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The cryptic approachof the book alsoleadsto scientific insufficiency. |t oftenfeelsas
if oneis readingthroughlists of measuresindinstitutionsor, whentheoreticalreflections
are made, as if one is being speededthrough enumerationsof conceptsthat are
insufficiently explainedand superficially hooked-upto theoreticalargumentsObviously,
abookreviewis notthe placeto scrutinizechapterby chaptewhathasgonewrongin the
analysis.But by way of illustration of what wentwrong let us look at the debateon the
conceptof region,territory andplacein Chapterl. Someauthorswho havecontributedo
this debateare pinpointed.But the rich tradition of debatethroughoutthe world (Latin
America, USA, France)about, for example,territorialization, spaceand social space,
regionalizationand regionalismis not summarizedand put into context. Authors like
Markusen,Lipietz and Corraggioare not cited althoughthey played a key role in the
internationaldebatedackin the 1980sor before.Anotherexampleof analyticalfailure is
in Chapter6 andconcernghe political economyof regionalism.Only authorsof the new
regionalismschoolandthe social capitaldebatearecited here.Theserepresenbnly some
sides of the picture. Unfortunately, the political economy of regional development
(Lipietz, MasseyHudson,e.g.)doesnot play a significantrole in this chapter Authorsof
this schoolor currentof analysishaveshownthatthefirst procesf regionalismis thatof
regional segmentationin the production system, uneven regional development,and
therefore the impossibility of ‘a’ new regond development paradgm. Regonal
developmenis not the samefor winning and losing regions,and many more territorial
distinctionsmustbe madebeforewe can speakabouta regionaldevelopmenmodeland
strategyfor a specific region. Of courseMick Dunford’s analysisof unevenregional
developmentis cited elsewherein the book, but the consequencesf his analysisfor
regionaldevelopmentavenot beendrawn; a missedopportunity.

By seekingto be thematicallyexhaustive— few themesin the regionalismdebate
are not named— in the spaceof a shortbook, Michael Keating only exceptionally
reachesthe stageof analysis.As a consequencei is very hardto find intellectual
satisfactionin readingthis book. It needdisciplineto follow analyticalargumentghat
remainoftenembryonic while the institutionalandhistoricalinformationis too limited
to be usefulandcanbetterbe pursuedrom othersourcesuchaslegaltextsandhistory
booksproperly speaking.

Frank Moulaert, University of Newcastle upon Tyne

Roger Keil 1998: Los Angeles: Globalization, Urbanization and Social Struggles. New York:
John Wiley & Sons (World Cities Series).

How canresearcton world city formationadequatelyaccountfor andencouragéocal
intervention?or Keil this problemrequiresattentionto the diversesocialandpolitical
strugglesover city developmentpolicies — these conflicts mediate global forces,
translate them into built form within local milieus and dialectically reconstruct
globalizationdiscourseUsing Los Angelesto exposethis processthis book provides
an impressivereview of currentwriting on the regionand a selectiveoverview of the
region’spolitical history overthe past30 years.Thebookalsocommunicates senseof
placethrough60 photographiglatesscatteredhroughouthetext, depictingeverything
from downtownarchitectureandtraffic to streetvendorsandorganizedabourprotests.
Keil's focus on political, agencyservesas an important counterto deterministic
interpretationsand justifications of global restructuringin large metropolises.For
instance throughoutthe 1970sand 1980s,Los Angelesmayor Tom Bradley choseto
postponedealingwith the Fordist growth-inducedcrisesof economicrecessionsand
urban uprisingsthrough an overt internationalizationof the city. This included the
creation of foreign investmentincentives, an accommodatingtransportationinfra-
structurefor imports,anda world-city imagethat culminatedin the successfuhosting
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of the 1984 Olympic GamesIn this context,Los Angelesbecamea ‘testing groundfor
post-Fordistinnovation’ (p. 99), characterizedby the deindustrializationof factories,
the reindustrialization of craft production,and the emergenceof a vastyet polarized
servicesector.

