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			Dedication

			We dedicate this book to our grandkids, their friends, and their generation. The actions we engage in today will build the foundation upon which they will be able to exercise their rights of assembly and free expression. Freedom of speech is more than being able to speak one’s mind. If one is confined to only one way of thinking, then one’s freedom of expression is limited; if one is denied access to education, then one’s freedom of expression is limited; if one does not have exposure to the ideas of other social, economic, racial, and cultural groups, then one’s freedom of expression is limited; if one is denied access to information and independent and accurate news coverage, then one’s freedom of expression is limited. If we do not provide the real and virtual space for ideas to be debated, vetted, and questioned, we will be denying our children’s children the rights we so dearly cherish. 

			This book is a tribute to those who summon us today to think about the spaces we have in our cities and in our lives and to discuss, formulate, and debate these thoughts. It goads us to rethink the policies that lead to the privatization of our politics, the privatization of our public places, and the privatization of our educational system. It inspires our planners, urban designers, and public policy makers to be creative and innovative. It stretches us to develop a new aesthetic derived from the way places we create function as well as the form that those places take. May this book begin the discourse and broaden the discussion on the important role of the public realm and how we can protect and enhance the liberties we value and so sincerely want to secure for our grandchildren—those born and those who are yet unnamed. 

			This book is for Jonah, Elijah, Jack, Mika, Erika, Sadie, Lucca, Marly, Sorella, Arissa, Zachary, Devin, Alexander, Jacob, and Hunter and to their generation of children throughout the world.
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			Foreword

			Michael Kimmelman

			The Occupy Wall Street movement, with its encampments in Lower Manhattan, Washington, London, and many other cities around the world, proved that no matter how instrumental new media have become in spreading protest these days, nothing replaces people taking to the streets. 

			Anybody who can recall New York City on September 11, 2001 and during the days after will remember that hundreds of thousands of people went outside to gather in parks and squares and on the sidewalks. They didn’t just retreat online. They sought out public spaces to be with each other. Our human instinct is to come together. People occupied those parks and squares and streets, hanging ribbons and photographs on fences, concocting makeshift memorials, gathering in clusters to talk and, in a sense, prove to each other that they belonged to a larger community, a greater city, that this community and this city endured, and that there was strength in numbers. They came together in public spaces to affirm solidarity in ways that online communication can’t.

			We tend to underestimate the political power of physical places. Then Tahrir Square comes along. Zuccotti Park, until the protests, was an obscure city-block-size downtown plaza with a few trees and concrete benches around the corner from Ground Zero and two blocks north of Wall Street on Broadway. A few hundred people with ponchos and sleeping bags put it on the map. Kent State, Tiananmen Square, the Berlin Wall: we use locales, edifices, architecture to house our memories and political energy. Politics troubles our consciences. But places haunt our imaginations, so we check in on Facebook and Twitter, but we make pilgrimages to Antietam, Auschwitz, and to the Acropolis, to gaze at rubble from the days of Pericles and Aristotle. 

			I thought of Aristotle, of all people, while I watched the Zuccotti Park demonstrators hold one of their general assemblies one day. In his Politics, Aristotle argued that the size of an ideal polis extended to the limits of a herald’s cry. He believed that the human voice was directly linked to civic order. A healthy citizenry in a proper city required face-to-face conversation. It so happens that near the start of the protest, when the police banned megaphones at Zuccotti Park, they obliged demonstrators to come up with an alternative. “Mic checks” became the consensus mode of circulating announcements, spread through the crowd by people repeating, phrase by phrase, what a speaker had said to others around them, compelling everyone, as it were, to speak in one voice. It was like the old game of telephone, and painstakingly slow.

			“But so is democracy,” as Jay Gaussoin, a forty-six-year-old unemployed actor and carpenter who was among the protesters, put it to me. “We’re so distracted these days, people have forgotten how to focus. But the ‘mic check’ demands not just that we listen to other people’s opinions, but that we really hear what they’re saying because we have to repeat their words exactly.”

			“It requires an architecture of consciousness,” was Mr. Gaussoin’s phrase.

			What happens when privatization and the marketplace conflict with the public interest? How does a focus on the public good intersect with the preservation of democratic spaces and institutions? These were among the questions that the Occupy movement raised by virtue of occupying Zuccotti. But it wasn’t just the simple act of occupation that elevated these questions beyond philosophy. It was the form that the occupation took. Much as it looked at first glance like a refugee camp, especially in the early morning, when the protesters were just emerging from their sleeping bags, Zuccotti Park became like a miniature polis, a little city in the making. That it happened also to be a private park is one of the most delicious and revealing subtexts of the story. Formerly called Liberty Park, the site was renamed in 2006 after John E. Zuccotti, chairman of Brookfield Office Properties, the park’s owner. A zoning variance granted to Brookfield years ago requires that the park, unlike a public, city-owned one, remain open day and night, with few restrictions on its use. 

			This peculiarity of local zoning law—a loophole for such a park that private owners and public officials have hastily tried to close in the wake of Zuccotti’s occupation—turned an unexpected spotlight on the bankruptcy of so much of what, during the last couple of generations, has passed for public space in the United States. Most of it is token gestures by developers in return for erecting bigger, taller buildings. Think of the atrium of the I.B.M. tower on Madison Avenue and countless other places like it: “public” spaces that are not really public at all but quasi-public, policed by their landlords, who find a million excuses to limit their accessibility. Zuccotti, as an exception, revealed just how far we have allowed the ancient civic ideal of public space to drift from an arena of public expression and public assembly (Speakers’ Corner in Hyde Park, say) to a commercial sop (the foyer of the Time Warner Center). City officials are forever closing streets and parks for celebratory events—parades and street fairs—but try getting a park or street closed for a political protest. This is partly because we don’t really want these protests, not in our backyard anyway. Lisa Keller has pointed out that free speech in public space may be America’s most undemocratic and rarely admitted NIMBY (“not in my backyard”). People want their streets and parks clean and quiet.

			But what is the cost to the public good, to public discourse, and to civic freedom if the only way to spread one’s message is to buy space? Occupy Wall Street, in part unintentionally, raised this question and others like it: where are the spaces in which we act as a community? Who governs them? Who decides on their design? Their use? And should we blur the controls, the boundaries, the authority, and the thresholds between public and private space, between streets and sidewalks? 

