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The “Hudson Yards”,
New York City’s largest
development project for
decades, has attracted
enormous media attention and debate. Not surprisingly given its size,
the project is complicated. My intention here is to
set out some central
complexities and contexts. Then, in that connection, revisit some of
the main current debates,
with the implication that
awareness of the complexities is crucial for adequately considering
these debates. The debates mostly fall into two
categories. First, there
is the economic discussion, especially how far
the “Hudson Yards” was
“economically subsidized”, and if so whether

subsidies were justified?
Second, there is the aesthetic argument, for example do the tall new
buildings, the plazas, and
outdoor sculpture such as
the huge, ascendable
steps (called the “Vessel”
for now, but to be renamed) look pleasing/
beautiful/appropriate etc?
Definitions.
The first complexity is
that, geographically, the
“Hudson Yards” can be
defined in two main ways,
each valid. The narrow
definition, used in much
of the recent media attention, refers to the 13 acre
area that constitutes the
“Eastern Railyards” (30th34th streets and 10th to
11th Avenue), for which
the developer Stephen
Ross and Related, the
company he chairs, have
a 100 year lease from the
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA), and

The Hudson Yards development
includes the controversial 16story Vessel.

on which they, and others, have now built or
commissioned nine very
tall new buildings, including a mega shopping
mall. Adjoining this is the
as yet undeveloped
“Western Railyards,” 13
acres, for which the developer Ross likewise has
a 100 year lease from the
MTA (Figures 1 and 2). A
second, much broader,
definition of the “Hudson
Yards” refers to the
huge, 360 acre area, that
Hudson, p. 10

Chair’s Message

Rachel Dwyer, Ohio State University

The summer newsletter is brimming with details about all the stimulating CUSS activities
upcoming at the ASA
meeting in New York. I
look forward to seeing
many of you there.

The 2019
CUSS@ASA program
promises new insights
into community and urban sociology. We kick
off the meeting with our
preconference on Aug. 9,
co-sponsored with the
NYU Wagner Center for

Public Policy and a number of other units at NYU
and Ohio State. The preconference spotlights
research on inequality
and social justice in 21st
century cities. Most of our
Chair, p. 2
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CUSS
will feature
18 Roundtables
at the
2019
ASA Meetings

section activities will occur on Saturday, Aug. 10
in the Sheraton Hotel,
including three stimulating paper sessions
(sessions 1150, 1249,
and 1565) and our always lively annual
roundtable session
(1451), all showcasing
the vitality and diversity of
research in community
and urban sociology. The
business meeting will
occur in the same room
after the one-hour
roundtables and start at
3:30. Our fourth section
paper session (2244) is
the morning of Sunday,
Aug. 11. Look too for the
regular session on urban
sociology organized by
Chair-Elect Japonica
Brown-Saracino on Tuesday, Aug. 13 at 10:30 on
the Fourth Floor of the
Hilton. There are as always many thematic plenaries, local spotlight
sessions, ASA tours, and
presidential panels that
will interest CUSS members.
We also come together to celebrate another
year of accomplishments
and contributions to community and urban sociology. We will honor our
award winners at our
business meeting on Saturday and celebrate
again that night at the
Section reception at the
CUNY Macaulay Honors
College, at 35 W. 67th
Street.
We also celebrate that
two (!) holders of the Helen and Robert Lynd
Award for Distinguished
Career Achievement in
Community and Urban
Sociology have won major ASA awards this year
(https://www.asanet.org/n

ews-events/asaawards/2019-asa-awardrecipients). Joe Feagin
has won the 2019 Public
Understanding of Sociology Award, and was Lynd
Award recipient in 2000.
Harvey Molotch has won
the 2019 W.E.B. DuBois
Career of Distinguished
Scholarship Award, and
was Lynd Award recipient
in 2003. Congratulations
to Professors Feagin and
Molotch!
Next year we look forward to awarding the inaugural CUSS Publicly
Engaged Research
Award (rotating every
other year with the Excellence in Teaching in
Community and Urban
Sociology Award). Start
thinking of nominations
for that and our other
awards in the coming
year.
One of the privileges
of being chair of CUSS
has been learning more
about the history of our
section. We’re one of the
oldest sections, and in
fact a section on
“community organization”
was one of the first sections listed on the annual
meeting program in the
1920s
(https://www.asanet.org/a
sa-communities/asasections/historysections). City & Community was the first section
journal, with inaugural
Editor Anthony Orum
(https://www.asanet.org/b
rief-history-asa-journalsand-rose-series). The
success and impact of
the journal has inspired
three more sections to
follow our lead. This year,
Deirdre Oakley, Editor of
City & Community, the
CUSS Publications Com-

mittee Co-Chairs Heather
Macindoe and Marcus
Hunter, and I have
worked with leadership in
those sections to coordinate clearer and more
effective governance of
section journals with ASA
leadership.
CUSS members of
course lead in scholarship as well, superbly
illustrated by our section
and ASA award winners.
I have so often been
struck by how the newest
currents in Sociology link
back to long traditions
within Community and
Urban Sociology. For example, we see this very
clearly in one of the areas
of my own research:
credit, debt, and inequality. The 2000s brought
renewed attention to financial inequality and
insecurity in the United
States. Greater awareness flowed out of a number of factors, including
the shock of the Great
Recession, the effects of
deregulated and expanding financial markets, and
growing worries over the
data stores and algorithmic capacities of powerful
actors as developing
technologies provide new
tools in ranking and surveillance. While there are
fresh dimensions to these
processes, the underlying
dynamics are long running and there is a great
deal of insight in the classical work in this area.
The foundational studies
in community and urban
sociology highlighted the
importance of inequalities
in credit and debt and the
influence of powerful financial actors on inscribing racial, class, and oth
Chair, p. 4
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Editor’s Note
William Holt, Birmingham-Southern College
This edition of the
CUSS Newsletter marks
the end of my almost 20
years of serving as an
editor. In 2001 I responded to a call for an editor
from then-Chair Barrett
Lee. He contacted me on
what seemed to be a typical Tuesday morning that
I was to be co-editor with
Jennifer Stoloff at the
U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development (HUD).
However, that Tuesday was anything but ordinary. On WCBS the
announcers were complaining about how poorly
the Giants played in the
previous evening’s Monday Night Football Game.
Then, during the weather
report, the announcer
mentioned that there appeared to be a small
plane near the World
Trade Center. By the time
I walked from my research job with the Yale
Medical School to Lindsey-Chittenden Hall to
teach Sociological Imagination, the introductory
course, to a large lecture
hall of undergraduates,
things had changed drastically. The musicology
professor who taught before my class always ran
late. So, when I walked
into the auditorium, he
had on the overhead with
live tv coverages showing
the maps of Washington,
D.C. I had developed for
the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC)
of the Monumental Core
area between the White
House and U.S. Capitol.
Secret Service agents
ran through the building
pulling then-under
graduate Barbara Bush

out of L-C. Yale officials
asked us to send the undergraduates back to
their residential colleges.
They asked us to volunteer to go over to YaleNew Haven Hospital, a
designated center in case
of a major disaster in
New York, to assist with
triage for what they
thought would be incoming victims. Within hours
Yale officials sent us
home since no one would
be arriving for treatments. We had no idea
how significant that day
would be on so many
levels.
Ironically, I had gotten
interested in graphics due
to Yale. Growing up in a
small Georgia town, I
spent a lot of time at my
father’s small independent pharmacy on the
town square. However,
after being washed over
by Atlanta’s sprawl, the
town’s businesses struggled. I became interested
in urban planning and
design. As a competitive
swimmer, I’d planned to
continue this in college.
However, the combination of my father’s unexpected death when I was
12 coupled being raised
by a widowed mother
who was in her late 50’s
changed plans. So, instead of swimming at
Yale, I took a full scholarship to the University of
Georgia. After spending
years of twice daily practices, I had a lot of free
time. Swimming at UGA
was not an option since
you had to be near Olympic qualifying to be on the
team. So, the closest major to urban planning at
UGA was geography. By
in the late 1980’s we still

learned to hand draw
maps with ink as well as
taking the earliest GIS
courses. Since no one
wanted the position, I
became editor of UGA’s
Pandora yearbook. I got
to utilize my graphics
skills from cartography
classes.
I completed my master’s in urban planning at
Georgia Tech. Being in
Atlanta in the early
1990’s, we got to work on
numerous 1996 Summer
Olympic venues as well
as downtown revitalization projects. From Atlanta, I moved to Washington, D.C. to work on the
2050 Monumental Core
Plan, the third update of
L-Enfant’s original 1791
Plan.
When I decided to go
back to graduate school
for my doctorate, I visited
New Haven. A chance
lunch with Dr. Kai Erickson discussing American
South civil war monuments probably got me in
the sociology program.
Our lunch was at Donaldson Commons with my
eventual student office at
Williams Hall. For those
of us who went to Yale,
we know that none of
these building even remain. Both were demolished for new residential
colleges. My only reference point is that my old
office was on axis with a
hockey goal inside The
Whale, the university’s
ice rink.
The CUSS Newsletter
reflects the changing
computer technology.
The first step in any addition remains the same,
While many of you sent
me materials by e-mails

