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The carefully manicured lawns of Los
Angeles’s Westside sprout forests of omin-
ous little signs warning: “Armed Response!’
Even richer neighborhoods in the canyons
and hillsides isolate themselves behind
walls guarded by guntoting private police
and state-of-the-art electronic surveillance.
Downtown, 2 publicly~subsidized ‘urban
renaissance’ has raised the nation’s largest
corporate citadel, segregated from the poor
neighborhoods around it by a monumental
architectural glacis. In Hollywood, celeb-
rity architect Frank Gehry, renowned for
his ‘humanism’, apotheosizes the siege
look in a library designed to resemble a
foreign-legion fort. In the Westlake district
and the San Fernando Valley the Los
Angeles Police barricade streets and seal
off poor neighborhoods as part of their
‘war on drugs’. In Watts, developer Alexan-
der Haagen demonstrates his strategy for
recolonizing inner-city -retail markets: a
panoptican shopping mall surrounded. by
staked metal fences and a substation of
the LAPD in a central surveillance tower.

. Finally on the horizon of the next millen-

nium, an ex-chief of police crusades for an
anti-crime ‘giant eye’ —a geo-synchronous
law enforcement satellite — while other cops
discreetly tend versions of ‘Garden Plot’, a
hoary but still viable 1960s plan for a law-
and-order armageddon.

Welcome to post-liberal Los Angeles,
where the defense of luxury lifestyles is

translated into a proliferation of new re-
pressions in space and movement, under-
girded by the ubiquitous ‘armed response’.
This obsession with - physical security
systems, and, collaterally, with the archi-
tectural policing of sotial boundaries, has
become a zeitgeist of urban restructuring, a
master narrative in the emerging built en-
viroriment of the 1990s, Yet contemporary
urban theory, whether debating the role of
electronic technologies in precipitating
‘postmodern space’, of discussing the dis-
persion of urban functions across poly-
centered metropolitan ‘galaxies’, has been
strangely silent about the militarization of

city life so grimly visible at the street level.

Hollywood’s pop apocalypses and pulp sci-
ence fiction have been more realistic, and
politically perceptive, in representing the
programmed hardening of the urban sur-
face in the wake of the social polarizations
of the Reagan era. Images of carceral inner
cities {Escape from New York, Running
Man), high-tech  police death squads
{Blade Runner), sentient buildings {Die
Hard), urban bantustans (They . Livel),
Vietnara-like street wars {Colors), and so
on, only extrapolate from actually existing
trends.

Such dystopian visions grasp the extent
to which today’s pharaonie scales of resi-
dential and commercial security supplant
residual hopes for urban reform and so-
cial integration. The dire predictions of
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Richard Nixon’s 1969 National Commis-
sion on the Causes and Prevention of Vio-
lence have been tragically fulfilled: we live
in *fortress cities’ brutally divided between
‘fortified cells’ of affluent society
and ‘places of terror’ where the police
battle the criminalized poor.’ The ‘Second
Civil War’ that began in the long hot
summers of the 1960s has been institution-
alized into the very structure of urban
space. The old liberal paradigm of social
control, attempting to balance repression
with reform, has long been superseded by
a rhetoric of social warfare that calculates
the interests of the urban poor and
the middle classes as a zero-sum game. In
cities like Los Angeles, on the bad edge
of postmodernity, one observes an unpre-
cedented tendency to merge wurban
design, architecture and the police appar-
atus into a single, comprehensive security
effort.

This epochal coalescence has far-reach-
ing consequences for the social relarions of
the built environment. In the first place, the
market provision of ‘security’ generates its
own paranoid demand. ‘Security’ becomes
a positional good defined by income access
to private ‘protective services’ and member-
ship in some hardened residential enclave
or restricted suburh. As a prestige symbol -
and sometimes as the decisive borderline
berween the merely well-off and the ‘truly
rich’ — ‘security’ has less to do with personal
safety than with the degree of personal in-
sulation, in residential, work, consumption
and travel ‘environments, from ‘unsavory’
groups and individuals, even crowds in
general.

