Social
Engt-
neer-
ing

Can Society Be
Engineered in
the Twenty-

First Century?

With contributions by;
Rend Boombkens
Charles Esche

(fiyz van Oenen

Mare Schuilenburg
Waonter Vanstiphout

NAi Publishers
SKOR
2B Na. 15




editorial

JORINDE SEIJDEL

SOCIAL ENGINEERING

Can Society Be Engineered in
the Twenty-First Century?

This Open reflects on old and new
forms of social engineering in rela-
tion to the urban and social space as
well as to (communal) life within it.
Is social engineering now a hollow
ideal, or does it offer new, urgent
perspectives?

Social engineering, in an objec-
tive sense, only refers to an analy-
sis of the possibilities of con-
structing something. In relation to,
for instance, sociopolitical reality,
a strong faith in social engineer-
ing was an element of the utopias and
idealized societies of the nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries. In the
course of the last century, however,
social engineering also became a
more specific, almost self-sufficient
concept. As part of the modern-
ist concept and as an expression of
an optimistic faith in progress,
there emerged, particularly in the
Netherlands, an explicit discourse
of social engineering® dealing with
societal models to be realized (the
welfare state) or forms of citizen-
ship to be stimulated (the emanci-
pated citizen), which were also mir-
rored by large-scale physical social

engineering projects. As part of the

modernist projects in the domain of
urban design (the Bijlmermeer) and
spatial planning (the impoldering

of the Zuiderzee, the Delta Plan),
social engineering also became a more
specific, almost self-sufficient con-
cept. Social engineering became asso-
ciated with a social-democratically
oriented faith in government inter-
vention and with a belief in a nature
that could be controlled by man.

Over the last several decades,
there as been an apparent abandonment
of social engineering and its ideals.
Cultural critics such as John Gray
attacked the general faith in social
engineering and progress as a disas-
trous regression to the utopias of
the Enlightenment, degenerating into
a destruction of culture and nature
and providing fodder for totalitarian
thinking. At the same time, affluent
Western countries experienced the
bankruptcy of the welfare state, and
developments such as privatization,
globalization, migration, interna-
tional terrorism and climate change
generated steadily increasing scepti-
cism about the social engineering of
the world. In neo-capitalist post-
modernity, or as culture philosopher
René Boomkens called it, ‘the new
disorder’, social engineering seemed
a phantasm.

The question is, however, whether
the philosophy of social engineer-
ing had really disappeared or whether

it is being used by neoliberal phi-
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losophy, using the procedures and
instruments of the market and cor-
porate management and targeting the
individual. The model of the ‘crea-
tive city’, in which creativity and
entrepreneurship are implanted in the
urban fabric, seems a quintessential
product of this ‘neo-social engi-
neering’. Other ‘neo’- social engi-
neering models might be the network
society, the information society,

the knowledge society, and of course
the security state. Neo-social engi-
neering, after all, seems to tap the
logic of the police and the secret
services as well: the security state
is emerging as the most current and
complex societal ideal of the moment,
dystopian and disturbing as it may be
considered from the standpoint of the
old philosophy of social engineer-
ing, yet at the same time based on the
utopian desire that liberty and secu-
rity might be compatible — a desire
that is also part of the neoconserva-
tive ideology of the Americans, which
illustrates, as John Gray emphasized,
the current right-wing philosophy of
social engineering.

And then there is that other cur-
rent obsession in which a belief in
social engineering plays a role,
namely ‘the citizen’:
the Dutch ‘Assimilation Delta Plan’,
a demonstration of contemporary

according to

biopower, legal newcomers from out-
side the European Union are trans-
formed into national citizens, while
the European Commission programme
‘Citizens for Europe’ wants to turn
national citizens into European citi-

zens. And all these citizens have to

Editorial

be ‘active’ citizens — illegals and
refugees excepted.

Philosopher Lieven De Cauter, in
his book The Capsular Civilization ,
emphasizes the impossibility of a
non-social engineered society: ‘It
is not because total social engineer-
ing is dangerous that society should
not be engineered, albeit relatively
engineered. If society were not engi-
neerable, it would be a natural proc-
ess, or an accidental coincidence, or
destiny. No politics can be conducted
on this basis, and there is not a
single historian who cannot demon-
strate that society is engineered,
not created, and moreover by a com-
plex process of decisions.’ De Cauter
indicates that he believes in the
countering force of a relative social
engineering, thereby touching on cur-
rent discussions about urban politics
and social systems, in which theo-
rists and designers are again asking
whether social engineering is not a
requirement of the human longing for
organizational forms and interven-
tion that vouchsafe a pleasant com-
munal 1life. In its contribution, BAVO
rightly asks to what extent rela-
tive social engineering can lead to
an actual repoliticization and not
remain mired in an ethical appeal
without consequence. Are there new,
emancipatory forms of a philosophy of
social engineering, in which agency
is pre-eminent, that might provide
a tactical, political or activist

response to domi- * In Dutch-speaking

nant neoliberal countries the term

‘maakbaarheid’ is used,

and neoconserva-  which literally means

tive tendencies?  ‘makeability’.



René Boomkens

The Continuity
of Place

From the Socially
Engineered City to
the Global City

René Boomkens
argues that the
contemporary city
transcends national
social engineering.
The city is being
confronted by the
unpredictable logic
of a transnational
publicness. Neither
the marketing nor
the politicization of

6

the use of the city are
adequate to deal with
this. What is required
is a phenomenology
of the urban experi-
ence that does justice
to the everyday and
the unspectacular.
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Whereas the city was once the basis for
architecture, it now seems to have degener-
ated into a waste product and backdrop.
ZUS (Elma van Boxel and
Kristian Koreman)

Twenty years ago, the city was rediscov-
ered, by administrators, by scientists,

by architects, by project developers and
finally by activists, or to put it a better
way, by active city dwellers. Not that no
thought was given to the city before the
late 1980s, and certainly not that our cities
were not radically renovated and altered.
What was rediscovered was what makes

a city urban. Idealists would call it the
essence of the city; pragmatists would talk
about the historical specificity of the city
— but that is irrelevant here. After all, what
makes cities urban is inevitably derived
from an ideal type, which itself refers to
very specific exemplary situations. The
ideal type of an urban lifestyle and cul-
ture is that of an open, diverse and con-
centrated (‘dense’) lifestyle, which forms
the social foundation for contemporary
democracy. The rediscovery of the city
was, more specifically, renewed attention
to typically urban places. The traditional
functionalist discourse that had set the
tone for decades both in politics and in
spatial disciplines such as planning, geog-
raphy and urbanism gradually made way
for a more culturalist discourse in which
anthropologists, historians, cultural geog-
raphers and philosophers played, and
continue to play, an important role. Not
surprisingly, this fresh attention to urban-
ity sometimes resonated with a culturally
pessimistic undertone, a lament about the
disintegration of a certain kind of urban-
ity. Five writers were often put forward to

The Continuity of Place

feed this cultural pessimism. In historical
order, these were philosopher Hannah
Arendt, who was cited as the champion
of the idea of the polis; philosopher Jiir-
gen Habermas, who in the early 1960s
had warned about the decline of typically
urban publicness; planning critic Jane
Jacobs, who during the same period had
warned about bureaucrats and planners
who threatened the urban idyll of New
York’s Greenwich Village; cultural soci-
ologist Richard Sennett, who in the mid-
1970s saw the public urban life that had
once flourished in cities like London and
Paris in the eighteenth century withering
under the influence of suburbanization
and the ‘tyranny of intimacy’ emanating
from the new mass medium of television;
and ﬁnally the POliti- 1. See, among others, Han-
cal scientist Marshall gz};z;;’;d(t’cﬁsagzn}iz
Berman’ who saw University of Chicago Press,
i i 1958); Jiirgen Habermas,
the V1ta11ty of the Strukturwandel der Offentli-
d inet th chkeit (Frankfurt a/Main:
modern, nineteenth- Suhrkamp, 1990 (1962);
Century Clty street Jane Jacobs, The Death and
K Life of Great American Cities
belng murdered by (New York: Vintage Books,
twentieth-century
project developers
following in the foot-
steps of Le Corbusi-

1961); Richard Sennett, The
Fall of Public Man (New
er’s Ville Radieuse.*

York: Alfred A. Knopf,
1977); Marshall Berman, All
That is Solid Melts into Air:
The Experience of Modernity
(London: Verso, 1982).

It is not very difficult to paint these
writers as nostalgists who were glorify-
ing these obsolete forms of urbanity and
publicness, from the agora of Ancient
Greece via the salons and coffeehouses of
the eighteenth century or the boulevards
and arcades of the nineteenth. And this
was in fact done repeatedly, but at the cost
of the realization that these authors were
also the forerunners of another rediscov-
ery: that of a trend in political philosophy
that had been abandoned, that of repub-



licanism, with its
great emphasis on
active citizenship.”
In short, with the
rediscovery of the
urban place and
urban publicness,
the republican in the
form of the active,
outspoken citizen
and urban dweller
was also rediscov-
ered. This rediscov-
ery, however, was
mainly an academic
phenomenon,
limited to intense
debates among col-
leagues in political
theory, historiogra-
phy and philosophy;,
which found little
resonance in the
public debate itself.
Or it would have

to be that in the
1990s such themes
as citizenship and

2. Republicanism rooted

in, among other things, the
political philosophy work of
Machiavelli and Rousseau,
was revived by the ideas of
Hannah Arendt (especially
in her On Revolution, New
York: Viking Press, 1983),
which also filtered through
into the philosophical

work of Habermas and the
cultural sociology of Sen-
nett. The renewed interest
in Arendt’s work dates back
to the 1980s, when phi-
losophers such as Michael
Walzer (Spheres of Justice,
New York: Basic Books,
1983) and Richard Rorty
(Contingency, Irony and
Solidarity, Cambridge, MA:
Cambridge University Press,
1989) rehabilitated republi-
canism. Republicanism sees
the state as a res publica,
something that concerns

all citizens. Freedom is not,
as in liberalism, something
that people win from the
state, but something that
instead only comes about
by taking part in politics. In
classical liberalism, equality
is the premise for political
participation; in republican-
ism, equality is the result of
political participation. See
also Gijs van Oenen, ‘Over
liberalisme, republicanisme
en communitarisme’, Krisis,
tijdschrift voor filosofie, no.
31, June 1988, theme issue
on republican politics: on
passion, schemes and thea-
tre, 7-26.

the sense of civic responsibility came into
vogue again for the first time in decades
and were not immediately associated with
bigotry or moral censorship. And indeed,
this renewed academic interest for repub-
licanism and the renewed public apprecia-
tion for ‘the citizen’ did have something
in common, even if the academics empha-
sized mainly the freedom of the citizen

or republican while in the public debate,
on the contrary, all sorts of demands were
made of the citizen and all manner of
gradations of citizenship even emerged.
What the academic and the public dis-

courses shared was a defence of the value
of citizenship, a value that took on the
guise of a virtue, or as philosopher Michel
Foucault called it, an
ethos. In less spec-
tacular terms: a cer-
tain ‘lifestyle’ or ‘way
of doing things’:

This new republicanism thereby nes-
tled as a sort of third way between the
two dominant political discourses of the
twentieth century, that of socialism (social

3. Michel Foucault, Breek-
bare vrijheid. De politieke
ethiek van de zorg voor
zichzelf (Fragile Freedom:
Political Ethics of the Care of
the Self) (Amsterdam: Kri-
sis/Parrésia, 1995).

democracy and communism) and that of
liberalism (including various conserva-
tive parties that in practice differed little
from liberalism). Until recently, socialism
and liberalism were considered the two
main ideological antagonists — the two
absolutely opposite interpretations of the
Enlightenment ideal of liberty or eman-
cipation. The opposition between liber-
alism and socialism in fact dominated
the global and most national agendas in
the twentieth century, in particular the
contrast between individual and collec-
tive and between market and govern-
ment, and in a way that concealed the fact
that both movements essentially shared

a rationalist ideal of social engineering.
The liberal ideal of social engineering is
grounded in an optimistic faith in the
perfectibility of the individual, as long as
the individual is given the freedom over
his or her person and property, while the
socialist ideal of social engineering places
every emphasis on the capacity of the
state or the government, on behalf of the
collective, to distribute national wealth
as justly as possible. As the ideological
dichotomy of market and government is
being artificially maintained, even as by
now virtually all socialists have become
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liberals of a sort while the vast majority of
liberals, diehards included, have in prac-
tice accepted various forms of government
interference and government protection-
ism, the fact that the actual problem lies
in the rationalist ideal of social engineer-
ing itself remains invisible. The ethos of
the republican provides no solution to this
problem (it would result in a third variant
of the ideal of social engineering) but it
does offer a possible way out, both from
the obsolete government-market dilemma
and from the trap of social engineering,
the trap of the ‘extreme make-over’ pre-
sented by liberal and socialist ideologues
time and time again. This way out can

be very accurately illustrated by what I
referred to above as the problem of the
urban place, a place that, certainly in the
Netherlands, bears the stamp of more
than half a century of government inter-
ventions and that has been increasingly
subjected to the “discipline of the market’
over the last two decades.

As I indicated above, this rediscovery
of the urban place in fact involved a redis-
covery of urbanity, in particular under-
stood as urban publicness. We should
consider the articulation of this urban
publicness the permanent challenge of a
modern and pragmatic republicanism that
transcends the traditional pseudo-conflict
between market and government. Public-
ness is anything but a simple product,
or even a feature, of market operations,
nor is it a unilateral function of the way
a city is organized. In the last several
years, cities and urban places have been
increasingly subjected to a discourse that
mainly understands (and subsequently
reorganizes) these places as places of
consumption. In this discourse, the city

The Continuity of Place

is understood as a (regional, national or
global) stage for the experience economy,
and successful urban places as the ideal
facilitators of this economy. In the rest of
this text I will argue that this discourse
of consumption of urban places repre-
sents a step forward in comparison to the
functionalism that was so characteristic
of modernist urbanism and planning,
because it provides more room for what

I shall call ‘the use’ of urban places, a
perspective that understands urbanity,
first and foremost, as a specific way to
experience, as opposed to a spatial organi-
zational pattern or a system with certain
explicit functions. This step forward,
however, is often cancelled out by viewing
the consumption of urban places uni-
laterally as being determined by market
operations alone.

The Socially Engineered City as
a National Project

The rich tradition of the Netherlands in
the area of urban development and urban
planning is summed up in five Notas
Ruimtelijke Ordening (National Policy
Documents on Spatial Planning) and in a
whole series of technical terms that have
since become part of everyday Dutch
speech, such as groeikernen (‘growth
cores’), woonerven (‘home zones’) and
even the cryptic VINEX-wijken (‘VINEX
neighbourhoods’), the residents of which
probably have no idea that this term refers
to the Vierde Nota Ruimtelijke Ordening-
Extra (Fourth National Policy Document
on Spatial Planning-Extra). Everyday
Dutch also features a whole series of
more negative or denigrating terms that
place this rich tradition of urbanism in



a somewhat different light: bloemkoolwi-
jken (‘cauliflower districts’), slaapsteden
(‘dormitory suburbs’) or witte schimmel
(‘white fungus’), while terms like over-
loopgebieden (‘overflow areas’), stedeli-
jke velden (‘urban fields’), de compacte
stad (‘the compact city’) and gebundelde
deconcentratie (‘bundled deconcentra-
tion’) roll off the average city administra-
tor’s tongue. Both the rich variety and the
expansion of planning terminology reflect
the self-evident presence, even dominance
of a long-term, consistent policy of spatial
and urban planning, starting in the early
twentieth century and especially and with
even greater emphasis from the period

of reconstruction following the Second
World War. The socially engineered city,
mainly a social project before the war,
became a genuinely national project after
the war, and seemed to be a self-evident
part of a whole series of grand ‘national
projects’, like the impoldering of the
Zuiderzee and the Delta Project. Marshall
Berman pointed out that in the usa too,
the large-scale post-war city expansions
and the construction of a new network

of highways and parkways, projects that
in many cases implicated the demolition
of whole city districts, were applauded

by residents themselves as an essential
modernization. Just as in the Nether-
lands, Americans perceived this ‘extreme
make-over’ of their cities as part of a
great step forward, as the beginning of

a new, more prosperous life in a brand-
new urban environment. The engine

of this future-oriented and optimistic
transformation process was of course the
automobile, which signified not merely
ordinary mobility but primarily social
upward mobility as well. Whereas the

10

explosion of spatial and social mobility in
the usa resulted in an unbridled subur-
banization directed mainly by the market
sector, the various National Policy Docu-
ments on Spatial Planning in the Neth-
erlands seemed to be the government’s
attempts to regulate and even limit this
process here.

This regulation and limitation were
particularly expressed in the ideal of a
‘compact city’, which was also a trend
that seemed to break with the modernist
doctrine of the separation of functions,
in which the purely analytical distinction
between the four functions of habitation,
work, recreation and traffic was actually
translated into a spatial segregation of
these functions. Both the increase in scale
of the urban area and increased mobility,
as well as the increasingly manifest issue
of the environment, seemed to confirm
the benefit of this separation of functions,
and as a result not much of this compact
city was actually realized. Arguments
in favour of ‘densification’ (striving for
a high building density), of mixing of
functions and of a greater role for public
transport, which together were supposed
to make this compact city possible, in fact
increasingly petered out in the face of the
reality of the neoliberal policy of the gov-
ernment in the 1980s, in which privatiza-
tion and deregulation were supposed to
reduce the rising costs of the welfare state
(that jewel of the ideal of social engineer-
ing). And it was precisely at this moment
that interest in the urban place and urban
publicness, with which I opened this text,
revived. As I have already indicated to
some extent, this interest, to a not insig-
nificant degree, was a reaction to several
decades of centralized urban development
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and spatial planning, a reaction especially

to the unintended side effects of the sepa-

ration of functions - according to some
even a frontal assault on the separation
of functions as such. Yet it was certainly
more than that. The renewed interest in
urbanity and publicness was the product
of a rather ambiguous situation, in which
divergent processes crisscrossed one
another, processes that sometimes rein-
forced one another and sometimes worked
against one another. Within this wave of
interest the following processes and ten-
dencies resonated:

— the stubborn continuity of striving
towards a compact city;

— anational government in a process
of retrenchment, particularly in the
domain of spatial planning and public
housing;

— the complex of globalization processes
(liberalization of the world economy,
increased labour migration, the rise of
a network of ‘global cities’);

— the process of ‘delocalization’ or ‘deter-
ritorialization” under the influence of
new information and communication
media;

— the rise of a global ‘experience econ-
omy’ (mass tourism, global mass
media);

— the transformation of nation-states,
national identities and national forms
of citizenship.

Several of these processes overlap, but

each represents real problems, or ‘chal-

lenges’, as they are called in neoliberal
jargon, that are primarily reflected in

the dynamics of urban reality. The most

manifest and far-reaching consequence of

this mishmash of process is the decline of
the socially engineered city as a national

The Continuity of Place

political project, which was expressed,
among other things, in the reception
accorded to the final, fifth National Policy
Document on Spatial Planning: it was
considered obsolete before the ink was

evendry...

The Use of the City

In several previous
publications, partly
following writers

I have mentioned
above*and partly
in an attempt to
develop a historical
phenomenology of

4. In particular Jane Jacobs,
Richard Sennett and Mar-
shall Berman. See René
Boomkens, Een drempel-
wereld. Moderne ervaring
en stedelijke openbaarheid
(Rotterdam: NAi Publishers,
1998).

5. Here, too, I built on the
work of others, in particular
the philosophers Walter
Benjamin and Gaston
Bachelard. See René Boom-

kens, De nieuwe wanorde.
Globalisering en het einde
van de maakbare samenlev-
ing (Amsterdam: Van Gen-
nep, 2006), 47-108.

the urban experi-
ence and the urban
place; I have argued
that publicness can-
not be seen as a function of the modern
city that can be isolated, and that, by
extension, the urban public space can-
not be seen as a functional zone, as was
the norm in the modernist doctrine of
the separation of functions. The ideal of
the socially engineered city was not only
based on the idea of the four fundamen-
tal functions of the city, but in addition
on a form of spatial determinism as an
instrument of policy. Even in the current
‘approach’ of the so-called Vogelaarwijken
(‘Vogelaar areas’, after Housing Minister
Ella Vogelaar) or aandachtwijken (‘atten-
tion areas’) or prachtwijken (‘gem areas’),
this spatial determinism still operates.
Spatial determinism assumes that it is
possible to conduct social policy through
spatial interventions. This was (almost
self-evidently) the basis of modernist
policy in the area of urban development

11



and spatial planning at the time of the
post-war construction of the welfare
state: the light, air and greenery of the
Bijlmermeer were supposed to make a
‘new human being’ possible. Every spatial
intervention was assigned a label, as it
were, noting its social functionality. But
while the construction of a ring motorway
displaced the pressure of mobility from
the inner city to its outskirts and in this
way had a positive impact on the traffic
function of the city as a whole as well as
on the habitation function of the inner
city, the construction of a square does not
lead in a comparable way to the reinforce-
ment of urban publicness. Publicness is
not an explicit function, but an implicit
or indirect function, or to put it a better
way, a transcendent quality of the particu-
lar use that is made of the urban space.

It becomes manifest in and through that
use, but it cannot be reduced to that use in
the form of a simple causal relationship.
Incidentally, this also applies to at least
one of the four classic urban functions,
habitation. Whereas for the other three
functions, traffic, work and recreation, it
can still be predicted to a certain degree
that their realization coincides with their
functionality, the same cannot be said

of habitation. Accommodation or hous-
ing fits into a functionalist programme,
habitation or liveability fall outside it.
Habitation and publicness belong to an
entirely different vocabulary — and here

I deliberately use the term ‘vocabulary’
instead of ‘discourse’, because the latter
term refers to an explicitly ordered and
regulated way of speaking and acting,
while ‘vocabulary’ belongs more to the
world of the (everyday) use and (everyday)
experience of urbanity and urban places.

12

There is no discourse of habitation, and
one can barely speak of any discourse of
urban publicness. Both, as transcendent
qualities (or ‘implicit functions’), belong
to the domain of a phenomenology that
interprets phenomena based on the atti-
tude we adopt toward these phenomena in
our everyday actions (or ‘use’). Habitation
and publicness require a historical and
political phenomenology, because their
experience can be called anything but an
anthropological constant; they are per-
manently and even increasingly subject to
historical transformations and disconti-
nuities and to political and administrative
interventions. In the work of such phi-
losophers as Walter Benjamin and Henri
Lefebvre and of a historian and anthropol-
ogist such as Michel de Certeau, we can
distinguish the contours of a historical
phenomenology of the urban experience
and of the meaning of urban places or
urban publicness.® For a political phenom-
enology of urban
publicness and of the
current condition of
the urban dweller,
or the citizen, his-
torical references are
lacking. In the work

tidien, I. Arts de faire (Paris:
of contemporary Union générale d’éditions,
anthropologists such 10/18, 1980).
as Jesus Martin-Barbero, Nestor Garcia
Canclini and Arjun Appadurai or a phi-
losopher such as Gijs van Oenen, however,
initial steps towards such a political phe-
nomenology of publicness and citizenship
can be found.

An implicit part of the ideal of the
social engineering of liberal and socialist
theories and ideologies is the assumption
that everyday social existence, in and of

6. See in particular Walter
Benjamin, Das Passagen-
Werk (Frankfurt a/Main:
Suhrkamp, 1982); Henri
Lefebvre, Le droit a la ville
(Paris: Editions Anthropos,
1968); Henri Lefebvre, The
Critique of Everyday Life,
Vol. 3 (London/New York:
Verso, 2005); Michel de
Certeau, L'invention du quo-
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itself, is an inert and passive quantity, and
that science (the accumulation of knowl-
edge) and politics (the rational exercise

of power) are the active forces that bring
about historical change and therefore

can be held responsible for the legitimacy
of this change. Benjamin, Lefebvre and
De Certeau were the first to show that

the meaning of a new technology, a new
insight or a new political measure is not
contained in the internal rationality of
that technology, that insight or that meas-
ure, but is determined to a significant
degree by the use made of it in everyday
life. That use, in other words, remains
outside the internal logic of the technol-
ogy or measure in question. Or, con-
versely: the meaning of a new technology
depends to a large extent on the way in
which users of this technology ‘appropri-
ate’ it. Yet in this very appropriation the
user of the new technology simultane-
ously transforms his or her own percep-
tual environment. This insight is ideally
suited to shed new - if rather stroboscopic
- light on the use of the city.

The use of the city has emphatically
extricated itself from the suffocating
embrace of national social engineering
and has become, more than ever, the
object or work domain of a global distri-
bution of images, messages and informa-
tion. Imagination as such represents a
new force in social existence: ‘fantasy is
now a social practice; it enters, in a host
of ways, into the fabrication of social
lives for many people in many societies.”
This is according
to Arjun Appa-
durai, who with this
aims to point out that the urban place
or urban publicness features more than

7. Arjun Appadurai, Moder-
nity at Large (Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota
Press, 1996), 53-54.

The Continuity of Place

three dimensions: it is also fashioned

by the fourth dimension of delocalized
media space that has gradually taken

on global forms. Thanks to this ‘fourth
dimension’ the urban place and the
public space acquire a supranational or
transnational dynamic, which is not only
supported by the global network of new
and newer media, but is also reflected in
that public space itself. It becomes visible
in the way in which international fashion
trends define the streetscape of cities, but
also in a hodgepodge of clothing styles,
languages and customs introduced by
labour migrants or asylum seekers. The
transnational character of urban public-
ness is also reflected in the distribution
of international retail and restaurant
chains and in a shadow economy, again
supported by migrants, and finally by
international show architecture inspired
by ‘city branding’. Latin American writers
such as Martin-Barbero and Garcia Can-
clini consider the transnationalization of
the public sphere and of citizenship as the
political dimension of the success of neo-
liberal economic globalization, the earli-
est and sharpest effects of which were felt
in Latin America, with its weak nation-
states: they describe transnationalization
as a complex and contradictory narrative
that was primarily developed by private,
commercial mass media, especially televi-
sion. Garcia Canclini: ‘Men and women
increasingly feel that many of the ques-
tions proper to citizenship — where do

I belong, what rights accrue to me, how
can I get information, who represents
my interests? — are being answered in the
private realm of commodity consump-
tion and the mass media more than in
the abstract rules of democracy or collec-
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tive participation in
public spaces.™

If we understand
the use of modern
urban places as the
spatial reflection
of public life - and
therefore as the basis for the function-
ing of modern democracies - this trans-
nationalization of the way in which
citizenship takes shape necessitates a
reformulation of the meaning and the
nature of modern urbanity. It no longer
makes sense to view urban publicness as
an autonomous sphere of disinterested
intellectual and cultural exchange and
confrontation, explicitly separate from
the private sphere, and citizenship as
something separate from (cultural) con-
sumption that maintains a unilateral
relationship with the national state and
politics. For several decades now, the use
of the city has been the work of a new,
hybrid subject, the consumer-citizen,
whose political and cultural attitudes and
behaviours are explicitly influenced by
the global technological reproduction of
the popular imagination. In essence, this
new condition or urban publicness reaf-
firms the traditional ‘republican’ analyses
a la Arendt, Habermas or Sennett, which
speak of a ‘contamination’ of public
action by private interests (Arendt), of the
monopolization of the public domain by
multinational cartels (Habermas) or of the
‘intimization’ of the substance of the pub-
lic sphere (Sennett). The analyses of such
writers as Garcia Canclini or Appadurai
corroborate similar processes, but they
offer an alternative diagnosis. What they;,
in a certain sense, make implicitly - and
sometimes explicitly - visible is that the

8. Nestor Garcia Canclini,
Consumers and Citizens:
Globalization and Multi-
cultural Conflicts (Minne-
apolis/London: University
of Minnesota Press, 2001),
15. See also Jésus Martin-
Barbero, Communication,
Culture and Hegemony
(London/Newbury Park/
New Delhi: SAGE, 1987).
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negative judgment expressed by Arendt,
Habermas and Sennett about the state

of publicness comes out of a unilateral
interpretation of what I have heretofore
called ‘the use of urban places’ or ‘the use
of the public domain’. This unilateralism
is to a significant degree the product of
an ahistorical magnification or reifica-
tion of the model situations that form the
background to their ideal type of public-
ness. Distance and deliberation are the
crucial concepts that form the core of

the public sphere for Sennett and Haber-
mas, respectively. Sennett saw distance

as the core of the theatrical character of
the early-bourgeois public life in the cof-
feehouses, a distance that was required in
that period of history in order to exclude,
as it were, during the encounter in the
cofteehouse, the actual social (class and
urban) differences among individuals, but
also their then highly significant religious
differences. In the public sphere, in other
words, one plays a role, for the duration of
the encounter or confrontation, because
all too significant social or ideological
differences would already be too much

of a burden for public life. This seems to
confuse the general form of urban public-
ness with its historically specific content.
The fact that public life, requires playing a
role, a certain theatricality, which would
be perceived as disruptive in the private
domain, does not mean that this role is
expected to avoid contents that would be
crucial in the private sphere. This was a
crucial code for the eighteenth-century
public sphere, but in a society in which
class differences and religious convictions
play a less decisive role, such a code loses
its significance. The Gay Parade that takes
place annually on and along Amsterdam’s
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canals is a good example: an extremely
theatrical event and an example of public
action par excellence, and at the same
time, in terms of content, a display of
extremely private, even intimate prefer-
ences, practices and attitudes. In the same
way, Habermas’s identification of public
action and of the public space with delib-
eration suffers from the magnification

of an early-bourgeois culture of civilized
salon conversations in which erudition
was the quintessential social standard.
The contemporary, transnational use of
the city as a quintessential form of pub-
lic action, in part shaped by global mass
media, can no longer be judged in terms
of distance or deliberation alone.

Between Continuity and Struggle

The contemporary use of the city tran-
scends national social engineering but
now faces a new and demanding monster:
that of the intangible and paradoxical
global imagination that has become the
fourth dimension of the urban place.
Rather than the instrumental rational-
ity of an overly optimistic and clinical
national planning compulsion, the unpre-
dictable ‘logic’ (or the ‘new disorder’) of

a transnational publicness has become
the stake of the struggle for political and
cultural hegemony. In comparison with
the traditional national political game, we
are dealing here with an unprecedented
and as yet barely theoretically processed
problem, that is still so ‘open’ that even
post-political answers are conceivable. The
classical republican discourse notwith-
standing, urban places are not places of
intensified debate, but primarily places of
intensified cohabitation and conjunction
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of differences. This intensification defines
the ethical and aesthetic quality of urban-
ity, which transcends any form of political
social engineering and in a certain sense
renders it redundant. The most beautiful
dream of modernity was the dream of a
world without a state, without politics.
The perversions of this dream shaped

the last century: liberalism, which cham-
pioned the market, or property — with
extreme exploitation and inequality as a
result, and communism, which suggested
that ‘the people’ could take the place of
the state — with totalitarianism as a result.
Somewhere between market and state, the
city represents something like a concrete
utopia of an open society that actually
never fell prey to universalizing ideolo-
gies — simply because it already existed.
The city has proven itself in the everyday
use that has been made of it. That ‘every-
day use’ of the city, which was the focus
of the work of Benjamin and Lefebvre in
particular, and which in the Netherlands
was charted in more detail by such diverse
anthropologists and urban sociologists

as Talja Bolkland and Arnold Reijndorp,®

among others, forms . See, among others,
Arnold Reijndorp, Stads-
wijk. Stedenbouw en
dagelijks leven (Rotterdam:
NAi Publishers, 2004);

Talja Blokland-Potters,

Wat stadsbewoners bindt.
Sociale relaties in een achter-
standswijk (Kampen: Kok
Agora, 1998).

the model situation
for our vision of
democracy and of
what, in our view,
comes close to a
decent society. Here
I am very deliberately opting for a cau-
tious and modest terminology, precisely
to steer clear of two temptations: first and
foremost the temptation of the trium-
phalism of market philosophy and its ‘cre-
ative cities” that will change everything, a
triumphalism effectively rebutted in vari-
ous publications by Mike Davis, such as
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Planet of Slums and
Evil Paradises.* But

the temptation of the

other extreme also
has to be resisted:
that of the auto-

10. Mike Davis, Planet

of Slums (London/New
York: Verso, 2006); Mike
Davis and Daniel Bertrand
Monk (eds.), Evil Paradises:

Dreamworlds of NeoLiberal-

ism (New York/London:
The New Press, 2007).

matic pilot of ‘resistance’ or ‘struggle’. We
find that automatism especially in the
almost religiously revolutionary books of
Antonio Negri and Michael Hardt, or in
Dieter Lesage’s Discourse on Resistance,
which leans heavily on Hardt and Negri.**

Marketization and
politicization of the

11. Michael Hardt and
Antonio Negri, Empire
(Amsterdam, Van Gen-

use of the City both nep, 2002); Dieter Lesage,
. . . Vertoog over verzet. Politiek
fail to do JUSUCC in tijden van globalisering
(Antwerp/Amsterdam:
to the wealth and Meulenhoff/Manteau,
2004).

the power of pre-
cisely the everyday character and of the
unspectacular continuity of the use we

as consumer-citizens make of that city.
Before intellectuals like Negri or Lesage
can claim the necessity of resistance or
struggle, an interpretation is required

of the way in which all these consumer-
citizens shape the continuity of urban
publicness on a daily basis — and it is pre-
cisely this everyday aspect that is lacking
in their ‘discourses on resistance’. These
discourses still rely too much on the idea
of a frontal confrontation with ‘power’
and on a self-aware, rational citizenship
— whatever the simultaneous emphasis
placed on the fact that the centre of power
of the empire cannot be located. The
present consumer-citizen, however, looks
entirely different; he or she derives his or
her self-image from the global circulation
and distribution of images and messages
in the mass media. At any rate, he or she
perceives his or her own public presen-
tation in his or her own urban habitat
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through these images and messages. What
this precisely means is not easy to answer.
A challenging, albeit very impudent inter-
pretation of contemporary citizenship was
provided by philosopher Gijs van Oenen,
who contrasted the classical ‘interactiv-
ity’ of the republican citizen with what he
calls the ‘interpassivity’ of contemporary
citizenship: “The attempt to rehabilitate
“public man” collides with a phenomenon
that I refer to as interpassivity, following
cultural philosophers Robert Pfaller and
Slavoj Zizek. Involvement or engagement
is delegated, outsourced. We would like

to get involved, but we no longer believe
that we can; there-
fore we ask others to
get involved, on our
behalf.?

As a phenomenology of today’s citi-
zenship and of contemporary collective
life in an urban environment, Van Oenen
presents a whole series of persuasive
examples of this ‘interpassivity’, examples
that, without exception, make it crystal-
clear to us that the self-aware and out-
spoken citizenship that was traditionally
associated with public life in democratic
societies is definitively a thing of the past.
Van Oenen provides no clear explanation,
however, of this interpassivity. References
to the mediatization of our lives and to the
flexibilization of the labour process place
Van Oenen’s interpassivity in the line of
the traditional Marxist doctrine of aliena-
tion, but the whole idea of the outsourcing
of involvement also alludes, unintention-
ally, to concepts like simulacrum and
hyperreality, used by French sociologist
Jean Baudrillard to come to grips with a
social reality mediatized in a multitude of
ways. And indeed, what Van Oenen and

12. Gijs van Oenen, ‘Het
nieuwe veiligdom. De inter-
passieve transformatie van
de publieke sfeer’, Open,
2004, nO. 6, 7.
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Baudrillard share is not the explanatory
power of their arguments, but the evoca-
tive and robust magnification of diverse
crucial dimensions of our everyday habi-
tat. In that sense, the notion of ‘interpas-
sivity’ is a brilliant invention. It expresses
and represents our everyday experience
as consumer-citizens who, through vari-
ous media, feel extremely connected to
the tribulations of the world - in fact

feel compelled to feel connected, which
in a certain sense is a reaffirmation of a
traditional republican virtue - yet at the
same instant ‘outsources’ that involvement
to others, to a charitable organization,

a media event or a ‘campaign’ in which
the consumer-citizen need not partici-
pate in person, because this ‘campaign’
has already been organized and stage-
managed.

Interpassivity and mega-involvement:
wonderful terms that perfectly express the
fate of the contemporary urban dweller
and citizen. They raise significant doubts
about the potential for resistance that
Hardt and Negri, or Lesage presume of
the citizen and about any excessively
optimistic vision of the social engineer-
ing of society, but in no way do they
refute the possibility of expressing and
if necessary dramatizing the continuity
of a local imagination, or the dream of
a very specific, very particular urbanity.
Interpassive citizens indeed hardly look
like the dreamed subjects of modernity
Habermas had in mind, but we should not
blame citizens for that. If we had a com-
plaint, it would be directed at the endless
revival performance of the stage play of
social engineering, this time less aimed at
the social-democratic champions of the
welfare state but rather at the neoliberal

The Continuity of Place

champions of the win-win situation, of
the unbridled flexibility of human beings
as factors in an otherwise unpredictable
and global economic success story. There
is little to counter that story - only the
continuity of our own urban place, and
that is indeed constantly under pressure
and at risk.
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Marc Schuilenburg

The Dislocating
Perspective of
Assemblages

Another Look at
the Issue of Security

Marc Schuilenburg
addresses the issue
of governance as
an essential aspect
of the philosophy
of social engineer-
ing. Via the insights
and concepts of
Foucault and
Deleuze he goes in
search of a more
adequate under-
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standing of the
link between social
reality and govern-
ance. Discussion
on this should no
longer be fixated
on the dichotomy
between private
and public, says
Schuilenburg.
Society, after all, is
not an immutable,
static quantity; it
has a fluid char-
acter that requires
thinking in terms
of surveillance
‘assemblages’.
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During a visit to Canada in April 2008,
American Homeland Security Secretary
Michael Chertoff announced to his
audience that fingerprints are not part
of a person’s personal data: ‘A finger-
print is hardly personal data because
you leave it on glasses and silverware
and articles all over the world; they’re
like footprints. They’re not particularly
private.”” A reaction was not long in
coming. It came
from Canada’s pri-
vacy commissioner,
Jennifer Stoddart. ‘Fingerprints consti-
tute extremely personal information for
which there is clearly a high expectation
of privacy.’

The debate about where the private
begins and the public ends has a long
history. It goes back to the French Revo-
lution. The end of the Ancien Régime,
symbolized by the beheading of Louis
XVI in 1793, ensured that the sover-
eignty of the monarch made way for
the will of the people. No one had the
exclusive right to rule in their own name

1. http://thinkprogress.
org/2008/04/16/chertoff-
fingerprints (consulted on
7 June 2008).

any longer. Two spheres were created to
express what was understood by ‘life’.
In the private domain, the state was to
leave the individual in peace. Beyond
the threshold of the home, everyone was
free to espouse his or her own desires
and opinions. In the public domain -
the agoras of the cities — however, the
individual was a citizen who was to set
aside his desires and opinions for the
common good.

The separation between public and
private worked quite nicely for a couple
of centuries. Now, however, it seems
its best days are over. Municipal inter-
vention teams, made up of inspectors

The Dislocating Perspective of Assemblages

from social services, energy suppliers,
representatives of housing corpora-
tions and other organizations, show up
unannounced at the homes of residents
with problems. This campaign is called
‘beyond the front door’. Various tech-
nologies (security cameras, data mining,
RFID chips in clothing, DNA tests) are
employed to increase the perception

of security in the broadest sense of the
word. ‘Police-like’ responsibilities, such
as the security of semi-public areas like
shopping centres, airports and residen-
tial areas, are increasingly being carried
out by commercial actors. These prac-
tices and measures seem very diverse,
yet they have a lot in common. They are
all employed in the same processes of
the prevention of perceived risks. Sadly,
debate on this new method of govern-
ance has been hijacked by the catch-all
word ‘privacy’. When we look at the
changes in the issue of security without
bias, however, we see a more fundamen-
tal problem emerge. In all sorts of areas,
there is a certain overlap between public
and private practices. These overlaps or
convergences are never stable or static.
They are not sharply demarcated and
they are constantly changing: in form,
in reach, in composition. In order to
uncover the ‘ground’ of this mobility or
fluidity, we need a different ontologi-
cal and epistemological premise than
the private/public dichotomy outlined
above, upon which modern society is
supposedly based.

In this article I intend to approach
the fluid character of social reality from
two directions. In the first place I want
to make a contribution to the explica-
tion of the relationship between gov-
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ernance and social reality. Relying on
Michel Foucault’s analyses of power I
shall first attempt to go one step further
into his conceptual world. His analyses
of disciplinarian practices in which the
individual is shaped by all manner of
power operations are my starting point.
Via the work of Gilles Deleuze, and in
particular his concept of ‘assemblage’,

I wish to give greater depth to the link
between the social and governance. By
relating this concept to security regimes
in our immediate environment, I shall
show that this mobility should not be
confused with ‘chaos’ or a ‘new dis-
order’.> And this leads directly to the
second objective of
this article. When
we approach the
social based on the

2. See for instance René
Boomkens, De nieuwe
wanorde. Globalisering en
het einde van de maakbare
samenleving (Amsterdam:
Van Gennep, 2006).

concept of assemblage, we see count-
less hybrid connections emerge, which
enter into unexpected relationships with
one another. Which relationships are we
then talking about? How do these attain
a certain consistency or coherence?
Through these questions I ultimately
aim to outline a number of rough
characteristics of how the issue of gov-
ernance has come to circle ever closer
around social reality.

Discipline and Biopolitics

Foucault defined the eighteenth century
as a disciplinarian society, in which
power was exercised in a way different
from the sovereign society that had pre-
ceded it. In the sovereign society, abso-
lute power rested with the monarch. A
violation of the law was interpreted as
an assault on his body. With the shift
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from a sovereign state to a disciplinar-
ian society, oppression, negativity and
a vertical structure, hallmarks of what
Foucault calls sovereign power, are
replaced by anonymous and horizontal
power relationships. These branch out
as a network and penetrate the entire
societal domain. The consequence

is that the exercise of power can no
longer be attributed to a person (‘the
monarch’) or to a rule (‘the law’). With
his assertion that power is never exclu-
sively vested in ‘things’ or in ‘persons’,
that we must hence learn to think of

it in terms of prohibition and oppres-
sion, Foucault wants to make clear that
power, in and of itself, is nothing. It
has no essence, Deleuze emphasizes in
his monograph about Foucault’s work.
Power is purely a relationship between
forces, which essentially means that it
has not been formalized.’ It is only pro-

duced in the rela- 3. Gilles Deleuze, Foucault

(Minneapolis: University
of Minnesota Press, 1988),

different points. In 37

tionships between

this way, power relationships (virtual,
unstable, unlocalizable and molecular)
define the possibilities or probabilities
of the actual interactions in social real-
ity. The actualization of these differ-
ential relationships, Foucault shows in
Discipline and Punish (1975), unfolds
in the institutions of the disciplinarian
society, in its schools, prisons, factories,
hospitals, army barracks. This actuali-
zation is not a unilateral process, but
rather the result of a whole series of
mutually reinforcing effects whereby
each separate institution integrates the
power relationships of the diagram

of the social domain in its own way
and in its own environment (alloca-
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tion, classification, consolidation,
normalization, etcetera).

Unlike in the sovereign society, the
realization that the individual can be
socially engineered emerges. Building on
the humanist insights of the Enlighten-
ment, various techniques are applied in
the separate institutions to teach socially
desirable behaviour. The consequences
of this are most visible in the army. In
the seventeenth century, the soldier is
still described as someone one recog-
nizes by his courage or fighting spirit.
This changes, however, in the eighteenth
century. From a meaningful body that
radiates energy and honour, the body
of the soldier is reduced to a cog in the
machine. The soldier is shaped by exer-
cises in which he learns to hold his head
high and his back straight and to move
in a uniform manner. Through correc-
tive exercises, which are aimed at gen-
erating specific and measurable effects,
the soldier is furnished with a coherent
identity. This disciplining of the body
does not take place only in army camps.
Discipline-oriented techniques are also
applied in other societal institutions: the
prison, the hospital, the school and the
workplace. And simply because its disci-
plinarian effect is equivalent to those of
a series of other institutions with which
the individual is confronted through-
out his life, the army can be compared
to the factory, which in turn has eve-
rything in common with a prison.
Without interruption, the individual in
fact moves from one institution to the
other: from the family to the school,
from the school to the factory, and so
forth. We are dealing with a continuous
progression in a sequence of separate
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spaces through which the institutions
continually refer to one another. At
school you are told you are no longer at

home. At work yOou 4. Gilles Deleuze, Nego-
tiations 1972-1990 (New
York: Columbia University

Press, 1995), 177.

hear ‘you’re not at
school anymore’.+
The picture of society that is pre-
sented here is a succession of separate
spaces, whereby the individual moves
from point to point as though there
were constantly something new to be
added to his life. To emphasize this
transformation, Deleuze and Guattari
speak of moving in a segmented or stri-
ated space.s With this they indicate that
space in a discipli-
narian society was
above all an ori-
ented space, that is
to say an expression
of a progressive perception of time in
which the individual constituted himself
as a subject and emancipated himself
with an eye towards a final state to be
attained. In reading Discipline and Pun-

5. Gilles Deleuze and Félix
Guattari, A Thousand
Plateaus. Capitalism and
Schizophrenia (Min-
neapolis: University of
Minnesota Press, 1987),
474-500.

ish, however, one is immediately struck
by the fact that nowhere in it does
Foucault address the question of which
power relationship acts on the bodies
in the spaces ‘between’ the institutions
of modernity. In other words, what
forms or categories of power continue
to operate in the open space of cities?
For this we must go back to two texts
by Foucault from the first half of the
1970s. In them he takes a cautious step
towards an explanation in which the
public space increasingly becomes the
domain of an effort towards regula-
tion or control of life. In these texts he
refers to biopolitics, a form of power
that emerges in the second half of the

21



eighteenth century and regulates social
life from the inside out. With the con-
cept of biopower he derives from this,
Foucault has a different type of power
operation in mind than disciplinarian
power. Whereas discipline is directed at
the individual body, biopower concen-
trates on the populations. The object of
political strategies is not the social engi-
neering of the individual body, but the
body as a type. The term ‘biopolitics’,
which would be addressed in greater
detail in The Will to Knowledge (1976),
first appears in the lecture ‘La naissance
de la médecine sociale’ which Foucault
delivered at the State University of Rio
de Janeiro in October 1974. ‘For capi-
talist society, it was bio-politics, the bio-
logical, the somatic, the corporal, that
mattered more than anything else. The
body is a bio-political reality; medicine
is a bio-political strategy.’s Through

population control 6. Michel Foucault, ‘La

naissance de la médecine
sociale’, in: Dits et écrits,
1954-1988 (Paris: Galli-
mard, 1994), 207-228.

biopolitics has a
direct relationship
with bare life itself.
The population is no longer an abstract
quantity, nor does it coincide with the
number of inhabitants in relation to a
habitable territory. On the contrary, it
manifests itself, in Foucault’s words,
‘as an object of surveillance, analy-

sis, intervention,
modifications, and
so on’.”

In the process, the conditions under
which people live and the way their
bodies function as the bearers of bio-
logical processes (public health, births
and deaths, average lifespan, popula-
tion growth, education) become part

7. Michel Foucault, ‘La
politique de la santé au

of the ‘governance’ of society. Foucault
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XVIIle siecle’, in: ibid., 18.

expresses this method of governance
with the neologism gouvernementalité.
In it the ratio is not predicated on the
‘control’ of the population of which
Machiavelli’s The Prince (1532) was
exemplary, but on the ‘management’ of
relations among people. That is to say,
the objective is the optimization of all
those aspects of life that promote the
welfare of the population as a whole.

