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Introduction

Marshal]l Berman (1982) equates modermity (among other things) with
a certain mode of experience of space and tme. Draniel Bell {1978,
107—11) argues that the various movements that brought modernism
to its apogee had ro work out a new logic in the concepuoen of space
and motion. He suggests, furthermore, that the organization of space
has ‘become the primary agsthetic problem of mid-rwenteth century
culture as the problem of time (in Bergson, Proust, and Joyce) was
the primary acsthetic problem of the first decades of this cenmury.’
Frederic Jameson (1984b) attributes the postmodemn shift to a crisis
in our experience of space and time, a crisis in which spatial categories
come to dominate those of time, while themsclves undergoing such a
mutation that we cannot keep pace. “We do not yet possess the
perceptual cquipment o match this new kind of hyperspace,” he
writes, ‘in part because our pcrn‘ptual habits were formed in that
older kind of space 1 have called the space of high modernism.’

In what follows. 1 shall accept these statements at their face value.
But since few trouble 1o explan exactly what they mean by them, |
shall give an account of space and nme in social life so as to highlight
material Lnks between political—economic and cultural processes.
This will allow_me to_explore the link berween postmodernism and
the transition from Fordism to more flexible modes of capial ac-
cumulanion via the mediations of spatial and temporal experienges.

Space and ume arc basic cateporics O iuman exisience” Yel we
rarely debate their meanings; we tend 10 take them for granted, and
give them common-sense or sell-evident artriburions. We record the
passage of ume scconds, minutes, hours, days, months, years,
decades, centuries, and eras, as if cverything has its place upon a
single objective ume scale. ven though time in physics is a difficult
2nd contentious concept, we do not usually let thar interlere with the
ommon-sense of tme around which we organize daily routines, We
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recognize, of course, that our mental processes and perceptions can
play wricks, make seconds feel like lipht vears, or pleasurable hours
pass by so fast we hardly notce. We may also learn to appreciate
how different societies (or even different sub-groups) cultivate quite
different scnses of time (see table 3.2).

In modern society, many differcnn senses of time get pinned to-
zether. Cyelical and repentive motions (everything from daily break-
fast and going to work, to seasonal rituals like festivals, birthdays,
vacauons, the openings of bascball or cricket scasons) provide a
sense of security in a world where the general thrust of progress
appears to be ever onwards and upwards into the firmament of the
unknown. When the sense of progress is checked by depression or
recession, by war or social disruption, we may reassure ourselves
(somewhat) either with the idea of cyclical time (long waves,’
‘kondratiefl cvcles,” etc.) as a natral phenomenon 1o which we must
perforce adapt, or dredge up an even more compelling image of some
stable universal propensity (such as innate human quarrclsomeness)
25 the perpetual counterpoint to progress. At another level we can
sec how what Hareven (1982) calls *family time’ (the time wmphicit in
raising children and wansferring knowledge and assets berween gen-
erations through kinship networks) may be mobilized to meet the
exigencies of “industrial time” which allocates and reallocates labour
w00 tasks according 1o powerful thythms of technological and locational
change forged out of the resuless search for capital accumulation,
And in moments of despair or exaltation, who among us can refrain
from invoking the time of fate, of myth, of the Gods? Astrologers,
we have learned, peddled their insights even in the corridors of the
Reagan White House.

Ot of such diffcrent senses of ume, serious conflicts can arise:
should the optimal rate of exploitation of a resource be set by the
nterest rate. or should we search, as environmentalists insist, for a
sustainable development which assures the perpetuation of the eco-
logical conditions suitable for human life into an indefinite future?
Such questions are by no means arcanc. The time horizon implicated
i a decision materially affects the kind of decision we make. if we
want to leave something behind, or build a beuer tuture for our
children, then we do quite different things than would be the case
were we simply concerned with our own pleasures in the here and
ow. For this reason, time gers used in political rhetoric in confusing
ways. Failure 10 defer graufications 15 often used by conservalive
critics, for example, to explain the persistence of impoverishment in
an affluent socicty, even though that soaery systemarically promotes
the debt-financing of present gratifications as one ol its prineipal
engines of economic growih,
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In spite of (or perhaps precisely because of) this diversity of
concepuons and the socal conflicrs thay flow therefrom, there 1s sull
a tendency to regard the differences as those of perception or inter-
pretation of what should fundamentally be understood as a single,
objective yardsuck of ume's ineluctable arrow of mouon. 1 shall
shortly challenge this conception,

Space likewise gets treared as a fact of nature, ‘naturalized’ through
the assignment of common-sense everyday meanings. In some ways
more complex than time — it has direction, area, shape, pattern and
valume as key artributes, as well as distance — we typically treat of it
as an objeenve attribute of things which can be measured and thus
pinned down. We do recognize, of course, that our subjective ex-
perience can take us into realms of percepuion, imagination, fiction,
and fﬂlllﬂﬁj’. which 1.1r=.3¢||.l1;1.' mental Spaces and maps a5 50 many
mirages of the supposedly ‘real” thing. We also discover that different
societies or sub-groups possess ditferent conceptions. The Plains
[ndians of whar is now the United States did not hold at all to the
same conception of space as the white settlers that replaced them;
‘territonal’ agreements between the groups were based on such dif-
ferent meanings that conflict was inevitable, Indeed, the conflicr in
part was precisely over the proper sense of space that should be used
to regulate social life and give meaning to concepts such as terrivorial
rights, The historical and anthropolegical record is full of examples
of how varied the concept of space can be, while investigations of the
:i]‘li:lliﬂI '|'r'1'l1'l{'.|.'1 :"lr LEI.i]LtTl.‘I.'I.. 1.I'H.‘ I:'I.1|.'I'I.T:1"J.' I” |:'|_1J['ljl1_'i_[l.'_|_r|'_l|' _1;-.:]15;'_13-
phrenics), oppressed minonues, women and men of different class,
rural and wrban dwellers, ete. dlustrate a similar diversity within
outwardly homogeneous populations. Yer some sense of an over-
arching and objecuve meaning of space which we must, in the last
mstance, all acknowledge 1s pervasive.

I think 1t important to challenge the idea of a single and objective
sense of me or space, against which we can measure the diversity of
human conceptions and perceptions. T shall not argue for a total
dissolution of the objecuve—subjective distinetion, but insist, rather,
that we recognize the multuplicity ot the objecuve quahties which
ﬁl'lﬁl-i'.": .ll'll'.! tit‘l'lﬁ can 1..':":111'!:'?';51 J.nd tI'I'I: rnI{'- D‘I'. ['lll.l]l..,u] I_"I".I_I;_"I_il_'li_"}i III Lilf_'-ll
construction. Meither time nor space, the physicists now broadly
propose, had existence (ler alone meaning) before matter; the objec
tive qualities of physical nme—space cannot be understood, therefore,
independently of the qualities of marterial processes. It is, however,
by no means necessary to subordinae all objective concepuons of
time and space to this parucular physical conceprion, since i, also, is
a construct that rests upon a particular version of the constitution of
mawer and the origin of the universe. The history of the conceprs of
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time, space, and time—space in physics has, in fact, been marked by
strong epistemological breaks and reconstructions. The conclugion
we Sht?uid dra_v:'i:-'. !-:.im _I*Ll:_hal_neilhfr Time nor .SEEEEE':' he_a&aignn]
“objective ﬂlfﬂﬂgﬂl‘d cpendently of material processes, and that it s
only through investigation of the Jauer that we can properly ground
—ur concepts of the former. This is not, of course, a new concluzsion,
—terconfirms the general thrust of several earlier thinkers, of whom
Dilthey and Durkheim are the most prominent.

From this materialist perspective we can then argue that objective
conceptions of tme and space are necessarily created through material
practices and processes which scrve 1o reproduce social life. The
Plains Indians or the African Nuer objectify qualities of time and
space that are as separate from each other as they are distant from
those ingrained within a capualist mode of production. The objectivity
of tme and space is given i each case by the material practices of
social rc]_'l-rn-dul:tinh. and to the t‘lfg!‘r.i: that these latter vary geo-
eraphically and historically, so we find that social time and socal
space are differentially constructed. Bach distinctive mode of pro-
duction or social formation will, in short, embody a distinctive
bundle of time and space pracuices and concepts.

Since capitalism has been (and continues to be) a revolutionary
mode of production in which the material praciices and processes of
social reproduction are always changing, it follows that the objective
qualities as well as the meanings of space and time also change, On
the other hand, if advance of knowledge (scientific, technical, ad-
ministrative, bureavcratic, and rational) is vial to the progress of
l,',:l.i]i['.l“_!.l'. pn_rnj uction and consump tion, then clmngr.s in our f:"-‘mt‘.l.tp’.'unl
apparatus (including representations of space and time) can have
material consequences for the ordening of daily hite. When, for ex-
ample, a planner-architect like Le Corbusier, or an administrator Tike
Haussmann, creates a built environmemt in which the tyranny of the
straight line predominates, then we must perforce adjust our daily
priactices.

This does not mean that pracuices are determined by built torm {no
matter how hard the planners may try): for they have the awkward
habit of escaping their moorings in any fixed schema of representation.
New meanings can be found for older materializations of space and
time. We appropriate ancient spaces in very modern ways, treat e
and history as something to create rather than 1o accept. The same
concept of, say, ‘community’ (as a social entny created m space
through time) can disguise radical differences in meaning because the
processes of community production themselves diverge remarkably
according to group capacities and interests. Yer the treaunent of
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communitics as if they are comparable (by, say, a planning agency)
has material implications to which the social practices of people who
live in them have to respond.

Beneath the vencer of common-sense and seemingly ‘natural’ ideas
about space and time, there lie hidden rerrains of ambiguity, con-
tradiction, and struggle. Conflicts anse not merely out of admictedly
diverse subjecuve appreciations, but because different objecuve
material qualinies of time and space are deemed relevant 10 social life
in different situations. Important battles likewise occur in the realms
of scientific, social, and acsthetic 1heur}-1 as woll as in |'”*"'"3’-i‘-"-‘- How
we represent space and tme in theory matters, because it affects how
we and others interpret and then act with respeet to the world.

Consider, for example, one of the more startling schisms in our
intellecrual heritage concerning concepuions of time and space. Social
theories (and I here think of traditions emanatng from Marx, Weber,
Adam Smith, and Marshall) wpically privilege time over space in
their formulations. They broadly assume either the existence of some
pre-existing spatial order within wlich temporal processes operate,
or that sparial barners have been so reduced as to render space a
contingent rather than tundamental aspect to human action. Aesthetic
lhr_'m'}-'._ on the other hand, is deeply concerncd with “the spatial-
ization of ume.'

It 15 a mbuwe o the comparimentalizations in Western thougln
:.]Iil'l l.l:li:"i diﬁilinfti”n |_|..|1"||' I'-I::II' & .lﬂl"l?:'l ]_'F.]_E.Sl:"d LI_I_'HL"]}' LII'.II'!'_'I'I"I;,'I.I‘F{{"!,_'I, U"
the surface, the difference is not 100 hard w understand, Social
theory has always focused on processes of social change, modern
ization, and revolution (technical, social, political). Progress is irs
theoreucal object, and historical time its primary dimension. [ndeed,
progress entails the conquest of space, the tearing down of all spatial
barricrs, and the ultimate “annihilation of space through time.” The
reduction of space to a contingent category 15 implied m the noton
of progress itself. Since modernity is about the experience of progress
through modernization, writings on that theme have wended to em-
phasize temporality, the process of becormung, rather than peing in
space and pf.ic-u:- Fven Toucault (1984, 70, ohsessed as he confesses
himselt to be with spanal mq_'l:aphm_-i, wonders, when pressed, when
and why 1t happened that “space was treated as the dead, the fixed,
the undialectical, the immobile” while ‘time, on the contrary, was
richness, fecundity, lite, dialecne.”

Aestheuc theory, on the other hand, seeks out the rules thar allow
eternal and immutable truths 1o be conveved in the midst of the
maelstrom of flux and change. The architect, to take the most obvious
case, tries 1o communicate certan values through the construction of




206 The experience of space and time

a spatial form, Painters, sculptors, pocts, and writers of all sorts dg
no less. Even the written word abstracts propertics from the flux of
experience and fixes them in spauial form, “The invention of Priﬂﬁn:.
embedded the word in space,’ it has been said, and writing — a “set of
tiny marks marching in neat line, like armies of insects, across pages
and pages of white paper’ — s, therefore, a definite spanalizaton
(quoted in McHale, 1987, 179—81). Any system of representation, in
fact, is a spatialization of sorts which automatically freczes the flow
of experience and in so doing distorts what 11 sirives o represent,
“Writing," s3ys Bourdieu (1977, 156] "tears practice and discourse out
of the flow of time.” For this rcason, Bergson, the great theorist of
becoming, of time as flux, was incensed that it took the spatiahzations
of the clack 1o tell the ume.

The philosopher Karsien Harries (1982, 59-69) makes much of
is idea. Architecture, he maimains, is not only about domesticating
space, wresting and shaping a liveable place from space. It 15 also 2
deep defence against *the tesror of timc’. The language of beaury” is
‘the language of a umeless realy.” To create a beautiful object %is o
link time and cternity” in such a way as to redeem us from time's
tyranny, The urge 10 "devaluate time’ reappears as the artist’s will 1o
redeem through the creation of a work “strong enough to sull ome
Much of the aesthetic thrust of modernism, we saw n Part I, is to
aerive for this scnse of cternity in the midst of flux. But in leaning w0
the cternal side of Baudelaire’s formulation, this emphasizes space
cather than time. The aim of spatial constructs is ‘not 10 lluminate
temporal reality so that [we] might feel more at home in i1, but o be
celieved of it to abolish ume within time, if only for a2 tme.’ | larries
here echoes those famous modernist formulations of Bauvdelaire, ‘one
can only forget time by making use of i’ and T. 5. Eliot, ‘only
through time, tume is conquered.”

But here arises the paradox. We learn our ways of thinking and
conceprualizing [rom active grappling with the spatializations of the
written word, the study and production of maps, graphs, diagrams,
phulngrapiu, models, paintings, mathematical symbols, and the like.
How adequate are such modes of thought and such conceptions m
the face of the flow of human experience and sirong processes of
social change? On the other side of the coin, how can spaualizations
in general, and aesthetic pracuces n particular, represent flux and
change, PﬂTLitZLl]ilTIi}' i these latter are held essential wruths to L
conveyed? This was the dilemma that plagued Bergson. It became a
central problem for both futurist and Dada art. Futunsm sought w
shape space in ways that could represent speed and motion. Dadaists
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viewed art as ephemeral and, renouncing any permanent spatializauon,
sought eternity by embedding their happenings in revolutionary
sction. It was perhaps in response o this conundrum that Waler
[*ater ;u';ul.:-._l than *altl are :L:{F-irl.:r,' 1o the condition of music’ = music,
sfter all, contains its aesthetic cffect precisely through its temporal
movement. But the most obvious means of representation of nme
was the film. The young Sartre was particularly impressed by its
ossibilities. “Tr 1s an art which reflects avilization in our time,’ he
said; it “will teach you about the beaury of the world vou live in, the
poctry of speed, machines, and the inhuman splendid inevitability of
industry” (Cohen-Solal, 1987). The combinanon of film and music
provides a powerful antidote to the spaual passivity ol art and
architecture, Yet the very confinement of the film w a depthless
screen and a theatre is a reminder that it, wo, 15 space-bound in some
CUrious way.

There is much to be learned from aesthetic theory abour how
different forms of spatialization inhibit or faclitate processes of
social change. Conversely, there is much to be learned from soaal
theory concerning the flux and change with which aesthetic theory
has to cope. By playing these wwo currents of thought off against
cach other, we can, perhaps, better understand the ways in which
political - cconomic change mmforms culmural pracuces.

But let me first illuserare where the political significance of such an
argument m[g]'lt lie. In so r.lni!'t}‘.:- I shall revert to that '-."l"'l'h"?]‘ll'-lﬂﬁ
which Kant advanced (see above, p. 19}, of acsthetic judgement as a
potential mediator berween the worlds of objective science and of
subjective moral judgement (without necessanily conceding either the
eripartite division of knowledge that Kant proposed or the entircly
disinterested satsfaction with which his concept of beauty is asso
ciated). Aestheric judgements (as well as ‘redempuve’ artisue practices)
have cntered in as powerful criteria of political, and hence of social
and economic, action. If aesthenue judgement pnoritizes space over
time, then it follows that spatial practices and concepts can, under
cerlain circumstances, become central o social action.

