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Writing the Global City

Over the last three decades, our understanding of the city worldwide has been revolutionized by three innovative theoretical concepts – globalisation, postcolonialism and a radically contested notion of modernity. The idea and even the reality of the city has been extended out of the state and nation and re-positioned in the larger global world.

In this book Anthony King brings together key essays written over this period, much of it dominated by debates about the world or global city. Challenging assumptions and silences behind these debates, King provides largely ignored historical and cultural dimensions to the understanding of world city formation as well as decline. Interdisciplinary and comparative, the essays address new ways of framing contemporary themes: the imperial and colonial origin of contemporary world and global cities, actually existing postcolonialisms, claims about urban and cultural homogenisation and the role of architecture and built environment in that process. Also addressed are arguments about indigenous and exogenous perspectives, Eurocentricism, ways of framing vernacular architecture, and the global historical sociology of building types. Wide-ranging and accessible, Writing the Global City provides essential historical contexts and theoretical frameworks for understanding contemporary urban and architectural debates. Extensive bibliographies will make it essential for teaching, reference and research.

Anthony D. King is Emeritus Professor of Art History and of Sociology at Binghamton University, State University of New York, USA, and now lives in the UK. He has been Visiting Professor of Architecture at University of California, Berkeley, USA, and was, for five years, Professor of Humanities and Social Sciences at the Indian Institute of Technology, New Delhi, India.
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Edited by Thomas A. Markus and Anthony D. King

Architectural discourse has traditionally represented buildings as art objects or technical objects. Yet buildings are also social objects in that they are invested with social meaning and shape social relations. Recognizing these assumptions, the Architext series aims to bring together recent debates in social and cultural theory and the study and practice of architecture and urban design. Critical, comparative and interdisciplinary, the books in the series, by theorizing architecture, bring the space of the built environment centrally into the social sciences and humanities, as well as bringing the theoretical insights of the latter into the discourses of architecture and urban design. Particular attention is paid to issues of gender, race, sexuality and the body, to questions of identity and place, to the cultural politics of representation and language, and to the global and postcolonial contexts in which these are addressed.
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Preface

The origins of this book are to be found in some persuasive comments of my good friend and one-time Art History colleague at Binghamton University, Nancy Um, at a convivial celebration held there in October 2013. With the help of the library, Nancy had excavated various papers I’d published in some lesser known publications, which she thought would help make a useful book for teaching purposes.

In the event, what has emerged is a combination of some of these papers, plus various contributions to edited books, put together either from conferences or from themed collections. I also have to thank Nancy for the title, Writing the Global City, which helped give the book some additional direction. Three generous (and anonymous) reviewers also gave me some valuable suggestions, most of which I have taken on board.

The chapters address a number of themes, of which the most important is the imperial/colonial origin of world and global cities. Other topics include: colonial architecture and urbanism; cities and the world economy; imperial and global cities; the global sociology of building types; postcolonial criticism; the historical framing of vernacular architecture; imperialism, world cities and the grand hotel; and the connection of globalisation to the homogenisation of architecture worldwide. The different disciplinary vocabularies used to explore these themes include those of sociology, architectural, urban and planning history, geography and postcolonial studies. Putting together previously published papers almost certainly leads – despite all efforts – to some repetition. For this, I apologise and ask for the reader’s patience.

Although the essays were written between 1989 – the year after I joined Binghamton University – and 2015, the period they cover is mainly from the 1950s until the present. The 15 essays are divided into three parts and are (largely) in the order in which they were written. Apart from Chapters 7 and 9, which are shorter versions of the original essays, and a few minute changes to some of the opening sentences, spelling, reference styles and citation format, all the papers are as originally written and published.
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What is the point of re-publishing essays which, like some of those in Part I, were written 15 or even 25 years ago? First, they document changes that have taken place in urban and architectural studies over these three decades. Second, they can show us not only what has changed in these 30 years, but also what’s remained the same. Third, they provide some background for the later essays and should be of historiographical interest.