Everything is Private and Everything
is Public

In the article ‘Post-scriptum sur les
sociétés de controle’, Gilles Deleuze
uses the image of an open space to
analyse how another diagram is slowly
replacing the effects of the disciplinar-
ian society. He argues that we are at a
point where the disciplinarian society is
slowly shifting towards a control soci-
ety, a term Deleuze borrows from Wil-
liam Burroughs, author of the famous
novels Junkie and Naked Lunch.® In

a 1972 Interview 8. Deleuze, Negotiations,
op. cit. (note 4), 177-182;
Gilles Deleuze, Two
Regimes of Madness. Texts
and Interviews 1975-1995
(Los Angeles/New York:

Semiotext(e), 2004), 321.

with Penthouse,
Burroughs alludes
to this new mecha-
nism of power:
‘The point is that the means of con-
trol are much more efficient now. We
have computers . . . So the possibilities
for control are much more powerful
than they’ve ever been.” And in 1959’
Naked Lunch he writes, ‘The logical
extension of encephalographic research
is biocontrol; that is control of physi-
cal movement, mental processes, emo-
tional reactions and apparent sensory
impressions by means of bioelectric
signals injected into the nervous system
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of the subject.” 9. William Burroughs,
In an extension Ialakedlfunc? (New York:
rove Press Inc., 1959),
to this, Deleuze 162.
observes that the closed structures of
the disciplinarian society are gradually
losing their hold. The institutions of
the disciplinarian society have passed
their sell-by date. The walls of schools,
barracks, factories and prisons are
tumbling down. There is a general-
ized crisis in the domain of every form
of confinement. The consequences of
these changes are visible everywhere.
Through electronic surveillance,
whereby the inmate serves out his sen-
tence outside the walls of his cell, the
prison has expanded to the immediate
surroundings of the inmate’s home.
Through home care, another institution,
the hospital, is transposing its activi-
ties to the habitat of the patient. Even
the transition from school to work has
become diffuse. At work people are
constantly expected to continue to learn
through various trainings and courses.
At the same time, the laptop is taken
home so that people can keep working
over the weekend. The significance of
these transitions lies in the perspec-
tive they provide on the relationship
between governance and the social
order. Simply formulated, control is not
discipline. Or, as Deleuze remarked in
an earlier article: ‘You don’t confine
people with a highway. But by making
highways, you multiply the means of
control. I am not saying this is the only
aim of highways, but people can travel
infinitely and “freely” without being
confined while
being perfectly
controlled.’™

10. Deleuze, Two Regimes
of Madness, op. cit. (note
8), 322.
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Deleuze’s argument that control defines
the relationships of the social sphere
leads to the objection that it is insuf-
ficiently clear in what way this form of
power genuinely differs from the two
eighteenth-century poles of discipline
and biopower. Aside from the fact that
control also played a fundamental role
in the sovereign and disciplinarian soci-
eties, the examples in ‘Post-scriptum sur
les sociétés de controle’ do not provide a
picture different from that of Foucault’s
disciplinarian analyses of power. We are
still dealing with techniques that turn
individual bodies into productive, effi-
cient and obedient labourers. All things
considered, nowadays the method used
on motorways to indicate that a driver
has committed a violation (‘You are
driving too fast’, ‘Maintain sufficient
distance’) has no other purpose than
the immediate correction of the driving
behaviour. Yet Deleuze undeniably has a
point when he links spatial transforma-
tions with changes in social reality itself.
Whether we define this development in
terms of ‘risk’ (Ulrich Beck in Risk Soci-
ety, 1992), ‘security’ (David Garland in
The Culture of Control, 2001) or ‘1CT’
(Manuel Castells in his network trilogy
The Information Age, 1996), it is clear
that the term ‘environment’ has become
a very broad concept in our present
society. In particular, Deleuze shows
that the striated space of the disciplinar-
ian society is making way for a smooth
or open space. Whereas the disciplinar-
ians techniques operated in closed and
fixed spaces (walls, borders, gates), each
with its specific function, the control
society operates through constantly
changing networks or open spaces.
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Mobility, flexibility and acceleration are
the new qualities of these environments.
An open space is no simple concept.
The word ‘open’ can give rise to all
sorts of misunderstandings, misunder-
standings related to form, trajectory
and unity. An open space differs from a
striated space in three particulars. In the
first place in its form: the surface of a
striated space is delimited and enclosed;
special spaces are assigned to catego-
ries of persons (school pupils, patients,
prisoners). An open space has no defi-
nite boundaries or a privileged form. It
can be extended in any direction and is
confined only by a horizon that shifts
as the audience moves. For this reason,
we can no longer speak of an absolute
‘inside’ or ‘outside’. Even concepts like
‘distance’ or ‘opposite’ lose their classi-
cal meanings here. In the second place,
the relationship between point and line
is inverted. In a striated space a line lies
between two separate points. As we
have seen, each of these points (school,
factory, hospital) has its own customs.
In an open space the point lies between
two lines, which implies that the sepa-
rate points are subordinate to the tra-
jectory that continues on a horizontal
plane or field. An open space stimulates
and orders separate dimensions without
turning them into a totalizing whole.
There is only a continual variation of
form and size. In the third place, the
nature of the line differs. Whereas in
a striated space dimensional lines and
closed intervals can be distinguished,
in an open space we are dealing with
directional lines and open intervals.
An open space realizes itself in what it
causes to disappear. That does not make
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it a homogeneous or undivided space, as
though there were no segments or rup-
tures within it. Multiple spaces can be
present in an open space, just as multi-
ple languages exist in one language. We
should only understand that the rup-
tures between the spaces are no longer
absolute, as they are in a striated space
in which one must pass through all sorts
of physical barriers (gates, booms) in
order to enter. An open space, in and

of itself, always has multiple meanings.
Or to put it another way, you can be
private in a public space and public in a
private.

‘It’s a Mall World’

An open space is a continuum or surface
network of different dimensions with
their own details, speeds and effects.

To enter into an open space means to
enter into local and unstable environ-
ments, environments that are constantly
changing in reach and size, in sound

and colour, in mood and intensity. If we
take this odd mixture, which is becom-
ing the domain of a stronger and also
more direct governance apparatus with
health and security as its most important
parameters, as a representation of social
reality, we see, in the words of Deleuze,
a ‘very strange world’ unfold. In an
allusion to Leibniz, he speaks of a Har-
lequin suit or a patchwork quilt.”* The
latter is a peculiar fabric, full of colours,
contrasts and asymmetrical shapes, in
which countless bits
of cloth are held
together by a tangle
of loose threads. Its
multiplicity is dif-

11. Deleuze and Guattari,
A Thousand Plateaus,

op. cit. (note 5), 476-477;
Gilles Deleuze and Claire
Parnet, Dialogen
(Kampen: Kok Agora,
1991), 90.
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ficult to apprehend and define from one
exclusive angle, as is usual in the social
sciences, where abstract quantities define
inextricable entities that exist by the pre-
sumption of a common order. Just think
of container concepts like ‘risk society’,
‘culture of control’, ‘insurance state’,
‘post-disciplinarian society’, ‘security
society’, ‘exclusion society’, ‘prevention
culture’, ‘spectacle society’, and so on.
This kind of thinking is still trapped in
a representational logic that does not
acknowledge social reality as such. For
this reason, it cannot be sufficiently
emphasized, says Deleuze, that a society
is constantly escaping in all directions,
never stops slipping away and, he asserts
in an interview, is flowing everywhere.™
From this standpoint, the main empha-
sis is no longer on abstract quantities,
but on the fluid character of social
reality itself.
What does this

mean in terms of

12. Deleuze, Two Regimes
of Madness, op. cit. (note
8), 280.

governance? Or expressed another way,
in what way do all manner of ‘hybrids’,
to use one of Bruno Latour’s terms,
emerge in our environment, whose
objective is the prevention of potential
risks? If we look at recent writings on
the imbedding of the issue of security,
we find discussions of ‘surveillance
assemblages’.™ This term expresses the
fact that surveil-
lance is driven by
an uncontrolla-

ble need to bring
together actors,
practices, technolo-

13. K.D. Haggerty and
R.V. Ericson, ‘The surveil-
lant assemblage’, British
Journal of Sociology
(2000), 51, 4, 605-622;
Ed Romein and Marc
Schuilenburg, ‘Are you on
the fast track? The rise of
surveillant assemblages

in a post industrial age’,

gies and informa- Architectural Theory
. d Review (2008), 13, 2,
tion systems an forthcoming.

to integrate them
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into larger entities. These can be insur-
ance companies, national security, mul-
tinationals, social security, shopping
centres, and so on. All these separate
practices have a distinct style of opera-
tion, use their own information systems,
apply specific definitions of normal-

ity and deviating truths, and all these
characteristics are aimed at making a
specific public (or to put it a better way,
‘publics’) visible. It would therefore be
inaccurate to identify this public with
an individual or a population.™* Each

medium creates its 14. See also Mauricio

Lazzarato, ‘Life and the
Living in the Societies of
Control’, in: M. Fugslang
and M. Sorensen (eds.),
Deleuze and the Social
(Edinburgh: Edinburgh
University Press, 2006),
171-190.

own users. This is
about the ‘public
of an insurance
plan’, the ‘public of
a shopping centre’,
the ‘public of a policy measure’. Because
of the growing influence of information
and communication technologies on
contemporary society and the organiza-
tion of the urban space in particular,
this new entity does not manifest itself
in a demarcated space (‘school’ or
‘national state’), but rather actualizes
itself in an open environment in which
people encounter one another differ-
ently and are monitored in a different
way. To put it a better way, surveillance
is incorporated into the movement of a
public through an open space.

Take the example of a Sunday
football match. At 1:29 p.m. I close
my front door behind me. The lady
who lives across the street looks at me
inquisitively. To increase local security
she’s signed up with Burgernet (‘Citizen
Net’), a police initiative to enrol citi-
zens in the investigation of crimes. The
police left a message on her answering
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machine yesterday with the description
of a man who has broken into several
cars in the area. If my neighbour notices
anything she can call a direct number,
whereupon the dispatcher sends the
nearest police officers to the location.
On the way to the neighbourhood shop
to quickly buy a pack of gum, I am
watched by a network of intelligent
cameras that link my face to a database
of photos of recidivists, comparing me
to millions of people in 60 seconds. It
is now 1:35 p.m. The neighbourhood
shop, in turn, is part of the Collectieve
Winkelontzegging (‘Collective Shop
Ban’) project. This is an initiative of
shop owners and shop-owners’ associa-
tions to combat trouble on their own.
If someone behaves inappropriately
in the shop, be it shoplifting, or being
rude to the staff, this person can be
banned. This ban applies not just to
the neighbourhood shop, but to all the
other shops in the city centre. By now it
is 1:41 p.m. With a pack of Sportlife in
my pocket I press my public transport
chip card against the scanner of the
turnstile at the metro station at 1:47
p.m. ‘Easy, fast and secure’ — these are
the marketing terms printed on the chip
card. Thanks to a unique identification
code, all my travel details are recorded
in a central database. This provides a
complete picture of the distances I travel
by metro, bus, tram and train. When I
arrive at the stadium I show my season
ticket to the stewards who are responsi-
ble for order and security in the stands.
It is now 1:56 p.m.

In less than half an hour, from my
front door to the football stadium, I
have passed five difference surveillance
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assemblages. At first glance we move
autonomously and without friction
through the same open space. Yet while
this environment gives the suggestion

of being continuous, it is actually popu-
lated by so many different assemblages
that any openness or smoothness is
merely illusion. Most of the time the
unique interplay of concealments and
revelations remains invisible to the mov-
ing public. This changes only when the
public transport chip card is blocked,
facial markers match details in the
shop-owners’ association register, or the
stadium stewards have been notified of
the rather turbulent football history of
a particular person. While each ‘island’
has its own values, its own logic and
principles, we should not imagine that
these assemblages have nothing to do
with one another. These environments
can just as easily ignore or exclude one
another — sometimes they even turn
against one another, but more often they
reinforce one another, overlap or con-
verge into new assemblages. I have con-
fined myself to a few examples. Private
institutions are getting more and more
access to information from government
departments, and vice versa. Organiza-
tions and institutions such as internal
revenue departments, police, social serv-
ices, supermarkets and hospitals also
exchange information in order to chart
life. In addition, government person-
nel are increasingly working for private
parties. The largest shopping centre in
Europe, the MetroCentre in Gateshead,
England (‘If we don’t have it, you don’t
want it’), is equipped with the latest
surveillance electronics, but that has not
kept its management from increasing
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security within its walls by hiring police
officers from the Northumbria Police.
Not only does the police still enjoy
great symbolic power and authority,
but this also gives the shopping centre’s
security personnel access to the infor-

15. Adam Crawford, ‘Net-
worked Governance and
the Post-Regulatory State?
Steering, Rowing and
Anchoring the Provision
of Policing and Security’,
Theoretical Criminology
(2006), 10, 4, 449-479.

mation sources and
intelligence (crime-
related data) of the
police force.™s

In short, infor-
mation travels
back and forth between practices
over all sorts of complex networks;
in one assemblage citizens turn out to
be policemen, in another assemblage
policemen are in the employ of private
security firms. Unfortunately, research
into the splintering of security measures
usually focus on one environment, for
example Burgernet, camera surveil-
lance or private security. Research that
is not limited to a single environment,
but rather outlines how separate ele-
ments affect different practices, is
scarcely undertaken. As a result, too
little attention is paid to the fact that
a surveillance is never a starting point
or an end point, but always a middle,
literally a medium in which elements
from all sorts of heterogeneous practices
interconnect. Instead of seeing in these
assemblages a simple curtailment of the
freedom of movement or an invasion
of privacy, we must try to understand
its ontological and epistemological
premise. For one element of an assem-
blage can break away, to a relative
extent, and go on to function in another
assemblage. It can be taken out of one
assemblage, concludes Manuel DeLanda
in A New Philosophy of Society, and

The Dislocating Perspective of Assemblages

be incorporated in
another context.®
In turn, this context
is formed by new

16. Manuel DeLanda, A
New Philosophy of Soci-
ety: Assemblage Theory
and Social Complexity
London: Continuum,
2006), TO.

variables, unforeseen interactions and
other outcomes. Order and unity are
not provided a priori; they form at a
secondary level, from the relationships
within the assemblages. This still does
not answer the question of the consist-
ency of an assemblage. In other words,
in what way are heterogeneous elements
kept together in a surveillance assem-
blage? Is there a specific ‘causality’, and
if so, how can we explain it?

Content and Expression

The ‘assemblage’ concept is central to
Deleuze and Guattari’s ambitious work
A Thousand Plateaus, the second part
of Capitalism & Schizophrenia. The
French word for assemblage (agence-
ment) expresses the heterogeneous

and mobile nature of social reality.
Agencement is terminologically related
to the Latin agens, which means ‘to
guide’ of ‘to set into motion’. This
guiding principle (agens) expresses a
process of ‘arranging’, ‘organizing’ or
‘connecting’. But the guiding force of
this process never operates outside an
assemblage. An assemblage has its own
force of action. It is something active.
This self-organizing activity cannot be
reduced to its elements; it lies instead
in the relationships between the ele-
ments that make up an assemblage.
Unlike a closed entity, an assemblage
operates in an open combination of
heterogeneous elements.

27



Deleuze and Guattari distinguish two
dimensions that give an assemblage
order and cohesion, in other words a
basis from which to operate: the hori-
zontal and the vertical dimension. The
horizontal dimension is formed by the
relationship between expression and
content. By the content aspect of an
assemblage, Deleuze and Guattari mean
the interaction or organization of quali-
ties among objects, bodies and animals
in a concrete practice. They call these
practices non-discursive formations.
These can be institutions like a school
or a prison, but also political events
(the French Revolution, 9/11), eco-
nomic practices (insurance systems) and
(social) processes (exclusion). By the
expressive aspect they mean the totality
of signs that links these formations. This
can include linguistic expressions (sym-
bols, words) and non-linguistic expres-
sions, such as the bodily postures or
clothing of persons. For clothing is more
than simply something to keep the body
warm. It is also used to express a par-
ticular function (police officer, steward),
indicate a social status (a three-piece
suit) or works as a form of self-styling
(football supporter).

For the foundations of the differ-
ence between the two aspects, they base
their argument loosely on the work of
Danish linguist Louis Hjelmslev, who in
Deleuze’s terms, has developed a Spino-
zaesque theory of language in which
content and expression do not rely on
a predominant signifier. Expression,
Deleuze and Guattari argue in A Thou-
sand Plateaus, does not coincide with
a signifier. At the same time, content is
not the same as the signified. There is

2.8

no equivalence or analogy — in the sense
of ‘description’ or ‘correspondence’ —
between the two. Content and expres-
sion function relatively independently
from each other. Relatively, because
they only exist through the relationships
that take place between them. In no
way are content and expression directly
or absolutely dependent on each other.
In this Deleuze and Guattari reject the
supposed synthesis between content and
expression. Take the statement ‘I swear’.
This takes on a different meaning when
it is spoken by a pupil to a teacher, by
a minister taking the oath of office,
or by a defendant during a trial. For
this reason, it is not enough to observe
that only the setting (school, parlia-
ment, courtroom) changes. That would
suggest that the statement remains
essentially the same. Not only do the
elements or ‘the nature’ of the separate
settings differ, but the statement itself
takes on a different expression.

A rather fundamental distinction,
it seems. Yet the attention of the social
sciences turns sporadically to everyday
interactions among people in divergent
formations. Criminology, for instance,
seems to nurture a structural distrust
of the incidental character of everyday
reality. In order to safeguard the sustain-
ability and homogeneity of the social,
natural forms of expression (sensation,
gossip, frustration, kick) and so-called
coincidental elements (the role of women
in organized crime) are seldom inves-
tigated. These are largely kept outside
‘the order of the discourse’, to quote
Foucault. Criminology prefers to con-
centrate on patterns or expressions that
can be labelled as rational and that are
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the product of abstract quantities such
as ‘the economy’, ‘the culture’, or ‘the
criminal organization’. In this it builds
on a structure of general laws that can
be applied to individual elements. In this
reduction of social reality to a static-

free OI‘dCI’, there 17. See also Patrick Van
Calster, ‘Re-visiting Mr.
Nice. On organized crime
as conversational interac-
tion’, Crime, Law and
Social Change (2006), 45,

4-5,337-359-

is only room for
linear processes
and predictable
behaviours.™”
According to Deleuze, however,
expression is in no way the logical con-
sequence of content, in the sense that

without content no expression can exist.

Or to put it another way, there is no
causal link between content and expres-
sion. If there are notable similarities,
this is only because these are the con-
sequences of the relationships between
content and expression in an assem-
blage. Similarities must therefore not
be seen as the cause of production. This
confuses process and product, argues
Brian Massumi.*® Content and expres-

sion are independ- 8. Brian Massumi,

A Shock to Thought:
Expression After Deleuze
and Guattari, (Londen:
Routledge, 2002), 8.

ent processes that
operate separately
from ‘the incident’
or ‘the case’ to which they refer. In this
Deleuze and Guattari are going quite
far. Not only do they call content and
expression two ‘non-parallel formaliza-
tions’, but these also have their own
form and substance that are again
entirely heterogeneous, and sometimes
even multiple forms and substances.™
From this standpoint there is no final
form that still
ensures a connec-
tion between con-

19. Deleuze and Guattari,
A Thousand Plateaus, op.
cit. (note 5), 86; Deleuze,
Two Regimes of Madness,
. op. cit. (note 8), 242.
tent and expression.
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Between content and expression there is
only a process that links the two forms.
This process itself has no form. Deleuze
speaks of a zone of indiscernibility, a
play of forces, which he characterizes as
pure intensity.

De- and Re-Territorialization

In addition to the horizontal dimension
there is another aspect to an assem-
blage. Deleuze and Guattari call this
the vertical dimension. Here they are
reasoning in terms of territory. Every
assemblage is territorial. In that regard,
the discovery of the environment (in
the sense of Umuwelt, that which is all
around us) has been a defining feature
of the past century; just think of Henri
Lefebvre’s studies into everyday urban
space and Ervin Goffman’s into the
influence of institutions (prisons, con-
vents, boarding schools, psychiatric
institutions) on the individual. In these
studies the main question is no longer
‘who is man?’, but ‘where is man?’ Nat-
urally this can be an identifiable loca-
tion, like a football stadium or a part
of the city (neighbourhood, metro). But
a territory is more than simply a fixed
place. A place is also something where
something occurs, where something
takes place, where something is expe-
rienced. In other words the problem of
contextuality, or as Jeroen Brouwers
writes in his novel Datumloze dagen
(Dateless Days, 2007): ‘just as a gold-
fish hates the cat and the cat hates the
water.” What primarily interests Deleuze
and Guattari is how territorialization,
that which defines the boundaries of a
territory, operates. Take the example
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of a gated community. In these areas,
specific social arrangements are in force
alongside the laws and rules of jurispru-
dence of the national state. These mark
the transition to rules and prescriptions
different from those in the rest of soci-
ety. When a house in a gated community
is bought, the buyer signs a detailed
contract that sums up the locally appli-
cable rights and rules connected with
the lifestyle and culture of the commu-
nity in question. These rules can vary
from a ban on drinking alcohol to the
approved place to hang laundry. The
contract, in other words, expresses the
locally applicable, communal values and
standards.>®> Adam Crawford therefore
speaks of a ‘contractual governance’,
whereby local

20. Marc Schuilenburg,
‘Citizenship Revisited:

agreements function
as instruments of
social control.>' In
the shadow of the
law, these contracts
produce their own
normality or local
jurisprudence.

Denizens and Margizens’,
Peace Review — A Journal
of Social Justice (2008),
20, 3, forthcoming.

21. Adam Crawford,
““Contractual govern-
ance” of deviant behav-
ior’, Journal of Law and
Society (2003), 30, 4,
479-505.

This brings us to the last aspect of

the vertical dimension. Perhaps the
misunderstanding that territorialization
only curtails the mobility of an assem-
blage has been created. The process of
territorialization does bring about a
unification of a social space, a certain
cohesion of the place and identity of
the persons present. But a territory like
a gated community or deprived neigh-
bourhood cannot always maintain its
form; it does not remain a cohesive
arrangement of a concrete social field

indefinitely. An assemblage is only con-
ceivable against the backdrop of an infi-
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nite mobility of social reality. In order
to thematize this, Deleuze speaks of a
line of deterritorialization, a movement
that sets an assemblage adrift. This

line escapes every assemblage, which
means that it is constantly breaking
open the existing field of arrangements.
It dismantles every signifying and every
formative order by creating new open-
ings and new connections. So an assem-
blage can break down at any moment.
This movement of continual decomposi-
tion always corrects itself. Deleuze and
Guattari call this reterritorialization.
The two movements imply each other.
The one does not exist without the
other. Every reterritorialization entails a
deterritorialization.

So an assemblage consists of four
aspects: in addition to content, expres-
sion and territory, deterritorialization
is also part of an assemblage. This
last notion needs further explica-
tion. There is always something that
escapes an assemblage. Deleuze calls
this alternately a line of deterritorializa-
tion or a line of flight. In Dialogues he
describes this line as follows: ‘It liber-
ates a pure matter, it undoes codes, it
carries expressions, contents, states of
things and utterances along a zigzag
broken line of flight, it raises time to
the infinitive, it releases a becoming
which no longer has any limit, because
each term is a stop
which must be
jumped over.’*

More specifically, a line of flight has
two characteristics. In the first place it
is abstract. Because the line of flight is
abstract, it should not be understood in
terms of content or expression. It goes

22. Deleuze and Parnet,
Dialogen, op. cit. (note
11), I13.
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much further. It is abstract because it
ignores not only the difference between
content and expression, but also the
distinction between form and substance.
A line of flight is therefore not abstract
merely because it is immaterial. It is also
formless. In the second place, a line of
flight is immanent, which means that
it is always part of a concrete assem-
blage.>s The line of flight is incorporated
in the organization
of an assemblage.
In order to empha- )

of Minnesota Press,
size the openness of 1986), 7.
an assemblage and the mobility of social
reality, therefore, there has to be some-
thing that breaks through the order and
cohesion and establishes a connection to
other elements. This does not happen by
synthesizing or adding elements, but by
removing them from an assemblage and
forming a different assemblage by con-
necting them to new elements. This is
how movements of deterritorialization
form new assemblages. In a dual move-

23. Gilles Deleuze and
Félix Guattari, Kafka:
Toward a Minor Literature
(Minneapolis: University

ment, the territory is continually being
reorganized, and as the principle of a
deterritorializing movement, no less. For
this reason, Deleuze considers the line
of flight primary; it comes before every-
thing else. A line of flight, after all, has

no territory. Terri- 24. Deleuze and Guattari,

A Thousand Plateaus, op.

tories always come i (nore 5), 5.

second.*

Governance and Social Reality

Why is the concept of ‘assemblage’ more
adequate than other terms to character-
ize the relationship between governance
and social reality? In any event because
an assemblage makes clear that the

The Dislocating Perspective of Assemblages

question of the multiplicity and the vari-
ations of social reality should be given
prominence, in other words ‘the hetero-
geneous’ and ‘the fluidity’ of existence.
Note: neither concept presents new
abstract principles intended to provide
a new representation of reality. Rather,
they coincide separately with each ‘inci-
dent’ or each ‘case’. This is why we
cannot take the concept of assemblage,
which Deleuze also applies to biology
and literature, to the point of individu-
alization and even in the domain of
warfare, literally enough. It forces us to
think about a different ontological and
epistemological premise from what we
were used to, with binary distinctions
like individual/environment, part/whole,
rational/irrational, and so on. Allow me
to conclude by summarizing the most
significant implications of the concep-
tual apparatus introduced here, mind-
ful of Foucault’s wish to approach it as
a toolbox full of devices to have a go

at reality. I shall do this in three varia-
tions, each dealing with the relationship
between governance and social real-

ity. In other words, how do we break
with the classic understanding of social
engineering, in which the individual is
described in rational and instrumental
terms and the effects of which keep soci-
ety as a whole in balance?

1. The idea of social engineering is
based on a distance between an individ-
ual and an environment. Without being
part of it, the individual faces his imme-
diate environment. From an external
position, he can apprehend and com-
prehend social reality in its entirety. As
an answer to its limitations in bringing
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about effective changes in society, gov-
ernance should not be seen as a strategy
one can deliberately strive for. It is not
based on a subject-oriented approach. If
we look, for instance, at the technolo-
gies described (camera, public transport
card, neighbour) in the surveillance
assemblages, it would be a mistake to
interpret these as neutral instruments
that can purposefully be employed to
achieve long-term objectives. In reality,
technologies are never value-free. Tech-
nologies are social before they are tech-
nological. Rather than defining this kind
of element in isolation, we should there-
fore look at their context and its effects.
In other words, a ‘co-functioning’ is
needed to achieve meaning. Otherwise
these technologies remain marginal or
they are little used. This takes us far
from a traditional subject philosophy

(‘I think, therefore I am’) in which the
actions and decisions of a person are
the product of a free, autonomous actor
who always remains equal to himself.
We have to assume that the effects of
an assemblage cannot be ascribed to an
individual and are not ascribed to an
individual. Instead, the point is that the
individual himself is an assemblage, a
ceaseless process of transformation that,
as it were, no longer has a beginning or
an end.

2. Behind the distinction part/whole
lurks the hypothesis that parts exist
because of the whole (‘something that
already exists’). Not only are they part
of the whole, they maintain the whole
in existence. Evocative examples include
the well-known theories that speak

of ‘society’ (‘risk society’) or ‘culture’
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(‘prevention culture’). Yet when these
focus on society as a closed whole, one
can no longer speak of a strategy that
extends in all directions and operates
the same way at all levels of society. If
the analysis that society is not an immu-
table, static quantity, an undifferenti-
ated social space that has a fixed order,
is correct, then we must stop studying
the all-encompassing whole, that is to
say society as a homogeneous entity
with an internal cohesion. Instead we
should look for the countless different
signifying and formative arrangements
created by new types of relationships
and the categories and meanings that
function as a result. In more general
terms, we should focus on concrete
assemblages, keeping in mind that there
are always lines of flight that establish
connections with unforeseen elements
in other assemblages. On that point we
have already observed that an assem-
blage is never self-contained, but rather
always refers to other environments
that operate or are yet to operate, with
as a result an almost unlimited growth
of completely different transformation
matrices and productions of social syn-
theses in social reality.

3. The dynamic in a social constellation
has traditionally been described in terms
of a causal infrastructure. Behind this
idea we find the presumption that the
actions of individuals are the product of
the whole (‘society’, ‘culture’, ‘group’)
these persons are part of. This whole
precedes the actions of persons, so that
these actions unfold in an identifiable
and predictable way. Subsequently, the
explanation for these behaviours is
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sought in rational capacities. The degree
of social engineering then coincides with
the stubborn view that people select the
option that they expect will benefit them
most. A characteristic feature of an
assemblage, however, is that everything,
in principle, has the same potential

for meaning. Every connection creates
something new. Therefore we should
free ourselves of the idea that everyday
forms of expression such as emotions,
sensations, gossip and frustration play
no signifying role, behaviours that in the
philosophy of social engineering are still
dismissed as irrational and unimportant.
An assemblage is a matter of an infinite
potential of relationships that continu-
ally bring about different connections
between things and people. This lends
unity to social reality. Not that of an
eternal and static substance, but that

of an unlimited surface upon which a
unique play of interactions unfolds,
without these being able to be traced
back to fixed characteristics or rational
processes.

In short, what matters is that we con-
centrate on an explanation of social
reality in which stagnation is replaced
by movement, in which prominence

is given to assemblages over chaos or
disorder, in which the public is given

a place alongside the individual and

the population, and in which everyday
actions and speech in an open space are
included. Not just as a prescriptive theo-
retical model or an anarchic endeavour,
but as a practical method to better
understand the relationship between
governance and social reality.

The Dislocating Perspective of Assemblages
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Gijs van Oenen

Babylonian Social

Engineering

How Contemporary
Public Space
can Learn from

New Babylon

Philosopher of law
Gijs van Oenen
detects a ‘socially
engineered utopia’

in the New Babylon

project and other
work of the Situa-
tionists. In light of
political social
engineering and of
our behaviour in
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contemporary public
space, he sees New
Babylon as a ‘play-
ground’. He calls for
an understanding of
social engineering in
spatial terms, so as to
promote the inter-
active capabilities of
human beings.
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The socially engineered society was born
in the 1970s and ‘expired’ in the 1980s.
For such a short-lived phenomenon,
it managed to acquire a remarkable
historical significance. Perhaps because
the socially engineered society had been
‘a long time in the making’ and, after its
demise, lives on in societal consciousness,
be it only as a sort of phantom pain. In
this article I shall attempt to draw up
a diagnosis of the socially engineered
society, via an anamnesis that, from a
political as well as an artistic standpoint,
goes back to the 1950s, and stretches on
both fronts to the present day as well.
Initially, social engineering made its
entrance in art: in Situationism, and in
particular in Constant’s New Babylon.
About half a generation later social engi-
neering was mentioned in the political
sphere, only to disappear barely ten years
later, or in any event to be unrecogniz-
ably transformed. The renewed interest
in Constant’s work over the last ten years
shows to what degree social engineering
— insofar as it still exists — must now be
understood in spatial terms. As a result,
architecture and technology literally
begin to ‘play a role’ in the shaping not
only of public space itself, but also of
norms and behaviour within that space.

“The Making of’ Political Social

Engineering

The Dutch term maakbaarbeid (social
engineering), or maakbare samenleving
(socially engineered society) is of recent
vintage. It only crops up for the first
time in the public discourse in the late
1970s and early 1980s.” Odd, actu-
ally, for philosophers have a tendency
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1. The first academic reflec-
tions can be found in the
collection Maakbaarbeid van
onze samenleving, edited by
N.H. Douben (Baarn: aMBO,
1978).

to equate moder-
nity and social
engineering;* even
I myself recently
argued that social

2. René Boomkens, De nicuwe
wanorde (Amsterdam: Van

engineering is a
Gennep, 2006), 9.

product of the
French Revolution.?
The explanation kb 4

Justitiéle Verkenningen, 3318,
for this apparent 2007, 49.
contradiction is also philosophical, at
least Hegelian: social engineering can
only be understood when its demise is
already underway, by the twilight, in
other words, in which Minerva’s owl
takes flight. The fact that society under-
stood itself as socially engineered for
only a short time is perhaps due to the
fact that it exists only in and through
the activity of its engineering, a capacity
for self-formation and self-production

3. Gijs van Oenen,
‘Democratie en straf na de
maakbare samenleving’,

it loses when this capacity becomes
self-reflexive and realizes its potential of
being accessible to all. Enlightenment
and modernity entailed the promise that
everyone could and should be respon-
sible for the shaping of communal life.
The realization of that promise, which
ultimately took place in the 1960s and
1970s, simultaneously signified its
demise. Jan Willem Duyvendak and Ido
de Haan, in their 1997 collection on
social engineering, in fact speak of the
‘tragedy of the concept of the socially
engineered society’.* The tragedy, |
would add, lies
primarily in the fact
that it falls victim
to ‘too much of a good thing’, just as in

4. Jan Willem Duyvendak
and Ido de Haan (eds.),
Maakbaarheid (Amsterdam:
AUP, 1997), 173.

tragedy the hero falls victim to an over-

reaching, a taking-too-far (pleonexia) of a
notion that is in itself right or necessary.
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The first manifestation of social engi-
neering, albeit under a different name,

is represented by the measures Franklin
Roosevelt instituted in the 1930s to
stabilize economic and social relations in
the usa after the disruptive crisis of the
late 1920s. Of course this was a contro-
versial, ideologically charged programme:
with his New Deal, Roosevelt was going
against the prevailing liberal doctrine

of contractual freedom and economic
self-determination. And he joined

a new current in economics, which
under the leadership of Keynes and

later Galbraith argued that government
could and should deliberately conduct
economic policy.

This, in essence, was the impetus for a
broader development in public adminis-
tration, in which the concept of ‘policy’
became central. Policy is a product —
perhaps even #he product — of the socially
engineered society. If one aims merely
to order society, maintain the law and
perhaps wage war, one can make do with
‘politics’, that is to say postulate laws
and regulations and punish violations
thereof. One who aims to make a society,
however, needs policy.

Policy actually is, or to put it a better
way, does the following: transform polit-
ical decisions from a fact into a process,
a process in which people — politicians,
bureaucrats, citizens — are addressed as
parties involved. The premise of policy
is that to make a decision, and if need
be to sanction it is not — or no longer
— enough. In order to realize decisions,
it is necessary that the ‘parties involved’
actually become involved. They must
be informed about the purpose and
the backgrounds of political decisions;
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they must actively contribute ideas and
cooperation.

Policy thus mobilizes, and not prima-
rily based on force or duty, but based
on insight and persuasion. This makes
policy a characteristic expression of inter-
activity. Initially it was the bureaucrats
within public administration who had to
be persuaded, but at a later stage — the
early 1970s — it was citizens as well. They
too should not be abruptly confronted by
policy, but instead become involved in
its creation, understand its rationale and
cooperate in its implementation. All this,
on the one hand, based on democratic
motives of active citizenship, participa-
tion and involvement. But on the other
hand, and certainly not in the last place,
on motives of efficiency. Policy contrib-
utes to the creation of public support,
as it is called. With this the paradigm
of social engineering is fully embraced:
government and citizen design and
realize society in unison.

As an institutional expression of this,
the Social and Cultural Planning Office
of the Netherlands (scr) was founded
in 1973, an initiative of Joop Den
Uyl’s government. On the one hand
this acknowledged that in this new era
the government could no longer simply
consult the older Netherlands Bureau
for Economic Policy Analysis (the cps,
founded in 1945); it needed more insight
into opinions and practices as they
existed in the democratizing and plural-
izing society. On the other hand, the
appellation ‘planning office’ remained
intact, indicating that ‘social engineering’
remained a question of central leader-
ship and planning of society by govern-
ment. The two aspects were merged by

Open 2008/No. 15/Social Engineering



the then-director of the scr, Louis van
Tienen, in his characterization of plan-
ning as a ‘deepening of democracy’,
through which ‘everything and everyone
can be taken into account’. It was not
planned politics that was undemocratic,
but in fact unplanned politics, for it did
not take the desires and needs of the
population into account.’ The institution
of the scp indicated
that social engi-
neering had become
reflexive and self-
aware and was to be
approached through
planning. At the
same time, it was felt at the time that
reflexive social engineering goes hand
in hand naturally and seamlessly with
democratization, a utopian idea that
would not survive very long.

The founding of the scp also provided
a fine illustration of the initial phase of
interactive administration — and with i,
as [ shall argue, also the beginning of the
end of the socially engineered society. In
this the perceptions, opinions and prac-
tices of citizens became relevant factors in
political decision-making about societal
reform. In other words, they were signifi-
cant in the formation of ‘policy’. The
opinions and attitudes of citizens were
no longer seen dichotomously in terms

5. Jan Willem Duyvendak,
De planning van ontplooiing
(The Hague: SDU, 1999), 94.
Honesty requires me to note
that in 1978 Van Tienen,

in his contribution to the
collection Maakbaarheid van
onze samenleving (see note 1),
puts the pretensions of social
engineering in quite witty
perspective.

of ‘passivity’ or ‘resistance’ to what was
decided in politics. There was a recogni-
tion that a diversity of opinions existed
and that this, in principle, was a legiti-
mate expression of the particular way
that modern citizens, according to their
own lights, attempt to shape their lives.
Society can only be ‘made’, or socially
engineered, when this diversity is kept in
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mind; policy planning can then antici-
pate and take into account societal feel-
ings, reactions and oppositions.

Initially this was kept entirely in
the hands of the government itself.
Although they were no longer merely
passive, and were already pluriform to a
certain extent, citizens were still prima-
rily objects of politics. In the 1970s,
however, citizens quickly turned them-
selves into subjects of politics — or as
it came to be called in contemporary
administrative jargon, they became
‘co-producers of policy’. They took the
initiative. They did not merely wait
passively, but rather began to form and
express their opinions themselves — asked
or not, desirable or not. This new spirit
was expressed in sit-ins, demonstrations
and new social movements. On the one
had this created a new form of politics,
in which the outspoken citizen is central.
On the other hand the main interlocutor
of this outspoken citizen was still natu-
rally the government; this was the entity
to which one directed one’s complaints,
desires, plans and objections. The
government might do everything wrong,
but in principle was capable of doing
everything right.

Social Engineering in Art

The artistic counter-
part, or forerunner,
of the scp had been
created 1§ years
earlier, in the form
of the ‘Situationist
city’,° and in partic-
ular Constant’s New
Babylon project.”

6. Simon Sadler, 7he Situ-
ationist City (Cambridge, MA:
MIT Press, 1999).

7. On this see Mark Wigley,
Constant’s New Babylon: The
Hyper-Architecture of Desire
(Rotterdam: o010, 1998). And
compare with Deron Albright,
“Tales of the City: Applying
Situationist Social Practice

to the Analysis of the Urban
Drama’, Criticism, 45/1,
Winter 2003, 89-108.
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Constant, New Babylon, Combination of sectors, 1970.

Photo Victor E. Nieuwenhuys
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Constant, New Babylon, 1958-1959. Photo Victor E. Nieuwenhuys
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Constant, New Babylon, 1958-1959, view of New Babylonian sectors, 1971.
Photo Victor E. Nieuwenhuys
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Constant, New Babylon, Orient sector, 1959. Photo Victor E. Nieuwenhuys
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Constant, New Babylon, Large yellow sector, 1967.
Photo Victor E. Nieuwenhuys
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New Babylon too had been painstakingly
designed so as to provide the maximum
opportunity for individual development
to everyone. It too was a reflection of an
extreme philosophy of social engineering,
which was not only socially but also

to a large extent technologically situ-
ated. In this, New Babylon fit into the
spirit of the late 1950s: technology was
widely thought capable of resolving all
major problems of society. In the post-
Marxist utopia of New Babylon, human
labour, hitherto always carried out with
great difficulty, throughout history, to
‘make’ the world and make it available to
man, would be replaced by technology,
such as the robot, for instance. Human
action and dwelling would be facilitated
everywhere by technology. As such,

this already entailed that the distinc-

tion between human and technological
practices would fade and that this would
usher in the cyborg — at the time still
under Asimov’s quasi-Cartesian formula,
‘I, robot’.

A central idea in Situationism was
that of a ‘unitary urbanism’, aimed at
extricating urban life from the private,
social or political conventions that
kept it fettered. It was inspired by the
dérive: ‘the wandering that undermines
the structure of the city, by creating
ephemeral environments that are beyond
the reach of any centrally organized
authority.” This wandering is made
possible on the one hand by a massive
architectonic and technological complex
of corridors, towers and platforms, and
on the other hand by a societal and tech-
nological complex in which labour has
been superseded by ‘free time’ in which
human beings can develop creatively.
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New Babylon is the quintessential
example of the Situationists’ attempts to
use modernist ideas and materials in a
playful and less formal way, in order to
create a built environment that would
encourage people to actively create their
own environment, instead of adopting
the position of passive consumers of effi-
cient, functional designs. New Babylon
is a world that literally and figuratively
surpasses the spheres of labour and
production. The models and sketches
of this dream world show a potentially
infinite network of ‘multilevel’ corridors
linked by even larger ‘nodes’ — approxi-
mately like today’s airports — so that
users are ‘free to play’.

The whole design of the complex
invites wandering and ‘playing’; in a
sense it compels it. New Babylon is
the paradoxical built environment in
which the dérive has been elevated to a
norm and even facilitated through plan-
ning. New Babylon does not feature or
facilitate habitation. Everywhere, the
passer-by is ‘encouraged’, or actually even
obligated, to literally create his or her
own environment or atmosphere via an
advanced system of ‘air conditioning’,
in order to fully ‘make’ the environ-
ment according his or her self-developed
insights. Whereas the (traditional)
modernist city was designed for produc-
tive use, New Babylon, in an ironic twist,
‘produces’ non-productive behaviour,
such as wandering and playing. In one
stroke, New Babylon — on paper, and in
the form of a model — represented both
the beginning and the climax of the idea
of the socially engineered society. And
actually its immediate demise, as well.
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“The Undoing of Political Social

Engineering

The interactive enthusiasm that charac-
terized social engineering at its height
underwent a radical transformation in
the 1980s, which we can sum up as
instrumentalization and institutionaliza-
tion — both possibly inevitable conse-
quences of spontaneous and more or
less unregulated enthusiasm. This also
explains the oft-heard accusation of
‘betrayal’ of earlier ideals, the way Chris-
topher Lasch, for example, describes the
1970s as a betrayal of the 1960s in 7he
Culture of Narcissism, widely read at the
time. The institutionalization of inter-
activity actually represents the societal
and political acknowledgement of its
significance.

In the 1980s, therefore, we witness
the rise of ‘efficiently negotiating admin-
istration’, that is to say a method of
politics or administration that views
this interactivity more as a strategic
process than as a communicative process.
Involvement becomes primarily under-
stood as ‘stakeholding’, and stakes have
to be negotiated; public opinion-making
and democratic representation play at
most a secondary role in this. This trans-
formation in the democratic experience,
incidentally, originates from both sides.
For both the government and the citizen,
an increasingly instrumental attitude
goes together with an undiminished
democratic or interactive engagement.
That is to say, both sides increasingly
consider such engagement self-evident
and indispensable.

At the same time, however, there is
a rapidly progressing lack of orienta-
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tion. This applies to politics, in which
the concepts of left and right begin

to lose their clear meanings. Leftist
thinkers begin to wonder whether their
aims can be best achieved through the
state or through private initiatives (‘the
market’). And it also holds for society, a
phenomenon that British Prime Minister
Margaret Thatcher explicitly declares to
be a mirage (‘there’s no such thing as
society’). Thatcher’s statement describes
not so much a fact as a liberal trend.
Emancipated citizens increasingly express
criticism of collective arrangements and,
in their interactivity, begin to focus more
on their own interests, with the NIMBY
activist as the best-known product.

In an environment in which people
are primarily focused on themselves and
their own interests, in which the collec-
tive orientation on values and goals
has become subordinate to individual
autonomy and in which ‘society’ evokes
above all the frustration of one’s own
individual plans, it is no surprise that this
society begins to be perceived as a threat.
Society has changed from a reassuring
organizer of welfare to a source of poten-
tial dangers and threats. This transforma-
tion was thematized by Ulrich Beck in
the mid-198o0s as the ‘risk society’, in
his book of the same name that came
out one month after the fall-out at
Chernobyl.

In the process, the whole concept
of ‘society’ as the object of collective
formation, administration and delibera-
tion loses its positive meaning. It now
acquires a negative meaning instead:
an incalculable collection of others.
Whereas the socially engineered society
was still predicated on a mutual trust
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between government and citizen, in the
neoliberal society this has been replaced
by mutual distrust. Whereas the socially
engineered society was still a whole of
citizens and institutions that lent itself to
design through collective deliberation,
the neoliberal society manifests itself as
a fragmented collection of individual
fractional interests and an ‘unsurveyable’
and difficult to govern whole of societal
processes — a conglomerate that can

not be ‘made’ but at most disciplined,
controlled and punished.

We might also say that social engi-
neering has not so much disappeared as
taken on a different, negative meaning.
As Pierre Rosanvallon says: citizens no
longer dream of taking over power in
order to exercise it; instead they are
intent on weakening it or making it
‘transparent’.® Whereas in the philosophy
of social engineering s. Pierre Rosanvallon, La

contre-démocratie. La politique
a ['dge de la défiance (Paris:
Seuil, 2006), 261.

policy is still made
from a drive to
reform society, based on collective delib-
eration about objectives, the intention
of policy is now defensive: government
measures are NOw meant to protect citi-
zens from what threatens their individual
pursuit of self-actualization. Building

on this, we can argue that a loss of social
engineering coincides with a demand

for security.

Social engineering thus makes way
for security. Or we might also say that
security is the distorted guise in which
social engineering manifests itself in
the risk society. After all, people still
believe in social engineering in the sense
that risk analysis and risk management
are thought to be possible, whether
through further technological manage-

SO

ment and limitation of dangers, or
through repressive and proactive action
by the government, through police and
judiciary action, in other words. Both
possibilities imply a loss of trust in the
capacity of people to guide their own
actions based on the norms that, in the
era of social engineering, were in fact
embraced as an expression of the success
of emancipation.

People may still be emphatically
convinced of the capacity and the impor-
tance of making choices themselves, but
at the same time they believe less and
less that this enables them to exercise
any meaningful influence on society. Or
that such influence is still worth pursuing
for individual citizens, or even a positive
value at all. We still want to be explicitly
involved in the process of policy and
decision-making. But at the same time
we have few illusions about, and little
interest in, the concrete results of such
processes. Interactivity itself now seems
more important to many citizens than
the goal that was initially pursued by
engaging in this interactivity.

One consequence of this interactive
frustration — or as [ also call it, interac-
tive metal fatigue — is that citizens no
longer can or want to take the organi-
zation of their common environment
into their own hands. An operative situ-
ation emerges that goes beyond inter-
activity, whereby interactivity is now
merely a question of ‘going through the
motions’ — albeit that these motions, as
stated earlier, are still seen as a signifi-
cant achievement. Because they are no
longer able to put these capabilities into
practice, citizens begin to hold others
responsible for civilized intercourse in the
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public sphere. In this way they are indi-
cating that they no longer consider them-
selves able to produce the interactive
capabilities necessary to act according
to public norms to which they them-
selves, as emancipated and outspoken
citizens, subscribe.
This self-declared
incapacity to behave
socially forms the
core of what I call
‘interpassivity’.?
Interpassive tendencies can be identi-
fied in various domains of political and
societal life. Interpassivity, however, is
intrinsically related to the problem of
security because the outsourcing of citi-
zenship capacities is a significant cause of
the emergence of the whole thinking and
perceiving in terms of security. We could

9. Gijs van Oenen, ‘Languish-
ing in securityscape. The
interpassive transformation of
the public sphere’, Open, no. 6
(Rotterdam/Amsterdam: NAi
Publishers in collaboration
with SKOR, 2004), 6-16.

even define security, in principle, very
simply as the ‘outsourcing of citizenship’.

If we now ask, ‘outsourcing to what
or to whom?’, a significant part of the
answer is ‘not to interactive institutions
anymore, but to prescriptively organized
environments’. In other words, to the
built environment, to the objects and
structures all around us.

The Legacy of New Babylon

As previously stated, the founding of
the Social and Cultural Planning Office
in 1973 marked the advent of interac-
tive administration, and with it both the
climax and essentially the demise of the
socially engineered society. It is no acci-
dent that the establishment of this office
coincides almost exactly with the evapo-
ration, around 1972, of Situationism,
as it was represented by Guy Debord
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in the 1960s in particular, and with the
dismantling of the New Babylon project
in 1974. From the 1980s onward the
societal problems and contradictions
described above, which were in essence
already visible in the design of New
Babylon, or which become visible in
retrospect, began to manifest themselves.
Such as galloping individualization,
problems of governance in public space,
and an ‘atmospheric’ form of control
over the living environment.