Secondly, as William Whyte has ob-
served of social intercourse in New York,
“fear proves itself’, The social perception of
threat becomes a function of the security
mohbilization itself, not crime rates. Where
there is an actual rising arc of street vio-
lence, as in Southcentral Los Angeles or
Downtown Washington DC, most of the
carnage is self-contained within ethnic or
class boundaries. Yet white middle-class
imagination, absent from any first-hand
knowledge of inner-city conditions, magni-

fies the perceived threat through a demono-
logical lens. Surveys show that Milwaukee
suburbanites are just as worried about vio-
lent crime as inner-city Washingtonians,
despite a twenty-fold difference in relative
levels of mayhem. The media, whose func-
tion in this arena is to bury and obscure
the daily economic violence of the city,
ceaselessly throw up spectres of criminal
underclasses and psychotic stalkers. Sensa-
tionalized accounts of killer youth gangs
high on crack and shrilly racist evocations
of marauding Willie Hortons foment the
moral panics that reinforce and justify
urban apartheid. .

Moreover, the neo-military syntax of
contemporary architecture insinuates vio-
lence and conjures imaginary dangers. In
many instances the semiotics of so-called
‘defensible space’ are just about as subtle
as a swaggering white cop. Today’s upscale,
pseudo-public spaces — sumptuary malls,
office centers, culture acropolises, and so
on — are full of invisible signs warning off
the underclass ‘Other’. Although architec-
tural critics are usually oblivious to how the
built environment contributes to segrega-
tion, pariah groups — whether poor Latino
families, young Black men, or elderly
homeless white females — read the meaning
immediately,

The Destruction of Public Space

The universal and ineluctable consequence
of this crusade to secure the city is the de-
struction of accessible public space. The
contemporary opprobrinm attached to
the term ‘street person’ is in itself a
harrowing index of the devaluation of
public spaces. To reduce contact with un-
touchables, urban redevelopment has con-
verted once viral pedestrian streets into
traffic sewers and transformed public
parks into temporary receptacles for the
homeless and wretched. The American
city, as many critics have recognized, is
being systematically turned inside out — or,
rather, outside in. The valorized spaces of
the new megastructures and super-malls
are concentrated in the center, street front-
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age is denuded, public activity is sorted into
strictly functional compartments, and cir-
culation is internalized in corridors under

 the gaze of private police.”

The privatization of the architectural
public realm, moreover, is shadowed by
parallel restructurings of electronic space,
as heavily policed, pay-access ‘information
orders’, elite data-bases and subscription
cable services appropriate parts of the invis-
ible agora. Both processes, of coutse, mirror
the deregulation of the economy and the
recession of non-market entitlements. The
decline of urban liberalism has been accom-
panied by the death of what might be called
the ‘Olmstedian vision' of public space,
Frederick Law Olmsted, it will be recalled,
was North America’s Haussmann, as well
as the Father of Central Park. In the wake of
Manbhartan’s ‘Commune’ of 1863, the great
Draft Riot, he conceived public landscapes
and parks as social safety-valves, mixing
classes and ethnicities in common (bour-
geois) recreations and enjoyments. As Man-
fredo Tafuri has shown in his well-known
study of Rockefeller Center, the same
principle animated the constrnction of the
canonical urban spaces of the La Guardia -
Roosevelt era.?