How do we bring the issues discussed in these early (Part I) chapters up to date? Where are we now in terms of scholarship, beyond the first generation of ‘colonial city’ scholars whose work I discuss in Chapter 3? Initially I had envisaged producing a lengthy annotated bibliography providing the reader with a ‘state of the art’ account of research in this multifaceted field. However, so extensive is the amount of relevant literature today, especially given the number and variety of disciplinary fields drawn upon, that nothing short of a hefty monograph would suffice.

Instead, in this introductory section, I draw on four relatively recent books or journals (i.e. from c.2005 onwards), which are either collections of essays or review essays with extensive bibliographies, which, were I preparing a two-semester graduate seminar on the topic of colonial and postcolonial architecture and urbanism, would provide a wealth of relevant sources. From each collection, I have chosen one item (and author), representative of the whole and which I have discussed or, alternatively, have simply reproduced verbatim. These I regard as representative of current thinking in regard to particular topics.

The essays address four themes, the first of which concerns the origin of studying cities and the urban ‘in global context’. When did urbanists start thinking globally? What circumstances brought this about? And what difference has it made to our scholarship?


Cities in Global Context

It is only … since the early 1980s that urban scholars have begun to explore the question of how global forces and dynamics impact local and regional social space.

(Brenner and Keil 2006:5)


Studies of cities in global context have been around almost as long as scholars have been studying cities.

(Davis 2005:92)


I first began research on colonial urbanism and architecture in New Delhi early in 1970. Finding an appropriate theoretical framework which enabled the spaces and built environment of both imperial and colonised societies to be considered as a single entity was a serious challenge. In the conceptual language of the day, India was part of the ‘Third World’, not, as today, the ‘Global South’. As Davis points out in her comprehensive account (on which I draw extensively in the following), ‘Third World’ urban studies at this time were characterised by social, economic and urban problems – informal settlements, urban marginality, physical and economic polarisation, among others. There was a ‘macroeconomic framework [but] … it did not extend to the global context’ (Davis 2005:95). Patterns of urbanisation were to be explained by reference to national forces and conditions, not ‘global’ ones. Things changed in the 1980s with the adoption of ideas of ‘dependency’ and, reflecting Immanuel Wallerstein’s influence, the ‘world-systemic’ context of ‘Third World’ cities and urbanisation. Ten years later, however, ideas about ‘globalisation’ had caught on and, by then, according to Davis, there were ‘very few scholars who didn’t take the global context as a key frame’ (p.97), but for studying ‘Third World’ urbanisation rather than ‘the world’ as such. Architectural issues rarely came into this realm of urban theory, however theorised. Well down the agenda, they were subsumed under the vocabulary of the ‘built environment’ and ‘physical and spatial urban form’.

With the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989, the collapse of the Soviet Union (1991), the end of the Cold War and the worldwide popularity of neo-liberalism, the global context was to change dramatically. The breaking down of protectionist economic policies and acceleration of world trade were to bode well for the study of global cities. Most important, the collapse of the ‘Second World’ meant that the ‘Three Worlds’ metaphor was no longer valid. Added to this, the World Wide Web of Tim Berners Lee (1991) was to give a huge economic and also ideological boost to the global economy (Davis 2005:98). The nomenclature of ‘global city’ – a term that had been around for some time (see Chapter 15) – began to be applied to the world’s major economic centres, New York, London and Tokyo, and was especially boosted by the circulation of Saskia Sassen’s influential book, The Global City (1991). An alternative account of these developments is given in Adam’s The Globalisation of Modern Architecture, where he refers to the years 1989–1993 as marking a ‘New Global Era’ (2013:75). The main argument of my own book, Global Cities (1990a), however, was in the subtitle, Postimperialism and the Internationalisation of London, and also in that of its companion volume, Urbanism, Colonialism and the World Economy (1990b).