New Babylon was intended as a
playful environment that lends itself to
an infinite number of transitory contacts,
whereby one hops from one temporary
meeting place to the other in an idealized
form of interactivity. This mobility and
detachment would create new worlds and
establish new communities. According
to Constant, the New Babylonian ‘at any
given moment in his creative activity is
himself in direct contact with his peers’
and ‘all action loses its individual char-
acter’.” Yet Constant’s own sketches of
the project offer — in  1o. Constant, ‘Outline of a
the eyes of today’s a‘;ﬁ' r;; in: Wigley, op. it
reader — an entirely
different impression: that of lonely, lost
individuals who can no longer find any
direction or goal and, in the immense
spaces of the project, are primarily
searching for themselves. They never
seem genuinely engaged with anything
or anyone; in fact Peter Sloterdijk calls
them ‘flux existentialists’.”” One might
say that the princi-
ples of dérive and

11. Peter Sloterdijk, Sphiiren
III: Schiume (Frankfurt:
Suhrkamp, 2004), 659.

détournement were

implemented a little too fundamentally in
the design, so that any form of substan-
tive social engagement quickly — indeed
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— ‘derails’. Or, in the risk society, turns
into its opposite: today, public spaces
modelled after New Babylon are those
quintessentially perceived as ‘unsafe’.
The change in the character of the
public space, in part because of the rise

of the media, is partly responsible for this

development. As Rem Koolhaas argues
in ‘Generic City’, in the new metropolis,
the ‘generic city’, an ‘evacuation of the
public domain’ is taking place. The
generic city is perhaps ‘liberated from
the captivity of center’,” but it is now

kept in check by

other mechanisms.
Whereas television
used to be the way

12. OMA, Rem Koolhaas,
Bruce Mau, ‘Generic City’,

in: idem, SMLXL (Rotterdam:

o10 Publishers, 1995), 1249-
1251,

to turn an unsurveyable human mass
into an audience, the situation is now

reversed: the mass is made surveyable

by an extensive system of live cameras.

Public spaces are increasingly being

subjected to monitoring and surveillance

in this way — Curl-
[Space], as the zkm
in Karlsruhe so
cleverly thematized
it in 2002."3

13. Thomas Levin, Ursula
Frohne and Peter Weibel
(eds.), Ctrl-[Space]: Rhetorics
of surveillance from Bentham
to Big Brother (Karlsruhe/
Cambridge, MA: zgm/MIT
Press, 2002).

Finally, there is the atmospherics of
New Babylon, an aspect in which the
project explicitly and strikingly preludes
Peter Sloterdijk’s notion of ‘spheres’."*

New Babylon
is conceived as

14. Compare with Sloterdijk,
op. cit. (note 11), 659-667.

entirely isolated from the outside world,
which makes total control of the envi-

now taking place in tropical regions and
thus that the governmentality of these

cities Wlll be more 15. Rem Koolhaas, In

i f ai Search of Authenticity’, in:
a question of atr Ricky Burdett and Deyan

conditioning than Of Sudjic (eds.), 7he Endless City
(London/New York: Phaidon,

pOlitiCS.” 2007), 320-323.

In this case too this control is cast
in highly individualistic terms. In New
Babylon everyone can form a small
atmospheric ‘bubble’ for himself, a little
private habitat, in public space — approx-
imately what Sloterdijk calls ‘foam’,
and what for the modern, mobile and
threatening environment René Boom-
kens has christened ‘capsularization’: an
‘immunizing’ disconnection from the
environment.'® This can take place physi-
cally, by way of the
automobile, for

16. Elaborated by Lieven
de Cauter in 7he Capsular
Civilization (Rotterdam:

instance. But today NAi Publishers, 2004).

it is increasingly electronics that produce
the ‘membranes’ with which we form our
own ‘virtual’ foam particle or capsule:
the mobile phone, gprs, mp3 player. The
environment can even do this for us or in
our name. Through electronics and the
Internet, this creates what is now called
Ambient Intelligence: the environment
that anticipates our presence by adapting
to our personal preferences, in terms of
light, air and sound — a radicalized form
of ‘air conditioning’, in other words. But
this personalization of the environment
is ambiguous, because it simultane-

ously opens countless opportunities for
surveillance and control;'7 at the same

17. Compare with Mike

ronment possible, precisely in terms of
‘atmosphere’, of regulating light and air
conditions. In this regard too it forms
a model for the contemporary develop-
ment of urbanization, in the sense that
the strongest forms of urbanization are
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time, it is a quin-
tessential example
of the outsourcing
of citizenship and
of a new form of
(inter-) passivity.

Crang and Stephen Graham,
‘Sentient Cities. Ambient
Intelligence and the Politics
of Public Space’, Information,
Communication, and Society,
10/6, 2007, 789-817.
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It should therefore come as no surprise
that politics today, to a significant extent,
can be understood as spatial planning,
and that in 2002 a Netherlands Institute
for Spatial Research began operating
alongside the Social and Cultural Plan-
ning Office. This new planning office
exercises, in a certain sense, an institu-
tionalized version of what the Situation-
ists called ‘psychogeography’: ‘the study
of the specific effects of the geographic
environment, whether consciously organ-
ized or not, on the emotions and the
behaviour of individuals.” It too, viewed
from this standpoint, deals with the
dérive, described by Debord as ‘a tech-
nique of passage through various ambi-
ances’.'® Of course Constant and Debord
did not foresee or
intend that New
Babylon, the dérive
or psychogeography should become a
form of science of control or surveil-
lance. And we could still argue that,
for example, its very floating character

18. Merlin Coverley, Psycho-
geography (Harpenden: Pocket
Essentials, 2006), 81 ff.

makes the dérive a form of — interpas-
sive! — resistance against surveillance and
control science, and perhaps even forms
the core of criticism in the twenty-first
century.” Yet there
is no doubt that
psychogeography
has a great future, primarily as the science
of the directive design of public space.

If we extrapolate this further, we
might also say that because of this devel-
opment, ‘objects are starting to show us
the way’, an idea that dovetails with the
work of Bruno Latour.?® This could be
called a ‘new New
Babylon’. In this
environment, it

19. Scott Lash, ‘Power After
Hegemony’, Theory, Culture
& Society, 2413, 2007, 68.

20. See for instance Bruno
Latour, ‘From Realpolitik to
Dingpolitik or How to Make
‘Things Public’, in: Bruno
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Latour and Peter Weibel
(eds.), Making Things Public:
Atmospheres of Democracy
(Karlsruhe/Cambridge, MA:
zkM/MIT Press, 2005),
14-41. And compare with
Huub Dijstelbloem, Politiek
vernieuwen. Op zoek naar
publiek in de technologische

samenleving (Amsterdam: Van

are no longer able to  Gennep, 2008).

bring ourselves, as a result of our inter-
passivity. These can be simple objects like
speed bumps, roundabouts or hotel keys,
or ‘vandal-proof’ upholstery on public
transport, glass panels kept clean and
whole in Publex bus shelters, but also
chip-operated turnstiles for public trans-
port or biometric systems that regulate
access between different physical or insti-
tutional spheres.

This is, on the one hand, a menacing
form of ‘control’, in which our behaviour
is monitored and guided by systems and
no longer by interactively developed and

is the objects, and
more generally the
physical design of
the space, that leads
us or compels us
into behaviour we

internalized norms. Objects not only
instruct us in how to move and behave,
but they also ‘tell’ researchers and detec-
tives how to reconstruct these move-
ments and behaviours, as the popular
television series Crime Scene Investigation
shows us night after night.

On the other hand, viewed more posi-
tively, the ‘intelligent environment’ is a
form of ‘support’ that the objects provide
us with. They help us to achieve the
behaviour that, in principle, we would like
to display, but are not (or no longer) able
to. While we still use the objects instru-
mentally, and in that sense are still in the
grip of the modernist philosophy of social
engineering, we have achieved a curious
about-face: it is the technological objects
that have to help us remember our human
norms, that have to help us remain
human. We have indeed come a long way
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Cedric Price, ‘Fun Palace’, 1964.
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since Isaac Asimov: instead of the robot
developing a sense of self, of T, it is now
the robot that has to teach us to say T
And perhaps it goes even further.
Perhaps the intelligent environment
can lend us not just moral support, but
also free us, in the expressive sphere, of
our obsession with a public space that
must be secured. The revival in interest
in New Babylon also has to do with the
playful quality that was characteristic
of this project, and of Situationism in
general.”” The same is true of the compa-

rable project by the 1. Compare with Libero
E I h h't ¢ Andreotti, ‘Architecture and
ng 1sh architec Play’, in: Tom McDonough

(ed.), Guy Debord and the
Situationist International
(Cambridge, MA: MIT Press,
2002), 213-240.

Cedric Price in
1960-1961, ‘Fun
Palace’. Price had
in mind a ‘laboratory of fun’, in which
an almost unlimited design of the envi-
ronment would also be possible, for the
benefit of artistic and relaxing activi-
ties such as dancing, making music and
acting on stage. The original design was
never realized, but a more modest version
was, under the name InterAction Centre
in the Kentish Town area of London.?>*
The challenge
to architects, urban
planners and spatial
designers, then, is
to maintain or even introduce this play
dimension in the public spaces of the
future, which will inevitably be mainly
attuned to interpassivity and capsulari-
zation. This challenge has already been
taken up by Liane Lefaivre and Henk
Doll, who raise the urgent question of

22. Stanley Mathews, From
Agit-Prop to Free Space:

The Architecture of Cedric
Price (London: Black Dog
publishing, 2007).

how ‘playgrounds’ can be established
in the present-day

23 Liane Lefaivre and Henk
Déll, Ground Up City: Play
as a Design Tool (Rotterdam:

010, 2007).

city.” They see
playgrounds not
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as isolated, incidental spaces purely for
the activities of children, but rather as
a ‘network’ of places in the city that are
kept ‘open’ by and for what you might
call their potential for play. In this view,
inspired by Aldo van Eyck, the public
space itself forms a ‘polycentric net’ that
fills open spaces throughout the city
and thereby invites one to a temporary
‘playful sojourn’ in all kinds of locations.
This also seems to me the best lesson
for the present out of the more or less
tragic history of New Babylon: how can
we create playgrounds in public space
— in the literal and the metaphorical
sense — that promote the interactive
capabilities of human beings and thereby
contribute to their being able to act in
accordance to their own norms. Then we
will have made something of the socially
engineered utopia of Constant and the
Situationists after all.
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Study from Liane Lefaivre and Henk D611, Ground Up City (Rotterdam: 010

publishers, 2007). © doll-atelier voor bouwkunst
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3-dimensional play network in Meeuwenplaat, Hoogvliet
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Substantiation of the play network, which reinforces the existing
typologies.

EXISTING TYPOLOGIES

Do-it-yourself court

Game corner

Amazing maze

Play events

Suburban jungle

Chain of events
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Wouter Vanstiphout

Social Engineering
of the City and
Urban Design

Ideology as an
Achilles Heel

Using two urban
development plans
for a new city
grounded on ideo-
logical doctrine

— one in a totali-
tarian regime and

one in a democratic

society — archi-
tectural historian

Wouter Vanstiphout

demonstrates how
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the identification of
urban planning with
a political societal
system ultimately
turns against itself.
Urban planners
would do better

to see the city not
as something that
can be made out of
nothing, but rather
as an unruly reality
for which they
develop instruments
so that it can grow
in all its complexity
and layeredness.
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In the cellar of the Akademie der Bildende
Kiinste in Vienna, the same school where
both Otto Wagner and Joost Meuwis-
sen taught — and which expelled a young
Adolf Hitler twice for his meagre talents
at drawing as a student — is the Anato-
mie Saal. Rigid wooden benches stand

in a steep gallery arrangement around a
platform bearing a blood-encrusted slab
of white marble. This is where corpses
used to be dissected before an audience
of art and architecture students. The dark
and stufty room is now used occasionally
as a classroom, mostly by the architec-
ture and urban planning programme of
the academy.

It was here that a student, after my
lecture was over, asked, ‘Are you basi-
cally saying then that there is no point
in studying architecture, and that we
should become politicians or social work-
ers instead?” ‘No, no, no, on the contrary,
you should . . . etc., I hastened to say,
worried that I had seriously failed in my
duty as a teacher. What had so bewil-
dered this student? My lecture was yet
another in a series in which a new-build
city of the 1950s and 1960s was looked
at, how it had been designed, what had
happened to it subsequently, and how
people now felt compelled to radically
transform it again. The case study this
time had been Toulouse — Le Mirail, the
tamed Ville Nouvelle by Candilis, Josic &
Woods in the south of France. The stu-
dent’s question as to whether he would
not do better to become a social worker
or politician had come after a number of
examples of how forces that have nothing
to do with architecture ultimately turned
out to determine the fate of cities like

Toulouse Le Mirail.

'The design for Toulouse Le Mirail,
like other examples from the oeuvre of
Candilis, Josic & Woods and that of the
other architects who were part of the
Team 10 movement of the early 1960s,
were embarrassingly familiar to the stu-
dents, even if many were seeing it for the
first time. The organic metaphors, the
endless stacks of rectangular units in ge-
ometric excrescences that evoke the com-
puter game 7etris, the patio patterns, the
fantasizing about the residents’ individual
uses of the space, the floating pedestrian
platforms, the collages of abstract archi-
tecture with scenes from films and out
of lifestyle magazines, and especially the
harsh critique of technocratic and rigid
building production matched what they,
in 2008, were producing in the studios
of the academy, this time with comput-
ers. They blanched, like someone who
suddenly recognizes himself in the face
of a much older person, when they saw
how little their idealistic projects diftered
trom those of their forebears, which they
had barely researched. When, quoting
Karl Marx, I said that everything in
history happens twice, the first time as
tragedy, the second time as farce, they
were not reassured, certainly not when I
described the tragedy.

'The plan for Toulouse Le Mirail was
presented by its architects at the time
as a radical break from the technocratic
urban design of the 1950s. They were in-
spired by sociological and psychological
studies that demonstrated how soulless
life among the tower blocks in a green
setting could be, in comparison to that
in the old cities. The organic, respon-
sive, complex towers and megastructures
that make up Toulouse Le Mirail were
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Candilis, Josic & Woods, plan of the first phase of Toulouse Le Mirail
(developed between 1961 and 1971), with an emphasis on the tree structure.
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Toulouse Le Mirail, analysis of functions, from a study by Leonard Downie Jr.,
Paris, 1972, see www.aliciapatterson.org/APF001971/Downie/Downie07.html
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Aerial photograph of the southern sector of Toulouse Le Mirail, Candilis,
Josic & Woods. © Avery Liveral Collectionsm Columbia University New York.
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The French police patrol the district La Reynerie in Toulouse Le Mirail
during riots, November 2005. Photo Jean Philippe Arles, Reuters
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to be seen as a radical break from the
conventions of the industrialized hous-
ing construction of the time. In spite of
this break from the grands ensembles and
cizés built in the same period, Toulouse
Le Mirail suffered exactly the same fate,
decades later, as all those soulless blocks
in green settings in the periphery of
French cities: immigration, unemploy-

ment, crime, alienation, frustration, riots.

'The discontent reached a climax in the
early autumn of 2005: Toulouse Le Mi-
rail figured in the top five of the hotbeds,
a list compiled by comparing the number
of burned-out cars found in the morn-
ings. In this light, the endless series of
neo-Team 10 projects being produced

by the students did have something of a
farce about them.

'This is not a plea for more teaching
of history, or a lament about the super-
ficiality of today’s students. On the con-
trary, the reaction in the anatomy room
indicates that this new generation of
architects measures the success of archi-
tecture by the degree to which it actually
improves society. When this fails, the
disappointment is great. It is a symptom
that shows that architecture still dreams
of the social engineering of society. It
still sees a direct and linear connection
between the form architecture takes and
the form society takes. Just as Candilis,
Josic & Woods thought they could create
an organic urban society with their or-
ganic city form, today’s students and ar-
chitects still think in architectonic terms
about society, more than they think in
societal terms about their architecture.
But the fact that they think about soci-
ety, and dedicate themselves to it with
admirable tenacity, is certain.
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'The reaction to the story of Toulouse

Le Mirail shows that it is difficult, cer-
tainly for young architects, to think in
strategic and dialectic terms about their
work. They generally see architecture as
a means of changing society, but at the
same time as the physical expression of
an already changing society. This ambig-
uous interpretation of their craft makes
them vulnerable to acute episodes of
profound disillusion. It is ironic that this
pure interpretation of architecture as the
expression of the social order that drives
the young architect should be shared by
the very powers that seem to overrun ar-
chitecture. It is precisely bureaucrats and
technocrats who use the unity of form
and content as an argument for generally
radical physical interventions of which all
sorts of immediate social and economic
effects are expected for the residential
areas and cities involved.

'This architectonic interpretation of
society — as a permanent reconstruction
in the most literal sense — has placed the
architect himself, however, in a generally
marginal, dependent and purely servile
role. By building a historic-looking city
centre, people hope to produce the au-
thenticity of the historic city. By build-
ing varied fagades in a residential area,
people hope, through the same logic,
for a diverse and varied local culture. By
demolishing the impoverished and mo-
notonous high-rise districts, people hope
to resolve the problems that exist there.
'The old technocrat and the young idealist
seem to agree on one principle: archi-
tecture = society, society = architecture.
'The former does not really believe it, as a
rule, but uses it as a rhetorical strategy to
generate public support in a simple way
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for his generally clumsy actions; the lat-
ter usually genuinely believes it, so that
he and his craft sometimes end up in a
most peculiar position.

I would like to use two examples to
illustrate that this is not limited to the
disappointment of the young architect,
but instead that the identification of
architecture with a particular ideal of
society can lead to bizarre situations and
unexpected twists. The first in Tehran,
the other in Amsterdam.

Bad Urban Planning is Better than
Good Urban Planning

On 1 January 1979, after months of
fighting and riots, the Shah of Iran fled
to Egypt. On 1 February, Ayatollah
Khomeini, the spiritual leader of the
rebellion, returned to Tehran after more
than a decade in exile and called on the
population not to listen to the interim
government of Prime Minister Bakhtiar
and to accept the Islamic government
proclaimed on 11 February as the sole
legitimate government. The referendum
of 1 April resulted in 98 per cent sup-
port for the establishment of the Islamic
Republic of Iran, headed by a council of
clergymen under Khomeini’s leadership.
'This brought to an end 38 years of rule
by Shah Mohammed Pahlavi, to 54 years
of rule by the Pahlavi dynasty and — ac-
cording to the Pahlavis — to more than
2,500 years of uninterrupted monarchy,
since the founding of the Persian Empire
by Cyrus the Great in 529 BCE.

It also brought an end to the White
Revolution, one of the greatest and most
comprehensive modernization cam-
paigns ever undertaken. The Shah used

his close ties with the usa and the bil-
lions of dollars in oil revenues to drag
the country into the twentieth century
in one fell swoop. Land reform, suffrage
for women, literacy, nationalization of
water and agricultural land and many
other campaigns were encompassed in

a 19-point plan that was put into opera-
tion at a breakneck pace starting in 1963.
Every aspect of the country was consid-
ered engineerable, including the pace at
which a country develops. The expansion
and modernization of the capital was to
be the most monumental demonstra-
tion of this extreme philosophy of social
engineering.

In a country lacking any institutions
for master planning, urban design, in-
frastructure and architecture, drawing
up and implementing a master plan for
Tehran was an immense undertaking.

It resulted in an invasion of consultants,
engineers, architects, planners and other
professionals, who not only had to cre-
ate a plan out of nothing, but also build
up the organizational infrastructure to
carry out this plan. The drawing up of
the master plan, which was supposed to
take Tehran forward by 25 years, and in
the process multiply its area several times
over, was entrusted to the Los Angeles-
based firm of Victor Gruen, who worked
with the Iranian architect Abdol Aziz
Farman Farmaian. Gruen, a Viennese
Jew, inventor of the shopping mall and
designer of dozens of American down-
towns, integrated the old Tehran into a
hierarchical system of highways, parks
and greenbelts, as well as satellite cities
each accommodating hundreds of thou-
sands of new inhabitants. The new Te-
hran, from the regional scale to the scale
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The district of Ekbatan in Tehran, built in the 1960s and ’70s.
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The swimming pool in the district of Ekbatan is no longer in use,

following the 1979 ban on swimming in public.
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of the front door, was defined with pre-
cise allocations and typologies for each
income class. The green valleys that ran
down from the Alborz Mountains to-
wards the more densely built areas below
were incorporated in the plan, conduct-
ing air, greenery and water through the
city in the process. The best American
and European architects and landscape
designers were employed to build new
cities, landscape parks, universities, pal-
aces, monuments and hospitals. In addi-
tion, a fully elaborated infrastructure was
put in place for zoning plans and process
management. Foreign consultants were
hired to monitor building applications
on behalf of the government and fill law
books with new regulations. The con-
struction of the city was subjected to a
meticulous schedule of phases, with con-
tours that were extended every five years,
so that the city would expand outward
in an even pattern. The planning horizon
was 1991, the year when the new Tehran
would reach its maximum extent.

When Ayatollah Khomeini landed at
Tehran Airport after more than 14 years
in exile, he must not have recognized
the city: the framework of highways, the
controlled expansion and in particular
the huge and hypermodern, fashionable
high-rise district of Ekbatan, right by
the airport, with its glittering swimming
pools among the tower blocs, must have
left him flabbergasted. It was more than
astonishment: everything established and
left behind by the Shah and the despised
Americans was considered repulsive and
evil and therefore had to be erased from
memory. Sometimes this was done physi-
cally, such as with the mausoleums of the
Shah’s ancestors; sometimes it was done
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symbolically, by renaming monuments,
or by covering the modernist buildings in
murals depicting the Ayatollah and later
the martyrs of the war with Iraq. But
what to do with an entire city, and its at-
tendant master plan, that could be seen,
as a whole, as a monument to the hated
deposed ruler?

At first the Islamic government did
the predictable: it had a new master plan
drawn up, one that did reflect the ideas
of the Islamic Revolution. This plan,
however, was never adopted, firstly be-
cause it contained no urban design ideas
that could be considered revolutionary,
and secondly because there were no
resources to implement the plan. The
war with Iraq meant there had to be
cutbacks; municipal departments had to
support themselves, and furthermore one
of the promises of the new regime had
been that every Iranian should be al-
lowed to build his own house.

'This led to a concept that can be
called brilliant in its cynicism, or at least
postmodern, particularly in the combina-
tion of neoliberalism and religious fun-
damentalism. The Gruen plan, with its
regulations worked out down to the most
minute detail, and its precise management
of open space, building density, separa-
tion of functions, greenery, infrastructure
and landscape, was thoroughly despised
on ideological grounds. In spite of this,
or rather because of it, it was decided to
maintain the plan. The authorities, how-
ever, with the plan in hand, began to sell
applicants the right to exceed maximum
building densities, to violate the zoning
plan, to build in areas designated as parks.
'The whole infrastructure of regulations,
designs and monitoring agencies was in
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tull swing, but as a giant supermarket of
exemptions. To reinforce the influx of ap-
plicants with deep pockets even further,
the city’s contours were immediately
extended to the final 1991 situation. Te-
hran’s huge population growth did the
rest. The master plan played a crucial
and indispensable role in creating, in a
matter of a few decades, one of the most
chaotic, densely built, insalubrious and
yet fascinating and spectacular cities in
the world. In its spectacular location at
the foot of the mountains, with the per-
manent blanket of smog that hangs over
it, it resembles Los Angeles, but without
the ocean, without palm trees and with
millions of cars immobilized in one of the
most chronic traffic jams in the world.
'The billions generated by cannibalizing
the master plan served in part to pay the
hundreds of thousands of municipal ofh-
cials. They also paid
for immense prestige
projects like the con-
struction of Navab
Street and the still-
unfinished Imam hera
Khomeini Airport.! 1;:)'0;,‘1 ;121;_;;;:.0@/: froos) 36
If you fly over Tehran with the master
plan on your lap, you can still make out,
like an archaeologist, the lines and areas
of the Gruen plan amid the endless mass
of houses. Here and there, moreover, a
modernist monument breaks through the
chaos, like an abandoned temple in the
jungle. This city, in a few years, has man-
aged to do what it took medieval cities
hundreds of years: to absorb the original
grid in the unplanned chaos. For the aya-
tollahs of the Islamic Revolution, a hated
and bad plan like Gruen’s was far more
useful and better for their objectives than

1. See Ali Madanipour,
Tehran, The Making of a
Metropolis (Chichester: John
Wiley & Sons, 1998); So-
heila Shahshahani, “Tehran:
Paradox City’, II4S News-
letter #31, July 2003, 15;
Wouter Vanstiphout, ‘Te-
herans “Lost Civilization™,

a so-called ‘good’ plan that they would
have had to implement and pay for.
Because the plan aimed to provide the
counterform for a society that was the
opposite of what the ayatollahs believed
in, they could use it not only to generate
one of the biggest urban growth spurts
the twentieth century had ever seen, but
to make a huge amount of money out of
it to boot. The degree to which the plan
contributed to this is proportional to the
degree to which its makers were aiming
for precisely the opposite.

'The Best Urban Design Is No Urban
Design at All

Tehran after the Islamic Revolution
seems far too extreme to be instruc-

tive for us in Western Europe; yet the
mechanism behind it can be seen in
urban projects in our barely expanding
democracies as well. The similarity lies in
the use, in a negative sense, of the ideo-
logical passion that inspired the project
of the previous generation, and in the
sometimes violent dismissal of the whole
discipline of urban design in the proc-
ess of realizing the most recent type of
social engineering.

We can find an interesting example
of this in the Bijlmermeer. This satel-
lite suburb of Amsterdam was built in
the 1960s and inspired by an ideological
urgency rare for the Netherlands. The
Urban Development department was
keen to show that, after the seventeenth-
century ring of canals, Berlage’s Plan
Zuid in the early twentieth century
and Van Eesteren’s General Expansion
Plan in the 1930s, it too was capable of
making another giant stride forward.
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The densely-built urban fabric of Tehran.
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In addition, there were the actions of a
very principled alderman, named Joop
den Uyl, who felt the plan had to be im-
plemented as an essential and therefore
uncompromising statement about new
collective housing — no hybrid forms of
high-rise and low-rise buildings, in other
words. The Bijlmermeer was therefore
built as an ideological statement about
how people should be housed. Unprec-
edented quantities of square metres of
housing space, greenery, collective facili-
ties, accessibility by car and public trans-
port, would be available to everyone.
People would be able to live together in
high densities and establish a new collec-
tivity in the common spaces and routes
where they would encounter one another.
'The plan for the Bijlmer was influenced
on the one hand by East German and
Russian urban planning manuals, and
on the other by Toulouse Le Mirail, and
of course by the great fountainhead: Le
Corbusier’s La Ville Radieuse.

In part because of the delayed
demolition of the Nieuwmarkt area and
therefore the delayed influx of Amster-
dam residents, because of the construc-
tion of Almere, because of Surinam’s
independence and because of immigra-
tion in general, the Bijlmer, instead
of a hypermodern residential district
for Amsterdam’s white middle-class
families, became ‘the Netherlands’ first
Third-World City’. Instead of an uni-
laterally built statement about modern
living, it became a fascinating amalgam
of Caribbean and African communities,
with hard cores of white believers, who
all used the Bijlmer in all of sorts of
ways its planners had never foreseen.

When the Bijlmer evolved in this
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way over several generations, the plan-
ners decreed that the ‘experiment’ had
failed and that it was time to tear it
down. Precisely when the Bijlmer was
just getting somewhere. The many hous-
ing corporations that owned the Bijlmer
high-rises had been privatized in the
late 1980s, and they began to merge
until in reality a single housing corpora-
tion owned the whole of the Bijlmer.
It took the demolition of the Bijlmer
high-rises and their replacement by sin-
gle-family homes and market-dictated
apartment buildings . ‘De Nicuwe Bijlmermeer,
firmly in hand. Archis (1997), no. 3, 8-84.
Whereas the original urban develop-
ment department, under the direction
of head designer Siegfried Nassuth, and
supported by Alderman Den Uyl, suc-
ceeded in exercising total control over the
design of the Bijlmer, and was even able
to go quite far in keeping to the concept
during its implementation, there were
two other levels over which they had far
less control. Firstly, groups of Amsterdam
middle-class families — for the reasons
summarized above — did not snap up the
flats in sufhicient numbers, and entirely
different people came in their place.
Secondly, the urban development depart-
ment had little influence over other de-
partments, such as public housing, traffic
and transport, economic affairs, so that
many elements fell through the cracks of
the plan and in general were either not
implemented or implemented in a totally

different way, such 3. Wouter Bolte and Johan
. Meijer, Van Berlage tot
as the collective e T e

Bijlmer, Architektuur en
spaces and the park— stedelijke politick (Nijmegen:
ing garages?

Socialistische Uitgeverij
Nijmegen, 1981), 192-391.
‘Things were very different for the

housing corporations 30 years later. Be-
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cause of their mergers and because of
the fact that with the idea of demolition
they presented the city authorities with
a fait accompli, which the city, it must

be said, quickly supported, there was
far greater control over all aspects of the
immense operation to wipe out the Bi-
jlmer in favour of a more up-to-date city
district. This time the corporations also
had control over the influx and outflow
of residents. More to the point, this was
not simply a condition for the success

of the operation, it was the objective of
the operation. In addition, housing cor-
porations are increasingly taking over
the responsibilities of public housing.
'They build schools, they take part in the
development of neighbourhood shop-
ping centres, they have more and more
influence on the organization and use
of public space, they participate in job-
creation programmes, they work with
mosques and churches, they even build
mosques and churches, they invest huge
sums in information, identity campaigns
and branding projects, under the label
of reputation management. All of this

is called the integral project, whereby
there is a conscious affirmation that re-
structuring is primarily a socioeconomic
project, in which the physical aspect is
merely a means to an end. In addition,
an elaborate arsenal of resources is ap-
plied to create a harmonious, socioeco-
nomically profitable, ethnically varied
but not excessively diverse residential
area, with heavy emphasis on social co-
hesion, participation, integration and
emancipation. Seldom has the apparatus
for realizing a socially engineered society
been so elaborate and been applied in
such self-evident fashion. “‘We touch your

life in every way’ is the terrifying slogan
of the development agency of the Indian
capital of Delhi; it would be better suited
to the housing corporations that carried
out the restructuring of the post-Second
World War residential areas of major
Dutch cities.

'The regeneration of the Bijlmer was
first and last an intervention in the
demographic structure of the Bijlmer,
whereby the physical interventions were
merely an instrument. By demolishing
the high-rises that housed concentrations
of Ghanaians, Sierra Leoneans, Suri-
namese, Vietnamese, etcetera, where ille-
gal and legal residents lived side by side,
where there were significant levels of
crime and little employment, a new so-
cioeconomic reality could be established
at the local level in a very short time. By
subsequently allocating the new dwell-
ings to those residents of the Bijlmer who
did pay their rent and met all manner
of requirements, and by putting the rest
of the dwellings, in a sophisticated way,
onto the high-pressure Amsterdam hous-
ing market, it was possible to construct,
with great precision, a community that
was radically different from that which
originally existed, but which retained
enough elements to be understood as a
renewed and improved version of the old
Bijlmer. This is social engineering on a
massive scale, integrally implemented
and, according to the criteria its planners
had themselves set, extremely successful.
Moreover, it is a form of social engineer-
ing that penetrates further into the per-
sonal living sphere of its residents and in
the demographic composition of society
than was possible in the time of Nassuth

and Den Uyl.
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View of the Bijlmermeer in 1971, shortly after the realization of the first
high-rise neighbourhoods. Photo Dienst Ruimtelijke Ordening, Amsterdam
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Urban design played an important role
in this massive and heavily ideologically
charged intervention — by its absence.

In the first phase of the regeneration,

the sectional plans were still bound to-
gether by a largely metaphorical master
plan by Ashok Bhalotra, who repre-
sented the multi-ethnicity of the Bijlmer,
now acceptable only as a simulacrum,
with his street for a thousand cultures.+
Ultimately this
planning perspec-
tive vanished from
the regeneration,
even from its representation. The housing
corporations and the urban development
department declared large-scale master
plans relicts of a bygone era, when people
still thought society could be socially
engineered. It was asserted that we now
live in an era of individualization, and
that the city must therefore develop or-
ganically. The organic growth of the Bijl-
mer became the urban design statement
that had to eclipse the statement of the

4. Marieke van Giersber-
gen, ‘Afscheid van een
utopie, interview met Ashok
Bhalotra’, Archis (1997), no.
3, 43745-

weekends. It is precisely in the absence
of urban design intention, in the au-
tomatism of its urban growth, in the ba-
nality and entropy of its results, that we
can recognize the organic growth of the
Bijlmer. This even goes so far that one
of the project managers of the Bijlmer
regeneration, Willem Kwekkeboom, in
an essay about it, cheerfully relates how
an architect was commissioned to design
buildings that were supposed to effect
the transition in scale from the new low-
rise structures and the old high-rises,
but that it was ultimately decided to tear
down the high-rises, with as a result an
unpredictable and incomprehensible en-
semble of medium-rise tower blocks be-
tween two low-rise developments. This,
according to Kwekkeboom, in fact shows
how diverse and adventuresome the
organic growth of a city can be. The dys-
function of the most elementary urban

planning control is
seen as evidence of
how up-to-date the

6. Willem Kwekkeboom,
‘De vernieuwing van de
Bijlmermeer 1992 — 2002,
Ruimelijk en sociaal’, in:
Van Hoogstraten and Jolles,

satellite city of the
future, or that de-
rived its very power
from its rhetorical

5. Anne Luijten, ‘Een mo-
dern sprookje, de Bijlmer
in verandering’, in: Dorine
van Hoogstraten and Al-
lard Jolles (eds.), Amsterdam

Z0, Centrumgebied Zuidoost
en stedelijke vernieuwing
Bijlmermeer 1992 — 2010
(Bussum: Uitgeverij Thoth,
2002), 7-25.

contrast with the
unity of form of the
old Bijlmer.s

In the process, the Bijlmermeer is
now being covered in buildings with-
out a master plan, as a collage of sec-
tional plans drawn up by developers
and corporations, resulting in a generic
structure of low-rise neighbourhoods,
depressing avenues of brick apartment
buildings, shopping centres, and on the
other side of the railroad tracks an of-
fice park deserted at night and on the

8o

project is.®
'The sweeping and intricate social
engineering applied to the socioeco-
nomic structure of the Bijlmermeer has
been given a spatial counterform that
is intended to express its very opposite:
organic growth and bottom-up trans-
formation. The absence of urban design
camouflages the excessive presence of
the corporations in the development of
this area; the lack of spatial control is
a smokescreen for the excess in socio-
economic control. The intelligent thing
about this lies in the fact that it was
clearly realized that the discipline of
urbanism was not capable of presenting
a convincing picture of organic growth,

ibid., 7-25.
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The ‘transitional’ buildings in Nieuw Gerenstein, separating low- and
high-rise areas. Probably 2001. Photo Hans Brons, dRO/Gemeentearchief
Amsterdam
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not even Ashok Bhalotra, but that the

elimination of urban design control and
the deliberate admission of generic, cha-
otic process do lead to the desired result.

Achilles’ Heel

'The examples from Tehran, the Bijlmer-
meer and even Toulouse have in common
that the profound identification of an
urban planning project with a particu-
lar societal ideal or system ultimately
turned against the completed projects
themselves. This took place in the most
perverse way in Tehran, by using the
political untouchability of the plan to
allow its cannibalization and to let the
city expand with the greatest possible
speed. With the Bijlmer and Toulouse
Le Mirail, however, this took place in a
much more refined way. There, with an
appeal to the historical and cultural sig-
nificance of the original project, an ar-
chitectonic scapegoat for socioeconomic
problems was found, thereby providing
an immediate political spin to a radi-
cal intervention in the areas themselves,
instead of revealing it as a coup by the
corporations themselves, an imaginary
liberation from a caricature of 1960s
planning. In all three cases, the greatest
power of these projects, their ideological
energy, proved to be their Achilles” heel.
But in all three cases, the city itself was
also the real victim in this immolation of
urbanist utopias.

In the case of Tehran we can only
guess how the Gruen plan would have
ultimately turned out, if it had been
absorbed step by step over decades by
Iranian urban life, which could have
manifested itself in a variegated patch-

work of dense and open, green and
urban, park-like and commercial ele-
ments, in all sorts of ways. In Toulouse
Le Mirail and the Bijlmermeer, however,
it was evident that the so-called failures
of the original concept — because entirely
different people from those it was built
for came to live there, who then used

the complex in an entirely different way
as well — had resulted in something that
was far more layered, more complex,
more organic and more flexible than in
their wildest dreams, and also than what
those in charge of their restructuring
now say they want to create. And it is
precisely this that is now being implac-
ably demolished.

'The problem of the new social engi-
neering we find in urban regeneration
and restructuring areas in Europe and in
the Netherlands in particular, is that it is
so unspoken and euphemistic, and yet so
powerful, paternalistic and unavoidable.
Because this new social engineering can
no longer be expressed in unilateral and
recognizable urban planning models, it
is now difficult to criticize. In this far-
reaching postmodern phase of the urban
project, in which social engineering is
disguised in a cloak of ‘unengineerabil-
ity’, and the absence of the urban design
has taken over the role of the urban de-
sign, and private enterprises increasingly
take on public roles, the reality of the
contemporary city is steadily being rel-
egated to the background.

If we reason from the very limited
perspective of architecture and urban-
ism, it is imperative that these disciplines
no longer be used as symbols, models
or icons of a particular societal system
or ideology. In most cases, after all, this
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Bird’s-eye view of the renewal of the Bijlmer, 2002. Small adjustments

have been made in the course of time. © Projectbureau Vernieuwing

Bijlmermeer
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will only end up turning on the projects
themselves after a couple of generations.
But most of all it means that architects
are confusing the shaping of new icons
for one political ideal or the other (‘Crea-
tive City’, ‘Gem Area), ‘Organic City’,
‘Sustainability’) with the actual realiza-
tion of a societal effect. If we defined
social engineering as ‘realizability’, archi-
tects could then apply their inventiveness
and tenacity and idealism to the devel-
opment of instruments that, based on a
very specific professionalism, can resolve
particular problems and demonstrate new
possibilities that no one else could have
come up with. This would also mean that
they would not see society as ‘engineer-
able’, in the sense of ‘constructable’, but
would accept that it is an unruly reality,
far more complex than anything socially
engineered could ever be. The role of
architects could be to supply this unengi-
neerable palimpsest with new elements,
impulses, lines and places, and thereby
make it even more complex, better and
richer.

But we must also resist the temptation
to immediately formulate an optimistic
new perspective. Perhaps the confusion
that so easily arises in the minds of ar-
chitecture students is the best the current
design world as a whole could achieve.
An openly acknowledged identity crisis,
precipitated by three or four decades of
ever more rapid cycles of societal em-
brace and rejection might perhaps lead
at last to a reconsideration of what archi-
tecture and urbanism themselves want of
society. With this article, I hope to have
made a modest contribution to this.
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Marc Schuilenburg

The Refugee
as Homo Sacer

A Short Introduction
to Agamben’s ‘Beyond

Human Rights’

In discussions
about ‘makeability’
or social engi-
neering, specifi-
cally when they
concern manage-
ability and biopoli-
tics, references are
often made to the
ideas of philoso-
pher Giorgio
Agamben. Open is
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republishing his key
1999 text ‘Beyond
Human Rights’,
with an introduc-
tion by philoso-
pher and jurist
Marc Schuilenburg.
According to
Schuilenburg the
figure of the homo
sacer that Agamben
presents in this and
other writings leads
to many misunder-
standings. He also
addresses the differ-
ences in Agamben’s
ideas about
biopolitics and
those of Foucault.
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In 1993, Giorgio Agamben (b. 1942),
an Italian political philosopher at

the University of Verona, published a
text about the status of the refugee,
‘Beyond Human Rights’, in which he
links the issue of refugees with human
rights. The first article of the Uni-
versal Declaration of Human Rights
incorporates the motto of the French
Revolution (liberté, égalité, fraternité):
‘All human beings are born free and
equal in dignity and rights. They are
endowed with reason and conscience
and should act towards one another
in a spirit of brotherhood.’ Yet while
the article speaks of ‘human beings’,
Agamben argues that human rights are
not compatible with ‘the human’, the
merely alive, as such. In the case of the
refugee, his or her political and legal
status is considered a temporary state,
Agamben writes in ‘Beyond Human
Rights’. Having arrived in another
country, he or she, following a positive
assessment by the Immigration and
Naturalization Service, is subjected to
all sorts of control mechanisms (citizen-
ship exams, shaking hands, language
tests, etcetera) intended to turn him
or her into a ‘full-fledged citizen’.
Goodbye refugee, welcome citizen.

To Agamben, the treatment of
refugees demonstrates how modern
politics work. According to Agamben,
who is significantly influenced in this
by Michel Foucault, life is dominated
by biopolitics, which he defines in his
book Homo Sacer as ‘the assimilation
of natural life in the mechanisms and
calculations of state
power and poli-
tics’.! Power over

1. Giorgio Agamben, De
soevereine macht en het naakte
leven (Amsterdam: Boom/
Parresia, 2002), 9, 129.

The Refugee as Homo Sacer

life is not exercised in this by a sover-
eign ruler; statistics are used as input
for the actions of the government.

To Agamben this biopolitics did not
originate around the mid-eighteenth
century, as Foucault writes in The Will
to Knowledge (1976); it is at least as old
as Western political history. As far back
as the Ancient Greeks a distinction was
made between ‘the human’, which was
called simple or natural life (zo0¢), and
a ‘qualified life’ by which the specific
form of life or lifestyle of an individual
or group (bios) was meant. Neither is
biopolitics based on an optimization

of the conditions of life in order, as
Foucault asserts, to control the ‘body as
a type’ through all manner of measures
in the area of public health, dietary
customs, housing, immigration, but
rather, Agamben writes, on ‘life that is
has been excommunicated’, in order
to ‘indicate the boundary that connects
and separates what is inside and what

is outside’.? Ult-

mately Agamben’s view of biopolitics

2. Ibid., 142.

remains strongly focused on a general
legal argument (which, with his notion
of a ‘state of exception’ furthermore
plays out largely on the politico-con-
stitutional level of the nation-state).
Foucault, on the other hand, breaks
with a legal consideration of power
and mixes biopolitics with disciplinary
exercises of power actualized in local
practices in a ‘particular period, in a

particular country,  s.Michel Foucault, Ervar-

ing en waarheid (Nijmegen:

as a response to Te Elfder Ure, 1985), 85.

particular needs’.3

According to Agamben, the position
of the refugee coincides with that of the
homo sacer, a figure in Ancient Roman
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law whom anyone could kill without
committing a murder (in the legal
sense). Agamben sees the ambiguity
contained in this definition in the status
of the refugee. Although he or she is
a living being, he or she has far fewer
rights than the citizens of nation-states.
This cancels out the principle of the
equality of all human beings as sentient
beings. Human rights, Agamben writes,
are not capable of bridging the gap
between the two ‘forms of life’. Accord-
ing to Agamben, and in this he follows
Hannah Arendt, the expression ‘birth’
in the first article of the human rights
declaration coincides with ‘citizenship’.
The consequence of this analysis is that
there is no longer any room for merely
being alive, the most elementary char-
acteristic of any living being. Life is con-
sequently absorbed in abstract variables
called ‘nation-state’ or ‘society’ or ‘law’
or ‘citizen’ (and so forth). From this
perspective, human rights turn out not
to be genuinely universal, but in fact
the property of citizens.

This does not mean that the refugee
is oulside society. He is assimilated as
an element within society (just as the
outlaw is always ‘in the law’). The set
‘outside-inside’ (inclusion and exclu-
sion) cannot be reduced to a binary
dichotomy. Both forms make people
part of a homogeneous and unifying
whole that explains nothing in itself,
but rather is constantly being rede-
fined. Agamben calls this the ‘inclusive
exclusion’ of bare life with the social
form of life (bios). In the terms used
by French philosopher Alain Badiou:
‘being human’ has become here an
intensional collection characterized
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by the unifying and reducible prin-
ciple of citizenship. In the process

human rights conceal from us those

individuals and groups who are not
represented by these rights, that is to
say people whose legal status has not

fully been resolved. In Roman times,

the homo sacer could not, under any
circumstances, live in the city of the
citizens. He was driven out (like the
illegal refugee today) to the margins
or the ‘black holes’ of society, situated
far from the sight of the average city
dweller. Today the refugee also appears

as a margizen, whose life is qualitatively
distinct from that of the citizen and of
a temporary resident (denizen).* He or

she is a person who
has no access to the

collective goods
and services of our
society (security,
insurance, work,
etcetera).’

The figure of
homo sacerleads to
many misunder-
standings. Isn’t
everyone a homo
sacer: criminals,
gays, squatters, the
mentally handi-
capped, feminists,
the unemployed,

beggars, the home-
less, addicts, artists?

4. A denizen is a person
who maintains close links
with a country without
being a citizen of it. Not
only does he or she live
there, he or she also
speaks its language, has
had children there, has
a job or goes to school
there. Until the nine-
teenth century the term
was used for a foreigner
who was assigned the
status of a subject by the
king through ‘letters of
charter’. The longer they
remained legally in the
country the more rights
these persons obtained,
becoming semi-citizens or
denizens. Ultimately deni-
zens had fewer rights than
citizens but more rights
than foreigners.

5. Marc Schuilenburg,
‘Citizenship Revisited:
Denizens and Margizens’,
Peace Review — A Journal of
Social Justice, 20, §, 2008,
forthcoming.

Even American neo-Republicans, Slavoj

Zizek once told his audience, refer, to

Agamben’s great chagrin, to the fact
that they lead a life that is steadily being
marginalized. Although Agamben

writes that ‘today a clear figure of the
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homo sacer no longer exists’, he names
several concrete examples of what
he means by ‘bare life’ in his unfin-
ished series of works devoted to the
figure of the homo sacer. In addition to
the refugee, he talks about the issue
of euthanasia and the fate of coma
patients. And in State of Exception he
addresses the position of captured
Taliban fighters at Guantanamo Bay.”
With powerful 6. Giorgio Agamben, State
of Exception (Chicago: The
words he equates  {piversity of Chicago
the legal posi- Press, 2005), §-4.
tion of the Jews in the concentration
camps with those of the ‘detainees’
of Guantanamo, who are being held
without any form of trial and without
charge. The prisoners have the status
of ‘enemy combatants’, a category that
does not exist in international law, so
that they are not covered by the Geneva
Convention on the protection and
treatment of prisoners of war.

What now? In ‘Beyond Human
Rights’ the phrase ‘a coming political
community’ is formulated, a notion
that Agamben had already cautiously
addressed in his article about the
student uprising at Tiananmen Square
in Beijing in 1989.7 What this com-
munity looks like 7. Giorgio Agamben, The

. Coming Community (Min-
remalns very Vague.  ,eapolis: The University
It is clear, however, of Minnesota Press, 2003),
that Agamben, in o
the parts of the homo sacer cycle that
have yet to be published, intends to
make it a field of study, a potentiality
that breaks through the prevailing order
and coherence and makes a connection
to other elements, ‘beyond’ the point at
which every living being is turned into a
controlled and manageable object.

The Refugee as Homo Sacer



Glorgio Agamben

Beyond Human Rights

In 1944, Hannah Arendt published an
article titled “We Refugees’ in a small
English-language Jewish publication,
the Menorab journal. At the end of this
brief but significant piece of writing,
after having polemically sketched the
portrait of Mr. Cohn, the assimilated
Jew who, after having been 150 percent
German, 150 percent Viennese, 150
percent French, must bitterly realize in
the end that ‘on ne parvient pas deux
fois,” she turns the condition of coun-
tryless refugee — a condition she herself
was living — upside down in order to
present it as the paradigm of a new his-
torical consciousness. The refugees who
have lost all rights and who, however,
no longer want to be assimilated at all
costs in a new national identity, but
want instead to contemplate lucidly
their condition, receive in exchange for
assured unpopularity a priceless advan-
tage: ‘History is no longer a closed
book to them and politics is no longer
the privilege of Gentiles. They know
that the outlawing of the Jewish people
of Europe has been followed closely
by the outlawing of most European
nations. Refugees driven from country
to country repre-
sent the vanguard
of their peoples.™
One ought to reflect on the

1. Hannah Arendt, ‘We
Refugees’, Menorah
Journal, no.1 (1943), 77.

meaning of this analysis, which after
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fifty years has lost none of its relevance.
It is not only the case that the problem
presents itself inside and outside of
Europe with just as much urgency as
then. It is also the case that, given the
by now unstoppable decline of the
nation-state and the general corrosion
of traditional political-juridical catego-
ries, the refugee is perhaps the only
thinkable figure for the people of our
time and the only category in which
one may see today — at least until the
process of dissolution of the nation-
state and of its sovereignty has achieved
full completion — the forms and limits
of a coming political community. It

is even possible that, if we want to be
equal to the absolutely new tasks ahead,
we will have to abandon decidedly,
without reservation, the fundamental
concepts through which we have so far
represented the subjects of the politi-
cal (Man, the Citizen and its rights, but
also the sovereign people, the worker,
and so forth) and build our political
philosophy anew starting from the one
and only figure of the refugee.

