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Tourism and Resistance in the Caribbean Sea:
Global versus Local Spaces and Languages

OPENING SCENARIO AND THESIS

An assemblage of well-known architects |Wolf Prix, Thom
Mayne, Erire Owen Moss, Carme Pinos, Lebbeus Woods. Carl
" Pruscha. Peter Noever| gathered in Cuba in January 1995 to
help retlect on future architectural (and social) directions.
While they arrived precisely hecause cold-war political and
economic systems were vielding to newer forms of global capital
flow — specifically mtematmnal cultural ewlmnm- and tour-
ism = they, like many. of us, responded most po“erlu]ly to the
intense local character of Cuba and Havana. In addition to the
music. the aromas of Mojito, and the city’s rhythms, the gronp
agreed with their local hosts that what makes the place
quahlauwl\ distinetive and compelling is that its “architectural
expression” is not one fixed style. but “incorporate[s| the whole
range of possible architectural options™; in short, it is diverse,

inclusive, hyhrid: “One of the characteristies of Cuban architec-

ture was to he very eclectic, very {lexible in the reception of

foreign influences. These influences are digested and assimilat-
ed. \\ hen the process lasts long enough, llu- results can be very
good.™

Parallel to this particular scene, our two-part thesis is that. first,
even though globalized tourism does offer the possibility of new
modes of v\clmnm' it requires critique because many of i

conunodifications and objectifications do genuinely 1|1realen

uot only Cuba’s, but the whole Caribbean’s distinetive sense of
place and. second. that the Caribbean Sea offers a new mode of

compromise with and resistance to globalized tourism, actually
disrupting the dominant undcrqandnw of sense of pld(e as
centered and with a stable identity (a view that oceurs in the
research literature on “authentic™ places such as the New
Mexican Pueblos, Mediterranean coastal villages. or Khartoum),
replacing it with {luid spaces. language, and architecture that
arc decentered and hybrid. This double thesis will be demon-
strated by an analysis of economic and physical tourism
planning and design and through the postcolonial counterpoet-
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ics of ereolization of Francophone Caribbean writers such as
Edouard Glissant and Patrick Chamoiseau. The planning and
architectural evidence shows how globalization as tourism is
double-edged: both threatening local sense of place and
providing tho economic basis lox local hosts to carry out their
own autonomous agendas. The [rancophone posteolonial
theorists make clear that an effective strategy for liberating the
oppressed voice of the Caribbean other is 1o stay where and
who vou are, not to travel 1o a better place elsewhere. and to
dissolve the solid ground of dominant identity through the
central trope of the sea and fluid alterity.

GLOBALIZATION. TOURISM, AND ECONOMICS

The U.S. Congress™ Office of Technology Assessment touts the
lmpOI’tdn( e ()I tourism as the world’s blgge\t industry because
its earnings “surpass even arms and oil in contrlhutmg to global
economic development.™ To cite but one Caribbean case, the
Cuban story provides all the essential features. Tourism in the
19th and 20th centuries has revolved around the island’s hnage
as a source of pleasure. Not surprisingly. for the early

revolutionary society “tourism was perceived as o closely
aszociated with capitalist evils of prostitution. drugs. gambling.
and organized crime” to be encouraged: simultaneously. the
U.S. Trade embargo of 1962, prohibited citizens [rom traveling
to Cuba. Nonetheless. the Cuban government has since ercated
three major institutions to develop international tourism:
Instituto Nacional del Turismo (1970). Cubanaecan (1987). and

(zaviota.?

The shift was necessitated by the end of artificially elevated
sugar prices and general Soviet and Fastern Block support. By
the late 1990s revenues from tobacco and nickel were down
then finally up: from fruit. fizh, and medical products down and
then finally steady: from sugar, molasses. honey. coffee. cocoa.
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and other sources. down. And because of scant resources Cuba
has reduced all its imports.?

