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Revisiting Cold War ldeology in the Secure City:

Towards a Political Economy of Urbicide
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If civilized society has not yet outgrown war ...it is partly because the city
itself in its structure and institutions continues to give war both a durable
concrete form and a magical pretext for existence.

-- Lewisuhford

1.0 Introduction: Returning to the City of Fear

In addition to providing the justification for amgoing ‘war on terror’, the attacks on
World Trade Center and the Pentagon triggered an inteiseisdion within the ci
planning and architecture fields over how bestlem ffor the "secure cify’ Within days o
the attacks (and in the months and years thatwelt) American cities -particularly thos
with a large governmental presence -- saw a rapioh transformation:

. “To appreciate how America has changed since hklk slowly through anynajor city

What you'll see dotting the landscape is the playsembodiment of fear. Secul
installations put up after the attacks continueltck public access and wrangle pedes
traffic. Outside Manhattan's Port Authority Bus mamal, garish prple planters mena
rushhour pedestrian traffic. The gigantic planters halvandoned all horticultural ambiti
many of them blooming with nothing more than trastu untilled dirt. "French barrier
steel-grate barricades meant for controlling crqwdsy many landmark sites mcluding
San Francisco's Transamerica Buildindike beefy bodyguards protecting starlets. 1
there are the bollards, the cylindrical vehibleeking posts that are so pervasive
wonder if they've mastered asexualprogluction. In Washington, bollards surro
everything.”

This is the new American "securescape”, the goalshich are mostly hostile to ten
of mainstream urban design. As Vale (2005) explaingrer New Urbanists seek narro
streets, hidden parking and enhanced pedestri@ssdhie new imperative for securitiza
promotes massive building setbacks, surface parmgcontrolled pedestriatcess to ke
sited. But these effects are not just localized; they regional. This is particularly true
the case of Virginia, where workplaces foefgartment of Defense personnel have
decanted into suburbs, to constitute what Natsifess to as "national security sprawl”



4, It is as if the n@ security aesthetic, in securing public space,dimsesecuring space fri
the public, rather than for ft*- an imperative which extends from the pubbalm to th
private: "The singldamily home is a rich lode of sensitive informatio8prawl's comple
information space has become captive to panoptierses of 'multiple cartographies
surveillance™.

5. The extent to which security has become a drivigidr in contemporary Americ
urbanism is such that "security experts are a@sthe associate architects on every pr
built today®. Yet, in spite of this importance, the debate dés transformation has be
rather circumscribed: it has been largely of a méxdl, aesthetic and instrumehtaature
that is, more concerned with how best to achieveensecure cities and in a more live
fashion, rather than questioning in a comprehengiaaner the rationales for and cont
of the urban security project itself, and -- givdaiese rationales and contextsits- likely
outcome. This paper proposes that such an inquay be best joined by means of
historical analogy.

6. The present imperatives to make cities seagagnst terrorist attacks in the p@s1-1 er:
have a compelling predent in the Cold War "defensive dispersal® movam&hich was
highly influential discourse within the city plamg profession in the late 1940s and 1!
that sought to redesign cities to reduce the thofanuclear weapofs The particule
arguments of the defensive dispersal movement tanolace within the history of both f
policy sciences in general and city planning disseuin particular havéeen explore
elsewhere both by the present author and dtheWhat is of interest here is no
comparative analysis between the claims, principled strategies of defensive dispe
writers and their post 9/11 counterparts, but rathe examination of the ideologi
contexts in which both discourses are set. Thigpapks, what is the relationship of tt
discourses to the dominant geo-political ideologietheir respective eras?

7. Just as defensive dispersal literature cannot bquadely understood without refere
to Cold War intellectual culture specifically the rigorous (and ongoing) projectnoiclea
normalization in which the delopment and use of nuclear weapons on civiligouagion:
were rendered "acceptable" in a democratic sogietyo too must contemporary efforts
promote urban security be seen as a specific facathoghly problematic "war on terro
the origins, purpose and resolution of which aaei@ght with controversy and steeped in neo-
conservative and neo-imperial ideologies.

