Michel Foucault:
Negotiating
Colonial Spaces

GWENDOLYN WRIGHT

ARBEJDSPAPIR 29.




ARBEJDSPATIR. Center for Urbanitet og Astetik
{WORKING PAPERS) !

The Working Papers give a presentation of the ongoing -
research at the center through a series of informal publications
of munuscripts written by participants in the research peojeet
and visiting professors. The publications include chapters from
works (0 progress, conforence papers, newspaper articles,
translations, introductions 1o vis iting professors ete.

The Working Papers are free of charge but printed in a lmited
pumber.

Editior: Martin Zerlang

ISSN 0909 8437 Copenhisgren, October 1998

Research Papers and informations onactivities, other,
publications cct. of the Research Programme of Urbanity and .
Aesthetics can be obtuined from either:

Sceretary Nanna Bruun
phene: +43 31532 ¢2a0
e-mh nanna @eoco. ibi ku.dk

OoF

Directan, Associate Professor Martin Zerlang
phone: +45 3532 4208
e-mail: zerlang @coco ihi ku.di

Fux: +45 3206 3042

CENTER FOR URBANITY & AESTHETICS
Depl. of Compuarative Literatars

University of Copenhagen

80 Nialsgade

DR - 22300 Copenhagen §.

Michel Foucault:
Negotiating Colonial Spaces

GWENDOLYN WRIGHT

Michel Foucault afluded several times fo his “spatial
ohsessions.”t While his work certainly canpnot be explained of
deconstructed as an analysis through spaces as well as words, the
recurring spatial themes do suggest possibilities for situating his
owa abstract thought. In their precise specificity analogies such
as displacement, field, or the panopticon provide o framework
for understanding such elusive, almost metaphysical Foucaultian
concepts a5 the eye of power. the SCOpIC regime, or
normalization.

Whether as strategic descriptions or as historical situations
these terms take us off the page, so to speak, into the complex
reai of experience and sensations where space is apprehended,
1ot as an abstraction, but as something multivalent, flexible and
contentious. As Foucault emphasized so cloquently:

* Gweadolyn Wright was trained in both archatecture and history, and
olstained her Ph.D. from the Vaiversity of California, Berkelev. She s
currently professer of architeeture and ustory at Cotumbia University in New
York City. Informed by critical culturs! theory, professor Wright's
atticulation of architectural and historical research resulted in numerous
essays and a series of important books, Among the fatter should be mentioned
Moralism and the Model Home: Domestic Architecture arad Cultural Conflict
én: Chicago 1873-1913 (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 19803 zud
Building the Dream: A Sacial History of Heausing In America (New York-
Panthieon, 19813, fu fer book The Politice of Design in Frencl Cotosial
Urbanism (Chicage: The University of Chicago Press, 19913 Gwendolyn
Wright addresses the pacticular issie of cologial spase which reappears in the
tithe of the present text “Miche! Foucaull: Negotiating Colonial Spaces”. This
essay pravides an interpretation of Miche] Foacault's sewina refiections “Of
Other Spaces™ (“Des espaces avtres™). It was onginally presented by
Gwendolyn Wright as the keynote lectuee of the conferesce “French
Philosophy and the City in the Humanities Tt—On Michel Foucault: «Of

ther Spacess”, organized by Henrik Reeh and Frederik Tygstiup of the
Center for Urbanity & Acsthetics, and held at the Uriversity of Copenhagen
on May §, 1997, Henrik Reeks.
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We do not live inside a void that could he colared with diverse shades
of light, we tve inside a set of relations that delineates sites which are
irreducible 1o one another and absolutely not .ru_x.z.:meuﬂzw an one
another.?

This is by no mcans w say that Foucaull sbandoned
theorizing in favour of lived experience, only that he
Lontinuously sought w place or log ate abstract thought. Indeed,

his spatial conceptions ene i;.&xfﬁm far more than snapped and

visible sites. Foucault also explored the emplicentent of

nm;.m(\dx ral of neglected intellectual reatms. His textual space

included that of minor documents: his ‘Burope” dared 10 focus
on outeasts usually dismissed by scholars and saciety alike ag
‘other’ or dangerous.

Like all obsessions, Foucault's was at once tyrannical and
pleasurable: both strange aad familiar. It cannot 1ake us to the
core of bis thought, not even to that of the outcasts for whom he
sought to speak. Of course no obsession can be resolved: one
keeps returning to what is both the same and always differeat,
what can never be captured, de spite a desire w possess it fully.