This reformist vision of public space - as
the emollient of class struggle, if not the
bedrock of the American polis — is now as
obsolete as Keynesian nostrums of full em-
ployment. In regard to the ‘mixing’ of
classes, contemporary urban America is
more like Victorian England than Walt
Whitman's or La Guardia’s New York. In
Los Angeles, once-upon-a-time a demi-
paradise of free beaches, luxurious parks,
and ‘cruising strips’, genuinely democratic
space is all but extinct. The Oz-like archi-
pelago of Westside pleasure domes — a con-
tinuum of tony malls, arts centers and
gourmet strips — is reciprocally dependent
upon the social imprisonment of the third-
world service proletariat who live in in-
creasingly repressive ghettoes and barrios.
In a city of several million yearning immi-
grants, public amenities are radically
shrinking, parks are becoming derelict and
beaches more segregated, libraries and

playgrounds are closing, youth congrega-
tions of ordinary kinds are banned, and
the streets are becoming more desolate
and dangerous.

Unsurprisingly, as in other American
cities, municipal policy has taken its lead
from the security offensive and the middle-
class demand for increased spatial and
social insulation. De facto disinvestment
in traditional public space and recreation
has supported the shift of fiscal resources to
corporate-defined redevelopment prior-
ities, A pliant city government — in this
case ironically professing to represent a bi-
racial coalition of liberal whites and Blacks
—has collaborated in the massive privatiza-
tion of public space and the subsidization
of new, racist enclaves (benignly described
as ‘urban villages’). Yet most current, giddy
discussions of the ‘postmodern’ scene in
Los Angeles neglect entirely these overbear-
ing aspects of counter-urbanization and
counter-insurgency. A triumphal gloss —
‘urban renaissance’, ‘city of the future’,
and so-on - is laid over the brutalization
of innercity neighborhoods and the in-
creasing South Africanization of its spatial
relations. Even as the walls have come
down in Eastern Europe, they are being
erected all over Los Angeles.

The observations that follow take as
their thesis the existence of this new class
war (sometimes a continuation of the race
war of the 1960s) at the level of the built
environment. Although this is not a com-
prehensive account, which would require a
thorough analysis of economic and polit-
ical dynamics, these images and instances
are meant to convince the reader that urban
form is indeed following a repressive func-
tion in the political furrows of the Reagan—
Bush era. Los Angeles, in its usual prefig-
urative made, offers an especially disquiet-
ing catalogue of the emergent liaisons
between architecture and the American
police state.

The Forbidden City

The first millitarist of space in Los Angeles
was General Otis of the Times. Declaring
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himself at war with labor, he infused his
surroundings with an unrelentingly belli-
cose air:

He called his home in Los Angeles
the Bivouac. Another house was known
as the Qutpost. The Tirmes was known as
the Fortress. The staff of the paper was
the Phalanx. The Times building itself
was more fortress than newspaper plant,
there were turrets, battlements, sentry
boxes. Inside he stored fifty rifles.*

A great, menacing bronze eagle was the
Times’s crown; a small, functional cannon
was installed on the hood of Otis’s touring
car to intimidate onlookers. Not surpris-
ingly, this overwrought display of aggres-
sion produced a response in kind. On
1 October 1910 the heavily fortified
Times headquarters — citadel of the open
shop on the West Coast — was destroyed in
a catastrophic explosion blamed on union
saboteurs.

Eighty years later, the spirit of General
Otis has returned to subtly pervade Los
Angeles’s new ‘postmodern’ Downtown:
the emerging Pacific Rim financial complex
which cascades, in rows of skyscrapers,
from Bunker Hill southward along the Fig-
uerca corridor, Redeveloped with public
tax increments under the aegis of the
powerful and largely unaccountable Com-
munity Redevelopment Agency, the Down-
town project is one of the largest postwar
urban designs in North America. Site as-
semblage and clearing on a vast scale,
with little mobilized opposition, have res-
urrected land values, upon which big devel-
opers and off-shore capital {increasingly
Japanese) have planted a series of billion-
dollar, block-square  mega-structures:
Crocker Center, the Bonaventure Hotel
and Shopping Mali, the World Trade
Center, the Broadway Plaza, Arco Center,
CitiCorp Plaza, California Plaza, and so
on. With historical landscapes erased,
with megastructures and superblocks as
primary components, and with an increas-
ingly dense and self-contained circulation
system, the new financial district is best
conceived as a single, demonically self-

referential hyper-structure, a Miesian sky-
scape raised to dementia.