8. We should first deconstiuthese two movements so that we may understagic
parallels and divergences. Both are products oérgsdly the same proponents (t
planning theorists, practitioners, policy analystgcial scientists and na@pecialis
observers), and both attempt to address their cégpesociopolitical and technologic
crises by proposing alterations to the urban enwrent. As well, both discourses trans
what had been ongoing debates in urban policy dadnmg into new contexts: ea
postwar writes saw the nuclear threat as a new way to promaogtirex concepts (such
regional planning) through satellite cities andeotforms of decentralization, while pres
arguments and proposals for urban security emphasizgstanding crime prevent
through environmental design principles (CPTED)

9. In both cases it is also necessary to distingustwvéen the contributions of des
professionaloon the one hand, and the activities of real estgernment and corpor:
interests on the other, in terms of privately purgulocational decisions and defens
architectural embellishments independent of painiyatives. While there has been eeg



deal of writing about urban security from all qeastover the past six years, an array of ad-
hoc responses have been thrown up around publidimgs (e.g., jersey barriers) w
predictable negative results for the public rédlm much of it done without tt
involvement of city planners. The actual setting oluofficial guidelines on the part of 1
American Planning Association dates only from Jap@805. In other words, city planne
have been largely left out of the actual implemeoaof the secure city, and much like
their Cold War predecessors are striving to make their profession relevanthe nhev
political climate.

10. Whee the two literatures diverge is in their attitudewards the future. A striking a
recurring element in much of the Cold War dispelisatature is a kind of salvatiomotif:
An earnest belief that these plans, while devisedesponse to a terribldareat, woul
someday result in cities

infinitely better than anything we have yet seerost of us will not live to
witness the final achievement, but we can at lbase the satisfaction of a
part in the creation of the efficient, comfortablesautiful cities and towns
which will comprise the metropolitan regions of thext century’.

11. Someday, it was believed,

the present fearful...threat hanging over the gedgtwill have been turned
into so great a blessing that men, looking backvimeah age in which atomic
power shall have been fully harnessed to peacefds,ewill say that the
greatest benefit which flowed from the explosiohas Alamos ¢ic) was the
enforced rebuilding of our urban centérs

12.  This is not a theme we see much of in theditee of -- and designs for the secur
city. There is no modernist optimism that the cifytiee future will be improved on a lar
scale by enhanced attention to security, nor ieethesense that there will be a brighter
terror-free future for our grandchildren. This watetl pessimism vgamade grimly manife
in the penultimate design for Manhattan's Freedawer, which was to have feature
200-foot tall and fortresbke base which would have been equally impervimuboth trucl
bombs and a dignified public redfinSensing that the urban security movement hadee
some sort of aesthetic nadir, critics and membérhe public reacted with considera
hostility, and in June 2006 was announced that the visual harshness of tbe Wwauld b
softened by a screen of glass prisms (Dunlap andn€®006). As well, with the 6
anniversary of the 9/11 attacks looming, urbangfesis are moving towards softer, n
aesthetically-pleasing and nobtrusive security measures in an effort to imprake
quality of public spacé&

13.  But this very movement towards disguising sigumeasures reveals that the semic
of secure spaces are more important than theiabfitnctioning: for while architects a
urban designers have sought for ways to make $gcundasures more attractiveor evel
invisible -- security consultants andoperty owners are objecting: "Indeed one of
paradoxes of security infrastructure is that somesi appearance can be more impo
than actual strength. A Tiger Trap concrete sudfaglich are sufficiently strong to supy
pedestrians but will cadlpse under the weight of a truck is more effeciitvblocking a truc



bomber than a Jersey barrier, but a Jersey béodks more menacing"

14. As we move from aHlec barriers to more permanent interventions, west
acknowledge then that their very permanence asstiméshe country that is construct
them is not -- and may never be -- free from itrde-that the "war on terror" may, in fa
be a war without end. And if the rhetorical valuetloe targethardened environment
indeed paramount, then it becomes essential todeéewbat these semiotics tell us abou
role of the City in the political economy of thedwon terror."

15. Forthese reasons, | will develop further the paralietd may be found between our ¢
era and that of "defensive dispersal."

2.0 Defensive Dispersal

16. The primary tenets of defensive dispersal wereoredi satellite cities (variations
Ebenezer Hoard's Garden City); the need to disperse indust@glacity out of centr
cities; the need for increased freeway capacity] an"thinning out" of existing citit
through demolition and renewal. Extreme versionsheke ideas included "donut", ra
and linear citied?