Secking convertible curreney, Cuba approved joint ventures in
1982, then in 1987 allowed greater ownership by international
corporations, so that existing accommodations were upgraded
and new properties developed with Canadian. Spanish, and
West German firms.® Most international partnerships  have
oceurred along the coast. especially at Cayo Largo and
Varadero. though some involve restorations Old Havana.
International tourim had an initial sputter when the UK
started. then stopped direet flights to Havana: visitors from
West Germany and Italy m(‘rmwd due to direet flights. though
Canada remained the major source of visitors in 11)88 ioUO\\ed
by Spain. Success has heen dramatie: as a souree of hard
currency receipts from convertible currency. in 1987 tourism
was forth behind sugar. lish. and il re-exports of soviet union
petroleun and by 1998 tourism was bringing in more currency
than sugar. [n 1990, 250,000 were jobs connected to tourism.®

Clearly. the “hosts™
relation to global economic forces. In fact, usually there are
multiple hosts with differing agendas: national public leaders
and population by extension. local government authorities,

to tourism are neither silent nor passive in

local residents, immigrating workers, and international capital
partners. To simplily, it appears that the initial motivation and
power for touristn development comes [rom capital systems and
central governments, While the latter explicitly intend 1o serve
tourists in order o benelit local populations. they also sacrifice
some dimensions of the local lor the greater regional and
national good.”™ National governments promote their own value
systems. For example. Cuba seeks to “achieve socialist values,”
through the “equal distribution ol goods, services. opportuni-
ties:” to “enhance visitors” cultural and ideological awareness
by . .. convincing them of the superiority of ~ouall:m. and to
~avoid introdueing “anti-socialist’ “revisionist” or “capitalist’
influences to “turn the heads™ of the indigenous population
working in the tourizt industry and coming into contaet with
foreign tourists.™

CRITIQUE

Yet, for all the possible mutual henefits of the joint actions of
alobal corporations and local groups. a critique of international
tourisin is unavoidable.
globalized tourism has four especially harmful impacts on local
populations and places: 1) "the demonstration eflect™
“implies the devaluation of the indigenons culture, the move-
ment of that culture toward a more homogenous western
model™ 2} appropriation and commodification of the land-
scape and culture of the local places, 3) the creation of new
hierarchies of power and non-local elites, and 4) confliets
social-moral values and

The research literature agrees that

which

=

among economic systems and among
practices.

As to homogenization, it is not necessary to helabor the well-
known phenomena of standardized architecture in which the
forms and materials have no significant conneetion 1o local bio-
cultural contexts or traditions, Suflice it to say that whether
resort design is in the style of international modernism or post-
modern exotic eclecticism. the physical forms and the social
organization that have such enormous power to attraet and
please mass tourism’s clients have been eriticized for over a
half-century as “placeless™ or “nowhere.” Nor is historic
preservation an alternative: recreating, for example, the colonial
building stock. involves the same n'prmcnlatloual philosophy.
but slmpl\ defers to a historical international colonial heritage
rather than modernism’s international replacements of that
heritage. In either case, the normative logic is the same: what
was already some place else, some time else. becomes fixed 1o
provide a valued identity. But. neither the colonial nor post-
colonial internationalisms are local: neither of thein allow for
differences that continuously and productively open from the

Caribbean itself.

Of course, the homogenous complexes reflect the underlying
homogenous values and habits of the tourists. The data shows
arieties and
and supports

“familiar

(0

that tourists” lvpual prvh-rvm-(w for
standards of goods and services is very high™
mtenmlmndllv controlled enclaves, which may actively “dis-
courage patronage of local businesses outside the resort to

" Here tourist areas are turther

maximize purchases inside.”
removed [rom local ways of life and land use. Since even the
lowest wage earners can earn more than they previously did in
agriculture. and since the lure of materialistic ways of life
combined with increased cost ol living generate new desires for
money, more people are drawn into the tourist area’s employ-
ment system.

Ecotourism too is problematic. lmernational tourists interested
in low-impact visits closer 1o local experiences still prefer
familiar standards and consumption patterns. To cite just one
example. tourists in Barbados consume up to eight times as
much water as do the residents. Even with ecotourism locals
may be deprived of access 1o environments as they are set aside
for tourists (including conservation groups) and removed from
the traditional patterns of hunting, fishing, farming, or religious
uses, in a process ol resource appropriation that disrupts local
practices and knowledge as well as raising the cost ol living and
land.*

At the core, tourism appropriates and conswnes the natural and
cultural environments that produced and supported  what
attracted the tourists in the first place, thus threatening local
life. Fven with the lmud pldnnlnﬂ of the
Cozumal resorts, pm\mnn of l|w anenn (,.ll_v infrastructure

ways of Cancun-
was not easy. It has been argued that the greatest environmental
problem was not {illing in mangrove swamps for development
nor scarping off topsoil to build the goll course (resulting in
basins in the rain forest that increased mosquito breeding). but
immigrant labor and squatter settlements. The inereased cost of
living, especially housing, further displaced the lowest paid.
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The situation is exacerbated when less well-oll tourists seek the
lower-costing accommodations and restaurants, which drives up
prices in the service center and forees locals to live in squatter
settlements such as Puerto Juarez.B

