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            Abstract
          
        

        
          This paper argues that the significant transformations, occurring in contemporary (Korean) cities can be understood through the lens of governmentality. In particular, digital-algorithmic technologies, when combined with governmentality, have transformed the role of the apparatuses of security and discipline. These changes are exemplified by two phenomena emerging in contemporary urban areas—mechanisms that detect and control individual abnormal factors while maintaining overall circulation—which have become core operational principles of cities these days. First, contemporary cities have become both key areas and apparatuses of internalized borders that extend national borders into domestic territories. As such, cities function as sites that sustain the flow of ‘necessary’ migrants while ‘screening out’ those deemed ‘unnecessary,’ relying on their physical and administrative infrastructures (what I refer to as borders through cities). Second, in many cities across Korea and the broader society, this border logic has been adopted as a mode of urban governing. Rather than simply restricting the movement of people and things, cities are evolving into sites of governance that encourage flows while controlling individual irregularity (what I refer to as cities through borders).
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