In this regard, the German philosopher Heidegger is an intriguing
figure. Rejecting the Kantian dichotomies of subject and object, he
proclaimed the permanence of Being over the transitoriness of Be-
coming (Metaphysics, 202). His investigations of Being led him away
from the universals of modernism and of the Judaeo-Chnisuan wra-
dition, and back to the intense and creanve nationalism of pre-
Socratic Greek thought, All metaphysics and philosophy, he declared,
are given their meaning only in relation to the destiny of the people
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(Blitz, 1981). The geopolitical position of Germany in the mter-war
cars — squeezed in a ‘great pincer’ berween Russia and Amenca -
led 1o the lollowing reflections:

From a metaphysical point of view, Russia and America are the
same; the same dreary technological frenzy, the same unres-
wricted organization of the average man. At a time when the
furthermost corner of the slobe has been conquered by tech-
nology and opened to cconomic exploitation; when any meident
whatsoever, regardless of where and when it oceurs, can bye
communicated to the rest of the world at any desired speed;
when the assassination of a King in France and a Symphony in
Tokyo can be ‘experienced” simultanecusly; when time has
ceased 1o be anything other than velocity, instantancousness
and simultaneity, and time as history has vamished trom the
lives of all peoples ... then, ves, then, through all this turmoil
a question stll haums us like a spectre: What for? Whither?
What then?

The sense of time—space transformation and the anguish it pro-
voked, could hardly be stronger, Heidegger's response is explicit:

All this implics that this nation, as a historical nauon, must
move itself and thereby the history of the West beyond the
centre of their future “happening’ and into the primordial realm
ol the powers of being. It the great decision regarding Europe
is not to bring annihilation, that decision must be made in
terms of new spiritual energies unfulding historically from out
of the centre.

Herein, for Heidegger, lay the “inner truth and greatness of the
MNauonal Socialist movement' (understood as the ‘encounter between
global technology and modern man’). In support of Germany’s
withdrawal [rom the League of Nations, he sought a knowledge that
does not “divide the classes’ bue binds and unites them “in the great
will of the state.” By such means he hoped that the German people
might ‘grow in its unity as a work people, finding again 1t simple
worth and genuine power, and procuring its duration and greaness
as a work state. To the man of this unheard of will, our Fuhrer
Adolf Hitler, a three-fold Sice-Heil!” {quoted in Blne, 1981, 217).
That a great twenticth-century philosopher (who has incidentally
inspired the deconstructionism of Derrida) should so COMPTOMISe
himself politically has been a mauer of considerable concern (a
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concern that has erupted once more into the status of ‘scandal’ in
France as the result of Farias’s (1987) documentation of Heidegger’s
rather long-lasting Nazi links). But I think 2 number of useful points
can be made on the basis of the Heidegger case. He was evidemly
disturbed by the bland universalisms of technology, the collapse of
spatial distinctiveness and identity, and the seemingly uncontrolled
acceleration of temporal processes. From this standpoint he exem-
plifies all the dilemmas of modernity as Baudelaire articulates them.
He is deeply influenced by MNietzsche's interventions (sce above, p.
15—18) but sces them leading down the path of an unacceptable and
total mihilism, It is from such a fate that he secks 1o rescue civilizanon.
His search for permanence (the philosophy of Being) connects with a
place-bound sense of geopolitics and destiny that was both revalu-
vionary (in the sense of forward looking) and intensely nationalistic.
From a metaphysical point of vicw this entailed rooting himselt In
classical values {particularly those of pre-Socratic Greek civilizanon),
thereby highlighting a parallel orientation towards classicism in Nazi
rhetoric in general and in architecture in particular. The rejection of
Platonic and Judaco-Christian values, of the ‘myth’ of machine
rationality and internationalism, was total, even if the revolutionary
side to his thought forced him to compromise with the advances of
scicnce and Trrimnluf;j‘ in prm:ti.!.:a-] affairs R\':-'ll:lllﬁr'lﬂr'}' modernism
of the Nazi sort simultaneously emphasized the power of myth {of
blood and soil, of race and fatherland, of destiny and place) while
mobilizing all the accoutrements of social progress towards a project
of sublime national achievement. The application of this par-
ticular avsthetic sense 1o politics aliered the course of history with a
VEngTeance.

The Nazi case is by no means unique. The acstheticizauon of
politics has a long history and poses deep problems for doctrines of
untrammelled social progress. It has its left and irs right versions {the
Sandinistas, after all, aesthericize politics around the hgure of Sandino
in onder 1o promote adherence 10 a lefy political programme of
national liberation and social justice). The clearest form the problem
wakes is the shift in cmphasis from historical change towards nauonal
cultures and destinics, sparking geographical conflicts berween dif
ferent spaces in the world economy. Geopolitical conflicts invariably
imply a certain aestheticization of polities in which appeal to the
mythology of place and person has a strong role to play. The
rhetoric of national liberation movements is here just as powertul as
the ‘counter-rhetorie, imposed through unperialism and colomalism,
of manifest destiny, racial or culwral supremacy, paternalism (white
man’s burden, for example), and doctrines of national superiority.
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How and why the world’s history (the outcome of struggles
between classes in Marxian versions) dissolves into geopolitical con.
flicts often of 2 most destructive kind cannot be regarded as a marer
of mere accident. Tt may have its roots in the political—cconomic
processes that force capialism into configurations of uneven geo.
graphical development and make it seek out a series of spatial fixes 1
the overaccumulation problem. But the acstheticization of politics
that accompanies this geopolitical wrn must likewise be taken ser.
iously. Herein, 1 think, lics the significance of conjoining aesthetic
and social theorete perspectives on the nature and meaning of space
“and TRTE And iU exeety from this sort of perspective that Fagleton
TIF7] Taunches his most virulent polemic against the postmodernism
of Lyotard:

Modermity tor Lyotard would seem nothing bur a wale of ter-
romstic reason and Nagzism little more than the lethal terminus
ol totalizing thought, This reckless wavesty ignores the fact that
the death camps were among other things the upshot of a
barbarous irravonalism which, like some aspects of posi-
modernism isell, junked history, reflused argumentation, acsthet-
icized politics and staked all on the charisma of those who told
the stories.
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Individual spaces and times in
social life

The material practices from which our conceprs of space and rime
flow are as varied as the range ot individual and collecrive experiences,
The challenge is to pur some overall interpretative frame around
thern that will bridge the gap between cultural change and the dy-
namics of political CConomy,

Let me begin with the simplest deseriptor of daily practices as set
out in the time reography pioncered by Higerstrand. Individuals are
here viewed as purposctul agents engaged in projects that take up
ume through movement in space. Individual hiographies can be
tracked as “[ife paths in time space,’ beginning with daily routines of
movement (from house 10 factory, w shops, 1 school, and back
home again), and extending 1o migratory movements over phases of
a life-span (for example, youth in the country, professional training
in the large city, marriage and movement o the suburbs, and retire.
ment to the country). Such [ife paths can he portraved diagram-
matically (zee figure 3.1). The idea is to study the principles of time—
space behaviour through an examination of such hiographies. Finie
ume resources and the ‘fricuon of distance’ (measured in gme
or cost taken to overcome i) constrain daily movement, Time for
cating, sleeping, cte. has 10 be found, and social projects always
encounter “coupling constraims,’ specified as the need o have gl
time—space paths of twe or more ndividuals intersect 10 accomplish
any social transacrion. Suc transacuons typically occur within 4
geographical pattern of available “starions’ (places where cerain actj-
vities like working, shopping, cre. occur) and ‘domains’ where certain
social interactions prevail,

Hagerstrand’s schema is a useful descriptor of how the daily life of
individuals unfolds in space and ume. But it tells us nothing ahout
how ‘stations® and ‘domains’ are produced, or why the “friction of
distance’ varies in the way it palpably does

. 1t also leaves aside the
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question of how and why cerain social projeas and their char-
acteristic “coupling constrainis’ become hegemonic (why, for example,
the factory system dominates, or 15 dominated by dispersed and
artsanal forms of production), and 1t makes no avempt o under-
stand why certain social relations dominate othiers, or how meaning
sets assigned to places, spaces, history, and ume, Unfortunately,
assembling massive empirical data on time—space biographies dous
not get at the answers to these broader quesuons, even though the
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record of such biographies forms a useful datum for considering the
nme—space dimension of social practices.

Consider, by way of contrast, the socio-psychological and phe-
nomenological approaches to time and space that have been pur for-
ward by writers such as de Certeau, Bachelard, Bourdicu, and
Foucault. The latter wears the space of the body as the irreducible
element in our social scheme of things, for it is upon that space that
the forces of repression, socialization, disciplining, and punishing arc
uflicted. The body exists in space and must either submit to authority
(through, for example, incarceration or surveillance in an organized
space) or carve out particular spaces of resistance and freedom —
‘heterotopias® — from an otherwise repressive world, That strugele,
the centrepicee of social history for Foucaulr, has no NECessary
temporal logic. But Foucanlt docs see particular historical transitions
as imporant and he pays great attention to the periadization of
expenence. The power of the ancen régime was undermined by the
Enlightenment only 1o be replaced by a new organization of space
dedicated to the techniques of social control, surveillance, and re-
pression of the self and the world of desire. The difference lics in the
way state power in the modern cra becomes faceless, rational. and
technocratic {and hence more systemaric), rather than personalized
and arbitrary. The irreducibility (for us) of the human body means
that it is only from that site of power that resistance can be mobilized
n the struggle to liberate human desire. Space, tor Foucault, is a
metaphor for a site or container of power which usually consirains
but sometimes liberaies processes of fecomig,

Fomeaulls Emphasis upon imprsonment within spaces of social
control has more than a linde lieral (as opposed to metaphorical)
relevance 1o the way modern social life is organized. The entrapment
of impoverished populations in inner city spaces 15 2 theme that has,
for example, long caprured the attention of urban geographers. Bur
Foucault’s exclusive concentration on the spaces of organized re-
pression (prisons, the ‘panopticon,” hospitals, and other institutions
of social contral) weakens the gencraliry of huy argument, E"L Certean
provides an interesting corrective. e treats social spaces as more
open to human creativity and action. Walking, he Suggests, defines 2
“space of enunciation.” Like Higerstand, he begins his story at ground
level, but in this case “with footsteps” in the ciry, “Their swarming
mass s an mnumerable collecuon of singularives. Their interrwined
paths give their shape to spaces. They weave places 1ogether,” and so
create the city through daily activities and movements. They are nor
localized; it is rather that they spatalize’ (note how different the
sentiment is [rom that conveyed in Higerstand's work), The particular
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spaces of the ¢ty are cremed by myriad actions, all of which bear ¢
stamp of human mtent. Answenng Foucauly, de Certeau sees 4 l'|:|.i
subsutunion "tor the echnological svstem of a coberent and totaliziy
space” by a “pedestrian rhetoric” of vraeciories that have 3 |1"-'l|'l:i1:=[
structure” understood as a story jerrv-built out of dements taken
[rom commoen sayings, an allusive and [ragmentary story whise 2aps
mesh with the social pracuces 11 svmbolizes.”

e Clertean here debmes a basis for understanding the fermen: o
popular, localized street cultures, even as exprossed within dhe
framework imposed by some overarching repressive order. “The goal,*
he writes, “is not 1o make clear how the violence of order is trans.
muted ino a disciplinary technology, but rather o bring 1o light the
clandesune {orms taken by the dispersed, 1actical and makeshif
creauvity ol groups or ndmiduals already caught in the nets of
.E[[."iL'irlIEﬂt,'. " The ‘]1‘.&11’;{1:":::: of "pl.'l]:rl.ll.'u'" p1':||._'t|-c|::'i '-.'l.'it]'lin illdur,r_ﬂ;j
and scientific modernity,” he weites, “cannot be confined 1o the pagt,
the countryside or primituve peoples’ but ‘exists at the heart of the
contemporary economy,” Spaces can be more easily Tiberated' than
Foucaule imagines, Pﬁ.‘ﬁ."i:'-il:l‘_-.-' because social pracrices spatialize rather
than becoming localized within some repressive grid of social conyral,

De Certean, as we shall sce, recopmizes that the practices of every.
dav Iife can and do get converted into the ‘tmalizatons’ of rationall
ordered and controlled space and rime. But he tells us linde of why
and how the rationalizations take the forms thev do. In some in-
stances it seems as if the Enlightenment project (or even capitalism)
has something to do with i, although in other instances he points 10
the symbolic orderings of space and time which give protounder
conunuity (by no means necessanly freedom giving) 1o social prac-
uces. On thus laver poing, de Certean draws same sustenance from
Bourdien,

Symbolic ordenings of space and dme provide o framework for
experience through which we learm who or what we are m socicty,
The reason why submission o the collective rhyvihms 15 so nigorously
demanded,” writes Bourdicu (1977, 163}, “is thar the temporal [onns
or the spatal structures structure not onlv the group’s representation
of the world but the group itself, which orders sell in accordance
with this represemauvion,” The common-sense novon that “there 15 a
ume and a place for evervibing gets carried into a set of preseriptions
which rf],‘lt'u".‘ﬂ e the socal order by assizning social |11E'.1|‘|in;-;.li ir
spaces and times, This was the sort of phenomenon thar Tall {1966)
saw as the root of a fot of mierculwral contlict. precisely because
differemt groups signalled quaite different meanings by their use of
space ard tme, Thir ll_|!.'j1 studios of the nternal world of the F-..Ih_'l'[i'
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house and of the external worlds of fields, markers, gardens, and the
like in relation to the annual calendar and divisions between night
and day, Bourdieu shows how “all the divisions of the STOuUp arc
projected at every moment into the spatio-temporal organization
which assigns each category its place and time: it is here that the
fuzzy logic of practice works wonders in enabling the group 1o
achieve as much social and logical integration as is compatble with
the diversity imposed by the division of labour between the sexes,
the ages, and the “occupations” (smith, butcher)." It is, suppests
Bourdieu, through the ‘dialeetical relationship between the bady and
a structured organization of space and time that common practices
and representations are determined.” And it is precisely out of such
experiences (in the home, in particular) that durable schemes of
percepuon, thoughe, and action ger imposed (sec figure 3.2), Fven
more profoundly, 'the organization of ume and the group 1n accord-
ance with mythical structures leads collective practice 10 appear as
“realized myth.™'

Findings of this sort have been replicated in many anthropological
studies in recent vears (through without necessarily accepting all of
Bourdien’s interpretative appararus), The more general question,
however, concerns the degree to which similar kinds of social
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Figare 3.2 The annual calendar of the Kabrle, according to Bowrdiew (1977 ]
(reproduced by permission of Cambridge University Press)
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meanings can be signalled through spaual and temporal organizatioy
in contemporary capitalist culture, Certanly, 1t s not bard 10 spoy
examples of such processes work. The organization of spaces
within a houschold, for example, sull says much aboul gender angd
age relations. The organized spatio-temporal rhythms of capitalism
provide abundamt opportunities for socializavion of individuals o
tistinctive roles. The common-sense notion that there is *a time ang
a place for everything’ sull carries weight, and social expectations
Sitach to where and when actions occur. But while the mechanisms
oo which Bourdieu points may be omni-present in capitalisi society
they do not casily conform to the broadly static picture of social
reproduction which he evokes the case of the Kabyles, Modern-
oron entails, after all, the perpewal disruption of temporal and
spatial rhythms, and modernism takes as one of its missions the
pmdm;linn of new meanings for space and time n a world of
ephemerality and fragmentation.

Bourdicu provides the barest hint of how the search for money
power might andermine traditional practices. Moore (1986}, 1n her
study of the Fndo, claborates on that idea, and in so doing sheds

f {urther insight on the complex relations between spatializatuons and
social reproduction, Value and meaning “are not inherent in any
spatial order,’ she insists, “Dut st einvoked. Thit idea that there
‘e some ~mmversal language of space, a semintics of space inde-
pendent of practical Fetivines and historicatly situated actors, has w
"hu.“l.':i‘t‘t?f_i-"l"iﬁ_ﬁﬁ|ml the contexrof spedific practices, the organ-
oatian of space can indeed define relauonships between people,
activitivs, things, and conceprs. “The organization of space amongst
the Tndo can be conceived of as a text; a such, it “ralks abow™ or
e eorks over™ states of affairs which ar¢ imaginary’ but nonetheless
important, because they represent social concerns, Such spatial re-
presentations are ‘both product and producer” Under pressures of
monetization and the intreduction of wage labour, the rUpresentalions
shift. In the case of the Tndo, ‘modernism’ i displaved by the
replacement of the waditional round house with a square house,
coupled with an evert display ol wealth, the separaton of the cooking
srea from the main house, and other spatial reorganizations that
signal a shift in social relations.

The potentalny for such processes Lo hecome wrapped in myth
and ritual tells us much about the dilemmas of modernism and
postmodernism. We have already noted, in Part 1 as well as the
introduction to Part 11, how moderism was so often to Hirnn with
mythology., We here encounter the fact that spatial and temporal
praciices can themsdves appear as ‘realized myth’ and so become an
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essential ideological ingredient o social reproduction. The difficulry
under capitalism, given its penchant for fragmentation and ephem
erality—m the widst of the universals of monctization, market ex
3 change,”and the tircalationof @@pital, is o find a stable mythology

eXpressive of its inherent values and MeAnings. Social practices may
invoke certain myths and push for certain spatial and temporal
representations as part and parcel of their drive 1o implant and
reinforce their hold on society. But they do so in such an eclectic
and ephemeral fashion that it is hard to speak of ‘realized myihy
under capitalism with the same certitude that Bourdiey achieves for
the Kabyles, This does not prevent the deployment of powerful
mythologies (as with the case of Nazism or the m vth of the machine)
as vigorous provocations to hisrorical geographic change. More-
over, mythology is presented in mild enough forms (the evocation of
tradition, of collective memory, of locality and place, of culwral
identity ) to make of it 2 more subtle affair than the raucous claims of L
Nazism. But it 15 hard to find examples of irs workings in contem-
porary society that do not in some way cvoke a very specific sense of
what a “rime and a place for everything’ means. Hence the significance
of spatializifig practices n architecture and urban design, of his-
torical evocation, and the strupgles thas go on over the delimtnon of
what exactly is the right time and right place [or what aspects of
social practice.