The ‘West' and Alternate Urban Visions

The ‘West’ remains the subject of urban theory, even when the putative object of discussion is a city ‘beyond the West’. The un-namable region carries in its more typically used designation as ‘non-West’ the burden of difference, of being the ‘reverse’ of the namable subject: the prefix ‘non’ stands for an ‘absence’, a ‘lack’ of all that is ‘important’ and ‘worthwhile’ (Webster’s Dictionary, 2001).

(Chattopadhyay 2012:75).


Referring to the work of a second generation of historians of colonial architecture and urbanism, Chattopadhyay continues:

Recent research has moved away from focusing solely on colonial domination and the Westernization paradigm to restore the power of imagination to the colonized and ex-colonized. There is a willingness to see in the historical record alternative voices and visions, often incommensurate with the authority of the colonizer (Yeoh 1996; Kusno 2000; Hosagrahar 2005; Chattopadhyay 2005; Glover 2007; Legg 2007; Kidambi 2007; Chopra 2011). For example, the ‘colonial spatial imagination’ (Glover 2007; 29–31) of British India was borrowed and built upon Indian buildings and urban traditions as much as it was imported. Further, it was liable to change because it was not operating in a socio-spatial vacuum…. The colonized population countered, replaced, modified and by-passed colonial intentions in innumerable ways…. The focus on indigenous actors in recent studies of colonial urbanism has thus made a convincing case for understanding these alternate urban visions.

(Chattopadhyay 2012:86).


This extract is from an essay by Swati Chattopadhyay, one of 20 scholars from all over the world included in Urban Theory Beyond the West (2012). With almost 1,000 items listed in the bibliography, this makes an important contribution to recognising alternate urban visions.


Postcoloniality

Postcolonial perspectives in architecture and urbanism offer ways of thinking about built form and space as cultural landscapes that are at once globally interconnected and precisely situated in space and time…. Some scholars define postcolonial studies as precisely focused on European colonization of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Others have a wider view that now includes the experiences of nations that have never been colonized, such as Turkey; the repercussions of earlier colonization in Latin America; recent imperialisms such as those by the US, Japan, or the USSR, as well as the multiple effects of colonial experiences on Europe and the US. In its broadest definition, postcolonial perspectives give voice to all types and sites of struggle against hegemonic power. Its challenge is in legitimizing, enabling, and empowering alternative narratives and forms. Many critical readings about domination based on gender, race, caste, ethnic or religious groups, could thus be subsumed under postcolonial thought.

(Hosagrahar 2012:71)


In addition to addressing the key intellectual issues and concerns of postcolonial theory and four key areas of critical importance – historiography and repre­sentation, nationalism and nationhood, globalisation and preservation and cultural identity – Hosagrahar’s contribution to our understanding of postcolonialism distinguishes itself from others by, among other things, addressing the important issues of design and practice.


Imperial, Colonial and Global Cities

My argument about the imperial and colonial origin of many so-called world or global cities is not just a matter of ‘getting things straight’ or to add a missing history, even though these are legitimate tasks. The aim is rather to draw attention to the overly economistic nature of the criteria driving the ‘world city’ paradigm and its framing within a narrowly restrictive framework of urban political economy. It is also to highlight the ahistorical and analytically feeble nature of the category, ‘global city’…. Though not sufficient in themselves, postcolonial histories are nonetheless central to any analysis of the multicultural nature of both suburbs as well as central areas of global cities in Canada, the USA, Australia, the Netherlands, France, Spain, Portugal and many other countries in Europe as well as elsewhere in the world (including Britain).

(King 2006:321, 323).



