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. . . F hat is 111oit important. perhapi. is that unlilcr all 
other term- ol *oc-ial organization (stute. notion. cocwt~.  
etc .) conrmrrnlt~ seemi nexer to be uwd unhxourablj. 
and rlexrr to lrr gixen an! posithe opposing or 
diitinguishing terrn.' 

Kliat follox\i is d critical assess~nerit of the use of the word 
comrrrunrt~ in tontrrnporaq architectural and planning rheto- 
ric, partic u l a r l~  the rhetoric of the planning nlo~ement l u l o ~ n  
ah Next Lrbaniinl. rJefore proceeding \\it11 thi. argument. one 
c a1 eat i i  n e c e i q  . The mord communltj encapsulate+ a certain 
m\ tholog in inierir an so(-kt\ that is often and <I stenlatic all! 
prilileged in x ~ a ~ t .  that Nex% Url~anists borrou. but tlid not 
irrxrnt and certain11 do not nlonopolize. pixen the extent of 
suburban extensions marketed a< ideal 'corn~nnnities*: 

In his booli on the Neu Lrbanist town of Celebration, Florida. 
.Andrev Ross ubserx es: 

. bC~~~ml~r l i t ! "  iz one of the most emotionall\ ubiquitous 
and 1 ersatile toutl~stones of American life. Xi a result. it is 
one of the more ox erused vords in our dailj lexicon. 
relentlessl~ mined for all sorts of social. religious. and 
comniercial purpo~eb. and in most instances no more 
meaningiul than d sugary adx ertising cliche. Of all the 
things that can be acquired in a market cixilization. it is 
.upposed to be one of the most elusixe. Like religious 
d e ~  otion or publit sen ice. it ii  not something 1% r can put a 
 rice on. . . . 

In the 1a.t tx\rnt\ !ear>. "tornmunit!" has I)ecorne a 
t ompetitixe feature in the consu~ner houiing industrj. 
ullere dex elope~s bundle it into the package of amenities 
on offer. ( ustorner. ran bu\ into a "strong" communit\ 
xthere others appear to be ~ e a l c  or disorganized or in 
decline. (~om~nunit\ then acquires ~ d l u e  as a therapeutic 
asset that can he purcl~ahed ln those mho. arnong all the 
groups in societ!. probald! hale  least need for its 
lestoratixe xirtuea. . . . The demand for such a place rests 
on the perception that community is eae rphere  else an 

Thew are man) aspect< of hex\ Lrlrmisrn to c.ommend. 
Pr~pcinents consider the locale and role of particular dexelop- 
rne~lti ai  co~npo~ient i  of regional sjiternb. The! struggle to 
s!ntlle4ze new developments x\itl~in a more organic. llolisti(. 
tonc eption of h o ~  cities and regions ought to interact h t l i  - 
ec ologic all! and y stenlatic allv, spec ificall! regarding transpor- 
tation a? stems and distribution of resourt es. Furthermore. 
rrlatix cl! m a l l  and intinlate forrni oi dc.1 elopnient are prof- 
fered to counter the prexailing horizontall! zoned. and large 
platted. rnetropolitar~ spravl. T h e  precepts of hex\ Urlranisrn 
include an exaltation of pedestrian-friendl! neighborhood< with 
single-farnil\ lots redut ed in area as compared ~ i t h  t!pical 
suburban dex elopment. This pedestrian emphasis in( ludes trre- 
lined streets of a comparatixely n a r r o ~ e r  width, further lined 
\\it11 houses \$it11 iront po r~hes .  Xithin thew drxelopments. 
(entral locations are resened for bignificant c i ~ i c  structures 
-uch a- .chooli. churches arid local goxernment: all oi \thith 
are gathered to corrlpriie a xeritalrle 'toxtri center'. Integral to 
this planning ideal is an adxocacv of cixic architecture and the 
pedestrian street as arenas of sot ialrilit\ . 4dditionally. Next 
I1rlranism has created a xenue for recon~idering the relation 
between uorli and lix ing: for dex eloping practical and prapmat- 
ic mean< ~ i t h  wllich to realize ecologicall! sensithe design. 
exen to addresi the obdurate and profligate e n e r p  require- 
rnenti of urbanization and suburbanizatiorl that is dependent 
upon the agenc! of the automobile. "hew Urbanism addresses 
man! of the ills of our current spravl dexrlopment pattern 
uhile returning to a cherished lnwrican icon: that of a - 
compact. close-knit communit! .'^" 

Ad\ oc ates of Nex\ Lrbanism prosel~tize and their rhetoric 
irlclude- an ernbrace of dixeriitj and a derndnd for egalitarian 
a n  PSI to the xirtue- of these neu dexelopments. Douglas 
helbaugh describes he\\ Urbanism xith ex angelical zeal: 