			One answer is that we need ambiguous spaces, multiuse spaces. Access to space breeds a feeling of ownership; ownership of empowerment, as Paul Broches has put it. But more than access, openness—or what Broches and others lately have taken to calling “sloppiness”—is the key to useful public space. From a design perspective, this means intentionally incomplete, and at least partly unplanned spaces that are completed in different ways by different users. But how do we create them? 

			Significantly, of course, the Occupy Wall Street protesters did not select the High Line or Times Square; they went to Zuccotti Park because all spaces are also symbolic. Zuccotti was up the street from Wall Street, in the shadow, the protesters believed, of corporate authority, and it was relatively compact. Occupiers across the country tended toward places like Zuccotti—places that could looked jammed and bustling with just a few hundred people, as opposed to, say, the Great Lawn, where the same size protest would have seemed insignificant. The comedy of Mitt Romney speaking before the Michigan caucus during the 2012 Republican nomination process in 65,000-seat Ford Field before an audience of 1,200 illustrated the point. The power of space extends to the ways space itself conspires to market a certain message, or subvert it.

			As Jeffrey Hou notes, there are ultimately two kinds of public spaces: institutionalized spaces and “insurgent” spaces. Public space, Hou adds, must be “enacted” —occupied, used—for it to be truly public. It is this act of using it that makes it public, that makes it a real place. At the same time, any place can be occupied, taken over, despite the best attempts to design it so that protesters won’t gather in it. A highway can be occupied if protesters really are willing to stop traffic. So can a bridge. The real question is not can a place be designed to prevent occupation but can a place be designed specifically for protest, or does the very designation of such a place as an official, sanctioned site for political action undercut its political and independent function? A healthy city has a robust diversity of public spaces: it needs destination places like Central Park, but these don’t touch the daily life of most people the way neighborhood squares do. It happens that the grid that has defined and in many ways given birth to New York City’s urban vitality had almost no squares or parks in its original plan, and generations of New Yorkers have had to carve them out of the grid, wrest them from its monotony. To the extent that the city has become more livable and humane in recent years, the improvement is attributable to the improved quality of the parks and the spread of public space along the waterfront and elsewhere. Public health and public space go hand in hand. 

			Living in Europe for several years, I often came across parks and squares, in Barcelona and Madrid, Athens and Milan, Paris and Rome, occupied by tent communities of protesters. Public protest and assembly were part of the Western European social compact that promised decent health care, housing, transportation, cultural programs, and schools in return for higher taxes. Maybe the difference in the United States, taxes aside, has something to do with our long-standing obsessions with automobiles and autonomy, with our predilection for isolationism, or with our preference for watching rather than participating. In Europe, the protests were about jobs, government rollbacks, and debt. As the euro crisis spread, they had increasingly to do with austerity measures, threatening the compact. That the message of the Zuccotti Park occupiers was fuzzy somewhat missed the point of the Occupy protest, I think. The encampment itself seemed to be the point to me.

			“We come to get a sense of being part of a larger community,” as Brian Pickett, a thirty-three-year-old adjunct professor of theater and speech at City University of New York and another of the protesters, put it to me. I found him during one afternoon sitting among the neat, tarpaulin-covered stacks of sleeping bags in a corner of the park. “It’s important to see this in the context of alienation today. We do Facebook alone. But people are not alone here.” And as a result, demonstrators also revealed themselves to each other. Egyptians described this phenomenon at Tahrir Square. Tea Partiers have talked about it, too. As with the post 9/11 gatherings, protesters don’t just show the world a mass of people. They discover their own numbers—people with similar, if not identical, concerns. Imagine Zuccotti Park, one protester told me, as a Venn diagram of characters representing disparate political and economic disenchantments. The park was where their grievances overlap. It was literally common ground. 

			And it was obvious to me watching the crowd coalesce over several days that consensus emerged urbanistically, meaning that the demonstrators, who devised their own form of leaderless governance to keep the peace until the whole experiment fell apart, found unity in community. The governing process they chose was a bedrock message. It produced the outlines of a city, as I said. The protesters set up a kitchen for serving food; a legal desk and a sanitation department; a library of donated books; an area where the general assembly met; a medical station; a media center where people recharged their laptops using portable generators; and even a general store called the comfort center, stocked with donated clothing, bedding, toothpaste, and deodorant—like the food, all free for the taking. 

			That’s where I found Sophie Theriault sorting through loads of newly arrived pants and shirts. A soft-spoken twenty-one-year-old organic farmer from Vermont, she had already spent many days and nights working as a volunteer. “We may not have all come here with the exact same issues in mind,” she said, “but sharing this park day in and day out, night after night, becomes an opportunity for us to discover our mutual interests. We meet every night to talk about how to keep this place clean and sober, to keep it an emotionally, physically safe space for everyone. Consensus builds community.” 

			Patrick Metzger, a twenty-three-year-old sound engineer and composer, echoed the thought: “From Web posts, you never get information about race, class, age—who people really are. Fox News talks about flakes and mobs. But you can see how complicated the mix really is: students and older people, parents with families, construction workers on their lunch break, unemployed Wall Street executives.” 

			There were a few flakes, too, as at any political rally, and their numbers grew as did the agitators looking to undermine the occupation. But Mr. Metzger got it right. The protesters’ diversity, at least for a while and during the day, was intrinsic to the protest’s resilience. Not since 9/11 had so many people been asking, “Have you been there?” “Have you seen it?” about any place in Manhattan. 

			The occupation of the virtual world along with Zuccotti Park was, of course, what jointly propelled the Occupy Wall Street movement, and neither would have been so effective without the other. That said, on the ground was where the protesters built an architecture of consciousness. 

		

	
		
			Introduction

			Lance Jay Brown and Ron Shiffman

			On September 17, 2011, the tide of political thought in the United States changed dramatically. Our attention as a nation shifted from being consumed by fears of increasing fis­cal deficits to profound discontent with policies that favored one economic class over another—the 1% over the 99%. A growing resentment over policies and actions that favored Wall Street over Main Street, lenders over homeowners and students, investors over workers, and polluters over the environment finally found its voice. Occupy Wall Street (OWS) became a household name, embraced by some, rejected by others, and perplexing to far more. Stories in the media emerged that focused on people, primarily young and idealistic, exercising their right to assemble, their right to peti­tion their government. They occupied Zuccotti Park in New York, and others across the country occupied similar spaces. These “occupiers” were making their voices heard, and the substance of their message reframed the political discourse underway. Influenced by the events in Tunisia and in Tahrir Square in Egypt, and by the scores of encampments organized by the Spanish Indignants throughout Spain in May 2011, they sought not only to express their frustration but also to voice their aspirations. In many ways the “occupiers” echoed the revolutionary cry of the Arab Spring, and, perhaps without knowing it, they also reflected other events—the occupation of Rothschild Boulevard in Tel Aviv and scores of demonstrations in other cities that focused not on overthrowing a dictatorship but on making more perfect the promise of democracy and correcting the inequities and injustices that undermine social life. In many ways their actions were a ­harbinger of what was to take place in a multitude of places both known and unknown, in areas that were traditionally mainstream and conservative as well as those with a more progressive history. Even before OWS, in cities like Madison and other cities in Wisconsin and Ohio, workers had taken to the streets to fight back, and they had begun efforts to recall legislators and governors who were threatening to reduce wages and curtail the bargaining rights of teachers, municipal workers, and union members. Those protests had engaged in tactics ranging from electoral politics to mass rallies to the occupation of public places.