All the same, cach incident does convey certain Kinds of
satisfaction, even if none of them can make everything ‘fit into
place.” The essay “Des espaces autres” offers a a compelling locus
for the exploration of the &«2355 space of the humanities
and the experiential space of the city. These two parallcl paths
ought to Iritersect, crossing each other again and again in the
intellectoal space of books and universities. Unforunately most
acadernics tend to keep them quite separate—not least in the
disciplines that purport to study cities. On the one hand are the
piercing insights of theory, which risk becoming dry and
abstract models that bracket out the texture of human
experience, On the other hand can be found the immediate
reatities of daily life—which can easily dissolve into ephemera
or tedious and unreflexive routines. One must continually
negotiate buck wd forth hetween these two realims.

If we tam o Foucault as a guide, he (like any guide} does
not simply determine a pith and potnt out significant landmarks
along the way. He also steers us away from other routes: away
from what is familiar 10 us, but also away from the places he
will keep to himself, places he is not {or not yet) ready to bring
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into the public ¢ va, The guide himself thus becomes a subject of
investigation, not only a means lo a destination. Those who ¥o
with him must 53:.&? try to discern his history and the
point-of-view of his narrative.

So what might one learn about Miche! Foucaalt in this little
essay? A short, seemingly straightforward, almost casual picce,
I was written for a public lectuge 1o a group of architects in

T

March 1967 —u year beforé “soixante. Shuit and Foucaole's retum
to France as chair of philosophy in the new experiments
university at Vincennes. At many levels the article stands
outside the familiar map of Eurapean intellectual terrain, even
periphenal 1o the well-charted cartography of Foucault studies,
First, it took shape outside the hexagon of France, during

Foucautt’s two-year stay in Tunesia. He was teaching, of course,

ittt i, DD Sete

at the' University of 1_1_,5_., 3 But hss fife responded to more than
Emmw@?m;m texts; it engaged another place, agother way of
life. This_is not 10 ahsolve Foucault of his geographical and
colturyl borders in France, but rather to mamwwum&\ his own
efforts, incvitably partial and self-serving, to reac ; :.%aza
thase boundaries.

The dislocation of distant travel not only highlights new
perceptions; it also casts lght on ancanny chmn&omx cm things

we ‘kaew” but hadn't fully realized. The space of distance tokes
one intg c:«m::r\.a ?38«% unknewn cultural domains and
strange geographies in which human practices are at once the
mﬁmmc and aultogether different. It ‘brings home’ the recognition
that this differcnce is not entirely other or foreign. 4
Such recognitions would certainly have included the
complex, ongoing realitics of French colonialism. Tuncsia had
only gained its ind %n.nammnn in 1956 ﬁﬁc yéars into France's
long ame:mn Was), O course, Foucault understood power as a
force that cannot simply be imposed or withdrawn, His awny
oppartunity to teach in North Africa (funded by the French
government) affirmed czmégcwaﬁﬁ :s in the
ﬂE:ncmvoam world. He was repoliticized by the Tunesian
stiident stoke Agaifist Bowrguiba's statist regime which began

ot =N

soon after fiis arrival and the pro-F F&?::En demonstrations

following Israel’s victory in June _omu;immc:rr he deplored the
accompunying anti-semitic violence

fd
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To speak of Foucault as an individual also brings forward his
:n@@mmwﬁﬁ&n,mzﬁrmqgacmmamﬂ status. With this comes hig

personal delight in exotic surprises and sensual pleasures,
including transgressions and dangers. Tuncsia provided him, as
so many other westerners, with a site of both intense petsonal
sensativns and libidinal fantasies about the liberation of mind
and bady. It would be naively ratianal o ignogce this aspect of

Foucault’s expetience abroad. If Oricatalism is certainly a
projection, it nonetheless reveals a great deal about the
ebserver's own desires and constszints. (Nor should one dismiss
the entire scope of “Ornicntalist’ interest and knowledge, just
because of its biased nosition.)

Al the level of temporad and texiual space i Foucault, one
should also consider the fact that this piece remained
unpublished for so long. It appeaced in print endy shortly before
his death in 1984, and even then appearing to a minor Padsian
architectural jounal (Architecture, mouvemeni, continuite), far
removed from the usual wrrain of intellectual discussion.