Epilogue

In conclusion, I should also say something of the theoretical and methodological assumptions behind this book, and also of the disciplinary fields to which they are related. If there is one assumption that has been undermined during the last half-century it is that the nation-state is not the most appropriate unit of social analysis to examine many phenomena in the modern world. Whether we adopt Immanuel Wallerstein’s theorisation of the ‘world system’ or only borrow selected items from the vocabulary, that term has been too seductive for many writers to ignore, to be rivalled in the social sciences by notions of ‘the global’, ‘glocal’ and ‘globalisation’ made popular by Roland Robertson and his concept of ‘the world as a single place’. My own stance is on the side of eclecticism.

In the last three decades, the growth of research and teaching in the history of colonial and postcolonial architecture and urbanism – including increasing nationalism and different versions of modernity – has enormously expanded. In the early years, scholars in this field were often from Europe (UK) and the United States; then, increasingly, indigenous postcolonial scholars were researching at home, in the one-time metropole, and especially in North America (not least, the University of California at Berkeley, where Nezar AlSayyad was an early influence in the field). Evidence for this growing academic postcolonial consciousness is to be found not only in the increasing number of scholars and graduate students working in the field, but also in the hundreds of titles in the recent bibliographies of Edensor and Jayne (2012), Home (2013), James-Chakraborty (2014), King (2004), Crinson (2003) and others. These more recent studies of colonial architecture and urbanism have, as the earlier quotation from Chattopadhyay (2012) suggests, given far more attention to the role and activities of indigenous actors, alternative voices and visions. The degree to which this knowledge has been used to transform, or reassert, the postcolonial built environment itself varies according to each individual case. As Rajagopalan and Desai (2012) point out, New Delhi’s colonial past has (ironically) been recommissioned as the heritage of a contemporary nation – an outcome also to be found in other postcolonial cities.

As for methodology, it will be evident to the reader that, in comparison with my previous book (King 2004), I have made considerable use of the internet, not least in searching for ‘grand hotels’ worldwide. Ironically, considerable information comes from my collection of well-thumbed Baedeckers and similar guides. In the second half of this book, the empiricist in me has taken over from the theoretician. My interest in language as a tool for research covers everything from etymology to a more sophisticated interest in ethnosemantics and toponomy. For this kind of research it has considerable potential. My long-term interest in the history and sociology of building types (more precisely, the social production of building form, shared with Architext co-editor Thomas Markus), informs much of my work; it offers an under-used route into understanding both large and also small-scale social, political and cultural change, from the local to the global. Mobility, between disciplines, institutions and countries, is good for research.

Limitations of space have prevented me from commenting on all of the essays that follow. However, it is evident that interest in particular themes (for example, investigating assumptions about the homogenisation of the built environment worldwide or the relation of the built environment to the globalisation of culture) have continued to be pursued (e.g. Adam 2013:100–2; Sadria 2012). Though some may think that ‘post-colonial resentment’ is ‘fad(ing) into a distant memory’ (Adam 2013:258), it is clear from the chapters that follow that not only is postcolonial consciousness alive and well, but is also a growing influence on the politics and attitudes of the present, not only in the scholarly world but also in the practices of architecture and planning. It would, for example, take a brave critic to assert that the historic colonial ‘dual city’, with its economic, social and spatial divide, has disappeared from the postcolony (Nightingale 2012). I would like to think that readers with similar interests will be encouraged, if not provoked, by these chapters.
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A topic as ambitious as that indicated in my title imposes both constraints as well as obligations: constraints in that if it addresses the concerns of practitioners in architecture and urban design as well as academics in sociology, geography and cultural theory,2 it cannot be theoretically over-ambitious; obligations, in that it must, however, find a conceptual vocabulary which is available to all. Moreover, the projects of these different audiences do not necessarily coincide: architects and urban designers have to design buildings and cities (or parts of them) in a way that sociologists do not have to design societies; or not, at least, in the short term (one might say that Marx left a large number of design briefs around which, had he lived long enough to pick up the fees, would have earned him a small fortune).