Urxc brhanisrn . . . is utopian b e v a u ~ e  it aspires to a >ocial 
ethic that builds new or repairs existing communities in 
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e - rhe~+i  the ph\.ic a1 trapentation and the iurlctional 
cor i i l )~r tn le r~ tJ i / a t i c i~~  of modern life and trieq --to ~nal'e a 
link l r e t ~ e e n  Itno\\ledgr and feeling. le tveen what peoplr 
br l i r l r  and do  in pulrlic and \+hat obsesseb them in 
pri~ate."' It i. strut tura1i.t (or at leait determiniqt) in the 
Yenw that it maintaius that there is a direct. itructural 
relationship lwt\\een plirsic a1 lorm and .ocial b e h i o r .  It 
i- r~orniati\ e in that it poiit* that good design can ha1 e a 
~ ~ w a w r a b l )  po-itile effect on sense of plac e and comniuni- 
t ~ .  \\llitll it holds arr esirr~tial to a health!. sustainable 
ioc i e t ~ .  The paradigmatic model is a compact. \+alltalrle 
(it! ~ i t h  a l i ierarcl~~ of p i \  ate and public architecture arid 
i p a c e ~  that are r ouduci\ e to fac e-to-face yocia1 interaction. 
including background housing arid gdrdrrls and fore- 
gn)uud chic and i~~stituticmal buildings. squares and 
park..' 

Despite its brm it!. this introduc tor! de-cription of Ne\+ 
l1rLaniim raise< ierious iisuei. First. Neu Urbanism9s ideal of 
cornnzunrt~ is premised on a peculiarlj h l e r i ~ a n  rn j tholup 
that ic historicall\ inaccurate in that it eIolies a past that neler 
existed in the  soc ial and picturesque form that Ven Urbanism 
promotes. This n~j-tholog presumes a collecti~e m e m o 9  that is 
rnonolithit and coniprised of a qingle. plenarq culture. This 
lead* to a second in( oniistenc!: the  he^ Urbanism. which 
helbaugh describes. ad1 ocateq an incluii~ e diversit, by mixing 
income. ethnicit\. race and age. Can the aesthetics of a 
s~rlgularlj defined. cultural n i e ~ u c ~ r ~  he sufficient for such 
inclusi~eness? Or ii tolien assimilation the intent? Since all 
del elopments of Uev L~banisni ha1 e heen speculati\ e projects. 
the marlet's adherence to maximizing profit contradicts an, 
such intention of inclusi~ it\. R ithout subsidj. affordable 
possibilities are difficult if not entire11 forec1osed:~hirdl). Nev 
l rbanisni has replicated the l e q  fallacq of the planning it 
 condemn^: "-that the shaping of the spatial order is or can be 
the four~dation for a nrn moral and aesthetic order. . . . Doe- it 
not preiuppow that proper design and architectural qualities 
\$ill be the saving grace not onlI of American citieh but of 
sot ial. ec onomic. and political life in g e ~ ~ e r a l ? " ~  

COMMITNIT1 AS CODIRIODITI-; STATUS OF PLACE 

The srarrh for corn mu nit^ cannot be described without 
discussio~~ of the politics oi place that has occurred since rnid- 
t~en t i e th  cerltun. Prior to Dorld P a r  11. the majoritq of 

Irne~icdr~.  rrntecl t l rv i r  dornicile~. C.liangec oc t urred in the 
1050'1 that ~cdirected 1mrrit arr so( itst! : rlou. liome ciuner4lip 
ii the norm. The rna-i\e rnilitar! expenditurvi c~i the federal 
go~rrr~rntwt ch~rin,rr Qorld mar 11 Inought an ri-frcti\e end to 
the I k p r r - i ~ o r ~ .  \T hen the n a r  ua* ole-r, there  as 1111101 trar 
that \+ithout ongoing go1 ernment expeuditurei, the ecor~on~\  
1 ould ilide l~at  I\ into an rc onomit rec ession of equal or peatt.1 
n~agnitutlt~. h e \ n r * i a ~ ~  polic.ie. iought to stabilize t apitali-n-r 
throuph tlie n~aintrriance oi effec ti\ e demand. Ne\+ go\ ernnier~t 
IJI ogram+ and pullic -p i1  ate t oalitions transformrd metropoli- 
tan areai from ( enters oJ ploduction to c7ente1s of ( OII-un~ption. 
Irnong the federal program- that athiel ed this tr;t114orrnatiorr. 