Bachelard (1964), for his part, focuses our auention on the Space
ol imagination — ‘poetic space.’ Space “that has been seized upon by
the imagination cannot remain indifferent space subject 1o the mea-
sures and estimates of the surveyor’ any more than it can be excly
sively represented as the ‘affective space” of the psychologists. “We
think we know ourselves in time," he writes, ‘when all we know is a
sequence of fixarions in the spaces of the being’s stability,” Memories
‘are motionless, and the more sccurely they are fixed in space, the
sounder they are,® The echoes of 1 leidegper are strong here, ‘Space
contains compressed time. That is what space is for.’ And the space
which is paramount for memory is the house — ‘one of the greatest
powers of ntegration of the thoughts, memories and dreams of
mankind.” For it is within that space that we learned how to dream
and imagine. There

Wy

Being 15 already a value. Life begins well, it besins enclosed.
proweted, all warm in the bosom of the house. . .. Thixs is the
environment in which the protective beings live. ... Tn this
remote region, memory and imagination remain associated. each
one working for their mutual deepening. . .. Through dreamns,
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the various dwelling-places in our lives co-penetrate and retain
the treasures of former days. And after we are in the new
house, when memories of other places we have lived in come
hack to us, we travel to the land of Motonless Childhood,
motionless the way all Immemonial things arc.

Being, suffused with immemaorial spatial memory, transcends Be-
coming. It founds all those nostalgic memories of a lost childbood
world. 1s this the foundation for collective memory, for all those
manifestations of p!m:f-.-hnund nostalgias that infect our images of
the country and the city, of region, miliew, and locality, of neigh-
bourhoad and community? And if Tt is truc that ume 15 always
memonalized not as flow, but as memories of experienced places and
spaces, then history must indeed give way Lo poctry, time 1o space,
= the fundamental material of social expression. The spatial image
(particularty the evidence of the photograph) then asserts an im-
portant power over history (see chapter 18).

Spatial and temporal practices, in any society, abound in subtleties
and complexities. Since they are so closely smplicated in processes of
reproduction and ransformation of social relations, some way has wo
be found to depict them and generalize about therr use. The history
of social change is in part captured by the history of the conceptions
of space and time, and the eclogical uses 1o which those concep-
tions might be put. Furthermore, any project to rranstorm society
must grasp the complex neule of the transformation of spauval and
tempaoral conceptions and practices.

I shall try 10 caprare some of the complexity through construction
of a ‘grid* of spatial practices (table 3.1). Down the left hand side |
rarge three dimensions identificd in Lefebvre's La production de
Pespace:

| Material spatial practices refer to the physical and matenal
flows, transfers, and interactions that vceur in and across space in
such a way A% 10 assure |'|1'r1-r!lh.‘til.r1! and :.l:u'l-:11 1'4:].1rﬁ|'11.11'1i-.’1l'|.

2 Representations of space encompass all of the signs and signifi-
cations. codes and knowledge, that allow such material practices 10
be talked about and understood, no matter whether in terms of
everyday common-sense or through the sometimes arcane jargon of
the academic disciplines that deal with spatial pracrices engInCering,
architecture, geography, planning, social ecology, and the hike),

3 Spaces of representation are mental inventions (codes, signs,
“spatial discourses,” utopian plans. imaginary landscapes, and even
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material constructs such as symbolic spaces, paricular built environ-

ments, paintings, muscums, and the like) that imagine new meanings

or possibilities for spatial pracuces.

g

7 I,c{eh\'r:\nﬂmmcmrizeﬁ these three dimensions as the experienced,
the P'?E:Eiﬁﬂﬁ and the mmagined, He repards the dialectical relations
between them as the lulerum of a dramartic tension through which
the history of spatial practices can be read. The spaces of represent-
aton, therelore, have the potenual not only 10 atfect rr]:rrf::.-:l:ll_.u'mn
n!' space but also to act as a Tn:itL'ri:ll prmlur[i\'l.‘ torce wit}l respect o
spatial practices. But to argue that the relations berween the expen-
enced, the perceived, and the imagined are dialecucally rather than
causally determined leaves things much wo vague. Bourdieu (1977)
provides 2 clarification, He explains how “a matrix of percepuons,
appreciations, and acuons’ can at one and the same time be put to
work flexibly 1o ‘achieve infinitely diversified tasks’ wlile au the
same nime being ‘in the last instance’ (Engels’s famous phrase) en-
gendered out of the mares 1al experience of “objective structures,’ and
therefore “out of the economic basis of the socal formauon in
question.’ The mediaung link is provided by the concept of *habiws’
~ a ‘durabl 'g’_iilhllil].l_'iEL“rI{"'l'._lTiTE principle of regulated improvisations’
which “produces practices’ which in turn tend 1o reproduce the
“Eicciive condiions which produced the generative principle of
liatitas in the hrs place, The circular (even cumulative?) causation is
“ohvious. Bourdicn's conclusion is, however, a very stnking depiction
of the constraints to the power of the imagined over the experienced:

Because the habitus is an endless capacity to engender products

thoughts, perceptions, expressions, acLons whose lims
are set by the historically and socially situated conditions of its
production, the conditiongng and condinonal freedom 1t secures
is a5 remote from a creation of unprediciable novelty as it is
from a simple mechanical reproducuon of the initial condition-
ings. (Bourdieu, 1977, 95)

That theorization, though not in itself complete, is of considerable
interest. 1 shall return to examine its implicauens for cultural pro-
I'I.'LII.'liUI] .l.H'I:'I'.

Across the top of the grid (table 3.1) 1 list four other aspects w0
spatial practice drawn [rom more conventional understandings:

I Accessibility and distanciation speak to the role of the “friction
of distance’ iIn human affairs. Distance is both a barnier to, and a
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defence aganst, human imeraction. Tt IMPOUSCs transaction O
any system of producrion and reproduction {particularly those bood
on any elaborate social division of labour, trade, and social pifS
tiation of reproductive functions), Distanciation {<f. Giddens, 1984
258-9) is simply a measure of the degree to which the friction
space has been overcome to accommaodaie social interaction,

2 The appropnation of space examines the way in which space iy
occupied by objects (house, factories. streets, ete.), activitics (land
uses), indiwiduals, classes, or other social groupings. Systematized
and nstitationalized appropriation may entail the production of
territorially bounded forms of social solidarity.

3 The dominauon of space reflects how individuals or powerfy]
groups dominate the organization and productuon of space tllrnugh
legal or extra-legal means so as 1o exercise a greater degree of contrgl
either over the friction of distance or over the manner in which space
15 appropnated by themselves or others.

4 The production of space examines how new systems (actual or
imagined) of land use, transport and communications, werritorizl
orgamization, ctc. are produced, and how new modes of represceniation
(e-g. information technology, computerized mapping, or design) arise.

These four dimensions 1o spatial practice are not independent of each
other, The friction of distance is implicit in any understanding of the
domimation and appropriation of space, while the persistent Appro-
priation of a space by a particular group (sav the gany that hangs out
on the strect corner) amounts to a de facto dominauon of thar space.
The production of space, insofar as it reduces the friction of distanee
(capiialism’s “annihilaton of space through time,” for example) alters
distanciation and the conditions of appropriation and domination.

My purpose in seuting up such a grid is not to attempt any
systematie exploration of the posiuons within 11, though such an
examination would be of considerable interest (1 have penned in 2
tew controversial positionings within the grid for purposes of illus-
tration, and would like to suggest that the different authors we have
so lar examined concentrate on different facets of it). My purpose is
to find some poimt of entry thar will allow a decper discussion of
the shifting experience of space in the history ol modernism and
F'-'l'H‘it:l]Il.J-l.l.t,'Tl‘li"E!‘l.‘l.

The grid of spatal practices can tell us nothing important by irself
To suppose so would be to accept the idea that there is some
umiversal spatial language independent of social practices. Spatial
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o actices derive their efficacy in S0C al life nq_|-|1|'lr U:ruuﬁh the structure
of social relations within which they " come nto “play. Under the
social relations of capualism, Tor example, the ¢ spatial Prarm,es por-
raye red in the grid become imbued with cliss meanings. To put it this
“way is not, however, to argue that spaual practices are derivative of
capitalisim. They take on their meanings under specific social relations
of class, gfndu community, ethnicity, or race and get "used up’ o
‘worked over’ in the course of social action. When placed in the
context of capitalist social relaions and imperatives (see chapter 14
hL‘iﬂW} the L:I'H.;l hi.ipﬁ unravel some of the |.|.'!||'|'I[‘||-|_'".I-:||__'|. that ]:I-r:_\._‘ll[i
in understanding the transformation of Hp:lﬂﬂi experience associated
with the shift from modernist 1o postmodernist ways of thinking,

Gurvitch (1964) suggests an analogous framewark for thinking
about the meaning of time in social life. He addresses the issue of the
social content of LLI‘L'I.I'.II::I:I'.ll prac LICEs l;lj_j_q_q_l_l_'l.-' t'|_1_j-".l|,|_1..'1_|: welinle ;1,.{;1.;J_|5'||:h
issues of matenality, representation, and imagination of the sort that
Lefebvre insists upon. His primary thesis 1s thar particular social
formations (listed in the right-hand column of rable 3.2} associace
with a specific sense of time, Out of that study comes an eighdold
classification of the types of social time that have existed hisorically.
This typology proves rather interesting in its implications,

To begin with, it inverts the proposition that there is a time for
u;r}_r.]_un»' and proposcs that we think, insiead, of every social relation

containing its own sense of time, I1 15 tempting, {or ex xample, to
Think of 1968 as an ‘cxplosive Time Tin “which quite different be-
]:I'I\lr..lltt-‘h "n'l..l';. '\U'IJJLJ!IH liLLllllLl-I i\_.f_.i_.l_}l..lk_'lll;_:l l._l]_:ll_r"-"]rl'\-r [R1NY -ﬂlf 'I_J:]_lf
‘deceptive’ time of Tordism - Kevnesianism .mﬂ_pmnu way in the
late 1970s to the world of ‘ume in advance of iself” P{:puhted by
apu_ulat-.n:‘. cnwreprencurs, and debr-peddling finance Lai:uL.]_[LHIS, It 1
to look at different senses of time ar
wmk -.irll'ltcmpnralh.ﬂm]v with academics and other professionals
pcrpq_tu_1||1. condemned (it seems) to ‘retarded tume,” P"'E”l“ with a
mission to avert ‘explosive’ and “erranic” umes, and so restore to us
some sense of ‘enduring” ume (3 world also populated by ccologists
and theologians), The porential mixes are intriguing, and T shall come
back to them later, since they shed light, 1 think, on the confused
transiton n the sense of nme imphed in the shult from modernist 1o
postmaodernist cultural practices,

If there were an independent language (or semiotic) of time ar
space (or ume-space) we could ar this point reasonably abandon
social concerns and enquire more directly into the properties of
space - time languages as means of communication in their own right.
But since it s a tundamental axiom of my enquiry that ume and




Table 3.2 Garvidh’s typology of socal times

Type Level Form Social for
Enduring ecological conunuous time kinships &
tme in which past 1s locality
projected in the groupings
present and (particulas
future; casily peasant sg
quantifiable and patrian
structures
Dieceptive organized long and slowed large cities §
time sOCIETyY down duration politcal “pa
masking sudden charismatic
and unexpected theocratic
crises and socictles

ruplures between
past and present

non-political
‘publics’ (soe
movements
tashion-

tollowers);
classes in pros
ot formation

astrology-
[ollowers;
SOCIeLIes In
mythological,
mystical and
magical beliels
prevail

Frratic time  social roles, time of
collecuve uncertainty and
atttudles accentuated
(fashion) and  contingency in
technical which present
xS prevails over past

and future

Cyclical mystical past, present and

tme unions [uture projected

ine each other
accentuating
continuity within
change;
diminution ol
CONUINZeNCy

Retarded sl future becomes

tirmc svmbols present so late as

to be outmoded
A% SO0 as it 1%

crystallized

COMMUNItY
its social

symbols; gu
professions ete
Teudalism
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Table 3.2 cont.
Type Lewel Form Social formations
Alternating  rules, signals,  past and furare dynamic
time signs and compete in the CCONUIMIC Eroups;
collective present; eransition epochs
conduct discontunuity (inception of
without capitalism)
CONTINEEncy
Time in collecuve discontinmany, competitive
advance of  transtormative  conungency; capitalism;
itsell action and qualitative change  speculation
(rushing inrovation triumphant; the
foreard) future becomes
present
Explosive revolutionary  present and past revolutions and
time ferment and  dissolved o a radical

collective
ereatian

transcendent
[ugtLere

transformations
of gh:h:ll
Siruclures

Source: Guevitch (1964)

space (or language, for that marter) cannot be understood indepen-
dently of social action, 1 shall now shift the focus 1o a consaderauon
of how power relations are always implicated in spanal and 1emporal
practices, This will then permit us to put these rather passive typo-
logies and possibilinies into the more dynamic frame of historical
materialist conceptions of capitalist modernization,
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Time and space as sources of
social power

We owe the idea that command over space is a fundamental and all-
pervasive source of socal power in and over evervday life to the
persistent voice of Henn Lefebvre. How that form of social power
aruculates with control over time, as well as with money and other
forms of social power, requires further elaboration. The gencral
argument [ shall explore is that in money economies in general, and
in capitalist society m particular, the intersecting command of money,
time, and space formns a substantial nexus of social power that we
camnot afford 10 ignore. “Time measureiment,’ Landes {1983, 12)
declares 10 his authorative study of the subject, *was at once 3 s1gn
of new-found ereauvity and an agent and catalyst in the use of
knowledge tor wealth and power.” Accurate timekecpers and accurate
maps have long been worth their weight in gold, and command over
spaces and times is a crucial element in any scarch for profit. For
example, the propenty speculator who has the money to wai while
controlling development on adjacent spaces is in a2 much beteer
sitwation to make pecuniary gains compared to someone who lacks
power in any one of these dimensions. Furthermore, money can be
used o command time (our own or that of others) and space. Con-
versely, command of time and space can be converted back into
command over money,

Two very general questions then emerge, First, those who define
the matenial practices, forms, and meanings of money, time, or space
fx certain basic rules of the social game. | do not wish 1o imply by
this that those who define the rules always win any contest that may
ensue. There are 1oo many examples of uninended consequences {in
which those in power define rules that undenmine their own power
base), and of oppositional groups learning and using the rules 1o
overwhelm those who devised them, for such a simple equation 10 be
credible. It is nevertheless the case that ideological and political
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hegemony 1n any society depends on an ability to control the matenial
context of |1nr.'.|'.l'.un'.1| and social :.'.1-;[_1-::[';1_'[1:_'1_'_ For dus reason, the ma-
reralizations and meanings given 10 money, tme, and space have
more than a little significance for the maintenance of political power.
The immediate problem, however, is to understand the social Processes
whereby their objective qualitics are established. Thar way we can
beuer evaluate the claim that something vital has happened to our
experience of space and time since the 19705 so as 1o provoke the
turn 1o postmodernism.

Intenior w thar general question lies another: 1o consider how
well-established spatial and remporal practices and “discourses’ are
‘used up” and *worked over” in social action. How, for example, does
the grid of spatial practices or the wypology of social time acquire a
class, gender, or other social content in a given historical sitation?
The common-sense rules which define the *ime and place for every-
t|1in;__=|' are certainly used to achieve and replicate ]:l_'ll'l[n:u|.11 distri-
bunons of social power (berween classes, berween women and men,
etc.). This question is not, however, independent of the first. Frustrated
power struggles (on the pant of women, workers, colonized peoples,
cthnic minorities, immigrants, etc.) within a given set of rules generate
much of the social energy to change those rules. Shifts in the objective
qualities of space and tme, in short, can be, and ofien are, effected
through socal struggle.