17. Fear of the atomic bomb actually exerted consideraifluence over three interrela
design projects: the design of houses aiinér buildings, the disposition of buildings wit
the city, and the design and placement of fallbedters within homes and public buildir
The first was more properly the domain of archge@nd was in fact the subject ¢
"Conference on Building in the Atomic Age" heldMtT in June of 1952, the second |

city planners, and the third, while referred tobioth literatures, was of such parambun

importance to government civil defense objectivasg subject to such unsettling pu
attention, that it constituted a "craZé.Because of these mkd design goals, defens
dispersal should be seen as a more specializecetbéthe civil defense program.

18. It is worth mentioning that for the 3@ar period after the Second World War, plan
was essentially viewed as "architecture writ ldrgend many planners were trail
architect?. Both the American Institute of Architects and fraerican Institute of Planne
invested a great deal ofiergy in the civil defense aspects of design ("R cons” 1951
The American Institute of Architects' involvememt civil defense matters extended
deeply that member architects actually participatedt least one nuclear test explos
Operation Cue (May 5" 1955) which involved the construction -and subseque
obliteration -- of a number of buildings, includintypical residential homé&%This
enmeshment with the national security apparatughenpart of the design and pol
professions was mirrored in the rhetoric of defemslispersal.

2.1 Rhetorically Situating the Defensive Dispersal and Post 9/11
Urban Security Movements

19. Defensive dispersal was a product of a highly "nuclearized" society in which the imperatives of the nuclear arms race had saturated
and influenced almost every aspect of American life?. As such, it served to perpetuate the Cold War ideology to which it was
inextricably bound. Planners sought to "contain” the irrational and make it rational. Dispersal was essentially "fantasy planning"®
geared more for rhetorical than practical purposes; and it simultaneously sought to expiate Americans' guilt over Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, while contributing to the project of making nuclear war thinkable. As we shall see, each of these rhetorical positionings has
its parallel in the post-9/11 planning world.



2.1.1 Fantasy Planning

20. In his 1999 bookMission Improbable: Using Fantasy Documents to Tame Disaster, Lee
Clarke examines how organizations -- corporatians government alike -often formulat
plans that are based on untestable and unreadisiomptions, have little hope of be
implemented in real-life situations, and are, irdjes® far removed from reality that Clark
has no hesitation in referring to them as "fantdésguments.” Not insignificantly, the ple
under discussion revolve around disastrous evemth ss oil spills, natural disaste
nuclear meltdowns and nuclear war. A classic exangblthis sort of @nning cited b
Clarke was the initiative taken by the U.S. postaivice during the Administration
President Jimmy Carter to plan for the continuatdrmail delivery after a nuclear w
Considerable effort was spent in this plan to descthe cha of command in the pos
service, and how employees would assist in the &etiop of change of address cards
relocated populations. The assumptions underhifirggexercise were so unbelievable th
was subject to Congressional inqéfry

21. For Clarke, most disaster plans are surely notnded by their architects to
implemented, let alone succeed in their aims. Tvede is purely symbal, in that they at
intended to impart some sense of rationality, etgeerand control on the part of
organizations presenting the plans. In other wdi@siasy disaster planning documents
prepared and presentsalely for their rhetorical powerThe intended result is that the gi
danger is normalized: the intended audience istdeflelieve that the most catastroj
contingencies have been foreseen and plannedridrthat the risks under consideration
ultimately acceptable onés

22. Although Clarke doesn't refer to defensive disgdditsaature in his book, it is clear th
given the characteristics he provides for "fantdsgumens”, defensive dispersal plans w
also fantastic and at least as useful for their®ymo and rhetorical power as for tr
practicality. While some of the more ambitious éisgal plans (building linear and donut-
like cities and relocating millions qfeople, for instance) were acknowledged at the to
be hopelessly expensive, the dispersal optionsepted in the massive civil defence st
Project East River? and elsewhere (to accelerate contemporary trendartis low densit
development) were clearly practical and achievabtavever practical such plans were,
cannot disguise that their ostensible purpose redoce the danger from nuclear weapons --
was utterly without hope.