Or. as an example of cultural objectification and commodifica-
tion, in Cuba there is increasing interest in the inhabitants’
African and Indian heritages, in local arts. crafts, and folklore,
especially Santeria.! W hal would it mean for Santeria increas-

lllgl} Lo l)(?(?()l]l(? a tourist attraction, as are so many shadows Ol‘

earlier spiritual ntuals and so many ipec tacles completely
fabricated to entertain tourists? The (]dllU(‘l is that "By making
[cultural practices| part of the tourisin package. [tll?\ ‘11'()]
turned into an explicit and paid perlormance and no longer can
be believed in the way |they were] before. Thus, vommodltm'r
tion of [nature and] culture in effect robs people of the very
meanings by which they 5 Traditional
lacal culturdl systems also are d1~placed and replaced though
While I()(dl\
usually are given ]011~ at the lower end of the service industry,
the demand for more skilled service personnel results in
sophisticated, urbanized employees moving into the area. At the
top, expatriate professionals frequently acquire the most desir-
able jobs, generating a kind of internal elite. In other cases. new
hierarchies are formed by ethnic groups, expatriates, and local
political groups or financiers and entrepreneurs (in Cuba,
reinstating a decidedly non-socialist hicrarchical system).!®

organize their lives.”

the forms of organization of work in resorts.

Of course. the most serious shift in social structure is not among
resort employees. but in the general community. There often is

considerable conflict between the new economic order of

capitalism and the traditional local values: inereasingly, loca
moral and political systems are replaced. For e\dmple Nf‘m
finds that the problem: ol tourism based on sea/sun/sex center
about the creation of dissatisfaction and rescutment, entrench-
ment of mutual prejudices, conflicting moral values, crime and
anti-social activities, gambling. prostitution and immoral traffic:
another study [inds inereased erime and disobedience to
traditional authorities. as the subordinated attempt to achieve
what is held out as desirable hut not attainable under currently
exnslmg social-economic structures.)”

While the differences between those who have what is “newly
desirable™ and those who do not is emphasized in many tourist
exchanges. often exclusions literally lead to the phenomena of
ghettoization. Hence. “much eriticism ix made of exclusive
tourist *bubbles’ or ‘ehettoes”, such as [in Jamaica. the Yueatan
Peninsula. or| Antigua’s Mill Reef . . . on the grounds that they
appropriate the choicest sites, exclude non-elite locals (except

as menial employees) and lail to contribute 1o the well-being of

adjacent settlements.”™ Inversely. host powers may act pater-
nalistically to separate locals {from tourists as a
pmle( tmu the traditional way of life from ‘contamination” by
tourists,” as happens in the Maldives and Cuba. where the
government’s controversial policy intends to protect Cubans
from the social-moral harms of tourists by prohibiting Cubans
not working at the enclave resorts (especially Varadero and

“means of

Old Havana)
<5 to manv beaches. hotels. restaurants. clubs.

Cayo Largo) and urban facilities (especially in

from having ace
and tourist taxis.!”

Given these shifts in power and the replacement of local
systems  with those of international ecapitalism. it is not
surprising that many critics argue that tourism is a new neo-
colonialism.” In the worst cases, it is claimed. tourism amounts
to an hmperialism that may result in “the hatred of the rich, the

2

arrogance and the neo-colonialist appearance of the tourists
Tuurhm in the Caribbean during the dependency period of the
1970s. complicated by the dommdnce of tourists from North
America and Furope who were served by darker-skinned locals.
generated what became known as Black servility theory* Fven
more moderate positions admit that much of tourism involves
not merely accidental differences hetween individual tourists
and local residents. but structurally superior-subordinate posi-
tions and attendant Jocal anger (as articulated by Jamaica
Kincaid in A4 Small Place).