			Plazas, squares, and piazzas are often a site of education, interaction, orga­nizing, and action. However, the connective tissue of our communities—the sidewalks and the pathways—also function as places for encounters, communication, and action to take place. That was the case one November morning when two of us, walking in opposite directions, happened to meet on a sidewalk in Manhattan. This chance encounter sparked an intense exchange of views on the events occurring around us. The idea that New York City, in a country that professes to uphold democracy, should have so few, if any, public places for assembly was unacceptable. The fact that what precious public spaces exist are programmatically restricted, while others are privatized and subject to either convoluted regulations or the whims of their owners, was of great concern to us as well as to many of our fellow citizens. Together we decided to alter our intended paths and walked instead directly to the Center for Architecture (CFA) in New York City’s Greenwich Village. 

			The Center sits across from a statue of populist New York City mayor Fiorello LaGuardia with his open arms outstretched. The statue reflects LaGuardia’s commitment to the needs of poor and working people and his belief in the role that government could play in addressing those needs. Indeed, La Guardia by virtue of what he espoused and how he acted could be considered a permanent occupier, if only his actions and deeds were better known. La Guardia was a strong advocate of freedom of expression and the right to assemble, and as mayor he had ordered police to restrain themselves in the face of confrontation. What better place, we thought, to hold an open discussion about these issues. Rick Bell, director of the CFA, embraced our idea immediately, and we had a third partner plus a place to bring together a larger community to wrangle these issues. We also wanted to reach out beyond New York and arranged to have the event live streamed, in essence marrying the physical space and the virtual space to communicate the ideas and perspectives emanating from the forum. The collected work that follows builds upon the discussion begun that day.

			Beyond Zuccotti Park is a metaphor designed to enable us to engage in a dialogue about enhancing our democracy. Ours is a pluralistic and diverse society often divided among ethnic, racial, religious, and class lines. What we have sought to do in the pages that follow is to weave a delicate balance between our individual liberties and our collective needs and to explore how we can collectively leaven our democracy with principles of social, political, and economic justice. In a pluralistic society democracy is and must be more than merely the rule of the majority. Majority rule must be enhanced by respect for and adherence to the diversity of needs and interests of all people and by the equal protection of their inalienable rights. In particular, given the peculiar spatial nature of recent protests around the world, we focus on the role that public space can play in attaining that objective.

			The essays that follow create a kaleidoscope of the many ways in which public places allow us not only to express our needs but also to form what and who we are. These are spaces of social interaction that enable us to organize, learn, and share with one another; the spaces in which we can confront our fears and craft the political agendas that will enable us to be a better people. Access to those spaces is often in jeopardy and at times threatened by public and private policies. The contributors to this volume explore these threats from place to place, offering insights into useful agendas to govern our programs and policies and giving guidance to our advocacy.

			Like our complex and pluralistic society, when taken together, the essays provide a diverse and emerging picture of the complex world we live in. They offer subtle and differing interpretations of comparable phenomena that yield a more important understanding of how we should or should not proceed. Our purpose is to unleash discourse about public space, to examine policies and codes of practice, and to engage decision makers, design practitioners, artists, activists, and citizens in enhancing public space for a multiplicity of roles—especially the roles it plays in strengthening our democracy. 

			The essays not only describe how public space facilitates civic engagement, but also how it can provide the opportunity for the content of that civic engagement to be jointly developed and refined—without ignoring the difficult question of who experiences the freedom to speak and who does not. We do not focus here on the many diverse issues the Occupy movement has raised in this country and beyond, but rather on the physical arena Occupy actors and all citizens perform from. We focus on the right to social inclusion and the right to express one’s grievances and to pursue one’s aspirations—in essence, on the right to fully exercise one’s democratic freedom. 

			We hope that this book can contribute to the continuation of a discussion that needs to take place and indeed has taken place in various forms across different times and places. This book is part of a greater advocacy effort to assure our constitutional rights to assemble and dissent in public space, a right that is foundational to the current Occupy movement and to the idea of a democratic country. It is a base upon which we can nurture our civic health and, in turn, assure an informed and enduring and just government by the people. In particular, our book and related civic discussion investigate the ways in which the design and use of public spaces not only serve civic engagement, but also provide vehicles to help develop and support what emerges from that engagement. 

			This book’s publication date aligns with the 11th anniversary of the attack on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon and the downing of Flight 93. We have organized a series of post-publication discussions, exhibitions, and events that acknowledge and examine the lingering pain, concerns, and fear elicited by the WTC devastation and explore ways we can begin to build the public understanding that so many called for in the immediate aftermath. We are taking up those goals of listening and healing that were set aside during the past decade of war making—a decade that saw social and economic disparities intensify and our democratic institutions assaulted. This book is intended to further public exchange of views and contribute to efforts to redress the inequalities that divide us and rebuild faith in our democracy. May this book also stimulate readers to join with others in the places and spaces that they occupy to achieve the goals of a more just and equitable society. 

			Note: the opinions expressed in this volume are solely those of the individual contributing authors and are not necessarily shared by the other contributors, the editors, or the publisher.
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Occupy!

		

	
		
			Occupying Public Space, 2011

			From Tahrir Square to Zuccotti Park

			Karen A. Franck and Te-Sheng Huang 

			over the course of 2011, thousands of people in cities around the world occupied public space in political protest. In democratic societies and repressive authoritarian regimes alike, citizens made their concerns internationally known through their extended, joint physical presence in central urban squares and plazas. In some cases, the demands were specific, such as the resignation of President Hosni Mubarak in Egypt or the ouster of the monarchy in Bahrain; in Spain and particularly in the United States, the issues of concern were multiple and diverse. In nearly every case, local police or the military eventually forced the demonstrators to leave. In all cases, at least some violence occurred and demonstrators were injured; in the Middle East, demonstrators died. The occupying of public space in 2011 for political ends at the risk of arrest, injury, and worse, demonstrates how public space can still become “loose” (Franck and Stevens 2007) or “insurgent” (Hou 2010). 