23. Inthe posB/11 era, too, we have seen an effort to makepeapthat governments ¢
other authorities are doing something -- anythintp-make Americans more secure. M
of these efforts, when not actually inane (i.eloapocoded terror alerts), have in rea
actually done more to unnerve American¥et, as the Hurricane Katrina debs
demonstrated, the ability of governments to planafed address largecale emergencies
almost totally underdevaeped and dysfunctional, despite the days' worthnofice
hurricanes afford; which naturally begged the goestf how the Federal government cc
possibly hope to respond to an actual attack bgrists who show no such courtesy.

24, All the manua, conferences, articles, websites and planningirdeats geared
addressing security in the pdBttl era will likely prove to be of little more imementa
effect than were their Cold War ancestorbut will nonetheless have served their rheto
purpose.
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2.1.2 Rationalizing the Irrational

In the nuclear threat the rational and scientifiof@ssion of city planning found
planning problem that constituted the ultimate lgmage for rational approaches. Yet
rationality belied what oughto have been a patent truth: what was being maliwed b
dispersal planners (a reasoned and constructiveoap to living with atomic weapor
was quite irrational. No amount of urbanemgineering would have been able to pre
massive losses tife and the lethal radioactive contamination ofsiof the planet. Even
its own terms, the thesis that satellite cities Maeduce the nuclear vulnerability of
country was an exceedingly specious one. In hougiagnewly dispersed war industie
satellites would not only become the more desiraatget, but in their profusion wot
require a determined enemy to stockpile ever mewenia weapons. And in consider
only the effects of heat and blast -- which coudaimeliorated by distanceand neglectin
the longterm consequences of radiation and social chaspedial planners ratione
"contained" a hypothetical threat beyond any pofrdontact with reality.

For Lifton and Falk (1982), such faith in taedally rational approdwes to nucle:
weapons constitutes embedded "nuclearism” andlasitin of rationality":

The illusion is of a "systems rationality” 6f a whole structure of elements, eac
"logical" relation to the other components and ke whole. We are deafj here witl
nothing less than the logic of madnessof- a social madness and collective "t
fantasy"...For the builders of such "rational sys&..are, like the rest of us, confrontec
an image they really do not know how to cope wéhd seek deerately to call fortt
however erroneously, the modern virtue of re&5on

While all wars are to a greater or lesser eegrrational, thewar on terrorism™ mu
rank among the most hopeless and irrational exernciswhich any nation has engac
Attempting to secure cities through apparent irgetions in the built environment,
nothing else, makes this abstract war tangible -ariterally -- concrete.The irrational i
thus, to a degree, rationalized.

2.1.3 Expiating Guilt

It is an historical irony that it was Americans, af people, for whom the atomic ¢
should have brought such extreme manifestationmiblic anxiety. Pa& Harbor aside, tf
United States had proved virtually unassailableitanily, was physically unscathed
World War Il, and for four years after the war pessed a nuclear monopoly. Even onci
Soviet Union did develop its own atomic weaponsyasyears before that country had
capability to launch them across the planet or ehah enough quantities to compete
America’'s stockpile. Why then, Boyer asks, did Acars so "quickly transmute i
devastation of Hiroshima into visions of Ameriaaties in smoldering ruins...and envis
themselves not a potential threat to other peoplaisas potential victims#*For Lifton anc
Mitchell, the answer is an unsettling one:

Americans were perpetrators of Hiroshima rathen thatims...Even victims can strug
with feelings of guilt, but perpetrators of such event are likely to expend enorm
energy in fending off self-doubt. One cao that either by investing the event v
virtueéior by seeking to divest oneself of thepeérator's role and take on that of
victim=".



31. This e&presses perfectly what the present author believas one of the mc
psychologically valuable rhetorical functions oéttiefensive dispersal movement. Like
civil defense program of which it was a part, iterglessly focused the attention
Americans on their own potential for victimhood. Deferesidispersal and civil defer
encouraged Americans to expend their emotionalggnesntemplating how their own cit
might be bombed. As such it was easier for theonatis a whole to forget that it wa
America that had used the bombs against two cih almost a half a millio
noncombatants between them. If such a past coulsl ltle rationalized, then it was a \
short psychological distance to contemplating usungh bombs again.