Because the often ditfering value systems and agendas ol host
areas and the international systems allow lor both exploitation
or mutual sell-interested interactions. and since the glohalized
flows of capitalism attempt to appropriate marketable aesthetic
factors. it is not surprising that which
conceptually has been seen as opposite to global homogeniza-

“sense of place.”

tion. itsell is in danger ol being co-opted by tourism. As noted.
the strongest positions countering ])ldcelessnes.~, such as the
phe nmm‘nnlnmm of place and ldentm. deseribe centered and
stable tra(lmona] environments such as the Pueblos or ltalian
Hill towns = or La Habana Vieja or the Malecon. But. just this
aesthetic of the “authentic™ or the “indigenous™ is brought into
the service of global tourism. which seeks and promotes exotic
realms such as the Caribbean. The natural environments
focused upon by the international environmental community as
well as global tourism all too often are uncritically constituted
fragile
coral reefs, colorful marine lite, barrier islands. water exc Imn«n*
tems. and tropical forests that form the fantastic image of
“paradize” are important to the westernized consciousness of

by “aesthetic™ and ~exoticizing” [ilters. The Caribbean’s

Sy

tourists and researchers alike: but, there iz little or no touristic
concern for the ordinary agricultural land in any ol these areas.
nor {or everyday rural life. Thus, the dominant sense of place,
which amounts to a centered and lixed bio-cultural-regional {or
local) identity, apparently will not hold against globalization’s
reductive processes. Is there a way. then. in which international
and local systems may open to each other. but in which new.
alternative languages and modes of building might articulate a
sense of place that is unlike traditional centered sites of stable
identity —and by emphasizing differences. be better
resist globalization’s

able 1o
homogenization?
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FLUID RESISTANCE

Instead ol attempting 10 opt out of the flows of global capital
(which is self-defeating in today’s glohalized economy). or to

oppose them through hostile confrontation (which cuts off

tourism and v\chanfre. as is seen by the exclusions of Haiti and
Cuba from the systems of flow or from Jamaica’s difficulty in
again becoming a desirable destination alter attacks on tour-
ists), more subtle forms of coexistence and resistance appear to
be emerging in the Caribbean. In agrecment with eurrent
trajectories o
creolization conceptualize an indirect “dissolution” rather than
a direct confromtation or deconstruction. Specifically, this line
of foree is found in Edouard Clissani’s Caribbean Discourse
(1989) and Poctics of Relation (1997) and Patrick Chamoiseau’s
novel, Texaco (1997). Since the "00s, postcolonial and [eminist
intellectuals have become more skeptical about the possibility
of radical opposition to the dominant colonial or patriarchal
power. as advocated with Negritude and Fanonism, and more
pe rCPptne about the ways that such radical opposition actually
mimics that which it opposes. Thus, tactics of opposition named

by Glissant. in the absence of a “proper” space and language of
resistance, are ruses and detours. Glissant in his theories of

“creolization and hybridity and Chamoiseau in his novel Tevaco
outline a borderlands between binary opposites. a mode of
resistance  that s a third term between the absolutes ol
colonizer and colonized. By halting the escalation of challenge
and counter-challenge. these thL011~t~ and writers eschew llle
logic of dominance gnd authority; originating from “below”
rather than imposing themselves from “above,” this counter-
poetics of difference operates by aueplance and inclusion.
rather than rejection and exclusion. This is the counterpart in
language to the hybrid Cuban architecture that we noted at the
beginning ol the paper.

Postmodern theorists of Caribbean culture, ranging from
Glissant and the creolists from Martinique to novelist Antonio
Benitez-Rojo from Cuba, articulate the Caribbean Sea as ex-
centric and linitless. According to the creole poetics of cross-
cultural relations, lhe Caribbean Sea is a space of encounter, a
site ol a localized poetics of the between that prohibits imperial
passing through. Glissant defines “creolization™ (a progressive
and plural pln(‘f‘as) as “relation-identity” to distinguizh it from
“root-identity.” Root-identity derives itsell from a single place
of arigin. i.2. Alrica or Europe® In contrast, “relation-identity”™
cannol construet linear, lransoceanic passages
singular (African) past and a (Caribbean) present and future.
The constitution of creole “relation™ works like the marine
currents of the Caribbean Sea. connecting diverse places and

between a

people in multiple directions.

In Texaco, a historieal novel celebrating the creole Caribbean.
Chamoiseau traces the creolization of Martinique’s hlack
majority population. spanning two centuries from slavery to the
late 20th century. Neither African nor French, uprooted and cut
off from their African lineage. black Martinicans had 10 embark

[ politicized theory. the Caribbean theorists of

on a trajectory ol relation-identity in a cultural no-man’s land.
This void becomes a lertile interval of creolization between the
French culture of Martinique’s white settlers and the lost or
opague cultures and languages of their African ancestors.
Creole. the Martinican vernacular. embodies the complex and
makeshift nature of the speakers” identity. Originated as a
contact language between Alrican slaves and white slave-
owners, Creole does not offer blacks a self-enclosing space of
autonemy because the creole vernacular is too familiar or
“transparent” to Martinique’s white upper classes to engender
black separatism. At the same time. its “openness to otherness”
is an asset. enabling the assertion of lived difference.