However Foucault’s radio (alk of 1966, “Les utoptes réelles:
lieux et autres lieux,” should prevent day facile argurnent about
suppression (whether from legitimate regret or ambivalent
confusion). He kept grappling with topics of space, and
especially colonial space, until the end of his life, Cleadly these
themes continued to intrigue him, even if ke had not yet
formualated what he considered an adequate interpretation. The
decision not 10 write about them does not mean that he
considered them unimportant. Ann Stoler's recent book, Race
and the Education of Desire, takes this one major step further,
decumenting Foucault’s longtenn, ultimately unrealived efforts
to take on the problem of race: where the discourse and
practices of science aod pseudo-science, dividing practices and
normalization, instilutions and bodies, all come together 3

Of course 1967 represents a specific historical moment, hoth
individually and culturally. Epistemologically it stands at the
Nrﬂmwm@ﬁ.ammwm_m icault’s mgm genealogy, his

two conceptions of history. It bridges his garly fascination with
fanguage and his emerging focus on practices (both discursive
and nondiscursive—what he would soant call powerknowledges.
No epistemnic break has occurred; the shift bad already appeared
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between the lines of The Archacology of Knowledge (1969),
with its ambivalent recognition of the limits of abstract
steucturalist theories about linguistic sominalism.

Intellectually “Des espaces autres™ accupies the site where
Foucault sitiates spree: moving it from a purely mentul domain
of metaphors to “real spaces™ spaces cccupied by bodies,
occupied differently according o time., place. group {e.g., race
or sexuality or ¢lass), snd other varables, Space beecomss dhe
place of historicized human expericnce: of pain and pleasure,
tediunt and experimentation, discipline and resistunce. 6

“Space iself has a history in Western experience,” Foacault
declared. e we -of-to-suggest # carefully calibrated model,
along with an assottment of examples that both situate and dis-
rupt the model’s abstract premises: hotels and rooms for
passers-by, vacation villages and brothels, cemeteries and
gardens, museums and fairgrounds. Unlike the famous
Borgesian list from “a certain Chinese encyclopedia,” this
campendiunt of places does not seem arbittary or fantastical,
The almost breathless profusion instead evokes the complexity
of haman expericnce.

This is not o suggest some key to what Foucaule ‘reaily’
thought. His kaleidosc opic mind juxtaposed fragments andy

insights, examples and ideas, in coustantly cxciting and original!
ways, There is no deeper theory or method secretly being’
deployed throughout his writing. The quintessential bricoleur,
Foucanlt viewed himself as “more of an ‘experimenter than 2
theorist,” uand his books as a “network of scaffolding” that
allowed freedom of movement.? A persan like us all, he
continued to work through themes and ideas. He returned to
some opics, ofien seeing them in new ways, and dropped others
that he characterized as only marginal successes.

Even the very word ‘heterotopia’ changed its mesning in the
course of his work. The 8¢ originally comes from the study
of anatomy, used (o refer to parts of the body that were cither
‘out of place.” extra, or (like tumors) alien and potentially
malignant, Foucault first extended this concept to explore
‘places’ of otherness and contrast, places whose existence pose

unscithing alternatives to ordinary sites of everyday life,
At this ecarly stage, heterotopias remained a singular




condition, an abstract type of space without site, places that
were, as he put i, “impossible to ihink:"8 4n Les mots et fes

choses helerotopias do not exist “in the order of things,” but
more actively, “in the ordering” of things: in aliernative genres
like those of Surrealist ﬁﬁ:ﬁ&!&g:ﬁﬁmnzm rthose of 18th
century Pacisian streer gangs, prisoners al Attica or Iranian
revolutionarics.