Like similar megalomaniac complexes,
tethered to fragmented and desolated
Downtowns (for instance, the Renaissance
Cenret in Detroit, the Peachtree and Omni
Centers in Atlanta, and so on), Bunker Hil|
and the Figueroa corridor have provoked a
storm of liberal objections against their
abuse of scale and composition, their deni-

* gration of street landscape, and their con-

fiscation of so much of the vital life activity
of the center, now sequestered within sub-
terranean concourses or privatized malls,
Sam Hall Kaplan, the crusty urban critic
of the Times, has been indefatigable in de-
nouncing the anti-pedestrian bias of the
new corporate citadel, with its fascist oblit-
eration of street frontage. In his view the
superimposition of ‘hermetically sealed
fortresses’ and air-dropped ‘pieces of sub-
urbia’ has ‘dammed the rivers of life’
Downtown.”

Yet Kaplan’s vigorous defense of pedes-
trian democracy remains grounded in hack-
neyed liberal complaints about ‘bland
design’ and ‘elitist planning practices’,
Like most architectural critics, he rails
against the oversights of urban design with-
out recognizing the dimension of foresight,
of explicit repressive intention, which has
its roots in Los Angeles’s ancient history of
class and race warfare. Indeed, when
Downtown’s new ‘Gold Coast’ is viewed
en bloc from the standpoint of its inter-
actions with other social areas and land-
scapes in the central city, the ‘fortress
effect’ emerges, not as an inadvertent fail-
ure of design, but as deliberate socio-spatial
strategy.

The goals of this straregy may be sum-
marized as a double repression: to raze all
association with Downtown’s past and to
prevent any articulation with the non-
Anglo urbanity of its future. Everywhere
on the perimeter of redevelopment this
strategy takes the form of a brutal architec-
tural ‘edge or glacis that defines the new
Dowatown as a citadel vis-d-vis the rest of
the central city. Los Angeles is unusual
amongst major urban renewal centers in
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preserving, however, negligently, most of
its circa 1900-30 Beaux Arts commercial
core. At immense public cost, the corpor-
ate headquarters and financial district
was shifted from the old Broadway-Spring
corridor six blocks west to the greenfield
site created by destroying the Bunker
Hill residential neighborhood. To empha-
size the ‘security’ of the new Downtown,
virtually all the traditional pedestrian links
to the old center, including the famous
Angels’ Flight funicular railroad, were re-
moved.

The logic of this entire operation is
revealing. In order cities developers might
have attempted to articulate the new sky-
scape and the old, exploiting the latter’s
extraordinary inventory of theaters and
historic buildings to create a gentrified his-
tory —a gaslight district, Faneuil Market or
Ghirardelli Square — as a support to middle-
class residential colonization. But Los
Angeles’s redevelopers viewed property
values in the old Broadway core as irrevers-
ibly eroded by the area’s very centrality to
public transport, and especially by its heavy
use by Black and Mexican poor. In the
wake of the Watts Rebellion, and the per-
ceived Black threat to crucial nodes of
white power (spelled out in lurid detail in
the McCone Commission Report), resegre-
gated spatial security became the para-
mount concern.® The Tos Angeles Police
Department abetted the flight of business
from Broadway to the fortified redoubts of
Bunker Hill by spreading scare literature
typifying Black teenagers as dangerous
gang members.

