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Preamble

The theory of uneven geographicd development nesds further devdlopment. The
extreme volatlity in contemporary political economic fortunes across and between
goeces of the world economy (a al manner of different scdes) cry out for better
theoretical interpretation. The political necessty isjust as urgent Snce convergencein
well-being has not occurred and geographica as well as socid inequdities within the
capitdist world gopear to have increasad in recent decades The promised outcome
of poverty reduction from freer trade, open markets and "neo-liberal” drategies of
globadization hes not materidized. Environmental degredations and socid
didocations have d0 been unevenly distributed. Smultaneoudy, the uneven
geographica development of oppositional movements to neo-liberdism creates both
opportunities and barriers in the seerch for dternatives.

There is nothing new, of course, about uneven geographicd development within
capitdiam or, for that matter, within any other mode of production. There are,
moreover, Saverd overlapping ways of thinking about it:

1) Historicist/diffusionistinterpretations treat the politica economic development
of the advanced capitdist countries (the West) as the engine of capitdism that
entrains all other territories, cultures and places into paths of economic, political,
ingtitutional and intellectua progress. Uneven geographica  development is
interpreted as the product of a differentiated diffuson process from the center that
leaves behind redduds from preceding @as or mess with pockets of resgance
towards the progress and modernization that capitdism promotes. "Backwardness'
(the term is highly significant) arises out of an unwillingness or an inability (in racist
versons conddered innate, in environmentaist versons ssm as naturdly imposed,
and in culturalist versons understood in terms of the weight of historical, religious
etc. traditions) to "catch up" with the dynamics of z western-centered capitalism,
usudly portrayed as the highpoint of modernity or even of civilization. Whole
populations, cultures and territorics aC thereby presumed to be incgpeble of sheping
their own history let done of influencing deveopments dsewhere Occasiondly
me place "sees the light” (eg. Jgpan and more recently much of East and Southeest
Ada) and forges aheed. But the res of the world lives in "the waiting room of
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history." There ae consavaive, liberad and Marxist versons of this
historicist/diffusionist argument.

2) Constructvist arguments focus on the "development of underdevelopment.”
The exploitative practices of capitaism backed by the political, military and
geopolitical activities of the most powerful nation sates engaging in imperiaist,
colonial or neo-colonial exploitation of territories and whole populations and their
cultures lie at the root of the uneven geogrephicd development. Differential paiterns
of exploitation (of populations, resources, lands) result. Indigenous strengths and
cultural specificities and to be undermined or destroyed by these forces over large
tracts of the globe. While the forces a work exploiting the territory are badcdly
externa, indigenous comprador dases may collaborate and sometimes acquire
enough power to retain a portion of the fruits of exoloitation within theterritory and
build agood life for themsdves. There are conservative (in the tradition of Edmund
Burke), liberad (human rights) and Marxist (eg. dependency theory, unequd
exchange, development of underdevelopment and production of gpace) verdons of
this constructivist approach.

3) Environmentalist explanations go back a lesst to Montesquieu and Rousssau.
Though their reputation became sullied by assodiation with racism and doctrines of
(usudly) European cultural superiorities, the threed of argument that attributed
devdopmentad  differences to underlying environmental  conditions never
dissppeared. In recent years under the pressure of many "green" aguments
regarding natura limits, environmental cgpadities and differential exposure to hedth
problems and diseeses (eg. the impact of mdariain tropica regions) we have ssn a
"respectable’ reviva of such thinking in the works of Jared Diamond and Jeffrey
Sachs More benign versons take up the ways in which human adeptations to
variegated environmenta possibilities underlie territorial specidizations, divisions of
labor and the crestion of distinctive regiona waysof lifedbeit within aframework of
continuous capital accumulation. Again, there are conservative, liberal, bioregionalist,
and now Marxist/Green versions of this argument.

4) Geopolitical interpretations ss uneven geogrgphical development & an
unpredictable outcome of political and socid struggles between territorially organized
powers operating a a variety of scdes These powers can be organized as daes or
blocs of dates but druggles dso occur between regions, cities, communities, loca
neighborhoods, turfs, etc. In pagt times organic metaphors were frequendy deployed
in which the surviva of the fittest territorial polity depended upon competitive
strength. More recent versions drop the crude socid Darwinism and concentrate on
the play of power politics (military, political, economic) and competition between

56



territorially bassd organizations for weslth, power, resources and qualities of life on
the global dage Imperidist versons dress the abilities of dates or collections of
daes to extract aurpluses from the rest of the world and reduce much of the world
to a subsarvient division of labor convenient to the needs of hegemonic power(s).
There is room for a good ded of contingency in geopolitical interpretations.
Accidents of history (locdized socid movements, cultural norms, political shifts,
revolutions) and geography (resources, human capitd, prior investments) can dl play
a role in defining the forms of gtruggle as well as their outcomes. Emancipatory
druggles over nationa sdf-liberation for oppressed peoples contrast, for example,
with struggles to maintain the hegemony of some dominant power or powers within
globa capitadism. Again, there are consarvative, liberal and Marxigt-redist versons of
this argument.