" However marginal and ephemeral un alternative or_outlaw
simeture in turn facilitates the possibility of new experiences.

even pew systems, beyond the Sxpectations and inlentions of
those who might eavision them, Both the act of ordeting and the

possible new orders demand spatial conceptualizations——a
process that becomes increasingly specific and diverse. on the
one hand, but also explores new spatial technigues for mapping
and thinking, vn the other. What had been centers become peri-

pheries; margins become hubs; and the meaning of both js
blurred. Foucanlt implics a transgressive terrain of ambiguous
boundaries where rules break down and authority is unclear,
but his is not an unimaginable vision, The border town was,
after all, associated wigh physical disorder, sexual license, illicit
activities, marginal people—all of which fascinated Foucault at
this stage in his life. Here buth life and scholarship involve o
continuous process of creative translation { including the
unsettling hybridity of creols langeages). This process is spatial
as well as linguistic, for everyone must always be seady 1o shift
position, o negotiate between different worlds., (*Border
Studies’ has recently emerged as a new ficld in the American
humanities, especially prevalent among those whe study Latine
culres )

“Des espaces autres” jtself provides a junction, crossroads,
if not a border town per s2. This happened in part because the
lectare addressed an audience of architects: that is, a different
space of reception,

Like o many of us, Foucaull was fascinated and frustrated
by this mwmm%zmm.,ﬁn admired architeels™ ability to mizine
transformmations. But he found little 10 praise in their saverr,
their system of thought. At this moment in time European

architecture, like go mary other disciplines, was m:o.&wmw
influenced by the elegance of structuralism and the mechanistic

6

notion of the “miliew’—a term borrowed from geography and
the social scienCes 1o describe a byper-orderly system of space
and society in which everything fit together neatly; whatever
didn’t fit could be bracketed out as exiranepus orf
epiphenomenal.

Maorcover most architects fimited themselves 10 matters of
‘pure form,” ignoring “the three great variables—territory,
communication, and speed,” left to engineers, surveyors, and
bureaucrats.? Equally foolishly, they believed too much in the
power of representation, whether they sought 10 represent
modernist progress or history’s purported order and continuity.
Foucault would surely have been amused by today’s fashion for
a “deconstructivist’ architecture based on fepresenting transgres-
sion, destabilization and defamiliarization. All such concepts
merely aestheticize difference and commodify social change.

What happens then i one 2ives serious atienfion 1o the
themes (and § emiphasize the pluraly of spatinlization that recur
in Foucault’s osuvre, reappearing and changing like a
chameleon? Despite some contentions this would not privilege
architecture as 2 master discourse, not even as a fundamental
strategy for power or resistance. Af best it might link space 1o ¢
his notion of problematizing. ie., “displacing the question” !
rather than ayving to answer dialectically. The nature of
Foucault’s spatiul annlogies remains  elusive, perhaps
intentionally so. Nor can they truly be called urban, for he
tended more toward geographical images of exploration and
strategy, rather than meuopolitan tmages of fleeting experience
and continuous alteration. The cerebral process of visualization
seems almost as important as the space itself, {Indeed. Feucault
emphasized the spatial role of various types of maps and other
Hustrations in the constitation of any savoir))

His “spatial obsessions” do provide alicrnatives 1o the more
familiar metaphors and models of explanation in late-20th-
century intellectoal life, Vivid metaphors ("the polyhedron of
intelligibility,”  “canalization,” “field,”  “territory,”
“archipelago.” “position™) catch the reader’s attention even as
they describe essential interrelations. Foucault did not seek to
present even his most potent spatial examples—notably of
vourse the panopticon-—as the essence of archetype of power,

4




but rather as technigues for SXerCising power and uaderstanding
it: "10 capture the pracess by which knowledge functions as g
form of power and disseminates the effects of power."10

Again and again Foucanlt insisted that there can never be an
inherently repressive or liberating space. The meaning of space

i . L - -
{of any particular space and of the phenomenon in generaly only

comes to dight in its use. in practice. As with langnage, power is

eXercised here; But it can never be incarnate. To announce that
one has “socialism’ of ‘gueer space’ cannot guarantee these
freedoms——as Foucault made clear in his relations with
Mitterrand’s government. There cannot be an inherenily