and attachments, I place
them into a Word file.
After organizing the materials into what will become the edition’s sections, all text is stripped.
Next, the materials are
formatted into the text for
the edition. Using Publisher, each section of
materials is placed into
columns. Based on the
number of columns, I
then lay out the edition.
Originally, section
members received a
bcc’d email with all the
materials in a long list.
This was the first electronic version replacing
the paper copies posted
to members. Then, we
evolved to using Word
with a three column format. If one line shifted,
the entire multi-page document did as well. Ray
Hutchinson who was web
manager would take the
my final Word document
and physically have the
students at UWGB convert it to a pdf. In 2012 I
moved the editions to
Publisher which made
layouts much easier.
Over the years I’ve
worked with numerous
CUSS Section Chairs. In
2014, Lily Hoffman and I
spend what seemed like
the entire summer reviewing the new publishing contracts. I had a delightful visit with her family at Shelter Island where
she toured me around in
a vintage jeep.
The newsletter has
been a good way to stay
involved with the section.
It was a nice diversion
when I should have been
outlining cases for law
school exams. But, like
everything else, it is time
for change.
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er disparities in our settlements and landscapes.
Community and urban
sociology also led the
way in investigating the
spatial and community
implications of developing
new technologies that
can both transcend and
reinforce spatial inequality. As we head into these
meetings with a significant focus on inequality
and social justice, I hope
that we will collectively
identify new frontiers that
draw on the wisdom in
our tradition to link to
emerging threads in the

field.
I have never been
more convinced of the
importance of sociology,
data, and research for
contributing to reducing
inequality and enhancing
social justice even as
there are huge obstacles
to fully harnessing that
power. May we leave the
meetings energized to do
so and with new tools,
sharpened skills, and a
stronger community of
scholars to support our
work.
As this is my last
Chair’s message, and I

will soon hand the reins
to incoming Chair Japonica Brown-Saracino, I
would like to take this
opportunity to publically
thank our elected section
leaders and many volunteers. I would like to
thank William Holt on behalf of the section for his
almost 20 years of of excellent service as CUSS
Newsletter editor. Our
section is much stronger
as his outstanding stewardship of this most important section resource.
The section will present
Bill with a plaque in ap-

preciation at our awards
ceremony at ASA. It has
been a total privilege and
honor to work with these
excellent sociologists,
who are also so generous
to serve ASA and the
Section. The willingness
of so many to dedicate
their time and talents is
the reason CUSS is such
a vibrant and active section. That I have likely left
some off even this long
list is itself a testament to
the huge energy and
commitment of members
to our section.

SERVICE TO THE SECTION
Elected, serving 2018-2019
Chair Elect, Japonica Brown-Saracino,
Boston University
Past Chair, Miriam Greenberg, University of California
Santa Cruz
Secretary-Treasurer, Mary J. Fischer, University of
Connecticut
Council, Bruce D. Haynes, University of California
Davis
Council, Elena Vesselinov, Queens College and
Graduate Center CUNY
Council, Ernesto Castañeda, American University
Council, LaShawnDa L. Pittman, University of
Washington
Council, Alexandra Murphy, University of Michigan
Council, Zaire Dinzey Flores, Rutgers University
Student Representative, Elaina Johns-Wolfe, University
of Cincinnati
Publications Committee co-chair, Heather MacIndoe,
University of Massachusetts Boston
Publications Committee co-chair, Marcus Hunter, UCLA
Publications Committee, Richard E. Ocejo, John Jay
College and Graduate Center CUNY
Publications Committee, Rachael Woldoff, University of
West Virginia
Publications Committee, Krista Paulsen, Boise State
University
Membership Committee Chair, Victoria Reyes,
University of California- Riverside
Membership Committee, Albert S. Fu, Kutztown
University
Membership Committee, Emily T. Molina, Brooklyn College CUNY

Newly elected and starting service in 2019-2020:
Chair Elect, Derek Hyra, American University
Council, Richard E. Ocejo, John Jay College and Graduate Center CUNY
Council, Jean Beaman, Purdue University
Publications Committee, Ryan Centner, London School
of Economics
Publications Committee, John Robinson, Washington
University in St. Louis
Membership Committee, Juan Martinez, Northeastern
Illinois University
Membership Committee, Brandi Thompson Summers,
Virginia Commonwealth University
CUSS Newsletter
William Holt, Editor; Birmingham-Southern College
Associate Editor, Kyle Galindez, University of California
Santa Cruz
Associate Editor, Elizabeth Korver-Glenn, University of
New Mexico
Associate Editor, Steven Schmidt, University of California-Irvine
Website
Albert Fu, Kutztown University
Rahim Kurwa, University of Illinois at Chicago
Awards Committees
Robert and Helen Lynd Award for Distinguished Career
Achievement Committee:
Chair, Kyle Crowder, University of Washington
Katherine Curtis, University of Wisconsin-Madison
Angelina Grigoryeva, University of Toronto
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NEWS & NOTES
Robert E. Park Book Award Committee:
Chair, Maria Krysan, University of Illinois at Chicago
Waverly Duck, University of Pittsburgh
Peter Rosenblatt, Loyola University Chicago
Mary Pattillo, Northwestern University
Matthew Hall, University of Washington
Jane Addams Article Award Committee:
Chair, Jeffrey Timberlake, University of Cincinnati
Hillary Angelo, University of California Santa Cruz
Ariela Schachter, Washington University in St. Louis
CUSS Graduate Student Paper Award Committee:
Chair, Robin Bartram, Tulane University
Emily Yen, UCLA
Josh Pacewicz, Brown University
City & Community
Editor, Deirdre Oakley, Georgia State University
Managing Editor, Zuri Murphy, Georgia State
University
Graduate Fellow, Clinton Boyd, Jr., Georgia State
University
Graduate Fellow, Sam Howat, Georgia State University
Editorial Board: https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/page/
journal/15406040/homepage/EditorialBoard.html
Mentor Group
Jonathan R. Wynn, University of Massachusetts Amherst
Albert Fu, Kutztown University
Preconference Organizers
Jacob Faber, NYU
Gianpaolo Baiocchi, NYU
Jake Carlson, NYU
Kiara Douds, NYU
Gerard Torrats-Espinoza, NYU
Davon Norris, Ohio State University
ASA Section Reception
Richard Ocejo, John Jay College and Graduate Center
CUNY
ASA Section Session Organizers
Leonard Nevaraz, Vassar College
Elena Vesselinov, Queens College and Graduate Center CUNY
Matthew Schoene, Albion College
Em Shrider, University of Wisconsin-Madison
Elaina Johns-Wolfe, University of Cincinnati
Please thank these wonderful members for their service when you see them! For those with the resources,
a wonderful tribute would be to sponsor a student or
low-income member and help foster the next generation of leaders.

●Jean Beaman, is joining the faculty in the sociology department at the
University of CaliforniaSanta Barbara in Fall
2019. She was previously
on the faculty at Purdue
University.
●Judith R. Halasz, State
University of New York at
New Paltz, received the
2019 Research Mentor
Award from the State
University of New York at
New Paltz for her extensive work supervising
theses and undergraduate conference presentations. Each year, the interdisciplinary Research,
Scholarship, and Creative
Activities Committee selects one faculty member
for this honor. Judy is the
first sociologist at the institution to receive this
award. Judy was also
recently elected to chair
the Community Research
and Development Division of the Society for the
Study of Social Problems
for 2019-2021.
●Matthew H. McLeskey,
University at Buffalo,
SUNY, was awarded an
Advanced Ph.D. Fellowship from the University
at Buffalo’s Humanities
Institute for his dissertation project, “Life in a
Leaded Landscape: Understanding Housing,
Stigma, and Struggle in
the Rust Belt.” Lead exposure entails more than
physiological and material consequences. Consequently, this dissertation
documents the material
and cultural processes
defining the threat of lead
exposure for tenants and
landlords in disinvested
communities to grasp

how this urban epidemic
further stigmatizes marginalized neighborhoods
in post-industrial cities
and contributes to debates on place-based
stigmatization processes.
Using Buffalo as a case
of urban decline, multiple
qualitative methods –
semi-structured interviews, ethnographic observation, and archival
research – are employed
to capture the lived experience of “leaded life” in
relegated areas.
●Stacy Torres, University of California, San
Francisco, is the 2019
recipient of the William
Foote Whyte Award from
the American Sociological Association's Section
on Sociological Practice
and Public Sociology.
The award recognizes a
scholar who has made
notable contributions to
sociological practice and
public sociology for the
discipline and will be conferred in August at the
ASA Annual Meeting in
New York City.
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NEW BOOKS

Contemporary Bohemia: A Case Study of an
Artistic Community in
Philadelphia. New York,
NY: Springer.
-Geoffrey Moss
Temple University
-Rachel Wildfeuer
Temple University
-Keith McIntosh
Temple University
This book provides a
detailed study that suggests that the bohemian
tradition has undergone
substantial change within
the contemporary urban
context. The authors
maintain that artistic community that emerged
within Philadelphia’s
Fishtown/Kensington area constitutes a distinct
subtype of bohemia, an
artistic bohemian lifestyle
community that supports
a bohemian lifestyle but
eschews the antibourgeois antagonism
(e.g., toward yuppies)
that has been foundational to the bohemian tradition. This community
helped launch and overlaps with a larger community of hipsters. Contrary
to existing academic portrayals of contemporary
bohemian artists (i.e., as
banal) and hipsters (i.e.,
as banal as well as su-

perficial), we find that the
area’s bohemian and hipster communities go beyond an ordinary creative
class existence, and express substantive and
progressive artistic, cultural, and political practices and values. The progressive orientation of the
hipster community is
most clearly expressed
by a local 'hipster
church." These communities, however, have
helped facilitate a gentrification process that is
gradually displacing longtime working-class residents as well as struggling artists and hipsters
themselves. https://
www.springer.com/us/
book/9783030187743?
utm_medium=affiliate&ut
m_source=commission_j
unction_authors&utm_ca
mpaign=3_nsn6445_dee
plink_PID9115262&utm_
content=deeplink