It 18 -ig-lilﬁlil this E.'hli.!"'.H[UU[LlJ. that I shall take a CUrsory leak
(drawing heavily upon materials already published in Flarvey, 19854,
chapter 2, and 1985b, chapter 1) ar the relations berween money,
space, and time as interlocking sources of social power. I begin with
the simplest connection. Money measures value, but if we ask what
constitutes value in the first instance, we find it impossible to define
value without saving something about how the tme of social labour
is allocated. “Economy of ame,” says Marx (1973, 173), “to this all
economy ultimately reduces irself.” Conversely, though money re-
presents social labour time, the rise of the money form shaped the
meamng of ume in imporant and specific ways. Le Goff (1980)
points out, for example, thar the enlargement of the monetary sphere
of circulation, and the arganization of commercial networks over
space in the carly mediaeval period, forced the merchant 10 construct
'a more adequate and predictable measure of tme for the orderly
conduct of business.” But notice the implication of space in this
argument, The mediaeval merchant discovered the fundamental con-
cept of ‘the price of ume’ only in the course of exploring space,
Because trade and exchange entail spatial movement, it was the ume
taken up by this spatial movement which raughe the merchant to
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attach prices, and hence the money form wself, 10 working time (cf.
Landes, 1983, 72). '

Two general implications then follow. First, progressive monet-
ization of relavons in social life transforms the qualities of time and
space, The definition of a ‘time and a place for everything” necessarily
changes and constiwnes a new framework for promoting new kinds
of social relations. The mediacval merchants, for example, in con-
structing a better measure of time *for the orderly conduct of business®
promoted a ‘fundamental change in the measurement of ume which
was indeed a change in time itsell.” Symbolized by clocks and bells
that called workers to labour and merchants 10 market, separated
[rom the ‘natural’ rhythms of agrarian life, and divorced from religious
significations, merchants and masters created a new “chronological
net” in which daily life was caunght. The new dehinimon of ume did
not pass undisputed by religious authority any more than by the
workers called upon 1o accept the new rules of temporal discipline,
“These evolving mental structures and their matcrial cxpression,” Le
Gofl concludes, ‘were deeply implicated in the mechanisms of class
struggle.” Ironically, the explorations of the calendar and tme mea-
surement that had been promoted by the monastic orders in order to
impose religious discipline were appropriated by the nascent bour-
geoisie as a means o organize and discipline the populations of
mediacval towns 1o a new-found and very secular labour disciphine.
‘Equal hours” in the city, comments Landes (1983, 78), ‘announced
the victory of a new cultural and economic order.”

liy the same oken, the mapping of the world opened up @ way 1o
look wpon space as open to appropriation for private uses, Mapping
also turned out 1o be far from ideologically neutral. Helgerson (1986),
tor example, argues that Christopher Saxion’s collection of county
maps of Britain, published m 1579, not only allowed the English, for
the first time, 10 1ake ‘effective visual and conceptual possession of
the physical kingdom in which they lived,” bur also strengthened the
sense of individual and local powers within a framework of national
loyalties, all ‘at the expense of identity based on dynastic loyalty.
But if the dynastic powers lnoked o trade as a source of the money
power which they nceded to pursue their polincal and military
objectives (as well as their passion for consumption}, then they had
to initiate the rational representation of space and time that supported
the power of that class (the merchants) which would ultimately
supplant them. In the long run, of course, the staie authorities had
litle option. The cost of cartographic ignorance — militarily as well
as in trade and commerce — was so enormous that the incentive 10
procure good maps overwhelmed any other reservations. “In the
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international contest for access to the riches of the Indies,” Landes
(1983, 110) notes, ‘maps were moncy, and secret agents of aspiring
powers paid gold for good copies of the caretully guarded Pormguese
padrons’.

A second, and in some respects more difficult implication is that
medifications of the qualities of space and time can result from the
pt-ll'-'.-Lli[ of !H'EI-I'IL'[:.lI‘:r Hl'.liLL'l'i"-'l."i lflllf_'-lll_"p' has no Illl;.,:l;llill'lj iudt:]_:::nllg_nt
ol timie and space, then it is always possible o pursue profit (or
other forms ot advantage) by altering the ways time and space are
used and defined. This thesis can be most copently explored in the
context of the prohr-seeking that occurs within the standard form of
arculaton of capital. Material commodity exchange entails change of
location and sparial movement. Any complicated system of pro
duction entails spatial organization (cven if only of the shop floor or
oflice). Overcoming these '_-:l:nu:ﬂ barriers takes time and MONey,
Efficiency of spatial organization and movement is therefore an
important issuc for all capnalists. The time of production together
with the time of circulauon of exchange make up the concept ol ‘the
turnover time of capital.” This, too, is an extremely important magni
tude. The faster the capital launched into circulaton can be re
cuperated, the greater the profit will be. I'he definitions of ‘elficient
spatial orgamzaton’ and of ‘socially necessary wrnover time' are v
fundamental norms against which the search for profit 15 measurcd.
.IﬁLr“J l.'llll.h arc ?ﬁllhlfiff Ly LEI.J]'I_J_"I_.
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Consider, first, the wrnover ume of capital. There 15 an omni-
present incentive for indvidual capitalists to accelerate their wuirnover
time wis-d-3us the social average, and in so doing ta promote a social
trend towards faster average turnover times. Capitalism, as we shall
see, has for this reason been characterized by continuous efforts to
shorten turnover times, thereby speeding up social processes while
reducing the time horizons of meaningtul decision-making. There
are, however, a number of barriers to this tendency — barriers in the
rigidity of production and labour skills, fixed capital that must be
amortized, markeung [ncuons, consumption lags, boulenecks o
maoney circulaton, and the like, There is a whole history of technical
and organizational innovation applied to the reducuon of such barriers
— evervthing from assembly-line production (ol cars or hJEth}
J.]'L[I:!l]' :l.LLL]LTJ.L]I:ln l'.l:l'- Ph\ '1|1.|.'|.] PFIFCLI":I'E Ef{'l’['l'll;‘_"]l{,l[]uilr J_J_['I.L[I_l._ cne-
gineering), to planned obsolescence in consumption {the mobilization
of fashion and advertising to accelerate change), the credit sysrem,
electronic banking, and the like. It is in this context thar the adapt-
ability and flexibility of workers become vital to capitalist develop-
ment. Workers, instead of acquiring a skill for life, can now look
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[orward to at least one if not multiple bouts of de-skilling and re-
skilling in a lifetime. The accelerated destruenion and reconstruction
of workers” skills have been, as we saw in Part [, a central feature
in the wrn from Fordist to flexible modes of accumulauon,

The general effect, then, is for capitalist modernizanon to be very
much about ,-.apr:r_-d-ul_-u and acceleration in the pace of E{'{FIJ{:ITI'I;:;
processes and, hence, in social life. Bur that trend is disconunuous,
punctuated by periodic erises, because lixed investments in plant and
machinery, as well as in organizational forms and labour skills,
cannot easily be changed. The implantation of new systems has
cither 1o await the passing of the ‘natural” lifetime of the factory and
the worker, or to engage in that process of ‘creanve destrucuon®
which rests on the forced devaluation or destruction of past asseis in
order 10 make way for the new. Since the latter implies a loss of
value even for the capitalists, strong social forces are ranged against
it. When the conditions of accumulation are relatively ecasy, the
incentive to apply such innovations is relatively weak., But at umes
of economic difficulty and intensifving competition, mdividual cap-
italists are forced to accelerate the wirnover of ther capial; those
who can best inensify or speed up production, marketing, ¢te, are in
the best position to survive, Modernizations that affect turnover ume
are not, therefore, deployed at a uniform rate, They tend 1o bunch
together mainly in periods of crisis. T shall later explore (chapter 17)
this thesis in the context of speed-up as a response to capitalist erisis
since 1972,

Since ‘moments’ are ‘the elements of profic (Marx, 1967, vol. 1,
233), it is command over the labour time of others, however, that
gives capitalists the initial power 1o appropriate profit as their own,
Struggles between owners of labour and of capiwal over the use of
time and 1he intensity of labour have been endemic. They go back, as
both Le Goff and T, P. Thompson (1967) agree, to at least the
mediacval period. Marx notes that the struggle over the length of the
working day arose in Elizabethan England when the state legislated
an increase in the length of the customary working day for labourers
freshly released from the land by violent expropriation, and con-
sequently prone to be unstable, undisciplined, and itinerant. The
1 _-,_.,.‘_.._.r;lljl;m n[ t]*u: 1.1m:1npfﬂ}-'el.,‘i 'n'iL]‘.l TI‘I{‘ m;id -I:'ﬁ]'ll-l:h I"-"':il‘.:-t -|'|1g|'l—
lights and Foucault erects o a whole book) was but one of many
means to bring the labour force 1o heel. ‘New labour habis were
formed, and a new time-discipline imposed,” Thompsen confirms,
over several generations, forged under the pressure to synchromnize
hoth the social and the detail division of labour and to maximize the
extraction of the labourer’s surplus labour time (the basis of profit).
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Thus came into being ‘the familiar landscape of industrial capitalisin,
with the time-shect, the timekeeper, the informers and the fines.'
The battle over minutes and seconds, over the pace and intensity of
work schedules, over the working life fand nighis of rtn'rr:mrcmj,
over the working week and day (with rights 1o “free time’), over the
working year (and rights 1o paid vacations), has been, and continues
to be, right royally fought. Workers learned to fight back within the
confines of the newly internalized sense of time:

The first generation of factory workers were taught by therr
masters the importance of tme; the second generation formed
their shori-time work committees in the ten-hour movement;
the third generation struck for overtime or tume-angl-a-half.
They had accepted the categorics of their emplovers and learned
to fight back within them, They had learned their lesson, that
time is money, only too well, (Thompson, 1967, 90)

It is still very much the case thay Htempts 1o speed up or intensify
labour processes spark some of the strongest and biverest of struggles
between labour and management, Stratagems such as piece-work or
production banuses can only ever be counted partial successes from
the standpoint of management, because workers frequently esrablish
their own work norms that in yurn regulate the rate for the job, Direct
confrontations over speed-up and intensity, over break times and
schedules, are oo often destructive o he engaged in with case. The
speed of assembly-line movement, robotization, and automared eon-
trol systems provide more msidious meang of indirect control, but
rarely can be aliered cxcept marginally wichout spark g worker
protest. Yet in spite of this resistance. most work schedules are
extremely tighdy ordered, and the intensity and speed of production
have largely been organized in ways thar favour capital rather than
labour, Telephone operators working for A'TST are expected 1o deal
with one call every 28 seconds as 1 condition of contract, lorry drivers
push themselves o extremes of endurance and court death by 1aking
pills to keep awake, air traffic controllers suffer extremes of SLress,
assembly-line workers take to drugs and alcohol, all pare and parcel of
2 daily work rhythm fixed by profit-making rather then by the
construction of humane work sehedules, Compensations, such as paud
vacarions, higher wages, shorter working weeks, carly retirement, are
all too often, s Mary long ago observed, recuperated by capital in the
form of even greater intensit y and specd-up on the job, The balance of
class forces is now casily struck, however. When the General Motors
plant at Lordstown Wis set up in the carly 1970s. 3 voung and restive
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labour force fought speed-up and auromated control tooth and najl
By the end of the 1970s, however, much of the resistance had
crumbled under the pressures of widespread local unemploymen,
tears of plant closure, and co-oprauon mmto new rhythms of work,

We can track similar processes and armve at similar conclusions
with respect to the experience of space. The incentive 10 create the
world market, to reduce ::patiu] barriers, and to anmbhilate space
through time 8 omni-present, as is the incentive to rationalize spatial
grganization into efficient configurations of production (serial organ-
1ization of the detail division of labour, factory systems, and assembly
line, territorial division of labour, and agglomeration in large towns),
circulation nerworks (transport and communications systems), and
consumption (household and domeste lavour, commumity organ-
ization, and residenual differentiation, collecuve consumption in
cities). Innovauons dedicated wo the removal of spatal barriers in all of
these respecis have been of immense significance m the history of
capitalism, turmng that history into a very geographical affair — the
railroad and the telegraph, the automobile, radio and relephone, the
jet aircraft and wlevision, and the recent telecommunications revol-
uton are cases in point,

But here, too, capnalism encounters multiple contradictions. Spatial
barriers can be reduced only through the production of particular
spaces (railwavs, highways, airpornts, wleports, ete.). Turthermore, a
spatial rationalization of production, circulaton, and consumption ar
one point in ume may not be sunted o the further accumulation of
capital at a later point in time. The production, restructuring, and
growth ot spatial organization is a highly problematic and wvery
expensive affair, held back by vast invesunents in physical infrastruc-
wres that cannot be moved, and social infrasiructures that are always
slow to change. The continuous incentve for mdividual capitalists to
relocate in lower-cost or higher profit locations 15 likewise checked
by the costs of movement. Consequently the imensification of com-
petition and the onset of crises tend to accelerate the pace of spatial
restructuring through selective and place-specific devaluation of assets

These general wends and tensions have 10 be set, however, against
the background of divergent interests and class struggle, since it is
almost invariably the case that shifts in tempo or in spatial ordering
redisinibute social power by changing the conditions of monetary
pain (in the form of wages, profits, capial gains, and the like).
Supenior command over space has always been a vital aspect of class
(and mtra-class) struggle, In 1815, for example, Nathan Rothschild
used his unrivalled information network 1o get the first news of
Wellington's victory over Napoleon at Waterloo, prompily sold, and
triggered such a market panic that he could then move in 10 pick up
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all manner of market bargains, so carning ‘the quickest unearned
fortune on record’ (Davidson and Rees-Mogg, 1988). Capitalists,
furthermore, are not averse to using spatial stratégies in compettion
with each other. The struggle between diverse railroad interests in
the mineteenth century |_‘r|-|'l-'l.-'i:1|.‘h abundant E‘.'mm]'flﬁ'ﬂ of this pl'ﬂEE-IEL‘q
while Tarbell {1904, 146) depicts Rockefeller “bent over a map and
with military precision [planning] the capure of straregic locations
on the map of Fast Coast oil refineries.” Dominauon of marketing
nerworks and spaces remains 4 fundamental corporate aim, and many
4 bitter struggle for marker share is fought out with the precision of
3 military campaign to caplure territory and space. Accurate geo-
eraphical information (including inside intormation on everything
from political development w crop yields or labour struggles) be-
comes a vital commodity in such struggles,

For these reasons alse, the ability o influcnce the production of
Space 15 an Important means 1o augment social power. In matenial
terms this means that those who can affect the spatial distnibution of
investments in transport and communications, m physical and social
infrastructures, or the territorial distribution of administrative, poli-
tical, and economic powers can often reap material rewards. The
range of phenomena o be considered here is vast indeed = 1t vanes
all the way from ome neighbour inciting another to help improve
local property values by painting the porch, through syslematc
pressures by land and propenty developers to put in water and sewer
connections that will improve the value of the lands they hold, to the
interest of military contractors in exacerbaung geopolitical tensions
(such as the Cold War) as a means to ensure bigger and betwer
armarnents contraces. Influence over the ways of representing space,
as well as over the spaces of representation, can also be important. It
workers can be p{:rsuﬂdul, for :‘}:ﬂmph‘. that space 15 an apen held ot
play for capital bur a closed terrain for themseclves, then a cruaal
advantage accrues to the capitalists, Workers, in conceding greater
powers of mobility o capital (see Part 11), might be more lable to
concede before the threat of capital flight than would be the case if
they were convinced that capiralists could not move. 1f, to take an
example from the field of sparial represeatation, seopolincal threars
can be partially manufactured with the help of the appropriate kinds
of map projection (which merge the image of an ‘evil empire’ like
Russia with a threatening geopolitical position), then considerable
power goes to those who command the techniques of representation,
If a picture or map is worth a thousand words, then power in the
realms of representation may end up bang as important as power
over the materiality of spatial organization iself.

Such considerations have ]ﬁ"k'. entered in as crucial dercrminants in
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the dynamics of class struggle. We can here, 1 think, invoke a simple
rule: that those who command space can always control the poligies
of place even though, and this is a vira] corollary, 1t takes comrol of
some place w0 command space in the Arst instance, The relative
powers of working-class movements and the bourgeoisie to commuang
space had long been an important constituent element jn the power
relauons between them. John Tosier, in Class struggle in the p-
diestrial revolution, for example, recounts several incidents in which
local mill owners found it difficult o control their work-force be-
cause the local forces of law and order were prone to sympathize (jf
only through kinship connections) with the miliants. and because iy
was difficult to summon external assistance with the requisite speed,
In the massive railroad strike that shook the East Coast of the
United States, on the other hand, a different slory was 10 unfold,
The railroad owners likewise found themselves facing a local miliia
reluctant to act. But the telegraph not only allowed federal assistance
to be summoned with great dispatch, but also facilitated the trans-
mission of false messages 1o the effect that workers had returned 1o
work in St Louis or Baltimore, and that the sirike was collapsing at
different points along the line. Even though the press played an
important progressive role during this incident (being rather more
pro-labour then than now), the superior power o command space
gave the capitalists an added advantage in what was an uneven bug
ense power struggle.

The diferenuial powers of geographical mobility for capital and
labour have not remained constant over time, nor are they evenly
avalable to dilferent [actions of capital and labour. When either
capitalists or workers have importamt assets fixed and immaobile n
space, then neither side is in a sood position to use powers of
geographical maobility against the other. The skilled roving craft-
workers in, say, the iron indusiry in the carly vears of the industrial
revolution moved far and wide across Europe and used their superior
powers of geographical mobility to their own financial advantage,
Muodern, debe-encumbered homeowners in weak housing market
situations, with sirong social interests in staying in a particular milieu,
are much more vulnerable. While some capitalists are plainly more
mobile than others, they are all forced 10 some degree or other w
‘put down roots,” and many can ill afford o change lncations as a
result. There are, however, various facets of the capitalists” condition
that often force their hand, Accumulation provides them with the
wherewithal for expansion, and the options are always to expand
sttt or o set up a branch plant elsewhere, The incentive to go for the
latter increases over time simply by virwe of the congestion costs
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associated with expansion on original sites. Inter-capitalist competition
and the fluidity of money capital over space also force geographical
cationalizations in location as part of the accumulaton dynamic.
Such processes frequently get caught up in the dynamics of class
struggle. Gordon (1978) records, for example, cases of suburbanization
of industry in New England at the beginning of the century for the
direct purpose of avoiding the stronger labour organizauon mn the
larger citics. More recently, under conditions of heightened com-
petition, technological change and rapid restruciuring, innumerable
cases can be cited of industrial relocation decisions taken with an eye
to achieving beeter labour discipline. 1f capitalists wish w0 avoid
unionization in the United States, a recent consultant’s report advised,
they should try o split their labour process mto components cm-
ploving no more than fifty workers, and locate the units at least two
hundred miles apart from each other. The conditions of flexible
accumulation make the exploration of such options more, rather
than less, possible.