			In this essay, we compare four urban spaces that were occupied in 2011: Tahrir Square in Cairo; Pearl Square in Manama, Bahrain; Plaça de Catalunya in Barcelona; and Zuccotti Park in New York City. We briefly look at their histories, their design features, and the activities they hosted in 2011. Then we take a more detailed look at the design and use of Zuccotti Park.1 In all four cities, the intensive, creative use of urban public space as a tool of political action was remarkable. While virtual communication via social media was essential to the planning and ongoing coordination of the demonstrations, the presence of significant numbers of demonstrators in a single physical space played an equally important role, particularly for reaching a much larger, international audience. While communicating to the public and to each other was essential, occupying public space over time also required that demonstrators organize the space and the provision of shelter, food, and security. As shown in the images of Zuccotti Park, communication and the tasks of daily life occurred side by side.
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			Communicating and food distribution, Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photos by Karen Franck (above) and Te-Sheng Huang (below)

			Four Occupied Spaces

			Of the four public spaces described in this essay, Tahrir Square in the center of Cairo is the largest, functioning as a transit hub for metro, buses, and cars. A great many streets lead to the square from different parts of the city. Its form is loosely defined and comprises several different spaces, including a very busy traffic circle and a large construction site. Significant buildings—the headquarters of the Arab League and of Mubarak’s National Democratic Party, the Hilton, and the Omar Makram Mosque—border the space without enclosing it. A grassy plaza in front of the Egyptian Museum was once a popular meeting place but in the 1970s was enclosed with a construction fence as a means of subdividing the space and preventing assembly (Elsahed 2011).

			Inspired by Hausmann’s modernization of Paris, Khedive Ismail established the square as an open space in 1865 in his efforts to modernize Cairo (AlSayyad 2011). The square has long been the site of political protest: in 1919, Egyptians demonstrated against British rule and again in 1946 and 1951. Further demonstrations were held in 1977 against rising food prices, in 2001 in sympathy with the Palestinian Intifada, in 2001 against the US invasion of Iraq, and in 2006 in solidarity with Lebanon under attack from Israel. All these demonstrations involved significant risk, and many resulted in injuries and death; none lasted long (Taher 2012). 
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			Left: Pearl Square, Manama, Bahrain, Feb. 14–Mar. 16, 2011. Center: Plaça de Catalunya, Barcelona, May 15–June 29, 2011. Right: Zuccotti Park, New York City, Sep. 17–Nov. 15, 2011. Bottom: Tahrir Square, Cairo, Jan. 25–Feb. 11, 2011. Occupied Public Space in Manama, Barcelona, New York City, and Cairo. Courtesy of Google Maps, Google Earth, and Thompson 2011

			In January 2011, as many as three-hundred thousand demonstrators and possibly more gathered in the square on particular days and, despite the risks of injury and death, maintained their hold on the space. To protect themselves from anti-Mubarak forces, the occupiers barricaded streets to the square and operated checkpoints to review people’s identification cards and to search for weapons. People waited in two lines to pass through these check points: women in one, to be searched by women, and men in the other, to be searched by men. After newcomers passed through the checkpoint on Ramses Street, occupiers warmly welcomed them with cheers and singing.2 Since February 11, when Mubarak was ousted, the square has continued to be site of demonstrations.

			In February 2011, Pearl Square, also called Pearl or Lulu Roundabout, was a grassy traffic circle accommodating four large roads in the heart of Manama, the capital of Bahrain, located close to the central market, the marina, and a large apartment complex. Its iconic status arose from the monument built on the traffic circle in 1982 to honor the first summit meeting of the Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) to be held in Bahrain. The towering Pearl Monument was composed of six curved beams representing the six members of the council which held, at the top, a large cement pearl symbolizing Bahrain’s history of pearl cultivation. At the base was a pool. The monument became a symbol of Bahrain, appearing on its half-dinar coins (Reisz 2011). 

			On February 14, Pearl Square, as one of Bahrain’s largest and most symbolic spaces, was a good site for demonstrators to gather and demand the ouster of the country’s monarchy. After a bloody crackdown by the city police on February 17, the protestors were allowed to return, staying until March 16 when Bahrain Defense forces along with military forces from the GCC and Saudi Arabia evacuated and bulldozed the encampment. On March 18, the monument was razed; then the traffic circle was removed and replaced with traffic lights, eliminating any space for gathering that was free of cars. To remove any semantic association between the former square and the protest movement, the new space was renamed Al Farooq Junction. On February 14, 2012, security forces prevented marchers from returning to the junction, which remains cordoned off. Into 2012, subsequent protest marches have filled major streets in Bahrain but were prevented from reaching the new junction (AJE 2011; Mitchell 2011a). 

			Like Tahrir Square, Plaça de Catalunya functions as a traffic hub in the center of Barcelona, being the starting point for two of Barcelona’s major streets (La Rambla and Passeig de Gracia) and hosting a great many bus lines and, below ground, four metro lines and one regional train station. Also like Tahrir, it was envisioned as part of an urban modernization plan in the mid-nineteenth century although it was not built until the twentieth century based on the design idea of Josep Puig I Cadafalch (Permanyer 2011). 

			Its design, however, is radically different from Tahrir’s, being a clearly defined open space enclosed by streets and monumental buildings on all sides. These buildings include the department store El Corte Ingles, banks, hotels, and the historic Café Zurich. Unlike many European squares, the center of the plaza is open. Fountains and sculptures, mature trees, and some grassy areas are located around the periphery, leaving the central paved area empty, encircled by benches. 

			Starting on May 21, 2011, the plaza, along with public spaces in cities throughout Spain, became a site of a movement variously called Real Democracy NOW or the Indignants, which responded to problems of unemployment, increased costs of education, reductions in social benefits, and political corruption. Plaça de Catalunya is regularly used for political demonstrations (with permits), and is where thousands of fans of the Barca football team gather to celebrate victories. It was the expectation of such a celebration on May 28 that police gave as a justification for forcefully clearing the square of demonstrators on May 27, using rubber bullets and truncheons and injuring many. After the square had been cleaned, protestors returned and, with signs reading “No to violence,” blocked access to many rowdy and often violent football fans (Tremlett 2011). Occupiers remained in the square until police moved them out in late June. 