The first appearance of refugees as a
mass phenomenon took place at the
end of World War I, when the fall of
the Russian, Austro-Hungarian, and
Ottoman empires, along with the new
order created by the peace treaties,
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upset profoundly the demographic
and territorial constitution of Central
Eastern Europe. In a short period, 1.5
million White Russians, seven hundred
thousand Armenians, five hundred
thousand Bulgarians, a million

Greeks, and hundreds of thousands of
Germans, Hungarians, and Romanians
left their countries. To these moving
masses, one needs to add the explosive
situation determined by the fact that
about go percent of the population in

the new states created by the peace trea-

ties on the model of the nation-state
(Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia, for
example), was constituted by minorities
that had to be safeguarded by a series
of international treaties — the so-called
Minority Treaties — which very often
were not enforced. A few years later, the
racial laws in Germany and the civil war
in Spain dispersed throughout Europe
a new and important contingent of
refugees.

We are used to distinguishing
between refugees and stateless people,
but this distinction was not then as
simple as it may seem at first glance,
nor is it even today. From the begin-
ning, many refugees, who were not
technically stateless, preferred to
become such rather than return to
their country. (This was the case with
the Polish and Romanian Jews who
were in France or Germany at the end
of the war, and today it is the case with
those who are politically persecuted or
for whom returning to their countries
would mean putting their own survival
at risk.) On the other hand, Russian,
Armenian, and Hungarian refugees
were promptly denationalized by the

Beyond Human Rights

new Turkish and Soviet governments. It
is important to note how, starting with
World War I, many European states
began to pass laws allowing the denatu-
ralization and denationalization of their
own citizens: France was first, in 1915,
with regard to naturalized citizens of
‘enemy origin’; in 1922, Belgium fol-
lowed this example by revoking the
naturalization of those citizens who had
committed ‘antinational’ acts during
the war; in 1926, the Italian Fascist
regime passed an analogous law with
regard to citizens who had shown them-
selves ‘undeserving of Italian citizen-
ship’; in 1943, it was Austria’s turn; and
so on, until in 1945 the Nuremberg
Laws divided German citizens into citi-
zens with full rights and citizens without
political rights. Such laws — and the
mass statelessness resulting from them
—mark a decisive turn in the life of the
modern nation-state as well as its defini-
tive emancipation from naive notions of
the citizen and a people.

This is not the place to retrace the
history of the various international
organizations through which single
states, the League of Nations, and later,
the United Nations have tried to face
the refugee problem, from the Nansen
Bureau for the Russian and Armenian
refugees (1921) to the High Com-
mission for Refugees from Germany
(1936) to the Intergovernmental
Committee for Refugees (1938) to the
UN’s International Refugee Organiza-
tion (1946) to the present Office of
the High Commissioner for Refugees
(1951), whose activity, according to
its statute, does not have a political
character but rather only a ‘social and
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humanitarian’ one. What is essential is
that each and every time refugees no
longer represent individual cases but
rather a mass phenomenon (as was the
case between the two world wars and is
now once again), these organizations as
well as the single states — all the solemn
evocations of the inalienable rights of
human beings notwithstanding — have
proved to be absolutely incapable not
only of solving the problem but also of
facing it in an adequate manner. The
whole question, therefore, was handed
over to humanitarian organizations and
to the police.

The reasons for such impotence lie not
only in the selfishness and blindness of
bureaucratic apparatuses, but also in
the very ambiguity of the fundamental
notions regulating the inscription of
the native (that is, of life) in the juridi-
cal order of the nation-state. Hannah
Arendet titled the chapter of her book
Imperialism that concerns the refugee
problem ‘The Decline of the Nation-
State and the End of the Rights of
Man’.? One should try to take seriously

this formulation, 2. Hannah Arendyt, Imperi-

alism, Part I1 of The Origins

which lndISSOIUbly of Totalitarianism (New
links the fate of the York: Harcourt Brace,

. . 1951), 266-298.
Rights of Man with

the fate of the modern nation-state in
such a way that the waning of the latter
necessarily implies the obsolescence of
the former. Here the paradox is that
precisely the figure that should have
embodied human rights more than any
other — namely, the refugee — marked
instead the radical crisis of the concept.
The conception of human rights based
on the supposed existence of a human
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being as such, Arendt tells us, proves
to be untenable as soon as those who
profess it find themselves confronted
for the first time with people who have
really lost every quality and every spe-
cific relation except for the pure fact
of being human.3 In the system of the
nation-state, so- 3. Ibid., 290-295.
called sacred and inalienable human
rights are revealed to be without any
protection precisely when it is no
longer possible to conceive of them as
rights of the citizens of a state. This is
implicit, after all, in the ambiguity of
the very title of the 178q Déclaration des
droits de ’homme et du citoyen, in which it
is unclear whether the two terms are to
name two distinct realities or whether
they are to form, instead, a hendiadys
in which the first term is actually always
already contained in the second.

That there is no autonomous space
in the political order of the nation-state
for something like the pure human in
itself is evident at the very least from
the fact that, even in the best of cases,
the status of refugee has always been
considered a temporary condition that
ought to lead either to naturalization or
to repatriation. A stable statute for the
human in itself is inconceivable in the
law of the nation-state.

It is time to cease to look at all the dec-
larations of rights from 1789 to the
present day as proclamations of eternal
metajuridical values aimed at binding
the legislator to the respect of such
values; it is time, rather, to understand
them according to their real function
in the modern state. Human rights, in
fact, represent first of all the originary
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figure for the inscription of natural
naked life in the politicaljuridical
order of the nation-state. Naked life
(the human being), which in antiquity
belonged to God and in the classical
world was clearly distinct (as zoe) from
political life (bios), comes to the fore-
front in the management of the state
and becomes, so to speak, its earthly
foundation. Nation-state means a state
that makes nativity or birth [nascita]
(that is, naked human life) the founda-
tion of its own sovereignty. This is the
meaning (and it is not even a hidden
one) of the first three articles of the
1789 Declaration: it is only because
this declaration inscribed (in articles

1 and 2) the native element in the
heart of any political organization that
it can firmly bind (in article g) the
principle of sovereignty to the nation
(in conformity with its etymon, native
[natio] originally meant simply ‘birth’
[nascita]. The fiction that is implicit
here is that birth [ nascita]l comes

into being immediately as nation, so
that there may not be any difference
between the two moments. Rights,

in other words, are attributed to the
human being only to the degree to
which he or she is the immediately van-
ishing presupposition (and, in fact, the
presupposition that must never come to
light as such) of the citizen.

If the refugee represents such a dis-
quieting element in the order of

the nation-state, this is so primarily
because, by breaking the identity
between the human and the citizen
and that between nativity and nation-
ality, it brings the originary fiction of

Beyond Human Rights

sovereignty to crisis. Single exceptions
to such a principle, of course, have
always existed. What is new in our time
is that growing sections of humankind
are no longer representable inside the
nation-state — and this novelty threat-
ens the very foundations of the latter.
Inasmuch as the refugee, an appar-
ently marginal figure, unhinges the
old trinity of state-nation-territory, it
deserves instead to be regarded as the
central figure of our political history.
We should not forget that the first
camps were built in Europe as spaces
for controlling refugees, and that

the succession of internment camps-
concentration camps-extermination
camps represents a perfectly real fili-
ation. One of the few rules the Nazis
constantly obeyed throughout the
course of the ‘final solution’ was that
Jews and Gypsies could be sent to
extermination camps only after having
been fully denationalized (that is, after
they had been stripped of even that
second-class citizenship to which they
had been relegated after the Nurem-
berg Laws). When their rights are no
longer the rights of the citizen, that is
when human beings are truly sacred, in
the sense that this term used to have in
the Roman law of the archaic period:
doomed to death.

The concept of refugee must be reso-
lutely separated from the concept of
the ‘human rights’, and the right of
asylum (which in any case is by now

in the process of being drastically
restricted in the legislation of the
European states) must no longer be
considered as the conceptual category
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in which to inscribe the phenomenon
of refugees. (One needs only to look
at Agnes Heller’s recent Theses on

the Right of Asylum to realize that this
cannot but lead today to awkward con-
fusions.) The refugee should be con-
sidered for what it is, namely, nothing
less than a limit-concept that at once
brings a radical crisis to the principles
of the nation-state and clears the way
for a renewal of categories that can no
longer be delayed.

Meanwhile, in fact, the phenomenon
of so-called illegal immigration into the
countries of the European Union has
reached (and shall increasingly reach
in the coming years, given the esti-
mated twenty million immigrants from
Central European countries) charac-
teristics and proportions such that this
reversal of perspective is fully justified.
What industrialized countries face
today is a permanently resident mass of
noncitizens that do not want to be and
cannot be either naturalized or repat-
riated. These noncitizens often have
nationalities of origin, but, inasmuch
as they prefer not to benefit from their
own states’ protection, they find them-
selves, as refugees, in a condition of de
facto statelessness. Tomas Hammar has
created the neologism of ‘denizens’ for
these noncitizen residents, a neologism
that has the merit of showing how the
concept of ‘citizen’ is no longer ade-
quate for describing the social-political
reality of modern states.* On the other

hand, the citizens 4.Tomas Hammar, Democ-

racy and the Nation State:
Aliens, Denizens, and
Citizens in a World of Inter-
national Migration (Brook-
field, Vt.: Gower, 1990).

of advanced indus-
trial states (in the
United States as
well as Europe)
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demonstrate, through an increasing
desertion of the codified instances

of political participation, an evident
propensity to turn into denizens, into
noncitizen permanent residents, so
that citizens and denizens — at least

in certain social strata — are entering
an area of potential indistinction. In

a parallel way, xenophobic reactions
and defensive mobilizations are on the
rise, in conformity with the well-known
principle according to which substan-
tial assimilation in the presence of
formal differences exacerbates hatred
and intolerance.

Before extermination camps are reo-
pened in Europe (something that is
already starting to happen), it is nec-
essary that the nation-states find the
courage to question the very principle
of the inscription of nativity as well

as the trinity of state-nation-territory
that is founded on that principle. It

is not easy to indicate right now the
ways in which all this may concretely
happen. One of the options taken into
consideration for solving the problem
of Jerusalem is that it become — simul-
taneously and without any territorial
partition — the capital of two different
states. The paradoxical condition of
reciprocal extraterritoriality (or, better
yet, aterritoriality) that would thus

be implied could be generalized as a
model of new international relations.
Instead of two national states separated
by uncertain and threatening bounda-
ries, it might be possible to imagine
two political communities existing on
the same region and in a condition of
exodus from each other — communities
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that would articulate each other via a
series of reciprocal extraterritorialities
in which the guiding concept would no
longer be the ius (right) of the citizen
but rather the refugium (refuge) of the
singular. In an analogous way, we could
conceive of Europe not as an impos-
sible ‘Europe of the nations’, whose
catastrophe one can already foresee in
the short run, but rather as an aterrito-
rial or extraterritorial space in which
all the (citizen and noncitizen) resi-
dents of the European states would be
in a position of exodus or refuge; the
status of European would then mean
the being-in-exodus of the citizen (a
condition that obviously could also be
one of immobility). European space
would thus mark an irreducible differ-
ence between birth [nascita] and nation
in which the old concept of people
(which, as is well known, is always a
minority) could again find a political
meaning, thus decidedly opposing itself
to the concept of nation (which has so
far unduly usurped it).

This space would coincide neither
with any of the homogeneous national
territories nor with their topographical
sum, but would rather act on them by
articulating and perforating them topo-
logically as in the Klein bottle or in the
Mobius strip, where exterior and inte-
rior in-determine each other. In this
new space, European cities would redis-
cover their ancient vocation of cities of
the world by entering into a relation of
reciprocal extraterritoriality.

As I write this essay, 425 Palestin-
ians expelled by the state of Israel find
themselves in a sort of no-man’s-land.
These men certainly constitute, accord-

Beyond Human Rights

ing to Hannah Arendt’s suggestion,
‘the vanguard of their people’. But that
is so not necessarily or not merely in
the sense that they might form the orig-
inary nucleus of a future national state,
or in the sense that they might solve
the Palestinian question in a way just as
insufficient as the way in which Israel
has solved the Jewish question. Rather,
the no-man’s-land in which they are ref-
ugees has already started from this very
moment to act back onto the territory
of the state of Israel by perforating it
and altering it in such a way that
the image of that snowy mountain has
become more internal to it than any
other region of Eretz Israel. Only in a
world in which the spaces of states have
been thus perforated and topologically
deformed and in which the citizen has
been able to recognize the refugee that
he or she is — only in such a world is the
political survival of humankind today
thinkable.

This English translation

of the original Italian text
(1993) was first published
in: Giorgio Agamben,
‘Means without End. Notes
on Politics’ in: Theory Out
of Bounds, Vol. 20 (Minne-
apolis/London: University
of Minnesota Press, 2000).
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Nicoline van Harskamp

Amsterdam, 9 May 2008,
20:15/ Amsterdam,
9 May 2008, 21:15

The editors of Open invited visual

artist Nicoline van Harskamp to submit a
contribution based on the project ‘Any Other
Business’ that she launched in May 2008
during the Tijdelijk Museum (‘Temporary
Museum’), an art event in Amsterdam. ‘Any
Other Business’ took place in the De Balie
centre for culture and politics and De
Inkijk, the SKOR exhibition venue.

Van Harskamp examined the operation

of informal public exchange and verbal
interaction in the public debate. With her
contribution to Open she aims to provide
insight into whether or not this can be

‘socially engineered’.
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trec-auen 1hore's an midkence wriching, ko
form =n allinnce had ihey wouldn't ciferwise
farm. Becouse narma@y they eam endily sasid
mach grher,

MY — Y, you should go That, really, But
Inhénk._. i thad you, liewt ol o, enped! way
Taa missh of what a debaie s In the snd, 0




o 1L Ty il red Sul norifianl or
B b of seans, n 'ld'-i'lpil:qﬂl wWhio
veouid like o kaar lor once how things s,
some lagathar, So you shoulcn| really expoct
thal they.._ Thal they lsave with delforent
viapoinis ihan

= _:_H_--.Ilillﬂm
"MV = ity arrived with,

CK = | ¢an'l bedave ihat youre saying that!
1 can't bafiewe you're saying that.

MV — Well | think that (he tillarence botwoen MY —The first sxamph of what yio ik "+l
whart youi're dapng and the hoelzon thad is in mmmmwm%
my head 01 1he moment, (o that you slmans I8, ¥Ou 0L yourseif Lt i n space with A furnber
Raderi 1a b talking about sesnions L:d-rmi of civil servants. O & nomber of palitciang.

pan ankntn ond we

mive & nambaraf And we sanse CK — inthe aftermnacn,
that thers ia... Thal coadtions sre possibhe,
waill

WPt b wem st thom on the spot five mimutes. MV — in the slsemoon. And you know that
%mmnw nixi mlrluumﬂmmm
DTEE, ¥ il them propasty belarahand oit hawe 10 sumender samething. And yoy
Fes n atart, nobody ks allowed (o ahilt opiniana wmrndrﬁm'ﬂ_g_.ﬂ_u

Sy, Ii'n abou or abiodst Gyer end, you hiays to deliver the goods
m%mwuﬁm|m %m ©F jéns hand cemr
e B0y i you gt up and soy: 'Oy, | some .-Mn%"mnm“..

BT wifling 10 o mare flexibde on this siewpoin, .m:ﬂlnh!uhmw_
2w you in? " Wedl, in that moment you have to lend B conlain compreming e solution,
mheowen witus| is & I the labaratery thal ks That's tha first examphe. We will have ko cul and
1he dobaling room o fingd sl Rotion i pasbe it fater an, S I
Hasll, that o debae is most of ol 1hEdatre.,. You — S

wanl ba be enbertained bul you alus want to |
Fizar some nEwE REw and then Snd you of lan |
v 10 go Foms wilth am e EHat you hasmn |
hod bofore. And (hat (s, i you look st De Balle... I
Thai's what girimasily neads 15 hagpen b, ¥
¥ hold a debais iha evesybody s Faving, ¥
Thad fas been beld ohindned gired. Srd 1

CHK — Lock, the anly reason why §now and phn
enjoy anleHng in o dalaie wilth poilicians smd
civil servants, o, in ihet_. i they do speak

ir ihair role @6 ollicials, if you can't gat to ke
porscn bid youw can talk to the funclionasy, phen
ihery wrw ablged (o offer oresuin on e Right.
#ruf therelono | don usdaratasd Bow you can
antile for... Than mayte all three of us share the
iiupion ihat you snise inde debates abowui
complat Snd L gend gocial issses, wWilked 8w
iusisn (M6E you can, on the sped, .,

MY — Vs, bul you...

LK = _mowa ihem lecward a bit

NV — g thanalale the iilueien o Beannersn-
Vo, mosrs oF |eEE. 19, Your disdlusian, of |

~course,'s & dediusion svout polities. And if you




arganise o debair, you Dot 4o i ke: “Thiry e
Ciwil mervants and polilicinrs and bamamow
Ty iy Bl ke padieled” Youw alad nvilo a
columrast. &nd you dnvibe o sciEnbiel. Amd
maybe. .

CK = Mo, but what | maanrwith illoeion.. ina
vttt et e s <
you reof st making
Ehesndrn bl aloo somathing that can sctussy
yiosd samathing which con be cashed in alter
. wargs 01 1he bor and tomanow cen be put ino
miermo @nd the day adter can be camied oul

anﬁummmmmmmm
¢ am chasnel that?

CK = P

A — it vwnoubdt ") 1 Be batbar thon, 19 gt
i bhee buar sfinrsmeds arsd walt foe lhoess people
wilh & phed Bodtia of lach Dandada T OF whit do

your fancy

EK — Mo Its move my style b0 mhe Ayses
scarce &l thal moment. So e been a cotalyst
ter & while and thers Fm eul af thene, Because
it'n they whwo nesd 1o do the job. And | hove
enoiher debabe 10 contuct temanoy, Mamna?

ki —The dymamics of polilics... We ane narows-
irgl ¥ devevn N 16 palitica, Aghl?

CH - Yos.

hiéd — Wi da Fave Lo bo cheor abaut thal, | ik,
cimarwite...

CK = MipoSinm told us 10, rght?
i — Ypa
WY = informesd polibon.

M — Fght? Bo ihe dynamics ol palitiza in

1he wideal sense, coma down, b ibo ard, fothe
quealion of power. And most politicians wha
whsrvr up | varsed ke Ehis krow that the
domsn't ke in ihase venuss. The people hehs are
going iovels lor tham. Thons pacple wil, i
loasl. conalder voting for thorm. Polilkcons am
QELNSDIE MANEY cpporunis crosiures. The
peopis who B At going te vole fod tham ana
not presand here. So they don't hanes Lo per-
wriathp fhegem, Thary hane 10 placats fham Thay
have 10 show thal they pre docend. inendly, and
alsa @ bit funey: "0une a crary girl” That king
ol g, Thay hava fo..,

* WAV = Infogrity. They have Lo shsew & lof of
infagrity.




N = Wes! imiegety! That is..
Y = inbegrity is very impanant.

Wi — Evaryonn can mlarprel 1Pl an it g
woy. Tha aclual shifing ol positicna takes
ploco sither behind Ciaied daam whan ihn
sipha made af fhesr chet decidon “We &is goimg
o do things diff=rantlynow...~

X — Reght

NiH = __or whan bouion de Hond® comes up
witih @ pia of apinfon palle and...,

CH = Anad @i | e baing nave in iRinkng
rhat precisaiy no¥nciaer. wha, by the woy, jusi
Ik adtinze, fve 1 and i-om ihe public domain,
will Blaa in 10 coLre o b pullic avent e &
debaba..

Y — Mo, Bud you hawes ..
CH — _..nm0 & relevar..

M = | bk tPal....
CH = _.emangaT
MY — You are naive in e sensa that that
bothers you, Whilstl.. Per T dind the second 2x -
bl dusrireg 1hes Sime 16at hare in nEmething That you haes @
amal bll-rl..'nlu-mh-l-dlrlmtnl;' yoursall. Wa e nad 1hia discunsion hare

the Sehiphal Fira”. mhoud... ¥You warn dracior Fire @l

e i, & the S Eue"

CE — Hmiit. mhﬁﬂlﬂ'n a .

i virry predec labse dobois Eogk .
MW — And thorn weore bwo peoplie present wiha,, fredicisbility wes in the (sot thal Verdonk had
Wail they anchanged some positsons. The issun ataind that simlf i tha detesisam esdiths Bad
the wan._. | bellews that Yerdonk® had said aac ed L athars were saying:
il o wLafl had ] ['E] while mciualy disd 8 you o0
pacpe had Badn prinmn, hadly speak of sdequnbs pciion™ &
So twa polilisinns ahow uwp nd 1he ons says:  The convamalian didm™ ga bayond thad. Bui ihat
“¥ou have 1o beck your slafl.” And the ciher  did lead 1o, let's say, from bollom up... Saihere |

ars By “You can't say thal” Lvividly rameim-  wed o, And then you ] ara

Erry oeiir PFrusiralion. heve, Sao 1hot s something doog
ArisE. WO ER S &R your BUCCEnE

CHE = Hmm. 1hnt weay. 1oo.

MY — hnd subsegquantly you organidad o, G = Wen, And..,

The classical §it-in. Teach-in. Here.

MSH — Yo, but then things happen outsde.
CK~— Yo wmr—mﬂ:‘m..

MY = Well, yoah, it can, of couwrse, work (Rat way, CK — Yes.
i chaen, winal colnts i Bl oo crasis bn B

1A rOre, oF il leakl within (he ergarGastion, : ———— ]

& wEmse af: “Hoy, we dosoa 1hal we maynol e
emplaying the right pecpln. Maybe we could

dm-plﬂhphmnﬂuhm-lbmmE"

b




CH = Vea.

b — Bt tho notion thal politscians, of sl
paaphe, will shif| thair goeiisans in the course ol
a dabols. 1hnt is. .. Thatiseema unlikely to me.

1 Srimary1n the arta A s mmpaet

L] are.

mﬁﬂu Menrno wio “mm
mm Hm:l dimg e
penit Ay meee and enolhor Mearna who
predamenanily does poitics but who soym

“A dobatn B most of allthoatre,” And Fm st

6 1ha only one who sl bebeveas thal o debale
con seiualy make 8 chongo b ihe worid.

ol — Mg, o bkt For . It Lo bl © i, Menmg

P & gondud axnemple ecrier, You con aciually

awt inmption bul you shouldn't expect

it from poopie ot it momanl. it i, of

Ednarnen, i redibly llusrative thal . Right? So

thaiil Schiphal fice. To reilisd Fow.,. How siRong

tha cpricism s, At ahnn you sec thal, it works et —
@ pcatmiyat fee. MH = Porhapa the debain ks o cataiyst. Butin
St Sow nlint it ol e T

M = &l hepen somsthéng will happon. Sod'a

thim g, [Ran be B whslher somesne’s Iy
pood o .

CH=Yes

A = Witainas yons CEn OF CAN'L bnusl poopha.
Whaithmr pou hives the foelng that... That

Ry wrn paralial wiih ibsir story. In oifee woeds,
wihed ir youl ling chess mhory plousible.

CH = Yo
The debaie
MH — Or wipIfar 1saic BIcey fof] 8OAIBEO8 FOU.  ppeves m & Wiy 10 enroae ond acliveio offer

peopda ar tha T L

MY = Yenh, well, you cen actizally dispel things R
llwa, . What you sos heve, lor axample, whan
e audisnce sl uj- - Thare & 58 peopia
wilh o hoalify distruel 3 parties koo 1he 5P,
{oi gxmitipgds. Of 18 VD', Like: "W eil, s simaly
daon't beliesws k. Thay may afaie Lhe slas-
m‘:&-ﬁwuvﬂ!mlmwg

I"s o emdare] (ha 5P ar ik VWD
YV peopie carrirsg hers Wai... You
don't sccepd i from the CEA®, Sa, you show up
it Wil BosTel peoin you conciuce thal
somebody is actuaily huastwortby. Weil, 1fen
naihing does hagpen in e roam. Boc muse
A'B usiinlly POt orly yoor own emotion its
nr emsabion ol many olhore. 'Well, arsd 1hag's tha
nics thing sbout s debeis wilhout & fourth

il 5 10 s ak; ¥ rebaundy anto the table and _ 4



1 you got a reaily geod debate. CK — 55 whal you are soyirg is that_ Beenuse
vy thurisan minulse Ar amoul up. \henk god

CK - You are beth helping me out naw. Fully 0wt So whal you are saying in, that il you have

of character, | scught @ clnah for a momans, apolticol debnte on singe, then ihe podical

Wiery palilely, rermtheiesns. bocause thai's shal Hﬂmm“m“nqﬂmml

IFrn Bie. Buil winad you... Tha geoint thal yos e itsalf moy crorge something sbaw

bolh makeg & 1Mt although the spoenkon may 9 eubjeci ?

e S T St el o e

iaicing shosit, itsei can noend Gt & BV = Umen,

changa in madicn. And It | ligured s (et much ) .

in (hingenmirutes, than that's nol bad ot sil

Y = Lot's cansiude thatl then. Chim.

CH — ¥ou may oo siel nurber (we, Marna B — Tweboe minutes, IThy-rene Reconis.

— o Manmo, Ti's pols um,
MV — Let's g6t going then. This slotis o b mon MY — How did you st meanars the seconds?
atroud thea af madnraticn, How Umm. Thank you very misch. | would like to
@5 DU el o you da T And  address o fow toehres ol innues. The loc

I wenst winh Cheis lumpedd. He R el back iof madarntion. And Md ke 10 8180 ol

3 11 o< ausn he wins leading the comvermation  Chrin, Botauss you hodto be a bit mane quiet
fewd morwy. And in the preparatery maating Fe marlior, 5o now Fou may speak eul. And ypou
maniened thal whal puzzies hm B2 “Whal la de came up with the examrole ol What da
with *iL. Ha._ | oiten lnad dabales i o will tormiinology el F aupdi-
1F#t.. . ¥ ou alten bead debates inwhech mamy ence doesn't knerw Sul o uned nryway 7 Do you
iechnical lerme ar uGed. The Sudisnce oo ' indarrupt tham? Or do ey bel i pass and,,,

uel those mmedislely. Aro you going fo expluin  And do you 8189 engoy mech mamends? L iRink
ihanm # Are youw, svery Snse such a e s that's whal you naid bl

drefpoad, poing to sddress 1ho pudienco and =
iruripinbe T Qr g you iot nomebedy speak for

hirrselry

CK — You. Lmm. Pretorabsy, if somobody can  CX = Well, look_ | icwe itwhen people can tak. —
tals hig ww“#lhnlmm‘ﬁ wirll about their trade, Deear'y mamer

T Prar) Al e Feprecielyss  which rade thalTE. You ke that, don't you?
pasaible and ihus = ne lechaical @ iwvminglogy That | enjoy that?

af poaniblg, Even il | den't kngw bl Ehe igam

EyaE, MH — e wa gediing io tae nubbar Bard again®
BV = Bunl wiliy o jons da than? WY — 1 Ehinke ‘e P booking Torwned b tha
ilasian,

CR = Bocaugd L B ik this Gomsplsdy (e

m{ﬂrﬂ.mhwml?ﬂj-ﬁnn‘lﬂmm CK =Wl

deRiLrD Rime And | mvyasll, im Sny C B, SN0y

hanring a prapes (loeal, 1o give you s random MY = raaly Taund that very beautiful. With 1he

xR, cuttings and... | slready know what's coming, of
EOUrSR.

CK = 5o If pacple can talk woll aboul their bode,
| thiask (Pe v shouid bt themn do thad in chass
ewn terminalogy. Evn if thevs e aeg tocFnical
T 1hat Dl BUTinmG S, o you yowanl, don't
underatand, You hivie to et pecpie fesl they e
in o mafo orod, using (Beir owrm v abiilny,
Yiou maes, | lof & palol 168 sbaud Min profession,
o pxaemple, har... | Roppen 19 be scsed of
. Farm cormpdeiely blind ta anything ta liing. Sa | hewe ne adfnity weth piots. Bul d 1 let
do with natune, So that is nelmy teritony. B piled 188 abowl his profeasion and ho iolle
| anjoy Usiening 1o & proaser flodet who can bt that whole dashboard 1ull of Buitone

0



e Wi a
wWiER bbb $2wE 358 whes e horvesis, etceie.
Fighd doewrn 14 tha Fubtins ihad he EEGs

o b lhe licweers £ ha nelle them.

in o - —
Ha tells wiwzh hubian ba jouchan las wiich

atmappherg condiion =d which computer
shaws him bow Far 8 10 his desilratan IF hes

| erjoy it when samebody speaks without being  does ail that in very technical lermrs, up 1a ke

cemlnittigd @nd wilh 1ha WEE ErEgEl S g pRnna-
Elon. And wivon he doosn'l bave o make 1Ringa
ganler (han they are tohm and e edes.

1y if with @ rubiber band ard handing it (o the
lasdy 1hat he 1o, | Ehimk (1"

S ahal lu whad | progosed wis khautd 4o fonighl beautilul 1o Raar that. A5d you abauldn’t

ioo. We nre Lalking about o ode that we,

it ned many olher people. share. Bul we
should gpgak ab=aul N in 88 lechmeal 5 way 58
poandin

Inlerimrs with Ehat.

wilh {Fupe

MV — 5a7 | was Nl BalLSipalng trge 1echnical MY — Yes, | was hoping Ihat you'd jusl £ome up
thres pochnical layms.

tormw?

CH =W, Mo, Tha w iy 1hat we spaak now,
in..: e re ned weing wodde [hal Holady ko,
Bui we are spenking about & trade.

BT — You thel's whad | waried Lo gal a1,

CK — . Akal very faw poopin procboe.

MY = Beoairse avam im B weiy oo poriray &
Rarisl, youra using law technicad ke,

Bust sl you'd cafl fhal jargen? So that s wia
iU undersiand jamgonia be?

K —Technical langrisge.

WY — Lot peopie use thedr own bechnical
larypaage 10...

CK-— Yed

BTV = _ ssliiin dFr gwn tenitcny,,.

CH = Yesu.

MY = _ pxplaay {Femisdagg,

K —Yan

MY = Manra?

BH — Well, peah.. The axampls s yours but o

CH — Wl wharl | actually meant was, Ehal 1ho
Wiy wo are now tking sbeut our profesaion
purnsloes.... Thil San be done i fechnical
{admmi. Wo talkod abowt Thad dn advanes. g
w can conduch our CorvaraalRan he besl
whith wa arir condident H speaking about o
pralession in owur owm words.

Wy — Dsit wa'ra not using 1hows lechnicl isrma
PO, SiTE WD T

CK —No. Mo, that's right. Bui tham somebody
Stiriu ol) sbout pobiics,

MY — Manna, you warn sSout fa make o Enk

handng It t5 you 82y con haad thers yourssil batwoon tha statement “Who do you support 7"

tntor on. The quastier... Manno came up wilh
e guesiion: “in b meoting, do yeu lan on

1%ie BlRGTeal persanality or on tha persan with
ine strongest claim? De on the weakes parson?
in e 10 support b ?" That wae your ques:
tan, My appraach would be mwch cmidar. In tha
[ﬂd,lb.ﬂflﬂiﬂil'llhlﬂlﬂllﬂmum.
suupect people came lor. And vk, oyvenbusiy

| lead overything back to thet. &nd ultimately,
rm nod skeresied in wiginer peaple ore shown
to b pelvariage, The fact thad pou

1agathes
_mgemmﬂmmm.mm_;

and jargon

MH = Wall, thave wos a... Look. .. Thare witd &
rathey, . | @ven MAns o igiher mlenesng
cannecting sbep. And Cheis complimanted me
afi thad 56 I'm gosng to da it again

MY = Right. Aboul 1he...
ik — It wan abowt.., You can, indeed, adford 10

lervens whan peopls om boing techresnl
Becaons nins tmes out of ban, as iong o8 you're




&4 ara's affice, @ power quesban, ighl? Theae
sdmpily 18 0 qusEtien Thare's.

l'r_'i-!m--m.mmmmmnr-mh
widh podilcisns ef Wik &lvil Bevanis. Terme
guch e paciicn feanty-ihros of tha conptily-
Lo’ or 'sec AEwTin Efuton’ will
b sl Thaiid sy jusd e ag I ey
muidt grsim whig, by chancs, aspens nal Lo B
canrging tha corsn iyt bon with ki

Ealking with poSticians, youll lind that they T get ™~

info their wbary botier hecouss they feal
wm FOU Dsk 1M Lo gaplain what

CH = A whiat hing of Ischnigue did you use lor
thad, sgain?

—_—

MH = Yen. Ko, | neves knaw Mass things mysell. MH— Wail Just ay wilh the complimant... That

S | fmred A akenply ngrmapt the sentence ond
way: “Uwnrd you bo explain wha 1hat s fara

momant. And oftersards. | wanl you fo comimie

#EAC Ay whre you ledl ol Smil tha soeTal
pmpie'llﬁ I%iw. mre sk iled Im et too,

MY = S0 thal meana that you 1ace poople oway
frgm iheir 2one,

CX = That's apreity gaod methad, try ihe wery.
MY — Bveery beoem ihair cemfortablo rome.

. MiH — But...

MY — Hiodd on.

MH — Mo, g, M.

MY — Chrin thinkn il's quete & gesd msthod.

W = HWodd on. Stop, stop. Foonflmm iheen kn ibalr
codnleriable 2oane.
CH = Yo

MH = | #héohtly don't take af IE,
fcordims tha iRy are o I Erachk. Thai
Iy Are anto an unba imeranting
uﬂu-:t.uﬂlihlrr-plm.umwum
eiinr further. A, you will s iham groe

ms scon a8 ihey ore allowed 1o start ol abpat
weac e twaely-thrma, - ]
Thay becomm =]
wlign pou just mess gl §o theern “This is indee-
enLing, bul you have t2 expiain I8, Nine limes
o el 1#n, yesi can aliond 10 be Fairly unsuistie.

twanny-throw, or something?

Itoik obout... Right? Yau are talong about
& doshboard: “What is a dashbeard? And after

thant you jusl gantimue where youw laft cif.”
CK ~ And that's also possitlo with sec

L —

MH — Ard 0 you can... Righl T Section twenly-
YOu Coet have tha! expisined (e yey

#nd through that, you can et —

mf-ﬁﬂlﬂ'tﬂlﬂ'ln h m. hmmu.

o Hmmmmlh,'nnqqhm

attocked bul H'l.l'|.1lﬂ-_|-'|-|--hﬂ-|..

R e T

MY — Bt pou're taiing them cut of their
coméortabile rone, mciusily.

BiH = Mo. Mo, Yai don' iake tham aul o (i
comiortabhe zomg, "'




CR —Thal's & Meld 162 lgud.

B — You ' de tham wreng
CK = Mo Begauss youcould siso say J den't  CK — You con also say " don'l get i, Ox
I, Than your Budlencs i wih you. I dor't understant o
-nd-m mﬁulmm’iﬂl‘" Sessls on pour Jis ﬂ&mmﬁ-_"
: Fhul you're  samecna thal way. You cut somacne down. .

MH = Yeéu, bul | iry nod 1o do that As | just said =) |
MV — Bui Chein, pou do hase your nkrown sar do thal " | hawve alwoys tried not 10 do that,
torriories. Ard you descand fo fho leen | of your
AL iEEne S, MV = S will youd, from now on, ted that peat: I
= “Hite, 1hat doafboned. And whial s thass

mabens, ogain™ Will iha be o hew Iechrague

lar jpomrmoe?
CKE = Again ihero & o dilforence here botweon, CK = Mo, Bacause with § poinicasn A would be
iot's may, fhe cnil garvant and the florist. The  functional Whersas somebody W & plal, wha
Moimt imn't Thare to delond or afack someining  fen't used bo apasiing inpublic and who should H
of ha make coaliions. You want to ol himepeok also Rt be expecied to bo abis 1o do thai mor
akbicut fl trads, A ha probabiy iBnct e trained B bkl accountable hor ihat, should be ledt with
mpnnbnr, st And ypou cand pidge whathed  hin own sake vocabulary Yow nbouldd 1ake him
o9 fat b & good spaaked in public. 5o you 61 owl o his ewn language oo kitls as poseiie.
héem wpeak = fis oo inmillae innuLnGs. r

MY — But It eonld vary wall be. .. For example, he

“And | atea have somo beaytilul gerars:
i=mE. "~ And ihon pow say “Those ane shatiy e
Mowom.” Righ!'? Thai mighi make Lhe guy even
more envifnmiesic

CH — Yo i may. But that lg, iIndeod, a gambie
e eauss magie they ammn'L Eoweds poid, o
kriew wihat | rean?

BH = T mon recognises in Chrs...

CE = 'y nicy B 0A.

WM = The guy &nows from s ben kilemebor
dintmnce that Cheis can't tell & gemnium frema

CENary. o
W — Lirnm. I'd Blaa fo ged Back 1o thad quesiion: Gy - thmllhiwmlhll'ﬂnh
“Who do you support in convensation ™™ Fou suppon ™ stalemant?

iCKE — Yai WH = Ol

MYV — Because | lind ihal anomsponiont ssue. MV = OF wil Ihgrs 55ne Bhing you wanbed to
marrtian abonl 18 Audisnss?
C¥ — Explam 1 10 us?
MEH = Ha. Wall, ed, lopd.., Wiy d@an™) youclorily
MV — Ll e jusi e plam L Lm, Ehis iadement for ua Tl opened it ug lor you

Bul..
MM — Daherenso we'll gol too techmical.

- MV — Waall, wivy Bon'l you 90 ahwad? Mlaoss |
M yous £, o 1l woed by word? ‘

M — Na, By naw ['m inawsh o stots of soll- J

raflpciinnihag L,

12



MV = Im & debate, you offen nobce hat_ Say, MV = With (e “wha do you suppor’ statomen:

HHI!MLI-H*‘HHHEHEMTHPIH in o detiate, | moan thal you olien have &

'rrln-l-l-hh'lh.-llirr'pll Theers Grognk ik s lrI.l-hu.lﬂd‘l.:lt-u-r.-rrlep I, e |:|:|1ui|.-|ﬂ|
: !.'!TH'I.'I.._ sanyer- arder Da Balia® than the JdA® and

mmmmnm1mmm CK — & big diaadvarags,
can gtart linendng a Bit en the Green parsan and e

1he Laticur porsce, i craar 10 give the CHissIEN MV — & big dinndv A what | moan
anaven harder limme. You can alss wyilFu U B Support the weakar

-ﬁMlhﬁﬁﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬁwﬂm party 7", 18 that you dar 1ake sides wih the

t anewers froenhim, silence  Greens and iha i arcler fo Pnduh
freem oiber parties and abhes peeple presenl. 1t s ik COA bui §
mway, tnll 1he audience ROt 10 RELack the r-i-IiI:HLI'I 10, ‘h
Chiintian Domedral Whad do yena deirsk alai & .= 10 Croate o hatance, Thpt's
ATy witell | md&am with thal sbriemmeni.
MH — 'Wall, poui.. 1 thirk ifal &8 hdce 18 ba mocs
BECiLmalE.
CH = Evor more eccuEslo®

WM = I'm borrowing Chvis's lemincsogy mghi H — Look. nccerding te ma.. Chis an

e in ST T TEaTore TR TS aupponiecs® right =

_"!lﬂl Pren righi' ¥

lesrnimsobogy b yosm &t loesl, | lmormeed it from r'rn.ll.l:ll:pl:llh:l'—.'ll;l,lllnﬂhbt

Fou That 1§ somathing dillangm irom protecting ﬁlﬂdrnmlhymlnr W iheli i, 1 i R

e peson who, at thai moment, cleariy hos grided by who s wenke and who s §

the weakes) positan. O bam aflaing epece to o all, But, yeah, you stan off with a._ v i5e end,

1FiE person who anlers ihe debais wilh an you wtarl odl wilh your osn brsel. ¥ou Rave,

bl fude ke “I'm gEhinglo win this cormmrsation  Belually, ape a procoding evoning or shiere-

pocmiss | hawe the Diggest omount ol money or noen struggling withe “Whot do | wami i

i haye the Bespeont rerrded G supportors or M BEhlewe T Thot's whal | ender 1ha foocen weilk:
gkt~ Fisgha? Tre populisl setiment,  “What do | want to scheve T And in the end

L ™ im-hﬂfﬂﬁh“h%nﬂhhh“‘ﬂhﬂwﬁmﬂmm

LT Whikhis i s campliah thal with good grace
o hisd grace. And if sorebody dossn. Il
WY = Wed, yaah, 1ha cre with the Biggee RCEmEh oy feprEekers e woaker parly and...
manah, ight? Or the ene wha naturally has the  'Well it may vory weil be hat | ignore him,
Mant praponderansa.

. Wi — ‘fenby wsll ook, D wiild fever be abie

b vl e B Slash - el peming ArEWed DAL Sia

ko ot biogrhdeiog oot gl PR e
ary s

RPN anwing | \gness ey

M- — Sty becaune | Tingd |hem armioyang.
Bz fusn paopin wha manifasl hoameohag an
Frish i Ena. - ' jusl mod o lar g, The ..

EK — Bud ikat |8, irdesd, orse of the moss
difficish inings, Yes.

MH = S0 thal makos nie...

CK — Yo,




it — Thave's no athes. . [ can't ghve you any
ather motivation, enoepl thet | think: “Whot o
By O “Weund e biich™

CE = But jusi o menicie. .

N = Then T'm done with it

CH — Thal s & marvelicas phanamenon. CH — Bt that's oul ol e guedticn, ighi?
|mnmmmﬂ Barl mt that mmn_-hh!muﬂlﬂm

'] I'I"E'I.-I:Il:l.ﬂ:ql..ll ke dEhnis (oben, _"'":l_'
ﬂ'll:ll.l-h:lhE wous Lotk with

m_ “'I H 1“."— _

::ir:—l'lhl-“ EiE PO n'nmrrlhl-l'ldl

H = M B thinre e
C K = ¥oai will hevo bo tallk with e

MH — Sire, bul thede's b2, | e, of couwrse WY — Saurn, | smawane ol 1had. Bat thal's the
i make on eliort 10 overcome Lhal bl Eleim's wary fhemps e, gk Y Semetimes Tmjust
Fie, S0 L etart with,., Bul | do that on pupose.  garuinety ananayed, Ancdibsen (8 Taidy diflieal
By no means do | start ol with & notion Bke: g i fend i didficul? 1o avedd that. And | don't
“¥ou have 10 pick out e one wha in s way mind that vary much, oitker, bocsuss...
ﬂ-nu_lll

K1Y = Birl do you make thal samo bend sgasn 7
s T T oI Budioncs 40
inking froem

ihe audiences will find ham arnoying an weil 5o

1wl pramnry] NI S EvEn MO APNORng. Ignom
b Desqualily bam™

it — vz, fua, e Bul Bher i o differano.
lecause pou could alee 31ar Le Bully Someone

wha 18 ANy | don't do thot. P not up Bu1
s el Eunm:._nwmuuhu-t I iend to Ehini that s o leas coincide with
I norminlly Codncich weil FriGeE ns i#nd

o igas. o (1L Bt ol iha audience will praty
lu.?wmubllhhm,hw mame Fing, dnd so.. You, thal will hinder
Epiran. [ da SCiuaily s or haxa, thal  thal person.

tha prErman inat | pErceiss B oggravating...

MY = Aciuslly s nggrasatag.
MH — | havws & bir of anﬁ_ You

MiH — &1 that memanl, thal's in ohisstive fact  Thero is & populial & L, e far o Fm
comcarmad. Y.

Y = You somawhol resenbie a populist.

EK = Eut you, Menno, ang & lunng kind of
programmes gad moosnon, Because you are
lroam o penenation wivam il s aliowed Lo

% BN Fowr me and Marnao, iIndeed, 12 ween't
ool

Bl = At iyt wEE L IL ne ety ™ busi one
peCoid,

CH = mm vary much 9 lavosir ol it os weell. But

v E comss ia Ehal lnar, Bodmmiga, .,




b — Becmsta thal ia My subject, ignm a¥

e

CK = Umm.
K = Sorry sboul Ehal.

CH — You faka giedd plaaBisEs in YRl ﬂl-?ﬂm“lwwﬁﬂmu
m.ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂq.. ly hare. it his sudience the Iimink. Wha i
mabkes o kot of senae ikl poigle P are, makes things bes 1hnge.

im tncL for tha Pydi nnd Gooonlinks ard nai Bec s, whan you ars hans i Os Enlie and
For 1he CID&. In my apivicn, you lesndiobo abs  phere pre Pvdi ard Groorilinka peaple en
Iriimlirg iowaedn That sisdience @nd fo Coep atags, yosi... Than you achially {ske sides with

e s e —-

up nicely o the Chissikan DafaCral. the Crwiation Domocats. You allack 1ha s
people thad yaiz autience expects yol i
MY = Well... tavaur al,

CK — Thaie's an idod usdarying thnl,
I — Blice, U w @y i ou LEK S DviF 1B CONAEMRD- Iul'i' = Yeu. Wail, no. Beosuss | simply bellave

tioe. Umne Bul | consiter poaple... | names San exis. The COA
ml:nﬁ?ﬂl&hl :I.!-H;m-'nll:hu' [l T

= W \ATRk TRt youU SR anddebalis ke this one. hﬁﬁ
Riafidrig ot b birved o the CIDA of the WD, axigls in the room is nak the polority between

There in, of course, atwaye on idealogy behind  clover and ignorant. And wbal you 88, 8 limes.
that. A proedison of ihowgiht, There arg -.ﬁz‘ﬁ?‘ i thal Ihe putience atarts 1hinking: " agron
mosre debasing e et 1hed. wilh Fim becossm s s the ey poani of
tendancy hore 1o In any conversation, really. . view,” Wall,| ofien resit that Thought Tha I
You hayw, af Sowras, i fendenty 10 Loy ien't vory Butch I Ehe cown (I LY Tt
m'“wﬂm'm'f"ﬂh::"h %.Hhmhm
ariul o te clady 1had, B GBI e with Dhe widw poing fhad s mina1
Tecouss thot's hordly aver {he cose. in the -l —

Megihorionds, we don'l wve o pohbicel culiprg
a8 mieh We're not thal used Le l-lrmr“'r'm

Fivee g 1Kt in1o woros J;m

¥ amn wrong.” Samphing

1o curmifies (hal sunriendu

MH = | g find 3oma viewpoints reoliy very MH — Well... There aciually are increditly many i

e e bt e
e, you My, in the end, i

WY — Yoo | reallas 1ha) m demsacratic duiy. Or you e, _ b 1246w,y |

e At of the process. Ard 1he whobe asaump-
M = M, Bauk, . Bud mimply anmcyngty ignomnt, WﬂuiﬁlmhmmWnuch.
pfec. Take the enies phenomenan nom, |ha | find that 86 aggraating. | aye na imlanbon to
OuF Coiniry i supposed ba e an tha &l i angoge with ihat. Mo way. | dor’t come onia thea
n'lill.hﬂl.n'-nllhﬂrlqﬂnjw [ #lage wiih thai. | thénk it's objoctionabses i
mlh‘rﬂﬂﬂmlmihﬂ-h...\'w ]mﬂJTblﬂmm‘llu‘l'huMIﬂm
b £ .. Ml § dpmoCracy -lnying modernios or 'mﬂl“.lmm,g
corvarsaiion partner, you smply an, in my alreody enough ignarant standpainis.
mpirsan, sbliped 10 act againel thad. Umm.
= — NV < i,

Rl L F T

S = Thénd wns o snper in ihat,

CK— Yes.

MY — Yes.

ﬂ; Bui you'd swihae nal ropoad ihat, would

S



W T vathor ot reyent ThaL. Bul, Indeed the

Eofe of il Wil .

CH = The funmy thing i that | 580 8 quetion
beiziié i iy iles Thal sse harnen't deall with yet,
And since wa're gaing way 1o ast snyway and
wiill nerves b mble §o il our Tory=llve ménutee.,

MV = Won't wo'?

CE — i wouwld ke 10 bring it up for a moment:
“Which nen-verbal gualities shoild o moderator

W — Yiaia v bo ba able 10 bo very mach
predenl, You cam be masihin a1 any mamens,

Lk =Thi agponie, actisally | woud nay.

MH — Vaia have 19 be visibly veale. Even yoor
Inyinibity hom be B phypitcally percoptible.

MY = R, Wl riw burdessdomd vibers | gat
ibgas enears trom. Becouss ihis way,..