T\ hi( 11 fa( ilitated suburban del elop~nent of an ul~precedented 
scale. Mere the conitructior~ of the interstate h iphua~  s~steru. 
the F H 1  and \ 1 mortgage guarantee programs. tax nlite-off* oi 
mortgage interest and iniurance. and ot tourhe. the infamou- 
j~rugrams 01 urhan rerieval. Pouerfull! organized itate agenciei 
and urban growth coalition3 focused in\ estnlerits in land ~o that 
circulation of re[ erlues uas maximized. Growtli-mat hine poli- 
tics fueled further. rapid c or~struction - ~uburbanimtion - oi 
new physical and ~oc ia l  realm.. Thiq \ector of urhan growth 
became an integral element of the next econom! as it 
guaranteed continuousl! expanding rnarltets for the circwlation 
of capital ~ i t h i n  a shrinking relatite space. The flight of tlie 
middle-claw from central city neighborhoods re-ulted in 
unprecedented suburban expansion and was atllie\ed under a 
glois of consunier w~ereignt!. a form of monetized i n d i ~  idual- 
ism in iearch of cwnimunitj and status during the qocial 
upheal a1 of' urhan restructuring. 

I s  n e  redexelop our cities. u e  reshape our perception of them. 
The affluence of the post-xar era consisted of r i~ ing personal 
incomes. uhich gaxe increased e1nplia4s to the role of the 
family n ithi11 the resurging consumer econornr, . The ipec u l h  e 
land nlarlcet initiated multiple ytrategies to <ell community. and 
acieis to nature. as comniodities. 4s centrr cities \\err redlined 
and denied an! residential rein1 estment. acces. to life cham es 
and yocia1 reproduction opportunities became a struggle to 
define. locate and 1 ornrndrd social space as a mark of prestige 
and qtatus. Suhurbanization fed upon. and certair~l! profited b!. 
the sot ial c ompetition of class and lifestjle. Fand j .  dabs. 
indi\idualiml. com~nunity and the state came together into a 
matrix of political and social pomer within the h e ~ ~ e i i a n  mode 
of capitalist urhanization. 

Indi~idual and collecti~ e affluence vitliin a parochial realm arr  
significant factors in fostering the myth of coherent tornmunit! 
lite. Mone! i i  the medium that can establish the in t e r rd  
tornpc~~itior~ of a cornmunit\ and delineate iti boundaries. 
Historicall!. urban neighborhoods mere complex because no 
single \\orlung-clasc conatituencj had the finanrial abil i t~ to 
drrnarcate and shield itself. These urhan d ~ e l l e r i  did not ha1 e 
the resources to h e  one family to a house. Their dx+ellingf 
Mere not citadel5 isolated from the intrusion and traffic of 
commerce or from the successke demographits of imericari 
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Tlrc nlult~ple tlows and heterogeneit\ of pro( t*>w. at \zorl\ 
vitliir~ ~ucc es.i\e t h r l o p ~ n e n t i  ensurrtl that all plates are 
tc.r~tatire in tlir fa( e of u ibd~i  ( hange. hot\\ithitar~ding. une\en 
geopraphi( dl ( 1 ~ 1  elopnient is ex ident as some pla( e. are more in 
flux thdn other> dnd some nlorc stable and pernldnent uith 
their Irordrrs more srcurel\ defined than otlieri. T h e  rich 
t onmand $pate \zhile the poor are trafrped in it.' \hundant e 
and afi lue~~ce increa~e the power to create isolation in 
c ommunal contacts. Citizens of means .eel% locale. b j  \\hi( 11 
their social ~eldtedr~esa is (or~firnled b! their siinilarities rather 
thdn thcxir ir~terdeper~dcnries. h e ' s  affluerite i+ one'. o ~ n  
social safety net. no longer solel! the henefit of an cxtendt,d 
fatnil\ or one's cornnlunit~ affiliations and interactions. The 
rebult is iolidaritr in myth. image and rhetoric. deipite isolation 
in fact. 

Ne\t Lrbaniini fits into a continuu~n of real estate plojs to 
market tommun~t\ ,  and the failure of \el+ Urbanism to 
e f fec t i~e l~  enil~race dirersitj in attracting re5identi i i  also 
historic continuity. The pur-uit of home as status (nothing n e ~ )  
and the rornrnodification of conimunit> (again. nothing nerz 
except the extent and the intensit!) invigorate the coertire 
pouer of cornpetition bet\\ren places for capitalist der elopment. 
Tlie coniecpence is the eclipse of opportunitiei ior construc- 
tions of komc and place that lie outside of capitalist norms. 

Those \zho reside in a place (or who hold the fixed assets 
in plate) bet onw acute11 auare that ther are in r ompeti- 
tion nith other places for highl\ niohile capital. The 
particular mix of ph! sic a1 and hot ial infrastructures. of 
labor qudities. of social and political replation. of cultural 
and sot ial life on offer (all of nhich can he open to 
construction) can he more or lesq attractire to. for 
example. external capital. Residents uor? ahout \\hat 
package the\ can offer which \\ill bring der elopment r\ hile 
satishing their oun  ants and needs. People in places 
therefore t n  to differentiate their plate from other plates 
and betome more cornpetitire (and perhapq antagoniitic 
and e\cluiionarl \\it11 respect to each other) in order to 
capture or retain capital inrestment. ithin thii proc ?is. 
the selling of place. u h g  all the artifices of adrertiiing 
and image r on5truction that can 11e mustered. has Leconie 
of coniiderahle importance.- 

4 digreshir e question arises: Hov man! he\ \  I rbanism der el- 
oprnents can he realized ~+ i th in  one metro~rolitan region before 
the aesthetic differentiation it offers is exhausted and the 
market demand. a -never' urhanisrn? 