			Of these four spaces of revolution, Zuccotti Park, the original site of the Occupy Wall Street movement, is the smallest and also the one where demonstrators raised the greatest variety of political, social, and economic issues. Located three blocks north of Wall Street, the park is bordered by four streets; the two largest are Broadway to the east and Trinity Place to the west. Zuccotti Park is also the only one of the four spaces described in this essay that is privately owned. U.S. Steel, the original owner of the building immediately to the north, built the park in 1968 in order to receive permission from the New York City Planning Department to add additional floors to the building beyond the existing height restriction (Kayden et al. 2000). The park, then called Liberty Plaza Park, was a popular pedestrian route between Wall Street and the World Trade Center, with people sitting there in warm weather (Kayden et al. 2000). After being covered in debris from the September 11, 2001 attack on the World Trade Center and then used as a storage area for heavy equipment during the recovery efforts, the park underwent an eight-million-dollar renovation in 2006 funded by Brookfield Properties, the current owner, and was renamed Zuccotti Park. Subsequently, the park was the site of several 9/11 anniversary ceremonies. It remains a popular route for pedestrians in Lower Manhattan and now, with many more people living in that part of town, it is also popular with families (LMCCC 2005).

			From September 17, 2011 onward, the park served as a place of demonstration and encampment for Occupy Wall Street as well as a launching site for marches to Wall Street, City Hall Park, Foley Square, and Times Square. The park attracted hundreds of occupants who stayed the night and hundreds more who came during the day. Pedestrian traffic around the square continued to be heavy. As at Plaça de Catalunya, an officially stated need to clean the park (from Brookfield Properties) was the justification for the police’s public announcement that the park would be evacuated on October 14. But under pressure from about twenty New York City council members and New York state senators, Brookfield cancelled the evacuation. Occupiers then agreed to keep the park clean and safe themselves (Moynihan and Buckley 2011). On November 15, at 1 a.m. with no warning, the police cleared all protestors in a very carefully planned raid under klieg lights, arresting some who resisted; the sanitation department collected anything left behind; and barricades were placed to limit access to the park (Baker and Goldstein 2011). The next day, a state supreme court judge upheld Brookfield’s regulations against camping, setting up tents, and lying down (Baker and Goldstein 2011), discouraging any large-scale reoccupation of the park. 

			Manner of Occupying

			The manner of occupying public space for political protest shows many similarities across the four cities. In all cases, except Zuccotti Park, the installation of a stage, microphones, and loudspeakers allowed for communicating to the large number of demonstrators within the space. Tahrir Square had two stages and a TV screen; Pearl Square occupiers had a satellite TV connection (AJE 2011; Fathi 2011; Mitchell 2011a; Yagopartal 2011). In New York, the demonstrators, following the police ban on loudspeakers or bullhorns, adopted their own mic-check system: the speaker paused after every few words, waiting as the crowd conveyed those words to others on the periphery, through successive waves of repetition. 

			Handmade signs and posters were evocative and plentiful. In Tahrir Square, the metal shutters of retail spaces became the canvases for a “gallery.”3 In Plaça de Catalunya, posters were hung on slack lines stretched across the square between trees; statues were decorated with words, clothing, and signs (Yagopartal 2011). In Zuccotti Park, demonstrators provided materials for people to make signs, which were then carried or held. The three legs of the red sculpture by Mark di Suvero were decorated with a few signs, but later, after a protester attempted to climb it, the sculpture was barricaded and remained untouched. On Trinity Place, the Seward Johnson sculpture was frequently decorated with signs and also a mask. Both Zuccotti Park and Plaça de Catalunya sported libraries and information desks (Yagopartal 2011).
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			The J. Seward Johnson statue with mask, Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photo by Karen Franck
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			The Library, Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photo by Karen Franck 

			Demonstrators’ manner of living day and night in an outdoor public space showed similarities across the four spaces as well. Blue tents and tarpaulins were common everywhere, even after the city government banned “camping” in Zuccotti Park in October (the regulation was not enforced until November) (Kayden 2011). In Plaça de Catalunya, demonstrators stretched hammocks between the trees and built at least one tree house. Free food, donated by supporters, was available in all four spaces; in Zuccotti Park, people could also get free clothing and sleeping bags. Recycling was adopted there, in Tahrir Square, and possibly elsewhere, and demonstrators organized teams to clean the spaces. Zuccotti Park was the only occupied space without portable toilets on site, which the city also forbid, so until November 4, most demonstrators relied on nearby restaurants. Then three portable toilets were donated to the protestors and installed at a private loading dock four blocks away (Shapiro 2011). In Tahrir and Pearl Squares, one could get a haircut and receive medical care in the nearby Omar Makram Mosque (Fathi 2011; Filiz 2011; Mitchell 2011b); in Zuccotti Park, a medical section was set up to provide first-aid and massages. 
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			Camping at Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photo by Te-Sheng Huang

			Despite the seriousness of the demonstrators’ concerns and the risks to life and limb they faced, expressions of joy, pleasure, and humor were apparent in all cities. Singing, chanting, and playing instruments were common; a wedding took place in Tahrir Square; several demonstrators in New York donned masks and costumes to make their points (AJE 2011; Filiz 2011; Mitchell 2011b; Yagopartal 2011). People pursued daily routines, both mundane and spiritual. In Tahrir Square, some people jogged; in Plaça de Catalunya, demonstrators planted vegetables. In Zuccotti Park, large and small groups chanted and meditated; others did yoga. 
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			Painting in Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photo by Karen Franck

			In New York City and Barcelona, the occupied spaces were contiguous to the surrounding, heavily trafficked sidewalks. In New York, the activities of the demonstrators were immediately adjacent to the public sidewalks and often extended onto them. It was very easy for passersby to see what was happening, to stop, to talk, to listen, and to enter the park and make their own signs. And they frequently did so. In Barcelona, such a close relationship between adjacent sidewalks and the occupied space was attenuated by the trees on the periphery of the plaza and by the demonstrators’ concentration of activities within the center, but passersby and supporters could still easily enter the plaza without having to cross any streets. In Manama, to enter the occupied space one had to cross streets, and in Cairo, one had to pass though a security checkpoint. In both cities, the encampment spread beyond the boundaries of the square. 