Prior 1o the coming of the railroad and the telegraph, the powers
of cnpftn] and labour in terms of the ﬂl‘litil}' o cominand space Werc
not radically different. The bourgeoisic plainly feared the revolution-
ary threar of that power. When, for example, the Luddites took wo
machine-breaking in many disparate incidents, or agriculral la-
bourers simultaneously took to rick-burning and other forms of
protest in many different locales Fngland in 1830, the bourgeoisie
became only too ready to accept the theory that mysterious Agures
such as Ned Ludd or Caprain Swing were passing undetected through
the land, fomenting discontent and revolutionary sentiments as they
went, The bourgeosie soon learned to use its superior trading con-
nections and command over spacé as a means Lo establish social
control. In 1848, for example, the French bourgevisie used its com-
mercial ties to mobilize a perit bourgeois militia from provincial
France in order to crush the revolution in Paris (a tactic that was to
be repeated with even more horrendous effects in the suppression of
the Paris Commmune). Selective control over the rapd means of
communication was deployed o great advantage 10 counter the
Chartist movement in Britain in the 1840s and to suppress working
class discontent in France after the coup d'état of 1851, “The supreme
glory of Napoleon I wrote Baudelaire, ‘will have been o prove
that anybody can govern a grear nation as so0n as they have got
control of the telegraph and the pational press.”

The working-class movement, for its part, accumulated simular
insights. Not only did the First International seek to unite workers
from many different places and industries, working under quite
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different social relations, into a common cause, but it also began, in
che 18605, to transfer funds and material aid from ane space of class
struggle 10 another. If the bourgeoisic could command space for s
own class purposes, then the workers” movement could do the same,
And 1o the degree thar the First International appeared to command
genuine power, the bourgeoisie had cvery reason to fear it (as indecd
they did) in exactly the same way that thev hayl feared the mysterious
roamings of Captain Swing decades before. The capacity to link
workers in united action across space has always been an iporiant
variable in class struggle. To some degree Marx seemedd 10 believe
that the massing of workers in the factorics and the cities of indusirial
capitalism would by isclf provide 2 sufficient geopolitical power
bae for class action. But the whole thrust of First International
scopolitics was 10 broaden thar base m as sysiemauc 3 way as
possible.

It is rare indeed for class action not 1 have © face up to ns
specthic gm:rgmphim] constramts. In the pr@lnngn:é miners' strike in
Rritain in 1984, [or example, the so called “flying pickets’ moving
quickly from one pit-head to another posed an acute problem for the
state powers, which had to devise equally mobile tactics in re
sponse. Legislation to outlaw secondary industrial action and flying
pickets was designed to curb working-class power over space and to
weaken the potential for coherent cluss action by confining it to place,

'Ihe crushing of the Paris Commune, and the 1877 railroad sunke
-1 the United States, demonstrated early on, however, that supenior
command over space would usually lie with the bourgeoisic. Never
theless. the workers' movement persisted in its internationalist V15100
(though with weak actual grgamization) up until the eve of the First
World War, when the Sccond Tmernational split essentially on the
question of loyalty to nation (space) versus lovaly 10 class (historical)
interests, The victory of the tormer current not only had workers
fighting on both sides of whar most recognized as a war between
capitalists, but initiated a phase of workers' movement history in
which proletarian interests always ended up, no mauer what the
thetoric, serving at the feer of national interests.,

Working-class movements are, in fact, gencrally beuer at organ-
izing in and dommating plice than they are at commanding space.
‘The various revolutions that broke out in Pans in the ninerecnth
centurv foundered on the inability to consolidate national power
through a spatial strategy that would command the national space.
Movements such as the Seattle gencral sinke of 1918 (when workers
etfectively took control of the ey tor nearly a week), the 5t Peters-
burg uprising of 1905, coupled with a long and detailed history of
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in municipal socialism, community organization around strike action
iss (such as the Flint strike of 1933), through 10 the urban uprisings of
s the United States of the 1960s, all illustrate the pomnt, On the other
= hand, simultaneity of revolutionary upsurges in different locations,
d as in 1848 or 1968, strikes fear into any ruling class precisely because
»d its superior command over space is threatened. It ic exactly in such
is situations that intemational capitalism raises thie spectre of an inter-
k national conspiracy, deeply offensive to national interests, and often
it mvokes the power of the larer to preserve ats ability to command

space,
d What is even more iicresting is the political response to this
r latent power of revolutionary and worker mobilization in place. One
of the principal tasks of the capitalist state is o locate power in the
spaces which the bourgeoisie controls, and discmpower thuse spaces
which nI_'.n]_'lur:il_'lu:u-il maovements have the greatest p(nl_q_'n[ia_]jj],r L3 o -
iss . mand, This was the principle that led France ta deny self-government
e y o I'ans unul the yotal embourgeoisement of the city allowed it to
Vg : become the fieldom of Chirac's right-wing politics. This was the
t the same straiegy that lay behind Thatcher's abolition of metropolitan
S sovernments like the Grearer London Council {controlled by a
vine Marxist left during the period 1981 - 33). It was also manifest in the
b e slow crosion of municipal and urban powers in the United States
e during the ‘progressive era’ when municipal socialism appeared as a
tnke real pﬂ.i'iih“I-T‘_lr', thus muking il :[n_'c{{‘:.L]E;'.,tl'lt:lr1 of state POWers muare
“rior acceptable 1o the Targe-scale capitalists. Tt is in such a context that
i, class struggle also assumes irs elobal role. Henri Lefebvre puts it this
15100 Way:
rirs
y e Today, more than cver, the class struggle is inscribed in space.
[CE II‘]L{EEL", it iS '[h:.il htl'llﬁf.dl..‘ :!lﬂ:m* L1 E'Ljn;;h prevents abstiract space
ko= {rom taking over the whole planet and papering over all dif-
W e ferences. Only the class strugele has the capacity to differentiare,
= to gencrate differcnces which are not intrinsic to economie
-, growth ... that is 1o say, differences which are not either
mduced by or acceprable o that growtly,
The whole lustory of territorial organization (see Sack, 1987), colon-
ization and imperialism, of uneven geographical development, of
urban and rural contradictions, as well as of geopolitical conflict
testthes o the importance of such struggles within the ustory of
capitalism,
It space is indeed 10 be thought of as 2 system of ‘containers’ of
social power (10 use the imagery of Foucault), then it follows thar
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the accumulation of capital is perpetvally deconstructing thay sogig]
power hy re-shaping its geographical bases. Put the other way round,
any 5U’I.l"'-*l:.' Lo reconsumLe puu’r_'-r relavons 15 a -‘*m-lbglﬂ 10 e
organize tl‘u,_Ir spatial bases. It is in this light that we can better
understand ‘why capmalism 1s continually reterronalizing with one
hand what i was deternitonalizing with the other' (Deleuze and
Cuauan, 1984},

Movements of opposition to the disruptions of home, community,
territory, and nation by the restless flow of capial are legion. But
then 0 100 are movements against the ught constraints of a purely
monetary expression of value and the systematized organization of
space and time, What is more, such movements spread far beyond
the realms of class struggle in any narrowly defined sense. The rigd
discipline of ume schedules, of ughtly organized property nights and
other forms of spaual deternnauon, generate widespread resistances
on the part of imji'-iduah. who seek to put themselves outside these
hegemomic constraints in exactly the same way that others refuse the
dur_:phm of money. And from time to time these individual resisi-
ances can coalesce e social movements with the mim of liberating
space and tme [rom ther current materializanons and constructing
an altermative kind of society in which value, tme, and money are
understood 1 new and quite different ways. Movemens of all sons
- rehigious, mystical, social, communivarian, humanitarian, cte, —
define themselves direcily inwrms of an antagonism 10 the power of
money and of rauonzhzed concepuons of space and ume over daily
lite. The history of sech wtopian, religious, and communitanan move-
ments estifies 1o the vigour of exaaly this antagonism. Indead,
much of the colour and fermem of social movemens, of sireet hife
and culture, as well as of artistic and other cultural practices, derives
precisely from the infinitely vaned texwre of oppositions w the
materializations of money, space, and ume under conditions of cap-
talist hegemony.

Yet all such social movements, no matter how well articulated
their wms, run up against a scemingly immovable paradox. For not
only does the community of money, coupled with a rationalized
spacc and time, define them in an ﬂppnqttmna] sense, but the move-
ments have to confront the question of value and its expression as
well as the necessary orgamization of space and time appropriate to
their own reproduction. In so doing, they necessarily open them-
M.'J."I-'l..".'l Lih L].]L' Lliblul".'i"}; ]."'U“."‘L"T l!f |'|'||.F[1.L'_"|' wlis 'i-'k"‘l,."" s Lip 1.!!'..' bilil-lj.l'lg
definitonys of space and time amived at through the dynamcs of
c:tpit.ﬂ circulation. Capital, in short, continues w dominate, and it
'L‘I{'".'""i %L i'l'l FI.I;I"I! tl'!r[]'l.'l!::l-l .'-ilF]!"rt‘ﬁ::-I' L'("'“n'lﬂl'li.‘l Ve :'i]'lﬂi.'l' ﬂn{i l.‘in]‘;. CAVEN
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when opposition movements gain control over g particular place for
a tume. The ‘othernesses” and ‘regional resistances” that postmodernist
politics emphasize can flourish in 4 particular place, But they are all
wo often subject 1o the power of capital over the co-ordination of
universal fragmented space and the march of capitalism’s global
historical time that lies ouside of the purview of any particular onc
of them,.

A number of general conclusions can now be ventured, Sparial and
temporal practices are never neutral in social affairs. They always
cxpress some kind of class or other social content, and are more
often than not the facus of intense social strugple. That this i S0
becomes doubly obvious when we consider the ways in whicly space
and ume connect with money, and the way that connection becomes
even more tghtly organized withy the developmeny of capitalism,
Time and space both get defined through the organization of social
practices fundamental o commodity production. But the dynamic
[orce of eapital accumulation (and overaccumulation), together with
conditions of sacial struggle, renders the relarions unstable. Ax a
consequence, nobody quite knows what ‘the right time and place for
everything” might be. Part of the msecurity whicl bedevils capitalism
as a social formation arises our of this mstability in the spatial and
temporal principles around which social [ife might be organized (let
alone ritualized in the mannéer of traditional societies). During phases
of maximal change, the spatial and temporal bases for reproduction
of the social order are subjeet to (he severest disruption. In subsequent
chapters 1 shall show that it i exactly at such moments that major

shifis in systems of représentation, culoral torms, and philosophical
SCNLIMent occur.
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Time—space compression and the
postmodern condition

I low have the uses and meanings of space and time shifted with the
transition from Fordism to flexible accumulauon? 1 want 1o sugpes
that we have been E‘.l-:l'.IL‘!I'i{.'I'I.L'iTLg, these last two decades, an miense
phay.f of ti:nu—spa{:c L'umpn:ﬁiun that has had a i.']]snriﬂuing and
disruptive impact upon political —economic pracuces, the balance of
class power, as well as upon culteral and socal Life. While historical
analogics are alwavs dangerous, 1 think it no accident that pose.
modern sensibility evidences strong sympathies for cenain of the
confused political, cultural, and philosophical movements that oc-
currcd at the L'.nr[;inning ol this century (in Vienna [or fH;\I‘H].‘IIf} wlhen
the sense of time—space compression was also peculiarly sirong. |
also note the revival of mterest i geopolitical theory since around
1970, the aesthetics of place, and a revived willingness (even in soddl
theory) 1o open the problem of spatiality w a general reconsideraton
(sve, e.g.. Gregory and Urry, 1985, and Soja, 1988},

The transition to Mexible accumulation was in part accomplished
through the rapid deploymen of new orgamzanonal forms and new
technologies in production, Though the later may have originated in
the pursuit of milivary supenority, their apphcaton had everything
o do with bypassing the rigiditics of Fordism and accelerating tum-
over time as u solution to the grumbling problems of Tordism—
Kevnesianism that erupted into open cnisis in 1973, Speed-up was
achieved in production by organtatonal shifts wowards vertical dis-
integration — sub- contracting, outsourcing, e, — that reversed the
Fordist tendency towards vertical imegration and produced an in-
creasing roundaboutness in production even in the tace of increasing
financial centralization. Other organizational shitts — such as the
“ust-in-uime” delivery system that reduces stock inventones — when
coupled with the new wehnologics of elecironic control, small batch
production, eic.. all redveed turnover tmes in many scetors of pro-
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duction (electronies, machine tools, automobiles, construction,
clothing, ete.). For the labourers this all implied an intensification
(speed-up) in labour processes and an acceleration in the de-skilling
and re-skilling required to meet new labour needs {sce Paru 11).

Accelerating turnover time in production entails parallel aceeler-
auions in exchange and consumpiion. Improved systems of com-
munication and information flow, coupled with rauonalizations in
techniques of distribution (packaging, inventory control, container-
ization, marker feed-back, etc.), made it possible to circulate com-
modities through the market system with greater speed. Electronic
banking and plastic money were some of the innovations that im-
proved the speed of the inverse flow of money. Financial services
and markets (aided by computerized trading) likewise speeded up, so
as 10 make, as the saying has it, ‘twenty-four hours a very long ume’
in global stock markets,

Of the many developments in the arena of consumption, two
stand out as being of partcular importance. The mobilization of
fashion in mass (as opposed to elite) markets provided a means to
accelerate the pace of consumption not only in clothing, ornament,
and decoration but also across a wide swathe of life-styles and
recreational activites (leisure and sporting habits, pop music sryles,
video and children’s games, and the like). A second trend was a shilt
away from the consumption of goods and into the consumption of
services — not only personal, business, educational, and health SCrVICEs,
but also into e¢ntertainments, spectacles, happenings, and  dis-
tractions. The ‘lifetime’ of such services (a visit 10 2 museum, going
to a2 rock concert or movie, attending lectures or health clubs),
though hard to estimate, is far shorter than thar of an auromobile or
washing machine. If there are limits o the accumulation and twrnover
of physical goods (even counting the famous six thousand pairs of
shoes of Imelda Marcos), then 1t makes senge for capitalists 1o wrn
to the provision of very ephemeral services in consumption. This
quest may lic at the root of the rapid capitalist penetration, noted by
Mandel and Jameson (sce above, p. 63}, of many sectors of cultural
production from the mid-1960s onwards.