32.  Of coursgAmericans have now become victims, and have weatt¢heir own building
collapsing and burning. Unfortunately, many Amenga-urged on by their leaders an
compliant mass media have so embraced their new status of victimhoottheevents
9/11 are being used to justify any and all acts of, wature and terror delivered in kind
whomever has the misfortune of being the declanedngdu jour. This sense of victimhoi
-- and the omnipresent fear pbtential victimhood -- has had the efteof generatin
political consensus on so many fronts that anyyfts@yond received conventional wisd
is viewed as unthinkable.

2.1.4 Planning for Security as Conventional Wisdom

33. Cold War defensive dispersal became part®fafsumptions of plaers because it w
portrayed as conventional wisdom. In its 1953 eselment ofProject East River, the
American Institute of Planners used some partibufastent language to stress the esse
correctness of dispersal principles:

34. The American Irngute of Planners does not claim competence intamyl measures
national defense, but blds this fact self-evident, that the best way to prevent attacks t
this country is to deprive potential enemies ofjéas that will make such attacks prabte
to them....plain common sense dictates that it Ishdne remedied with all possil
dispatcH?.

35. Readers at all familiar with American histatpuld recognize the allusion in the f
sentence, one which can hardly have been an at¢clten) of course, an echo of the sec
paragraph of one of the most hallowed of Americatudnents, theDeclaration of
Independence: "We hold these truths to be selMident, that all men are created equi
Such an argument would have been difficult to esfygarticularly during a time of su
ferocious "anticommunist” purges.

36. The statement also calls defensive dispemair’ common sense.” Clearly, 2953, th
concept of urban design being subject to the nekttse atomic age was a familiar one.
sheer proliferation of literature concerning thedmfor dispersing industry and populaffon
indicates that defensive dispersal was rapidly becg "embedded” on a number of lev
amongst city planners, atomic scientists, militatyategists, city councils, engine:
politicians, real estate agents and ordinary |lssqes.

37. What is interesting about the American Plagrmssociation's post 9/1Rolicy Guide on
Security is that it, too, seems so reasonableven slightly contrarian, in that it seek:
ameliorate the negative impact of so muwhthe early response to 9/11 in the
environment, by stressing that secure cities migstlze aesthetically pleasing (admoniti
that by mid-2006 appear to be bearing fflitt also warns against vacating cities for



hinterlands and thus accelerating sprawl. Safes;itaccording to the APA, need pel
walking around them at all hoursand such a goal is not served by massive setbaxi
barriers. The APA advocates adherence to longstgnglimciples of CPTED, which th
maintain will do much to achieve arérror objectives in the built environment; and
could argue? Some ideas concerning defensible spaxe Newmai? points out --have
been common practice in vernacular architecturessocultures and centuries.

38. The trouble with the urban security projectnist to be found indefensible desic
principles or in disaster preparedness, both otklare, on their own terms, important
necessary considerations for any community. Ratheties in urban securitizatiot
disturbing links to neo-imperial power, and in it®ntribttion to the discourse
militarization.

2.1.5 Planning with Authority

39. To the extent that city planners during the Coldr\participated in a project to ren:
nuclear war thinkable, winnable and rational, thag be said to have been guilty ofpast
wishful thinking and naivete. A dimmer view wouldltl that the defensive dispersal pro
was, in fact, one of misinformation, to "keep fattsm a public which must be protected
appear to be doing something about civil defenod, ta minimiz in the public mind tt
extent of the destruction likely to accompany droat war>®"

40. At its worst, however, one can view this cleapif plannig history as something 1
more complex and frightening: one in which a preies was, by virtue of its close ¢
actively sought relationship with federal auth@sti a partner in the wanaking apparati
of the United States. To cite some examples: Bbard of Governors of the Americ
Institute of Planners offered "all the facilitie$ our Institute and its members" to
National Security Resources Board Chairman anddirector of Selective Service "
defense and for military purpos&shrominent AIP members contributed Rooject East
River under the aegis of the Department of Defense, #itehil Security Resources Bo
and the Federal Civil Defense Administration; &adt River members formed a "Sumn
Study Group" with the concurreRroject Lincoln to look at linking civil defence with tl
problem of continental air defence and early wagrigstem¥. The Board of Governors
the AIP then officially endorsed the findings Bast River. Recall, too, that in 1955 t
American Institute of Architects actually participd in nuclear tests.