			Evolution and Negotiation of an Occupation: Zuccotti Park

			Since the park is a privately owned public space originally built in 1968 under New York City’s Bonus Incentive Program, the current owner, Brookfield Properties, is required to make it accessible to the public twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, and the police have no authority to remove people unless a law is broken (Kayden 2011). After the organizing group for Occupy Wall Street found that their first choice, One Chase Plaza, also a privately owned public space, was closed to passersby, they chose Zuccotti Park for its similar features: size, proximity to Wall Street, and the lack of an evening curfew common to city owned parks.

			Up through early October, the park was sparsely populated, with plenty of room for people to move through on a designated path. Most speeches and visual communications to passersby were on the Broadway side; individual demonstrators stood along the sidewalk holding up signs, sometimes dressed in costume. Demonstrators also stood or sat on the granite walls that partly enclose the park on the north and south sides, particularly at the corners. Along all the sidewalks and inside the park, visitors and journalists, of all ages and from different countries, engaged in intense conversations with the demonstrators. In September and early October, ample amounts of cardboard, paint, and markers were available on the north and east sides, and all kinds of people, visitors included, made a great variety of signs and pictures. Eventually silk-screening and spray-painting equipment were used to print slogans and images of OWS on T-shirts to be sold to raise funds. After the middle of October, the sign painting area was replaced with tents, but the silk screening and spray painting continued.

			Staffed information desks moved from one location to another, sometimes making use of the existing granite tables. The Information Center, always in the same location, was divided into “Information” and “Press.” From September until late October, when they were removed by the fire department, six gas-fed generators powered laptop computers in the Information Center (Lemire and Boyle 2011). Next to the Information Center, a library section steadily grew in size and organization, as tables were added and books were arranged by subject matter. Meetings of the General Assembly and committees were held in different locations, including on the steps leading down from Broadway and in an enclosed, privately owned public space at 60 Wall Street (Gimein 2011). 

			At the beginning, people slept without shelter primarily in the western section of the park and daytime visitors would often see occupants lying on mattresses or napping during the daytime, possibly with a dog nestled next to them. Over time, as more people joined the encampment, personal belongings in suitcases and knapsacks accumulated in great heaps, but a pathway through the park was kept open. In early October, tents began to appear and eventually, when most of the park was taken up with tents placed very close together, its appearance changed to that of a densely settled encampment, with a narrow, crowded pathway that became ever less welcoming and more difficult to maneuver through.
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			Use of Zuccotti Park, New York City, from September through November 2011. Courtesy of Google Maps, Google Earth, Saget and Tse 2011, and Franck’s and Huang’s observations

			The kitchen area, consistently located in the center of the park, grew in size and became more sophisticated in its configuration as more tables, metal storage cabinets, and a canopy of tarpaulins were added. Donated food was offered at regular meal times to all who came (Gordinier 2011). A plastic container filled with gravel and topped with plants, demonstrating how gray water from the kitchen can be filtered and used to water plants, was originally placed next to the kitchen but was later moved to the sustainability area. Once a sanitation committee was organized, an area called the “Sanitation Department” with a recycling bin and cleaning materials was set up near the Information Center. After the fire department removed the generators, it was in this area that volunteers rode two stationary bicycles to generate electricity. Like the kitchen and library areas, the area for donated clothing grew in size and organization—from an assortment of boxes to clothes hanging on metal stands and arranged by type. 
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			Generating electricity at Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photo by Te-Sheng Huang

			A rich variety of other activities contributed to the liveliness and intensity of life in the park. Early on, drummers gathered on top of the steps leading down to the sidewalk on the western edge of the park, which served as a kind of stage. However, the continuous drumming became a problem for residents in the neighborhood, and eventually, through negotiations with the local community board, the drumming was restricted to certain periods of the day, two times a day for two hours (Buckley 2011). It was also on the west side that an altar was established and became the site of yoga sessions. At different times, a guitar player, a baroque music ensemble, and a meditation group were observed on the far eastern edge of the park. 
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			Drumming at Zuccotti Park, New York City. Photo by Te-Sheng Huang

			We, along with others, observed a growing difference between the two sides of the park: participants and activities more directly connected to OWS were located on the east side, while people more engaged in just enjoying the opportunities this occasion offered were on the west side (Packer 2011; Siegel 2011). Or, as one person walking by was heard to comment, “The punks are on this side, the political science majors are on the other side.” As the park became more crowded with tents and belongings, and this difference in population and orientation became more apparent, we felt less comfortable entering the park. The atmosphere changed. It was not surprising to learn from news reports at the end of October that homeless people and recently released prisoners from Rikers Island had joined the encampment, finding there free food, clothing, shelter, and the lively company of others (Siegel 2011). 

			The New York City police kept careful watch over the park, lining the northern edge of the plaza with police cars and installing a watchtower at the corner of Liberty Street and Trinity Place. To keep people off the adjacent streets, police placed metal barricades along the street-edge of the sidewalk on the north and east sides of the park and later on the west side as well. Eventually, two sets of barricades were set up on the west side, along Trinity Place, creating an enclosed route for pedestrians who were sometimes urged by the police to “keep moving.” Barricades also enclosed the linear plaza around One Liberty Plaza. From an observer’s point of view, the number of police officers and police cars seemed excessive but not surprising given the police department’s excessive use of force in previous demonstrations, including bicycle rides of Critical Mass and during the 2004 Republican Convention. The overriding concern appears to be the preservation of a high level of public order over all else, including the right to free speech. 

			Protestors’ manner of occupying Zuccotti Park was eminently adaptive, responding quickly to particular site conditions (e.g., weather, increasing amounts of donated food and supplies, and increasing numbers of participants) and to outside constraints (e.g., the rule against loudspeakers or bull horns, the request from the community board to limit the drumming, and Brookfield’s concern about sanitary conditions). From the beginning, it was a continuously negotiated use of public space, with the negotiations eventually extending to court cases contesting the enforcement of new regulations.

			Dissent in Public Space

			In all four cities, the spaces of dissent were simultaneously demonstration spaces, demonstration headquarters, and encampments. The occupying of a physical space gave these political movements international visibility through the transmission of detailed and evocative images in the media. At the same time, participants could hold planned and impromptu discussions of what to do next and how to do it. The role that public, physical space played in dissent around the world illustrates its continued, vital importance in the pursuit of democracy (Parkinson 2012). Notably, demonstrators made creative use of what features they found in the space. They also demonstrated organizational skill, and patience, in managing the activities within the space and communicating to the world, despite the difficulties and serious dangers they faced. 