But the task of developing a common conceptual framework and vocabulary is clearly an urgent and important task. Architects, planners, urban designers, indeed all those professions which deal with the realities of the built environment, need (and in many cases, also want) to understand questions concerning, for example, the long-term economic, social or political outcomes of particular design policies or decisions, or the meaning of different building forms in various cultures, or issues relating to the social organisation of space, whether at the level of the building or of the city. It is only quite recently, however, that social theories have begun to take a serious interest in such questions (at a theoretical, not an applied level) and many of the debates are still confined to questions of ‘space’, ‘social relations and spatial structures’ and do not address, as I shall discuss below, a more differentiated notion of the built environment and its relation to a vast array of social processes.

The larger problem I want to address can be put, in over-simplified terms, in the form of three questions:


	What is the role of the multi-faceted forces of international capital (economic, political, technological, social), and the built environment which they help to produce, in contributing to the homogenisation of culture on a global scale?


This hypothetical question can be broken down into two more specific issues:


	What is the role of the physical and spatial built environment in contributing to a globalisation of culture?


Here, I am suggesting that ‘globalisation’ can mean either the creation of homogeneity (where everything becomes the same) or, following Robertson (1987), the creation of heterogeneity (or difference) as a response to globalisation. I am subsuming under the word ‘culture’ both the material culture of the built environment itself as well as the systems of meaning, action and symbolic forms with which this is connected.


	What is the more specific role of architecture, urban planning and design, understood as distinctive, professional culture practices, in this process of globalisation?


Here, I am seeing architecture and urban design or planning as particular cultural industries which might be compared, for example, with other major spheres of cultural production such as the film, video or music industries, the realms of television or advertising: the image-projecting and consciousness-transforming industries, all those industries which, in short, in the conditions of contemporary capitalism and along with a variety of other forms and processes, contribute to the constitution, confirmation or reconstitution of human subjectivity and cultural identity. I am suggesting, in brief, that architecture and planning, indeed all the ‘design professions’, are potentially major influences in contributing to the transformation of culture on a global scale.

However, in talking about the production of the built environment, I also want to distinguish between the actions of individuals and organisations (maybe individual architects, firms of developers of municipalities, agencies of one kind or another) and the larger structures and conditions in which they operate: particular modes of production or forms of socio-economic organisation and political control: free market capitalism, state capitalism, socialism, welfare capitalism; or distinctive regional or even national cultures. This is what we commonly accept as the structure–agency question.

It might be thought that to ask such questions is simultaneously irrelevant as well as intellectually misconceived, an example of a ‘totalising discourse’ which might be undermined from a variety of directions. I would suggest two very practical reasons why I believe such questions to be legitimate.

The immense acceleration in the processes of globalisation and ‘global compression’ (to use Robertson’s phrase) is most obviously seen in relation to the economy: the three major players in the internationalisation of the economy since the 1970s have been the banks, the global corporations and the state (Thrift 1986); it has been accompanied by the internationalisation of production and of consumption, of 24-hour global trading in securities, of revolutionary developments in transport and telecommunications technology and the massive growth in international labour migration. These, in turn, have brought the deterritorialisation of cultures, the existence of cultures far from their places of origin.

Two particular aspects of the so-called new international division of labour which characterised these new developments in the capitalist world economy are of particular relevance to my theme. The first, drawing on the work of Friedmann and Wolff (1982), Friedmann (1986), Sassen-Koob (1984, 1986, 1990), Soja et al. (1983), Soja (1988) and others, concerns the shift of manufacturing industries from once-industrial cities to lower labour-cost countries and regions (or to their automation) and their replacement by higher level, producer service functions (international banking, financial services, insurance, real estate, design services, etc.). Because such activities rely on advanced information technology and are labour-intensive in terms of ‘think work’, in which core post-industrial states have a major competitive advantage on a global scale, these knowledge-intensive (and also ideology-producing) services, fed by the major centres of education and research, are largely concentrated in the major ‘world cities’ of the USA, Europe and the Far East, along with the headquarters offices of global corporations and international banks. Here, they provide, in Sassen-Koob’s (1986) terms, the ‘global control capability’ in an increasingly global system of production. International contracts have become increasingly important for many architectural and engineering firms. In the mid-1970s already, one-third of US worldwide receipts on contracts for construction, consulting and design services were coming from OPEC countries (Sassen-Koob 1984) and this has increasingly been the case for UK companies (King 1990a). The 1980s has been the decade in which all companies, not least those in architecture and design services, have ‘gone global’.