Of the innumerable consequences that have flowed from this e -
¢eral speed-up in the turnover umes of capital, | shall focus on those
that have particular bearing on postmodern ways of thinking, feeling,
and doing,

The first major consequence has been to accentuate volatility and
ephemerality of fashions, products, production techniques, labour
processes, ideas and ide-:::lugir:.q, values and established pracuces. The
scnse that ‘all that is solid melis into air' has rarcly bheen more
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pervasive (which probably accounts for the volume of wnting on
that themc in recent years). The effect of this on labour markets angd
skills has already been considered (sce PPart 113, My interest here is 1o
look at the more general socicty-wide effects.

in the realm of commodity producion, the primary cffeer has
been to emnphasize the values and virtues of instantaneity (instant and
fast foods, meals, and other satsfacuions) and of disposability (cups,
plates, cutlery, packagng, napkins, clothing, ete.), The dynamics of 3
‘throwaway socicty, as writers like Alvin Toffler (1970) dubbed 1,
began to become evidem during the 1960s. It meant more than jus;
throwing away  produced ppods (creating a monumental waste-
disposal problem), but also being able to throw away values, life-
stvles, stable relationships, and anachments 1o things, buildings, places,
people, and received ways of doing and bemng, These were the
immediate and tangible ways in which the ‘accelerative thrust in the
larger society” crashed up against ‘the ordinary daily cxperience of
the individual® (Toffler, p. 40). "Through such mechanisms (which
proved highly etfective from the standpoint of acceleraung the mrn-
over of goods in consumption) individuals were forced 1w cope with
dispusability, novelly, and the prospects for instant ubsolescence,
‘Compared 10 the life in a less rapidly changing socicty, more situ-
ations now flow through the channel in any given interval of time

and this implies profound changes in human psychology.” This
transcience. Toffler goes on W0 suggest, Creates ‘4 TEmMpPOrariness
the suucture of both public and personal value systems’ which in
tuirti P!'E.‘r‘\'llt.']'l’-F A contekl tor I]h‘ ‘L'T;.ll.'“k—up l.'il: E:UI'ISCI'EHI.IS' :111[': t!‘lL‘
diversification of values within a fragmenting sociely. The bombard-
ment of stimuli, simply on the commeodity [ront, creates problems of
sensory overload that makes Simmel's dissection of the problems of
modernist urban living at the marn of the century secm 1o pale ima
insignificance by comparison. Yet, precisely hecause of the relative
qualitics of the shitt, the psychological responses exist roughly within
the range of those which Simmel identified — the blocking out ol
sensory stimuli, denial, and cultivation of the blasé attitude, myopw
specialization, reversion to images of a lost past (hence the importance
of mementocs, muscums, ruins), and excessive implification {either
in the presentation of self or in the interpretanion of events). In this
regard, 1t 13 nstructive 10 sec how Toffler (pp, 326—%). at a much
later moment of time —space compression, cchoes the thinking of
Simmel, whose ideas were shaped at a moment of similar rauma
more than seventy years before,

The valatility, of course, makes it extremely difficult to engage m
any long term planning. Indeed, learming 1o plav the volaulity right

L S S i
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on is MOW just as imporiant as acceleraring turnover time. This sseans
ing on ihd either being highly adaptable and fast-moving in response to marker
Kets and b shifts, or masterminding the volaulity. The first strategy points mainly
IETE I5 Lo owards short-term rather than long-term planning, and culuvanng
has the art of taking short-term gains wherever they are to be had. This
tecr has T has been a notorious fearure of US management in recent times. The
tant and ps, average tenure of company exccutive officers has come down to five
Ly {cups, f 3 vears, and companics nominally involved in production frequently
mics of 3 it, seek short-term gains through mergers, acquisitions, or operanons in
ibbed ir, 151 financial and currency markets, The tension of managerial perfor-
than just be- mance m such an eénvironment is considerable, producing all kinds of
I waste- fee- side-effects, such as the so-called ‘yuppic flu’ (a psychological stress
ues, life- 5, condition that paralyses the performance of 1alented people and
5, places, he produces long-lasting flu-like symptoms) or the frenzied life-stvle of
vere the he financial operators whose addiction to work, long hours, and the
st in the of rush of power makes them excellent candidates for the kind of
rience of “ly schizophrenic mentality that Jameson depicts.
5 (whic n- Mastering or intervening actively in the production of volatility,
the turn- th on the other ]].I.:I'I.d. entails rrl;'ll'li;'!ll[:'ttlfr:rl of taste and :lpfninn, either
ope wit e, through being a fashion leader or by so saturating the market with
lescence I images as 1o shape the volatility to partcular ends. This MEans, imn
Ore situ- e gither case, the construcrion of new sign systems and imagery, which
1 of time 15 15 itsell an important aspect of the postmodern condition — one that
gy.” Thi n needs to be considered from several different angles. To begin with,
riness i n { advertsing and media images (as we saw in Part T) have come wo play
whuch | e a very much more ntegrauve role in cultural pracuices and now
~1J”"~J‘ the I- dssume a3 I'I'I'-IL"]I greater il1'|i'|1rrl.nn|.'1.' in the ;.:;ruw:]l I._{:l.'r'l..'lljli.l..h ] cap
ombard- f italism. Advertising, moreover, is no longer built around the idea of
sblems « f mforming or promoting in the ordinary sense, but is increasingly
blems of o geared to manipulating desires and tastes through images that may ar
pale it ¢ may not have anything to do with the product to be sold (sce plate
e relat n L6} It we stripped modern adverusing of direct reference to the
ly withs f three themes of monew sex, and power there would be very little
g, out ¢ letr. Furthermore, images have, in a sense, themselves become com-
» Myop - maodities. This phenomenon has led Baudrillard (1981) 1o argue that
IPOrTands r Marx’s analysis of commodity production is ourdated because capit-
n (eithe ; I alism is now predominantly concerned with the production of signs,
). In tf A images, and sign systems rather than with commodities themselves,
T a mus f The ransition he points to is important, thoueh there are in fact no
inking L serious ditficulties in extending Marx's theory of commodity pro-
I lraumss ducuon to cope with it, To be sure, the systems of production and
marketing of images (like markets for land, public goods, or labour
chgds power) do exlhibit some special features that need o be taken into
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account. The consumer turnover time of certain images can be very
chort indeed (close to that ideal of the ‘twinkling ol an eve’ thay
Marx saw as optimal from the standpoint of capital circulation),
Many images can also be mass-marketed instantaneously over space,
Given the pressures to aceclerate urnover time {and 10 overcome
spatial barriers), the commodificanion of images of the most
ephemeral sort would scem to be a godsend from the standpomt of
capital accumulation, particularly when other paths 1o relieve over-
sccumulation seem blocked. Fphemerality and INSANTANcous com-
municability over space then become virmes 1o be explored and
appropriated by capitalists for their own purposes.

But images have to perform other functions. Corporations, govern-
ments, political and intellcciual leaders, all value a stable (though
dynamic) image as part of their aura of authority and power. The
mediatization of politics has now become all pervasive. This becomes,
in effect, the fleeting, superhicial, and illusorv means wherchy an
individualistic society of transients sets forth its nostalgia for common
values. The production and marketing of such images of permanence
and power require considerable sophistication, because the continuity
and stability of the image have to be retained while stressing the
adapuability, flexibility, and dynamism of whoever or whatever is
being imaged. Moreover, image becomes all-important in compettion,
not only through name-brand recagnition but also because of
carious associations of ‘respectabiliy,’ ‘quality,’ ‘prestige,’ ‘reliability,’
and ‘innovation,” Competition in the image-building trade becomes a
vital aspect of inter-firm competition. Success is 50 plamlv profitable
that investment in image-building (sponsoring the arts, exhibitions,
television productions, new buildings, as well as direct markeung)
becomes as important as investment in new plant and machinery.
The image serves 1o establish an identity in the market place. This s
Jlso true in Jabour markets. The acquisition of an mage (by the
purchasc of a sign system such as designer clothes and the right car}
becomes a singularly important clement in the presemtation of self in
labour markets and, by extension, becomes integral 1o the quest for
individual identity, self-realization, and meaning. Amusing yet sad
signals of this sort of quest abound, A California firm manufactures
‘mitation car telephones, indistinguishable from the real ones, and
they scll like hot cakes to a populace desperate to acquire such a
symbal of importance. Personal image consultants have become big
business in New York City, the International Herald Tribune has
reported, as a million or so people a vear in the city region sign up
for courses with firms called Image Assemblers, Image Builders,
Image Crafrers, and Image Creators. ‘People make up their minds
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about you in around one tenth of 2 second these days,” says one
image consultant. ‘Fake it till you make i’ is the slogan of another,

It has always been the case, of course, that symbols of wealth,
status, fame, and power as well as of class have been UNpOriant in
bourgeois society, but probably nowhere near as widel y in the past
as now. The increasing material alfluence generated during the post-
war Fordist boom posed the problem of CONVCILNg rising incomes
into an effectuve demand that satisfied the rising aspirations of youth,
women, and the working class. Given the ability o

produce 1mages
a8 commodities more or less ar will,

it becomes feasible for ac-
cumulation to proceed ar least in part on the basis of pure image
production and marketing, The ephemerality of such images can
then be interpreted in part as a struggle on the part of the oppressed
groups of whatever sort to establish their own wdentity (in terms of
street culture, musical styles, fads and fashions made up for them-
selves) and the rush to convert those Innovations o conumercial
advantage (Carnaby Streer in the lare 1960s proved an excellem
pioncer). The effeer is o make it seem as if we are living in 4 world
of cphemeral creared images. The psychological impacts of sensory
overload, of the sort that Simmel and V'offler identify, are therehy
put to work with a redoubled effect,

The materials to produce and reproduce such images, if they were
not readily to hand, have themselves been the focus for Hnovation —
the hetter the replicavion of the image, the greater the mass marker
for image making could become. This is in itself an IMportant issuc
and it brings us more explicitly to consider the role of the “simulacrum’
in postmodernism. By “simulacrum’ is meant a state of such near
perfect replication that the difference berween the original and the
copy becomes almost impossible to spor. The production of images
as simulacra is relatively casy, given modern techniques. Insofar as
identity is ingreasingly dependent upon images, this means that the
serial and recursive replications of 1dentities (individual, corporace,
institutional, and political) becomes a very real possibilicy and prob-
lem. We can certainly see it at work in the realm of politics as the
imiage makers and the media assume a2 more powertul role in the
shaping of political identitics. But there are many more rangible
realms where the simulacrum has a heightened role. With modern
building materials it is possible 1o replicate ancient buildings with
such cxactitude that authenticity or origins can be put into doubt,
The manufacture of antiques and other art objects becomes entirely
possible, making the high-class forgery a serious problem in the art
collection business. We nor only possess, therefore, the capacity 10
pile images from the past or from other places eclectically and
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simultancously upon the television sereen, but even 1o transtorm
those images into material simulacra in the form of bwlt environ-
ments. events and spectacles, and the like, which become i many
rUspects indistinguishable from the originals. What happens to citltural
firms when the imitations become real, and the real takes on man

of the qualitics of an imitation, Is a guesuoen to which we shall
Teiurn.

The organization and conditions of labour prevailing within what
we might broadly refer 1o as the "image production industry” are also
quite special. An industry of this sort has 1o rely, after all, upon the
innovative powers of the direct producers. The latter have an insecure
exstence, tempered by very high rewards for the successful and ar
least a semblance of command over their own labour process and
creative powers. The growth of cultural output has in fact been
phenomenal. Taylor (1987, 77) contrasts the art market condition in
New York in 1945, when there were a handful of galleries and no
more than a score of artists regularly exhibiting, and the two thousand
or so artists who practised in or around Maris in the mid-nincteenth
century, with the 150,000 artists in the New York region who claim
professional status, exhibiting at some 680 galleries, preducing more
than 15 million art-works in a decade (compared 1o 200,000 in late
nincteenth-century Paris), And this is only the tp ot an iceberg of
cultural production that encompasses logal entertainers and graphic
designers, street and pub musicians, photographers, as well as the
more established and recognized schuols for teaching ar, music,
drama, and the like. Dwarfing all of this, however, is what Daniel
Bell (1978, 20) calls *the cultaral mass” defined as:

not the creators of culture but the transmitters: those working
in higher education, publishing, magazines, hroadeast media,
theater. and museums, who process and influence the recepuion
of serivus cultural products, Tu is in iuself large envough 10 be a
marker for culwire, purchase books, prints and serious music
recordings. And it is also the group which, as wrilers, magazine
editors, movie-makers, musicians, and so forth, produce the
popular materials for the wider mass-culture audience,

‘Ihis whole industry specializes in the acceleration af turnover
time through the production and marketing of images, This is an
industry where reputations are made and lost overnight, where big
money talks in no uncenain wrms, and where there is a ferment of
intense, often individualized, creativity poured into the vast vat of
serialized and recursive mass cultare, It s the organizer of fads and
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fashions and, as such, it acoively produces the very ephemerality that
has l!_]wdv& been fundamental o the L‘-:I:lLranl..L ol mudc:mlh. It
becomes a social means 10 produce that sense of collapsing ume
horizons which 1t wren so avidly feeds upon.

The popularity of a work like Alvin Toffler's Future shock lay
precisely in its prescient appreciation of the speed with which the
tuture has come to be discounted into the present, Our of that, also,
COTICS A :.ul]..‘l.l_‘-:-.:_ li.:l'{ I'_'L'IEt'L'I.'l JI Ii!ﬁ.t]nft“]n‘. i.'.lLt"a"l- FCCEL, ".'hl.:f. EE:L""':L Jnd
‘regular’ fiction (in the works of, for example, Thomas Pynchon and
Doris Le ssing), as well as a erumg of the cinema of distraction with
the cinema :Jf futuristic universes. We can link the schizophrenic
dimension to postmodernity which Jameson emphasizes (above,
pp- 33—35) with acceleranons 1n turnover umes in [‘m:dLLlell,
exchange, and consumption that produce, as it were, the loss of a
sense of the future except and nsofar as the future can be discounted
into the preseat. Volaulity and ephemerality similarly make it hard
to maintain any firm sense of continuny. PPast expericnce gets com-
pressed Into some overwhelming present. ltalo Calvino (1981, 8)
reports the effect on his own cralt of novel writing this way:

long novels written today are perhaps a contradiction: the di-
mension of time had been shavered, we cannot live or think
except in fragments of ume each of which goes off along s
own trajectory and immediately disappears. We can rediscover
the continuity of tume only in the novels of that period when
[me 1o |{:u|wn:_r scemed stopped and did not yet scem o have

exploded, a [_}.;_rn_|-|_| that lasted no more than a hundred vears.

Baudrillard (1986), never alraid 1o exaggerate, considers the United
Srates as a "1{:hLILI'._':.- S0 un cn over w spe |_-.1 Inut!un, Cinematic ll'ﬂ-l]:,L-'-
and technological hr-.ﬁ as to have created a crisis of explanatory
logic. [t represents, he suggests, "the triumph of elfect over cause, of
instantancity over time as depth, the triumph of surface and of pure
-:;rbjen:m'ls':mm'n over the depth of desire.” This, of course, is the kind
of environment in which deconstructuionism can flourish. If 1t s
impossible to say anything of solidity and permanence in the midst
of this ephemeral and fragmented world, then why not join in the
ll.ll:lguxlgﬂj ga]:]ﬂ'?‘ l"."..’m}'thi.ng, from novel wa i'Lqu and |_11Iilf.l'.-1_l]_1l'ti'.ﬂ:i|‘|5
1o the experience of labouring or making a home, has 1o face the
challenge of accelerating murnover time and the rapid write-off of
rradivional and historically acquired values. The temporary contract
in cverything, as Lyotard remarks (sce above, p. 113), then becomes
the hallmark of postmaodern living.
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But, as so often happens, the plunge imo the maelstrom of epl,.
emerality has proveoked an explosion of opposed senuments ang
tendencies. To begm with, all sorts of wchnical means arise 10 guard
against future shocks, Firms sub-contract or resort o lexible hirig
practices to discount the potential unemployment costs of futyre
market shifts. Fumres markets in everything, from corn and pork
bellics to currencies and government debt, coupled with the *ge.
curitization” of all kinds of temporary and floating debus, illustrage
techniques for discounting the future into the present. Insurance
hedges of all kinds aguinst future voladlity become much more
widely available.

Deeper questions of meaning and mterpretation also arise. The
greater the ephemerality, the more pressing the need to discover or
manufacture some kind of eternal truth that might lic therein. The
religious revival thar has become much stronger since the late sixties,
and the search for authenticity and authormy in politics (with all of
its accoutrements of nationalism and localisim and of admiration {or
those charismatic and ‘protean’ individuals with their Nictzschian
‘will to power’) are cases in point. The revival of interest in basic
institutions (such as the family and commumity), and the search tor
historical roots are all signs of a search for more secure moorings and
longer-lasting values in a shifting world. Rochberg-Halton (1986,
173}, in a sample study of North Chicago residents in 1977, finds,
for example, that the objects actually valued in the home were not
the “pecuniary trophies’ of a marerialist culture which acted as “rel-
able indices of one's socio-economic class, age, gender and so on)’
but the artefacts that embodied *ties to loved ones and kin, valued
experiences and activities, and memories of sigaificant life events and
people.” Photographs, particular objects (like a piano, a clock, a
chair), and events (the plaving of a record of a piece of music, the
singing of a song) become the focus of a comemplative memory, and
hence a generator of a sense of sell that lies outside the sensory
overloading of consumerist culture and fashion. The home becomes
2 private museum 1o guard against the ravages of time—space com-
pression. At the very time, furthermore, that postmodernism pro-
claims the ‘death of the author’ and the rise of anti-auraue art in the
public realm, the art market becomes ever more conscious of the
monopoly power of the artist's signature and of questions of au-
thenticity and [orgery {no matter that the Rauschenberg is wsell a
mere reproduction montage). It is, perhaps, appropriate that the
postmodernist developer building, as solid as the pink granite of
Philip Johnson's &'1' & T building, should be debt-financed. built on
the basis of fictitious capital, and architecturally conceived of, at least
an the outside, more in the spirit of fiction than of funcuon.
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The postmodern condition : J
The spatal adjustments have been no less traumatic. The satellite
communications systems deploved since the early 19705 have rendered
the unit cost and time of communication nvanant with respect to
distance, It costs the same 10 communicate over 500 mules as 1t does
over 5,000 wvia satellite. Air freight rates on commaodities have like-
wise come down dramaucally, while containerization has reduced
the cost of bulk sea and road ransport. It is now possible for a large
multinational corporation like Texas Instruments to operate plants
with simultaneous decision-making with respect 10 financial, marker,
ll'l.]."ul COsLSE, 1.EL| l]]l".- L{J!]L'll::ll 'Il'll.t I11'If'|||.r J_'I['i_!l._i_“:.ﬁ LGIIL‘IJ[]L:IHE 1Ty 1Tnsres
tl-nn fifty different Jocshuis acrons the globe (Dicken, 1986, 110
13). Mass television uwnn_r:-.hl]:n coupled with satellite communicanon
m.ll-.'.‘.'“ II 'I'I";:I":"l[].'l']i 1in 'L‘:'..'I."‘L ricnce & r'UH]': '::I'F I1':|\"IEILE frﬂl'ﬂ I:I.l’.fﬂrf""t
spaces almost simultaneously, u:]!apsmg the world’s spaces into a
series of images on a television sereen. The whole world can wauch
the Olympic Games, the World Cup, the fall of a dictator, a political
sumnmit, a deadly tragedy ... while mass tourism, films made in
spectacular locations, make a wide range of sunulated or vicarious
experiences of what the world contains available 1o many people.
The mage of places and spaces becomes as open to production and
ephemeral use as any other,
We have, m b]11_1'1'1 witnessed another fierce round in thay process

of annihilation of space thruucrh fime rh-u Thas 3 Iw,ws f3in at the

center ot LL‘IE[T.:I.JL'-:['l!- len’lmlr_ (sce -"|I1T|: o2}, Mlarsh J'.T_.ushJH NcLulan
desc hr:d how he thuuu t the global village' had now [}{_L-.}]In a

..ummunman-.:m . reality m [-h:l. mui— 191’1'3*».