The Digital Street. 2019.
New York: Oxford University Press.
-Jeffrey Lane
Rutgers University New
Brunswick
The social impact
of the Internet and new
digital technologies is

irrefutable, especially for
adolescents. It is simply
no longer possible to understand coming of age
in urban areas without an
appreciation of both the
face-to-face and online
relations that structure
neighborhood life. The
Digital Street is the first in
-depth exploration of the
ways digital social media
is changing life in lowincome, minority communities. Based on five
years of ethnographic
participant-observation in
Harlem (New York City)
and on social media, Jeffrey Lane illustrates a
new street world where
social media transforms
how young people experience neighborhood violence and poverty. Lane
examines the online migration of the code of the
street and its consequences, from encounters between boys and
girls, to the relationship
between the street and
parents, schools, outreach workers, and the
police. He reveals not
only the risks youths face
through surveillance or
worsening violence, but
also the opportunities
digital social media use
provides for mitigating
danger. Granting access
to this new world, Jeffrey
Lane shows how age-old
problems of living through
poverty, especially gangs
and violence, are experienced differently for the
first generation of teenagers to come of age on the
digital street. https://
global.oup.com/
academic/product/thedigital-street9780199381272?
cc=us&lang=en&

Harassed: Gender, Bodies, and Ethnographic
Research. 2019. Berkeley: University of California Press.
- Rebecca Hanson
University of Florida
-Patricia Richards
University of Georgia
Researchers frequently experience sexualized
interactions, sexual objectification,
and harassment as they
conduct fieldwork. These
experiences are often left
out of ethnographers’
“tales from the field” and
remain unaddressed
within qualitative literature. Harassed a
rgues that the androcentric, racist, and colonialist
epistemological foundations of ethnographic methodology contribute
to the silence surrounding
sexual harassment and
other forms of violence.
Rebecca Hanson and
Patricia Richards challenge readers to recognize how these attitudes
put researchers at risk,
further the solitude experienced by researchers, lead others to question the validity of their
work, and, in turn, negatively impact the con-
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struction of ethnographic
knowledge. To improve
methodological training,
data collection, and
knowledge produced by
all researchers, Harassed advocates
for an embodied approach to ethnography
that reflexively engages
with the ways in which
researchers’ bodies
shape the knowledge
they produce. By challenging these assumptions, the authors offer an
opportunity for researchers, advisors, and educators to consider the multiple ways in which good
ethnographic research
can be conducted. Beyond challenging current
methodological training
and mentorship, Harassed opens
discussions about sexual
harassment and violence
in the social sciences in
general. Book url: https://
www.ucpress.edu/
book/9780520299047/
harassed.

The New Urban Sociology. 2019. New York:
Routledge.
-Mark Gottdiener
SUNY Buffalo
-Randolph Hohle
SUNY Fredonia.
-Colby King
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Bridgewater State
University
Widely recognized as
a groundbreaking
text, The New Urban Sociology is a broad and
expert introduction to urban sociology that is both
relevant and accessible
to students. Organized
around an integrated paradigm, the sociospatial
perspective, this text examines the role played by
social factors such as
race, class, gender, lifestyle, economics, and
culture on the development of metropolitan areas, and integrates social,
ecological, and political
economy perspectives
and research into this
study. With its unique
perspective, concise history of urban life, clear
summary of urban social
theory, and attention to
the impact of culture on
urban development, this
book gives students a
cohesive conceptual
framework for understanding cities and urban
life.
The sixth edition
of The New Urban Sociology is a major overhaul
and expansion of the previous editions. This edition is packed with new
material including an expansion of the sociospatial approach to include
the primary importance of
racism in the formation of
the urban landscape, the
spatial aspects of urban
social problems, including
the issues surrounding
urban public health and
affordable housing, and a
brand new chapter on
urban social movements.
There is also new material on the importance of

space for social groups,
including immigrants and
the LGBTQ community,
as well as the gendered
meanings embedded in
social space. http://
www.crcpress.com/TheNew-Urban-Sociology/
Gottdiener-Hohle-King/p/
book/9780367199722

New Urban Spaces: Urban Theory and the
Scale Question. 2019.
New York: Oxford University Press.
-Neil Brenner
Harvard University
The urban condition is
today being radically
transformed. Urban restructuring is accelerating, new urban spaces
are being consolidated,
and new forms of urbanization are crystallizing.
How can we decipher
these transformations?
In New Urban Spaces,
Neil Brenner argues that
understanding these mutations of urban life requires not only concrete
research, but new theories of urbanization. To
this end, Brenner proposes an approach that
breaks with inherited conceptions of the urban as
a bounded settlement
unit—the city or the me-

tropolis—and explores
the multiscalar constitution and periodic rescaling of the capitalist urban
fabric. From this perspective, urbanization entails
not only the growth of the
city, but the production of
multiscalar forms of territorial organization beyond
city limits that support
capital’s restless industrial metabolism—including
worldwide intercity networks, agro-industrial
hinterlands, circuits of
extraction, transnational
logistics networks and
energetic infrastructures.
Drawing on critical geopolitical economy and
spatialized approaches to
state theory, Brenner offers a paradigmatic account of how rescaling
processes are transforming inherited formations
of urban space and their
variegated consequences
for emergent patterns
and pathways of urbanization. Through critical
reinterpretations of contemporary debates on
global urbanization, the
remaking of urban governance, and uneven
spatial development,
Brenner presents a vision
of urban studies as a
constitutively multiscalar
rather than locally focused, city-centered research field.
The book advances
an understanding of critical urban theory as radically revisable: key urban
concepts must be continually reinvented in relation to the relentlessly
mutating worlds of urbanization they aspire to illuminate.
https://global.oup.com/
academic/product/newNew Books, p. 8
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NEW BOOKS,
urban-spaces9780190627195?
cc=us&lang=en&

The
CUSS Reception
will be held
on
Saturday,
August 10
6:30pm to 8:00pm
CUNY
Macualay Honors
College
35 W. 67th Street
New York, NY

The Patchwork City:
Class, Space, and Politics in Metro Manila.
2019. Chicago: The University of Chicago
Press.
-Marco Garrido
University of Chicago
Press
In contemporary Manila, slums and squatter
settlements are peppered
throughout the city, often
pushing right up against
the walled enclaves of
the privileged, creating
the complex geopolitical
pattern of Marco Garrido’s “patchwork city.”
Garrido documents the
fragmentation of Manila
into a mélange of spaces
defined by class, particularly slums and upperand middle-class enclaves. He then looks
beyond urban fragmentation to delineate its effects on class relations
and politics, arguing that
the proliferation of these
slums and enclaves and
their subsequent proximity have intensified class
relations. For enclave
residents, the proximity of
slums is a source of insecurity, compelling them to

from p. 7

impose spatial boundaries on slum residents.
For slum residents, the
regular imposition of
these boundaries creates
a pervasive sense of discrimination. We see class
boundaries sharpen
along the housing divide,
and the urban poor and
middle class emerge not
as labor and capital but
as squatters and
“villagers,” Manila’s name
for subdivision residents.
Garrido further examines
the politicization of this
divide with the case of
the populist president
Joseph Estrada, finding
the two sides drawn into
contention over not just
the right to the city, but
the nature of democracy
itself.
The Patchwork City
illuminates how segregation, class relations, and
democracy are all intensely connected. It
makes clear, ultimately,
that class as a social
structure is as indispensable to the study of Manila—and of many other
cities of the Global
South—as race is to the
study of American cities.
URL: https://
www.press.uchicago.edu/
ucp/books/book/chicago/
P/bo40850773.html

Taking Back the Boulevard. 2019. New York:
NYU Press.
-Jan Lin
Occidental College
Los Angeles is well
known as a sprawling
metropolis with endless
freeways that can make
the city feel isolating and
separate its communities.
Yet in the past decade,
as Jan Lin argues in Taking Back the Boulevard,
there has been a noticeable renewal of public life
on several of the city’s
iconic boulevards, including Atlantic, Crenshaw,
Lankershim, Sunset,
Western, and Wilshire.
These arteries connect
neighborhoods across
the city, traverse socioeconomic divides and ethnic enclaves, and can be
understood as the true
locational heart of public
life in the metropolis.
Focusing especially on
the cultural scene of
Northeast Los Angeles,
Lin shows how these
gentrifying communities
help satisfy a white middle-class consumer demand for authentic experiences of “living on the
edge” and a spirit of cultural rebellion. These
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neighborhoods have
gone through several
stages, from streetcar
suburbs, to disinvested
neighborhoods with the
construction of freeways
and white flight, to immigrant enclaves, to the
home of Chicano/a artists
in the 1970s. Those artists were then followed by
non-Chicano/a, white artists, who were later
threatened with displacement by gentrifiers attracted by the neighborhoods’ culture, street life,
and green amenities that
earlier inhabitants had
worked to create. Lin argues that gentrification is
not a single transition, but
a series of changes that
disinvest and re-invest
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neighborhoods with financial and cultural capital.
Drawing on community survey research, interviews with community
residents and leaders,
and ethnographic observation, this book argues
that the revitalization in
Northeast LA by arts
leaders and neighborhood activists marks a
departure in the political
culture from the older
civic engagement to more
socially progressive coalition work involving
preservationists, environmentalists, citizen protestors, and arts organizers.
Finally, Lin explores how
accelerated gentrification
and mass displacement
of Latino/a and working-

class households in the
2010s has sparked new
rounds of activism as the
community grapples with
new class conflicts and
racial divides in the struggle to self-determine its
future.