As a result, redevelopment massively re-
produced spatial apartheid. The moat of
the Harbor Freeway and the regraded
palisades of Bunker Hill cut off the new
financial core from the poor immigrant
neighborhoods that surround it on every
side. Along the base of California Plaza,
Hill Street became a local Berlin Wall sep-
arating the publicly subsidized luxury of
Bunker Hill from the lifeworid of Broad-
way, now reclaimed by Latino immigrants
as their primary shopping and entertain-
ment street, Because politically connected

speculators are now redeveloping the
northern end of the Broadway corridor
{sometimes known as ‘Bunker Hill Easr’),
the CRA is promising to restore pedestrian
linkages to the Hill in the 1990s, including
the Angels’ Flight incline railroad. This,
of course, only dramatizes the current bias
against accessibility — that is to say, against
any spatial interaction between old and
niew, poor and rich, except in the frame-
waork of gentrification or recolonization.®
Although a few white-collars venture into
the Grand Central Market — a popular em-
porium of tropical produce and fresh foods
— Latino shoppers or Saturday strollers
never circulate in the Gucci precincts
above Hill Street. The occasional appear-
ance of a destitute street nomad in Broad-
way Plaza or in front of the Museum of
Contemporary Art sets off a quiet panic;
video cameras turn on their mounts and
security guards adjust their belts.
Photographs of the old Downtown in its
prime show mixed crowds of Anglo, Black
and Latino pedestrians of different ages
and classes. The contemporary Downtown
‘renaissance’ is designed to make such
heterogeneity virtually impossible. It is
intended not just to ‘kill the streer’ as
Kaplan fears, but to ‘kill the crowd’, to
climinate that democratic admixture on
the pavements and in the parks that
Olmsted believed was America’s antidote
to FEuropean class polarizations. The
Downtown hyperstructure - like some

" Buckminster Fuller post-Holocaust fantasy

~ is programmed to ensure a seamless con-
tinuum of middle-class work, consumprion
and recreation, without unwonted expos-
ure to Downtown’s working-class street
environments.” Indeed the totalitarian
semiotics of ramparts and battiements,
reflective glass and elevated pedways, re-
bukes any affinity or sympathy between
different architectural or human orders.
As in Otis’s fortress Tirnes building, this is
the archisemiotics of class war.

Lest this seem too extreme, consider
Urban Land magazines recent description
of the profit-driven formula that across the
United States has linked together clustered
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development, social homogeneity, and a
secure ‘Downtown image™

HOW TO OVERCOME FEAR OF CRIME
IN DOWNTOWNS

Create a Dense, Compact, Multifunc-
tional Core Area. A downtown can be
designed and developed to make visitors
feel that it — or a significant portion of it -
is attractive and the type of place that
‘respectable people’ like themselves tend
to frequent....A core downtown area
that is compact, densely developed and
multifunctional will concentrate people,
giving them more activities. .. . The activ-
ities offered in this core area will deter-
mine what ‘type’ of people will be
strolling its sidewalks; locating offices
and housing for middle-and wupper
income residents in or near the core area
can assure a high percentage of ‘respect-
able’, law-abiding pedestrians. Such an
attractive redeveloped core area would
also be large enough to affect the down-
town’s overall image.'®

Sadistic Street Environments

This conscious ‘hardening’ of the city sur-
face against the poor is especially brazen in
the Manichaean treatment of Downtown
microcosms. In his famous study of the
‘social life of small urban spaces’, William
Whyte makes the point that the quality of
any urban environment can be measured,
first of all, by whether there are convenient,
comfortable places for pedestrains to sit.”’
This maxim has been warmly taken to
heart by designers of the high-corporate
preeincts of Bunker Hill and the emerging
‘urban village’ of South Park. As part of the
city’s policy of subsidizing white-collar
residential colonization in Downtown, it
has spent, or plans to spend, tens of mil-
lions of dollars of diverted tax revenue on
enticing, ‘soft’ environments in these areas.
Planners envision an opulent complex of
squares, fountains, world-class public art,
exotic shubbery, and avant-garde street fur-
niture along a Hope Street pedestrian corri-
dor. In the propaganda of official boosters,
nothing is taken as a better index of Down-
town’s ‘liveability’ than the idyll of office

workers and upscale tourists lounging or
napping in the terraced gardens of Califor-
nia Plaza, the ‘Spanish Steps’ or Grand
Hope Park.