WH = Na, mal Also your modesty has is be
entremely inmodast. ¥ou hawe fo maks
yesursnif o in o complelaly braat way,
You have 1o make i cisar thal you...

CK = And 5o youl e b B9 1hit !
physicaiy, e

MH — Yes.
CE ~Wo arn talkirg aboul ron-vaitial qualithes,

MH — You. So oo huorees (0., Tha I8, yiu Rave
o practice thal, 1o nsale your inssibiliy visble
ia the audience,

MY = ¥oah, yaoh, yoah,

MH = Tht poacple cansaen 1hat you don't want
12 b pradsnd. O 0 lact wesry prosont. But thatis
e eanencs af 1.

O = amna, non-werbal gualitios?

P = | weoaid mavy, Firen o nil, than youe ave 1o
wialch, watch, watch and thai's sles ihe
smartast thang, | think, You Rave towoich the
asidienca.

CH — Yas.

MY — You hove to know whether thers are ary
gquestions, You muat hrve soen, especinlly

H yira dan’t expect your audisne s toe.. Becoania
muglianeds ane prafEy leme and Rof seey Brei

lali ihene doyn...




IOV = ettty v s el bl s | e [T
1o move E TAIGE people and thn people.

Fou tall v besit,,. You make a distincilon
motween jarge modernicm snd phin medesniom

« I ihe murlaphonoal senoe. by tho Wy

EX = This sutfiance cartaindy,

MV = Antif you don'texpect.... I you don’t give
them ke oppesiunily to respond ol ance, jou
have 1o make sure 1hol you've Been watching
fat where the ditfecultions sre and who wos
nodding. That's nededbdy @ifcult. Tome, ikt
BEATH... | wiuld put Bt on fop ol my e, You?

CH = Yoa | tend bo uit ot the heasd of e tabie,
bocauss fram there you can kesp an 5o on
wrisfyaiia @l tho Eoble srdl in tha Audisnco of the
::ril:i'- Becauss you have Lo koen o
oye an whalher someibing's
¥ou lead o conversaibem, i 1hat you dont think
1hal much about your postune. B seeme 10 me
IncreaRly et oo conptemt e
you're wi
8 manlally but you Porpst ycur poeture. | thank
that you should.., That you sheukin'®... You
EhCukin el 8 liatlessly or than kind al thing,
lﬂmminﬂrﬂ.ﬂ-aamm
miiorian prd concenirnticn. Ao in1Mods
momants, whers you ore last in hooghl

MV — Yes, Very nice thai you make such a
ipersonal siory eut of it, Umem. Bul my answer g
1he vory opposie. Namely, | simply have &
wirviawchar

tthe
chance ... | &m, for s mmpis, the Hlud-i;ll
pEreE 1at Fas to o it Besiunail a dectom
becouse gihersise | am asling my pen pit
i Qirmem. Sa | amy aciually, semetiody who has
to conskder that very much in advancea,
Becouse | in my naters 1o 0 a litte when
| mit. Ared (i | somse that | haye found that
perlect iangie. . That's @ professicnal 1esm
T Vour shoulder, powr aod... | believe thad
| hove the
hink: “Oh. Right" And belans pou know i, Fou
apend the anlre gvening. . But | ondy hans fws
miryten left Cheis!

CK = Yeu. Exncily.
MY =S
CH — Dack bo wbers we acsns,

MV = | weouild Bos 1o move to the_ Led's god
HimmmﬁmmMM
thin personality. in ihe mataphorical senge,

MH — find this is where | inks owves, Hha T Shath
| panl brigige [hin, thaen?

MY = Yeu Chrin could snly just maniicn ihat
b M [b vory remarkedis that o you only have




e

CE—That's a_ That Is an odd move, Mernio

= iy EwWo menines left
‘I'H.Ilnl'ﬁ':ﬂ W R R et 80 1 wignadd “nmmw
Hmtﬁ'%i%ﬁjﬂnﬁhhr people.” That was & Awoini serience,

dan't gaf thai
MY — Koy 1Rint coean'l minke S6id,

B — This modernbor will guiatly Il 19w otlber
Ewo flammssr a8 olFer, Umm, | will use

thes Aeticn and | will sbso Thuidly mowe o my
oW

MY — If you'e copabis of 117 Surs. Doasn’| aasm

Wi — [ hasppeen to be very copagin of 1hot, Umsm
Fram my own obaetvalons i seems thad ihere
wr# iwe bypid ol peophe that load pubiic meni-
ings. Thanincal charastors. Charagtars wilh
thr owm Chonenia. And pecple who are pood
it miphing gthevs ghing. &nd wha thameeines,
mciumsily, only nave neihicns

thes pihasa. Fagha T =iF ptha abhees ahine, | am
happy.” Thoae peopls arn, in the end, sirec lor
rather than sciers, b oig il =
m-.lmmuﬁiﬁ im
peesonalites’ and targe perkonalition’ Large
pedsonalilnes anp poople with datinctive
characieraton. They don aeed Lo make Lea
rmuch ol om effort b be visibie, Prohably, they're

whi-sln Ao Bod aumn jou see 1har miEs
ol ¥ou know thaem irom the msds o yo

Wnow e From o2 et C Fppeorances, And
ieay sarry.., Thay Rove pomsa king af an
tup abhews, thay 're o allosed B al L
dind s lovely Tor oifer 1] =TT ]

e @1l i The muern of "HH
puiahen 1hn meeling up s G Ml kar a
lrecad | once withesiesd anurhelevadly
Earing comseraslion belwnes

WD FTLPAILEn [BFL LAl yea (T Nart LATRING,
mhoi Large snd thin andl.. ' Well sdaieer.

CK = Oh Right.

m‘m'i'wlll.lm...hmm| -
el cerspencence (uaa hess e
¥ FEdlly AnpreEEs
what lmﬂhmmlhmm:mng
il Wall, '8 1o da with why | esaniunlly don't de
Mt myself snymaore. It s, lpt's soy, Lhe thig
raascn why I're lapped doing (fis, There are
ipproximniely {wa ways ol daing Ehis 1ypea
od thing. | wolid say. You have people with a
pevEriul aurp thm ather peogis are allowsd
wlmuﬂlmm
lmm_.ﬂ ‘Tﬁll
Barireg thers. That is the moderalor W:IT_H#.
hir himmoell is o, Preopily, oins $imes o of
iz, his i a pesganinlity. O known on such
mnd in way or anather nbila 1o moks
athers That's what | hawe caltied the arge
<18 enn aliord guite @ fod. Wisd
ia pomn vary chrver Quisiions o
wery wenll-limed [ G, Wha i
vatiat b ks, OFen, that in very plensant to wsich.
Lol 11 prst copy thal exomple, Becsuse
octunily, thal s THAT semply wisk & bonutiul
oEpmpEhs, ThHers wal & mesbng bare m De Ealie

= ani about the social secusity system. This haldng

whon | menton hes name, you re hallwoy anleer i kept going by detiates aboul social secusit
niready = mad ni”, Fighvt, Chris is 1881 Na mintake aboul it Enmduhltlilmy-
8] W g BoTial BECUnTy Rawd BEdn rgahised here. you

IE wnm Ei

§ Argund ihn acciad secur i, Do
Bail&Ts mors or loas Balll m#rﬁ] Akt ihe
EoEiad Bagunitly spslene Bul that meeding was
Iandaetict I cnly for the fact, sl Rettenbery
wan damned i e wesd i il down, Even Ihough

hes wnn @Apheitfy seyuesiod, seversl umes, be
i w0 by 1he 1wo other parllcspanis, But e

wosn't up For thal He paced hach and lorth wdif PR Al o ilare

thint type &l fedvcusrmes. . i's probabily ot
rail. Maybee i im real, who kacwa, Bt it's hord 1o
affect it Arnd &1 soie poinl he managed. ..

tr that irvbulisvably sopoeific convaraalion he
peadithened hemael divecily Baking Ad Mabcort.
W vl Bbng complately skimped in hin
R, And Melioart dednt know shese Fek
weam mnd ha wan._ Right? You eoild ses...

manily den't wisnt 1o kaow.
CK —Funs around the social secwsity syatem,

MM — Fuss arcund s
M s an wakily 3
don'l remember & single thing about &,
Mﬂ'lﬂlﬂ“ﬂ:lﬂﬂh‘l‘ﬂll#m
olf. dnd thern
wid nlgs Hans winl® That's rl.j‘..-"'l'b:cl-l
s dillar gl L,

CK — F'm Lot anleop by now, you know?

SECufily ayutam.

i1



Fovas scared. Ard Felix was righl
pering Fem. back of hiis head
Mg’ Otkarains b 1 n A

#nyhow._. So e dédn't see & thing. 5o hés
anxlaly waa hesghiorung snd &l thad mamend...
e, Aollenberm ihere's o Mot you can sy
mgainad him bl Traly briland. . A1 1Rat
g, he sirnly pute Doih ongs on Med -

e ToTr Ha St hrscvs whvare 4o put iemaad
¥ais ) g welvird 1o pia) imaeil,

He wos gonsl | car'trenember o single weed ol

theal moating, bul that, . And il ‘s what | call a
Tago personaily . That is lantastic.

WYY — Hul pleane go Dock 1o 1he disfincbon
bembwaen 1haaler ard... And Chis’s BenaT Tha
m=m o hiree achetnd somalfing alfisremrds?

M4 — Byt here they llow into each othes®
Besmuas whnd Habionbarg shawe |8 1k
wdncrabidty of @ polibcian. The man Meie
raturTi b padllament the next day arsd ho's Lot
thin gg, Thiy are perponailies made of,.. YWnot
oy S8l thad bl . Mighi? Mothang
Etichs to Hhom. In Be gnid, | pren .., AT et

o on s .
chdnt wean 1o do that ot all. He was wsliong
Erourd 6rd ha ot Ll rrereauE heng goaing. s
in ivim Anture. Bub you cam never guiie il
i 2 el il ' SE LI OF il DL ouia s e Can
ml“ltmmm.hh“m
around o biE eervously ard actuslly most of e
timas v 'wepd 8Roying behind 1he bachs of 1Fa
camrereation #nd thowse types of men
dor B thot. Thir they esn't nesa_.

BV — Thery hod esked him 1o keop atanding,
Puetrt 1ty T Thae Ol £Onwsia s lan par s

MH — Mo sy had auked hin be ait down
MY — Yeu.

MH — Yoa.

MY — Ma, just 1o elarily..

lH = Thank you vary much.

MY — A& than quesbon.

Wi — Andumm.__. You could il that they wers
bathered by, Thay werne ot henetf -
Physicay bathered by the laot thal
BN Wil mgving behind thels bockd, They ddn't
iike ihot. And especially Molken fas threatened
by ihat. And he dossnT have iri Ehia lrich
of hin head 30 ... And Ro i
. Talking, increasimgly oul of Malk-
orls lioid of vislgn, find you could sea haw
Meikevt, whe nirpady has » somowiil esgEing
phyaipUE. was sinking doepor snd depper intn
kit chair. Searching for protesiion, Aght? Poler
players sleo 8il wilh thelr bocks to the wall,
Aryway... Musin't slaborate. Urmm, And iL was
Billiar 1o sae that, at the moment than Melked
loll mont iheaabamnd, Ralbanberg, oul of
o hiete, pail Bodh hande on Maelkert's shoul-
s And hi £ringed. He woa completedy
enforted, And 1he next day, of courss, 88 that's
pone. Thi arding hismdialbsn has vanishod. B
ik thart mansend, i1 was briafly viaibie Lor the
misdienoe: L ook, ihlg i nething but o politicisn
wiih an opthiom. And look howr sany I e 1o
sompledely pdl m ofl." Becaune lar @ momeni
ho was simply lorced ta sdmil; “Yes Mo, He
fadn't pppreached eorything sil that weli snd

il b b deirewsed and shown naked and  aciusly oome siupid maniskes were moda. .~

tha paegbe i L SuE orium have Sebr = S0,

IfEiR arg very videerable ligures.” In the end. b ok A&

el BaEE B ar sEnply Boad whalaver be
thinks & necessary. Bul for o brial moment
Fou'nE booh abile bo e “Thal s Fow paltics
wporh. Thad's whai lhese Uibe men ore maca of,
You can, indeed, make a ool of them.™ Bul you

Thatin e mae. 50 he shakes that ofl,

fid al thivt e well, And thad iw the
ieme parocnalliy,

G — Fmm,
ki = Yo,

20



alen only ged 10 see something ihat n 1 ol sy A =~ Ha is capabée of thal a

Furt e for politics. Armpway, thal's
whad a torgs parsonality (s, H's vary nasd (o
inamm, | hink. Voo con practo il Bt ivs
vory hand 1o do. Lirnme. And theno are Ehan
porsanalbiies And | quet beceuse | conddered
firpiel 19 irush o thal typae and because H
lllrlhmulr-llimrru:hllmlnduwhjlm
oo sparationg i mhamare oot e
propamaing pod moks sues Thal yod
know wery well what you're tnlking nbout. Know
im0 wedl, Ehat weilf Eve peraon @ iront ol pow,
YO CaN S0l D @ conerBRLion i which {vey can
ihime and wnth which tho ouienco is salinfed,
100. 5o thal brings e nwar or leas 1o my owm..
Yo g o shot.

MV = | woukd ke Lo get to B conclugion with he
lrae abal. H podsthie.

KH = Yaa7?

Y — Theve ore lege personalilies snd thin
pareanaEtion. Bally e fins. BUA @ thin pedaonal-
iy, i Far &% you'v concesned, has (o do toa

riech haed wioile

N — N, o ihinone can only survdve tvough
too much hard work. And because | want 1o do
more things besides loading conversalions,

| diger’t da ik,

MW = Yieg.

Wik — Bull & thim one... Senpdy nomabody who
is whail ha ia, Bo Lo spaak.,,. &n anasd

Ist He Pl 1 reby on his skill and that.,.
Takes up o lol o1 timss,

Y — Himm,

$AH = And e Pal sapmg Ehalo. B's nol because
Hm.mllMlIﬂMH.ﬂ'i“"HL"
I o ctheer prioriies. IF | want (o do this o my
awn katlelasiian, [ hawe 19 it down al lemet

i davy ['or oomspating ol Br hour end o kaif, iva
hosrm. Or meonp. Just Lo raod 1Pe To ara
i Wil b G aaEnd, To des wihael Raue meal

befcre. And to mlais Lo dhem in 8 way Bl . |

don't leel ke seying ¥ o pulilic meeting: = don't

MO = Aned can youl now Eay samething sbout
iho thin pessanalily T

H-l—mtr;m mnad fhai £ -
cerns myeall & B mara, mn't oif
mL&mmmhmnm.
Ha should mokes propes presarnticns. Ma has

to devote a lull day or more. Or a doy and a half.
He has 1o e, He has o, FiRink, krcw ol b
lben, He has (o knew whal feople ane gaing 1o
say nnd 1o be sble to anticipate that, And simply
urdaratong the maboninl He oo lees allced o
o irkchn nnd make iheatie, Ha b, mdber,
nuzlhing bui s
distineticn

o vt T W the
1Fumd i -] [

MY — That was 196 fusch hard wonk Eor o,
I e 7

Rl ;ﬁﬁm ks edbor thimgm ha | ales
Wan Roughl.. | considansd mysall....
Accerding 1o my own eritenia | pet wasn'

foad encugh, Or i wed too di insg. And
IM!WI.&H.W&WF;::&:"

MY — You kinow what | lnd lascinoting? Just o
minute, Chiks, you a0 had the Chancs 16 aay
il o didn's say kat time, BMarno, pou
introduced this moncoguae with o really ee
mmm-mmumﬂujr

CH — Db RighL

MY = | bolieve | iried alew Simes) “Wall, 1his in
ittt is the final question on large = thin” But
Fou claimed: “No, this in my slge "

CK — Right. Andi subsequentty, for a thin
parsenpfity, you bold n predty lang.,,

MV — Introduction.
CK — _monologue,

MY — Exscoy. That s what we thought, We don't
wani fo... Usuaiy we leave thin for the cadé

ar the bar, Menng, Bul we sensed that you warn
hoiding a mmmmﬂrﬂlrﬂ (1]
g T LT

B =~ Yea But [ 10ok the liberiy 1o eanch yout
InFgianges and fo.. Sl b D ke s sl
thot gets acromn with he sudence wall 56
CK = Well, it most of o preven that...

A = 1 wandad to. | ted
— 0. i et tually wointed b cleary
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undersiand " Thal ombarassse ma_ | don'| warl MV = | do Hhink 1hat yéu wide Tha anfy ane
i have 1o wny: “Plenas axplain that ogair.” Thot  with » messagpe hare Ienight. | think that when

pecgla £an seo that | don't get it, You can aag il
en behalf of pousr pudisnce. of course, bul. .

MY — Sure, sure. So thail's almissl._.

CK — Lava porsonolitien can aflond 14 di thal
B = Thepy arm weviiuschabie!

CH — They can masily aflord 1o soy 1 dont
undersiand.”

M = Bochiga,, Bscause peopie are nal s

thai mierosied in coming ond sesing Moo
Hur=nkamg.

WY — Winil, yeab, a8 il lschnigue is all that
maginre. | den'l o you sey “Whe canos whal
U atars fe® 171 sl mako o scerano and I glan
it @l ot snd everything will bo all g,

X —mm,

T = S | kosp.om oye on the Eimse,..

CE = Thailin. .

pecplo loave, that the That they 1l
m.:: Hﬂﬂﬂmﬂlﬁ anvd thir...

CK = ¥ou, nd thal 8 why you laod conversa:
fiona. 5o thal pecpls go hoomis with o new dea
anifair Faedd

m_.mm.d-;l'mmlw.ﬂm{hMl
deseis of yours,

M — Lirmm, Well, you see, it brought me.... This
#tary brought me... W ¥o8 sctualiy infnnsicaly
motivated. It beought me to the guestion: “When
does o dowsn't B pubiic dobate make senss?”

MV =l undersiand .

Al — Lirreri. | Bindd 8 i D riand endwugh 1o
repaai i once sgan. Umm Look, whatbor you
Wl @OmBrhimg nsw

CH — Mo, na, You've slready st sald 1hat.

BAY — Chrin, dor’] condar up pour mduih wihen
7ou By Gcime hing kise 1Fal,

¥ — Wihathsr your wont ko bear somathing new
or some thing aendoncnam, inomry view, and thad's
Y awn absarvation, | does thilvs Batie

in canlexts whon you hawe a very lorge porsen-
mity, of when._ Let's. A debmie is mose than
theow pacpleT

CK, = Yam,
A — Plus s moderaioe?
CH = You

B = Fgivi? S0 it thwives ot b wiven ono or
I pBrpln £ WA xlensiredy Sovalng fhes ol
mnd can do that withoul the rsl ol being
infmerupied By nome kind of so-caied pmaei
puesiion, rather than in 1he type of debaies
WBrD peopds ara Talking all &0 onca andwheds
you Aithar el 16 haad ey iRmng raw bn e

e rear reach any sumprising Insdghas. Umm,
Wisll, and o on.

WY = Yan. &nd | think s sirango (hat you
irmplicaie precisely the exampss of palitical
ERcuREon in thal, Becmme | think (et a
palilscnl discusnion... | 6o agres wiih you whan
you may- “Cikog, you take hwo scsentisbe kel them
30 B E0RINS, POad & b Griaaiiong, I mbod

bra kot Eham have an henest convemation snd
than maove to the sudence.” But political dia:
cufnlons eaisl axacly by the grace ol sanllict.

2
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MY — _and | mnke nare that paople have Bhaw  And ihe reaeons babind why you would have to

say... e 0 large personality par se, why you can't just
kbog &0 oye on the time and say-"

CK — Exmcliy, Because ihat la i my opinien,  live mirutes left,” weren's cloas 19 ma.

anoinar essentnl difemnce bolsoon 1be lorge

e A A

t e has A ]

mﬁtﬂrmh—mnlwmﬁnt

winwepeaind, And id nhEogresed &8 o panicipan @

tha dobate. &nd a 1hin maderator ien's, B's alsg

ried ihe Type that tokes post in the debale ——

himaall. He is nothing but o trathic warden, X — That mokas you some kind af ralbic

e
-

MH = Tralfic warden... Woll., You do noed ghills MM — But don't get me weeng.
Yo that,

MY — Yas?
CK = Hmm. —— —
81 = I absalusely isn't.. | don't mean 1o be K = Don't pot ma wrong Look, if's siea...
dimEaraET), Thod's alee o ikl | abaphuisly @'t nsen 1o
ropudiale it IGnky ] misch e public

MY — o, pou're rot dalng il an njustice. Na, dabale Iy thealre, you need o largs parsonality
to moderate i, And when you dan™t wae it 1e

MH — That... b 1haL, pou need to approoch i very skilhaly In
Ercht 12 PBRS BOMEEREn[) OF B To o i vl

T = You're raf @SCKIng oryone. Wall, dd tha 1@koa wg @ Liie sl od 1hms, And
fhaml.

Wi = Mo, bl Ddign'L..
A — Bl then, miso seomed 10 .
CK = Mg, Buil.., - e

BAH = Frm quinie apgry 1o sian buliping youw,
Fou knowT Thod len't.. | giimi ntond {9, That MY — . Shat thin peogle....
wasn't the dmsinciion |wanbed e maks.

Peffd = Me, ..

MH — Tha nesmadivac.. | want I-I:l-”l'lll:l ol ik
MY — Bud pul pa heck ence aain to tha Horisl,  nomotive. Becouse ol 1he Roltenberg exam:
Chaia, I'm pra Py imash g Uheg Sasa righil now, pl-n_ﬂln!m v, 19 g, b Eha claswiss, The

il and gty gnd he dolfinile numbes ons in
CH = Bidl hé in P60 0erss or raw, [5e°T e ¥ ifiim type of_, Fight ¥ Becaune of tnat exasmpls,

YO Berhvn At B Rormate pudgonsent, And
W% = Yeu. Can ha... Can Chne moka just one {har's.. Mo, ifat was nol mally my abentson
TG ST 1 should have worded it differentty,

WTH— Mo, lel me do il 79 do i Look. Thare's ICK = Thir i g a5 woll ?
i Bagly qusss beors in Teoniof me, naimenly, whaetiher
150 e o SorvarsBlicn IMa] vwa're Lalklag FAH = ‘aw, v w0 leram b, thin s alac

ohoul revw is elisclive when @ canses 19 nilnanE, &4 S,
poNlical enchanges.

GHK — k.
CE —Hmm

BH — S kot me armphosiss o mors tena, that
BH = Agrually, hat guesien has aiready been | piso could hoee ueed el vorss st
arwared it doponadl &f ta seeal oY whngh
U winm {o consder semelhing an political MY — Mo, becausa you mode o move of Bome
aaehnrfE Ve vary slfoctye when pou'te pairil nrad 1hen il seamed as i Thn personalilies
hawing @ political cenveraalion [ rad o sl Enrs b |y i el 1 R Te0 8 10 & parisial e
eflective. 1atally inablective, i1 you wand 1o sabe  109ic. dnd you said “You'd have 10 Be ey
& peoshiem. That's really & cemplele lunies, knowhedgabis s an indeeviewer
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¥ — Hmm.

e o e et T e
pam W L Ly
iHusiara. Thay moy be vwery pheasan ilunions. sl
tomess bl you dio e 12 be oble be Sefenn whael
hrhl-lﬂﬂmiml-w S0 iwould say, ami you
mqwmqm-rﬂluumlu*ﬂmmnﬂﬂ
mmeting is it asitabis lor a political exchange
whnre pecaln hurve highsr s epesiations than
marg theatre,” And thesslore it requires lasge
rathaef Ehad 1Hin podsandlibes. And bt mea lake
thia posaien, juwl {or smgument’'s sake. 1hot 1hin
perscnalities sitrply Race to practice class
journnlism. & dislomea. Ve pocple Fict

o dobaote bt o diskague, Sonmbody gregd @
techura ard b Bheen interviewed, That Type

&l pulilie donsarmirntics is fine {or (o parson-
pifiey. Dolenley wilh smieesd pecply wiho

mre HinEcally unmanepoakis. . Wall, then you
meed iorge persanallbes i o @l b be
warth ihe elion.

CH — Fe# a ininmoderaior, ihal was on enor-
mosm dnbodus|lan

MY — b,
CH = Thai's what doss sirke me.

And thenweo

MY = Butan this subject, be @ ange, #e o 887, mached a siunkion at thin table, wivens poophe
Because hn T pul & kol of thought Infa A siarted fo shifl bofwesn inegs and thin parson-

Al dopandhing of wheZh Commo wae Geing
BIH = Evory ahewes comes bach ke o boomed-  axpresped.

-l""!-

———— K- — Yo, A% @ cortain poimd, thai's frue Leaok, in
£K = | g1l think thal somotody wha is onatage relation 19 1ho asylum issue, we stbill havve...
in Ehe execution af his dutiss, is obiged 10 aisg

wen 1hin 1 10 de hin jof, | recanily bond & CH—Oh Alght.

comwensntion, of a fairty paliticsd mature. with,

| e rrn, nenen pedple o chaditios MM — Or in redai&an (o the sthodm of
mnd one pasrsan from e lreaponsl-  Then Cheis ks definitely o loge

e Fowr the retum and depariure of migrants.

Sa ha wans 1he bad guy o e room. Becauss e CH = Yoo

made wre (hat everybody who dossr gunlily

lor ke “gemarnnl pasdon ™, s (D po. HEe wis BH — O dadimtaly a. .

@ tuirly amicable man. Thoy do knsw wha 16

s&nd (o swch o debate, of coursa. Snd of CK — Bocaims | jisat iald that whals s1ory,
courne, he was Ead the only one wearnng s tie,  didn I? About 1hat...
mmsetal @8 15 riffeal | Ehal nanmatly wark fer

refugees. And naluraly, | look sides with him,  WMH —Yes,

ciclacrdly @) oy rabie, B A 1) would lave

Boan 1oo onN ﬂlmmuhﬂmlﬂm IGH = B Thol mesiing.

mi tha ogne. 5o | kepd pratecting him,

Bppraached him meradibly palilely. oflen MY = With the man wilh the tie, right?
complimeniped hem on bow chear and thoughl-

bl he wls im erplsining his duties. Whach CH —Hm

h"il"m i aFguEsn amgRgel ihe clhers;
As 0 ropuf, e revealec much more about ks MY = ¥You supported him!
thunt wee naver gt to hear of, sbout theexect | MH — Bul you shouldn't put Cheis... You




T OILTHE = INa1 B sould Rbye oone ol
wisne. 50 tha elfect wos thal_ o s spol. &
REF LR L evieErROen i Beoles Delesan Rl
and b other vary wallebormad refugee
aciivines wiho know nbout migrakion
aw. belweesn 1ho gne e wents 1a oxpal
migranis and those who 0w iryng fe prebect
1ham, pboul Bhd el opparLsily 1l yoi caan
ofier pnople belode they boord ha pEane. He
warl vory far in thes. 52 [ Taund hem 1o be
someboy who, imder difhcalt ereurmtarces.
ifimEd ukid Nil public Suly in order toe. Waedl,
maybe ol make & changa bl ot least openup
B potlitshey to peools #nl he rormally dosenT
mesal.

kiFl — You are. dofinitely n relotion (o ihia

subject, a dstinctively arge personafity. That
would be 1y snnlysis

CK — Mo, | vk Babing wary Chin thir,

MH — Peopie whe say that about ihemselves,
ara genunnly larga.

CKE— Well Yas.
igﬂ'l-hrlm.lhn'lnb'll be., Thig 8.

WY — Gon hack 19 1 quastion 1hnd pouw siastad
off with. Becouse | Fod...

M = fae sy il bn charge'?
Y = Plense.

e — Wharl slas dio o atill ward s 10 oy
abosut itT

W0 = ¥ punl ninrbed Io . | would very much
e 1o respond 1o your subject: “What can

pou de with such a debnie? With swch o palitkcal
debate™ fnd af v Fhal wa wEnd On again
BEcut lgage nnd thin persanaliee. v jss
{orgalion whal you started your slot with,

I — O, Mg, o e, The e be. . Let's
deling b debale i an #nen will moee ihan

thros pecple, akay?
WY = Yea

W = There s m=ohe 1hinn theee peoplo plus o
maderaior, Wall, | {Rnk Ma1 1A (e ol meating
can gnly b produgiive whon you havg eeeme-
body who's Mg & Rai Lo, vefid Sles ek

the amisitan ta.- Right? 'Wha wants 1o, &

jea bt 16 b capniie i
MWV = And thai's wehai D would coll o weird

shouidn't unlnash Chim on the mayoral medesen-
SymL,,

£ = M.

W = ko suss thal Wil lum Lo o snd affai

That k't Thai sbmgdy Bnt-., He dean's enjay

tharl himself. Ha con very dulfdu®y propare 0 g
cone up with o quinn-

mlﬁtm‘lphmummm

CK— Mo

N — That ia frad night. And S o e & thin

parsonality In the wiong place, Umm. Yow cen

indaed be vory large on Corain Lopice snd thin
an for an 1he rest is concemad. And spain. thal's

ek wfay dortt 1oy
K — But you've said thai three bmaos alresdy.
MV — Yeos.

CK —Sathatis...

M — Yiea but thiat is 1ha powar af rapaticn!

wiewping,
BH — Mg!
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Hf*ﬂmﬂ-mmw:ﬁlmrﬂ W% — I mamew bhard what you. inisnlly..
thi audionceT™ &rd | am kapay snaugh that e Of cowme you're going sganel & Hend You're
musdionce (s there. That it participaion iniho g sgaind e rand tha a ot of young

democrocy. Thai i sees whal in gaing on FREH IR WMaOwi OF LifkAigwn igenkare, seap-
Sa even whan you areongaged in a relatively  simm_ Thay knaw nothing at all nbowl ihat
FILIFRLE] IR B hat relnx e vy, the mapsal reforendum

audisnce cai 5 sea i real Lime ang live = or
wihalevar wands you wanl o use for this = whil S —Mmm.
e eanflic b ehe, Wha.., Whal balonge io s
subject. And you, withyour Felix pxample, lum BV < Led inem do It That's 80 retreshing. ..
A, o my 1esle perhaps, (oo maich inio, - I soeme
ihaf thoater i B only a8, Al il hal's Ihe ahly  CK = Yau. Ve,
nlim Ehant exints Bakind bha Table, Whesmana.,
Thera's anather aim &6 well. in the audiofum. MY — . for that saudience you're 50 engaged
wrlithy
BAH — Mo, e ne But (he reascn | aey (his, e
lhat... But that's ry own gmgpindism, gusdad CK = That's daacly.
by my cwn axpariences, tocausa i, Given The
chalca between o raling whern ene or bwa M = | Nal HoRENG Bl wiry conuBralive
pEapss AN iR thair lime 10 1e8 o oweli- things $ &by abaul thed, S0 | won'l nay theen
infermmd story... A littis Fuffish ar times.bul  vght now. The andy opinkans | have sbout Ehad
ifai'e if....Ard in That case | wouldn't call if a Arl O ry WicEum oneea.
dabate, ihgha T So [ ot seeing fhat...
Ci = Sp wihnt g0 you thenk alsoul intamet T And
WY — Ma, bt youu seere talking abiout podlicians. debaiesT
Because | do sgroe with you that when you
hawe tweo Bcientats and you're not very good st MY — Righl, De samathing with o blog.
1hat and you let Bosh ol ihem fa% for bon
M, POGE [T BIFTHE QUEEToNS ki MH = Liwmir
rormind yeurgell ol wiat they wore talking
oo, prud ther, . Tha elien adds sven lpea MY — i get onda it
{har... Bul poliicians mwe, xs lpr a= Pmcon-
cemed, precisaly 1 species that... What 8 — | e Bosn Praschy .
e 1hink of 1ham |8 alsg relfected in 1he debae,
it takpn plasn wilkhin tat eandrantation. And CH —Hereally isn'l a moderaior ary morn. You
ihawl i hew you should decide on your points of mtmmhﬂmm“gﬁﬁwlm
wimw. &nd 1han | don'y undarmtond why you ssy  eckuafy,
“Liot thooe poople i lake lurmae In gang m ke

BpoTh RV = P,
CH = Hmm. CH = Ha punt hap 1he foor,
MY = Or be large MH = | coms here with & mission and I'm gaing

19 pursh i4 ibwough no madeer wihad, U,
Al — Yoo, wall, bul | haa, . Posn's. Well ae

tha risk of talking agan of Mngth, but that's...  CK = nemel,
iy kbt s, L wms vy (el {kam Lhaat lpy @8 1he
bottom of my thoughl “I'm hal not poing to da MY = Yea. InMarmal.
this fewr 0 owishe ” Becavss | mysed], sfso o0 &
b, firedd B ey, iy Ron ursatistying 1o
g 13 liston to his hpe of cormeersadion, Ard
B gwid ndrs TiFud ot of (a0, in my elpari-
ence, the argurmeniaben doadn | s cdd whal
il @ well raasd AL o o Eha .
i pauld do thal = 1he comdert o my hame, With a
cug ol cofles. Ard nolhing nng g o1 my head
mmr‘lﬂﬂﬂllﬂ'h'm.
weilby o lornge Teliew miudent or othar whs
1 i v wiln | Lo Sl in ik fred plon.
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CH— "Fi-l..ll.r-ldlhll'l-ll'ldllﬂﬂ'ﬂ "'"‘"ﬂ""
yisud'vm 1ha inberdewor ird you ask thinga
1151 you eready know and sonebady roplies

with wharl you Blrssdy know, Than you
il @ wosdan oonverericon

Wi — Wail, ymah, 50 thot. fndd |, 5 Ldam
ey vl Chid i6 1R delanilne nrvwer,

MW = Blaytee 1he tFree ol us should go and
szarch 1or thooe urknewn lesrilories, af e ol

mces fhing thad b of impeisnce, realiy. Namely, pay, makes 1ha ayarage tebats Lo vulnsmable, is
the dalnbe is refocating deell, to & large degree. thatl thore ore very imdany othes fars in which

. ot of digtourse lakes piace — everyiody e pagpio can eupress thew opinicns lasly sasily,
piabably olno cokes part in 1hat - ind “&u And anonymously, [0, moel ol e tims, Thy
mlipos wiuds ol Car inlorsano =am B imak weih much leas nek Ehan in Ehis T
.MIWMMMMNWHJFIHI ol mreaiing. fnd tha creabas 8 1y ol nimsoa-

part and the same Lime actually remainreles  pheve in the public debate = 0 1 fac1 1hat you

tivety urdamaged. Thess typen of meatings can can shout go mech on tha = ihnl mokes
orily campate il iney realy are different. @l thay @ even more importan 1o st of the
repily nre cudturally richer, in the broadest clmmss: pubfc debota. The cofles house debale.

sanac informaiked, And spain, | ses That as

o confamation of my statamant... Thare's boa GK — 0%,

mauch risk of very avarage moetings... Y

MhhmtnﬁqmﬁTTﬂhﬂh MY = Chetls, you are now going to say sorme-

i and farlf but thven Bee, | lnd that Breaoma. ining basutilul abawl e pﬂ:llul-lha"l..lﬁl'l'lﬁ.-

[ yeened b Bhink: =Anthar ned.” | weart to sther soe S _"_J
justics being done Lo peopio or study 1heangs

i hatrs al my ieinuee. Or somewhero alae na

café o wharsuar

MH — L. Listen. Lock. On my Bl thess is one MM — Well, whal... Ore of (he things ihat, ety —
I
|
|

| CK = But | akill think Ehat..,

MH — Ang s, Right? Thal phanomsenan... | leel
1hinn @0 ihesa pluctroric debales are wnderaing
ihal.

CH — Him,
Wik — That's my inspression. |

CK — Waoll i me, i mast of all anderlings 1IN CF = Yeu About wivy | belleve Shat
Fact bt mlmﬂﬂ-mﬂhﬁuhlﬂﬂ wj%hﬂnﬂwm.
wak ik, [T Gl wATanE That aupe whai | plion eEpanience in
wl maniipned tenight: thenier, I'-|'I-I'E|'llﬂllr coundry whan [ modernte o debate somo-
samebedy |8 good or not, lermﬁw m,huammphm-umﬂﬂ
in konest, checkng how somebady refotes to g Sa 1bey nct on il Trey &nd 5o
athesri. Uenm The dilferencs balween alargs g and sharp .,

and @ thin peresaality &t work, They amne all

fhings thal you CAR'T auponencs arprahers else G — Bocause weth taleviscon the sudiencs can
excegt in @ voiny o (i, Ard what wearn  slwoys Bay somiaihing Bask

i larag fromm now in the Meiherland, with e

insarmia) Iams and the syl of apoaking en CK— m.mmum’uulﬂlumm
Iwlavinion, 18 that thess days averjona siNING  Agw, whessvar |0, theds tend 10 be peopbs
Eﬁﬂ'bmu!m:m&wmw wituz,,. They aff have o opireon ibay all ave

n st ani nnoifer as g
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M“MHTLT_:“ALTTTH ‘ wm“mmmmm
impralapkiy

loaked Hka. Limm o hazn't.

m-ﬂmnﬂmhmmﬂ MY — U, Articulalenyss... Umm.
short-lemgeted and palemical . — - gl
|
TV — B | mbtack me ke 1
CH — Raaly axtramssdy! | f
MH = Ma? 1 hnar1? Seriousty? | |
1Y = Garoualy, (| hasn™t sbuck mae. ]
MH = [t har1? W — 1 thirtk i haw. -J
MY — Ko, irwally hasr't "MV = Excuse mo? On Mo, | didn ek wo,
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column

CHARLES ESCHE

FOUNDATION 1989

I was brought up in England, a
country inside a bigger state, the
UK, that had been an empire within
living memory. Its grandeur, fading
but still apparent in the 1970s, was
part of my understanding of who I
was and could be. At the same time,
consciousness of class and ethnic-
ity made it clear that this state to
which I belonged could not be ex-
pected to care about me in return.
There were economic and social
forces that excluded and undermined
any appeals to loyalty. In short, I
knew that the UK could never be
my side’ in the course of my life;

‘on

a knowledge embedded in my posture,
voice and gesture. The best that
might happen would be a temporary
alignment of interests — a light
mutual abuse.

When I moved to a job in Swe-
den, I was charmed by discovering
a society where people believed
that the state was on their side.
Years of social democracy had per-
suaded many people, even given them
the evidence, to see the state and
their identity as largely coincid-
ing. Personal transparency produced
a successful society it seemed, one
that was content with itself.

It was partly the riots in
Gothenburg in 2002 that marked a
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change in this rhetoric. Swedes were
genuinely shocked that the global
movement’s demonstrations against
the EU leaders’ meeting was vio-
lently opposed by their police. But,
as a foreigner, a sense of disquiet
had happened earlier. The Swed-

ish version of social democracy was
intrusive in ways I had never expe-
rienced in England. This intrusive-
ness went deep into personal ethics,
urban planning, physical movement
and demanded a certain spectrum of
relatively homogeneous behaviour.

I also had the impression that this
system of quiet social control ap-
peared much more visible to me, an
outsider, than those educated in the
system. There was a certain attrac-
tion to a parent state, an idea that
it cared for life rather than made
living possible. In my worst moments
of despair, it seemed to reduce bod-
ily experience to the conditions of
the maternal womb, with warm, dou-
ble-glazed housing and clean lino-
leum flooring curving clinically up
the wall.

In 2004, I moved to the Nether-
lands, aware of its reputation and
its troubles. Naturally, I found a
different body in a different condi-
tion than in Sweden, though a de-
gree of the social democratic tem-
perature was familiar. What struck
me first was the survival of what I
‘Letting it
all hang out’ still appeared to have

perceived as the 1960s.
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some currency. Meetings were about
telling people what you thought not
building alliances, agreement was
something given rather than asked.

I came across pure ‘autonome kunst’
for the first time too, and a passion
for authenticity that reminded me
of the hippies seeking to find them-
selves in the high mountains of the
Afghan trail.

Yet, just as in Sweden, my ini-
tial enthusiastic curiosity was
inevitably tempered by some re-
alizations that all was not well
with the 1960s model. The political
consequences of social democratic
failure were obvious from before
I arrived, but socially — bodily
— gestures appeared out of scale.
Maybe the lack of self-conscious
identity was suddenly imagined to
be a weakness rather than a strength
and over-compensated. It is diffi-
cult for an outsider to understand
it well, I think.

But one thing struck me as dif-
If the 1960s were still the
benchmark, what happened in 1989 —

ferent.

the political and consequent social
changes in Europe, South Africa,
China — seemed unacknowledged. What
for me was a change of overwhelming
significance, maybe because I grew up
between two ideologies in some ways,
appeared here to be interpreted as a
distant event of minor actual con-
sequence.

The project ‘Be(com)ing Dutch’
that we began two years ago has
been, in many of its facets, an
observation and research into just

this question — did another era

Column

start in 1989 here as well as ‘over
there in the former east’ and, if
so, what are its consequences 20
years on? The discussions and art
commissions we organize certainly
seek to internationalize the ques-
tion by asking artists to help us
see ourselves as others see us, yet
the question still stays close to
its particular formation in this
country. Looking at the exhibition
after one month, I see artists who
are almost always seeking to get to
grips with the question of Dutch
identity, yet doing it from their
own position and integrity. This
often means they look at the subject
in a quite literal way, giving a
flavour of ethnology to their work in
order to confirm Jacques Ranciére’s
‘the real
must be fictionalised in order to be
thought’.! If this is true, then it

gives a role to 1. Jacques Ranciére,
Politics and Aesthetics
(London/New York:
Continuum Press,
2004) .

crucial insight that:

art. While per-
sonal and social
identity always
remains ‘in becoming’, the field of
action in which they ‘become’ is de-
lineated in part by these fictions.
It is the need to make visible
what is taken for granted or ignored
in the everyday through enlarg-
ing the details that the ‘Be(com)
ing Dutch’ exhibition uses as its
main trope. Its purpose is partly
to fictionalize in order to think,
but also to use the detail as a hi-
eroglyph for the broader state of
things — a device that is I think
not so well understood from a pre-
1989 position. In the 1960s, ges-
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tures still had a certain grandeur
of ideological certitude, exoticism
was exciting, difference (to a de-
gree) an attraction. If that com-
prehension is used to read ‘Be(com)
ing Dutch’, it fails.

Having gone through two-thirds
of the extended project, perhaps
Ranciére’s fictions of the real,
and then on a small scale, are one
of the few options left to us to-
day. They give us the possibility
to come to conscious terms with the
post-1989 world without resorting
to grand schemes and new utopias.
The most worthwhile contemporary
artists are often found ploughing
slowly through the many surviving
fictions of that socially founda-
tional moment in the 1960s to find
out how far we have travelled and
in what direction. While all his-
tory is inevitably constructed, our
collective historical construction
needs largely to match contemporary

observations. If it falls too far

out of alignment, it generates frus-

‘Be(com)
ing Dutch’, which should then be

seen as part of a potentially wider

tration and alienation.

process that goes beyond artistic
expression, tries to temper that
frustration by zooming in on the
details and close-ups of our imag-
ined pasts, presents and futures.
Such a focus is not particularly
heroic, which is probably why the
exhibition counters much artistic
expectation in the Netherlands.? In

this sense the 2. It is interest-
ing to note in this
regard the thunder-
ous reception to
exhibitions of key

project ‘Be(com)

ing Dutch’ remains

132

a modest proposal
for a specific
reorientation of
our contemporary
artistic condi-

tion rather than

a grand narrative.

The next step —

1960s artists in

the Netherlands in
recent years as well
as the popularity of
Pim Fortuyn, Geert
Wilders and Rita Ver-
donk in the politi-
cal sphere, who speak
almost as though a
return to those years
could still be made
possible.

configuring new self-conscious fic-

tions for our situation today — ap-

pears some way off. It is, without

any doubt, a major collective task,
but the fragmented Dutch (art)

scene is not minded to start such

a project today. However, I re-

main convinced that it will become

a crucial theme for the future to

which this project will have made a

thoughtful contribution.

You can find out more
about the two-year
project at www.
becomingdutch.com
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Arjen Oosterman

Nieuwe vormen van
betrokkenheid

Vijf bijdragen over

architectuur en

stadspolitiek
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De redactie van Open vroeg aan
vijf jonge ontwerp- en onder-
zoeksbureaus een bijdrage te
maken waarin zij hun missie
uiteenzetten ten aanzien van
het huidige maakbaarheidsdenken
in relatie tot de stedelijke
ruimte. BAVO, Partizan Publik,
ZUS, Flexmens en Dennis Kaspori/
Jeanne van Heeswijk geven

ieder op geheel eigen wijze
invulling aan deze opdracht.
Arjen Oosterman, architectuur-
historicus en hoofdredacteur
van Volume, schreef hierbij een

inleiding.
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Wie de teksten in deze speciale bijdrage doorneemt stuit op
niet minder dan een queeste. Niet alleen is de ‘geest van ‘68’
(en eerder) wederom vaardig over de auteurs, soms als inspi-
ratie, soms als ijkpunt, ook wordt er actief gezocht naar een
actuele vertaling van die bevlogen maatschappelijke betrok-
kenheid — die schijnbaar belangeloze strijd voor vrijheid pur
sang — die vanuit het heden beschouwd moeilijk op juiste wijze
getaxeerd kan worden naar de culturele en politieke kaders
waarin de aanstormende generatie zich destijds bevond.!

Van simplisme is bij de vijf acterende partijen echter
geen sprake. Ze lijken zich elk terdege bewust van het verschil
tussen inspiratie en navolging. Laten we ons dus niet verlie-
zen in bespiegelingen over Constants homo ludens, Debords spek-
takelmaatschappij of Le Corbusiers sanitaire burger, het gaat
hier immers over de maakbare samenleving, niet over de kracht
van de utopie. Laten we ons ook niet verliezen in een patho-
logie van de hedendaagse consumptiecultuur. Het debat over de
rol van architectuur verengt momenteel al te snel tot het zich
afzetten tegen een doorgeslagen commercialisme in combinatie
met een overgewaardeerd individualisme. Grapte Dada niet al
ooit ‘Jedermann sein eigener Fussball’?

‘Bespreekbaar maken’, kent u die uitdrukking? Iets
bespreekbaar maken. Typisch een uitdrukking voor een volk van
open gordijnen, een volk dat overleeft en vooruitgaat door
onderlinge verschillen en tegenstellingen uit te praten, in
overleg op te lossen, naar ‘werkbare verhoudingen’ te stre-
ven, het conflict te mijden, inderdaad de consensus te zoeken.
Onder meer door alles wat maar even onder de oppervlakte dreigt
te blijven genadeloos en zonder géne aan het daglicht bloot te
stellen. De kaarten op tafel, net als de handen, het speelveld
egaliseren, de potentiéle ongelijkheid en hiérarchie neutrali-
seren, we hebben toch allemaal de beste bedoelingen?

Dat ‘bespreekbaar maken’ heeft een bijzondere beteke-

1 — Zoals het van een ergerlijk gebrek aan contextueel inzicht getuigt om de
Bijlmer als megalomane maakbaarheidsmislukking af te doen en de huidige sloop/
nieuwbouw als het finale bewijs daarvan, zo is het even kortzichtig om de anti-
autoritaire oprispingen van destijds simpelweg als inspiratie te nemen voor een

omgang met de door angst ingegeven rechtzinnigheid van dit moment.
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nis gekregen in dit land sinds het begin van het derde millen-
nium. Opeens bleken er allerlei zaken helemaal niet besproken
en min of meer collectief onder de pet gehouden te zijn. En
vanaf het moment dat dit publiekelijk duidelijk werd, opende
zich een ware doos van Pandora. Plotseling bleken de als min
of meer vaststaand ervaren regels van het spel niet meer gel-
dig. De zaken werden niet alleen ‘bespreekbaar’ gemaakt, wat
toch een vorm van dialoog veronderstelt en dus respect voor ‘de
ander’, maar letterlijk alles wat iemand dwars zat kon en kan
en moest ook opeens ongeclausuleerd wereldkundig gemaakt wor-
den. Vrijheid verengd tot recht.

‘Bespreekbaar maken’ is niet alleen een sociaal-cul-
turele kwestie, tijd en plaatsgebonden, maar ook uitdrukking
van de organisatie, de interne logica van een samenleving. Het
is niet eens geforceerd hier een ‘ontwerp’ in te willen zien.
Niet in de zin van een of andere geheime overheidsdienst, die
op subtiele wijze de bevolking naar zijn hand zet. Wel als uit-
drukking van een onderliggende structuur. Wie die eenmaal op
het spoor is, kan er mee spelen natuurlijk, dat weer wel. En
overhoop halen blijkbaar.