After three thousand years of cxplosion, by means of ’r;.ugmeﬂ-
tary and mechanical LLLhI'I.‘.}JIZ:I"lL'-r the Western World is im

p|n:hn1, During the mechanical ages we had extended our bodies
In space. Tﬂd.l‘_'.., after more than a century of electronic tech-
J'.I'IJ'.""E}"., L I'l:l'l-'l'_' L'HLL']:ILII'_"IJ. i L'L'|.'|.1.|.:|:| FEC Y CRLLS !i:lr'ﬁtﬁ"l:ll i1".t"IE i|'| ¥ |
global embrace, abolishing both space and time as far as our
planet is concerned.

In recent vears a whole spate of wrniting has taken this idea on board
and tried 1o explore, as for example Virilio (1980) does in his
f'.'in'.'rJl_‘-{r'fj.'rt' de la :il'r.l.':}"-'rir’.'f.rﬂh'1 the cultural CONSCQUENnces of the :.l_[].1].1r_15L'r.i
disappearance of time and space as materiahzed and tangble &i-
mensions 1o social life, '

But the i.uﬂ,ypm. ol spatial barmiers does not_mean that the signi-
hcance-of space 13 dturm.ln-z-'_ Mot for the first time in capitalism’s

history, we find the evidénce pointing to the converse thesis. Heigh-

tened competition under conditions of erisis has coerced capitalises
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Inio payingG much closer atiention 10 relative locational advantages,
preciscly because diminishing spatial barriers give capitalists the power
o exploit minute spatial dilferentiations 10 good etfect. Small dif-
[ercnces in what the space contains in the way of labour supplies,
resources, infrastructures, md the like become of increased signi-
ficance, Superior command over space beconmes an ¢ven more impor-
rant weapon in class struggle. It hecomes one of the means 10 enforce
spwd-up and the redefinition of skills on recalcitrant work [orces,
Geographical mobility e decentralization are used agamst a umon
power which wraditionally concentrated n the facrories of mass pro-
duction. Capital flight, deindusirialization of sume regions, and the
ndusirialization of athers, the destruction of traditional working-
class communities as power bases in class struggle, become leitmotifs
of spanal rransformation under more Hexible conditions of accumu-
lation (Martin and Rowthorn, 1986: Bluestone and Harnson, 1982;
Harrison and Bluestone, 1988).

As spatial barriers diminish so we become much more sensitized
ros what the world's spaces contain. Flexible accumulation iy pically
exploits a wide range of seemingly contingent eeographical circum-
ctances. and reconstitates them as structured intermal clements of its
own encompassing logic. T'or example, geographical differentiations
‘o the mode and sirengihs of Tabour control together with variations
in the quality as well as the quantity of labour power assume a much
greater significance in corporate locational strategivs. New industrial
cnsembles anse, sometimes out of almust nothing (as the various
silicon valleys and glens) but more often on the basis of some
pre-existing mix of skills and resources. The “Third Traly” {Fmilua-
Romagna) builds upon a peculiar mix of co-uperative entreprencuri
Alism. artisan labour, and local communist administralions anxious
to generate employment, and inserts its clothing products with in-
crodible success into a highly compeutive world cconomy. Flanders
sttracts outside capital on the basis of a dispersed, flexible, and
reasonably skilled labour supply with a deep hostility to unionism
2nd socialism. Los Angeles imports the highly successliul patriarchal
labour svstems of South-East Asia through mass immigration, while
the celebrated paternalistic labour control svstem of the Japanese and
Taiwanesc is imported into California and South Wales, The story n
cach case 1s differern, making 1 appear as if the uniqueness of this or
that geographical circumstance matlers Mot than ever hefore, Yetit
does so. ironically, only because of the collapse of spatial barriers.

While labour control is always central, there are many vther aspects
of geographical organization that have risen 1o a new prominence
under conditions of more flexible sccumulation. The need for ac
curate information and speedy comunication has emphasized the role
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res, of so-called “world cities in the financial and corporate system
ver (centres equipped with teleports, airports, fixed communication links,
fif - as well as a4 wide array of financial, legal, business, and infrastruc-
cs, tural services). The diminution of spatial barriers results m the re-
ni- athirmation and realignment of hierarchy within whar is now a global
3r- urban system. The local availability of material resources of special
e qualities, or even at marginally lower costs, starts to be ever more
es, important, as do local varations in markert raste that are today more
on easily exploited under conditions of small-barch production and flex-
0- ihle design. Local differences in entreprencurial abilivy, venture cap
he ital, scienufic and technical know-how, social artitudes, also enter in,
g- while the local networks of influence and power, the accumulation
ifs strategies of local ruling elites {as opposed to nation state policies)
- also become more deeply implicated in the regime of flexible
2: accumulanon,

But this then raises another dimension to the changing role of
o spatiality in contemporary sociery. If capitalists become increasingly
by sensitive to the spatially differentiared qualitics of which the world’s
1- geography is composed, then it is possible for the peoples and  /
ks powers that command those spaces to alter them in such a way as to
15 be more rather than less attractive 1o highly mohile capital. Local
Is ruling elites can, for example, implement strategics of local labour
h control, of skill enhancement, of infrastruciural provision, of tax
i policy, state regulation, and so on, in order to atrract development
5 within their particular space. The qualities of place stand thereby to
I be emphasized in the midst of the increasing abstractions of space.

- The active production of places with special qualities becomes an
T important stake in spatial competition between localitics, citles, re-

5 grons, and natons. Corporatist forms of governance can flourish in
£ such spaces, and themselves take on entreprencurial roles in the
5 production of favourable business climares and other special qualities,
i And it 15 in this context that we can better situate the striving, noted
L in Part [ (pp. 88-92), for cities to forge a distinctive image and to

| create an aumosphere of place and vradivion thar will act as a lure to
hoth capital and people ‘of the nght sort” (e, wealthy and influcntial).
Heightened inter-place competition should lead to the production of
more vanegated spaces within the increasing homogencity of inter-
national e.\;q:hﬂn;;f‘. But to the t!i‘g:'h‘ that this -I,'f.lrl.'.l.i'l-li,‘til;il"l-n apens up
cities 1 systems of accumulation, it ends up producing whar Boyer
(1988) calls a ‘recursive’ and ‘serial’ monotony, ‘producing from
alre:nd_r known pallerns or malds [1|:L{‘4.H almaost identical in ambience
from city 1o city: New York's South Street Seaport, Boston's (Quincy
Market, Baltimore's Harbor Place.!

We thus approach the central paradox: the less important the

.
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spatal barriers, the greater the sensitivity aof L:lp:l:l] o the vanations
of place within space, and the greater the incentive Tfor places to be
drffnﬁnatuﬂ'in Ways attractve 1o :‘.::J.PIT—[ “The result has been the

productorof fragmentation, msecurity, and ephemeral uneven
develﬂpm ent W'Lthm a htghl:..r unified global space economy of capital
flows. The historic tension within capiialism between EenLrall:-'.J.uuu
and decentralization is now being worked out in new ways, Exira-
ordinary decentralization and proliferation of industrial producuon
ends up putting Benetton or Laura Ashley products in almost every
serially produced shopping mall in the advanced capialist world,
Plainly, the new round of tume—space compression 1s fraught with as
many dangers as i1 offers possibilities for survival of particular places
or for a solution to the overaccumulation problem.,

The geography of devaluation through deindustrialization, rising
local unemployment, fiscal retrenchment, write-offs of local assets,
and the like, is indeed a sorry picturc. But we can at least see s logic
within the frame of the search for a solunon 1o the overaccumulation
problem through the push into flexible and more mobile systems of
accumulation. But there are also a prion reasons to suspect (as well
as some material evidence o support the idea) that regions of maximum
churning and fragmentation are also regions that seem best set w
survive the wraumas of devaluation in the long run. There is more
than a hint that a litde devaluation now is better than massive
devaluation later in the scramble for local survival in the world of
severely constrained oppormunitics for posiuve growth, Reindustrial-
izing and restructuring cannot be accomplished without deindustrial-
izing and devaluing first.

Mone of these shifts in the expenience of space and ume would
make the sense or have the imp.'u..'l 'Lh-:"r' do without a radical shift in
the manner in which value gets represented as money. Though long
dominant, monev has never been a clear or unamhwunm repre-
sentation of ~=.r.1||-m:5 and on occasion 1t becomes so nul-:h.'lled as to
become itself a major seurce of insecurity and uncertainty. Under
the terms of the postwar seulement, the question of world money
was put on a fairly stable basis. The US dallar became the medium of
world trade, technically backed by a fixed convertibility into gold,
and backed politically and economically by the overwhelming power
of the US productive apparaus. The space of the US production
system became, mn effect, the guarantor of international vaﬁm Bun, as
Wi hﬂ_"..l._' S, One ‘L'I'r !]'“.' |"['|..,1.['¢- lTi T|.'|.|L h:L.l!-LdLJWl‘l UF TIIL IUI‘d:IST-
Kevnesian system was the hre:ﬂ-.rlmvn of the Bretton Woods agree-
ment, of convertibility of US dollars to gold, and the shift to a global
system of floating exchange rates. The breakdown in part oceurred
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hecause of the shifting dimensionalitics of space and time generated
out of capital accumulation. Rising indcbtedness (particularly within
the United States), and fiercer international competition from the
reconstructed spaces of the world economy under conditions of
growing accumulation, had much to do with undermining the power
of the US economy 1o operate as an exclusive guarantor of world
[11[1‘“1.'}'..

The effects have been legion. The question of how value should
now get represented, what form money should take, and the meaning,
that can be put upon the various forms of money available to us, has
never been far from the surface of recent concerns. Since 1973,
moncy has been *de-materialized’ in the sense that it no longer has a
{ormal or tangible link to precious metals (though the latter have
continued to play a role as one potential form of money among
many others), or for thar mauer 10 any other tangible commodity.
Nor does it rely exclusively upon productve activity within a par-
ucular space. The world has come 1o rely, for the first ume in its
history, upon immaterial torms of money — i.e. money of account
assessed quantitatively in numbers of some designated currency
(dollars, yen, Deutsch Marks, sterling, etc.). Exchange rates berween
the different currencices of the world have also been fi-ill't‘l'ﬂt‘]?' volatle.
Fortunes could be lost or made simply by holding the right currency
during the right phases. The quesuon of which currency 1 hold is
directly linked to which place T put my aith in. That may have
something 1 do with the competiive economic position and power
of different national systems, That power, given the flexibility of
sccumulation over space, is uself a rapidly shifting magnitude. The
effect is to render the spaces that underpin the determinaucn of
value as unstable as value itself. This problem 1 compounded by the
way that speculative shifts bypass actual economic power and per-
formance, and then tigger self-fulfilling expecrations. The de-linking
of the financial system [rom active production and from any material
monetary base calls into question the reliability of the basic mechanism
whereby value 1s supposed 1o be represented.

These difficulties have been most pawerfully present in the pro
cess of devaluation of money, the measure of value, through inflaton.
The steady inflation rates of the Fordist—Keynesian era (usually in
the 3 per cent range, and rarcly above 5 per cent) gave way from
1969 onwards, and then accelerated in all the major capitalist coun
tries during the 1970s into double-digit rates (see figure 2.8), Waorse
«ill. inflation became highly unstable, between as well as within
countries, leaving everyone m doubt as to what the true value (the
buying power) of a particular money might be n the near future.
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Mnn:}- (;-l;‘.ln:ii.“qufﬂﬂ}’ became uscless as a means of Smring value fo *
any length of ume (the real rute of interest, measured as the e
rate of Interest minus the rate oif m.ﬂm'ml‘ wits negative for stvera]
years during the 1970s, so dlspﬂs sessing savers of the value they were
s;q_-ulq.u]g to store). Alternatve means h-.aa:% o _be found 1o stope value
L'E{ELIII-“"L']}'r ,|"||,r'||_‘|, L] I.:II:H-'“". Th[‘ Yast |r'|'F|al::|nr1. (141 l:l',"l'l_il‘l-:]'l kiﬂdh U" dumer
prices — collectibles, art objects, antiques, houses, and the like
Buying & Depas qr_"fan Gf:rgh_m 1973 would _surel}- outsirip almosg
any other kind of investment in terms of capital gain, Tndeed it can
be argued that the growth of the art market (with its concern for

_.“r.."' authonal signature) and the strong commercializauon of cultr
; production since around 1970 have had a lot to do with the search to

find altermative means 1o store value under conditions where the
usual money formys were deficient. Commaodity and general price
imflation. though w0 some degree brought under control in the ad-
vanced capitalist countries dunng the 19805, has by no means di-
minished as a prublnn. | (TS rampant m countnes like 'L"v'i:xim‘
Argentina, Brazil, and Israel (all with recent rates in hundreds of per
cent), and the prospect of generalized inflation looms in the advanced
capitalist couneries, where it 15 1 any case arguable that the inflation
of asset prices (housing, works of art, antiques, cte.} has taken over
where eommaodity and labour market inflation left off in the carly
195 0s.

The breakdown of money as a secure means of representing value
has itself created a crisis of representation in advanced capitalism, I
has alse been reinforced by, and added its very considerable weight
to, the problems of ume—space compression which we carlier
identified. The rapidicey with which currency markets fluctuae across
the world’s spaces, the exiraordinary power of money capiual flow in
what 15 now a global stock and finanaal marker, and the volatility of
what the purchasing power of money might represent, define, as n
were, a high poimt of that highly problemaue imersection of money,
time, and space as interlocking clemems of socal power in the
politcal economy ot postmodernity.

It is, furthermore, not hard to see how all of this might create a
more general crisis of representation. The central value svstem, to
which capitalism has alwavs appealed 10 validate and gauge s actions,
is dematenialized and shifung, time horizons are collapsing, and it 1s
hard o el exactly what space we are in when it comes to assessing
causes and cffects, meanings or values. The intriguing exhibition @
the Pompidou Centre in 1985 on “The Immaterial’ (an exhibition {or
which none other than |.‘_l.'nt.1ni acted as one of the consultants) was
perhaps 2 mirror image of the dissolution of the material repre-
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centations of value under conditions of more flexible accumulauon,
nd of the confusions as to what it might mean 1o say, with Paul
Virilio, that time and space have disappeared as meaninglul dimen-
sions 1o human thought and acuon.

There are. | would submit, more rangible and material ways than
this to go about assessing the significance of space and ume for the
condition of postmodernity. It should be possible 1o consider how,
for example, the changing expenence of space, ume, and money has
formed a distunctive material basis for the nse of distincnve systems
of interpretation and representation, as well as opening a path through
which the acstheticizauon of politics might once more reasscrt iseld.
If we view culture as that complex of signs and significations (n-
cluding language) that mesh into codes of transmission of social
values and meanings, then we can at least begin upon the rask of
unravelling its complexities under present-day conditions bv recog
nizing that money and commodities are themselves the primary
bearers of culmral codes. Since money and commaodities are entirely
bound up with the circulation of capital, it follows that culmaral
forms are firmly rooted in the daily circulation process of capiral. It
is, therefure, with the daily experience of money and the commodity
that we should begin, no matter if special commodities or even
whole sign systems may be extracted trom the common herd and
made the basis of ‘high’ culture or that specialized “imaging’ which
we have already had cause to comment upon.

The annihilation of space through tme has radically changed the
commodity mix that enters into daily reproduction. Innumerable
local food systems have been reorganized through their INCOrPOration
into global commadity exchange. French cheeses, for example, vis
wally unavailable except in a few gourmet stores in large cities in
1970, are now widely sold across the United States. And if this 15
thought a somewhat elive example, the case of beer consumption
suggests that the imernatonalizauon of a product, that traditional
location theory always taught should be highly market-oriented, is
now complete. Baltimore was essentially a one-beer town (locally
hrewed) in 1970, but first the regional beers from places like M ilwaukee
and Denver, and then Canadian and Mexican beers followed by
European, Australian, Chinese, Polish, cte, beers became cheaper.
Formerly exotic foods became commonplace while popular local
delicacies (in the Balumore case, blue crabs and oysters) thar were
once relatively inexpensive jumped in price as they too became
integrated into long-distance trading.