In stark contrast, a few blocks away, the
city is engaged in a merciless struggle to
make public facilitics and spaces as ‘unlive-
able’ as possible for the homeless and the
poor. The persistence of thousands of street
peopte on the fringes of Bunker Hill and the
Civic Center sours the image of designer
Downtown living and betrays the labori-
ously constructed illusion of a Downtown
‘renaissance’. City Hall then retaliates with
its own variant of low-intensity warfare.'*

Although city leaders periodically essay
schemes for removing indigents en masse —
deporting them to a poor farm on the edge
of the desert, confining them in camps in
the mountains, or, memorably, interning
them on a derelict ferry at the Harbor -
such *final solutions’ have been blocked by
councii members fearful of the displace-
ment of the homeless into their districts.
Instead the city, self-consciously adopting
the idiom of urban cold war, promotes the
‘containment’ {official term) of the home-
less in Skid Row along Fifth Street east of
the Broadway, systematically transforming
the neighborhood into an outdoor poor-
house. But this containment strategy breeds
its own vicious circle of contradiction. By
condensing the mass of the desperate and
helpless together in such a small space, and
denying adequate housing, official policy
has transformed Skid Row into probably
the most dangerous ten square blocks in
the world — ruled by a grisly succession of
‘Stashers’, ‘Night Stalkers’ and more ordin-
ary predarors.’® Every night on Skid Row is
Friday the 13th, and, unsurprisingly, many
of the homeless seek to escape the ‘Nickle’
during the night at all costs, searching safer
niches in other parts of Downtown. The
city in turn tightens the noose with in-
creased, police harassment and ingenious
design deterrents.

One of the most common, but mind-
numbing, of these deterrents is the Rapid
Transit District’s new barrelshaped bus
bench that offers a minimal surface for
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uncomfortable sitting, while making sleep-
ing utterly impossible. Such ‘bumproof’
benches are being widely introduced on
the periphery of Skid Row. Another inven-
tion, worthy of the Grand Guignol, is the
aggressive deployment of outdoor sprink-
lers. Several years ago the city opened a
‘Skid Row Park’ along lower Fifth Street,
on a corner of Hell. To ensure that the park
was not used for sleeping — that is to say, to
guarantee that it was mainly utilized for
drug dealing and prostitution - the city
installed an elaborate overhead sprinkler
system programmed to drench unsuspect-
ing sleepers at random times during the
night. The system was immediately copied
by some local businessmen in order to drive
the homeless away from adjacent public
sidewalks. Meanwhile restaurants and
markets have responded to the homeless
by building ornate enclosures to protect

their refuse. Although no one in Los

Angeles has yet proposed adding cyanide
to the garbage, as happened in Phoenix a
few years back, one popular seafood res-
taurant has spent $12,000 to build the ul-
timate bag-lady-proof trash cage: made of
three-quarter inch steel rod with alloy locks
and vicious outturned spikes to safeguard
priceless moldering fishheads and stale
french fries.

Public toilets, however, are the real East-
ern Front of the Downtown war on the
poor. Los Angeles, as a matter of deliberate
policy, has fewer available public lavatories
than any major North American city. On
the advice of the LAPD (who actually sit on
the design board of at least one major
Downtown redevelopment project),* the
Community Redevelopment Agency bull-
dozed the remaining public toilet in Skid
Row. Agency planners then agonized for
months over whether to include a ‘free-
standing public toilet’ in their design for
South Park. As CRA Chairman Jim Wood
later admitted, the decision not to include
the toilet was a ‘policy decision and not a
design decision’. The CRA Downtown pre-
fers the solution of ‘quasi-public restrooms’
— meaning toilets in restaurants, art galler-
ies and office buildings - which can be

made available to tourists and office
workers while being denied to vagrants
and other unsuitables.'® The toiletless no-
man’s-land east of Hill Street in Downtown
is also barren of outside water sources for
drinking or washing. A common and troub-
ling sight these days are the homeless men —
many of them young Salvadorean refugees
- washing in and even drinking from the
sewer effluent which flows down the con-
crete channe! of the Los Angeles River on

. the eastern edge of Downtown.