Texaco recreates the dialogics of the Creole world through a
multi-layercd narrative voice. Following the convention of
testimonial narrative, the story of the shantytown Texaco, as
told by its female lounder (Marie-Sophie Laborieux) to “the
Christ™ (an urban planner), is narrated by two fictional editors
(the Haitian Ti-Cirique and the Martinican Oiseau de Cham,
called “The Word Seratcher”). Editors Ti-Cirique and Oiseau
de Cham embody the battle over the hybrid vernacular of
Martinique. Ti-Cirique. humanistic intellectual and advocate of
high culture. wants Caribbean literary French to live up to a
umvelsal standard. “a Freneh more French than the French.™
Oiseau de Cham, in contrast. believes in creole as a homemade
vernacular for a homemade waorld. His doctrine. “literature in a
place that breathes is 1o be take in alive™ affirms a living

3

language on the horders of standard French. whose “excesses™
should be preserved in literature. Here creole space and creole
language are consistent: just as the residents of Texaco are
squatting on the {ringes of oil giant Texaco’s land and the city.
Fort-de-France, so the Creole vernacular is squatting on the
fringes of the French language. Against the view of the
hierarchical powers, the minority of the Word Scatcher. and hy
extension, Chamoiseau. view the squatting as positive —as a
ereole poeties of velation. )

This returus us to the idea ol place versus passage. The most
salient deseription of the shantytown as a border site on the
creole fringe of the French colonial world comes from the
urban planner. Converted from his initial mission of razing the
illantvtuwu for urban renewal, the urban planner now writes as
the “savior™ of Texaco, deseribing the preservation of vernacu-
lar architecture in terms {luid, de centered differences:

| understood that Texaco was not what Westerners call a
shantytown. but a mangrove swamp, an urban mangrore
sieamp. The swamp scems initially hostile to life. 1¢s
difficult to admit that this anxiety of roots. of mossy
shades. of veiled waters, could be such a cradle of life for
crabs, fish, eraylish, the marine ecosystem. It secns to
belong to neither land nor sea, somewhat like Texaco is
nelthel City nor country. Yet City draws strength from
Texaco’s urban mangroves, as it does from thuw ol other
urban quarters, e.\actl) like the sea repeoples itsell with
that vital tongue which ties it to the mangroves’ chemistry.
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Swamps need the regular caress ol the waves: to reach its
potential and its function as renaissance, Texaco needs
City 1o caress it: meaning: it needs consideration.

Neither land nor sea. neither the Martiniquan eapital city nor
the hinterlamd ol historieal maroonage, neither French nor
African, Texaco yet it needs to contact and he nourished by
both dimensions. Texaco incarnates Glissant’s relation-identi-
ty — an intermediate and fertile site. Over the 30 years during
which Texaco has been razed and rebuilt countless times, the
squatter’s colleetive battle against the city has forged a common
creole identity and memory. But the most climactic feat of
creolization is the conversion of the *Western urbhan planner.”
Whereas formerly he saw “shantvtowns as a tumor on the urban
order. . .. A threat,” after his creolization, he comes to believe
that “we must dismiss the West and re-learn to read: learn to
reinvent the city. Here the urban planner must think Creole
belore hie even thinks.,™

So. we have in the literature, just as in physical realm,
environments that are characterized by multiple places and
multiple languages. side by side. with each one generated out
of, sustained by. and porous to the others. Here continuing
encounter is crucial. Along with global capitalism’s company
towns (and a few remaining plantations), we have the tourisin
enclaves that exist as .parallt‘l universes to —and co-generators
with = local urban and rural backstages. We have emphasized
the Caribbean poetics of resistance and hybridity, which clearly
plays out as a poetics of fluid, ec-centric space in architecture
and urban development. Thus we arrive again at the distinctive
character of the Caribbean. As noted by the architects in our
opening scenario, we see that the Caribbean sense of place is
not one: the myrad forms. including the “colonial™ ones, are not
mere representations, but continuously renewed and fruitful
hybrid productions.
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