N e w D i s s e r ta t i o n s
Precarious Workers in
the Speculative City:
The Untold Gentrification Story of Tenant
Shopkeepers’ Displacement and Resistance in
Seoul
-Yewon Andrea Lee
University of Toronto
-University of California,
Los Angeles.
Dissertation Committee
-César Ayala (chair)
-Marcus Hunter
-Jennifer Chun
-Stefan Bargheer
Precarious Workers in
the Speculative City: The
Untold Gentrification Story of Tenant Shopkeepers’ Displacement and
Resistance in Seoul

demonstrates how the life
chances of tenant shopkeepers in Seoul, Korea,
have been critically compromised by the displacement and dispossession
that accompany Koreanstyle gentrification. I focus on tenant shopkeepers as self-employed
workers whose capacity
to organize has been
overlooked within both
the labor literature on
precarious workers and
the urban literature on
gentrification. The dissertation explores a classic
sociological question first
articulated by Marx: How
and when can the spatial
constraints of fragmented
work experience of the
self-employed be overcome to activate collective identity formation?

Through both ethnographic as well as historical comparative research,
the dissertation analyzes
how spatial precarity—
such as tenant shopkeepers’ lack of ownership
rights to their shops, their
crucial means of production—is transformed into
unique spatial leverage in
organizing. Especially,
the dissertation identifies
how the unprecedented
commodification of urban
space taking place in the
Global South is paving
the way for new locations
of resistance and new
vocabularies of rights
challenging the status
quo.

CUSS
Awards
presented
Saturday,
August 10, 2019
3:30pm to 4:10pm
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was rezoned in two stages, in 2005 and in 2009,
from mainly manufacturing to commercial and
residential. This area
runs roughly from 28th to
43rd streets and from
7th/8th Avenues to the
Hudson River. It is, basically, the area within the
yellow boundaries of Figure 2, labelled as
“Hudson Yards Financing
District,” and includes,
but goes far beyond, the
Eastern and Western
Railyards. When
“Hudson Yards” is mentioned in what follows it
will usually be clear which
geographic sense is intended.
Mega Projects
A second relevant
complexity, in the context
of the now ongoing Hudson Yards mega project,
involves acknowledging
how much difficulty New
York City has these days
in achieving “mega projects,” even when the
need for them is arguably
urgent. At least two such
unachieved mega projects are very close to,
FIGURE ONE:

and even in, the Hudson
Yards area. The first is
Penn station, the busiest
transportation hub (in
terms of numbers of passengers) in the Western
World, but which does
not meet Federal exit
standards in case of
emergency. Those standards require that, in an
emergency, passengers
should be able to exit
from platforms and corridors in less than four
minutes, but for Penn
Station at least ten
minutes would be needed. Efforts to remedy this
have been made since
the mid 1990s, but never
succeeded. The second,
unachieved mega project
is building a third Amtrak/
New Jersey train tunnel
under the Hudson River
from New Jersey to Penn
Station, so that the two
existing tunnels, each
over 100 years old, seriously damaged, and capable of collapsing at any
time, can be repaired.
Should either tunnel collapse now, the region’s
transportation and economy would be devastated.

An earlier effort (named
ARC) was undercut by
then New Jersey Governor Christie in 2010, and
a more recent version
(named Gateway) has
been denied funds by
President Trump. The
reasons why mega projects are so hard to
achieve are multiple, but
the bottom line is that
they do usually fail to
happen. So it is notable
that the central parts of
the Hudson Yards are
happening, even though,
as we will see, some arguably less important
parts of the Hudson
Yards project did indeed
fail.
Hudson Yards and ‘Do
No Harm’ era
A third relevant complexity is that, from about
the mid 1970s until the
early 2000s, for many
New York City political
leaders and city planners,
the Hudson Yards, defined broadly as the area
at that time mostly zoned
manufacturing, became a
seemingly suitable site in
the “do no harm” era of
urban development. That
era was ushered in as a
reaction to citizen protests over the excesses
of 1950s and 1960s
“slum clearance” and
“urban renewal” projects.
So, for example, when in
the early 1980s New York
City’s main convention
center, then located at
Columbus Circle, was
deemed too old and
small, a site in the Hudson Yards, just north of
the Western Railyards,
was selected for the new
convention center,
named the Javits Convention Center, which
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opened in 1986. The
site’s isolation meant that
the Center involved no
residential displacement,
which is mainly why it
was selected. The bad
news was that the site’s
isolation meant just that,
with for example no nearby subway access or hotel accommodation for
those attending Convention events.
Origin of the Current
Hudson Yards Development Project
The central origin of
the current Hudson Yards
development project was
an agreement, jointly announced in March 2004,
by New York Governor
Pataki and Mayor Bloomberg, to commit to a three
-point plan to “transform”
the Hudson Yards. Part
1 involved expanding the
Javits Convention Center
from only the 18th to the
5th largest Center in the
U.S. Part 2 involved a
huge rezoning of 310
acres, most of the land in
the Hudson Yards area,
from manufacturing to
commercial (mostly offices), and residential. This
rezoning was intended to
address the major concern that office jobs were
leaving New York City,
where construction and
costs were comparatively
high and available undeveloped space was limited, and relocating to
New Jersey where such
constraints were far fewer. This concern was
captured by the widely
read Group of 35 Report
(June 2001), organized
by US Senator Charles
Schumer. The report’s
main recommendation

FIGURE 2

was that New York City
should rezone especially
the Hudson Yards, but
also Long Island City in
Queens, and parts of
downtown Brooklyn, from
manufacturing to commercial in order to stem
the exodus of office jobs
from New York City.
Part 3 of the 2004 Hudson Yards agreement
involved building a “multiuse ” facility on the Western Railyards which
would be a stadium for
the NFL’s Jets football
team during the season,
and extra space for the
Javits Center during the
rest of the year. The announced 2004 plan for
the Hudson Yards also
came with two crucial
infrastructure components. First, a plan to extend the #7 Subway line
to adjoin the transitstarved Javits Center.
Second, a proposal to
create a major new
boulevard, including parkland, to be called the
Hudson Park and Boulevard (Fig 2), that would
run north-south diagonal-

ly between 10th and 11th
Avenues. Since there
was no way the MTA
could be expected to finance the subway, the
plan proposed to fund it
using a procedure called
Tax Increment Financing
(TIF), which had never
been used in New York
City before. This involved
New York City specifying
the geographic area
(Figure 2, Hudson Yards
Financing District) that
was expected to see development as a result of
the transit improvement
(ie. subway), and then
using the extra tax revenue generated in that
area after the subway
development began to
pay the interest on citygenerated bonds. Meanwhile, the city would issue the bonds ($2.1b initially, $3b total by 2019)
and hand the funds to the
MTA to construct the subway. This the city did,
and the new subway
opened in 2015. The rezoning of the Hudson
Yards, from manufactur
Hudson, p.12
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ing to commercial/
residential, proceeded in
two stages. Stage 1 was
completed by 2005, and
included almost all the
310 acres area except
the Western Railyards
since the Jets stadium
proposed for there could
be built with the existing
manufacturing zoning.
New York City’s rezoning
procedure (ULURP) is a
tightly scheduled, nine
month process. It has
incentives built in for
making concessions to
the local community,
since the process culminates in a vote by the
City Council, which might
not be positive if the community objects. The local
community, in this case
represented by Community Board 4, (whose jurisdiction went beyond
the areas to be rezoned
to include major residential neighborhoods such
as Clinton/Hell’s kitchen
to the north and Chelsea
to the south), was focused on defeating part 3
of the Hudson Yards
plan, the proposal for a
Jets stadium. So they
indicated a willingness to
support Part 2, the rezoning, in return for affordable housing, which they
achieved. The city promised, and gave, a considerable amount of affordable housing. This included affordable housing
included in three cityowned sites, and also
zoning for inclusionary
affordable housing. Overall, the City Planning
Commission estimated
that as a result of the
2005 Hudson Yards rezoning, 25% of the new
units built would be
“affordable”, a total of

3,347 units, including
2,262 affordable for lowincome, and the rest for
moderate/mid-income
tenants, which the Community Board had also
pushed.
During 2004-5 the
Jets stadium was indeed
defeated (voted down by
a committee of New York
State’s legislature). That
left the Western Railyards
to be rezoned, constituting Stage 2 of the Hudson Yards rezoning. This
Stage 2 rezoning was
included in a broader
package for both Railyards. Unlike most of the
Hudson Yards, the Western and Eastern Railyards were owned by the
MTA, which was anxious
to extract the maximum
cash it could for allowing
development over its railyards. So, from 2006-8
the MTA and the City decided on a strategy
whereby the MTA would
issue a request for proposals for a developer to
pay for building a platform over both railyards
(costing roughly $1.5b),
and to rent the space
above the platform from
the MTA. In return the
developer could then
build on the platform and
or rent space to others.
After much debate and
many setbacks (the
2007/8 financial crisis
occurred during the process) the MTA signed a
lease in May 2008 with
developer Related, and
its then partner Goldman
Sachs, for a combined
commercial (mostly on
the Eastern Railyards)
and Residential (mostly
on the Western Railyards) development
which Related and its