disciplinary space,” nor any setfing that embodies redemption,
liberation or R«.armmazwww,N?w.mw&qﬁu.momn Such meanings only
exist in the ongoing course of practice, of space being used.
Spaces thus function as a “erid”: sequences of possible
intersections where interrelations are always social—and thus
always open to change. No snderlying essence is more e than
actual, day-to-day practices carried out in space. This Process
prevents any inherent meaning. good or bad, in a place or g
concept. Foucault contended that “power is neither given, nor
exchanged, nor recovered, but rather exercised. and that it oply
£XISES in action.” 11 Al the same both spaces and discovrse do
TIpose certain Bmitations; their meanings and possibilities are
not arbitrary in some postmuodern sense. He acquiesced that
while a concentration camp “is not an instrument of liberation,
- there always remain the possibilities of resistance.™12 The
recendt growth of 3 tourist industry around German and Polish
Nazi camps scems to affirm his original point far more
sardonically,
As displacing devices, Foucault's spatial images can also cast
a pew light on his own notoriously difficult systems of thought.
Many readers have been confused by statements abow “the
construction of the self or “the death of the author,” seeing in
them a kind of excessive rhetorie or even bad faith. 8y shifting
ope’s focus, the stiategy becomes somewhat claarer, We can
understand that no Space possesses an essential quality,
regardless of time or nse. Real places always exist in the plural,
within the parameters of time and geography; they vary and
change. By extension it becomes easier to acknowledge that

there is no essential author beyond historical specificities: no
Nietzsche, Marx or Foucault whose Bfe and weitings all fit into
a perfectly cohesive, totalizing system. 13

L

And 30, what spaces and spatial techniques does this shornt
essay map out? It begins with a typical Foucaultian challenge:
the contention that “contemporary space is perbaps sull not
entirely desanctified.” Criticizing rationalist pretensions is, of
course. to doubt his own structuralist credo. And he does so,
using the ideas of Gaston Bachelard 1o guestion ceriain WEEQ,
Oppositions that scem inviolable, natural or divinely given: those
between public and privase space, fumily and social space,
cultural and useful space, spaces for work and others for
teisure. )

Foucault then disputes the notion of utopias as a privileged
jntellectual domain, pure spaces of the w.mmz,rmm. unfeltered by
the intrusions of everyday life. By contrast he emphasizes the
power of real spaces and, in doing 50, turns to a different word,
“heterotopias.” He returns to the word. of course, but he has
changed and so, 100, has his subject. He now insists that
heterotopias must exist in reality. They are situated in a specific
time and space, ruther than vague generalities about the human
condition. Only as such can they represent, contest, and
oceasionally invert the culture of that reality.

All the same Foucaalt cannot resist abstraction, at least not in
67: he put forth a “systematic description” of “hetero-
topology,” clearly drawn 1o the “dream” the would Yater acqui-
esce) of such a science. t4 Although his 1ext outlines six
principles, the system begins to dissolve into itself by the end,
erasing any outline of a theory of practice thin had been drawn
in the sand.

Heterotopias exist in all cultures vet take varied forms in

each. They also fit conveniently into two types. “Crsis_

heterotopias” provide a magical space outside the routines of
daily life: sacred sites, forbidden sanctuarics, secret places for
lovers” trysts or clandestine assignations. In contrast the more

problematic and increusingly prevalent “heterctopias of

9
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deviation” are imposed upon individuals whose behavior {or
whose very existence) challenges the ‘reasonable ideas’ of the
dominant avtherities. Such prople include criminals, the elderly,
the poor, even the dead.

Foucault also considers formal typelogies, explaining that
heterotopias can exist at seemingly M:m...:m@mzm sites or scales.

e e e

The text moves through an amray of quite dissimifar subjects,

from cinema and theatre 1o gardens and zoos, then down to the

micro-scale of carpets. Each conld be a microcosm of the
world, converting the constraints of time and space into a
magieal realm of perfection. One might well add thut each
zsample can serve other more quotidian puerposes; Foucault
often scomed excessively cerebral in his analyses of everyday
life and human experience.

The text also considers interrelations with time (or

»s

“heterochronies,” he says. “for the saks of SYmmetry.” s if

acknowledging that the elegance of his prose sometimes desives
from a centain “pleasure of the text”™). Heterotopias respond to
history. such that their location or emplacement and their very
meaning in a society change over the conrse of tims, sometimes
gradually if other times in more abrupt or disjenclive ways.
Once again he puts forward an elegant binary systern feven to
the use of different prepositions). “Spaces of the mind” (such as
museums and libraries) seek to accumulate time mn order w0
comrol i1s effects, while “spaces for the body” texamples
mclude fairgrounds, festivals, and vavation villages) celebrate
the fleeting suspension of time.