One of the best examples is that of Japanese construction contractors which have undergone a major process of internationalisation in the last decade. The lack of public works in Japan and declining profits prompted large corporations to ‘go global’ in the 1980s, helped of course by the surfeit of Japanese capital looking for profitable sites for investment. Between 1981 and 1988, Kumagai Gumi, once a small-scale Japanese contractor, moved from 135th to 6th place in the world’s top international construction contractors. In the process they have had a massive effect on Australian urban and building development, leaving a string of luxury hotels, tourist resorts, condominiums and often unwanted developments around the Australian coast (Rimmer 1988). The spectre of capital combing the world looking for profitable sites for investment and, if necessary, tearing down existing environments to achieve it, if not the major feature of the 1980s, has nevertheless been a striking characteristic of urban development in that decade. It is now well known that 70 percent of downtown Los Angeles is foreign owned (Wald 1988:8). Other world cities have equally been the recipient of foreign capital investment. In New Delhi, the capital of India, a massive building boom has been underway since the mid-1980s, a considerable part of it fuelled by investment from ‘NRIs’ (non-resident Indians), often from capital generated in the Gulf but also from other international sources. The developments have had a significant and major effect on Indians’ traditional investment practices as, over the last decade, they have moved accumulated and inherited wealth out of investment in (especially gold) jewellery to investment in property and land. The result has been the growth of a new ‘South City’ in Delhi, a spate of luxury building on a scale not seen since the establishment of colonial New Delhi in the early twentieth century, and the creation of ‘designer housing’ which apparently combines features from Riyadh, South Kensington and Bombay (Cityscan, 1989).

London, which was one of a number of cities targeted by oil surplus funds in the 1970s, has been especially transformed in the 1980s, largely in the run-up to and aftermath of the ‘Big Bang’. Between 1985, when Japanese investment in British property was still rare, and 1987, Japanese banks’ investment in UK property increased eightfold to around £250 million (King 1990a:108). Less well documented has been the laundering of drug profits and their investment in urban redevelopment round the world, including new developments in the London Docklands (King 1990a:148).

These are only some of the more obvious effects of the massive internationalisation of capital in the last decade and their impacts both on architectural production and on the profession itself. The decade also saw the first case of an architects’ firm being listed on the London ‘unlisted securities’ market. Because of the creation of the single European market in 1992, consultants are being employed to buy up small architectural firms in preparation for what some see will be a boom in design work following the establishment of the single market, and where firms in England, say, will do design work cheaper than those in France.

Thus, even at this relatively elementary level of world economic forces and their effects on urban and building development, we need a framework for understanding the mechanisms, the institutions, the meanings and the economic, social and cultural consequences of these developments. How are we to understand this process of transnationalisation in this process of the transformation of space and form? What difference, if any, will it make to people’s social, political or cultural consciousness? What kind of symbolic investment are they to make in these new environments, what meanings will they have and how will they mobilise these meanings for their own social or political purposes? More significantly, what are the prisms through which we should try to understand cultural resistance to these developments and the differences which are evident from one place to another? How relevant are the categories, for this purpose, of nation, locality, region, religion, class, gender, economy?