partner would organize,
and in return would pay a
total rent to the MTA over
a 99 year lease of $1b
(roughly $10m a year).
Because of the 2007/8
financial crisis Goldman
Sachs later dropped out,
and in May 2010 Related
signed a new contract
with the MTA, with Oxford
Properties, the Canadian
Pension fund, now as
Related’s partner.
In addition, part of the
deal included, on the
Eastern Railyards, a
“cultural facility”, later
renamed the “Culture
Shed.” This had originated in the 2005 rezoning
discussion, where the
Community Board had
requested, and been given, space for a “cultural
facility”. At that time, this
was envisaged as just a
space/building where local people could gather,
do activities etc. Later, by
2013 the city’s cultural
affairs commissioner
Kate Levin saw in this a
chance to create a major
“Cultural” (i.e., arts) center, while Related now
envisaged an attraction
enhancing the saleability
of its condo and office
towers for the Eastern
and Western Railyards.
Kate Levin said the facility would be a nonprofit
called “Culture Shed,
Inc.,” a grand enterprise
run along the lines of
many of the city’s major
museums, controlled by a
basically private board
(but with two ex officio
city officials), on land the
city planned to acquire
from MTA and lease to
Culture Shed, Inc. The
Culture Shed’s permanent building would be
13,000 square feet locat-

ed next to Related’s residential tower. The Culture
Shed would take over the
adjoining plaza for special, outdoor events, for
which it could expand to
40,000 square feet. The
case for this was that the
City currently had nowhere to mount large,
outdoor cultural events.
The Culture Shed’s total
cost was unclear, but
seemed likely to be funded by a combination of
public and private money.
Underlining its transformation into a major development tool, by 2013
there were just three people on the Culture Shed,
Inc.’s board--Related’s
chair Ross; New York
City’s former Deputy
Mayor Doctoroff, now
CEO of Bloomberg L.P.;
and Kate Levin. In June
2013 the city gave the
Culture Shed $50 million,
the largest cultural capital
grant of the year. It was
decided the Culture Shed
would be designed by
Diller Scofidio & Renfro.
By Sept. 2013, the Culture Shed had raised a
huge $150 m. from private donations, including
a large sum from now
former mayor Bloomberg,
whose name would now
appear on the Culture
Shed.
The High Line, section
3 was also an issue. In
2007 Related’s chairman
Stephen Ross was adamant that section 3 of the
High Line, which ran
alongside the Western
Rail Yards, should be
demolished. He saw it as
detracting hugely from
potential condo and office
purchases, as well as
impeding the design and
construction of profitable
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buildings. In response,
the Friends of the High
Line lobbied heavily and
successfully to save this
section. By May 2009 the
city had sided with the
Friends of the High Line
and decided to keep section 3, to the anger of
Stephen Ross, though by
2012 he had reversed his
position, as the enormous
success of sections 1-2
showed the High Line’s
asset as a real estate
marketing tool.
The Bloomberg administration’s support for
the High Line was part of
its general approach to
the debate over mega
economic projects versus
preservation. Early on the
Bloomberg administration’s policy here
emerged as “fair growth
trade off.” It would both
support needed economic mega projects, especially the World Trade
Center redevelopment
and the Hudson Yards,
and preservation projects
such as the High Line
and the creation of historic districts. Indeed, the
Bloomberg admin preserved or extended more
historic districts than any
other mayor-41 in Bloomberg’s three terms, compared with 18 in Giuliani’s
two terms, and 27 in
Koch’s three terms. (The
main source for the material presented so far has
been my 2014 book New
York’s New Edge, which
contains chapters on the
Hudson Yards, the High
Line, and Penn Station.)
THE NEW ‘HUDSON
YARDS’
In March 2019, devel-
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opment on the Eastern
Railyards, though not
finished, was sufficiently
advanced to be officially
“opened” to the public. It
included four commercial
towers, one mixed commercial/residential tower,
and one residential tower
Two of these, 30 and 35
Hudson Yards, were now
the third and tenth tallest
buildings in the city. The
Eastern Railyards development also included
Thomas Heatherwick’s
“Vessel”--giant, outdoor
steps; the “Shops”- Related’s huge mall, which
combined luxury goods
(e.g. $1,000 sneakers)
with less pricey items e.g.
$4 coffee; the Shed; and
the Hudson Park and
Boulevard, at that time
only about half finished.
The designation “Hudson
Yards”, in the media and
by Ross and Related
doubtless motivated by
branding goals, now
came to refer to, and focus on, the Eastern Railyards complex, rather
than the much broader

area to which the term
had earlier referred, for
example in the rezoning
processes.
The Critics: Aesthetics
Debate began as soon
as this Eastern Railyards
complex, now the
“Hudson Yards”, publicly
opened. For example,
Michael Kimmelman,
New York Times architecture critic, made a series
of aesthetic complaints
(March 14, 2019). He
wrote that the “Vessel”,
designed by “English billionaire-whisperer, Thomas Heatherwick,” was a
“waste-basket-shaped
stairway to nowhere,
sheathed in gaudy, copper-cladded steel” and
“ruinously manspreading.” The Shed was
”swathed in Teflon-based
sheeting that suggests
inflated dry cleaning
bags”, and “conjures up a
Victorian matron wearing
a bustle.” The “Open
space looks like it may
end up mostly a fancy
drive-through drop-off for

the shopping mall.”
Strangely, half way
through his review Kimmelman seemingly took
much of it back, acknowledging that the complex
was unfinished. He wrote:
”If New Yorkers take to
the Shed, eat at the mall,
Hudson Yards may seem
less like a gated community in Singapore. Much
depends on Thomas
Woltz, landscape architect, whose task is to
counteract the glass,
steel, shade, gigantism,
randomness. In charge
of open space. Woltz is
planting trees, shadetolerant shrubs, perennials….Hudson Yards’ observation deck may also
become an attraction. It
is a triangular platform,
1,100 ft high, theatrically
cantilevered from the top
of 30 Hudson Yards, with
bleachers for even loftier
view. Opens next year. I
got a preview. One of the
most amazing vistas over
the city. “ Writing for the
Guardian newspaper Oli
Hudson, p. 14
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ver Wainwright (April 9,
2019) was also highly
negative, titling his review
“Horror on the Hudson.”
He wrote that the Eastern
Railyards was “a billionaires’ playground where
haircuts cost $800, highrise duplexes $32m. So
why do the towers look
so cheap? A developer
has conjured a private
fantasy of angular glass
towers stuffed with offices
and expensive apartments, above a sevenstory shopping mall on an
endless grey carpet,
sprinkled with small tufts
of ‘park’. The mess
starts on the skyline. The
first megalith to come into
view is 30 Hudson Yards,
the larger of a pair of towers designed by Kohn
Pedersen Fox, in ungainly lumps, with a triangular
observation deck, giving
it the look of an angry
chicken.” Wainwright saw
“Hundreds of people
climbing Heatherwick’s
Vessel, like maggots over
a rotting doner kebab.”
Opponents of these
“aesthetic” critics might
respond that several of
these comments are patently silly, such as referring to the Vessel as
“manspreading” and to
the people climbing it as
“maggots”, and comparing the Shed to a
“Victorian matron.” They
might also add that the
open spaces were only
half finished when the
critics unleashed, and
that strident criticisms of
the Eastern Railyards
development have, three
months later, almost disappeared from the press,
perhaps because many
visitors to the project
seem to be enjoying it.

In addition, the Shed
is committed to showing
“avant-garde” and mixedgenre artistic work that is
community-based and
directed to the “city’s diverse audiences.” How
far it succeeds remains to
be seen, but there seems
to be the case for keeping an open mind.
Economics
Another series of critics complained about the
economic subsidies that
the “Hudson Yards” had
received, though often
with little attempt to distinguish between the
Hudson Yards defined
broadly to include the
entire area rezoned, and
the Hudson Yards defined narrowly to refer to
the Eastern Railyards.
Again, the issues involved are quite complex,
and here I will just set out
some basic parameters
of the debates.
The best, and most current, account of the costs
of the Hudson Yards is a
November 2018 study by
NYU’s Schwartz Center
for Economic Policy Analysis and titled The Cost
of New York City’s Hudson Yards Redevelopment Project. The study
is moderately critical, arguing that, in addition to
costs of $3.5b which the
city had projected and
which the study believes
are justified, the city incurred $2.16b of unprojected costs. The aim of
the study is to question
the view that Tax Increment Financing (TIF), the
process New York City
used to fund the #7 Subway extension for the
Hudson Yards, is totally
“self-financing” via the

additional (mostly property) tax revenue generated
by the transit improvement. On the contrary,
the study argues, New
York City had to pay an
extra $2.16b out of its
general funds.
A brief look at the key
data tables of the study
offers a good way to obtain a very preliminary
look at the economic subsidy/cost debates regarding the Hudson Yards.
The first table shows
the$3.5b costs the city
projected, which include
$2.1b for the subway extension, $1.2b for the
Hudson Park and Boulevard, and $200m to purchase development rights
from the MTA. The second table shows the
$2.16b in additional costs
that the city incurred.
These include $359m in
interest payments that
the city unexpectedly had
to make on the bonds it
issued. This was because the new property
tax revenue, which was
supposed to finance the
bond interest payments,
did not appear for a few
years mostly because the
2007/8 financial crisis
delayed economic development. Also included as
“additional costs” are
$1,404m in “tax breaks”,
which refer to tax incentives that the city gave to
companies willing to
move to the Hudson
Yards. The study’s objection is that these companies were paying taxes
anyway in Manhattan, so
the city simply lost revenue by giving them the
breaks. The third category of “additional” costs
include $400m for cost
overruns and “spillovers”