41.  Since 9/11, this pattern has been repeatearder to produce the 2005 repdttanning
for a Disaster Resistant Community, the American Planning AssociatiSrworked closel
with both the Department of Homeland Security (DHS8)d the Federal Emergel
Management Agency (FEMA). DHS has become a moraency, subsuming over 1
previous federal entities, including FEMA. It hdsoa of course, beean active force behit
the "war on terror" and its concomitant attritidndomestic civil liberties. Through DHS,

information can be collected on any dissenter, Acaer citizen or not,

violent or not. The classification of recent peanarches and protests as
“"terrorist events" within DOD and FEMA documentsoise example of the
dangerous potential of these mandates...As paHooheland Security, the
PATRIOT Act of 2001 allows the government increased unprecedented
access to the lives of American citizens and repnss an unrestrained
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imposition on their civil liberties. ...Under seamti 501, a U.S. citizen
engaging in lawful activity can be picked off thieegts or from home and
taken to a secret military tribunal with no accégsor notification of a
lawyer, the press, or family... One proposed opt®ithat any violation of
Federal or State law could designate a U.S. citeean 'enemy combatant’
and allow him or her to be stripped of citizenéhip

It should be noted that the APA's partnership WEMA predates 9/11 by a numbe
years, and, frankly, if the APA is to participateadl in disaster planning at a Federal le
both FEMA and DHS are the agencies with whom they must wWdéek, the profession
city planning has spent the last few decades neidefitself from that of a technocratic, top-
down realm of the "expert" to that of a professitrat empowers communities, ¢
encourages citizen participation, thus enhancirglldemocracy. By collaborating wit
government agencies so integral to the imperialaties of the Bushdministration, ar
that, as a matter of course, hold so little resp@ctiemocratic principles, members of
American Planning Association may, in the case &kederal emergency, find themse
participating in measures with which they may bitegat odd&.

In this context, post 9/11 planning discourse camog urban security remains v
much subservient to (and supportive of) the dontinpower elites, and with fe
exception&® makes no effort to question the relationship betwglanning activities and t
irrational, hyperviolent "war on terror."

Yet, the artifacts of the secure city cannot benssaely on their own terms, but
inseparable from the processes laying waste tocities of the Middle East Massive
securitization lends powerful support to the "inmagive geographies™of the "terror cit
hierarchy"*%in which domestic cities (“the homeland') are civem of as places to
defended against the mysterious "other"the cities of whom may be destroyed \
equanimity.

All of these discursive functionings of the secuity are, furthermore, predicated
some highly significant and supposedlposteriori assumptions: that terrorists are goin
strike again; that the West is at war with radisédm; and thatve are engaged in a "clz
of civilizations®. These assumptions are, as we shall see, prenuee@xtremel
problematic foundations.

3.0 Ontological and Epistemological Foundations

Theories about how to save the Western aitmfpotential harm have emerged from
terrible circumstances in 1945 and in 2001, buagexically both the atomic bombings of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, and the 9/11 events, avaca culturally omnipresent and
invisible. While these events have held their respe eras rapt in horrified fascination,
remarkably little was -- or is -- known about thdmterms of cause, agency, process and
consequence it may fairly be said that the nu@déacks in Japan and the localized
destruction in New York and Washington D.C. reneitirely mysterious, at least to most
Americans. It should be stressed that, in both, ¢ha@se informational lacunae were not
accidental.

After the abmic bombings, the United States government boemasccupying force ar
for domestic purposes rigorously censored inforomaéind images concerning the



bombings:

Early newspaper stories from Hiroshima were certsbyethe U.S. military;
the first account from Nagasaki was killed entiréythorities at first denied,
then downplayed, the fact that thousands of sursiwere dying from
radiation disease. The military confiscated altymies taken by Japanese
photographers in the atomic cities, and none wasighed in the United
States until 1952. That the bomb had killed AmeTiB®Ws in Hiroshima
and Nagasaki was denied for nearly forty years.ubwnts and decoded
Japanese cables that raised doubts about Truneissah were classified
for decades (some still are). Even a Hollywood famthe first bomb was
heavily revised, under orders from the Truman WHiteise...Hidden from
the beginning, Hiroshima sank, unconfronted an@swived, into the depths
of American awareness. As early as 1946, the wiitnry McCarthy was
calling Hiroshima "a hole in human histd}.