In various ways Foucault upturns the absolute system he felt
drawn 1o establish, reminding himself and us of fluidny,
permeability, and change—ihough never the Enlightenment
Hasion of inevitable improvement. For instance, heterotopias

always presappose a system of “ppening and closing,” which
allows them 1o be at once isolated and penetrable. The text
deliseates various processes for erossing thresholds and viewing
over boundary walls——withonot Suggesting that sneh acls be
hatled as resistance 1o power,

Yet we are not being given some diseontinnous posimodern
theory of space, Heterotopias always affect (and are affected by)
what seems o exist ourside their immediate purview, Fither

16
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they create a space of illusion that exposes the fictive quality of
seemingly ‘real spaces’: or, on the contrary, they creple a real
space whose seeming perfection and meticulous order reveals
the imprecise, ambiguous, disorderly nature of ordiniry cities
and landscapes,

Thus heterotopias cannot be isolated from exther ‘reality” or
‘intellectoal life." Each domain must constantly challenge the
other. Foucauli questions the Systematization of any theoreticy]
model and terminology: the infelicciual should purposefully
pursue ideas. yet always remain wary about the illusion that g
theory fully explains life. Both theory amil life must “diagnos-
tieally” expose the limits and the fictions of the other.

At the end of the essay, almost as an afterthought, Foucault
brings up the example of the colonics, along with the equally
intriguing example of brothels. Perhaps the allure of both called
forth a certain discretion: as if to constrain these seductive
funtasies he turns 1o g rather mechanistic image,
ransportation—obvicusly anether way of evoking space by
imagining movement through 1t The ship (“the heteratopia par
excellence™) joins his earlier fascination with the train. Both
images represent sXciting, yet potentially diszuptive opportu-
nities in modern life; they also emphasize the inferconnection
betwesn cconomic development and the imaginaiion.

Several fimes. Foucault would bring
colonial cities: their wide boulevards lined with uniform
modern buildings equipped with the Jatest technologies behind
alldes of 1rees, the ensemble celebrating the distinetive
omamental pleasures of the exotic locaion, 15 DOne cannot bt
notice that he spoke only of colonized space: that “which had
been disciplined and ordered, divided and allocated—and also
infused with delight. He has little 1o say about the ‘darker”
spaces of the colonized themselves. This emphasis acienates
Foucault’s displacement of psual arguments about reform,
Intellectunls on the lefr typicatly speak of colonin space in terms
of the visible evidence of exploitation, denigration, and control.
Never one to downplay the evidence of power, Foucault also

the ,.,,ﬁ__;,w‘_wawa(.vc:;mn

i1




acknowledped the allure of the exotic. To do so situates colonial

. space squarely Wittty th ealmof daily life in the west.

Intellectuads who criticize class or colonial oppression seldom
acknowledge that their personal pleasures, like their class
comforts, cannot remain artificially apart from their critiques,
as if in two different systems of thought. Afer al} the mass
appeat of heterotopian vacation viltages like Club Med is not 5o’

far from those of an elile alternative tourism in “authentic
places” all around the Mediterranean fincluding the Tunesian

villige of 8id Bou Said, a favored spot for French artists and
intellectuals since the 1950s, where Foucault resided). Both
systems rely on highly codified fantasies of bodies in space: the
rediscovery of one's “primitive self” and a supposed Lberation
from work, time, and social mores. In order to be *freed’ these
desires have 1o be made visible, codified, and coordinated,

Foucault neither chastized nor celebrated such desires.
Anticipating recent posteolonial arguments he realized that
western bourgeois norms (and ‘alternatives.’ 100} needed an
eroticized. exoticized counterpart in Orientalism. One shouldn’t
treat this space of desise as irrational or faraway: something (o
TESISE, 10 Suppress—or to embrace as the authentic seif.

Such chservations of course apply to Foucaull’s varions
projects about colonizing bedies, minds, and spaces—whether
‘Victorian® or Lonfemporary, westermn or ‘non-western. Power,
even the ‘benign’ power of reform, cannot simply be exercised
alung one vector. by one greup over another. Like bourgeois
housing reform or public health, colonial space sought to

discipline the Ewopean middle class, at least as much as it

sought to impose social control over colonized or working-class

- people. Nor is it an accident that so many plans and schemes

remain on paper, wnrealized, unimplemented. Housing reform
policies resemble colonial {or today’s “Third World") urban
reforms: their purpose lies, in large part, simply in being con-
ceptualized and disseminated as expressions of what ought to be.