			In New York City, demonstrators remained determined to maintain the nonhierarchical structure of OWS, to make decisions by consensus, and to remain inclusive of all comers even when the diversity of people living in the space created additional challenges. Occupying a public space over time allowed OWS demonstrators to enact, in public view, what they believe. They raised public awareness of issues of economic inequity making them a topic of public discourse, including during the 2011/2012 presidential campaign. Even though the movement became far less visible once OWS encampments were removed from public spaces in various cities throughout the country and so received far less attention from the media, the issue of economic inequity continued to be widely discussed (Schmidt 2012). OWS’s use of public space is an example of the kind of disorder that Lynn Staeheli (2010) identifies as a powerful tool for airing conflict and fostering democracy. 

			The occupation of Zuccotti Park in fall 2011 also exemplifies a historically rooted and widespread phenomenon in the US: the management of public dissent through laws, regulations, city permits, police practices, and court cases (Mitchell and Staeheli 2005). Demonstrators were legally able to occupy the space because of existing regulations about its use. Eventually, new rules were adopted; those rules were upheld by a court decision, and the police were then able to move the protestors out. The new rules were again challenged in court in the winter of 2012. The tension between citizens’ use of streets and squares to express dissent and authorities’ exertion of control to maintain public order will continue—in public spaces and in courts of law in the US. If anything, Occupy Wall Street has reinvigorated this historical conflict.
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					1. Information about the foreign cases is taken from published articles and online sources, an interview with a protestor from Tahrir Square, and Karen Franck’s observations of Plaça Catalunya in late June 2011. For Zuccotti Park, online sources supplement the authors’ own observations from September through November 2011. 
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			Occupy Wall Street, Social Movements, and Contested Public Space

			Benjamin Shepard 

			One of the most remarkable aspects of the Occupy Wall Street movement (OWS) is its capacity to ground itself in a struggle for a public commons. For many involved, including myself, Zuccotti Park was our public commons, our agora, just as the gardens in Union Square have been for so many years in New York. “The agora was the center of athletic, artistic, spiritual, and political life of the city,” notes OWS activist Morgan Jenness. Yet, today, many suffer from “agoraphobia… a fear of participating as a full citizen in the commons,” she continues. OWS challenged this logic, grounding itself in the public commons from the movement’s very first days.

			First Days

			In September 2011, I started receiving email messages about general assemblies for a plan to occupy the financial district in New York City. On Friday 16, 2011, activists held a general assembly, and a Critical Mass bike ride announced on Facebook: “Join NYC cyclists in support of the #OccupyWallStreet movement. Ride is open-ended and self-organizing, with a focus on downtown Manhattan. Be prepared to participate as long as you like.” Bring: “Cargo bikes, sound bikes, walkie-talkies, chalk, flyers, and ideas for how we can support the occupation with scouting, food/water/supply transport, outreach and other actions.” Activists from around the world were scheduled to meet the following day, September 17, 2011. That day, a group of idealistic street activists descended on Wall Street, the same week statistics came out pointing to an eighteen-year high in poverty levels. Dismayed with Obama, the GOP, Tea Partiers, a one-sided approach to serving the needs of bankers, and a lack of policy toward inequality, a new generation of activists turned back to the street to make their own solutions, creating a space—Liberty Park (known as Zuccotti Park), off Broadway at Liberty Street and Trinity Place below Trinity Church—where they would rally, cook, create art, and participate in an open-ended experiment in democracy.

			On Saturday the 17th, the event included rallies, street actions, and general assemblies. No one really knew what to make of the action at the beginning. And few of the movement stars were involved. Youth had organized it, although looking around the people marching around the charging bull sculpture at Bowling Green Park on a Saturday afternoon I saw many of the usual suspects, police, a few supporters of Lyndon LaRouche, etc. Unable to camp in Bowling Green Park, these activists wandered over to Zuccotti Park with backpacks in hand. They held a general assembly and spent the night there. Many talked all night. The actions continued Sunday and so did the general assemblies. On Sunday night, my friend Marina Sitrin, author of Horizontalism (2006), sent out a dispatch:

			Thousands of people gathered on Wall Street yesterday. We marched, rallied, and then met in a park to form dozens of horizontal assemblies—some with over 100 people in each. At 7 p.m. there was a general assembly—with over 2,000 people—facilitated again with direct democracy. We used the “people’s microphone” to communicate with one another.

			Then, hundreds stayed, sleeping in the park and organizing to take care of each other and make a democratic space. (There are food, bedding, health, legal, media, trash, security and art working groups.)

			This is New York City!

			As of Sunday night, it is still going on. Hundreds are still gathered in horizontal assemblies, hoping to keep the space occupied. I have not been this inspired in the United States in a very long time.

			Perhaps we are joining the world and waking up.

			Throughout the weekend, Global Revolution media, a group of video activists, had been filming everything as it happened, live. That night, I turned to the live stream of the people’s assembly along with some five thousand others from around the world. Members of the group discussed plans, logistics, and the connection between this movement and those of the Arab Spring. Many drew similar connections. For others, this was a continuation of actions taking place from Egypt to Wisconsin to Albany, where waves of protests had been challenging the politics of austerity. On May 12, 2011, activists from around the country had converged on Wall Street to protest budget austerity. With union people, students, teachers, and AIDS activists converging at Bowling Green at the lowermost tip of Manhattan. My friend Ron suggested this should be our Tahrir Square, four months before OWS.

			On Monday, September 19, I rode down to the action once again, joining hundreds marching on Wall Street, where they were penned in between barricades. Others remained at Liberty Plaza where they painted cardboard signs about the economy and why they were there. “War is a racket,” one read. Another highlighted the record-level inequalities in wealth seen in recent years: “The wealthiest 400 Americans own more than the poorest 60 percent (that’s more than 18,000,000 people). Who do politicians really care about?” Talking with young activists, I saw a picture of a new generation ready to engage and create their own solutions, rather than wait for a leader or a politician. News reports from around the world were now covering the actions. Friends from California to Germany posted to Facebook that all eyes were on Wall Street.

			On Monday morning, I ran into artist and squatter Seth Tobocman painting a cardboard box on the sidewalk in Zuccotti. We talked about the actions and commented that the city’s reaction was different from the Giuliani approach, which would have involved more arrests faster.