Ook in de architectuur moest er veel bespreekbaar gemaakt
worden, bleken er tal van taboes en anathema’s aanwezig. En
ook daar blijkt de bevrijding relatief. Het was geestig en fo
the point toen Sjoerd Soeters begin jaren tachtig pleitte voor
onbeschaamd genieten door de Amerikaanse architect-ontwikke-
laar John Portman ten voorbeeld te stellen met zijn ‘If you
like ice cream, why not have three scoops?’ Het was nuttig dat
de gebroeders Krier de betrekkelijkheid van de moderne aanpak
aan de kaak stelden en de rijkdom van ‘in het verleden behaalde
resultaten’ in het vak naar voren haalden. Of die ook meteen
tot onwankelbare waarheid gebombardeerd moesten worden is een
andere kwestie, zoals het nadrukkelijk door Soeters omarmde
populisme hoogstens een optie kan zijn. Hier is van belang dat
deze en andere onderzoekingen, experimenten en pamfletten een
verbluffend effect en invloed hebben gehad. Juist in de tijd
van de postmoderne relativering, van de fundamentele betrekke-
lijkheid van waarden, beweringen en standpunten, juist in die
tijd blijkt de maatschappij een fors aantal graden te kunnen
kantelen. Jo Coenens ‘de geschiedenis als vriend’ blijkt in de
handen van het koningskoppel Rob Krier—Christoph Kohl een for-
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mule op te leveren die in verbluffend tempo over ons land wordt
uitgerold. Kortom: maakbaarheid in de zin van beinvloeding tot
op fysiek niveau is allerminst een gepasseerd station.

Toch is dat niet het maakbaarheidsbegrip dat meestal
ter sprake komt in de kritiek. Dan gaat het vooral over social
engineering, over overheidsingrijpen waarbij burgers of com-
plete bevolkingsgroepen worden gemodelleerd naar een van over-
heidswege gestelde norm of praktijk. Edward C. Scott heeft er
een nog altijd behartigenswaardige analyse van gegeven in zijn
Seeing Like a State.? In een democratie kan dat idealiter niet
voorkomen, maar de praktijk wijst anders uit. En daar komt een
deel van de ambitie van BAVO, Flexmens, Partizan Publik, ZUS en
Kaspori/Van Heeswijk vandaan.

Als alles politiek is, van waar we wonen en welk werk we
doen tot welk soort aardappelen we consumeren, of eigenlijk het
feit dat we aardappelen kopen en niet in onze achtertuin ver-
bouwen, of daaraan voorbij, dat we een achtertuin hebben en dus
een potentieel economisch intensiever gebruik van die grond
blokkeren en sociaal gezien ons ruimtelijk afscheiden (onder-
scheiden?), wat goed is of juist slecht is, als alles politiek
is, dan valt er veel te kiezen. Dat weten architecten als geen
ander: ontwerpen is kiezen (en reduceren). Toch valt het blijk-
baar tegen met de keuzevrijheid en mogelijkheden werkelijk te
‘maken’. Zoals BAVO en Flexmens hier en elders demonstreren
moet er voortdurend bevrijd, verhelderd, doorgeprikt en tegen
het licht gehouden worden om ruimte te creéren voor .. verbete-
ring. BAVO gaat daarin het verst. Met nietsontziende radica-
liteit binden ze ook veronderstelde bentgenoten de bel aan van
Misvatting, Tekortkoming en Mislukking. Zoals in de hier gepu-
bliceerde tekst. Het gevaar loert binnen de eigen gelederen.
Dat ze in de scherpte van hun analyses soms wat doorslaan en in

elke van overheidswege aangeplante boom een potentiéle schuil-

2 — Scott toont in zijn alweer meer dan tien jaar oude studie over social enginee-
ring aan dat de poging grootschalige vraagstukken grootschalig aan te pakken tot
mislukken is gedoemd. In het bijzonder de monocultuur moet het ontgelden in zijn
onderzoek naar landbouw, bosbouw, en stedenbouwkundige experimenten. James C.
Scott, Seeing Like a State. How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human Condition Have Failed

(New Haven/Londen: Yale University Press, 1998).
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plaats voor een politieagent ontwaren zij ze vergeven, de bij-
drage aan denken en debat over de stedelijke conditie vanuit
een politiek-filosofische invalshoek is er niet minder om.

Partizan Publik en ZUS staan wat anders in de praktijk.
Ook zij zijn zich sterk bewust van de politieke dimensies van
het ruimtelijk handelen. ZUS pleit expliciet voor een repoli-
tisering van de stadsontwikkeling, al 1lijkt zich dat eerder op
het niveau van sturing dan van ideologie af te spelen. Laat de
overheid weer wat duidelijker aangeven wat de kaders en keuzen
zijn, om zo tot intelligentere en zinvollere ontwikkeling van
onze ruimtelijke orde te kunnen komen. Uiteindelijk ligt er een
grote zorg over de conditie en ontwikkeling van ons openbaar
domein ten grondslag aan de gevraagde en ongevraagde projecten
die zij voorstellen.

Ook Partizan Publik is sterk doordrongen van het ver-
band tussen politiek en ruimte. En net als ZUS kiezen ze ervoor
via directe actie en interventie aan de kwaliteit van die open-
bare ruimte te werken. Door bewust te maken, door zichtbaar
te maken, door bij te dragen aan transformatie en verster-
king. Omdat Partizan Publik geen ontwerpers binnen eigen gele-
deren heeft, leidt dat (tot dusverre) niet tot ontwerpen en
gaat het primair over spatial politics. Maar wat ZUS en Partizan
Publik gemeen hebben is dat via de actie gewerkt wordt aan die
‘publieke zaak’. In binnen en buitenland, want zoals de pro-
jectenlijst van Partizan Publik laat zien wordt er even gemak-
kelijk in voormalig Oost-Europa, het Midden-Oosten of de VS
gewerkt als in Nederland. Gemeenschappelijk in die projecten is
een sterke interesse in ‘postconflict’ condities, omdat daarin
potentieel zoveel mogelijkheden open liggen en tegelijkertijd
zo ontzettend veel misgaat.

Het duo Kaspori/Van Heeswijk bezet misschien wel de meest
klassieke positie in het maakbaarheidsdebat, door van onderop,
of bottom up zoals dat nu moet heten, bewoners de mogelijk-
heid tot ruimtelijk handelen te bieden. Zoals Aldo van Eyck de
architect beschreef als iemand die behulpzaam is bij het tot
stand brengen van onderdak en ruimte, zo zijn Dennis Kaspori
en Jeanne van Heeswijk behulpzaam bij het tot stand brengen van
vooral buurtvoorzieningen. Er gaat een opvatting achter schuil
over het activeren van bewonersgroepen door ze op hun creatieve

vermogens aan te spreken en het vertrouwen dat dit op indivi-
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dueel en groepsniveau tot een plezieriger samenleving leidt.
Betrokkenheid maakt (mede)verantwoordelijk en creéert trots.
Wat alle vijf de partijen demonstreren is dat de han-
den weer jeuken om aan de slag te gaan vanuit engagement.
Engagement, kent u dat begrip nog? Is dat niet verschrikke-
lijk old school, welhaast verdacht? Nee, het mag weer; of liever
gezegd, er wordt door een groeiende groep die zich betrokkenen
weet of betrokken voelt bij de ruimtelijke ontwikkeling weer

ruimte voor opgeéist. Maken dat doe je.
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Arjen Oosterman

New Forms of

Involvement

Five Contributions

on Architecture and
Urban Politics
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The editors of Open asked five
young design and research firms
to submit a contribution in
which they would outline their
mission in regard to the cur-
rent philosophy of social engi-
neering in relation to urban
space. BAVO, Partizan Publik,
ZUS, Flexmens and Dennis
Kaspori/Jeanne van Heeswijk
each interpreted this assign-
ment in a way entirely their
own. Arjen Oosterman, archi-
tecture historian and editor
in chief of Volume, provides an

introduction.
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In reading the texts in this special section, one encounters
nothing less than a quest. Not only does the ‘spirit of ’68’
(and before) move the authors once more, sometimes as inspira-
tion, sometimes as a standard, there is also an active effort to
find a current translation of that impassioned social involve-
ment — that seemingly disinterested struggle for freedom pur
sang — that, from today’s standpoint, is difficult to correctly
appraise according to the cultural and political frameworks
within which the up-and-coming generation operated at the time.!

None of the five acting parties, however, can be faulted
for oversimplification. Each seems duly aware of the difference
between inspiration and imitation. Let us not therefore get
bogged down in reflections on Constant’s homo ludens, Debord’s
spectacle society or Le Corbusier’s sanitary citizen; what we
are dealing with here is the socially engineered society, not
the power of utopia. Let us not get mired either in the pathol-
ogy of contemporary consumer culture. These days, the debate
about the role of architecture all too quickly narrows to a
rejection of uncontrolled commercialism in combination with
overvalued individualism. Didn’t Dada once joke, ‘everyone his
own football’?

‘Bespreekbaar maken’ — ‘making something discussible’ —
do you know this expression? Making something discussible. A
typical expression for the Dutch, a people of open curtains, a
people that survive and progress by discussing differences and
oppositions, by resolving things by mutual agreement, striving
for ‘workable relations’, avoiding conflict, looking for con-
sensus. In part by exposing to the light of day anything that
even looks like it might stay under the surface, mercilessly and
without embarrassment. Cards on the table, hands too, levelling
the playing field, neutralizing potential inequality and hierar-
chy — we all have the best of intentions, don’t we?

This ‘making things discussible’ has acquired a special
significance in this country since the start of the third millen-
nium. Suddenly there turned out to be all sorts of things that

1 — Just as dismissing the Bijlmer as a megalomaniacal failure of social engi-
neering, and its current demolition and new construction as the final proof of
this, demonstrates an exasperating lack of contextual insight, it is equally
short-sighted to simply take the anti-authoritarian outbursts of the time as

inspiration for how to deal with the fear-inspired orthodoxy of today.
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were not discussed and were more or less collectively kept under
our hats. And from the moment this became publicly evident, a
veritable Pandora’s Box opened up. Suddenly, the rules of the
game, which had been more or less perceived as firmly estab-
lished, no longer applied. Things were not just made ‘discuss-
ible’, which after all implies a form of dialogue and therefore
respect for ‘the other’; literally everything that bothered
anyone could and can suddenly be broadcast to the world without
proviso. Freedom has narrowed down to law.

‘Making things discussible’ is not simply a sociocultural
question, linked to a place and time; it is also an expression
of the organization, the internal logic of a society. It takes
no effort to discern a ‘design’ in this. Not in the sense of
some secret government agency that manipulates the population
as it sees fit. But as an expression of an underlying structure.
Once one figures that out, one can play with it, of course. And
turn it upside down, apparently.

Many things had to be made discussible in architecture
as well; there turned out to be numerous taboos and anathemas.
And there too the liberation proves relative. It was witty and
to the point when Sjoerd Soeters, in the early 1980s, advo-
cated unashamed enjoyment by presenting the American architect
and developer John Portman as an example, with his ‘If you like
ice cream, why not have three scoops?’ It was useful that the
Krier brothers exposed the relativity of the modern approach
and brought attention to the rich variety of the ‘previously
achieved results’ of the discipline. Whether this immediately
needed to be celebrated as an irrefutable truth is another mat-
ter, just as the populism emphatically embraced by Soeters is
at most an option. What matters here is that these and other
investigations, experiments and pamphlets have had an astound-
ing effect and influence. Precisely in the age of postmodern
relativism, of the fundamental relativity of values, assertions
and viewpoints, precisely in this era, society proves capable
of tipping over by a significant number of degrees. Jo Coenen’s
‘history as friend’, in the hands of the royal duo of Rob Krier
and Christoph Kohl, produces a formula that is being rolled out
across this country at an astonishing pace. In short: social
engineering in the sense of influence down to the physical level

is anything but a thing of the past.
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Yet this is not the concept of social engineering that is usu-
ally addressed in the criticism, which mostly focuses on social
engineering, on government interventions whereby citizens or
entire sections of the population are modelled according to a
government-imposed norm or practice. Edward C. Scott provided
an analysis of this, one still worth considering, in his Seeing
Like a State.? Ideally this cannot happen in a democracy, but
reality proves otherwise. And this is where some of the ambi-
tions of BAVO, Flexmens, Partizan Publik, ZUS and Kaspori/Van
Heeswijk come from.

If everything is political, from where we live and what
work we do to what kind of potatoes we consume, or actually the
fact that we buy potatoes instead of growing them in our back
garden, that we have a back garden and therefore are blocking a
potentially more economically intensive use of this land and,
socially speaking, separate (differentiate?) ourselves spa-
tially, what is good or rather what is bad — if everything is
political, there’s a lot to choose. Architects know this better
than anyone: to design is to choose (and reduce). Yet the free-
dom of choice and the opportunities to actually ‘make’ things
are apparently disappointing. As BAVO and Flexmens demonstrate
here and elsewhere, things constantly have to be liberated,
clarified, punctured and held up to the light in order to cre-
ate room for ... improvement. BAVO goes furthest in this. With
implacable radicalism they accuse even their presumed philo-
sophical allies of Misconception, Inadequacy and Failure. Like
in the text published here. The danger lurks among their own
ranks. We can forgive them that in the sharpness of their analy-
ses they sometimes go a bit too far and see a potential hiding
place for a policeman in every tree planted by the government
— their contribution to reflection and debate on the urban con-
dition from a political and philosophical angle is by no means

diminished.

2 — In his study of social engineering, now more than ten years old, Scott demon-
strates that the attempt to apply large-scale solutions to large-scale issues is
doomed to fail. Monoculture is particularly criticized in his investigation of
agriculture, forestry and urban-planning experiments. James C. Scott, Seeing Like a
State. How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human Condition Have Failed (New Haven/London:

Yale University Press, 1998).
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Partizan Publik and ZUS demonstrate a somewhat different prac-
tice. They too are highly conscious of the political dimen-
sions of spatial action. ZUS explicitly calls for a repoliti-
cization of urban development, although this seems to operate
more at the level of governance than of ideology. Let the gov-
ernment once again be more clear about what the frameworks and
choices are, in order to arrive at a more intelligent and more
meaningful development of our spatial order. Ultimately, the
solicited and unsolicited projects they propose are grounded
in genuine concern about the condition and development of our
public domain.

Partizan Publik is also highly cognizant of the link
between politics and space. And like ZUS they opt to work on
the quality of this public space through direct action and
intervention. By making people aware, by making things vis-
ible, by contributing to transformation and reinforcement.

As Partizan Publik has no designers within its ranks, this

has not lead (so far) to designs; it is primarily about spa-
tial politics. Yet what ZUS and Partizan Publik have in com-
mon is that they work on this ‘public issue’ through action. At
home and abroad, for as the Partizan Publik project list shows,
they are as comfortable working in Eastern Europe, the Middle
East or the USA as in the Netherlands. A common element to all
these projects is a strong interest in ‘post-conflict’ studies,
because these contain so many potential opportunities and yet
result in so many failures.

The duo Kaspori/Van Heeswijk occupies perhaps the most
classical position in the social engineering debate, by offer-
ing residents the opportunity to act spatially from the ‘bot-
tom up’, as it’s now called. Just as Aldo van Eyck described
the architect as someone who helps create shelter and space,
Dennis Kaspori and Jeanne van Heeswijk help create, for the
most part, community facilities. Their work is based on a point
of view about the activation of residents’ groups by address-
ing their creative capabilities and the confidence that this,
at an individual and group level, leads to a more pleasant
society. Involvement generates (shared) responsibility and
creates pride.

What all five parties demonstrate is a renewed thirst to

get to work, inspired by a sense of engagement. Engagement,
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remember that concept? Isn’t it terribly old-school, almost
suspect? No, it is accepted again, or rather, a growing group
of people who feel involved in spatial development is claiming
space for it again. Creation is something you do.
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ZUS
(Zones Urbaines
Sensibles)

Bazar Curieux

The City Museum as

a Public Structure
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ZUS (Zones Urbaines Sensibles), via unsolicited proposals, investigates possibilities for new
public domain in the contemporary city. Elma van Boxel and Kristian Koreman call for a
Philosophy of physical social engineering that, because of its public responsibility and long-term
vision, would need to be demonstrated primarily by a government. At a time when private com-
missions and private initiatives are being embraced unquestioningly, the government should
reflect on its core responsibility of public leadership. This cannot be expected of citizens and
market players. Social engineering is an ideal that can make itself felt once more in an increa-
singly splintering society. Perhaps no longer as abstract, political propaganda, but in fact as a
Physical, urban reality.

The Evolution of Faith in Social
Engineering

1970s: Distribution
Distribution of knowledge, power and income (Joop den Uyl). Through fundamen-
tal government interventions in society, using such available resources as cultural
policy, housing and a social safety net, a society could be guided and improved.
Back then, the consumer was still a citizen and the market player a marginal entre-
preneur.

1980s and 1990s: Specialization
Freedom to Choose (Milton Friedman), in other words,

FUCK SOCIAL ENGINEERING AND LONG LIVE THE MARKET!

With the gradual collapse of the great political ideologies, a call emerged for more
individual freedom. Freedom to fashion your life yourself, by choosing your own
products, from Walkman to home. The market mechanism, by making its specific
power processes run more efficiently, exercised a magic attraction on the political
establishment. In no time, politics itself became a market, focused on target audien-
ce-oriented short-term thinking.

From 2000 to 2010: The Fall of the Target Group
There is talk of a radical democracy, in which everyone participates endlessly. The
citizen has become a consumer and the public space a consumer-oriented seduction
machine. In the grip of the market, it now seems impossible to reflect on long-term
effects. A strong vision seems required to create connections within the gradually
splintering public domain. In spite of the government’s retrenchment, it seems to
face a major responsibility. What is needed is limited social engineering that ensures
that public structures are guaranteed in crucial places.
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Liquidations in the Cultural Circuit

Segregation is hitting the public domain. Sites are increasingly being allocated to

a specific target audience, resulting in countless ‘successful’ skate parks and extra-
vagant, well-attended festivals. The point is no longer to get to know the other, for
public space is now programmed to be risk-free and exclusive. There is even some-
thing like Idols for Street Musicians, because the authorities want to ensure that con-
sumers will enjoy their urban product. The public domain has to be profitable, and
stressed people just spend less. City centres are slowly turning into homogeneous
shopping paradises, usually with the same chain shops, and are therefore intended
for a limited target audience. One giant shopping area naturally leads to another.
Anything smaller in size is not profitable and therefore not interesting — with a uni-
form scale distribution of the urban fabric as a result.

Another symptom of the effect of the market on the public domain is the erosion of
the cultural programme. A cultural programme, by definition, seems too expensive
and is therefore under tremendous pressure. Institutions have to meet their visitor
targets, and either become ‘low-brow’ or are in danger of closing down. At the

same time, the cultural programme is increasingly used as an economic stimulus.

In Rotterdam this has resulted in the relocation of the Fotomuseum, the Lantaren/
Venster cinema and the Academy of Architecture and Urban Design, with the aim of
reviving new city districts. For convenience’s sake, the intricate connections these
places have in the city are forgotten, and they end up like aliens in a new context.
This development too is detrimental to the public structure of the city.

It is precisely in the public domain of cultural meeting places, formed by schools,
libraries, museums, sports facilities and debate centres that necessary interaction
takes place. Along with the network of streets and squares they form the public
structures of the city and of society, where diverse segments of the population are
challenged to make use of them. In a society undergoing splintering, there is more

IICHI AT % THE CULTURAL CHCLT

Poster commenting on the economic As a response to the relocation of
misuse of the cultural programme in the cultural programme, such as the
Rotterdam. Academy of Architecture and Urban

Design, an initiative for a programme
in socially engineered urbanity, ‘De
Dependance’ (The Annex), housed in

a section of Rotterdam also threatened
with demolition.
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and more need for a neutralizing, accessible and connective public domain.

Instead of abstract, political propaganda for new social engineering, the government
could in fact play a role in the physical activation of such a public structure and

thereby provide a demonstration of a potential urban reality.

The City Museum as a Public
Structure

The planned City Museum in Rotterdam, where the history of the city will be told,
represents a major opportunity for the government to shoulder its public responsibi-
lity. The City Museum as a public structure in the urban fabric.

The city centre of Rotterdam features a great range of generic retail chains, in sharp
contrast with the intricately laid out shopping streets on the outskirts, where the
more informal economy of small-scale shops offering exotics wares is established.
This is the culture of the immigrants, responsible for a significant proportion of the
city’s history. They have had a major impact on the course of that history and there-
fore deserve a significant place in the public network.

Nolli map of Laurenskwartier in Rotterdam, from closed block to bazaar.

LiAEAN HISTORY

Basic cross section.
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View from the Meent.

Bazar Curieux in its context.
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We propose interpreting the City Museum as a new urban space, named ‘Bazar
Curieux’. In order to enrich the standard urban framework, the area is to be set up

as a bazaar. This will introduce a new scale and typology in the public space. The
volumes of the museum are raised by a collective of 26 columns. The columns will
become spaces that can be used as kiosks or studios. Some of them contain a neigh-
bourhood in residence or a hotel room at the top. The low-threshold occupation of
the spaces means that a continually changing quantity of activities can be developed,
from traditional painting to exotic cuisine, from grocer to carpenter. The small-scale
cultural and economic programme that will be housed here will generate a different
kind of urbanity, focused on the manufacturability of cultural diversity. In the face of
homogenization, this set-up opts for an informal, highly risky combination of very
divergent ‘target audiences’, in the knowledge that cultural confrontation can lead to
a more tolerant society.

By installing spaces like this in the urban network, target interventions can be made
in the social structures of the city. Liberal polarizations can be neutralized or homo-
genizations enriched by alternative spaces. Social engineering is literally interpreted
as the creation of physical structures that facilitate or impede certain behaviours.
This will make the City Museum a demonstration of a potential society.
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ACTION IS ANALYSIS /// ACTION IS ANALYSIS /// ACTION IS ANALYSIS /// ACTION IS ANALYSIS /// ACTION IS ANALYSIS /// ACTION IS

IDENTIFICATION

In 2005 a group of young enthusiasts who found

EXPLANATION

‘Social engineering’ is a controversial and highly

common ground in their urge to move & to
move on founded Partizan Publik. Intrigued by

politically incorrect term. We know. The practice
of engineering societies is associated withl

the possibilities and impossibilities for people to
manipulate their surroundings, Partizan Publik
is always looking for new ways of|confrontation

inspiration and development in the public sphere.

Partizan Publik is a think and action tank
devoted to a braver society. The Partizans explore,
produce and implement social, political and
cultural instruments, which generate positive and
sustainable change to people and their surround-
ings. As such we take part in the complex and
continuous process of global social engineering!

colonial and apartheid repression and oppressive|
rule. We despise. In our brave new world in
which colonisators, colonials and postcolonials
battle for identity and space social engineering
might be more complex, but nevertheless just as
present. We REclaim. Partizan Publik and others
examine to what extent societies are shaped)
stylised, organised and eventually created by
power over people.
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SURCITY

VOLUME #16: ENGINEERING SOCIETY
What: Publication

Where: Global

When: January 2008 — June 2008

Aim: To provoke thinking and discussion onl
social engineering, and architecture as an|
instrument to that end.

Outcome: Collaborative publication, due June 2008.
Project Volume is a cooperation between Archis

DETROIT UNREAL ESTATE AGENCY
What: Research, action and exhibition|

Where: Detroit, Michigan

When: March 2008 onward

Aim: Detroit is a post-capitalist city: the world4
famous case of the shrinking city. After Ford
and GM ripped the economic heart out of the
city, what is the value and use of the 9o0.000
something empty plots in Detroit?

Foundation, OMA, C-Lab!

ARMENIA DREAMING

What: Collaborative research and exhibition!
Where: Yerevan, Armenia

When: May - June 2008

AimiYerevan is a dream city, a city construct-
ed out of myth, utopia, desire, dreams and
longing. Through building a Dream Depot of]
post Soviet urban imaginaries in Yerevan we
intended to engineer an understanding of the
intentional and unintentional forces that are
shaping this post-Soviet city|

Outcome: Group exhibition, Dream Depot]

In cooperation with: Dutch Art Institute, Vardan
Azatyan, Vahram Aghasyan, Utopiana.am,
Open Society Institute.

Outcome: project on-going
In cooperation with: Andrew Herscher, Mireilld

Rodier, Malkit Shoshan, Femke Lutgerink

SOCIAL ENGINEERING IN

THE AMSTERDAM METROPOLE

What: Research and action course

Where: Amsterdam

When: February - June 2008

Aim: Social change at the Damrak, Timorplein,
in Nieuwendam-Noord and Westerpark. To
develop a new praxis of social engineering, to
conjure up a result-oriented university course.
Outcome: project on-going.

In cooperation with{ Amongst others, Martijn van Tol,
University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam Municipality,
Ymere housing cooperation, Stichting Doen.
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KABUL: SECURE CITY, PUBLIC CITY
What: Research and publication

Wherei Kabul, Afghanistan

When: October 2007

Why: Returning refugees made Kabul one of
the fastest growing cities in the world. A radical

political and moral empathy with such an act?
Aimi A public research into the boundaries of]
personal empathy and collective responsibility!
In cooperation withi Amongst others. Robert
Kluijver, Saleh Hassan Faris, Abdelkader
Benali, Chris Keulemans, Aysel Sabahoglu,

choice in this make-shift metropolis is wheather
to strive for inclusive or exclusive securityl

Aim: To critique the appropriation of public space
and to contribute to a more just spatial politics.
Outcome: Local network, publication, plans for
a two week artist/architect/activist clinic on
urban development!

In cooperation withi Amongst others, Niloufar Tajeri,

Evert-Jan Grit, Jonas Staal & Jack Segbars!

ZOOM IN ZOOM OUT

What: Publication

Where: Netherlands

When: May 2007

Aim: In the European view on the Middle East,
the oriental gaze seems to have smoothly mor-

Ajmal Maiwandj, Jolyan Leslie, Jeanno Gaussi,
Ole Bouman, George Agnew and Lilet Breddels.

MUTANNABI CAR BOMB WRECKS

What: Workshops, lectures, exhibition of]
wrecks and public action

Wherei Amsterdam, The Hague, Enschede,
Rotterdam

When: June 2007 — December 2007

Why: On March 5 2007, a car bomb exploded onl
the famous Mutanabbi Book Market in Baghdad.

What is the extend and value of our personal,

phed in a different, equally determinist gaze:
that of the region as a conflict zone.

We compiled a 32 page magazine that
proposes an alternative cultural politics
concerning this region.

Outcome: Single issue magazine distributed
with Vrij Nederland magazine

With contributions by amongst others Robert
Fisk, Stephano Boeri, Rami Khouri, Amirali
Ghasemi, Geert van Kesteren.
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SIM POLITICS: A WAY OUT OF THE WAR
Whati Simulation of Afghanistan peace
negotiation

Where: Amsterdam, Utrecht, Ottawa

When: June 2007 - September 2007

Why: Six years into the war, a military solution
seems a far cry. What are the possibilities to

Cola district (refugee camp), the Corniche
(littoral boulevard) and the Garage Charles
Helou (international transport hub).
Outcome: Research, interventions, exhibition
and publication of design solutions]

Ins cooperation with: Beirut Municipality,
American University Beirut, Academie

negotiate a way out of the war? A simulation
exercise for policymakers, politicians, activists

Lebanais des Beaux Arts, Archis and Pearl
Foundations, and many many more.

and academics to provoke a pro-active policy
path for change.

Outcome: Public sessions in the Netherlands)
closed session and media scandal in Canada.
In cooperation with: Clingendael Institute)
Fatma Wakil, Ahmed Rashid and the Senlig
Council

STUDIO BEIRUT
What: Design workshops and public actions

THE LOST ROOM

What: Research, action and exhibition

Where: Beirut

When: summer 2007

Aim: The Lebanese National Museum gives
an account of the history of the country
starting in a glorious Bronze Age, ending
halfway the nineteenth century. A modern
national history is contested terrain. We

Where: Beirut

When: July 2007
Aimi After the July 2006 war, Beirut is under-

taking yet another fierce project of rebuilding.

set out to give an account of a possible
contemporary national history.

Outcome: A real-life annotated history of Beirut
along collective memories of favorite places and

What is the role and function of public space
in this fragmented city? Interventions on four
public spaces: the former Central Station, the

sweet memories.
In cooperation with: Studio Beirut workshop par-
ticipants, Edwin Gardner and Dirk-Jan Visser.
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POST SOVIET URBAN

TRANSFORMATION IN TBILISI

What: Design workshops and public actions
Where: Tbilisi

When: March 2007

Aim: Georgia’s post soviet transformation

is a messy process. The virulent economic
development misses out on a number of groups
in society, leading to displacement and urban
disintegration. The workshop intervened on
three sites: Hotel Abkhazia (a refugee building),
the Varketili district (typical Soviet blocks) and
the Kirov Factory (an industrial area)!

Outcome: research, design, interventions,
exhibition and publication|

In cooperation with: F.A.S.T., Nana Qutateladze,

amongst Turks in the Netherlands]
Outcome: A tactical map of Turkish parties)
media outlets and others in defense of]
‘Turkishness’!

In cooperation withi Selli Altunterim, Nuri
Karabulut, Mehmet Ulger and Press Now!

PUBLIC SPACE INVADERS

What: Action

Where: Beirut

When: November 2006

Aim: Beirut is a fragmented city, its areas

are exclusive on the basis of religious-ethnid
identity and class. To contest the exclusivel
appropriation of key public spaces, we
annotated public space at the Corniche, Martyr

Levan Asabashvili and Vakhtang Kasrelishvil.

AS TURKEY TURNS

What: Research, debate and publication

Where: Amsterdam

When: December 2000

Aim: To provoke the discussion on the
influence of Turkish media on sense of identity

and Sassine Squares, and in Hamra, Solidere)
Monot and Gemayzeh|

Outcome: Critical acclaim, media coverage,
repetition.

In cooperation with] Christiaan Fruneaux,
Pascale Hares, Rani al Rajji, Joe Mounzer,
Aukje Dekker, Steve Eid, Cara and Gressy
and Layla
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DISCLAIMING

The information transmitted through Partizan|
Publik is intended to alter your thinking,
attitude and behaviour. The information
transmitted is intended not only for the person
or entity to whom or which it is addressed.
Unauthorised use, disclosure or copying is
virulently applauded. Partizan Publik accepts
no liability for the improper transmission of the
message nor for any delay in its receipt. We do,
however, aim that the content on this forum
one day will transform the future of our world!

Special thanks in all projects goes to Christiaan Fruneaus
and Studio BOEM

www.partizanpublik.nl
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Jeanne van Heeswijk
and Dennis Kaspori

Marketplaces for
Cultural Collaboration

Jeanne van Heeswijk

and Dennis Kaspori

Jeanne van Heeswijk and Dennis
Kaspori work together on projects
in which they endeavour to
stimulate cultural production
and to develop or reorganize
public domains.

An essential element of their
practice is the establishment
and management of an infra-
structure for cultural exchange,
platforms for dialogue and

care networks that can create
conditions for more inclusive
forms of urban design.

The development of a city is a collective
process.In that regard, the city can always
be transformed, and there is great faith
in the potential for developing models
and instruments that enable these com-
munities to participate in building the
city. Yet this faith ignores the innocence



Project Descriptions

In the former Labour Council building in Rot-
terdam, 15 small housing-work units have
been built, specially intended for young peo-
ple endeavouring, from their vocational train-
ing, to arrive at a form of specialized entre-
preneurship focused on craftsmanship. Free-
wheelers is a one-year programme intended
to develop this venue into a breeding ground
for cultural entrepreneurship. The entrepre-
neurs selected work together on new products
and services related to the bicycle. Freewheel-
ers was developed under the aegis of Vestia.

or the naivety
of thisidea of
transformability
being based on
a harmonious
togetherness.

Enabling the individual or the com-
'~ munity to participate in building
the city means more than present-
ing them with a few choices. For
this would mean that we can still
only participate within the already
established conditions, such as public
comment channels or classical forms of
protestincluding demonstrationsand
standard procedures. On the contrary,
itis precisely these conditions, the no-
tions of how we wish to and are able
to live together, that we should be able
to question again and again within this
process. Offering a range of choices, in
that regard, is one last convulsion of the
supply-side transformability idea that
still views the citizen as a consumer.
The question is whether we are ca-
pable of creating a place, which we call
the publicdomain, in which, in discus-
sion with one another, we can face up
to the confrontation and in which we
can address one another as co-produc-
ers of the city. Can we make this arena
of tension visible and develop instru-
ments that make it possible to inter-
vene in that area? Can we collectively
develop a narrative about the city in
which everyone has a place? And can
we then develop the instruments that
enable people to genuinely fill in this
place and deepen, sharpen or question
the narrative?



Case Study: Rotterdam Skills
City vs. the Creative City
engein

Rotterdam faces a huge chal

urban restructuring.In the coming
decade, about 20,000 dwellings will
have to be replaced. With this operation,
the city is attempting to play catch-up
and establish a global position as an
attractive location. Rotterdam is at-
tempting to make the transition from

a workers’ city to a creative city.

To this end, Rotterdam is working on an
attractiveimage, on external adhesion,
in order to attract industry from all cor-
ners of the world. This external focus,
however, will remain inadequate as long
asitis not matched by a reinforcement
of theinternal cohesion of the city. Co-
positioning is therefore required: the
external,image-based positioning must
be supported by internal positioning,
based on social cohesion and cultural
infrastructure.

In the last year, Rotterdam’s ambi-
tions to develop into a creative city have
taken increasingly concrete forms, with
the presentation of the new Vision for
the City 2030. This Vision for the City
outlines a perspective in which theem-
phasis lies on physical aspects and eco-
nomics.

Butisurban development well served
by this physical approach, or does build-
ing also entail the construction of re-
lationships and the production of urban
consciousness? The question of wheth-
er the high-culture economic impetus
of the creative industry is sufficient or
whetheritstill requires an integral trans-
lation was answered by Richard Florida:
‘Creativity in the world of work is not lim-
ited to members of the Creative Class.

Marga Weimans, inspired by the Afrikaan- ..1strongly believe that the key to im-
dermarkt and in cooperation with local hand- proving the lot of underpaid, under-

icrafts artisans and sewing studios, is devel-
oping a new fashion label for Freehouse. The
line will be shown in Paris next year. This
project is being carried out in cooperation
with Kosmopolis Rotterdam.

employed and disadvantaged people lies
not in social welfare programs or low-
end make-work jobs ... but rather in
tapping the creativity of these people.



Cindy van den Bremen is developing
the project Suit It Yourself Sari
with market traders. Based on
fabrics on offer in the market
and using simple alterations,
they are developing new prod-
ucts that can be made on site
and to measure. This project

is being carried out in coop-
eration with Pact op Zuid,
Vestia and Kosmopolis
Rotterdam.

Tapping talents and developing skills
should be organized in a much more
energetic way. The integral connection
of internship trajectories to the urban
network could be the key to this. To
learnisto participate.And are the qual-
ities of city residents not more opti-
mally developed when they are taken
seriously in their creative contributions
and addressed as co-producers of an
urban society?

Co-producers are stakeholders and
interested parties who connect, formal-
ly orinformally, with others and in the
process create public space and com-
munication. In this relational context
they share their involvement in the
city: communication and participation
interlink here. Rotterdam Vakmanstad
(Skills City) initiates and stimulates
these interactions as co-productions
of publicdomain.

The idea of co-producers is inextrica-
bly linked to the idea of the public do-
main. Maarten Hajer and Arnold Reijn-
dorp, in their book In Search of New
Public Domain (2001), define the pub-

lic domain as those places where an

exchange between different social
groups can take place and actually
does take place: ‘The shift towards
acultural-geographicapproachin-
volves a departure from the notion
of absolutism in ascertaining the
value or meaning of spaces. The
essence of a cultural geography
is precisely that analysis of the
ambiguity, or, in more political
terms, the struggle between var-
ious meanings. Designing pub-

lic domain can then become a

question of the stimulation of
informal manifestations of di-
versity and the avoidance of
interventionsthatareintend-
ed to make such manifesta-
tions impossible.
The public domain, they say,

is primarily a (cultural) expe-

rience. We must no longer
consider the publicdomain
the result of purely econom-
icand legal considerations,
but rather begin to see it
and useitasthe (per-) form-
ative basis of a city under
development.



Debra Solomon, in cooperation with local
food suppliers, is developing a collective res-
taurant that creates new cultural, culinary and
economic links among the businesses in-
volved. The dishes are sold from a cart that,
as a cultural embassy for Rotterdam’s Afri-
kaander district, can pop up in other parts
of the city. This project is being carried out in
cooperation with Kosmopolis Rotterdam and
Imagine IC.

Inclusive urban design does not mean
importing capacities from the out-
side. It should, first and foremost, mo-
bilize the physical and sociocultural
capital that is available in the existing
residential area. The public domain
provides a platform for exchange, for
participation and communication. In
the process it underpins a broadly sup-
ported and integral idea about living
together in the community.

Vakmanstad/Freehouse has been select-
ed as Intendant for Cultural Diversity by
the Netherlands Foundation for Visual
Arts, Design and Architecture project fund.



Practice: Freehouse
a Model for Cultural

Entrepreneurship

>

In concrete terms Freehouse is striving
to set up spaces in which local entre-
preneurs,young people and artists can
come together to exchange knowledge,
experiences and ideas. This exchange
will lead to a form of cultural produc-
tion that can reinforce the economic
position of those involved and makes
visible the cultural process of conceptu-
alization and realization, thereby stim-
ulating cultural self-awareness.

An existing model is used as a start-
ing point, and research will be done to
determine how this model can be trans-
lated to the current and local situation
of Rotterdam.The existing model is the
‘Free House’ or Freihaus. This medieval
and baroque model created ‘free’plac-
es for‘outsiders’,where they could set-
tle under favourable conditions in ac-
knowledgement of their positive con-
tribution to public space and culturein
general.The Freehouse accommodates
a group of ‘outsiders’ who do not pos-
sess the usual social, cultural and eco-
nomic infrastructure to participate in
political and social life but are active
within more alternative forms of the
economy.

By setting up workshops, carrying
out interventions and creating living
models, Freehouse is attempting, in ad-
dition to stimulating the above-men-
tioned collaboration, to provide impe-
tus to thinking about a more inclusive
and intrinsic development of the city
of Rotterdam.
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Forty years after the revolt of May 68, the prevailing opinion seems to

be one of aggrieved jealousy, disguised as the wisdom of experience. A
series of retrospective newspaper articles seeks to finish once and for all
with a troubled legacy. Writers stubbornly struggle to distance themselves
from the idea that idealism and engagement could mean anything other
than the charitable causes espoused by pop stars and society figures. The
soixante-huitards are dismissed as sandbox idealists, weak-minded and
aimless sympathizers of terrorism, who in their unbridled naivety thought
the world could be changed; we know better by now. It’s the gist of several
months of disappointing newspaper reading.

What all this disparagement of the *68 activists is meant to cloak —
without succeeding particularly well — is the bottomless vacuity of today’s
politics and the loss of any horizon along which social development might
take place. Where are the utopian visions today? Where are the visions
of the future, for that matter? With the exception of the development
scenarios of consultancy firms, planning bureaus and policy advisers,
no one is willing to offer any sort of vision about a collectively desirable
future. The world cannot be remade, we are told, when it is in fact being
irreversibly reproduced day after day.

Urban space is where the spirit of ’68 — in essence a struggle against
any form of authority — particularly manifested itself, not just in Paris, but
also in the inner cities of the USA, where the violent repression of the civil-
rights movement degenerated into full-scale riots, in the streets of Prague,
where the rebellion turned against the Soviet occupation, or in bullet-
riddled Saigon, target of the Vietnamese Tet Offensive. In Amsterdam the
spirit of 68 was embodied by the Provo and Kabouter movements, the
Nieuwmarkt protests, and the general resistance of residents against the
form of autocratic modernist urban development in force at the time. A
small revolution took place, one that still defines the structure of Dutch
cities to this day.

It is therefore in the area of urban development — in Dutch history one
of the most fertile grounds for the development of radical politics — that
an impressive system of procedures was created to prevent conflict and
not so much parry criticism as render it toothless. ‘Interactive policy
making’, ‘open plan processes’ with ‘sounding-board groups’, ‘consulta-
tion procedures’, ‘co-production’: the quantity of terms used to describe
the participation of residents in contemporary urban development gives
the impression that we are living in a veritable Mecca of democracy.
Ultimately, however, the marvellous participation models result in a disap-
pointing reality of notification and information, with a few therapeutic
public-comment meetings to calm tempers a little. For it’s too late for
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any real decisions. The political establishment now hides behind a hedge
of semantic impenetrability: urban development plans are deliberately
drawn up in a jargon that no resident can comprehend. We live in a
so-called post-political age, where the framework of politics is set and
remains unquestioned by any political party, and within which tiny altera-
tions are the subject of intense negotiations.

The post-political framework of contemporary urban policy is that of
the entrepreneurial city. An entrepreneurial mindset has taken over city
government, where the drive towards competition among cities has sup-
planted every other policy consideration. As much care as is being devoted
to the strategic positioning of cities in global flows of human and financial
capital, so little interest does there seem to be in adopting the existing
population of the city as the premise for any integral vision of city politics.
We have arrived at a clearly atopian juncture, ' safely removed from any
utopian philosophy and at the same time from the dystopian darkness.

The only fertile domain of utopian politics today seems to exist in the
digital world, in the open-source software movement FLOSS,? where
an all too real battle is being fought for the public, open nature of the
Internet. Although there have been attempts to pull these politics out of
the computer domain and transpose them to analogue everyday life, this
has aroused surprisingly little interest in the social mainstream. The first
step in the Netherlands to translate the cybernetic to the urban domain,
strangely enough, is coming from the real-estate sector, which describes
its projects using terms like urban hardware (urban infrastructure) and
urban software (urban programming). It is no longer just about the
bricks. Project developers have discovered that genuine added value lies
in linking the physical hardware (the built environment) to sociocultural
software (practices, identities, and so forth). This is why project developers
now almost routinely invite artists and other cultural actors, on a perma-
nent or temporary basis, to ‘add some flavour’ to as yet unfinished real
estate, in order to jack up the prices. Almost every large-scale project in
Amsterdam is now associated with a new cultural institution; the Zuidas
has a design museum, the South Banks of the 1J have the Muziekgebouw,
and the Overhoeks project the new Filmmuseum. Even in the restructur-
ing of social housing, cultural branding has been turned into a new trend.

Interestingly, these computer terms of software and hardware were
translated to urban space in the 1970s by the Pop Art architecture group
Archigram,’ to promote the use of soft and flexible materials such as
the inflatable bubble instead of the modernist hardware of steel and
cement. Along with contemporaries such as the Italian architecture group
Archizoom and texts such as Jonathan Raban’s Soft City, Archigram
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1 — T use atopia
here in the sense
of the non-place,
the dominance of
the generic. See the
essay ‘On Atopia’
by Italian architect
Vittorio Gregotti, in:
Vittorio Gregotti,
Inside Architecture
(Cambridge, MA:
MIT Press, 1996).

2 — See the article
by McKenzie Wark,
‘Copyright, Copyleft,
Copygift’, Open, no.
12 (NAi Publishers
in collaboration with
SKOR, 2007).



3 — F.M. Ribeiro
and R. Spitz, ‘Archi-
gram’s Analogical
Approach to Digital-
ity’, International
Journal of Architec-
tural Computing, vol.
4, no. 3, September
2006, 20-32.

4 — Henri Lefebvre,
Writings on Cities
(Oxford: Blackwell,
1996), 194-195.

aimed its critique at the monotonous and rational functionalism of
modernism, presenting a more organic conception of the city as a living
organism (comparable views made Aldo van Eyck the quintessential
architectural spokesman of the Nieuwmarkt battle against urban mod-
ernization). The term urban software thus dates back to the 1960s and
1970s, with software as the social programming of a city and hardware as
its infrastructure. Just as the Situationists experimented with bottom-up
software through psychogeography and the dérive, so did subjective,
organic and bottom-up approaches develop into a spearhead of the uto-
pian urbanism of the time. French urbanist Henri Lefebvre, an important
source of inspiration for the urban social movements of the 1960s and
1970s, formulated ‘the right to the city’ in the 1960s: “. .. the right to the
city means the right of citizens and city residents . . . to take part in all the
networks and circuits of communication, information and exchange.’*

In light of current notions of cities as centres for trade in and exploita-
tion of knowledge (the ‘creative knowledge economy’), this formulation
of the right to the city seems more imperative than ever, as well as being
intrinsically connected to open-source politics. For, in the neoliberal city,
this libertarian approach to software is being replaced by an increasingly
tightly regulated and coded version, in which urban programming often
comes to serve narrow economic functionalism. Through the introduction
of codes of behaviour, local ordinances and an increased police presence,
streets are kept free of unsanctioned street scenes and undesirable use.

By means of the creative city policy, the neoliberal city encourages and
promotes the influx of highly educated residents, even as cutbacks are
imposed on the creative public domain such as education and the cultural
sector and lower education levels have been in crisis for years. Notions

of cultural and creative entrepreneurship are becoming dominant in the
cultural sector, formerly grounded in political and aesthetic considera-
tions. Culture as a consumer product is developing into a crucial resource
in the branding battle among cities. In the process, cultural branding
becomes an attempt to construct competitive urban software products
that serve to ‘programme’ the urban space in the most economically
favourable fashion possible. The neoliberal city is becoming the Microsoft
of the spatial knowledge economy: it chooses branding over substance and
refuses to makes its source code — its political agenda — public. With the
‘kernel’ of the city increasingly focused on intercity competition, policy no
longer needs legitimization — the need to be a ‘top city’ is reason enough.

It seems an almost inevitable necessity, as a response to this trend, to
create a programme that translates the demands of the FLOSS movement
to the urban space. The realization of a public domain dedicated to the
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bottom-up production of knowledge and power, and an open urban source
code that encourages, rather than complicates, participation; these, at any
event, are two essential ingredients of a yet to be determined method for

open-source urbanism.
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In the struggle against the global world order, Liieven De Cauter calls
for a rehabilitation of social engineering and the realization that political
choices do matter.! And rightly so. The triumphal march of the global
world order — at least at an ideological level — is being made possible by
an apolitical view of society. We see it as an ‘occurrence’, a spontaneous
play of conflicting forces that constantly short-circuit one another and
seek out synergies. The role of politics has been reduced to merely
‘policing’ the orderly course of this play of forces, without the ambition
to want to guide it, as was the case during the heyday of the socially
engineered society.? Nonetheless ‘social engineering’ still treads the
societal stage. Monitoring, after all, also concerns the safeguarding of the
essential conditions for the societal occurrence, such as parliamentary
democracy, press freedom and the free circulation of goods and capital,
conditions that the ‘police troops’ of the global world order defend with
force if necessary.

Remarkably, however, De Cauter also immediately puts the
brakes on his call for a ‘repoliticization’ by immediately speaking about
a ‘relative’ social engineering. At first glance this defensive approach is
understandable. To again advocate total social engineering would not only
be unacceptable, but above all not credible, given the current consensus
on the causal link between social engineering and totalitarianism. The
social engineering of society has become an anathema over which hangs
a corny paternalist haze. De Cauter’s emphasis on the relative, however,
is more than merely strategic. With it he expresses the more general con-
ceptual movement to make thinking and acting in terms of a utopia — the
framework within which attempts at social engineering were invariably
undertaken — acceptable once more by no longer viewing it as a ‘guiding-
image’, but as a ‘counter-image’. T'he term utopia no longer refers to the
representation of an alternative model of society as the guiding thread
for a political project. On the contrary, it is understood in terms of an
‘unceasing indictment’ against the inequities intrinsic to the existing
world order.?

De Cauter himself seems not to believe in the possibility of
repoliticizing the global world order. Within his train of thought, critical
counterforces can at most make an ethical appeal to the global order to
better control its excesses — what on closer examination is also the bas ic

1. See ‘Utopia and Globalization’ in: Lieven De
Cauter, 1he Capsular Society, Reflect #3 (Rotterdam:
NAi Publishers, 2004), 184-191.

2. We use ‘policing’ as the translation of the
concept of ‘la police’ that Jacques Ranciere defined
in detail as a depoliticized form of conducting

BAVO

politics. See Jacques Ranciere, La mésentente (Paris:
Ed. Galilée, 1995).