such as needing to now
fund a new public school
in the Hudson Yards as a
result of the additional
population there.
Although, as mentioned, the authors of the
NYU study were only critical of the “additional
costs”, other critics used
the data to make broader
arguments including a
claim, made by combining “projected” and
“additional” costs, that the
“Hudson Yards” (basically
the Related Company’s
Eastern Railyards development) received a huge
public subsidy of almost
$6b.
An arguable response
to such critics would be
that the overall Hudson
Yards development
achieved its central goal
of stopping the exodus of
office jobs to New Jersey
(this trend has practically
ceased), while creating
other benefits including a
substantial amount of
affordable housing requested by the Community Board, and having Related pay $1b in rent to
the MTA over 99 years
and also pay for, and
build, the platform over
the two railyards.
A further economic criticism argues that the
“Hudson Yards” (basically
Ross and Related) misused the Federal investor
visa program EB5. This
program, created by Congress in the 1990s, allows wealthy foreigners
to obtain visas to come
to, and eventually become citizens of, the
United States if they are
willing to invest a large
sum, typically at least
$500,000, in a “targeted
employment area” (TEA)
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in the United States, basically an area with high
unemployment (defined
as 50% higher than the
national average). Related has so far raised
$1.6b under the EB5 program from 3,200 investors (the majority Chinese
nationals) for its Eastern
and Western Railyards
project. The criticism is
that New York State’s
Empire State Development Corporation, drew a
“gerrymandered” TEA
map that allowed the
“Hudson Yards” (defined
broadly) to qualify, as
well as Central Park, by
including sections of Harlem in the TEA map and
hence meet the unemployment level criterion
(Capps, 2019). A response to this criticism
has been that finding investors to build a platform
over a railyards
(“horizontal infrastructure”) is the kind of project the EB5 program envisaged. “ Funding horizontal infrastructure at
the start of a multiphase,
long-term real-estate development project requires patient capital,
since the project will not
generate cash flow to
support debt service payments on mortgage until
after the vertical buildings
are completed, occupied.
This type of capital is not
readily available from
many conventional
sources” (Friedland,
2017). This was, indeed,
the major use to which
Related put the EB5 program. On the other hand,
Related did also obtain
some EB5 funding to
build two of its buildings
on the Eastern Railyards
(ie. not just the platform),
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so the case becomes, not
surprisingly, less clear
cut!
Conclusions
My overall goal has
been to set out some of
the complexities of the
Hudson Yards and its
associated debates. So it
might seem contradictory
to suggest conclusions
beyond that, but anyway
here goes!
Supporters of the
Hudson Yards can, with
some justification, point
to the development having achieved one of the
central goals of the 2004
Bloomberg/Pataki initiative, namely create a
zone that will stop the
outflow of office jobs from
New York City to New
Jersey. Supporters can
also say this was done
with the co-operation of
the local Community
Board, on whose behalf a
large number of affordable housing units were
created or set in motion.
Supporters can also say
that the project got a developer to pay a large
amount of rent to the
cash-strapped MTA and
to fund the enormous
cost of building a platform
over the Western and
Eastern railyards, and
that the project funded
the vast majority of the
cost of building a subway
extension, and completed
this in ten years. All of
these achievements in
the context of the repeated inability of New York
City to pull off other,
much needed, mega projects. Supporters can also say that opponents
are misleadingly focusing
on the Eastern Railyard,
just 10 acres of the entire

360 acre Hudson Yards
development, and anyway are making criticisms
that are premature since
some of the major environmental aspects of that
project, such as the Hudson Park and Boulevard,
are only about half complete. Supporters can
also say that some aesthetic criticisms, such as
saying that people climbing on the Vessel (aka
Steps) look like
“maggots” , are childish.
Opponents of the Hudson
Yards can say, though
with less justification, that
the Hudson Yards, namely the Eastern Railyards,
are dominated by the developer Stephen Ross
and his company Related, who have built there a
giant shopping mall and a
series of tall, ugly commercial towers. Opponents can also say that
Related benefited from a
series of government
subsidies, such as those
used to build the subway
extension, and the Federal EB5 program intended
to benefit economically
disadvantaged areas in
the United States.
Anyway, ASA members
can, and surely will, draw
their own conclusions,
hopefully based also on a
visit to the “Hudson
Yards” this summer.
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ASA CONFERENCE 2019
The 2019 ASA Annual Meetings will be in
New York from August
10-13. The CUSS Section will sponsor four
open sessions as well as
roundtables. The CUSS
Business Meeting will be
on Saturday, August 10
from 3:30pm-4:10pm.
The CUSS Awards will be
presented at the business
meeting.
The CUSS Reception
will be Saturday, August
10 from 6:30pm to
8:00pm at the CUNY
Macaulay Honors College, 35 W. 67th Street.
Business Meeting
Saturday, August 10:
3:30-4:10pm, Sheraton
New York, Second Floor,
Empire Ballroom East
Reception
Saturday, August 10:
6:30pm-8pm, CUNY Macaulay Honors College,
35 W. 67th Street.
SESSION ONE: Place
Making and Urban
Spaces
Saturday, August 10,
8:30 to 10:10am, Sheraton New York, Lower
Level, Chelsea
Session Organizer
-Elena Vesselinov
CUNY
Presider
-Japonica BrownSaracino
Boston University
-Placemaking / Displacement: Architectures of
Exclusion in the Bay Area, Gordon Douglas, San
José State University
-Just in and Out”: How
Working-Class and Middle-Class Parents Navigate Social Interactions in

New York City, Bailey A. Brown
-From Disorder to Boundaries: Rethinking Urban
Reputations, Pepper Glass, Weber State
University
-Progressive Cosmopolitan Canopies: Transforming Gender Ideologies in
Leisure Space, Rachel Douglas, Florida
State University;
Anne E. Barrett, Florida
State University
-The Workplace as Public
Space: Urban Socialities
of Female Beauty and
Retail Workers in Pakistan, Sidra Kamran, The
New School
SESSION TWO: Global
Communities
Saturday, August 10,
10:30am-12:10pm, Sheraton New York, Lower
Level, Sugar Hill
Session Organizer
& Presider
Matthew Schoene, Albion
College
-Community Logic and
Hybridization: Mechanisms of Community
Continuity and Proliferation in the Case of Esperanto, Ana Velitchkova,
University of Mississippi
-Hi-Tech Gemeinschaft:
Digital Self-Patrolling and
Social Control in Rural
Colombia, Sebastian VillamizarSantamaria, The Graduate Center, CUNY
-A Tale of Two Cities:
Hong Kong, Shanghai
and the Global City Hypothesis, Wai Kit Choi,
California State University, Los Angeles;
Ben Leffel, University of
California, Irvine; David A. Smith, University of

California, Irvine;
-Police Democratization
as a Driver of Urban Inequality; Leslie
Elva MacColman, University of Notre Dame
SESSION THREE: Implementing Racial Inequality in Urban Policy
Saturday, August 10,
4:30 to 6:10pm, Sheraton
New York, Third Floor,
New York Ballroom East
Session Organizer
& Presider
Leonard Nevarez, Vassar
College
-The Diversity Officer: A
Comparative Analysis of
the Diversity Solution to
Police-Community Relations, Shannon Malone
Gonzalez, University of
Texas, Austin; Samantha Jones Simon, University of Texas, Austin;
Katie Rogers, University
of Texas, Austin
-The Racial Dilemma:
Advocacy for Public
Transportation in Detroit,
Erik Love, Dickinson College
-The Precarious Project
and the Wasted Opportunity: The Social Dynamics of Conflict over Development in Newburgh,
Richard E. Ocejo, John
Jay College and the
Graduate Center, CUNY
The Density of the American Dream: How City
Plans Justify Residential
Density Decisions, Adrianne Showalter
Matlock, University of
Kansas
-Pocketbook Policing:
How Race Shapes Local
Reliance on Punitive
Fines and Fees in the
Chicago Suburbs,
John N. Robinson, Wash-

ington University in St
Louis; Josh Pacewicz,
Brown University
SESSION FOUR:
The Politics of Spatial
Exclusion
Sunday, August 11,
10:30am to 12:10pm,
Sheraton New York,
Floor: Lower Level, Flatiron
Session Organizer
& Presider
Elena Vesselinov, City
University of New York
-Historical Redlining and
Contemporary Federal
Place-based Policy: A
Case of Compensatory or
Compounding Neighborhood Inequality?; Cassandra Robertson, Harvard University; Emily Anne Parker, Cornell
University;
Laura M. Tach, Cornell
University
-If Residential Segregation Persists, What Explains Widespread Increases in Residential
Diversity?;
Samuel Hoon Kye, Indiana UniversityBloomington; Andrew Halpern-Manners,
Indiana University
-Capacity, Need, and Location: Emergency Food
Programs in the Detroit
Metropolitan Area;
Scott W. Allard, University of Washington
-The Spatial Structure
and Local Experience of
Segregation in Houston,
TX; Elizabeth Roberto,
Rice University; Elizabeth Korver-Glenn, University of New Mexico;
Beyond Red vs. Blue
America: Small Cities and
the Local Politics of Exclusion
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-Beyond Red vs. Blue
America: Small Cities and
the Local Politics of Exclusion
Benjamin Hirsch Witkovsky,
University of WisconsinMadison
REFEREED
ROUNDATBALES
Saturday, August 10:
2:30-3:30pm, Sharaton
New York, Second Floor,
Empire Ballroom East
Session Organizers
-Emily A. Schrider
University of Wisconsin,
Madison
-Elaina Johns-Wolfe
University of Cincinnatti
Table 1. Policing and
Surveillance in Public and
Private Spaces
Presider: Gregory
Smithsimon, Brooklyn
College CUNY; 1. Privacy
and Surveillance in Public
Housing: Cayce C.
Hughes, Rice University;
2. Social Distance in Spatial Proximity: The Case
of Low-Level Policing in
Changing Urban Neighborhoods: Jessica Rose
Kalbfeld, New York University; 3. ’Taking the law
into our own hands’:
Community cohesion and
vigilante violence in
South Africa: Mark Gross,
Cabrini University; 4. The
Community in Community
Policing: How Community
Attachment Shapes Police Perceptions of Their
Assigned Community:
Jasmine Nicole Olivier,
Harvard University
Table 2. Insecurities
Presider: Analidis Ochoa,
University of Michigan; 1.
Forced to Move: Patterns
and Predictors of Resi-