This, therefore, is what I would call the external justification for my theme: in a situation of ‘global compression’, I am concerned to find a framework for understanding transformations in space, building and urban form which extend well beyond the boundaries of the state. My internal justification comes from another, though related phenomenon: just as the new international division of labour is increasingly sending producer services in design outwards, to other countries in search of markets, so also is it bringing increasing numbers of protoprofessionals from so-called ‘Third World’ societies for professional education in countries at the core. As the quaternary sector of such countries expands, the educational component of that sector depends increasingly on this input of students from the global periphery. It is here where the totalising theories are constructed. So the experience (for a few) of flying round the world and needing schemata to make sense of what they see is increasingly complemented in the classroom back home by looking round the graduate seminar table and seeing students from all over the world. It is these conditions which are giving rise to the construction of global theories. We can address our larger questions through a series of different stages in which parts of the problem have been formulated. The first of these we can call:


The Social Production of Knowledge

Much of academic work is concerned with filling in gaps, doing things which one thinks others have omitted; making visible what was previously invisible, creating discursive noise where there was previously silence. So, in the last 20 years, geographers have argued for the centrality of space and spatiality to the explanation of social process; in the urban field of sociology, transformed to urban political economy, capital became critically important in the 1970s and early 1980s, though later it emerged that politics had been neglected. My own experience, for what it is worth, of returning to Europe after living in India for five years, was to discover (in the early 1970s) that ‘culture’, in its old, ‘anthropological’ sense, was being neglected in the study of architecture and urban form. After some years working under the paradigmatic shadows cast by Harvey and Castells it wasn’t in any way a sure thing that ‘culture’, in any sense, existed.

Over the same period meanwhile, feminists had made more than apparent the invisibility of women in history, architecture, anthropology; at another conjuncture, the state was discovered: it had to be brought back in. Decades before, social historians had discovered there was a (generally male) working class. Since the 1970s, in architectural history, scholars have pointed out that insufficient notice was being taken of ‘the vernacular’ and ‘ethnic architecture’; ethnicity, of course, and ethnic difference, has been a major area of neglect and subsequent discovery across the spectrum of intellectual enquiry. For Foucault, the discovery was even greater: it was the appearance of man (and maybe woman) in the sphere of knowledge, not to mention discursive formations. In cultural studies and elsewhere, what has been neglected is the question of subjectivity, and the constitution of the class or gendered subject. And culture, 20 years ago thought to be about values, beliefs, world views, or alternatively about ‘what you need to know to be accepted as one of them by any members of a cultural group’, is now constituted through representation.

One could of course continue these examples, from discourses on language, religion, psychology, but what I want to ask is, what are the conditions under which these discourses are produced? Why does ethnicity, gender, class appear on the agenda? The answer of course is obvious enough but it raises questions not only in the sociology and geography of knowledge (who is producing it, who for and where is it being produced as well as sent to, and consumed) but also, in the history and political economy of knowledge (when is it being produced and who is paying for it; how is it being financed and for what purposes).

In one sense, knowledge is a very personal thing; it comes from personal experience, but personal experience which is situated and formed in particular social institutions and work contexts (like universities, departmental disciplines, professional organisations), in particular geographical locations (cities, regions, states, rich and poor parts of the world) and a product of particular temporal or historical periods, some of which are seen to be significantly formative (and in different states, according to different histories, acquire different labels, such as the ‘Quit India’ period, the ‘Civil Rights’ movement in the US or, in the UK, the apparently ‘global 1980s’). So discourses, and the languages in which they’re expressed, become fossilised, not only according to socially institutionalised disciplines (sociology, architectural history) and particular places (Chicago sociology, British architectural history) but also according to particular historical epochs (postwar Chicago sociology). And this brings me back to my own personal experience. For having discovered, after five years in India and returning to the UK, that it was ‘culture’ which was being left out, after a further few years working in London with students of building, planning, architecture and urban design from all over the world, it was obvious that two other massive realms were missing from the discourse about society and culture in the UK. One was the built environment, the other was the rest of the world.


The Built Environment

Until quite recently, with its appropriation in the debate on postmodernism, one of the main silences in social theory has concerned the built environment.
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