			On Tuesday, I rode down again. It was a colder, rainier morning, but it wasn’t pouring. Still, summer was turning to fall and it was harder to sleep in the streets without some cover from the rain. I sat down to talk with a friend. As we talked, those who were camping brought out sandwiches, offering us a free bite of food. I was in awe that a sleeping encampment had lasted three nights. I hadn’t seen this much camping since the Tompkins Square Park days in the late 1980s, when sleeping in the park was the city de facto housing policy. In the years since then, the homeless or those sleeping in the streets have become an emblem of poverty, a symbol to be pushed out of sight, out of New York’s contested public spaces and into the city’s new de facto housing: its jails. With Occupy, the criminalization of those sleeping in the streets and by extension poverty was brought out for full view. 

			A little after 10 a.m., the march on Wall Street ended and activists reconverged on the square, followed by a phalanx of police who appeared considerably less tolerant than the day before. A white shirt (a supervisory NYPD officer) pulled out a bullhorn and asked the group to put away their tents or they would be taken away. Within a few seconds, the police moved in, tearing away the tents and arresting those inside and those who got too close. A man who was sleeping in his tent fell, chipping his teeth. “Why are you doing this,” someone asked. “I don’t know,” an officer confessed. 

			“Who are you protecting?” activists screamed. “I never had a reason to hate cops until this,” vented Myles, a young activist who had slept there since Saturday. “Fourteen people have been arrested. Some were pulled away for chalking or getting in the way of the police, or wearing a mask. And we’re just taking it,” another man told me. “We need some solidarity.” At this point, Vlad, an activist filming the live stream, stood up to remind the group about the need for nonviolence and solidarity.

			General assemblies were scheduled for 3 and 7 p.m. that day. Walking away, I saw police lined around the square, some moving off and others moving in to keep an eye on the scene. Attrition appeared to be their strategy. Yet, more and more people would start to walk down to the space. In the coming weeks, no event arrests or cold weather would deter the burgeoning movement. 

			Over time, Brookfield Properties, which received millions in subsidies to create Zuccotti Park as a publically owned private space, would conjure excuses for evicting or restricting access to the park (Nyceve 2011). Yet, with each attempt to restrict access to the space for those involved in the Occupy movement, the park became more of an emblem of a problematic dynamic of late capitalism in which the rich enjoy privatizing profits and socializing losses. In this case, they were privatizing profits they made through the increased height and bulk of Liberty Plaza, the building adjacent to the park, which holds tenants (such as Goldman Sachs) in some of the most profitable real estate in the world. After all, the space was given for a concession. “It should be treated as a public space,” notes Brooklyn College sociologist Greg Smithsimon, my coauthor of The Beach Beneath the Streets: Contesting New York City’s Public Spaces (2011) and a contributor to this volume: “It is not the same as private space. They gave it to the public in exchange for very profitable zoning concessions, explicitly space, square footage. The building is more profitable because they gave the people that public space. It’s a trade and the trade should be maintained.” By successfully reclaiming the publically owned private space known as Zuccotti Park, OWS was using this space as it was intended by the New York City Planning Department.1 

			It was vital that OWS be able to occupy this particular space—within the financial district, in close proximity to Wall Street. In doing so, the movement was insisting that Wall Street itself is public space—that we have the same right to walk down it and walk past the Stock Exchange as we protest as any banker or broker does. This helped us to reimagine what the space could be—our own public commons, our own Tahrir Square. 

			Comrades from Cairo wrote an open letter of support to the OWS movement in which they commented on the possibilities of transforming space and by extension social relations: 

			Discover new ways to use these spaces, discover new ways to hold on to them and never give them up again. Resist fiercely when you are under attack, but otherwise take pleasure in what you are doing, let it be easy, fun even. We are all watching one another now, and from Cairo we want to say that we are in solidarity with you, and we love you all for what you are doing.

			Activists would sleep in Zuccotti Park for another two months. During that time, those in support of the 99% who’ve lost ground over the last three decades compared with the 1% who have gained2 held rallies for health care and against police brutality; built solidarity with labor, immigrants, and AIDS activists; and shifted the national conversation. They targeted Goldman Sachs, the foreclosure crisis, and the need for public space where people can meet in the streets. And the dirty secret of income inequality in the US was exposed for all to see, and even possibly do something about. And gradually the world started to change. 

			Evictions—November 15, 2011

			We started hearing about the eviction plans late at night on Monday, the 14th. Walking back over the Brooklyn Bridge the next morning, I recalled my friend Seth’s words from the first Tuesday of the occupation: “They keep you on a tight leash,” he explained as he painted a sign. “They may give you a little room, but they keep the leash.” I’d wondered when the other shoe was going to drop for two months now. It didn’t happen that first Tuesday of the occupation, even after the police evicted people from their tents. It didn’t happen the following Saturday, the 24th, when the police surrounded the square and then turned away once major media outlets arrived. And it didn’t happen on October 14, when the city said they were coming in to clean the space and activists from faith to labor to health care organizations converged to sleep in solidarity with the burgeoning movement.

			It happened instead on a Tuesday morning in mid-November shortly after midnight, when few were looking. Times Up!, the biking group I volunteer with, had finally finished getting fifteen bikes down to Zuccotti Park and attached bike-powered generators. Some of us had participated in the sustainability working group from the inception; others had worked with the performance guild, and others with the book project.3 A group of us were sitting at ABC No Rio talking about Nabokov when calls started pouring in. “There is a huge buildup of police in East River Park,” one caller declared. “It’s a shift change. Call us when you get down there,” another member of the group responded. 

			Riding downtown, we saw more police than usual on the streets. Riding past Maiden Lane, it seemed like hundreds of police were passing us by. By the time we got to Zuccotti Park, a little past midnight, there was no place to park our bikes. When I started to lock up my bike on Broadway, a policeman commented, “I wouldn’t park it here. If you can’t figure it out, use your eyes.” I looked up and saw a policeman in riot gear with a baton in her hand. Worries about raids had come and gone for weeks. It was going to be tonight. Walking around the park, I could see police surrounding the space and turning on floodlights.

			“Please get out of the park,” police were advising everyone.

			“Whose park? Our park?” some responded. Others started leaving.

			Barricades spread everywhere. The police were now holding the streets around the park. By 1 a.m., no one else was allowed into the park. A wall of cops started pushing a group of us at Liberty and Broadway, a block away and out of eyesight. I knew the New York Times and some media people were inside. They’d gotten there before the raid. By 1:30 a.m., fire trucks were rushing down Broadway, their sirens blaring.

			“When are you guys going to protect the people?” one man asked a policeman.

			“Just doing their jobs ruining democracy,” a photographer commented as the police pushed us up and away another block.
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