Page 17

dential Displacement during an Era of Housing
Insecurity: Barrett Lee,
Pennsylvania State University; Megan Evans,
Pennsylvania State University; 3. Places on the
Margin: Economic Insecurity in U.S. Counties
from 1997-2016: Lora A.
Phillips, Ohio State University; 4. Hungry at the
Banquet: Food Insecurity
in Louisiana 2018: Kathleen J. Fitzgerald, University of North Carolina; 5.
Gentrification, Machizukuri and Ontological
(In)security: “Bottom Up”
Redevelopment and the
“Cries” of Residents in
Kamagasaki, Osaka:
Matthew D. Marr, Florida
International University;
6. Lessons for Rebuilding
After Major Catastrophe:
Re-Imagining Housing
Policy: Dana Greene,
University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill

hesh Somashekhar, University of Illinois at Chicago; Jason Orne, Drexel
University; Giacomo Fabrizio Negro, Emory University; Fabrizio Perretti,
Bocconi University

Table 3. Organizations:
Presider: Mahesh Somashekhar, University of
Illinois at Chicago; 1. Facilitating Trust and Ties:
Non-Profit Organizations
as Social Infrastructure in
Single- and ScatteredSite Permanent Supportive Housing: Matthew D.
Marr, Florida International
University; Catherine Velarde-Perez, Florida International University; Lisa
Brown, Florida International University; 2. Networks of Collaboration:
American Hunger Relief
Efforts and the Vital Role
of Community Organizations: Leah Gose, Harvard University; 3. Where
Goes the Gayborhood?
The Evolution of LGBTQ
Organizational Clusters in
the United States: Ma-

Jane Addams Article Award
-Papachristos, Andrew and Sara Bastomski. 2018.
“Connected in Crime: The Enduring Effect of Neighborhood Networks on the Spatial Patterning of Violence.” American Journal of Sociology 124:517-568.

Table 4. Exploring Gentrification
Presider: Charles Nathaniel Boynton, Pennsylvania State University; 1.

Embourgeoisement, Elitization and Gentrification:
addressing three expressions to describe urban
processes and a neighborhood's case: Clarissa
dos Santos Veloso; 3.
Are Gentrification and
Displacement Different
Across Cities? Exploring
the Effects of Urban Regimes: Howard Jacob
ASA, p. 18

2019 CUSS
Award Recipients
Robert and Helen Lynd Award for Distinguished
Career Achievement
-Anne B. Shlay, Georgia State University
Robert E. Park Book Award co-winners
-Marcus Anthony Hunter and Zandria F. Robinson.
2018. Chocolate Cities: The Black Map of American
Life. Oakland, CA: University of California Press.
-Esther Sullivan. 2018. Manufactured Insecurity: Mobile
Home Parks and Americans' Tenuous Right to
Place. Oakland, CA: University of California Press.

CUSS Graduate Student Paper Award
-Winner: Zachary Hyde, University of British Columbia. 2018. “Giving Back to Get Ahead: Altruism as a Developer Strategy of Accumulation Through Affordable
Housing Policy in Toronto and Vancouver,” Geoforum (online ahead of print)
-Honorable mention: Christine Jang-Trettien, Johns
Hopkins University, “Social Structure of the Informal
Housing Market”
The awards will be presented at the CUSS Business Meeting and Award Ceremony on Saturday, August 10, 3:304:10pm in the Empire Ballroom East on the Second Floor
of the Sheraton New York (though double check final
program to verify location). Please join us to celebrate!
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Carlson, University of
Wisconsin-Madison; 4.
Operationalizing Gentrification: A Comparison of
“Gentrified” Tracts using
Census Data: Charles
Nathaniel Boynton, Pennsylvania State University;
Barrett Lee, Pennsylvania
State University; 5. Creative Placemaking: Art and
Gentrification in the Age
of Neoliberalism: Anne
Elizabeth Bowler, University of Delaware; Christopher Mele, University at
Buffalo
Table 5. Debating Gentrification
Presider: Augustine
Uchenna Udezeh, West
African International
School; Cultivating Place
Character: Community
Gardens Can Win Permanence, but at What
Cost?: Charlotte Glennie,
University of California,
Davis; 2. A Politics of
Housing Supply and Allocation: The Politics of
Housing Policy during
Oakland’s “Housing Crisis”: Allison Logan, University of California,
Berkeley;
3. Hipsters in the City:
The Case of Fishtown
Philadelphia: Geoffrey
Moss, Temple University;
Keith McIntosh, Temple
University; 4. “On the
Wrong Side of the Pike:”
The Role of Universities
in Shaping Neighborhood
Change: Sarah S.
Hosman, Drexel University; 5. Reckoning with the
“High Line Effect”: Steven
Lang, LaGuardia Community College, CUNY;
Julia H. Rothenberg,
CUNY Queensborough
Community College
Table 6. Gentrification

Today
Presider: Judith R.
Halasz, SUNY-New P
altz; 1. Foursquare and
Gentrification; Under
standing Shifts in Community Identity and Location Based Smartphone
Apps: Andrew Joseph
Long, The New School;
2. Gentrification and
Short-Term Rentals: ReAssessing the Rent Gap
in Urban Centers:
Mehmet Cansoy, Fairfield
University; 3. Between
Gentrification and Supergentrification: The Shifting Landscape of Affluence in Brooklyn, NY:
Judith R. Halasz, SUNYNew Paltz; 4. White Middle-Class Precarity Erases “Others”: Narratives of
Race and the Case of
Super-Gentrification in
the News: Zawadi RucksAhidiana, SUNY Albany
Table 7. Cultural Values
and the City
Presider: Amy E. Jonason, Furman University; 1. Culture and Collective Identity in Gig Work:
Will Attwood-Charles,
Boston College; 2. Parent
Gentrifiers: Constructing
Narratives of Urbanism
and Childhood in Boston:
Taylor Cain, Boston University; 3. Cultural Values
and Leaving the Creative
Class City: The Case of
Expat Digital Nomads:
Rachael E. Woldoff, West
Virginia University; Robert C. Litchfield, Washington and Jefferson College; 4. Defining, Aligning, and Negotiating Futures: New Forms of
Identity Work in an Urban
Farming Project: Amy E.
Jonason, Furman University; 5. Revisiting the Urban Question in the Age
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of the New Urban Crisis:
Jeffrey L. Sternberg,
Northeastern University
Table 8. Social Ties and
Collective Efficacy
Presider: Chris Kohut,
University of Toronto; 1.
Do collective resources
reduce the number of
Airbnbs in a neighborhood? Evidence from
New Orleans: Frederick
Weil, Louisiana State
University; Edward
Shihadeh; Tim Reiling,
Louisiana State University; 2. Tenure-Trust Paradox: A Longitudinal Approach to Housing Tenure and Generalized
Trust in Six European
Countries: Hyungjun Suh,
University of Arizona;
Stéfanie André, Radboud
University; 3. Metropolitan Networks: A SocioSpatial Analysis of Social
Ties in Tehran: Jaleh
Jalili, Oberlin College; 4.
Unanticipated Gains in
Homeless Shelters: A
Study Examining the Social Networks of the
Homeless Population:
Chris Kohut, University of
Toronto; 5. The Networked Question in the
Digital Age? The Shapes
of Community Through
the Life-Course: Barry
Wellman, NetLab Network; Anabel QuanHaase, University of
Western Ontario; MollyGloria Harper, University
of Western Ontario
Table 9. Neighborhood
(In)stability
Presider: Neli Demireva,
Essex University; 1.
Maintaining Stability in an
Unstable Environment:
Resident Responses to
Neighborhood Change in
Cleveland, Ohio: Kaitlyn