COWMIIhrlTY AS A MASK FOR EXCLI'SION 

Ur\\ I~r l )mi i rn  tlrniec rlrL)ariiinl. 111cleetl. its proniot io~~ of imall- 
alt' ( oinniunit~ 01 fa( e-torface 11'1dtio11. car1 J)e portrdred as 

t\pic a1 h e r i t  an anti-urI)ani-n~. ( h r  jo\ of tia\ rr-ing i t \  i~ 
it- i~n~re~.o~idlit!. that One can 11e anorrjmous. Tlie pre-en( e of. 

and fa~cinati011 with. +trangrri i<  a rvc urrirlg tllcme of niodern 
urhm litclaturr from Charlei Baudrlaire to R alter Kenj~min to 
Jant* J a c o b  to RIarihall Bernian arid irrnun~erablr other.. 
Hillarb Clintctn'b oft-quoted phase .  '"It tahei a rillage . . ." an 
l~ t .  expanded. Lrban lite challenges an! simple encapsulation of 
,elf-definition. 111 urhan prornenddr i i  an irnmrlsiorl into a leis 
personalized existence, a stirnulatinp c Ilallenge to the indir idual 
that necc'.sitatei g r a t e r  arlaljsis and description tllan can he 
prorided here. Yerertlieless. the heterogeneities of 1irl)an lilr 
ha\ e particular x alue iri terms of inch idlid1 <elf-definition a i  
regards social clair. material fortune. anel the ( onitruction of 
self a. regard- others. This is a ( ontested assertion iince, aq 
suggested. h e r i t  ans in so inan\ \+ a) s expresb an anti-url~an 
sentiment that rejects dir e rs i t~  as a COIIIIIIOI~ I due .  

People talk about their understanding of each other and of 
the common ties that bind theni. but the images are not 
true to their actual relations. But the lie the! l m e  formed 
as their common image is a usable falsehood - a m\th - 
for the group. Its use i i  that it makes a coherent image of 
the community as a uhole: people drav a picturc of \+ho 
thej are that binds them all together as one being. with a 
definite set of desires. dislikes. and goals. The image of the 
cornmunitj is purified of all that might con1 e! a feeling of 
difference. let alone cwnflict. in who .'rze'* are. In this n a j  
the myth of tornmunity solidarit! if a purification ritual." 

The search for cornmunit! is the search for selt-identit!. Place 
means more than location. It is a nexus of desired social 
relationship.. and desires are desires. clearlj. it not bolel!. h! 
their exclusi.iity. Interaction with others presents challenges. 
The process can he uncomfortable. e len  painful. as one's 
beliefs and ~ a l u e s  are contested as not unirersal. Interacting 
nith others is to engage in discourse. thus self-identification is 
an ongoing project and an  act of malting oneseli ulneraljle. It 
is a trait of n~aturi t j .  hut not a trait that bestor\s cornfort. Innate 
to the process of forming a coherent irnagr of c*omrnunit! is the 
desire to avoid tonfrontation. to a ~ o i d  actual participation. This 
ar ersion ot participation ih the dri\ ing rnoti~ ation for hun~ans  to 
share a rnvt11 of common identit!. to seek and express common 
bonds r\ithout the  1 eracit! of t oninlon experient e. 

Clearh. the ideal of face-to-face relations i i  prohlematit a i  a 
political ideal. Critic5 of contemporan u~hanisnl. its alienation 
and catophonous landscape. often appeal to the ideal of 
comniunit\ a i  an a l ternat i~e  \ision of >ocial life. Community 
represent. an ideal of shared puhlic life. an intimate and human 
icaled public realm t r a ~ e r i e d  b j  refidents uho are nlutually 
recognized and identified. Thib argument is into\icatingl! 
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T<I reitrncbture 0111. in\titutiorr* into rit 1113 altit ulated 
forrna. to reorpnizr our  relationship^ into creati~ e forms 
ol 1iuriia11 soliddritj. to re-emponer our ( .o~im~unities and 
citivi . . . and to c.rcsatr a Ire\< nori-hirrarcliical and 
pxtic ipator! relation4rip l ~ e t ~ e e r r  Iluniar~it! and nature h \  
rnc.an. of a senii ldit~ and tethnics that ioiterb a participa- 
t o ~ r  for111 of to~nplimentarit! rather than atornibtic antago- 
rriyln. - all. tahcr~ together a\ one toherent erlseml~le. 
tonititute not onl) a driideratur~i u i  rndjor ~~roportioris but 
a nev ethical cdllinp. The incarnatior~ of this human 
project is the immediate. indeed ~in~nediated.  co~iirnunit~ 
that enter. io profoundl! into the fashioning of our 
hunlanitj. Thi* i. the cornlnuuitj in ~ h i c l l  we genuinel! 
eric ounter each other. the plihlir uorld that i i  on11 a bare 
i trp a h \  e our pril ate morld. in short. our t o ~ n i .  
nr ighl~orhood~.  and municipalities." 