The market place has always been an ‘empaorium ol styles’ (o
quote Raban's phrase) bur the food market, just to take one example,
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now looks very different from what it was twenty years ago. Kenyan
haricot beans, Californian celery and avocados, Narth Afnican poita-
wes, Canadian apples, and Chilean grapes all sit side by side in 3
British supermarket. This vaniety also makes for a proliferation of
culinary siyles, even among the relatively poor. Such sivles have
:,—jw-.a}-:s migral.e.d, ot COUrsy, u‘;:u:lu}' ’r-ﬂHDWil;lg the migratinn streams
of different groups betore diffusing slowly through urban cultures.
The new waves of immigrants (such as the Vietnamese, Koreans,
Filipines, Central Americans, etc. that have added wo the older groups
ol Japanese, Chinese, Chicanos, and all the European ethaic groups
that have also found their culinary heritage can be revived for fun
and profit) make a typical United States city such as New York, Los
Angeles, or San Francisco (where the last census showed the majority
of the population to be made up of minorities) as much an em-
porium of culinary styles as it is an emporium of the world's com-
modiues., But here, wo, there has been an acceleration, because
culinary styles have moved faster than the immigration streams. It
did not 1ake a large French immigration 1o the United States o send
the croissant rapidly spreading across America to challenge the 1ra-
ditional doughnut, nor did it take a large immigration of Americans
to Europe to bring fast-food hamburgers 1o nearly all medium-sized
Furopean cities. Chinese takeaways, Talian pizza-parlours (run by a
US chan), Middle Eastern felafel swalls, Japanesc sushi bars ... the
list is now endless in the Western world.

The whole world’s cuisine is now assembled in one place in almost
exactly the same way that the world’s geographical complexity is
nightly reduced to a series of Images on i static television screen.
This same phenomenon s exploited i entertainment palaces like
Epcot and Disneyworld; 1t becomes possible, as the US commercials
put it, ‘to experience the Old World for a day without actually
having to go there.” The general mplication is that through the
experience of everything trom food, 1o culinary habats, music, ele-
vision, entertainment, and cinema, it is now possible 10 expericnce
the world's geography vicariously, as a simulacrum. The interweaving
of simulacra in daily life brings ogether different worlds (of com-
modities) in the same space and time. But it does soin such a way as
o conceal almost perfectly any trace of origin, of the labour processes
that produced them, or of the social relations implicated i their
production.

The simulacra can in wrn become the reality, Baudrillard (1986) in
L’Amériqguee even goes so far, somewhat exaggeratedly in my view,
1o suggest that US reality is now constructed as a giant screen:; “the
cinema is everywhere, most of all in the auy, ncessant and marvellous
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hlm and scenario.’ Places portraved in a certain way, particularly if
they have the capacity to attract wourists, may begin to ‘dress them-
selves up’ as the fantasy images prescribe. Mediaeval casiles offer
mediagval weckends (food, dress, but not of course the primiuve
heating arrangements), Vicarious partcipation in these varous worlds
has real effects on the ways in which these worlds ger ordered.
Jencks (1984, 127) proposes that the architect should be an active
participant in this:

Any middle class urbanite in any large city from Teheran to
Tokyo is bound to have a well-stocked, indeed over-stocked
‘image bank® that 1s continually restuffed by travel and maga-
zines. His musée tmaginaire may mirror the pot-pourn of the
producers but 1t 15 nonetheless natural 10 his way of life. Barring
some kind of toalitarian reduction in L|1:, heterogencity of
Pr"f{t]':[.]fﬂ'l 1]Ld LU]‘LU!T‘P[JE}'L |L SIS I,':I[" l_]l:':.l:rﬂ_hll._" lb'h]L
architects learn 10 use this inevitable he:emg&nﬂ[}' of languages.
Besides, it is quite enjoyable. Why, if one can afford 1o live in
difFE"‘l{'Fll JHEﬁ |.'|.!H.:| t:l.l.lll.ln.'.\, |"i."'|-t|:'il.-t nl'l'l.':.‘il:'l": (4] [IH_" E_'ll_"lf_"f‘..l_'['l;L, LJ_II.,'
locale? Eclecucism 1s the narural evolution of a culture with
choice,

Much the same can be said of popular music styles. Commenting
on how collage and eclecticism have recentdy come o dominae,
Chambers (1987) goes on to show how oppositional and subcultural
musics ke reggae, Afro-American and Afro-Hispanic have taken
thair place “in the museum of fixed symbolic structures’ o form a
tlexible collage of “the already seen, the already wom, the already
played, the already heard.” A strong sense of ‘the Other’ is replaced,
I'l.{\' '.'|-|.|qg1:'5r.b E.11| il "-"l'l.'i.'l.l"i. SCNnsC Uf ‘th Ht['“.l":‘i-" TI'lI'. I'I:H'!"H.' ‘I].:l.]'.IEEnL
together of divergent street cultures in the fragmented spaces of the
CONEMpOorary city re- LI'I]I'JJ:IEI.&-I.EL':: the contuingent and acadental as-
pects of this *otherness’ in daily life. This same sensibility exists in
postmodern [icuon. It 1s, says McHale (1987), concerned with
Uniuluhlch with a potenual as well as an acrual plurahu of universes,
forming an eclectic and “anarchic landscape of worlds in the plural.®
Dazed and distracted characters wander through these worlds with-
out a clear sense of locanon, wondenng, “Which wordd am 1 in and
which of my personaliies do 1 deploy? QOur postmodern onto-
logical lanr_{'-;rap-: suggests McHale, “is mercctrjtn:cd in human his-
LI::|L1| at ]L:HL 11 1.|.'|.|;. '|J.LL.1 [ s ”E |1_'1. l'l‘h.l.l.'.l.ll"ﬁl'l'l l’:';].:'-J.LL"\. ol Wi |"r Lilll'l;, renl
worlds seem to collapse upon each other, much as the world’s
commaodities are assembled in the supermarket and all manner ol
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sub-cultures get juxtaposed in the contemporary city. Disruptive
spatiality tnumphs over the coherence of perspective and narrative in
postmodern fiction, in exactly the same way that imported beers
coexist with local brews, local employment eollapses under the weight
of forcign competition, and all the divergent spaces of the world are
assembled nightly as a collage of images upon the television sereen.

There seem to be two divergent sociological effects of all of this in
daily thought and action. The first suggests taking advantage of all of
the divergent possibihues, much as Jencks recommends, and cul-
tivating a whole series of simulacra as miliews of escape, famasy, and
distraction:

All around us — on advertisement hoardings, bookshelves,
record covers, lelevision screens — these miniature escape fan-
LaAsics present themselves. 'This, it seems, 15 how we are destined
wo live, as split personalities in which the private life is disturbed
by the promise of escape routes 10 another realitv. (Colien and
Taylor, 1978, quoted in McHale, 1987, 38)

From this standpoint T think we have to accept Mclale's argument
that postmodern fiction is mimetic of something, much as T have
argued that the emphasis upon cphemerality, collage, fragmentation,
and dispersal in philosophical and social thought mimies the con-
ditions of flexible accumulation. And it should not be surprising
either 1o see how all of this fits in with the cmergence since 1970 of a
fragmemted politics of divergent special and regional interest groups,

But it is exacty ar this point that we encounter the opposite
reaction that can best be summed up as the search tor personal or
collective idemtity, the search for secure moorings in a shilting world.
Place-identity, in this collage of superimposed spatial 1mages that
implode in upon us, becomes an important issue, because everyone
occupies a space of individuation (2 body, a room, a home, a shaping
community, a nation), and how we individuate oursclves sha
identity. Furthermore, if no one “knows their place’ 1n this shifting
collage world, then how can a secure social order be fashioned or
sustained?

“'here are two clements within this problem that deserve close
consideration. First, the capacity of most social movements 10 com-
mand place better than space puts a sirong emphasis upon the po-
tential connection between place and social identity. This is manifest
i palitical action. The defensiveness of municipal socialism, the
insistence on working-class community, the localization of the fight
against capital, become cenwral features of working-class struggle
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within an overall pauterning of uneven geographical development.
The consequent dilemmas of socialist or working-class movements in
ihe face of a universalizing capitalism are shared by other pppositional
groups — racial minonues, colonized peoples, women, cte. — who
are relatively empowered 1w organize in place but disempowered
when it comes to organizing over space. In clinging, often of neces-
sity, 10 a place-bound idenuty, however, such oppositional move-
ments become a part of the very fragmentation which a mobile
capitalism and flexible accumulation can feed upon. ‘Regional resist-
ances,’ the struggle for local autonomy, place-bound wrganization,
Ay be excellent bases for pniitit‘nl action, but ll'l'-‘-‘}' cannot bear the
burden of radical historical change alone. “Think globally and act
locally’ was the revolutonary slogan of the 1960s. It bears repeating,

The assertion of any place-bound idenuty has to rest at some
point on the motivational power of tradiuion. It s difficulr, however,
{0 maintain any sense of historical continuity in the face of all the
fux and ephemerality of flexible accumulation. The irony s that
cradition is now often preserved by being commodified and marketed
as such. The search for roots ends up at worst being produced and
marketed as an image, as a simulacrum or pastiche (imitation com-
munities constructed to evoke images of some folksy past, the labric
of wraditional working-class communities being taken over by an
urban gentry). The photograph, the document, the view, and the
reproduction become history precisely because they are so over-
whelmingly present. The problem, of course, is that none of these
are immune from tampering or downright faking for present purposes.
At best, historical radition is reorganized as a museum culture, not
necessarily of high modernist an, bur of local history, of local
production, of how things once upon a time were made, sold, con-
sumed, and integrated into a long-lost and often romanticized daily
life (onc from which all wace of oppressive social relations may be
cxpunged). Through the presentation of a parually illusory past it
becomes possible to signily something of local wentity and perhaps
to do it profitably.

The second reaction to the internationalism of modernism lies in
the search to construct place and its meanings qualitatively. Capirahst
hegemony aver space puts the acsthetics of place very much back on
the agenda. But this, as we have seen, meshes only too well with the
idea of spatial differcntiations as lures for a peripatetic capital thar
values the option of mobility very highly. Isn’t this place better than
that place, not only for the operations of capital but also for living
in, consuming well, and fecling secure in a shifting world? The
constructon of such places, the fashioning of some localized aesthenc
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image, allows the consurvcuon of some limited and limiting sense of
identity n the midst of a collage of imploding spatialities.

The tension in these oppositions is clear enough but it is hard o
appreciate their intellectual and political ramifications. Here, for
example, is Foucault (1984, 253} addressing the issue from his own
perspective:

Space is tundamental in any form of communal life: space is
fundamental in any exerase of power. . .. | recall having been
invited in 1966, by a group of architects, 10 do a study of space,
of something that T called at the time ‘heterotopias,’ those
singular spaces to be found in some given social spaces whose
functions are different or even the opposite of others. The
architects worked on this, and at the end of the study someone
spoke up — a Sartrean psychologist — who fircbombed me,
saying that space is reactionary and capitalist but bistory and
becoming are revolutionary, This absurd discourse was not a
all unusual at the time, Today everyone would be convulsed
with laughter at such a pronouncement, but not then.

The proposition the Sartrean criic offers is, though crude and
oppositional, nowhere near as laughable as Foucault avers, On
the other hand, postmodernist sentiment definitely leans towards
Foucault’s position. Whercas modernism looked upon the spaces of
the city, for example, as ‘an epiphenomenon of social functions,”
postmodernism “tends to disengage urban space from its dependence
on functions, and 1o see it as an autonomous formal system’ incor-
porating ‘rhetorical and arustic straiegies, which are independent of
any simple historical dewerminism’ (Colguhoun, 1983). Tt is precisely
tus disengagement that permits Toucault to deploy spatial metaphors
so extemsively in his swdies of power. Spaual imagery, liberated
from s roots in any social determination, becomes @ means to
depict the forces of social determination. It is 3 short step, however,
trom Foucault’s metaphors 10 reinforcement of a political ideology
that sees place and Being with all its associated aesthetic qualities as a
proper basis tor social action. Geopolitics and the Heideggerian wap
come not too far behind. Jameson (1988, 351), for his part, views the

spatial peculiaritics of post-modernism as symptoms and expres-
sions of a new and historically original dilemma, one that
mvolves our insertion as individual subjects ino a multidimen-
sional set of radically discontinuous realities, whose frames
range from the sull surviving spaces of bourgeois privawe life all
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the way 10 the unimaginable decentening of global capitalism
iself, Not even Emnstemnian rr|.1ti1.'itg.-', or the nu|.|1'ip|4_' 5u'|_1j._-|_-1i1;1_-

0 worlds of the older modernists, is capable of giving any adequate
’r hguration to this process, which in lived experience makes mself
n [elt by the so-called death of the subject, or, more exactly, the

[ragmented and schizophrenic decentering and dispersion of
this last, ... And although you may not have realized it, 1 am
talking about practical politics here: since the crisis of socialist
wtermationalism, and the enormous strategic and racteal dif
ficulties of courdinating local and g:'dssruu.u or neghborhood
political actions with national or international ones, such urgent
political dilemmas are all immediately functions of the enor-
mously complex new international space 1 have in mind.

; Jameson exaggerates somewhar with respect to the uniqueness and
newness of this experience, Stressful though the current condition
undoubtedly is, it 1s qualiatively similar to thar which led 1o Re-
naissance and various modernist reconceptualizations of space and
ume. Nevertheless, the dilemmas which Jameson depicts are exact
and caprure the dritt of postmodern sensibility as to the meaning of
space in contemporary political and cultural as well as cconomic
life. M, however, we have lost the modernist faith in becoming, as
Foucault’s Sartrean eritic argued, is there any way our except via the

reactionary politics of an aestheticized spatialivy # Are we sadly des
i uned to end up on the track that Sicre began with, in his wrn w
Wagnerian mythology as suppont [or his assertion of the primacy of
place and community in a world of changing spaces? Worse still, if
acsthetic producuen has now been so thoroughly commodified and
theeeby become really subsumed within a polivucal cconomy of culiural
production, how can we possibly stop that circle closing onto a
produced, and hence all wo easily manipulated, aestheticizarion of a
globally mediatized politics ?

This should alert us to the acue geopolitical dangers thar anach to
the rapidity ol time—space compression in recent years. The transition
from Fordism to flexible accumulation, such as it has been, ought to
imply a transition in our mental maps, political attitudes, and political
instirutions, But polineal thinking does not necessarily undergo such
casy transformations, and is in any case subject o the contradictory
pressures that derive from spaual integration and differentiation.
There 15 an omni-present danger that our mental maps will not
match current realities, The serious diminution of the power of
ndividual nation states over fiscal and monetary policies, for example,
has not been marched by any parallel shift towards an internatonal-
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izauon of politics. Indeed, there are abundant signs that localism and
nationalism have become stronger precisely hecause of (he quest for
the security that place always offers in the midst of all the shify;
tha flexible accumulation implics. The resurgence of geopolitics and
of faith n charismaue politics (Thatcher's Falklands War, Reagan’,
invasion of Grenada) fits only too well with 2 world that is .
creasingly nourished intellectually and politically by 2 vast fluy of
cphemeral 1mages.

Time—space compression always exacts its toll on our Capacity 1o
grapple with the realities unfolding around us, Under stress, {or
example, it becomes harder and harder 10 react accurately w evens
The erroneous identification of an Tranian airbus, ascending withiy
an established commercial tight corridor, with a ﬁﬂlltfr—hﬂn]hﬁ
descending towards a targeted US warship — an incident thay resulted
in many civilian demhs — is typical of the wiy that reality g
created rather than interpreted under conditions of stress and Lme—
space compression, The parallel with Kern's account of the outbregk
of World War T {cited abave, p- 278) 15 instructive. If ‘svasoned
negotiators cracked under the pressure of rense confrontations and
slecpless nights, agonizing over the probable disastrous CONSEquences
of their snap judgements and hastv actions,” then how miuch tnore
difficult must deciaiun-nmking now be? The difference this time 15
thai there is not even time 10 agoniee. And the problems are not
confined 10 the realms of political and military decision-making, for
the world’s financial markets are on the boil in ways that make 3
smap qudgement here, an unconsidered word there, and a gut reaction
somewhere else the shp that can unravel the whole skein of fictitious
capital formation and of interdependency.

The conditions of postmodern LiMe—5pace Compression craggerate
i many respects the dilemmas that have from time 1© tme beset
capitalist procedures of modernization in the past (1848 and the
phase just before the First World War spring particularly o mind),
While the economie, cultural, and political responses mav not be
exactly new, the range of those reponses differs in certain important
respects from those which have occurred before, The intensity o
ume- space compression in Western capitalisin since the 1960s,
with all of its congruent features of excessive cphemerality and
[ragmentation in the polivical and privawe as well as in the social
realm, does seem o indicate an experienual context thar makes the
condition of postmodernity somewhar special. But by puning this
condition mto its historical context. ay part of a history of successive
waves of time—space compression gencrated out of the pressures of
capital accumulation with its perpetual scarch 1o annihilate space