Where the itineraries of Downtown
powerbrokers unavoidably intersect with
the habitats of the homeless or the working
poor, as in the previously mentioned zone
of gentrification along the northern Broad-
way corridor, extraordinary design precau-
tions are being taken to ensure the physical
separation of the different humanities. For
instance, the CRA brought in the Los
Angeles Police to design ‘24-hour, state-
of-the-art security’ for the two new parking
structures that serve the Los Angeles Times
and Ronald Reagan State Office buildings.
In contrast to the mean streets outside, the
parking structures contain beautifully land-
scaped lawns or ‘microparks’, and in one
case, a food court and a historical exhibit.
Moreaver, both structures are designed as
‘confidence-building’ circulation systems —
miniature paradigms of privatization -
which allow white-collar workers to walk
from car to office, or from car to boutique,
with minimum exposure to.the public
street. The Broadway Spring Center, in par-
ticular, which links the Ronald Reagan
Building to the proposed “‘Grand Central
Square’ at Third and Broadway, has been
warmly praised by architectural critics for
adding greenery and art (a banal bas relief)
to parking. It also adds a huge dose of
menace — armed guards, locked gates, and
security cameras — to scare away the home-
less and paoor.

The cold war on the streets of Down-
town is ever escalating. The police, lobbied
by Downtown merchants and developers,
have broken up every attempt by the home-
fess and their allies to create safe havens or
self-organized encampments, ‘Tusticeville’,
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founded by homeless activist Ted Hayes,
was roughly dispersed; when its inhabitants
attempted to find refuge at Venice Beach,
they were arrested at the behest of the local
councilperson (a renowned environmental-
ist) and sent back to the inferno of Skid
Row. The city’s own brief experiment with
legalized camping - a grudging response to
a series of exposure deaths in the cold
winter .of 1987'¢ — was ended abruptly
after only four months to make way for
construction of a transit repair yard. Cur-
rent policy seems to involve a perverse play
upon Zola's famous irony about the ‘equal
rights’ of the rich and the poor to sleep out
rough. As the head of the city planning
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commission explained the official line to
incredulous reporters, it is not against the
law to sleep on the street per se, ‘only to
erect any sort of protective shelter’. To en-
force this prescription against ‘cardboard
condos’, the LAPD periodically sweep the
Nickle, confiscating shelters and other pos-
sessions, and arresting resisters. Such cyn-
ical repression has turned the majority of
the homeless inta urban bedouins. They are
visible all over Downtown, pushing a few
pathetic possessions in purloined shopping
carts, always fugitive and in motion,
pressed between the official policy of con-
tainment and the increasing sadism of
Downtown streets.'” . ..

5 Los Angeles Tines, 4 November 1978, X, p.
13. See also Sam Hall Kaplan, L. A. Follies:
A Critical Look at Growth, Politics and
Architecture, Santa Monica 1989,
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7 In the early 1970s the police circularized
members of the Central City Association
about an ‘imminent gang invasion'. They
urged businessmen ‘to report to the police
the presence of any groups of young Blacks
in the area. These are young people between
the ages of twelve and eighteen, both boys
and girls. One gang wears earrings and the
other wears hats. When encountered in
groups of more than two they are very dan-
gerous and armed.” {Los Angeles Times, 24
Dec. 1972, 1, p. 7.) .