What thea is lluminated by asking about colonial space as
another prism through which 1o look at the complex-world of
Foucault’s subjects, systems, und the experiences he sought w

anderstand? First, the power of fanguage or disciplinary spatial !

practices cannot be separated from that of the spaiial economy.

S—_—

wealth from the land with cheap labor; buying land, then
classifying its ownership and use; the potential value of land
becomes the basis for decision-making.

Colonial spaces also emphasize shifis in

R

In colonial settings land is ar the heart of space: extracling

rerspective, first

over time and space, then from the subjectivity of pne BErson or ;

group 1o that of andther. Even perspective can be called into
question, with its notion of the observer’s privileged position;
there is no one correct view-—not even Foucanlt’s own.

B T —— e —— R ——

This in turn accentuites the mportance of history as g
strategy that moves between diverse sitiations, By this [ mean
not only “the history of the present.,” hut also Foucault's
recognition that historical space and modernized space neces-
sarily coexist, just as metropole and colony form a single
analytic field, Oc:ér:&va@ &_Euc‘. makes these interrelations

more visible. Alongside madernizing projects thighways, public
health, industrial production, and the Jike) were “spaces of the
mind™ museums, crafis shops, historic districes, and Potemkin
vitlages of ‘local’ goveramental buildings. In Foucaultian
language mrnmn\:znmmm “eaframed” the indigenous {andscape,
focusing on certain details, both wcvnu::m and bizarre,
bracketing others that didn’t fit the appropriate piciure.
Colonial space thus came to be a stage set, an alluring
evocation: more pure, and hence Tmore intensely representutive
of both modern global culture and local historicized culiure,
maore than any ordinary seality could be. At the same time
fereigners had to feel secure in the midst of this activiry, They

needed what Timothy Mitchell, drawing from Foucault, calls 4
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“point-of-view,” 2 place from which they could be immersed in
the drama, while standing safely outside it.16 Colonial space
politicives the diversity of sites and strategics that might be used
10 this mﬁnaﬁﬂmnmﬂwmwm,nmﬁm_w?wmvm of power—but again with
Foucault, refusing illusions of an absolute, unchanging sysiem.
This leads to questions of ageney and types of knowledge.
Who makes decisions? Who enforees them? How do cxperts
claim they can “know' another culture? Do people necessarily
respond as they are supposed to do? I the institutional
architecture of colonialism suggests an adtificial halance
beiween western improvements and Jocal traditions, one should
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not therefore assume that it wins the locals’ hearts and minds. In
fuct, resistance often entails the illegal, subversive
reappropriation of such spaces, whether through destroying
them. reclaiming them for new uses, or simply demonstrating
{as with the bodies at Tiananmin Square) the actuality of real
people coming together in a space, a8 upart from an idealizasion
of “the people’.

Of course, colonial space also separates populations, as well
as their environments. It highlights the nature of Foucault’s

“dividing \mmmr:mmw . a5 modes of manipulation that combine the
mediation of science or psendo-science ﬁ_nr practices of
inwgﬁos Various kinds of tactics might be applied: spatial
barricrs, social enclaves, and conceptoal categorics.

Spatial boundaries (though tightly drawn and sometimes
dangerously patrolied) must also be permeable, pliant, even
fluid. A continuous process subtly alters the initial static
mapping. Lines of %S;R;:gn,rr.x whether under official

auspices or in response w informal use, in reaction to muliiple
forces of differentintion rather than a single dividing system
like race or income. This complex and necessarily [lexible clas-
sification of bodies and activities only comes to light if one
looks beyond bureancratic or academic spatial systematizations.

Cities, especially colonial cities, can be neither totally
segregated nor, it szems, completely open and integrated.
People move back and forth in colonial space—which is not to

it i e

dispuie the reality of divisions, only to emphasize that the lived
experience of wrban space is inevitably ambiguous, creolized,
occasionally even transformative. This is especially true at
border areas—defining these not as lnes on a map, but as sites
of multiple possibilities, as heterotopias.

Métissage is thus closely linked 10 ?rmmacréﬁ while the term
can signify n:ﬁ.m(wmmwl&o.«.ﬁma:mr racial cateyories, it also
exposes the fact that such categories break down. Recent
fascination with the term miérissage in many humanistic disci-
plines celebrates difference, unlive earlier liberal efforts 1o
deny its exisience. Foucault would nonetheless caution that
academic tropes of liberation through the radical appropriation
of such words might resemble architectural evocations of
modem progress or neo-traditional community. No such act can
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assure tolerance or transformation, Tn fact it may all o casily

wBum@ the exercise of liberty by substituting  a
likeness—making it look as if “positive effects” have taken
place.1?

