prtii-
pnts re or were preriosly positioned in demi, or engged in tiv-
ist or rtisti projets, nd it ws lwys importnt to the projet’s steering 
grop tht demi stts shold not determine prtiiption in the work-
shop or inlsion in the volme. Aknowledging, too, tht the onept of 
‘reserh’ nd proesses of demi knowledge prodtion re problem-
tilly imbrited in Eropen olonil nd imperil histories, the projet 
hs engged in qestions of representtion, trth-telling nd trth-lims, 
demi ‘freedom’ nd the privileged disorse of demi prodtion 
(Smith 2012). Pled rmly t the entre of this projet’s onts nd think-
ing re dispori identities, migrnt positionlities, nd ttis of resistne 
bsed in solidrities tht trverse the frght demi-tivist binry. 
Eqlly t the ore of the projet is  problemtising of the oft-impliit ide 
of whiteness t the ore of ntionlism nd exeptionlism. As this volme 
rges, rism,  sexism, trnsphobi, Islmophobi, nd the imge of white 
innoene  operte in exlsionry nd violent wys to retin hegemoni 
strtrl power.

In order to sketh meningfl lterntives nd theorise the omplex 
 onnetions nd shifts tht we hve identied nd responded to, we pro-
pose to strt from the gronds of (to)ethnogrphi onverstions nd 
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reetions. These gronds re onsistently from the vntge points of 
minoritised ‘others’, ths offering  brod-bsed perspetive onto the dom-
innt systems of governne nd morlising welfre strtres midst geo-
politil phevl. In this wy, too, the Nordis nd Erope re lwys 
lredy imbrited in the world beyond its borders, not llowed n exep-
tionlising position of morl-politiin beon vis-à-vis the world. This 
methodologil frmework onnets theory nd the empiril nd bridges 
sholrly, tivist, nd rtisti positionlities. Nrrtives nd nlyses re 
presented throgh exmintions of everydy lives nd experienes, personl 
voies, vignettes, nd nrrtions, throgh different movements nd trv-
els, ross different terrins nd temporlities. Positionlities onted for 
in, throgh, nd between spe nd time in the hpters offer sefl entry 
points to thinking ritilly bot identity politis, rethinking the mening 
of the ‘Nordi’ nd ‘Erope’, their border regimes, their reltive lims to 
being n exeptionl spe nd polity, nd hene how ‘other’ ples – other 
Eropen lotions, the ‘globl’ – the rossings nd ombined experienes, 
identitions, nd moving between them. These omplex positionings 
distrb nd disrpt hegemoni ides nd norms bot identity, belonging, 
ntion/lity, nd the virte of sptil-politil bondedness.
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