8 Gentrification in this case is ‘Reaganiza-
tion'. In a complex deal aimed at making
the north end of the Broadway corridor an
upscaled ‘bridge’ linking Bunker Hill, the
Civic Center and Little Tokyo, the CRA
has spent more than $20 million inducing
the State to build the ‘Ronald Reagan Office
Building’ a block away from the comer of
Third and Broadway, while simultaneously
bribing the Union Rescue Mission $6 mil-
lion to move its homeless clientele out of the
néighborhood. The 3,000 civil servants
from the Reagan Building are intended as
shock troops to gentrify the strategic corner
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of Third and Broadway, where developer
Ira Yellin has received further millions in
subsidies from the CRA to transform the
three historic structures he owns (the Brad-
bury Building, Million Dollar Theater and
Grand Central Market) into ‘Grand Cen-
tral Square’. The ‘Broadway-Spring
Center’ — discussed in the text — provides
‘security in circulation’ between the Rea-
gan Building and the Square.

In reflecting on the problem of the increas-
ing social distance between the white
middle classes and the Black poor, Oscar
Newman, the renowned theorist of ‘defens-
ible space’, argues for the federally ordered
dispersion of the poor in the suburban resi-
dential landscape. He insists, however, that
‘bringing the poor and the black into the
fold’ {sic) must be conducted ‘on a tightly
controlled quota basis’ that is non-
threatening to the middle class and ensures
their continuing social dominance. {Cosm-
munity of Interest, Garden City 1981, pp.
19-25.) Such ‘tightly controlled quotas’, of
course, are precisely the strategy favored
by redevelopment agencies like Los Ange-
les’s as they have been forced to include a
small portion of low or very-low income
housing in their projected ‘urban villages'.
It seems inconceivable to Newman, or to
these agencies, that the urban working
class is capable of sustaining their own
decent neighborhoods or having any voice
in the definition of public interest. That is
why the working poor are always the
‘problem’, the ‘blight’ in redevelopment,
while the gilded middle classes always rep-
resent ‘revitalization’.

N. David Milder, *Crime and Downtown
Revitalization’, in Urban Land, Sept.
1987, p. 18.

The Social Life of Small Spaces, New York
1985.

The descriptions that follow draw heavily
on the extraordinary photographs of Diego
Cardoso, who has spent years document-
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ing Downtown’s various street scenes and
tman habitacs.

Since crack began'to replace cheap wine on
Skid Row in the mid 1980s, the homicide
rate has jumped to almost 1 per week. A
recent backpage Times story - ‘Well,
That’s Skid Row’ (15 Nov. 1989} ~claimed
that the homeless have become so ‘inured
to street violence’ that ‘the brutal slayings
of two people within two blocks of each
other the night before drew far less atten-
tion than the taping of an episode of the
television show, “Beauty and the Beast™".
The article noted, however, the homeless
have resorted to a ‘buddy system” whereby
one sleeps and the other acts as ‘sporter’ to
warn of potential assailants.

For example, the LAPD sits on the Design
Advisory Board of ‘Miracle on Broadway',
the publicly funded body attempting to
initiate the gentrification of part of the
Downtown historic core. {(Downtown
News, 2 Jan. 1989.} _
Interviews with Skid Row residents; see
also Tom Chorneau, ‘Quandary Over a
Park Restroom’, Dowmtown News, 25
Aug. 1986, pp. 1, 4. In other Southern
California communities the very hygiene
of the poor is being criminalized. New or-
dinances specifically directed against the
homeless outlaw washing oneself in public
‘above the elbow’,

See ‘Cold Snap’s Toll at $ as Tes Iciest Night
Acrives’, Times, 22 Dec. 1288.

See my ‘Chinatown, Part Two? The Inter-
nationalization of Downtown Los
Angeles’, New Left Review, July-Aug.
1987. It is also important to note that,
despite the crack epidemic on Skid Row
(which has attracted a much younger
population of homeless men), there is no
drug treatment center or rehabilitation
program in the area. Indeed within the
city as a whole narcotic therapy funding
is being cut while police and prisen
budgers ate soaring.