3. Lieven De Cauter also situates the practice of
relative social engineering as resistance in light of
the formulation of an ‘absolute demand for justice’.
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position of the ‘global governance’ movement.* This assumes that the
global world order is not infallible, but is capable of regulating its own
shortcomings, without external political interference. The assumption is
that globalization, in its current, neoliberal form, is an inevitable, quasi-
natural process, which at most requires the stipulation of certain ethical
(behavioural) codes. A defining feature of these ethical codes is that they
are drawn up by the parties involved themselves. Think of the Dutch
publicly traded corporations that recently formalized their own behaviour
with the famous Tabaksblat Code. Alternative globalization ethicists, like
De Cauter, can at most exert pressure to accelerate this natural process of
self-regulation.

[t is precisely this ultimate naturalization of the global order that
needs to be combated. A merely e#hical counterposition is not sufficient
for this purpose.® What is needed is a political critique of the global world
order: the global world order must be stripped of any pretence of natural-
ness by critically reconstructing its ‘socially engineered’ character, as well
as exposing the last fragments of utopian thinking that lend this order its

coherence.®

The Social Engineering of Spontaneous Initiatives

A good start for such a project is to expose the superficial character of the
‘demonization of social engineering’ in today’s society. For all that it is
taboo these days to speak in terms of social engineering, the philosophy
of social engineering is nonetheless being applied on a massive scale.
Geographer Erik Swyngedouw rightly points out that, despite what
official ideology would suggest, neoliberalism maintains an intimate
relationship with state intervention.” Not coincidentally, he made

this observation in connection with the development of the Zuidas in
Amsterdam, a large office, residential and leisure complex currently being

4. This solution to the excesses of globalization in
terms of ‘better management’ is advocated by such
figures as Joseph Stiglitz, one of the most famous
critics of neoliberal globalization. See Joseph
Stiglitz, Globalisation and its Discontents (New York:
W.W. Norton & Co, 2003).

5. Because of the ethical slant of De Cauter’s
position, he can easily be forced into the position
of the hysteric or whistleblower who continually
challenges the global world order to respond to
one failing or another — war yesterday, global
warming today, something else tomorrow — without
proposing an alternative himself. Even his call

to politicize the global world order by creating
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alternative worlds in its margins is significantly
undermined by the way in which De Cauter
interprets this resistance (among other things, with
general terms such as alternative globalism, the
anti-war movement and environmental activism)
as well as the idealistic selection of the margin as a
field of action.

6. This premise is based on Slavoj Zizek, who
argues that a critique lies, first and foremost, in
the study of the reproduction of the existing order.
See the introduction to 7he Indivisible Remainder
(London/New York: Verso Books, 1996).
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built in the south of the city. At an official level, the Zuidas is represented
as the spontaneous outcome of societal processes: the demand for more
office space, trendy residential accommodation and cultural infrastructure,
as well as the need for reliable access. The reality, however, is that the
Zuidas is part of what the Dutch Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning
and the Environment (VROM) calls the ‘National Spatial Framework’ of
the Netherlands: the collection of all the spatial assets that are crucial to
the international competitive position of the Netherlands — and which are
therefore meticulously managed at the highest planning level: the state.?
Here we uncover the core of the ‘relative social engineering’ intrinsic to
present-day society in the Netherlands. Dutch society is being socially
engineered even today — the Zuidas leaves no doubt as to this fact. It

is simply no longer zotally socially engineered. Instead, the government
intervenes only in places that are of strategic importance to particular
objectives. It initiates projects for which it delegates both the implemen-
tation and the direction, but intervenes in the process at well-considered,
strategic moments. It also repeatedly responds to the particular needs and
desires of specific target groups and facilitates these as much as possible.
T'his hyperactive role in the National Spatial Framework is compensated
by outsourcing the remaining portion of societal organization as much as
possible to lower levels of administration (provinces and municipalities)
and to the self-regulating capacities of the social field of forces (market
partners, societal parties and/or enterprising individuals). A second
characteristic of relative social engineering is the dissimulation of state
intervention by involving every conceivable stakeholder in the develop-
ment — economic, societal and cultural players — so that even the Zuidas
takes on a quasi-spontaneous character.

At lower levels of scale we run into the same politics of relative social
engineering. Every self-respecting city in the Netherlands is now hard

at work on generating a creative quantum leap. Municipal authorities are
frenetically mapping out creative hotspots, redeveloping sites for creative
‘breeding places’, designing policy focusing on creative developments,
launching promotion campaigns, mobilizing investments in creative
sectors, and so on. Here too, in other words, in spite of all the rhetoric to
the contrary, we are clearly dealing with social engineering based on a

7. Erik Swyngedouw, ‘A New Urbanity? The Development’), finalized by the Dutch cabinet on
Ambiguous Politics of Large-Scale Urban 23 April 2004. This illusion is being maintained
Development Projects in European Cities’, in: in the face of all sorts of grave signs to the

Willem Salet (ed.), Amsterdam Zuidas. European contrary, such as a major lack of occupancy in the
Space (Rotterdam: 010 Publishers, 2005). Amsterdam office market, declining interest on the
8. See Nota Ruimte. Ruimte voor ontwikkeling part of market parties, and so on.

(‘National Spatial Strategy: Room for
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more or less clearly formulated ideal vision. Only this is done in a smarter,
‘relative’ way. Instead of subjecting deprived neighbourhoods to a total
makeover, the Dutch government is performing extremely localized
precision operations into the social and physical fabric of the city. These
interventions are nevertheless linked to grand utopian expectations. Not
coincidentally, the parties involved speak of ‘gentripuncture’ in these
cases. In a problem area, like Rotterdam’s Spangen district, creative
groups are ‘injected’ in the expectation that their entrepreneurial zeal
will restore the countenance of this working-class area to its former glory
and spur its residents into action.’ Just as at the Zuidas, here too we are
dealing with a consciously created ambiguity about the true engine of
the process of societal change. Even though the so-called gentripunctural
interventions would be unthinkable without the massive financial and
organizational efforts of the government and even though they are part of
well-defined policy programmes based on scientific reports, the operation
is nevertheless attributed to the spontaneous entrepreneurial actions of
creative actors.

The Perverse Core of Relative Social Engineering

In this we come up against the paradox of the relative social engineering
of Dutch society. On the one hand, there is consensus on the fact that
social engineering leads to an asphyxiation of the most essential qualities
of societal actors: their creativity, entrepreneurship and potential for
self-regulation. At the same time, there is agreement that these qualities
should be stimulated. This creates the hilarious spectacle of a govern-
ment that claims to be recusing itself and leaving the societal initiative
to bottom-up developments, only to frenetically guide these processes
along proper channels and, if they are absent, to generate them. In this
the government is fulfilling the same role as the presenter of the popular
television programme Dragons’ Den, in which creative individuals (the
pitchers) try to arouse the interest of venture capitalists (the dragons) in
order to develop their inventions. The role of the presenter is limited to
introducing the pitchers and to laughing or crying along with the pitchers
when they discover the market value of their creative proposals. While
the initiative to appear before the dragons indubitably lies with the crea-

9. In this we are alluding to, for instance, ‘De Due to its success, this spontaneous initiative
dichterlijke vrijheid’ (poetic licence) — as far as we became best practice within the ‘Hot Spot Policy’
know one of the first projects to explicitly use the of the Dutch Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning
term gentripuncture. This was a project centred on and the Environment (VROM). In Rotterdam, the

the Wallisblok in Spangen, set up by the Rotterdam  project was further developed and refined in the
Development Corporation in close cooperation project ‘169 Klushuizen’ (169 houses to fix up).
with Steunpunt Wonen and Hulshof Architecten.
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tive individuals, the presenter, who always stays in the background, repre-
sents the vanishing mediator of this ostensibly spontaneous occasion.

Relative social engineering acquires a perverse quality in that
societal actors may have more room to give free rein to their creativity, but
under the strict condition that they not only be creative, but exploit their
creativity in the correct, enterprising way. If they fail to do this, discipli-
nary sanctions follow. In the process the Dutch government, in the area of
cultural policy, is increasingly taking on the guise of the Dragons’ Den ven-
ture capitalists: the financial resources of ‘uncreative’ breeding grounds
are implacably slashed or even cut off entirely, with the resulting available
budgets being reinvested in so-called ‘points of excellence’. These are
top cultural institutions from which a high ‘return value’ is expected in
the area of international allure, economic suitability or societal benefit.
"T'his modus operandi represents, within culture policy, the variant of the
previously mentioned National Spatial Framework.

"T'his far-reaching government interference in the field of culture in
the Netherlands is anything but an isolated case. On the contrary, it is the
local version of the philosophy of relative social engineering that prevails
on a global scale today. Think, for example, of the way Western powers,
in countries like Afghanistan, Iraq or Palestine, are actively creating the
right conditions for the facilitation of the innate thirst for democracy of
the local populations. When the population misuses its democratic rights
and chooses undesirable parties to defend its interests, such as Hamas in
Palestine, extreme sanctions follow and the paternalism of the heyday of
the socially engineered society makes a grand comeback.

A Different View of the Global World Order Is Possible

The politicization of the global world order, therefore, lies not in an ‘ethi-
cal critique’, but in rendering visible its ‘relatively socially engineered’
character and hidden paternalism. A unique political moment can consist
of the public acknowledgement of this suppressed and obscene truth as
well as its integration in its official, post-political self-representation. The
challenge is therefore to resist the temptation to immediate postulate

an ‘alternative globalization’. In the first instance, the global world order
demands an alternative historiography — new historiographic myths and
monuments — that does justice to the denied socially engineered charac-
ter of its spontaneous guise.

In concrete terms, we propose the following. In another context
Lieven De Cauter, protesting the harsh immigration policy of the
European Union, proposed nominating the wall around Ceuta — along
with all detention centres for illegal immigrants on the European main-
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land — as the culture monument of 1998 (in the context of the Jan Hagel
Prize) with as a tag line: ‘Observers predict that it will someday become
a tourist attraction.’'” Building on this, we propose nominating the light
coercion with which creatives are being sent into ‘the dragon’s den’ in
search of microcredits — made necessary by the closure of uncreative
‘breeding places’ and the concentration of culture budgets in elite crea-
tive institutions — as the ‘culture moment of 2008’. Without De Cauter’s
ethical cynicism, however. We are deadly serious. Today the actions of
the government within the creative sector might appear as cruel yet
necessary. 'T'he future will undoubtedly tell whether this disciplinary
state intervention will have contributed in an unprecedented way to the
making of a new generation of self-sufficient and decisive creative entre-
preneurs, who cheerfully let their creativity be tapped for the dream we
all share: a strong international competitive position for the Netherlands
within the global world order.

10. See footnote 17 to the essay “T'he Capsular
Civilization’ in: De Cauter, 7he Capsular
Civilization, op. cit. (note 1), 51-54.
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The City Museum as

a Public Structure
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ZUS (Zones Urbaines Sensibles), via unsolicited proposals, investigates possibilities for new
public domain in the contemporary city. Elma van Boxel and Kristian Koreman call for a
Philosophy of physical social engineering that, because of its public responsibility and long-term
vision, would need to be demonstrated primarily by a government. At a time when private com-
missions and private initiatives are being embraced unquestioningly, the government should
reflect on its core responsibility of public leadership. This cannot be expected of citizens and
market players. Social engineering is an ideal that can make itself felt once more in an increa-
singly splintering society. Perhaps no longer as abstract, political propaganda, but in fact as a
Physical, urban reality.

The Evolution of Faith in Social
Engineering

1970s: Distribution
Distribution of knowledge, power and income (Joop den Uyl). Through fundamen-
tal government interventions in society, using such available resources as cultural
policy, housing and a social safety net, a society could be guided and improved.
Back then, the consumer was still a citizen and the market player a marginal entre-
preneur.

1980s and 1990s: Specialization
Freedom to Choose (Milton Friedman), in other words,

FUCK SOCIAL ENGINEERING AND LONG LIVE THE MARKET!

With the gradual collapse of the great political ideologies, a call emerged for more
individual freedom. Freedom to fashion your life yourself, by choosing your own
products, from Walkman to home. The market mechanism, by making its specific
power processes run more efficiently, exercised a magic attraction on the political
establishment. In no time, politics itself became a market, focused on target audien-
ce-oriented short-term thinking.

From 2000 to 2010: The Fall of the Target Group
There is talk of a radical democracy, in which everyone participates endlessly. The
citizen has become a consumer and the public space a consumer-oriented seduction
machine. In the grip of the market, it now seems impossible to reflect on long-term
effects. A strong vision seems required to create connections within the gradually
splintering public domain. In spite of the government’s retrenchment, it seems to
face a major responsibility. What is needed is limited social engineering that ensures
that public structures are guaranteed in crucial places.
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Liquidations in the Cultural Circuit

Segregation is hitting the public domain. Sites are increasingly being allocated to

a specific target audience, resulting in countless ‘successful’ skate parks and extra-
vagant, well-attended festivals. The point is no longer to get to know the other, for
public space is now programmed to be risk-free and exclusive. There is even some-
thing like Idols for Street Musicians, because the authorities want to ensure that con-
sumers will enjoy their urban product. The public domain has to be profitable, and
stressed people just spend less. City centres are slowly turning into homogeneous
shopping paradises, usually with the same chain shops, and are therefore intended
for a limited target audience. One giant shopping area naturally leads to another.
Anything smaller in size is not profitable and therefore not interesting — with a uni-
form scale distribution of the urban fabric as a result.

Another symptom of the effect of the market on the public domain is the erosion of
the cultural programme. A cultural programme, by definition, seems too expensive
and is therefore under tremendous pressure. Institutions have to meet their visitor
targets, and either become ‘low-brow’ or are in danger of closing down. At the

same time, the cultural programme is increasingly used as an economic stimulus.

In Rotterdam this has resulted in the relocation of the Fotomuseum, the Lantaren/
Venster cinema and the Academy of Architecture and Urban Design, with the aim of
reviving new city districts. For convenience’s sake, the intricate connections these
places have in the city are forgotten, and they end up like aliens in a new context.
This development too is detrimental to the public structure of the city.

It is precisely in the public domain of cultural meeting places, formed by schools,
libraries, museums, sports facilities and debate centres that necessary interaction
takes place. Along with the network of streets and squares they form the public
structures of the city and of society, where diverse segments of the population are
challenged to make use of them. In a society undergoing splintering, there is more

IICHI AT % THE CULTURAL CHCLT

Poster commenting on the economic As a response to the relocation of
misuse of the cultural programme in the cultural programme, such as the
Rotterdam. Academy of Architecture and Urban

Design, an initiative for a programme
in socially engineered urbanity, ‘De
Dependance’ (The Annex), housed in

a section of Rotterdam also threatened
with demolition.
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and more need for a neutralizing, accessible and connective public domain.

Instead of abstract, political propaganda for new social engineering, the government
could in fact play a role in the physical activation of such a public structure and

thereby provide a demonstration of a potential urban reality.

The City Museum as a Public
Structure

The planned City Museum in Rotterdam, where the history of the city will be told,
represents a major opportunity for the government to shoulder its public responsibi-
lity. The City Museum as a public structure in the urban fabric.

The city centre of Rotterdam features a great range of generic retail chains, in sharp
contrast with the intricately laid out shopping streets on the outskirts, where the
more informal economy of small-scale shops offering exotics wares is established.
This is the culture of the immigrants, responsible for a significant proportion of the
city’s history. They have had a major impact on the course of that history and there-
fore deserve a significant place in the public network.

Nolli map of Laurenskwartier in Rotterdam, from closed block to bazaar.

LiAEAN HISTORY

Basic cross section.
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View from the Meent.

Bazar Curieux in its context.

148 Open 2008/No.15/Social Engineering



We propose interpreting the City Museum as a new urban space, named ‘Bazar
Curieux’. In order to enrich the standard urban framework, the area is to be set up

as a bazaar. This will introduce a new scale and typology in the public space. The
volumes of the museum are raised by a collective of 26 columns. The columns will
become spaces that can be used as kiosks or studios. Some of them contain a neigh-
bourhood in residence or a hotel room at the top. The low-threshold occupation of
the spaces means that a continually changing quantity of activities can be developed,
from traditional painting to exotic cuisine, from grocer to carpenter. The small-scale
cultural and economic programme that will be housed here will generate a different
kind of urbanity, focused on the manufacturability of cultural diversity. In the face of
homogenization, this set-up opts for an informal, highly risky combination of very
divergent ‘target audiences’, in the knowledge that cultural confrontation can lead to
a more tolerant society.

By installing spaces like this in the urban network, target interventions can be made
in the social structures of the city. Liberal polarizations can be neutralized or homo-
genizations enriched by alternative spaces. Social engineering is literally interpreted
as the creation of physical structures that facilitate or impede certain behaviours.
This will make the City Museum a demonstration of a potential society.
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IDENTIFICATION

In 2005 a group of young enthusiasts who found

EXPLANATION

‘Social engineering’ is a controversial and highly

common ground in their urge to move & to
move on founded Partizan Publik. Intrigued by

politically incorrect term. We know. The practice
of engineering societies is associated withl

the possibilities and impossibilities for people to
manipulate their surroundings, Partizan Publik
is always looking for new ways of|confrontation

inspiration and development in the public sphere.

Partizan Publik is a think and action tank
devoted to a braver society. The Partizans explore,
produce and implement social, political and
cultural instruments, which generate positive and
sustainable change to people and their surround-
ings. As such we take part in the complex and
continuous process of global social engineering!

colonial and apartheid repression and oppressive|
rule. We despise. In our brave new world in
which colonisators, colonials and postcolonials
battle for identity and space social engineering
might be more complex, but nevertheless just as
present. We REclaim. Partizan Publik and others
examine to what extent societies are shaped)
stylised, organised and eventually created by
power over people.
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SURCITY

VOLUME #16: ENGINEERING SOCIETY
What: Publication

Where: Global

When: January 2008 — June 2008

Aim: To provoke thinking and discussion onl
social engineering, and architecture as an|
instrument to that end.

Outcome: Collaborative publication, due June 2008.
Project Volume is a cooperation between Archis

DETROIT UNREAL ESTATE AGENCY
What: Research, action and exhibition|

Where: Detroit, Michigan

When: March 2008 onward

Aim: Detroit is a post-capitalist city: the world4
famous case of the shrinking city. After Ford
and GM ripped the economic heart out of the
city, what is the value and use of the 9o0.000
something empty plots in Detroit?

Foundation, OMA, C-Lab!

ARMENIA DREAMING

What: Collaborative research and exhibition!
Where: Yerevan, Armenia

When: May - June 2008

AimiYerevan is a dream city, a city construct-
ed out of myth, utopia, desire, dreams and
longing. Through building a Dream Depot of]
post Soviet urban imaginaries in Yerevan we
intended to engineer an understanding of the
intentional and unintentional forces that are
shaping this post-Soviet city|

Outcome: Group exhibition, Dream Depot]

In cooperation with: Dutch Art Institute, Vardan
Azatyan, Vahram Aghasyan, Utopiana.am,
Open Society Institute.

Outcome: project on-going
In cooperation with: Andrew Herscher, Mireilld

Rodier, Malkit Shoshan, Femke Lutgerink

SOCIAL ENGINEERING IN

THE AMSTERDAM METROPOLE

What: Research and action course

Where: Amsterdam

When: February - June 2008

Aim: Social change at the Damrak, Timorplein,
in Nieuwendam-Noord and Westerpark. To
develop a new praxis of social engineering, to
conjure up a result-oriented university course.
Outcome: project on-going.

In cooperation with{ Amongst others, Martijn van Tol,
University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam Municipality,
Ymere housing cooperation, Stichting Doen.
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KABUL: SECURE CITY, PUBLIC CITY
What: Research and publication

Wherei Kabul, Afghanistan

When: October 2007

Why: Returning refugees made Kabul one of
the fastest growing cities in the world. A radical

political and moral empathy with such an act?
Aimi A public research into the boundaries of]
personal empathy and collective responsibility!
In cooperation withi Amongst others. Robert
Kluijver, Saleh Hassan Faris, Abdelkader
Benali, Chris Keulemans, Aysel Sabahoglu,

choice in this make-shift metropolis is wheather
to strive for inclusive or exclusive securityl

Aim: To critique the appropriation of public space
and to contribute to a more just spatial politics.
Outcome: Local network, publication, plans for
a two week artist/architect/activist clinic on
urban development!

In cooperation withi Amongst others, Niloufar Tajeri,

Evert-Jan Grit, Jonas Staal & Jack Segbars!

ZOOM IN ZOOM OUT

What: Publication

Where: Netherlands

When: May 2007

Aim: In the European view on the Middle East,
the oriental gaze seems to have smoothly mor-

Ajmal Maiwandj, Jolyan Leslie, Jeanno Gaussi,
Ole Bouman, George Agnew and Lilet Breddels.

MUTANNABI CAR BOMB WRECKS

What: Workshops, lectures, exhibition of]
wrecks and public action

Wherei Amsterdam, The Hague, Enschede,
Rotterdam

When: June 2007 — December 2007

Why: On March 5 2007, a car bomb exploded onl
the famous Mutanabbi Book Market in Baghdad.

What is the extend and value of our personal,

phed in a different, equally determinist gaze:
that of the region as a conflict zone.

We compiled a 32 page magazine that
proposes an alternative cultural politics
concerning this region.

Outcome: Single issue magazine distributed
with Vrij Nederland magazine

With contributions by amongst others Robert
Fisk, Stephano Boeri, Rami Khouri, Amirali
Ghasemi, Geert van Kesteren.
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SIM POLITICS: A WAY OUT OF THE WAR
Whati Simulation of Afghanistan peace
negotiation

Where: Amsterdam, Utrecht, Ottawa

When: June 2007 - September 2007

Why: Six years into the war, a military solution
seems a far cry. What are the possibilities to

Cola district (refugee camp), the Corniche
(littoral boulevard) and the Garage Charles
Helou (international transport hub).
Outcome: Research, interventions, exhibition
and publication of design solutions]

Ins cooperation with: Beirut Municipality,
American University Beirut, Academie

negotiate a way out of the war? A simulation
exercise for policymakers, politicians, activists

Lebanais des Beaux Arts, Archis and Pearl
Foundations, and many many more.

and academics to provoke a pro-active policy
path for change.

Outcome: Public sessions in the Netherlands)
closed session and media scandal in Canada.
In cooperation with: Clingendael Institute)
Fatma Wakil, Ahmed Rashid and the Senlig
Council

STUDIO BEIRUT
What: Design workshops and public actions

THE LOST ROOM

What: Research, action and exhibition

Where: Beirut

When: summer 2007

Aim: The Lebanese National Museum gives
an account of the history of the country
starting in a glorious Bronze Age, ending
halfway the nineteenth century. A modern
national history is contested terrain. We

Where: Beirut

When: July 2007
Aimi After the July 2006 war, Beirut is under-

taking yet another fierce project of rebuilding.

set out to give an account of a possible
contemporary national history.

Outcome: A real-life annotated history of Beirut
along collective memories of favorite places and

What is the role and function of public space
in this fragmented city? Interventions on four
public spaces: the former Central Station, the

sweet memories.
In cooperation with: Studio Beirut workshop par-
ticipants, Edwin Gardner and Dirk-Jan Visser.
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POST SOVIET URBAN

TRANSFORMATION IN TBILISI

What: Design workshops and public actions
Where: Tbilisi

When: March 2007

Aim: Georgia’s post soviet transformation

is a messy process. The virulent economic
development misses out on a number of groups
in society, leading to displacement and urban
disintegration. The workshop intervened on
three sites: Hotel Abkhazia (a refugee building),
the Varketili district (typical Soviet blocks) and
the Kirov Factory (an industrial area)!

Outcome: research, design, interventions,
exhibition and publication|

In cooperation with: F.A.S.T., Nana Qutateladze,

amongst Turks in the Netherlands]
Outcome: A tactical map of Turkish parties)
media outlets and others in defense of]
‘Turkishness’!

In cooperation withi Selli Altunterim, Nuri
Karabulut, Mehmet Ulger and Press Now!

PUBLIC SPACE INVADERS

What: Action

Where: Beirut

When: November 2006

Aim: Beirut is a fragmented city, its areas

are exclusive on the basis of religious-ethnid
identity and class. To contest the exclusivel
appropriation of key public spaces, we
annotated public space at the Corniche, Martyr

Levan Asabashvili and Vakhtang Kasrelishvil.

AS TURKEY TURNS

What: Research, debate and publication

Where: Amsterdam

When: December 2000

Aim: To provoke the discussion on the
influence of Turkish media on sense of identity

and Sassine Squares, and in Hamra, Solidere)
Monot and Gemayzeh|

Outcome: Critical acclaim, media coverage,
repetition.

In cooperation with] Christiaan Fruneaux,
Pascale Hares, Rani al Rajji, Joe Mounzer,
Aukje Dekker, Steve Eid, Cara and Gressy
and Layla
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DISCLAIMING

The information transmitted through Partizan|
Publik is intended to alter your thinking,
attitude and behaviour. The information
transmitted is intended not only for the person
or entity to whom or which it is addressed.
Unauthorised use, disclosure or copying is
virulently applauded. Partizan Publik accepts
no liability for the improper transmission of the
message nor for any delay in its receipt. We do,
however, aim that the content on this forum
one day will transform the future of our world!

Special thanks in all projects goes to Christiaan Fruneaus
and Studio BOEM

www.partizanpublik.nl
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Jeanne van Heeswijk
and Dennis Kaspori

Marketplaces for
Cultural Collaboration

Jeanne van Heeswijk

and Dennis Kaspori

Jeanne van Heeswijk and Dennis
Kaspori work together on projects
in which they endeavour to
stimulate cultural production
and to develop or reorganize
public domains.

An essential element of their
practice is the establishment
and management of an infra-
structure for cultural exchange,
platforms for dialogue and

care networks that can create
conditions for more inclusive
forms of urban design.

The development of a city is a collective
process.In that regard, the city can always
be transformed, and there is great faith
in the potential for developing models
and instruments that enable these com-
munities to participate in building the
city. Yet this faith ignores the innocence



Project Descriptions

In the former Labour Council building in Rot-
terdam, 15 small housing-work units have
been built, specially intended for young peo-
ple endeavouring, from their vocational train-
ing, to arrive at a form of specialized entre-
preneurship focused on craftsmanship. Free-
wheelers is a one-year programme intended
to develop this venue into a breeding ground
for cultural entrepreneurship. The entrepre-
neurs selected work together on new products
and services related to the bicycle. Freewheel-
ers was developed under the aegis of Vestia.

or the naivety
of thisidea of
transformability
being based on
a harmonious
togetherness.

Enabling the individual or the com-
'~ munity to participate in building
the city means more than present-
ing them with a few choices. For
this would mean that we can still
only participate within the already
established conditions, such as public
comment channels or classical forms of
protestincluding demonstrationsand
standard procedures. On the contrary,
itis precisely these conditions, the no-
tions of how we wish to and are able
to live together, that we should be able
to question again and again within this
process. Offering a range of choices, in
that regard, is one last convulsion of the
supply-side transformability idea that
still views the citizen as a consumer.
The question is whether we are ca-
pable of creating a place, which we call
the publicdomain, in which, in discus-
sion with one another, we can face up
to the confrontation and in which we
can address one another as co-produc-
ers of the city. Can we make this arena
of tension visible and develop instru-
ments that make it possible to inter-
vene in that area? Can we collectively
develop a narrative about the city in
which everyone has a place? And can
we then develop the instruments that
enable people to genuinely fill in this
place and deepen, sharpen or question
the narrative?



Case Study: Rotterdam Skills
City vs. the Creative City
engein

Rotterdam faces a huge chal

urban restructuring.In the coming
decade, about 20,000 dwellings will
have to be replaced. With this operation,
the city is attempting to play catch-up
and establish a global position as an
attractive location. Rotterdam is at-
tempting to make the transition from

a workers’ city to a creative city.

To this end, Rotterdam is working on an
attractiveimage, on external adhesion,
in order to attract industry from all cor-
ners of the world. This external focus,
however, will remain inadequate as long
asitis not matched by a reinforcement
of theinternal cohesion of the city. Co-
positioning is therefore required: the
external,image-based positioning must
be supported by internal positioning,
based on social cohesion and cultural
infrastructure.

In the last year, Rotterdam’s ambi-
tions to develop into a creative city have
taken increasingly concrete forms, with
the presentation of the new Vision for
the City 2030. This Vision for the City
outlines a perspective in which theem-
phasis lies on physical aspects and eco-
nomics.

Butisurban development well served
by this physical approach, or does build-
ing also entail the construction of re-
lationships and the production of urban
consciousness? The question of wheth-
er the high-culture economic impetus
of the creative industry is sufficient or
whetheritstill requires an integral trans-
lation was answered by Richard Florida:
‘Creativity in the world of work is not lim-
ited to members of the Creative Class.

Marga Weimans, inspired by the Afrikaan- ..1strongly believe that the key to im-
dermarkt and in cooperation with local hand- proving the lot of underpaid, under-

icrafts artisans and sewing studios, is devel-
oping a new fashion label for Freehouse. The
line will be shown in Paris next year. This
project is being carried out in cooperation
with Kosmopolis Rotterdam.

employed and disadvantaged people lies
not in social welfare programs or low-
end make-work jobs ... but rather in
tapping the creativity of these people.



Cindy van den Bremen is developing
the project Suit It Yourself Sari
with market traders. Based on
fabrics on offer in the market
and using simple alterations,
they are developing new prod-
ucts that can be made on site
and to measure. This project

is being carried out in coop-
eration with Pact op Zuid,
Vestia and Kosmopolis
Rotterdam.

Tapping talents and developing skills
should be organized in a much more
energetic way. The integral connection
of internship trajectories to the urban
network could be the key to this. To
learnisto participate.And are the qual-
ities of city residents not more opti-
mally developed when they are taken
seriously in their creative contributions
and addressed as co-producers of an
urban society?

Co-producers are stakeholders and
interested parties who connect, formal-
ly orinformally, with others and in the
process create public space and com-
munication. In this relational context
they share their involvement in the
city: communication and participation
interlink here. Rotterdam Vakmanstad
(Skills City) initiates and stimulates
these interactions as co-productions
of publicdomain.

The idea of co-producers is inextrica-
bly linked to the idea of the public do-
main. Maarten Hajer and Arnold Reijn-
dorp, in their book In Search of New
Public Domain (2001), define the pub-

lic domain as those places where an

exchange between different social
groups can take place and actually
does take place: ‘The shift towards
acultural-geographicapproachin-
volves a departure from the notion
of absolutism in ascertaining the
value or meaning of spaces. The
essence of a cultural geography
is precisely that analysis of the
ambiguity, or, in more political
terms, the struggle between var-
ious meanings. Designing pub-

lic domain can then become a

question of the stimulation of
informal manifestations of di-
versity and the avoidance of
interventionsthatareintend-
ed to make such manifesta-
tions impossible.
The public domain, they say,

is primarily a (cultural) expe-

rience. We must no longer
consider the publicdomain
the result of purely econom-
icand legal considerations,
but rather begin to see it
and useitasthe (per-) form-
ative basis of a city under
development.



Debra Solomon, in cooperation with local
food suppliers, is developing a collective res-
taurant that creates new cultural, culinary and
economic links among the businesses in-
volved. The dishes are sold from a cart that,
as a cultural embassy for Rotterdam’s Afri-
kaander district, can pop up in other parts
of the city. This project is being carried out in
cooperation with Kosmopolis Rotterdam and
Imagine IC.

Inclusive urban design does not mean
importing capacities from the out-
side. It should, first and foremost, mo-
bilize the physical and sociocultural
capital that is available in the existing
residential area. The public domain
provides a platform for exchange, for
participation and communication. In
the process it underpins a broadly sup-
ported and integral idea about living
together in the community.

Vakmanstad/Freehouse has been select-
ed as Intendant for Cultural Diversity by
the Netherlands Foundation for Visual
Arts, Design and Architecture project fund.



Practice: Freehouse
a Model for Cultural

Entrepreneurship

>

In concrete terms Freehouse is striving
to set up spaces in which local entre-
preneurs,young people and artists can
come together to exchange knowledge,
experiences and ideas. This exchange
will lead to a form of cultural produc-
tion that can reinforce the economic
position of those involved and makes
visible the cultural process of conceptu-
alization and realization, thereby stim-
ulating cultural self-awareness.

An existing model is used as a start-
ing point, and research will be done to
determine how this model can be trans-
lated to the current and local situation
of Rotterdam.The existing model is the
‘Free House’ or Freihaus. This medieval
and baroque model created ‘free’plac-
es for‘outsiders’,where they could set-
tle under favourable conditions in ac-
knowledgement of their positive con-
tribution to public space and culturein
general.The Freehouse accommodates
a group of ‘outsiders’ who do not pos-
sess the usual social, cultural and eco-
nomic infrastructure to participate in
political and social life but are active
within more alternative forms of the
economy.

By setting up workshops, carrying
out interventions and creating living
models, Freehouse is attempting, in ad-
dition to stimulating the above-men-
tioned collaboration, to provide impe-
tus to thinking about a more inclusive
and intrinsic development of the city
of Rotterdam.
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Forty years after the revolt of May 68, the prevailing opinion seems to

be one of aggrieved jealousy, disguised as the wisdom of experience. A
series of retrospective newspaper articles seeks to finish once and for all
with a troubled legacy. Writers stubbornly struggle to distance themselves
from the idea that idealism and engagement could mean anything other
than the charitable causes espoused by pop stars and society figures. The
soixante-huitards are dismissed as sandbox idealists, weak-minded and
aimless sympathizers of terrorism, who in their unbridled naivety thought
the world could be changed; we know better by now. It’s the gist of several
months of disappointing newspaper reading.

What all this disparagement of the *68 activists is meant to cloak —
without succeeding particularly well — is the bottomless vacuity of today’s
politics and the loss of any horizon along which social development might
take place. Where are the utopian visions today? Where are the visions
of the future, for that matter? With the exception of the development
scenarios of consultancy firms, planning bureaus and policy advisers,
no one is willing to offer any sort of vision about a collectively desirable
future. The world cannot be remade, we are told, when it is in fact being
irreversibly reproduced day after day.

Urban space is where the spirit of ’68 — in essence a struggle against
any form of authority — particularly manifested itself, not just in Paris, but
also in the inner cities of the USA, where the violent repression of the civil-
rights movement degenerated into full-scale riots, in the streets of Prague,
where the rebellion turned against the Soviet occupation, or in bullet-
riddled Saigon, target of the Vietnamese Tet Offensive. In Amsterdam the
spirit of 68 was embodied by the Provo and Kabouter movements, the
Nieuwmarkt protests, and the general resistance of residents against the
form of autocratic modernist urban development in force at the time. A
small revolution took place, one that still defines the structure of Dutch
cities to this day.

It is therefore in the area of urban development — in Dutch history one
of the most fertile grounds for the development of radical politics — that
an impressive system of procedures was created to prevent conflict and
not so much parry criticism as render it toothless. ‘Interactive policy
making’, ‘open plan processes’ with ‘sounding-board groups’, ‘consulta-
tion procedures’, ‘co-production’: the quantity of terms used to describe
the participation of residents in contemporary urban development gives
the impression that we are living in a veritable Mecca of democracy.
Ultimately, however, the marvellous participation models result in a disap-
pointing reality of notification and information, with a few therapeutic
public-comment meetings to calm tempers a little. For it’s too late for
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any real decisions. The political establishment now hides behind a hedge
of semantic impenetrability: urban development plans are deliberately
drawn up in a jargon that no resident can comprehend. We live in a
so-called post-political age, where the framework of politics is set and
remains unquestioned by any political party, and within which tiny altera-
tions are the subject of intense negotiations.

The post-political framework of contemporary urban policy is that of
the entrepreneurial city. An entrepreneurial mindset has taken over city
government, where the drive towards competition among cities has sup-
planted every other policy consideration. As much care as is being devoted
to the strategic positioning of cities in global flows of human and financial
capital, so little interest does there seem to be in adopting the existing
population of the city as the premise for any integral vision of city politics.
We have arrived at a clearly atopian juncture, ' safely removed from any
utopian philosophy and at the same time from the dystopian darkness.

The only fertile domain of utopian politics today seems to exist in the
digital world, in the open-source software movement FLOSS,? where
an all too real battle is being fought for the public, open nature of the
Internet. Although there have been attempts to pull these politics out of
the computer domain and transpose them to analogue everyday life, this
has aroused surprisingly little interest in the social mainstream. The first
step in the Netherlands to translate the cybernetic to the urban domain,
strangely enough, is coming from the real-estate sector, which describes
its projects using terms like urban hardware (urban infrastructure) and
urban software (urban programming). It is no longer just about the
bricks. Project developers have discovered that genuine added value lies
in linking the physical hardware (the built environment) to sociocultural
software (practices, identities, and so forth). This is why project developers
now almost routinely invite artists and other cultural actors, on a perma-
nent or temporary basis, to ‘add some flavour’ to as yet unfinished real
estate, in order to jack up the prices. Almost every large-scale project in
Amsterdam is now associated with a new cultural institution; the Zuidas
has a design museum, the South Banks of the 1J have the Muziekgebouw,
and the Overhoeks project the new Filmmuseum. Even in the restructur-
ing of social housing, cultural branding has been turned into a new trend.

Interestingly, these computer terms of software and hardware were
translated to urban space in the 1970s by the Pop Art architecture group
Archigram,’ to promote the use of soft and flexible materials such as
the inflatable bubble instead of the modernist hardware of steel and
cement. Along with contemporaries such as the Italian architecture group
Archizoom and texts such as Jonathan Raban’s Soft City, Archigram
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aimed its critique at the monotonous and rational functionalism of
modernism, presenting a more organic conception of the city as a living
organism (comparable views made Aldo van Eyck the quintessential
architectural spokesman of the Nieuwmarkt battle against urban mod-
ernization). The term urban software thus dates back to the 1960s and
1970s, with software as the social programming of a city and hardware as
its infrastructure. Just as the Situationists experimented with bottom-up
software through psychogeography and the dérive, so did subjective,
organic and bottom-up approaches develop into a spearhead of the uto-
pian urbanism of the time. French urbanist Henri Lefebvre, an important
source of inspiration for the urban social movements of the 1960s and
1970s, formulated ‘the right to the city’ in the 1960s: “. .. the right to the
city means the right of citizens and city residents . . . to take part in all the
networks and circuits of communication, information and exchange.’*

In light of current notions of cities as centres for trade in and exploita-
tion of knowledge (the ‘creative knowledge economy’), this formulation
of the right to the city seems more imperative than ever, as well as being
intrinsically connected to open-source politics. For, in the neoliberal city,
this libertarian approach to software is being replaced by an increasingly
tightly regulated and coded version, in which urban programming often
comes to serve narrow economic functionalism. Through the introduction
of codes of behaviour, local ordinances and an increased police presence,
streets are kept free of unsanctioned street scenes and undesirable use.

By means of the creative city policy, the neoliberal city encourages and
promotes the influx of highly educated residents, even as cutbacks are
imposed on the creative public domain such as education and the cultural
sector and lower education levels have been in crisis for years. Notions

of cultural and creative entrepreneurship are becoming dominant in the
cultural sector, formerly grounded in political and aesthetic considera-
tions. Culture as a consumer product is developing into a crucial resource
in the branding battle among cities. In the process, cultural branding
becomes an attempt to construct competitive urban software products
that serve to ‘programme’ the urban space in the most economically
favourable fashion possible. The neoliberal city is becoming the Microsoft
of the spatial knowledge economy: it chooses branding over substance and
refuses to makes its source code — its political agenda — public. With the
‘kernel’ of the city increasingly focused on intercity competition, policy no
longer needs legitimization — the need to be a ‘top city’ is reason enough.

It seems an almost inevitable necessity, as a response to this trend, to
create a programme that translates the demands of the FLOSS movement
to the urban space. The realization of a public domain dedicated to the
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bottom-up production of knowledge and power, and an open urban source
code that encourages, rather than complicates, participation; these, at any
event, are two essential ingredients of a yet to be determined method for

open-source urbanism.
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In the struggle against the global world order, Liieven De Cauter calls
for a rehabilitation of social engineering and the realization that political
choices do matter.! And rightly so. The triumphal march of the global
world order — at least at an ideological level — is being made possible by
an apolitical view of society. We see it as an ‘occurrence’, a spontaneous
play of conflicting forces that constantly short-circuit one another and
seek out synergies. The role of politics has been reduced to merely
‘policing’ the orderly course of this play of forces, without the ambition
to want to guide it, as was the case during the heyday of the socially
engineered society.? Nonetheless ‘social engineering’ still treads the
societal stage. Monitoring, after all, also concerns the safeguarding of the
essential conditions for the societal occurrence, such as parliamentary
democracy, press freedom and the free circulation of goods and capital,
conditions that the ‘police troops’ of the global world order defend with
force if necessary.

Remarkably, however, De Cauter also immediately puts the
brakes on his call for a ‘repoliticization’ by immediately speaking about
a ‘relative’ social engineering. At first glance this defensive approach is
understandable. To again advocate total social engineering would not only
be unacceptable, but above all not credible, given the current consensus
on the causal link between social engineering and totalitarianism. The
social engineering of society has become an anathema over which hangs
a corny paternalist haze. De Cauter’s emphasis on the relative, however,
is more than merely strategic. With it he expresses the more general con-
ceptual movement to make thinking and acting in terms of a utopia — the
framework within which attempts at social engineering were invariably
undertaken — acceptable once more by no longer viewing it as a ‘guiding-
image’, but as a ‘counter-image’. T'he term utopia no longer refers to the
representation of an alternative model of society as the guiding thread
for a political project. On the contrary, it is understood in terms of an
‘unceasing indictment’ against the inequities intrinsic to the existing
world order.?

De Cauter himself seems not to believe in the possibility of
repoliticizing the global world order. Within his train of thought, critical
counterforces can at most make an ethical appeal to the global order to
better control its excesses — what on closer examination is also the bas ic

1. See ‘Utopia and Globalization’ in: Lieven De
Cauter, 1he Capsular Society, Reflect #3 (Rotterdam:
NAi Publishers, 2004), 184-191.

2. We use ‘policing’ as the translation of the
concept of ‘la police’ that Jacques Ranciere defined
in detail as a depoliticized form of conducting
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3. Lieven De Cauter also situates the practice of
relative social engineering as resistance in light of
the formulation of an ‘absolute demand for justice’.
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position of the ‘global governance’ movement.* This assumes that the
global world order is not infallible, but is capable of regulating its own
shortcomings, without external political interference. The assumption is
that globalization, in its current, neoliberal form, is an inevitable, quasi-
natural process, which at most requires the stipulation of certain ethical
(behavioural) codes. A defining feature of these ethical codes is that they
are drawn up by the parties involved themselves. Think of the Dutch
publicly traded corporations that recently formalized their own behaviour
with the famous Tabaksblat Code. Alternative globalization ethicists, like
De Cauter, can at most exert pressure to accelerate this natural process of
self-regulation.

[t is precisely this ultimate naturalization of the global order that
needs to be combated. A merely e#hical counterposition is not sufficient
for this purpose.® What is needed is a political critique of the global world
order: the global world order must be stripped of any pretence of natural-
ness by critically reconstructing its ‘socially engineered’ character, as well
as exposing the last fragments of utopian thinking that lend this order its

coherence.®

The Social Engineering of Spontaneous Initiatives

A good start for such a project is to expose the superficial character of the
‘demonization of social engineering’ in today’s society. For all that it is
taboo these days to speak in terms of social engineering, the philosophy
of social engineering is nonetheless being applied on a massive scale.
Geographer Erik Swyngedouw rightly points out that, despite what
official ideology would suggest, neoliberalism maintains an intimate
relationship with state intervention.” Not coincidentally, he made

this observation in connection with the development of the Zuidas in
Amsterdam, a large office, residential and leisure complex currently being

4. This solution to the excesses of globalization in
terms of ‘better management’ is advocated by such
figures as Joseph Stiglitz, one of the most famous
critics of neoliberal globalization. See Joseph
Stiglitz, Globalisation and its Discontents (New York:
W.W. Norton & Co, 2003).

5. Because of the ethical slant of De Cauter’s
position, he can easily be forced into the position
of the hysteric or whistleblower who continually
challenges the global world order to respond to
one failing or another — war yesterday, global
warming today, something else tomorrow — without
proposing an alternative himself. Even his call

to politicize the global world order by creating
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6. This premise is based on Slavoj Zizek, who
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the study of the reproduction of the existing order.
See the introduction to 7he Indivisible Remainder
(London/New York: Verso Books, 1996).
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built in the south of the city. At an official level, the Zuidas is represented
as the spontaneous outcome of societal processes: the demand for more
office space, trendy residential accommodation and cultural infrastructure,
as well as the need for reliable access. The reality, however, is that the
Zuidas is part of what the Dutch Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning
and the Environment (VROM) calls the ‘National Spatial Framework’ of
the Netherlands: the collection of all the spatial assets that are crucial to
the international competitive position of the Netherlands — and which are
therefore meticulously managed at the highest planning level: the state.?
Here we uncover the core of the ‘relative social engineering’ intrinsic to
present-day society in the Netherlands. Dutch society is being socially
engineered even today — the Zuidas leaves no doubt as to this fact. It

is simply no longer zotally socially engineered. Instead, the government
intervenes only in places that are of strategic importance to particular
objectives. It initiates projects for which it delegates both the implemen-
tation and the direction, but intervenes in the process at well-considered,
strategic moments. It also repeatedly responds to the particular needs and
desires of specific target groups and facilitates these as much as possible.
T'his hyperactive role in the National Spatial Framework is compensated
by outsourcing the remaining portion of societal organization as much as
possible to lower levels of administration (provinces and municipalities)
and to the self-regulating capacities of the social field of forces (market
partners, societal parties and/or enterprising individuals). A second
characteristic of relative social engineering is the dissimulation of state
intervention by involving every conceivable stakeholder in the develop-
ment — economic, societal and cultural players — so that even the Zuidas
takes on a quasi-spontaneous character.

At lower levels of scale we run into the same politics of relative social
engineering. Every self-respecting city in the Netherlands is now hard

at work on generating a creative quantum leap. Municipal authorities are
frenetically mapping out creative hotspots, redeveloping sites for creative
‘breeding places’, designing policy focusing on creative developments,
launching promotion campaigns, mobilizing investments in creative
sectors, and so on. Here too, in other words, in spite of all the rhetoric to
the contrary, we are clearly dealing with social engineering based on a

7. Erik Swyngedouw, ‘A New Urbanity? The Development’), finalized by the Dutch cabinet on
Ambiguous Politics of Large-Scale Urban 23 April 2004. This illusion is being maintained
Development Projects in European Cities’, in: in the face of all sorts of grave signs to the

Willem Salet (ed.), Amsterdam Zuidas. European contrary, such as a major lack of occupancy in the
Space (Rotterdam: 010 Publishers, 2005). Amsterdam office market, declining interest on the
8. See Nota Ruimte. Ruimte voor ontwikkeling part of market parties, and so on.

(‘National Spatial Strategy: Room for
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more or less clearly formulated ideal vision. Only this is done in a smarter,
‘relative’ way. Instead of subjecting deprived neighbourhoods to a total
makeover, the Dutch government is performing extremely localized
precision operations into the social and physical fabric of the city. These
interventions are nevertheless linked to grand utopian expectations. Not
coincidentally, the parties involved speak of ‘gentripuncture’ in these
cases. In a problem area, like Rotterdam’s Spangen district, creative
groups are ‘injected’ in the expectation that their entrepreneurial zeal
will restore the countenance of this working-class area to its former glory
and spur its residents into action.’ Just as at the Zuidas, here too we are
dealing with a consciously created ambiguity about the true engine of
the process of societal change. Even though the so-called gentripunctural
interventions would be unthinkable without the massive financial and
organizational efforts of the government and even though they are part of
well-defined policy programmes based on scientific reports, the operation
is nevertheless attributed to the spontaneous entrepreneurial actions of
creative actors.