Barnes Langendoerfer,
Case Western Reserve
University; 2. Understanding Neighborhood
Continuity: Krista E.
Paulsen, Boise State University
Corona Plaza in Flux:
Omar Montana, CUNY
Graduate Center
Table 10. Neighborhood
Change
Presider: Jeffrey Nathaniel Parker, University
of Chicago; 1. Neighborhood Racial and Ethnic
Change: New Evidence
of Discriminatory Patterns
in Home Mortgage Lending: Meghan M. O’Neil,
University of Michigan; 2.
Revisiting Neo-Bohemia:
Persistence, Politics, and
Moving Past an Ecological Model of Neighborhood Reputation: Jeffrey
Nathaniel Parker, University of Chicago; 3. Durable Narratives in the Face
of Disaster: Middle-Class
Residential (Im)mobility
after Hurricane Harvey:
Anna Catherine Rhodes,
Rice University; Max
Besbris, Rice University;
4. Sustenance of Space:
The Inheritance of Neighborhood Disadvantage
Across Three Generations: Steven Elias Alvarado, Cornell University; Alexandra C. Cooperstock, Cornell University;
5. Shades of Green: Nature, Depopulation, and
Urbanism in Detroit: Sharon Cornelissen, Princeton University
Table 11. Socioeconomic Segregation
Presider: Keri Eason,
University of Cincinnati;
1. Neighborhood Economic Change in an Era
of Metropolitan Diver-
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gence: Jared N.
Schachner, Harvard University; 2. Skill-Based
Contextual Sorting: How
Parental Cognition and
Residential Mobility Produce Unequal Environments for Children: Jared
N. Schachner, Harvard
University; Robert J.
Sampson, Harvard University; 3. Changes in
Brain Drain: Recent
Trends in Educational
Residential Segregation:
Selena Margarita Livas,
University of California,
Irvine; 4. Operationalizing
City Level Effects: How
Cities Drive Economic
Stratification: Alexis
Mann, Brandeis University
Table 12. Racial Segregation
Presider: Allison Suppan
Helmuth, University of
Illinois at Chicago; 1.
Race and Age Structure
in the American Neighborhood: Christina Sonja
Nelson, New York University; 2. Race, Place,
and Police Violence: The
Role of Racial Residential
Segregation in Fatal Police Shootings: Stephanie
Jones, University of California, Irvine; Carol Walther, Northern Illinois University; Rodrigo
Dominguez-Martinez,
University of Maryland,
College Park; 3. Racial
and Environmental Inequalities in Spatial Patterns in Asthma Risks in
the U.S South: Kevin T.
Smiley, State University
of New York at Buffalo; 4.
Racial Segregation and
Metropolitan Housing
Policy: Nora E. TaplinKaguru, Earlham College
Table 13. Neighborhood
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Choice
Presider: Rukmini Potdar,
University of Maryland
University College; 1.
Adaptive Mobility: The
Case of Property Buyouts
and Resettlement Pathways in Urban Flood
Zones: James R. Elliot,
Rice University; Kevin
Loughran, Rice University; S. Wright Kennedy,
Columbia University; 2.
Second Homes in the
City and Country: A Reappraisal of Vacation
Homes in the TwentyFirst Century: Meaghan
Stiman, William & Mary;
3. Stated Preferences for
Racial Diversity vs Behavior: Evidence from
Homebuyers in North
Carolina: Richard Greg
Moye, Winston Salem
State University; 4. Is
Homeownership the Key
to Life Satisfaction? Empirical Evidence from Urban China: Wenhua Lai,
Michigan State University
Table 14. Urban Development
Presider: Steven
Schmidt, University of
California, Irvine; 1. Beyond the Metropolis: Production of Global Built
Environments in India:
Apurva Apurva, Binghamton University; 2. Access to Transportation:
Bus Network and Spatial
Inequality in Columbus:
Eungang (Peter) Choi,
Ohio State University; 3.
Social Construction and
Urban Space: The Social
Foundations of Urban
Redevelopment in Mexico City: Steven Schmidt,
University of California,
Irvine ; 4. PoliticalEconomy of Local LandUse Policy: Place-

Making, Development,
and Relative Power of
Business, Civil Society,
and Government: Lazarus Adua, University of
Utah; Linda Lobao, Ohio
State University; 5. The
Culture of Exchange Value: Rental Housing,
Neighborhood Conflict
and ‘Socially Conscious’
Urban Developers: Zachary Hyde, University of
British Columbia
Table 15. Issues in China and Taiwan
Presider: Ruth Ayesha
Casie Chetty, University
of Cincinnati; 1. Taking
on neighbor's color?
Compare educational
expectation between migrant and native teenagers in urban China: Yiqing Gan, Chinese University of Hong Kong; 2.
Social Capital, Place Attachment and Civic Engagement in Reform-Era
Urban China: Qiang Fu,
University of British Columbia; 3. Urbanization
and Occupational Mobility
in North China in the Mid20th Century: Evidence
from Shanxi Province:
Xiangning Li, Hong Kong
University of Science and
Technology; Matthew
Noellert, University of
Iowa; Cameron Campbell, Hong Kong University of Science and Technology; James Lee, Hong
Kong University of Science and Technology;
4. Social capital or social
cohesion? Continuity and
Change in Sense of
Community and Wellbeing in Taiwan: Hsin-Chieh
Chang, National Taiwan
University; 5. “For the
people” without “by the
people”: Exclusive inclusion in Shanghai’s water-

front development: Yifei
Li, New York University
Table 16. Building or
Breaking Community
Presider: Alex Trillo,
Saint Peter’s University;
1. Black in Public: How
witnessing among
strangers subverts surveillance on public transit:
Anthony James Williams,
University of California,
Los Angeles;
2. “Cheating the System”:
How the Stigmatization of
Poverty and Addiction
Erodes Social Support
and Trust: Kristina Paige
Brant, Harvard University;
3. Siting Replenishment:
The Role of Place in the
Immigrant Incorporation
Experience: Brian Tuohy,
University of California,
Los Angeles; 4. The
Promise of Property: Cultivating Legal Optimism
and Collective Efficacy in
Chicago’s Urban Agriculture District: Nate Ela,
American Bar Foundation; 5. Why they grow in
the city: Liminality of Urban Cultivation in postKatrina New Orleans:
Yuki Gato, Georgetown
University
Table 17. Structural Inequalities
Presider: Robin Bartram,
Tulane University; 1. Investigating Seriously Delinquent Mortgages in
Mexican Neighborhoods
in Metropolitan Statistical
Areas in the United
States: Katrin B. Anacker,
George Mason University; 2. Situating Tax Foreclosure in Detroit into the
Broader Matrix of Racialized, Structural Inequality: Michael Lee Sabbagh,
Wayne State University;
ASA, p. 20
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3. Trauma, Reparations
and Redevelopment in
Detroit: Ethnographic
Snapshots of Environmental Justice Struggles:
Paul Joseph Draus, University of Michigan; 4.
Youth Who Sleep in Motels - An Acknowledged
but Unknown Population
of the Hidden Homeless:
Kara Tsukerman, Georgia State University; 5.
Concrete Pathways: An

Examination of why Dublin's Cityspace is Important to Nigerian Immigrants in Ireland:
Vanessa Theresa Stout,
Richard Bland College of
William and Mary
Table 18. Other Urban
Issues
Presider: Sevsem CicekOkay, University of Cincinnati; 1. Laboratories of
Democracy (Thousands
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of Them): Public Employment and Social Welfare
across the Federal System: Gregory Hooks,
McMaster University; Linda Lobao, Ohio State
University; Victor Iturra,
Universidad Católica del
Norte; Mark Partridge,
Ohio State University; 2.
Planning for Sustainability in Buenos Aires:
Transnational NGOs and
Expert Knowledge Circu-

lation in Buenos Aires:
Jacob H. Lederman, University of Michigan-Flint;
3. Who owns our cities?
How landlord structure
affects housing experiences: Henry Gomory,
Princeton University; 4.
Undercurrents: Outreach,
Homelessness and negotiating spaces on the
streets of New York: Joe
Williams, Cardiff University

Publications
●Dana Kornberg, University of Michigan, announces two new journal
articles. First, 2019.
“Garbage as Fuel: Pursuing Incineration to Counter Stigma in Postcolonial
Urban India.” Local Environment 24(1): 117.http://doi.org/10.1080/
13549839.2018.
1545752. This paper explains why local leaders
may adopt and promote
forms f environmentalism
that privilege aesthetic
and class-based concerns, displacing environmentalisms of the poor
that promote more socially just and sustainable
practices. Presenting a
case study from Delhi,
India, I ask why centralized and mechanized
approaches to garbage
services, which included
incineration or “waste-toenergy,” were promoted
over manual recycling
systems despite their unproven efficacy and significant expense. I argue
that Indian leaders saw
incineration as a mechanism for decontaminating
garbage, and by association, de-stigmatizing the
city’s reputation. Transforming a chaotic cluster

of materials – garbage –
into a singular object for
incineration – fuel –
allowed Indian bureaucrats and managers, who
tend to be upper-caste
men, to claim and profit
from materials that are
recycled by lower-caste
and Muslim informal
workers. Second, with
Amy Kings and Erin
Lane. 2019. “Organizing
Under Austerity: How
Flint Residents’ Concerns
Became the Flint Water
Crisis.” Critical Sociology 45(4-5): 583–
597. http://journals.
sagepub.com/doi/
abs/10.1177/08969205
18757053. What might it
take for politically marginalized residents to challenge cuts in public
spending that threaten
their health and wellbeing? Specifically, how did
residents of Flint, Michigan contribute to the decision of an austerity regime that was not accountable to them to
spend millions to switch
to a safe water source?
We examine the influence and limitations of
residents and grassroots
groups during the 18month period between

April 2014 and October
2015 when the city drew
its water from the Flint
River. We find that citizen
complaints alone were
not sufficient, but their
efforts resulted in partnerships with researchers
whose evidence bolstered their claims, thus
inspiring a large contribution from a local foundation to support the switch
to a clean water source.
Thus, before the crisis
gained national media
attention, and despite
significant constraints,
residents’ sustained organization—coupled with
scientific evidence that
credentialed local
claims—motivated the
return to the Detroit water
system. The Flint case
suggests that residents
seeking redress under
severe austerity conditions may require partnerships with external scientific elites.
●Chris Tilly, University
of California, Los Angeles, co-authored with Marie Kennedy “Field education and communitybased planning in a
worst-case scenario,”
Journal of Planning Edu-

cation and Research,
Online First
ttps://doi.org/10.1177/073
9456X19847725, May
2019. Communityengaged planning education and communitybased planning are often
uphill battles. This article
uses the case of a Mexican village to illustrate a
pedagogical model that
trains students as participatory planners by immersing them in a community-based planning
project, an approach we
call transformative learning and community development. We join larger
debates on education
and participation—
arguing that students can
and should learn about
participatory planning by
doing it; that while community participation
sometimes reproduces
unequal power relations,
it can also be structured
to challenge them; and
that successful planning
and teaching require a
dialectic between expertise and broad participation.
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