48. In addition to these restrictions againsteédlreporting, postwar censorship codes in
occupied Japan forbade the Japanese themselvesnieotioning the atomic bombings, nor
were writers allowed to even acknowledge in piitt these proscriptions exist&dEven
the decision on the part of the Truman Administratio use the atomic bomb has been
obfuscated to the point that historians are stguang over whether or not the bombings
were necessary at all or if their use signaledsthe of the Cold War rather than the end of
an existing wal. These efforts have continued into our own emntlost dramatic example
being the Smithsonian Institute exhibit in 1995 ethattempted to portray a full and
realistic account but, barraged by conservativeiaadd veterans' groups was reduced to a
single plaque and half a fuselage of the B-29 thel&Gay".

49.  Similarly, the events of 9/11 have also beemtensely politicized and abstracted in the
service of an imperial presidency that they areafrtbe most intensely contested elements
of the contemporary American political landsc&p&hey have constituted the metanarre
for the entire Neo-Conservative enterprise, anceaoiked to shut down any form of
opposition to administration policies. As a restile Bush Administration and the
Republican "noise machiréhave so polluted the public arena with mindlesohltisms
that it is not too much to say that George W. Blugf become a truly postmodern Presic
in that there appears to no longer be any "truthi'What his Administration "creatéd. Any
effort to question the nature and origins of 9Mdrithe assumptions underlying the "war on
terror" are deemed anti-American. Even as seemiagignal a question as "why do they
hate us?" is conflated with "excusing" terrorisna &justifying” 9/1F2 In a mental and
cultural environment in which asking questions aliba direction of one's national life can
be an act of treason, there is little hope thdtkeawledge of the national purpose may be
gained. Because of this ontological and epistemoébgacuum, we should not be surprised
that the "homeland security” industrial complexgiiswing in size, influence and power.

50. Inextricably bound with these troubling thetd American democracy is the effort to
secure buildings, networks and cities againstilihgiefined but politically invaluable
terrorist threat. It is almost as if, in the absent self-knowledge and any means of
attaining it, American society appears to requinasthing physically manifested in ordel
reconcile itself to a new reality. In other wortts built environment must be so ordered



that it may compensate for a disordered mentalkand environment, rent as they are by
confusion, fear and ideologically-laden, unverifeablaims. In the absence of certainty,
American society is creating proxies in the formeavsey barriers, massive setbacks,
bollards and forests of surveillance cameras.

51. What this points to is the political econonfyudbicide -- not only as an actuadt of
urban destruction, but as a concept, an idea, anasaively publicized potentiality wielded
by the state before its own citizens for the puepaisthought control.

52.  Simply put, the potential for urban destructgerves a central role in the acquisition and

maintenance of power by the neo-imperial state.iNotlentally, the threat of urbicide is
also contributing to new forms of capital accumiolaion the part of growth machine elites,
as deficit-financed federal investments in the tamyi industrial complex are serving the
economic interests of those corporations closkecaircle of powef. This was just as true
in the era of defensive dispersal, when the magsieestate and "Defense" Highway sys
was built (much to the delight of the so-called a@dsang"”, the politically-connected
automobile, oil and construction industries), ai$ lOw, when crony corporations like
Halliburton are granted nloid contracts in Iraq and Louisiana to rebuildestdevastated t
Bush Administration policies.

4.0 Conclusion: Towards a Political Economy of Urbicide

53. During the Cold War, city planners and other urbencontributed to a cultural projec
atomic normalization that has proven surprisingfeaive for more than half a centu
What is nore significant still is that the contribution dfet city planning profession to t
project must represent thuttimate expression of that project, in that America's willingne
to acquiesce to the presence of nuclear weapord sately find no more nefound a forr
than in the notion that our society's very physstalcture -- its cities ‘would need to ada
to them.

54.  The drive for urban security in the®2Century can also be said to serve a sit
purpose: of normalizing the spectre of ¢éeism, of acculturating the public to the pros
of an endless war against it, and of manifestingsplally society's acceptance of that
into its very built fabric.