The Perverse Core of Relative Social Engineering

In this we come up against the paradox of the relative social engineering
of Dutch society. On the one hand, there is consensus on the fact that
social engineering leads to an asphyxiation of the most essential qualities
of societal actors: their creativity, entrepreneurship and potential for
self-regulation. At the same time, there is agreement that these qualities
should be stimulated. This creates the hilarious spectacle of a govern-
ment that claims to be recusing itself and leaving the societal initiative
to bottom-up developments, only to frenetically guide these processes
along proper channels and, if they are absent, to generate them. In this
the government is fulfilling the same role as the presenter of the popular
television programme Dragons’ Den, in which creative individuals (the
pitchers) try to arouse the interest of venture capitalists (the dragons) in
order to develop their inventions. The role of the presenter is limited to
introducing the pitchers and to laughing or crying along with the pitchers
when they discover the market value of their creative proposals. While
the initiative to appear before the dragons indubitably lies with the crea-

9. In this we are alluding to, for instance, ‘De Due to its success, this spontaneous initiative
dichterlijke vrijheid’ (poetic licence) — as far as we became best practice within the ‘Hot Spot Policy’
know one of the first projects to explicitly use the of the Dutch Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning
term gentripuncture. This was a project centred on and the Environment (VROM). In Rotterdam, the

the Wallisblok in Spangen, set up by the Rotterdam  project was further developed and refined in the
Development Corporation in close cooperation project ‘169 Klushuizen’ (169 houses to fix up).
with Steunpunt Wonen and Hulshof Architecten.
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tive individuals, the presenter, who always stays in the background, repre-
sents the vanishing mediator of this ostensibly spontaneous occasion.

Relative social engineering acquires a perverse quality in that
societal actors may have more room to give free rein to their creativity, but
under the strict condition that they not only be creative, but exploit their
creativity in the correct, enterprising way. If they fail to do this, discipli-
nary sanctions follow. In the process the Dutch government, in the area of
cultural policy, is increasingly taking on the guise of the Dragons’ Den ven-
ture capitalists: the financial resources of ‘uncreative’ breeding grounds
are implacably slashed or even cut off entirely, with the resulting available
budgets being reinvested in so-called ‘points of excellence’. These are
top cultural institutions from which a high ‘return value’ is expected in
the area of international allure, economic suitability or societal benefit.
"T'his modus operandi represents, within culture policy, the variant of the
previously mentioned National Spatial Framework.

"T'his far-reaching government interference in the field of culture in
the Netherlands is anything but an isolated case. On the contrary, it is the
local version of the philosophy of relative social engineering that prevails
on a global scale today. Think, for example, of the way Western powers,
in countries like Afghanistan, Iraq or Palestine, are actively creating the
right conditions for the facilitation of the innate thirst for democracy of
the local populations. When the population misuses its democratic rights
and chooses undesirable parties to defend its interests, such as Hamas in
Palestine, extreme sanctions follow and the paternalism of the heyday of
the socially engineered society makes a grand comeback.

A Different View of the Global World Order Is Possible

The politicization of the global world order, therefore, lies not in an ‘ethi-
cal critique’, but in rendering visible its ‘relatively socially engineered’
character and hidden paternalism. A unique political moment can consist
of the public acknowledgement of this suppressed and obscene truth as
well as its integration in its official, post-political self-representation. The
challenge is therefore to resist the temptation to immediate postulate

an ‘alternative globalization’. In the first instance, the global world order
demands an alternative historiography — new historiographic myths and
monuments — that does justice to the denied socially engineered charac-
ter of its spontaneous guise.

In concrete terms, we propose the following. In another context
Lieven De Cauter, protesting the harsh immigration policy of the
European Union, proposed nominating the wall around Ceuta — along
with all detention centres for illegal immigrants on the European main-
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land — as the culture monument of 1998 (in the context of the Jan Hagel
Prize) with as a tag line: ‘Observers predict that it will someday become
a tourist attraction.’'” Building on this, we propose nominating the light
coercion with which creatives are being sent into ‘the dragon’s den’ in
search of microcredits — made necessary by the closure of uncreative
‘breeding places’ and the concentration of culture budgets in elite crea-
tive institutions — as the ‘culture moment of 2008’. Without De Cauter’s
ethical cynicism, however. We are deadly serious. Today the actions of
the government within the creative sector might appear as cruel yet
necessary. 'T'he future will undoubtedly tell whether this disciplinary
state intervention will have contributed in an unprecedented way to the
making of a new generation of self-sufficient and decisive creative entre-
preneurs, who cheerfully let their creativity be tapped for the dream we
all share: a strong international competitive position for the Netherlands
within the global world order.

10. See footnote 17 to the essay “T'he Capsular
Civilization’ in: De Cauter, 7he Capsular
Civilization, op. cit. (note 1), 51-54.
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Pascal Gielen

Parallel Reality

A Conversation with Michiel Dehaene,

Lieven De Cauter and Rudi Laermans

This past summer, three Belgian intellec-
tuals held a conversation for Open about
the renewed attention being paid to the
‘makeability’ of city and society. Moder-
ated by sociologist Pascal Gielen, philoso-
pher Lieven De Cauter, urban designer
Michiel Dehaene and sociologist Rudi
Laermans discuss such topics as the limits
of the socially engineered society and the
role of creativity and science in this.
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PASCAL GIELEN Since the advent of postmodernism, the idea of
‘makeability’ has become discredited, in architecture as well as in
philosophy and soctology. Faith in a socially engineered society,
after all, is deemed to lead to inhuman, totalitarian regimes,
whether they be fascist, Nazi or communist in nature. Postmod-
ernism, however, seems to be quietly fading into the background.
We are living in a ‘post-post-era’. In this era, it seems not only
relativism but also political indifference are being exchanged for a
quiet new hope. Small, admittedly modest utopians are being aired
again, and with them a longing for an ‘alternatively engineered’
world. Engagement is once more experiencing a boom in archi-
tecture and art, for example. In political philosophy, the narra-
tive of Antonio Negri and Michael Hardt has captured worldwide
attention. This has also brought renewed attention to the Italian
Autonomia movement. This suggests that social engineering can
once again be discussed as an idea. The taboo on longing for it, at
least, seems to have been lifted. How do you explain this new hope
Jor a socially engineered society?

RUDI LAERMANS The ideal of social engineering was only jettisoned
at the level of society, and at the same time it was re-articulated. It
has shifted from the level of society to the level of organizations and
the sectors in which they operate. In the process, the discourse of
social engineering has been transmuted into that of management and
control. This new, postmodern if you will, social engineering discourse
was assimilated in a very short time within large transnational enter-
prises. From these private organizations it then trickled down into

the government sphere. Today, education and health care, and there-
fore hospitals and schools, are ‘managed’. The emphasis is placed

on flexibility and project-based focus. This is the basic hallmark of
postmodern management, which also places the individual at centre
stage, and therefore, for instance, the performance of an individual
doctor or teacher. The individual is assigned all responsibility and

his or her performance is reviewed at least once a year — but within a
business usually a lot more frequently. Social engineering is therefore
being shifted to a large extent to the individual. The individual has to
constantly remake or reinvent himself or herself according to new
objectives or projects. I think this diagnosis should be made before we
start talking about the social engineering of society again.
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MICHIEL DEHAENE Management is social engineering without a
social engineering idea. Never before has there been so much control
capacity; never before has so much effort been expended to make
things. Yet there is no pilot aboard. The credit crisis in the USA is a
good example of this: there is a lot of management behind that, but
they were on a collision course. Today, faith in social engineering has
turned into disaster management.

LIEVEN DE CAUTER The word maakbaarheid (‘makeability’, or social
engineering) does not exist outside Dutch-speaking countries. So
right off we have a conceptual problem. What is social engineering?
Total social engineering is indeed a totalitarian political course,
namely the creation of both the society and the human being. I think
there is a consensus that this can only lead to perverse systems. But
you also have what I call ‘relative social engineering’. We are indeed
engaged in a collision course today. This is not social engineering,
however, but total un-social engineering. It is the invisible hand of
rogue capitalism that is steering us towards the abyss. Social engi-
neering, on the other hand, is associated with a sovereign. It entails
a democratic decision that says, ‘we will do this, and we will not do
that. This is how we will organize society.” This is how the welfare
state was created. That is just about the best thing that humanity has
produced in all its history.

RL Ithink that social engineering, on a political level, has primarily
become a question of occasionally significant but sectorally limited
interventions, and therefore has indeed left the societal level. Look at
European education policy and the Bologna Accord, for instance. Tens
of thousands of people were involved in that, to say nothing of the
numbers of students. In a matter of a few years, all of higher education
was reformed. This demonstrates that things are relatively socially
engineerable.

MD Yet we no longer know which political course to choose, and we
are faced with problems to which we don’t even fathom the beginnings
of a solution. We are all, for example, convinced that the problem of
global warming exists. But opinions on possible solutions are highly
divergent. I'm thinking of the concrete example of the blunder of
biofuels. What seemed to be a technological solution now seems to
have catastrophic consequences for food prices.
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RL At the same time, there is no longer a consensus among the elite
about the general food and the basic problems of this world. The USA
and China, for example, do not consider the climate issue a priority, in
contrast to the European Union.

PG Back to my initial question: where does today’s receptivity to
social engineering come from?

MD When you look at urban development and at traffic, you see that
it’s all jammed. If you stick with the same mobility management in
operation today, eventually everything will grind to a halt. All the
margins have been taken up, and we can still produce some custom-
made urban design, but at some point this margin too will be gone. So
the demand for energetic interventions and social engineering crops
up again. But even if you were convinced that you had reached a point
at which a new path should be slashed through the city, as it were,
there’s a kind of ‘path dependency’ in operation today, you have to
deal with all kinds of historical contingencies and with all the rubbish
from the past that seems to preclude such radical interventions a
priori. People are absolutely not ready for this.

PG It is therefore because of the spectacle of the ecological catas-
trophe as a product of a limitless economy that the demand for
social engineering is becoming legitimate again.

LDC To keep it in concrete terms: the car is a good example. In this
area, there is hyperproduction and hyperconsumerism. Only 2 per cent
of Chinese people own a car so far. You shudder to think what will
happen when they all want one. We are stuck in a growth logic that
will destroy us. The limit of social engineering is the economy that is
without limits.

RL On the ecological level, you should have the equivalent of the
moral minimum of human rights. There is after all a relative consensus
about the fact that a permanent violation of human rights is unaccept-
able. There must be a similar minimum for ecological rights.

PG Allow me to pose an academic question. What is the difference

between attitudes towards social engineering in the 1920s, the
1960s and today?

Parallel Reality 187



LDC You can go back even further. Things have always been socially
engineered, in the nineteenth century for instance: the hard infra-
structure of the nation-state. There was an enormous positivist and
technocratic faith in progress and social engineering. This is part

of hard modernism across the board, on the political as well as the
economic side.

RL The idea that society is not created by God but by man is the
proverbial essence of the French Revolution. This became the model
for the modern politics of social engineering.

LDC But the 1920s were indeed the age of revolution, both commu-
nist and fascist. Labour was its focus. In communism, the worker was
elevated to the dictatorship of the proletariat. In the case of fascism,
you had a petit-bourgeoisie filled with resentment about the lost war
and the economic crisis that experiences a resurgence as a people and
arace. What matters is that a philosophy of planning comes to the fore.
The 1960s, on the other hand, were reformist and concentrated on free
time. With the emphasis on freedom and free time, the economy real-
ized that it was no longer driven by a production capitalism, but by a
consumer capitalism. Today everything revolves around communica-
tion and information capitalism. You can no longer call this reformist.
The most accurate label would be ‘post-historic’. Europe is in the post-
history of the welfare state. This does not mean that the welfare state
no longer exists. Europe has managed to preserve the welfare state,

at least continental Europe. Dubai, for example, is truly post-historic.
How should we classify it? As theocratic capitalism? In China, on

the other hand, you can speak of a postcommunist capitalism, and in
America of a rabidly neoliberal capitalism. What matters is that people
now realize that consumer capitalism has limits. In the 1960s the new
lifestyle encouraged everyone to buy a car, and this is now turning
into a nightmare. That too is a post-historic experience. We are experi-
encing limits, including those of democracy. How should we deal with
this? How can we institute the mechanisms of new politics that reart-
iculate democracy? To me, these are the basic questions when you are
discussing social engineering today.

PG And what are the answers?

LDC Back to the nation-state! A dam has to be built against privatiza-
tion. The state has been robbed on a massive scale: public transport,
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telephony, etcetera — in short it sold off all the infrastructures paid
for by the taxpayer for a pittance. Nationalization is not a strategy for
universal salvation, but at least it is a dam against this.

PG When you say ‘nationalize everything’, you are effectively
saying ‘re-politicize everything’ too.

LDC: Of course.

RL Inrelation to that, let me note that economics are always political
economics as well. The European telephony market, for example, is
socially engineered. It is actually an illustration of neoliberal and tran-
snational social engineering. On the other hand we also see an influen-
tial social engineering ideal in the domain of life as such. I'm thinking
of life extension or the battle against the aging body. Biology, certainly
genetic technology, still adopts a classic social engineering position,
linking progress optimism to technological determinism. Now that is
biopolitics!

MD Yes, but then you're talking about the sense of social engineering.
Because it too has no pilot. People have absolutely no idea what
they're doing. They're just messing about and waiting to see what
happens.

PG The Frankenstein syndrome . . .
But let me pose a somewhat different question. Up to now we’ve
been talking about social engineering as a historical category or
a fact of history. But what is it that makes a philosophy of social
engineering possible; what is it based on? If I look towards Jacques
Ranciere and Hannah Arendt, I see art as a base category. Politics
18, for instance, the design of a society. That also means you have
to be able to design things in your head; you have to dare to fanta-
size. But even science needs fiction, which is expressed, among
other things, in the hypothesis. In that, after all, many possible
outcomes are conceived, or to put it a better way, ‘imagined’ and
designed. Isn’t fiction necessary to conceive possible realities?
And, if my thesis is correct, are we not today witnessing an
expulsion of fiction from the political sphere and from science?
Politics today, after all, has turned into policy, or ideological
politics into management, but even in science hypothetical
thinking is being consumed by blind faith in and an obsession
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for methodology. Because thinking about possibilities is being
circumscribed, thinking about social engineering is also limited
within the boundaries of calculability and feasibility.

LDC: One answer to your first question is in fact also an answer to the
question ‘what is man?’ Man is ein nicht festgestelltes Tier, according
to philosopher and sociologist Arnold Gehlen, an instinct-forsaken
animal. He is a creature of culture. Everything that makes us human is
taught to us. If children do not learn to walk, they cannot walk. If they
do not learn to speak, they cannot speak. Man is a creature of culture,
and culture, from the Latin colere, literally means to work, to till. To
cultivate is to make.

MD Yes, but how open is man anymore? To me, the total flexibilization
of labour, going as far as the expropriation of speech, is the end of this
openness, of the human project and of the ‘make-able’ human being.
Because everything is economized, a margin that a system needs to
evolve is disappearing. As a scientist you have to continually create
this margin in order to think creatively. Today you have to constantly
protect yourself, otherwise you get swallowed up in the third money
flow. You see this in the creative industry as well. It does not create
creativity; on the contrary, it swallows it. Creativity is being fettered,
pushed into a standardized format. True creativity does not come out
the proverbial ‘centres of excellence’; it lies in the periphery.

RL Your question is interesting, but it is two-fold. On the one hand,
politics is indeed design, which is an aesthetic category. I call this the
pole of the Bildung, with as its extreme variant — to paraphrase Boris
Groys — the Gesamtkunstwerk of the Stalinist state. The opposite pole
is politics in relation with aesthetics as a sense of possibility, as the
conception of alternatives. Every idea of social engineering presup-
poses an outside, a fictional space, a parallel reality. We actually know
two forms of this. Both religion and art are ‘the world in the world’,
the postulation of another horizon of possibility within the existing
one. And perhaps the scientific experiment is the same thing.

LDC Plato’s Republic outlines a similar parallel reality. This is imag-
ining by creating a concept, a utopia. It can be read as a totalitarian
blueprint, but perhaps also as an outline of possibilities, a fiction. Man
is no IS creature, but a creature of possibility. Political imagination
seems to be swallowed up in the hyperactivity of information tech-
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nology and the hypnosis of the display screens. There seems to be no
margin for critical distance, for subversion, for imagining other forms
of life and society.

RL In very concrete terms, I have always, for example, defended a
baseline standpoint when it comes to policy. Reserve 10 per cent of
policy for experimental policy. In universities, for instance, try to do
something other than uncovering yet another empirical truth. It might
lead to nothing, but you might also end up thinking, ten years down
the line, ‘the model we once tried, which didn’t work in this or that
condition, now makes sense’.

PG Today we are seeing a rather paradoxical development in
connection with creativity. On the one hand you see that — as I just
indicated — creativity is being banished from politics and science.
On the other hand you see that industry is embracing creativity. Is
industry so much smarter?

MD I am not all that surprised that creativity is something you can
market. But I am pessimistic about the capacity of the economy to
effectively produce creativity. It remains primarily a captation.

RL That is also Antonio Negri’s analysis. You can be creative with
others, but all creativity is immediately privatized, including in a legal
sense. Creativity, including collective creation, immediately becomes
property — that’s the logic.

PG All three of you are academics. To what extent has academic
research supported, legitimized today’s politics-without-politics?

MD Iam ambivalent about this. The new management regime, as Rudi
Laermans calls it, is indeed highly project-centred. From an urbanism
point of view I have always been a proponent of this project-based
approach. Directive urbanism or ‘planism’, in which you think in
terms of 30 years, are a thing of the past. But the big problem is that
project-based urbanism today is in the hands of the project developer.
As aresult you end up in a logic of perfunctory action. The project
manager just has to make sure the project happens. The question of
which projects a city needs and why, however, is very seldom posed
anymore. What interests me is how a city arrives at particular projects.
What are the projects that you cannot leave up to the market and in
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which public investment is desirable and necessary? In Flanders, for
instance, there is discussion about public-private social housing. This
is rather absurd, since social housing in Flanders is aimed at that
portion of housing for which there is no market. This means that you
can only interest market players in this segment if you guarantee their
profits with subsidies. This is only one example of the uncritical use
of public resources within a blind faith in project-driven financing. In
a more general sense, urbanism, because of its insistence on working
project by project, risks being reduced to a lubricant for commercial
urban development. I think we are ready for a countermovement.

RL Something similar is happening in the social sciences. There is

a highly technocratic orientation, whereby data collection amounts
to supplying policy-making authorities, in the broad sense, with
information about a national population or specific groups. If one is
already working on something socially relevant, one usually keeps
to the problem definitions of the political establishment. The whole
research industry into immigrant populations is a good example of
this. No other category in society is so thoroughly researched these
days, although ‘surveiled’ would be a better word. What bothers me
is the attitude of ‘as a scientist I'm trying to change the world too’.
When in reality the goal is simply to obtain research grants and have
research results converted into academic publications. Party poli-
tics today works mainly with moral statements: something is bad, or
something should be considered bad. The vast majority of sociological
research rides along in that narrative. As a result what might also be
researched, what might be conceived differently, is curbed.

LDC The task of the intellectual lies in registering resistance. Resist-
ance against privatization, for example the privatization of the univer-
sity, against management thinking at the university, resistance against
the erosion of civil rights and of individual freedom, freedom of
opinion, resistance against the dualization of the world and the milita-
rization associated with it, resistance against the ecological destruc-
tion of the planet . . . That is the task of an intellectual, and a good
academic is an intellectual. But critical academic reflection has always
been limited. It can only exist if it is nurtured by a broader resistance
movement.

PG But my question was intended more broadly. Institutions like
universities, but public broadcasters as well, always used to leave
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a free, open space that you could occupy. The big institutions, after
all, were the ones that scarcely asked questions about what some
individuals or small entities do within the institution. It was
precisely in these undefined places that creativily and alternative
social engineering were often nurtured and other ways of thinking
were developed.

LDC These have indeed been ‘managed away’ today. Everything has
been rationalized, so that room for imagination is shrinking. Although
I should add some nuance to that: Bologna has also, at least in the art
academies, generated a new dynamic.

MD There was indeed what the Belgian sociologist Jean Rémy calls

a seconde réalité. Within organizational systems, another organiza-
tion was created simultaneously, and for a number of people who
worked within that system, another reality as well. The reality of an
academic post today, however, is ‘we’re on holiday, now we can do
some writing’. We can finally do what we essentially consider to be our
actual work. But this situation eats up all sorts of other things through
which you function, your home life for instance.

RL But critical thinking has also emigrated. Whereas in the 1960s and
1970s critical social theory was mainly influential within the social
sciences, for some time now its main habitat has been cultural studies.
Moreover, a remarkable number of art academies accommodate (or
used to accommodate) alternative thinkers, such as Peter Sloterdijk
and Boris Groys.

PG So there are still spaces where one can think about society in

a critical way. But how does this relate to actual practice? Does
this theorizing actually lead to an alternatively socially engineered
soctety? Take Negri and Hardt’s or Virno’s concept of the ‘multi-
tude’. How do such theoretical, almost virtual concepts relate to
reality?

LDC Concepts can feed politics. You have to furnish that imagi-
nary with a critical operationability. But let’s be honest: the anti-
globalization movement did not need the concept of the ‘multitude’
to resist the G8. When theory becomes a sort of poetics in which the
distinction between theory and practice vanishes, a certain perfor-
mativity does develop in both thought and action. In inventing a new
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discourse, a new reality is also created. Ultimately, however, I expect
concrete changes in this area only if citizens, activists and organiza-
tions such as NGOs and trade unions, and ultimately political parties
as well, join forces. Thinking about politics has to flow through to the
political forum.

PG Let me round things off with a somewhat different ques-

tion. The social engineering of both man and society was very
powerfully expressed by Michel Foucault through the architec-
tural principle of the panopticon. It was the core architecture of
the apparatus of discipline from the eighteenth century onward,
and therefore the instrument of social engineering as well. What
architectural principle would you put forward as the centre of the
current management regime?

LDC The panopticon is fairly unique. It is a philosophical machine

to which I can think of no equivalent. What’s more, it’s actually been
built. I would spontaneously answer that the atrium model is at the
centre of management. Davos is more or less such a place: a congress
centre cum hotel with separate rooms and nouvelle cuisine on the
terrace. This is the new locus of power. It is no coincidence that
Davos is a spa.

RL The panopticon as a machine is a powerful metaphor because it
touches on both the subject and society. Today, however, I would
not think of architecture, but of networks. With an example that is an
extension of the panopticon: the closed-circuit video that guarantees
security and control. And more general circuits of communication,
video conferences and Skype. In this way you can extrapolate to the
network approach of neurology. Today, after all, we are witnessing a
neuropolitics as well.

LDC We are not really going to figure it out. After all, the metaphor of
the panopticon was only put forward in the wake of historical facts

— when the paradigm became clear, in other words. At the moment

we are in the middle of this paradigm. It is therefore difficult for us to
classify our situation, let alone sum it up in one metaphorical machine.

194 Open 2008/No.15/Social Engineering



book reviews

Hans Boutellier, Ronald
van Steden (eds.), Veiligheid
en burgerschap in een
netwerksamenleving

Patrick Van Calster

The book Veiligheid en burger-
schap in een netwerksamenleving
(Security and citizenship in a
network society) ensued from
the research programme “The
Security of Citizenship’ at the
vU (Free University of Amster-
dam), where Hans Boutellier
holds the Frans Denkers Chair.
This book, edited by Boutel-
lier and Ronald van Steden,
brings together contributions
in which various authors reflect
on developments in Western
society, based on their par-
ticular disciplines. The book

is based on the idea that our
society is no longer a vertically
structured society, but rather
should be seen as a horizontal
and therefore network society.
All the writers agree that these
new and often rapid develop-
ments call our usual concep-
tions of social reality into ques-
tion. After all, we live in an era
of unprecedented complexity.
Things change faster than our
capacity to understand them.
Although not all the contribu-
tions are equally strong, each
text examines what specifically
has changed or is in the proc-
ess of changing. Some con-
tributions provide a historical
overview, in which the transi-
tion from a stable, orderly soci-
ety to a fluid society is exposed
in an almost tangible way.
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Uitgeverij Boom,
Amsterdam, 2008,
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There are contributions about
such topics as victimhood and
the perception of insecurity,
the relationship between media
and security, security in the
public space, nodal policing
and citizen participation in se-
curity projects.

While every contribution
examines what precisely has
changed or is in the process of
changing, and something does
this in minute detail, the book
(as a collection of all contribu-
tions) refuse to engage in the
more fundamental debate. In
other words, the book stays
neatly within the lines of En-
lightenment philosophy, which,
precisely as a consequence of
what the editors call a network
society, is now under pressure.
As the introductory article
indicates, the book seeks out
the complex of reasons that
underlie the changing role
of the state. And it is exactly
this insistence on a causality
that causes this collection to
pretty much fail in realizing its
ambitious objective. The book
stubbornly clings to the ‘safe’
conceptual categorizations and
certainties of the rational and
functional ideas of man and
society, so that the sweeping
empirical observations remain
stuck at the descriptive level
and there is virtually no in-

depth examination. After all,
a radical transition like that
being shaped by the network
society, but which is also
shaping that network society,
requires a different way of
thinking, that is if we want to
comprehend what is happen-
ing. A horizontal, complex
reality, after all, dispenses
with the usual concepts of ‘au-
tonomy’, ‘the individual, ‘the
group’ and ‘the social’.!

It would therefore have
been interesting to explain
what epistemological concepts
and conceptual frameworks
have come under pressure and
are probably no longer tenable
(at least not for long). The
reader would then have been
confronted with the bounda-
ries that any discipline has to
contend with. The same obser-
vation can be made regarding
the responses of government
and the management of secu-
rity. In other words, however
correct it is to the observa-
tion that the world around
us is changing, this collection
refuses to submit the (scien-
tific) production process to the
same observation. As a result it
clings to the objective position
of the scientist who makes pro-
nouncements as an observer
about a reality that is presented
as objectively knowable in the
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majority of the essays; or to the
policymaker and the institution
that stand outside the social
and societal dynamics, evalu-
ate them, devise projects and
prescribe the needed solutions.
It is precisely this kind of self-
reflection that is lacking in this
book, so that it blunders into
the pitfalls of modernism.

In the process the book
largely ignores what typifies
late modernity: the recogni-
tion that the subject has lost
control. He is, as Michel Ma-
ffesoli suggests, a character in
a tragedy who, as in the old
Greek tragedies, is prey to all
sorts of dynamics over which
he has no control.? Accord-
ing to Maffesoli late-modern
society consists of an amalgam
of subcultures, which not only
absorb and fragment the in-
dividual, but upon which the
individual also leaves a signifi-
cant stamp. This is a paradoxi-
cal idea of man and society,
in which the emphasis is no
longer on stability, balance
and control, but on instability,
movement and transformation:
precisely the elements that are
expressed in a network society.
In late modernity the egocen-
tric paradigm is replaced by
a lococentrism. After all, it is
no longer the individual who
determines his life, but the
locus, the hub at which he finds
himself and which he has to
a significant extent helped to
shape, without being able to
exercise control over it. Linear
thinking is replaced by non-
linear thinking. In concrete
terms, this means that Entity A

Book Reviews

plays a role in the construction
of B, which plays a role in the
construction of C, which plays
a role in the construction of A.
There is no design or blueprint
for this network. It emerges
and maintains itself in exist-
ence self-referentially.? Social
engineering and control are

an illusion.

What does this mean in
terms of security and citizen-
ship? According to many,
Western society has evolved
into a risk society, in which risk
analyses, prevention strategies
and precautionary principles
occupy an important place.
Social problems are often
reinterpreted as security prob-
lems and addressed with dras-
tic measures. The perspective
of the risk society, however, is
a too limited, too narrow and
too rational concept. People,
after all, are far more flexible
and changeable than the con-
cept of the risk society presup-
poses. The modernist concept
(which the risk society is) tends
to construct ‘criminality’,
‘risk’, ‘insecurity’, ‘society’,
‘individuals’ and ‘citizenship’
as separate phenomena, ignor-
ing the non-linear interactions
out of which the phenomena
arise. The focus is then placed
on ‘the rational’, ‘the autono-
mous’, ‘the functional’ and
‘the objective’. This implies
that individuals can stand
outside the social or societal
dynamics and control them.
This way of thinking results
in the public security sector
behaving as a cult, whereby the
emphasis is on conformity, ac-

quiescence and obedience.* Of
course I am not denying that
individuals can formulate cer-
tain insights about the nature
of social reality, criminality,
security and the like, but these
are merely interpretations and
actions, which themselves will
generate an unremitting stream
of responses from others. In
order to understand these new
developments, we need, as

I have argued elsewhere, an
interpretive methodology —
indeed, tragic concepts.s This
emphasizes the importance of
microrelationships and interac-
tions for understanding social
reality and the transformative,
and goes beyond the cognitive
and the autonomous.

Of course this is not the
place for me to set up a thesis
on security and citizenship in
a network society, let alone
to expound arguments for it.
Boutellier and Van Steden’s
book, however, invites a re-
sponse. And that can only
be applauded.

1. P. Van Calster, ‘Re-visiting Mr.
Nice: On Organized Crime as Con-
versational Interaction’, Crime, Law
and Social Change, 45, 4/5, 2006,
337-359-

2. M. Maffesoli, The Time of the
Tribes: the Decline of Individualism in
Mass Sociery (Llondon: Sage, 2006).
3. Calster, ‘Re-visiting Mr. Nice’,
op. cit. (note 1).

4. P. Van Calster, ‘De publieke Vei-
ligheidssector als cult. Over “presta-
tie” en “presteren” als cultwaarden
in de organisatiecultuur van de
publieke veiligheidssector’, in: A.
Collier and E. Hendrickx (eds.), De
politionele bedrijfscultuur (Brussels:
Politeia, to be published in 2008).
5. Calster, ‘Re-visiting Mr. Nice’,
op. cit. (note 1).

197



Maria Hlavajova, Jill Winder,
Binna Choi (eds.), On Know-
ledge Production: A Critical
Reader in Contemporary Art

Ilse van Rijn

In the introduction to the
publication, the editors of On
Knowledge Production: A Criti-
cal Reader in Contemporary Art
are quite critical of the con-
temporary art discourse. Maria
Hlavajova, Jill Winder and
Binna Choi note a ‘intellectu-
alization’ of the art field: terms
like ‘knowledge production’,
‘artistic research’ and ‘interdis-
ciplinary practice’ have become
common parlance without our
knowing what they encompass.
Moreover, this terminology
and its dubious and unknown
implications are circulating in
lectures, discussions and pres-
entations, which make them
even emptier than they already
are. Knowledge is merely being
displayed and not analysed
critically, the editors argue.
The question is whether
and in what way On Knowledge
Production: A Critical Reader
in Contemporary Art can re-
flect on the issue it identifies
without contributing to it with
the same methods. Hlavajova,
Winder and Choi are conscious
of their paradoxical position.
Nevertheless they have col-
lected contributions that are
meant to call the status and the
concept of knowledge produc-
tion within contemporary art
into question. Questions such
as ‘What is knowledge?’, ‘What
kind of knowledge are we
striving for?’ and ‘With what
methodologies do we approach
art and the knowledge it pro-
duces?’ recur in the articles.
The book is a pocket-sized an-
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thology of new and previously
published texts. It is the sec-
ond publication in a ‘Critical
Readers’ series published by
Utrecht-based BAK. What dis-
tinguishes this reader from the
hype in nebulous expressions
of knowledge in art?

The collection opens with
‘Muhheakantuck — Everything
Has a Name’, a text by artist
Matthew Buckingham. The
piece tells the story of a “for-
gotten’ passage in history: the
Dutch conquest of America.
We are barely aware of the
horrendous murders carried
out by the colonialists there.
This is an issue of language,
Buckingham says. After all,
we cannot know what is not
described. Moreover, what
we have not observed is not
recorded. ‘It is easy to forget
that it is the eye that makes
the horizon.’

A detailed bibliography
serves to back up the facts
included in the text, in fact
a transcript of the voice-over
for the 2003 film of the same
name. On the other hand, the
division into short paragraphs
employed by the artist here
leads the reader to think of his
film. The blank lines evoke
memories of the images that
intervene in the text. Do they
conceptually supplement the
written words and in so doing
redress, despite their visual ab-
sence, Buckingham’s fictional
account? A striking detail
is that the same text, when
it was previously published

in the prestigious academic
journal October, (Spring 2007,
no. 120, 173-181), lacked
both the bibliography and the
fragmented presentation. Is
‘Muhheakantuck — Everything
Has a Name’ the ideal exam-
ple of ‘artistic research’? Or

is it being presented as such?
Or does the text, in form as
well as content, do what Irit
Rogoff, later in the collection,
describe not as the task of the
artist, but of the theorist: turn-
ing over the ground on which
we stand, introducing ques-
tions and uncertainties where
consensus reigns?

The various authors agree
that institutions are largely
responsible for the almost
blind conformity of outlooks
in art. A clear example of
this omnipresent institutional
co-dependence is Copen-
hagen Free University. This
self-declared university, once
founded to undermine the
knowledge economy that came
out of neoliberalism, wanted to
subvert institutional power re-
lations. Knowledge is not truth
or property, but something
ephemeral, something alive:

a relationship among people.
Knowledge is free. The mo-
ment Copenhagen Free Uni-
versity received applications
from students and teachers, it
had no choice, given the offi-
cial status it evidently exuded,
but to disband. The text in On
Knowledge Production accompa-
nies the dissolution of CFU and
is a statement: We Have Won!
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Sven Liitticken is less radical.
He is more precise and even
subtle in his formulations. The
parameters we use in art today
are indeed dictated by the neo-
liberal knowledge economy,
not by the discipline of art
history. Artistic ‘research’,
consequently, is a parody of
instrumentalized academic
knowledge. In his text, Liit-
ticken focuses attention on
the ‘Unknown Knowns’, the
ideological subconscious in a
society, repressed knowledge,
the alternative, even dubi-
ous knowledge expressed in
symptoms that, by definition,
are unintentional, uncontrol-
lable and unproductive. He
discusses the work of artists
such as Arnulf Rainer and
Paul Sharits, who consciously
concentrate on ‘knowledge’s
other’. But Liitticken also
classifies Martha Rosler’s The
Semiotics of the Kitchen (1975)
and Jeff Wall’s Milk (1984)
under what he calls reflexive
‘symptomatology’. The author
is not particularly interested in
celebrating this ‘non-knowl-
edge’ that escapes the grip of
the symbol or the concept. He
prefers to use the symptom to
discuss technocratic knowledge
production, in the process
‘revealing’ the symbol that
only seemingly ‘illuminates’
and produces knowledge. Be
patient and loyal, especially
today, towards the symptom —
that is Litticken’s motto.

The question is whether
‘everything’ that art imparts to
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us can be translated in terms
of knowledge. No, reply Eva
Meyer and Eran Schaerf. Art
has its own mode and ‘says’
more than we actually know
about it. A multitude of possi-
ble new relationships resonate
in art, each of which gives it a
new direction. Art can be com-
pared to the dynamic speech
act, in which the subject is
constituted by the very act

of speaking.

No, replies Sarat Maha-
raj to the same question. A
translation is never identical
to its original. The ‘shadow of
the untranslatable’ confronts
us with what lies beyond
the reach of our intellectual
capabilities and cannot be
approached by means of our
regulated systematic knowl-
edge. Referring to Thomas
Hirschhorn’s Bataille Monu-
ment (2002), exhibited in a
suburb of Kassel that houses
many immigrants, Maharaj ar-
gues that today it is vital, now
that processes of migration are
expanding, to rethink the bat-
tlefield of cultural translation,
not as something unique and
exotic, but as something ordi-
nary and everyday.

Awareness of the other — be
it the migrant, the knowledge
economy or the formal and
discursive trends in art since
the twentieth century (in con-
trast to the current ‘retinal’
visual culture) — enables us to
reflect not so much on what
knowledge is (knowledge
production, artistic research,

interdisciplinarity), but rather
on how this comes into being.
On Knowledge Production aims
to stimulate us to explore
paths that are more or less
radical, but that in any case
deviate from what we (are sup-
posed to) know. Acknowledge
the limits of your thinking,
says Irit Rogoff. ‘It is better
to do nothing than to work
formally toward making vis-
ible what the West declares to
exist’ is how Simon Sheikh,
quoting Alain Badiou, con-
cludes his text. He is not
specific about how you can be
non-productive.

Sheikh’s challenging words
are also the last in BAK’s Criti-
cal Reader. Should the insti-
tute have kept its mouth shut
and not produced the Critical
Reader, in order not to fall
into the institutional trap that
a book in fact represents? On
Knowledge Production does not
aim to provide answers, but to
provide a spectrum of concep-
tual experiments and cautious
proposals. Although the writ-
ers, in the formulation of their
visions, scarcely step beyond
the ‘obscure’ discourse of art,
the diversity of art theory texts
testifies to the intentions of
Hlavajova, Winder and Choi.
Awareness of the dominant
terminology and its implica-
tions is activated ‘otherwise’
in On Knowledge Production.
BAK’s Critical Reader stimu-
lates debate on this, even if
on occasion it comes off as
a little forced.
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Eric Kluitenberg, Delusive
Spaces: Essays on Culture,
Media and Technology

Arie Altena

Delusive Spaces contains over
350 pages of articles by Eric
Kluitenberg, written from 1994
to 2006. It is an impressive
quantity of text, certainly when
you consider that in a certain
sense it is the by-product of
more than ten years of work as
an organizer, editor and teach-
er. Kluitenberg taught at one
the first media programmes in
the Netherlands (Media-GN
in Groningen) and has since
been a tireless organizer of
events, debates and festivals
in the field of media culture,
initially often in Eastern Eu-
rope and now for several years
at De Balie in Amsterdam.
In this capacity he combines
cultural, technological and so-
ciopolitical themes. It is good
that there is now a book that
provides insight into the moti-
vations of someone who, with
his organizational efforts, is
involved in shaping the debate
in the Netherlands. It reveals
his theoretical basis, it provides
backgrounds and it also reveals
his personal interests.

The texts in Delusive Spaces
— which refers to the mislead-
ing spaces of the media — come
from three ‘sources’, or, as
Kluitenberg himself calls them,
three analytical trajectories.
First there are fairly long, his-
torically tinged texts that form
the ‘Archaeologies of the Ma-
chine’ chapter, in which, for
instance, the way civilization
was transformed by the estab-
lishment of clock time-keeping.
In an extension of this, there is
speculative media archeology,
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which examines the dreams
new media lead to. There are
remarkably frequent references
to American technology his-
torian Lewis Mumford, who
provides Kluitenberg with a
technological philosophy that
considers the cultural, the his-
toric and the technological in
connection with one another.
The second part consists
mainly of articles with a socio-
political focus. They concern
sociopolitical developments
associated with the rise of the
Internet and are mostly written
in the context of one of the net
culture events in which Klu-
itenberg has taken part. They
analyse the new situation, call
for activism, provide an outline
of new forms of politics, iden-
tify the problems this produces
or extrapolate and make a
more controversial proposal.
Here, for instance, we find
the article about the ‘post-
governmental condition’ that
he wrote on the occasion of the
last ‘NextsMinutes’ confer-
ence, but also his explanations
of hybrid space and the right
‘not to be connected’ — part of
Open no. 11, for which Klu-
itenberg served as guest editor.
Finally there are several
essays that, according to Klu-
itenberg, concern ‘the presence
of the unrepresentable as an
experiential rift in contempo-
rary culture and society’. (page
33) The unrepresentable here
is a reference to Lyotard’s phi-
losophy of the sublime. Of all
the philosophers and theorists
examined in Delusive Spaces,

-

Lyotard seems to be the one
that occupies Kluitenberg the
longest. Through Lyotard he
attempts to make clear that a
place has to be ‘outside’ — ‘out-
side the media’, ‘outside the
system’ — in order for criticism
to be possible.

What connects the articles is
that they consistently consider
culture and technology, society
and media, in connection with
one another: technology is not
just about ‘the calculable and
predictable’. (page 69) In the
introduction — the most recent
text — Kluitenberg argues that
theorists have to open the
black box of technology. He
emphasizes the necessity of
hardware and software studies
— a plea with which I whole-
heartedly concur. In practice,
in the older articles, he is still
mostly opening the cultural
black box: in the technocul-
tural and the cultural-techno-
logical it is always culture that
gets the attention.

A second thread is the
emphasis on the link between
the digital media space and
non-digital reality. For this he
develops the concept of hybrid
space, which combines the flow
of spaces or the space of flows.
This is why he insists on an
activist use of new media that is
not limited to cyberspace.

The texts offer a retrospec-
tive of the evolution of the
‘media discourse’ over the last
ten years. From the pre-World
Wide Web days to the activist
age of tactical media (when the
Internet seemed to be turn-

Open 2008/No. 15/Social Engineering



ing into an alternative space
to ‘the media’), to the current
culture of always-having-to-
be-connected and its dark
side: the total data mining and
continuous real-time tracking
of data bodies and products

as well as human bodies. In
this regard Delusive Spaces
also traces the transition from
mass-media spectacle society
in which power can be exer-
cised through visibility in the
media to a society in which
everything is de facto visible
and traceable. In this world,
says Kluitenberg, ‘Power is
vested . . . not in the ability to
connect and become visible,
but in the ability to disconnect,
to become invisible and un-
traceable, at will.” (page 287)
This is why Kluitenberg asserts
that we have to defend the

Kitty Zijlmans and Wilfried
van Damme (eds), World Art
Studies. Exploring Concepts and
Approaches

Ozkan Golpinar

It takes guts to put together a
book about World Art Studies
and to ask professor emeritus
John Onians, the specialist in
the domain of World Art Stud-
ies and the editor of the first
Atlas of World Art, to serve

as a reference during the first
presentation. You run the risk
of your search being com-
pared to the voyage Columbus
undertook to discover the
New World.

The publication World Art
Studies: Exploring Concepts and
Approaches, edited by Kitty
Zijlmans and Wilfried van
Damme, both affiliated with
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right not to be connected: as a
form of resistance, in order to
create a place from which criti-
cism is possible.

While Kluitenberg’s concept
of hybrid space is probably
the most interesting, the right
not to be connected provides
the most food for thought. Yet
I still find his article ‘Media
Without an Audience’ the most
appealing. It relies heavily on a
long quotation from Adilkno’s
theory of sovereign media, and
it owes its method to Adilkno
as well. When it was written
in 2000, it made an issue of
an avant-garde idea; it has
since become an uncanny
description of a media reality,
in which everyone is a broad-
caster and, if you’re lucky, only
a few friends are still tuned in.
Messages are no longer being

Uitgeverij Valiz, Amsterdam,
ISBN 978-90-78088-22-06,
480 pp., € 29,50

Leiden University, focuses on
the ‘broad’ question of: how
(contemporary) art reflects
processes of interculturaliza-
tion, how it interrogates them
and calls them into question.
The authors also looked for
new interdisciplinary frame-
works and concepts to better
understand and situate this
new art production.
According to Zijlmans and
Van Damme, (Western) art
history must take up the chal-
lenge of incorporating as many
different perspectives as pos-
sible, with the aim of making
a new intercultural discussion

sent out into the world; there is
only an attempt to make con-
tact. Or, as he says himself in
“The Pleasure of the Medium’,
‘Self-mediation does not aim
at communicating — at convey-
ing a message — instead it tries
to establish affective relation-
ships.” (page 283) He views
this as an anthropological prin-
ciple: it is an attempt to feel at
home in an environment that
is not naturally ours. It is pas-
sages like these, in which Klu-
itenberg encapsulates the ap-
parent paradoxes of our media
society in words, that make
this collection worthwhile. The
fact that the book also contains
a lot of familiar work, perhaps
too many summations of other
people’s insights, and that as
whole it is uneven, is some-
thing you’re happy to forgive.
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possible. This is why the book
contains not only contributions
by art historians but also by
anthropologists, archeologists,
geographers, evolutionary bi-
ologists and neuroscientists.
This call should be seen
as a courageous attempt to
counter stagnation within the
artistic and scientific elite of
the Netherlands in their as-
sessment of non-Western art.
A challenge that seems to have
been enthusiastically taken up
in many parts of the Dutch
art world in the last few years,
given the multitude of debates
and discussions on the subject.

201



A not unimportant motiva-
tion for these, incidentally, is a
well-understood self-interest.
The (subsidized) art world is
increasingly facing issues of a
political or social nature. In ad-
dition, works by artists from all
over the world, to which a sin-
gle predicate is seldom applica-
ble, are increasingly exhibited.
The sometimes old-fashioned
institutions are also looking for
a new audience, because their
existing audience is aging.

In practice, art deals with
ethnically specific expressions
of culture, all sorts of forms of
fusion, multiple identities, dual
cultures and subcultures. The
fact that, from this perspec-
tive, it is suddenly no longer
very clear what ‘Western cul-
ture’ actually is does nothing
to simply things. The grow-
ing awareness that all sorts of
Western art forms exist by the
grace of non-Western influ-
ences incorporated by the West
over time also contributes to
this uncertainty. History is
conveniently forgotten, dis-
missed as a primitive, exotic
source of inspiration for ‘real’
art; the reproach that applying
Western standards to non-
Western art forms can lead to
irrelevant judgments and ex-
clusion is expressed more and
more often. The basis of this is
the cultural and philosophical
debate between ‘relativists’ and
‘universalists’. Whereas univer-
salists assume there is a qual-
ity, identifiable worldwide, that
transcends cultural differences,
relativists believe that each art
form should be judged by its
own, culturally determined
standards of quality.

The various writers in this
publication have made every
effort to present a candid,
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sometimes entertaining, but
always persuasive argument for
a more global vision of Western
art history. Philosophy profes-
sor Ben-Ami Scharfstein of Tel
Aviv University, for instance,
addresses the cultural and phil-
osophical debate between the
relativists and the universal-
ists. It is better not to speak of
‘Chinese’, ‘Indian’ or ‘Western’
art traditions or cultures but
instead of the visual unique-
ness of individual artists.
‘What does an ancient Greek
potter or pottery painter have
to do with a Byzantine painter
of icons, a baroque sculptor or
painter, a French Impression-
ist, a German Expressionist, or,
to name names, a Jackson Pol-
lock or a Duchamp; or for that
matter, what have any of these
to do with any of the others?’
Scharfstein argues, ‘In India,
what does the guild craftsman,
with his prescribed proce-
dures and low social status,
have to do with the Sanskrit
poets and dramatist who both
reflected an created the aes-
thetic doctrines of upper-class
appreciation of art, or what
have any of these to do with
the Mughal miniaturist, who
worked at the pleasure of their
Muslim employers? In China,
the literati, who wrote poetry
and practiced calligraphy and
painting learned to look down
not only on the potter, however
expert, but also on the profes-
sional painter, who committed
the spiritual sin of painting

for the sake of money and the
lesser but still considerable sin
of excessive decorativeness and
ostentatious virtuosity.’

One disadvantage of the
separate contributions is that
the reader is sometimes left
with more questions than

answers. In her contribution,
researcher Jean M. Borgatti of
Clarks University in Massa-
chusetts addresses the images
that different cultures have of
one another and their ‘repre-
sentation’ of one another. In
the last 500 years, Europeans
have often characterized ob-
jects from China, Japan and
India as exotic, fetishes, or as
‘archetypes’. Only in the mid-
twentieth century did these ob-
jects move from historical mu-
seums to art museums. ‘Rather
than bringing understanding,
recognition as art merely ex-
tended the projection of Eu-
ropean fantasies upon these
objects,’ says Borgatti. For in-
stance, during the colonial era,
it was assumed that these tra-
ditional works of art were relics
of primitive superstitions. This
idea is so dominant that well-
educated African artists still
find it difficult to refer to Afri-
can traditions in their work.

In her conclusion Borgatti
writes that ‘it is not without
irony that a principle long
established in many parts of
the World underlies the new
paradigm forming for Western
portraiture — that the power
of the image depends upon its
being unseen’. But what does
she mean by this? Were we in
the West too late in recognizing
the power of other cultures and
artistic expressions? And what
should we do differently?

The book contains more
such ideas, set down on paper
without a clear conclusion.
They join the mishmash of
divergent ideas and approaches
that already exist in relation
to the discussion about the
existence or non-existence
of Western and non-Western
art forms.
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In her previous essay ‘Het
kunstwerk en zijn tijd’(The
artwork and its time), Zijlmans
wrote, ‘Facts lie in the past,
but they come down to us just
like that. They are always medi-
ated; there is always a context
in which the fact is imbedded,
a context of research, objective
definition, question formula-
tion, method used, vision. The
artwork may be a historical fact
as an artefact, but there are
many ways of reading it, inter-
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preting it and framing it. The
interpretation of a work de-
pends to a large extend on the
interpreter, on “the individual
doing the reading”.’

We are therefore being asked
to look at art in a different way
and to look at ourselves in a
different way. In the process we
are constantly working on giv-
ing ourselves a direction.

These critical reservations
notwithstanding, World Art
Studies is a mature contribution

towards opening the dialogue
with other scientific domains
without the pretension of hav-
ing one unequivocal answer.

It is to Zijlmans and Van
Damme’s credit that they want
to participate in a highly topical
discussion in this way.

1. Kitty Zijlmans, ‘Het kunstwerk en
zijn tijd’, Leidschrift, historical jour-
nal, volume 17, 17-03.
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