To pririlege fate-to-idce relations is to cllari~pion small. 
decentralized congregations of citizen\ ah the model of the good 
societ~. as agents oi participaton demovrac!. The ( ontratlicdori. 
as ir~dicated earlier, i. that the puriuit of a llornogenoui 
t ornniuriit! is indicati\ e of an irldir idual pe~icllant to a\ oid 
participation. Furthermore. a heterogeneous societ! ton~pribed 
of an archipelago of discrete. decentralized and hon~ogenized 
co~ilmunities is unrealistic and politicall! undesirable. Finall!. 
this model a \ o i t l ~  the pditical question of just distribution of 
reqources bet\\ ern det entralized arid dispdratelr diiterent 
comriiu~~ities. for eun~p le .  tenter citieb and suburh~ .  

. . . tlleorists of comni~init~ prixilege far e-to-face relation< 
1)wause the) roncc~ire them as zmmedrnt~. I r r i~nrdiac~ i i  
better than nlediatiori becatlie immediate relations 11axe 
the puritj and secwrit~ longed for . . . : we are transparent 
to one another. pure15 copre,cent in the same time and 
space. close enough to touch. and nothing comes het~zeen 
ui  to ohstruct our ~ i s i o n  of one another. . . . 

. . . Proponents [of small conmunities] frequentl! prililege 
fare-to-face relation\ in reaction to the alienation and 
domination produt ed b! huge. faceless bureaucracies arid 
c i ~ r ~ ~ a t i o n s .  ~zlloie actions and decisions affect moqt 
people. but are out of their (ontrol. Appeals to rommuni t~  
emision more local and direct control. 1 more participatw 
n, denlot ratic soc k t \  sllould indeed en( ourage a c t i ~  e 
pulrlic\ at the lot a1 l e ~  els of neighhorllood and M orltplac e. 
But the irnportarit politit a1 question is h o ~  relations 
among these loc ales can be organized so as to foster justice 
and minimize domination and oppression. I n ~ o l t i n ~  a 
nlFstic a1 ideal of t ommunlt\ does not address this ques- 
tion. hut rather oh.tlnes it. Politic* must be con(-ei~ ed a5 a 
relationship of strangers uho  do not understand one 

B r are todd~ l i ~  inp i n  url~an and ~ ~ w t r o p o l ~ t a ~ ~  ( onditions that 
are truli d\nanli( . The rrac 11 cd glol)ali/atior~ 11ai i11.i1111atrtI 
itwlf in most ex erF n u d n c ~  of tlail! like. Plac ei. large dud .~nall. 
of e1c.n cwnstituenc~. ho~nogenous I I I  hetrrogeueoui. are no 
longer \elf-deternlinirig. MI spacei ha1 e 11rc omr relational 
~ i t l l i r ~  the marketplate and uithin the iriterdeprndenc ie- of 
local. ~~a t ioua l  and global econo~nie. Chdr~pe rentlrr- $ate. 
rieigliborhood or c o n l n ~ ~ i n i t ~  as trntdti\ e r\ oc ation. that rriai 
no longrr pro\ ide the pqc llic and ioc id1 compe~~idtion sought 
~ I I  SU( 11 collec t i~ i t i rs :  p r rwr~a l  signititanc e and d senw of local 
cohesion and staldit\.  Todaj. n h e r ~  mdnj are realizing that 
emplo~ment ii libel\ to he  a berie. of t l i lhent  caretSri made 
necessan l)\ corporate ~eorgan iza t ion~  mergers and redeiirii- 
tion*. and .tat? retrenc Ilrnent from I\riue4an e\f)endit~irei. the 
indi~idual (onq)ensdtion of itahle horrie and place hecomes a 
more desperate qearniug. The struggle> lwtueen \\orb and plac e 
are rieithrr iirnple to rerolxe nor certain in their outcon~r. If 
neighbo~hoodi. cities. or nations hecome defrnii\e refuges 
against a djnamic and often hostile itorld, it is troubling that 
the! ma! proiide the comfort of peranal  identit!. self-worth 
and Irelonging, through practices of exclusion and intoler- 
ance." 