55. If the democratic traditions of the United t8tahave eroded dramaticallytime past si
years (and a number of observers have commentét seeming drift towards fascist,
then this erosion is in no small part due to thiepdhreat of urbicide that has been wiel
relentlessly by the Bush Administration, which, estery opportunity, has reminded
public that another terrorist attack on Americatiesi -- this time with weapons of me
destruction -- is a matter of "whemot if." As such, the built environment (and thédt of
those professionally associated with its creatiod aaintenance) becomes an esse
ingredient of that potentiality by making the thremanifest through security meast
ostensibly intended to make people feel more seeubet which in practice quite like
have the opposite effeét

56. In fact, the present, single-minded obsessigthh preventing terrorism serves
interests of the secure city very poorly. As Axvgrt Fallick and Ros$ point out, alon
with the threat posed by glob@rrorism, the world is facing converging criseseobnomi
inequality, environmental degradation, emerging deamc diseases and unsustain
urbanism -- coupled with overcentralized and infidx urban infrastructure ikuited t



rapid adaptability in the face of these criseand all these present a far more ser
general and ongoing threat to the world's citiemttoes terrorism. The authors call fi
more holistic approach to security, one that: seeksnake cities more adaptable
resilient (i.e., through greater redundancy and dededten of systems necessary to k
cities functioning, so that a breakdown in one watit cripple the whole);dentifies an
prepares for a fuller spectrum of risks and allesaesources more effaaly; and redefine
human security in terms of addressing some of thbad inequities (poverty, ecologit
destruction; poor public health; war and other etlanti-terrorism measures) thatnet
incidentally -- fuel terrorism.

57.  With no such coesponding effort to address the injustices and gdaal instability
that give rise to terrorism, and without any quastig of the political agenda behind

imperatives of the state, planners advocating secities risk contributing to the neo-

conservative war machine that has, in its assaultam and Afghanistan and endorseme
of similar assaults by Israel on Lebanon and Gazanly served to fuel resentm
throughout the Middle East.

58. The war on terror has also resulted in grossbapplied resources at the expens
America's cities, the most tragic being the divarsof hundreds of millions of dollars frc
the Southeast Louisiana Urban Flood Control Prdmdétund the Iraq war, which may he
contributed to hundreds of deaths following Humie&atrina in the fall of 2068

59. The nature of our anxieties may have changdtie decade-andtalf since the end
the Cold War; yet we have inherited -- or perhapsen grew out of -the "system
irrationality” that both drove the nuclear armserand normalized the economic, polit
and social functions necessary to prepare for gltaihilation.

60. The argument in thigaper is composed of four parts: the first holds th spite of it
presumed purpose of creating a secure environmdrdn security is in reality a discou
of fear and thus makes powerful contributions t® tleoimperialism and militarism of f
Bush Administration. The second is that such discoussenly made feasible by
intellectual, cultural and political epistemolodicaacuum that cripples both reason
public debate. Third, this knowledge vacuum is ameéntally, inherently and delibeefyt
bound up with the threat of urbicide, the recengreglar of which is the contested 9
event itself. The fourth argument is that, with fear of urbicide being thus materialize«
our built form and etherialized into our cultureirgociety is irdanger of losing its hold «
liberal democracy, and at the same time is beconasg capable of either discerning
erosion or questioning its origin. The national gnge must then become simultanec
irrational and almost impossible to challenge.

61. That which we fear most may be, in fact, the les$é¢he threats facing the contempol
city, yet these ills go unaddressed, and indeesl,eaacerbated by the very measure:
hope will save us. Because it is at once so paiafid so sacrosandthe act of urbe
destruction that has been used to justify bothutiean security project and the "war
terror" to which it is married remains an impenkkealacuna, its origins and authors t
unknown and, for all practical purposes, unknowafike legacy of this unexplain
destruction is a war without end; the razing oiesitin the Middle East; a decline in c
liberties; and a fearful, uneasy relationship wité City and urban life.

62. Yet to question any of these tragic processsuside of acceptable discourse; thus
are bent on capturing in concrete, steel and glasisy made secure against nothing :
selfknowledge, and the means by which to question tloéives and purposes of 1



State.
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