The internationalizabn of Los Angeleshasnot simply establishech hegemonyof
global capital and anti-urbaneconomicdevelopmentKeil argues.The growth process
hassimultaneouslyatalyzednsurgentcivil societieghathavesuccessfullyagitatedfor
social,environmentaland political changeacrossdisparatecommunitiesandinterests:

thehundredf thousand®f working-classAngelenosmostof thempeopleof color (who are
amajority in the city), havebegunto claim spacef alternatecivility thatrepresena major
challengeto the anglo, middle-classsocietyLos Angeleswasbelievedto be. Excludedirom
the benefitsof world city formation,thesecommunitieshavestartedto build a civil society
from below: in churches,labor unions, political organizations,environmental groups,
neighborhoodissociationsndotherforms,the pooranddisenfranchisedf Los Angeleshave
createda network of democraticself- organization(p. 35).

This conceptof alternate tacticalnetworksoperatingwithin the cracksof world city
restructuringis a salientand optimistic contributionto globalizationand urbantheory.
OneexpectsKeil to connectdetailedexamplesof theseinsurgentcivil societiesto his
larger claims aboutthe mediatingfunctionsof political struggles.Instead readersare
led through several cursory summariesof grassrootspolitical action and told that
importantlinks do exist. For example,in the brief chapterentitled ‘Redevelopment’,
Keil narratesa history of partial successes opposingthe destructiveplans of Los
Angeles’ Community Redevelopment Agency in Little Tokyo, Chinaown and
Hollywood, and then concludes:The resistanceof community activists and labor
organizerdo the dictatesof the internationalizedestructuringorovedpartly successful
andstoodastestimonythattheinternationalizatiorof spacein Los Angelesoccurredin
acontextof struggle’(p. 170).Unfortunately this is the closesteil comeso achieving
the book’spromiseof articulatinghow local political conflicts mediatelargerprocesses
of globalization— the thesisis compellingbut not substantiatedh this text.

Thereis a tensetheoreticalundercurrentelt throughoutLos Angeleshat may explain,
in part, the elusivenes®f the book’s promise.Keil clearly positionshimselfin the neo-
Marxist campof Mike Davis, David Harvey and Henri Lefebvre,which ideally suits his
maao-spatial and -economic critique, but he problematicdly dismisses everyday
practices,cultural experiencesand postmoderrsensibilitiesin the processKeil writes:
‘Everyday Los Angelesfirst andforemost,is a result, terrainandorigin of political and
socialstruggles. .. While the streetservesasthe classicalstagefor the everyday thereis
more to this dimension than the occupdion with sidewdks, asphal and chance
encounters’(pp. xxiv—v), Suchformulationsintimate that the everydayis always only
political, and that meaning-makingpracticesare secondaryto and separatdrom social
struggles.

Keil thentakesthis positionone stepfurtherto suggesthat researcherg/ho pursue
the theoreticalcomplexity of cultural experiencegndeverydaylife in world cities are
unwittingly serving the interestsof global capital: ‘Authors like Michael Dear and
EdwardSojahavedeconstructed.os Angelesinto a fragmentedpatternof placesand
temporalitiesin a way that suggestshe existenceof a total(itarian)synchronicity’ (pp.
6—7),and‘the neo-conservativeelebrationof pluralismandfragmentation. . is athin
veil in front of deregulatiorand privatization’ (p. 232). In this case,it seemghatKeil
has extendedhis interestin political oppositionto the theoretical realm and has
constructedartificial oppositionsratherthan mediations betweerdifferentapproaches
to scholarshipAs aconsequencef Keil' saversionto theoriesof theeverydaytherich
ethnographidetail presentin this book’s photographsieverfinds any voice in textual
description,and readersare left with summariesor interesting eventsbut not the
palpableflavour of political actionin Los Angeles.

Torin Monahan, Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute
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