In a commu~~it!. people t q  to coml~t~lsa te  lor their 
dislocations and inlpox erished ewperienc e in the ec onom, 
nit11 t orl~munal coercion and illusion . . . man! current 
building projects are exercises in withd~awal honi a 
complex uorld. deplo,ing self-( o114ouslj "traditiouaf* 
arthitecture that bespealcs a m ~ t h i c  cornmurial coherence 
a d  shared identit! in the  past. Thew cornforti of a 
iuppod l !  sinipler age appear in the \em-Erigla11di4 
liouing dex rlop~nent. designed 137 the Imeric an planner. 
Elizalretli Plater-Zi her], and Indre i  L)uanj. in the eff orti 
undertalren h j  the Prnlce of % ales tu reprodur e ""natix e" 
English art hitecture. and in the neighhurhood reno\ ation 
unrb uridei-talten h) Leon krier  on the Continent. U1 
thew place-malceri are artists of c laubtr~ph~hia .  \+how 
icons. liov el er. promi-e stabiliti . longex it!. and safeth . I '  

Since the marketplace is the  medium h! uhich the plans of 
he\+ L ~ r h a r ~ i m  are realized. the  domiciles of tliese de~e lop-  
ments are expenshe. the purchase of uhicll creates a clais- 
defined rnr la\ e. The t7 pica1 defense b! arc llitects and planner* 
is that the! are politicall\ neutral and the\ can onl\ act upon 
the c u ~ r l n ~ i + m s  the\ receive: it i. not their role to he agents of 
integration. The asqrrtion of political neutralit, is it-elf d 

political statement. -Illowing the mdrhetplace to program 
c onstituenc \ and residenr! h! claqi affluent e while pro\ iding a 
debign rhetoric that purports to be int l u s i ~ e  is to hide. 
marginalize. diseniponer. repres-, and perhaps e\ en opprei-. all 
kinds of -'others" precisel? because Nev Irrbanisnl. wit11 its 
niaslc of neutralit!. cannot and does not acltno\\ledge the 
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Tli(. Fourtee~~th I ~ n e n d ~ n e n t  of the 41iwric an ( 'c~~~sti t~it ion.  The 
( ixil Right. L d x j i  of t h ~ '  1960'-. and Inore than four dec ad+ o l  

jutlit ial - (  rutin! anti f t ~  115 liax e all madr di.crirnination. 
lJremiied on ~dentitiei of rate, unequix ocall! unr or~~titutiondl. 
!J hat lie. out.ide of I oustitutional condemnation and interxen- 
tion ib  di-I rimination h a d  upon ec onomic claii. hexertl~elesi. 
(lab\ ex(-lmion ii irnpli( itl! racial exclusion sin( e in the Cnited 
State> the majorit) of rac4al minoritiei are poor. \ e n  poor. Iris 
Marion Joung hit, four u r o n p  of racial segregation in 
residential location: 

First, segregation x iolates a principle of equal opporturiit! 
and thus \\ronglj limits freedom of housing choice. 
Se( ondl,. arid most irnporta~~tl?. processes of q rega t ion  
produce a d  reiniorce serious structures of prixilege and 
di.adx antage. The x er! processes that produce iegregation. 
th i rd l~ ,  also obscure the fact of their pri~ilege from t h e  
x2ho haxe it. 1 s  a result. finall!. the social and spatial 
differentiation segregation produces scriousl) impedei 
political con~muuication among segregated groups. this 
maliing it difficult to address the wrorlgs of segregation 
through democratic political action." 

Racial and c1a.s segregation car1 he achieled b! subtle meani. 
Indeed. in theie times of political correctness. x+ords and 
phrase. are often d t e r f u g e  for prejudicial choices. 'Fate-to 
fate social interaction' is an otten-repeated design goal of Neu 
t rbanism and i- offered uncritically as an alternati\e to the 
iinl)ersonality. corn~nodifitation. alienation. and hureaucratiza- 
tion of goxernance in existing mass societ!. A desire for safety 
inheres \\ithill thi. goal: a goal 111 mhich ex ??one is known arid 
identitiahle. The goal. one surmises. is to create a community 

\+it11 an ahsente of strangers. Curiously. in the bibliograph! 
axailable on the vebzite for The Congress for the Ne\+ 
Urbanism (http:llrc I L I ~  .cnu.org) Lleatlz a n d  Lzfe of Great 4mer~-  
can CI~ZPC b j  Jane Jacobs is liited. a boolc that relebrates the 
presence of strangers as a integral aspect of cities. Also included 
in the hibliograph). under the lie! word soczaljusttce ii Oscar 
Ue\\man's L)efm,zble +ace. a tome from the  Nixon era and one 
that atte~npted to express. in architectural form. that period'i 
con( ern of 'lax+ and order'. 