In closing, T could simply say that we should all ke
vicatton somewhere “exolic’ w think about duf pleasures and
o,:&q prejudices. That isn't such a bad idea. Yet even without this
mcentive it might be possible to fook at the inteliectual amd
cultural constructions of the humanities from ‘outside,” to shift
away from the privileged stance of identities such as intellec-
tuals, architects or wesierners. “Des espaces antres” does not
provide s model so much as it suggests a method or a
mechanism o be ased in different ways, according o the

crrcumstances.

Foucault's spatial constrocts, especially those of colonial
space, encourape a critical recognition of hegemonic or disci-

plinary practices that operate spatially. They also do something
equally radical: avowing the heterotopian spaces of i imagination,
inversion, and covert histories. This a::.r:; does not lie outside
politics; rather it forces politics to engage emotional 1ssues,
including these of exotic sand even dangerous pleasurcs.

Thus colonial space does not embody repression—the
heterotopias of devistion—despite the clarity with which one
sees such power imposed. R alse aflows access to secret spaces
and unconventional creolized domains where it becomes
possible 1o draw from hidden, unforescen, ievegular or hybrid
possibilities, within eurselves and outside the bounds of our
copventions.
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NOTES

I Michel Foucault, “Questions on Geography” (*Questions & Michel
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things”™ (Cidrard Feilous, “Miche! Foucault: 1a philosophie “structuraliste”
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translated by Alessandro Pontana and Pasquale Pasyuing in Miche! Foucault,
Microfiscia del Poiere {Torin, 1977).

12, “Space, Knowledge, and Power,” p. 245,
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otalizing incllect called ‘Marx,” vnly a very mieilizent man whe has to be
analysed n ierms of his specific books. Likewise Foucanlt onee prected two
would-be biographers by saying, “Ab, mes assassains,” acerbically pointing
out that they would incvitably sacrifice the M, mercurial person by fixing
him as 4 philosophical and literary persond. And, of course, one shoukd abo
remermber Fovcaults considerable collaborative work on hospitals, housing,
and streets,

14 The original lectore and its {ater published version openty resist calling
heteroiopology a seience; however in the rudio talk on “Les weopics réelles”
Foucault sardenieally acknowledges this impossible “dream.” J woukd like to
thank Henrik Rech for Fipst bringing this 1o my aiteation,

15. One cannot help remariing un Foucaolt's descriptions of Sfax and Tunis,
with its tree-dined Avenue Bourguiba close by the medina, and the nearby
villige of Sidi Bou Said with its tanializing aura of cosmopolitan decadence.
Foucilt took the train from place 1o place in Timesia; he wlso enjoyed driving
a white Cadillac convertible.

Architectural Press, 1996), pp. 1-34,

7. Response to the Ralian joumnalist, Duccio Trombador, who asked Foucuult
about the relationship berween his earlier work and his then recently
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Remarks on Mare (New York: Semiotextle), 1991}, pp. 27, 29, cied in
Swoler, Roce and the Education of Desive, p. iX.

3. Michel Foucault, preface o Les mats er fos choses: une archévlogie des
sciences Kiomaiaes (Paris: Gallimard, 1966), p. 7
An Archacology of Human Sciences (New Yorks Vintage Books, 1970), p.

cAnas The Ordee of Things:

wv. He is speaking of course about the “exotic chars” of Borges’s saxonoiny.

2. Michel Foucarlt interview with Panl Rubinow, “Space, Knowledge, and
Power,” originaily published in Siviing (March I9K2), repub. in Pand
Rabinow, ed. The Fougwdt Reuder {(New York: Pantheon, 1984), [ORAR Y
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WN,:z.mmr:_G, Mitehell, m,tr.‘.ﬁ.&:m @.Gﬂ: fuuzzv g¢ and New Yaork:
Cambridge University Pross, 1988), esp. pp. 23-28, 43-52.

7. See in particular Foucanlt's comments that while architectore is wnable 1o
solve social problems, it can ayggravaie them and, at feast accasianably,
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