. . . Arthitectural design can make exident IJj the phlsital 
l q o u t  that an area is the shared extension of the p r i~a te  
realrnc of a group of indi~iduals. For one group to be able 
to set the norms of behaxior and the nature of actixit! 
possible xtithin a particular plate. it is necessarl that it 
ha\ e clear. uncpestionahle control over  hat can ot cur 
there. Design tan make it possible for both inhabitant and 
stranger to perceixe that an area is under the undisputed 

influrntr of a j~artitular grouj,. tlidt thex dictate thth 
a( tixitr tal\ing  la( e ~ i t h i n  it, and \tho its user- are to 1w. 
Thii ( an he nude io  c lead! ex i t l e ~ ~ t  that rc.+iclrnti x i i l l  not 
onl! feel I onfident. hut that it is incunil-~ent I I J I ~ I I  tliei~i to 
que-tion the ( omin? and going< of p p k  to erl.uir the 
I ontinued iafet, of the tlrfir~rd aleas. I n \  intrude1 \till lw  
niadr to antiripatc that his preienc r \+ill he under question 
~ I I J  open to (hallenge: bo much *(I  that a triminal c dn he 
deterrrtl from ex en c onteniplating entn .  

Dcfmczhlr spcctcJ i* a model for residential enr ironmrnts. 
~tliic 11 in hil~it* crime h\ creating the ph\ sic a1 expresiion of 
a iotial fabric that delentls itself. 211 of t h r  t1iHerrut 
elernents \+hi( h cornhirie to inalce a defeniible spa1 e l~axe  
a ( ommon goal - an enx ironment in \+hicli latent territori- 
alitj and sense of cwnmunit! in the inhahitanti can he 
translated into rehponsihilitj for ensuring a safe. produc- 
t i \  e. and \\ell-maintained 1i1 ing spat r. T h r  11otentidl 
crirninal perteiles burl1 a space a> controlled b! its 
reiidents. leax ing him an intruder easil! re( ogrlized and 
dealt x + i t l ~ ' ~  

The legitimacr of crime prexention is undeniable. lilte\+i<e are 
measures to defend against crime. henman  i> correct that 
architectural design can create thresholds and transitions 
 let^ ern public and prix ate realms thus treating territorief and 
'turf \+hit11 residents can wne!  and defrnd. These eaiential. 
serni-prixate spaces are not the debires of one particular group 
and are exident in residential neighborhoods of all c1as.e~ arid 
constituenciei. 1 et Neuman's architectural polernit can be read 
to presume a homogenoui congregation of residents and hi5 
prewriptions border on xigilante response. Thii is a distant 
interpretation of the social choreographj of the heterogeneith of 
urban sidevalkq that Jane Jacobs admiringlj described. 
l h e r e a i  the aboxe quote from L)efens~bLe bpacr dates from 
1972. it is enlightening to couple it nith a 1991 quote from 
Patricia Fernandw-Icell!, Ph. I).. a sociologist. 

1 hat's happened is the word "crime" has become a 
receptacle for a series of concerns ~e cannot mention. the 
unmentionables: class and race. . . . [It] has become a 
euphemis~n. It is easier to speak about crime. to speak 
about larcen~ and burglaq and murder than to exolte the 
images of class and race. That is \ e n .  xery telling. This is 
truly On\ellian. a kind of doublespeak. It i i  an alternatix e 
language u e  hale to refer to the prohlein- we see in 
sotietj. B e  ca1111ot use the old language of rat ism. 
come up \\it11 all sorts of politicall! correc t term< to refer to 
the same problrms. % h e n  Me say '-crime" ue're reall! 
caying x+e are atraid of lo~er-class blac.1~ people.] ' 

Equal opportunit!. freedom of association and freedom of 
moxement are beyond basic ~a lues :  the! are basic rights. In 
pursuit and defense of thefe rights. v e  mis t  remoxe an! 
remaining discriminatorj barriers in our democrat!. Some 
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p-oupi. in exerc ice of the i~  right-. n i a ~  ( ~ O O W  to aswc iate mtl  
dwell in rrsiclential c luitrri. Thdt. in itirlf, i. not condr~rir~able. 
1 hat dc~n ia~~ t i+  \( rutirrx a ~ t d  inten ~mticm ii ~ h r n  rt4dentidl 

entiation acro.. .11at c. .hould Iw \oluntar\. fluid. ~ i t h o u t  
di-tinct I ~ o ~ d r r i .  arid \\it11 ~~iul t ip[ t~ .  o\ erlapping. u~irnarlird. and 
h!hrid. puldic plac rs. Thew are not trait+ of Neu Urbaniim. 
The  primar! issue is the ju-t. spatial di.trilrution of benefit& to 
all. Integration that iolel! pursue< ~riixirip m d  dispersal of 
groups is I)lind to the real goal: to prowide d better liir to all. 
and mo:.t impor ta~i t l~ .  a Iwtter life of orre':. own clloic-e. 

. . . an: alternatiw r ideal of rocial and political inclusion . . . 
dlffrrmtlclted wlzdar l t~ .  Tlii. ideal share\ ~ i t h  an ideal t ~ f  

int~gration a comrnitrnent to tomhat extluiion and foster 
indix idual freedorn. But. unlike at least borne formulations 
of an ideal of integration. difterentiated solidaritl also 
affirm& the freedom of a-iociation that nia! entail residen- 
tial cluitering and ciw ic differentiation. -It the same time. 
the ideal of differentiated d d a r i t l  11otic7eh and affirms 
that lo(-all! and culturall~ differentiated groups duel1 
together in a wider region \+hose rtructural and en\ iron- 
mental i onditions affect them all. and   here a ~ t i o n i  and 
interactions often ha1 e distributiw e consequences that tend 
to benefit mnlr  ower others. Thus the ideal of differentiat- 
ed solidaritj affirms that groups new ertheleis d\\ell togeth- 
er. whether the) like it or riot. nithin a set of problenls and 
relationships of strutturd] independence that lrring ~ i t h  
them obligations of justice.'" 

CONCLUSION 

The  task hefore us is to bring urban it^ to Yeu Urbanism. to 
instill it ~ i t h  real dixrrsit!. in its suburban operations and in 
the lou-incorne neighborl~oods of center titirs x~here  New\ 
Lrbanism has l e t  to sipificantlj engage the issuef of low- 
income lioubing and neighhorllood rew italization. In their 
design of ' ro~nmuni t ie~ '  architects and planners must counter 
an! repreisiw e homogeneit!. unitj. or 11 holeness in design 
philosoph! or methods, vhich generateb border>. dicllotomiec. 
arid exclusions. 

It i:. far too great a task for the end of thic essal to prescribe in 
detail alternatixe po:.~il)ilitiei for suburban developrnent and 
urban redew elopment. -1 iignific ant obstdcle to a c h i e ~  ing the 
richnesi of the 'democratic c i t ~ '  is the allegiance that planning 
must proteed from general. imnlutable rules. The goal is not 
marketablr product, that shelter. but an emancipatoq process 
that is egalitarian as regards participation and is equitable in its 
prowision of shelter and other benefit$ of place 

The pro( eii of ~~ lann ing  +liould he in( luciona? and partic i p ~ t o -  
r?. Ec O I I ~ I I I ~ ~  dewc-l~~~mrnt in lo\\-incorne rieighl~o~hood>. or f o ~  
lo\\ -in( cmlr tcsri'mt* i l l  new\ d e ~  e l o l ~ ~ ~ l e n t s ,  should Ire cchli- 
irtipird. r ~ i r t l ~ c ~ r ~ n t ~ r e .  re4dential location w~itliont cwplo,rnrnt 
01~portunitie> ic I I O  prow iiiori of p l a ~ e  to  tho^ \\ho haw e heerr 
rxc h~dr t l  I)ec ause of pric e. "Rrlruildirlg the  human illilastruc - 
turc. ~lionld Iw thr  prime purpose. \\it11 rebuilding the phyiic a1 
itruc turr a. inerelk the n c  use or the means to ac hiel e that t int  
priorit\."'- Qithout a tonlprehensiwe economic plan that i. 
collectiw el\ formulated and eridorced. h o u ~ i n p  \\ill deteriorate 
for lac11 ol funt l~ .  1)rtrnt-pa!ing j o b  are riot the  orih requisites 
of a wial~lc riei~lil)orhood. Other r tfqui~ementi  intludt good 
s~houls. taasill a\ ailahle rrtail and public s e n  icrs. and access to 

mass trarisit. 

Housing t~polugie- mu-t be expanded and proxided a& tentatiw e 
designs that are anienahle to change and per~orializatior~ ower 
time. not fure\er locl~ed to compliant e bit11 urlmi de . ip  
guideliner 01 aesthetic nlandates. Multi-use hu i ld i~~gs  rhould be 
t ont riw ed and prow ided that conlbine home and work in 
nianneri that lo\\-owerhead and home-based buairirsses can 
flourish. Diwersit! can be facilitated b j  the  d e - i p  of single- 
famil! horneq \\hich include a rental unit much lihr the  rolj 
houie. of Montreal that are two-stoq tow~nhouiei oler  a one- 
s t o r ~  flat. The flat can be rented out to subsidize the fanl i l j*~ 
mortgage. I n  alternatiw e tack if to pro\ ide n~iriirnall! sized 
rental unit:. that can be expanded b j  tenantq m e r  time. This 
labor-i~nestment can be monetarilj comerted nith a lease- 
\\ith-option-to-hu~ contract. 

Architet tural po~sihilities ahound. Design can be an irritrunient 
for inclukix e communltl organizing and ielf-help dex elopment. 
Our reipor~sibilit! is to adxance a more sociallj just. politicall! 
emantipator!. erologicall! sensit i~e,  process of mmmunrt? 
construction. Realizing this tad' will certain15 be . . . neu 
urbanism. 

I \\istr to thank one of the 4CS-2 re\ie\terb of thc blind suhrr~is.ior~ of'thir crsa! 
for this qualifi,.ation. 
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