There are, plainly many overlgps between these different gpproaches But which
badic line of argument is taken becomes important because it sats limits on the terrain
of possble debate about the role of uneven geogrephica development within
capitdiam and drcumscribes what can be legitimated and judtified from the
standpoint of political action. Under (1), for example, primitive accumulation and the
radicd transformation of nature can be seen as necessaty evils, a 9age to be gone
through in order to breek with tradition, supertition, religion etc. en route to a better
kind of society. Capitdism and even imperidism can be ssn as progressve
movements in world history and if a society hes not gone through that then socidigs
or other "progressive" forces have to do the nasty work (eg. Soviet digpossesson of
the Kulaks). Under (2) it is hard to congtruct the same legitimacy for capitaism and
its cognete forms of colonialism, neo-colonialism and imperialism. The exploitative
and destructive practices ae inevitably cagt in a negdive light. Movements for
autonomy (such as de-linking from the global economy) and nationd liberation
coupled with arefusd to engage in certain kinds of environmentd transformation are
Fm as progressive forms of resgance Under (3) the question of environmenta
congdraints (even imperatives) to uneven geographicd development becomes much
more compelling, even as the distinction between natura and built environments
becomes less and less essy to sugtain. Judgments ae cagt and politics defined in
ecologica terms and those terms limit posshilities. In extreme versons of the
agument, environmental condraints provide norms to which uneven geographica
devdopment should conform. Under (4) we ae more likedy to asume that
competitive struggle between political entities is inevitable: the only interesting
question is who comes out on top where and why (with historical and geographica
"accidents' often playing a key role).

In their more extreme forms it is impossble to reconcile these different
aguments. | gart, however, with the idea that the arguments are not necessily
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mutually exdusive; each has something sgnificant to sy about uneven geographica
development. This poses the danger that we merdly end up with an eclectic and
incoherent mish-mash of idees | prefer to brave that danger. In what follows,
therefore, | shal explore the potentia interplay of al of these themes in a relational
way. The am is to identify a "unified" field theory of uneven geogrgphica
development. | place the term "unified" in quotation marks because, as will become
goparent, the san=e of unification to be achieved is very different from reductionist
or even organicist conceptions of how theory might be constructed. For purposes of
smplification, | focus exdusvey on how uneven geographica development works
under capitaism.

The structure of argument

Any theory of uneven geogrgphica development must be smple enough to ad
comprehension and complex enough to embrace the nuances and particularities that
cdl for interpretation. | congtruct the argument around four radicaly distinct
conditionalities that have different epistemological satuses A unified field theory
ress on combining these conditionalities. The combination turns out to be difficult
and | do not dam to have solved al of its problems. | suggest ingeed a mode of
goproach that points the way towards the possibility of generd theory. The four
conditionalities are:

1) The materid embedding of cepita accumulation processess in the web of
socio-ecological life.

2) Accumulation by digpossesson (a generdization of Marx's concept of
"primitive" or "original" accumulation under which pre-existing asHs are
asembled — as labor powers, money, productive cgpacity or as commodities -
and put into circulation as capital).

3) Thelaw-like character of capital accumulation in goece and time.

4) Political, socid and "cdlass' druggles at avariety of geogrgphical scaes

How, then, might these dements be combined into a unified theory? The ansver
in part depends upon the conception of “theory” being advanced. If theory is
construed as a dean logica structure specified in direct propositional terms with law-
like daements needy derived from fundamentd abdract categories then the
materids | assamble here would be incapable of theorization. But | have a somewhat
looser conception of theory in mind: one that acknowmedges the power and
importance of certain processes that are spedifible independently of eech other but
which can and must be brought together in a dynamic field of interaction. This
implies the construction of arguments about how the web of life and accumulation
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by dispossesson and accumulation through expanded reproduction work together
and how the dynamics of political and dass sruggles power continuous dhanges in
capitalism's uneven geographica development.

While the proof of this gpproach must await its execution, | think it useful to lay
out two preliminary pointswhich have been crucia in guiding my own thinking. The
first concerns the way in which Marx formulated the relationship between the
absract and the concrete in his work. To comprehend this would require a full-
length exposition in its own right, so | confine mysdf to the following observations.
Dialectics, and in particular that version of it which dresses internal relations, is
perpetudly negotiating the relation between the particular and the universal, between
the abgract and the concrete. Thereis, in Marxian theory for example, no such thing
as abdract labor outsde of the multiple concrete activities of production and
exchange which give rise to it, while the concrete is, as Max obsarved, a
concentration of so many different determinations that it can never be reduced to a
mere particular manifestation of the abstract. Agents (and al of us have agacy of
ome kind) make their own way but do so, to pargphrase a well-known Marxist
adage not under conditions of their own making nor with results that are free of
multiple determinations deriving from the actions of others. Much of socid theory
hes been taken up with condderations of this sort: how to rdate individua agency
(however that is understood) to the evolution of sodd sructures and vice versa
Didlectics avoids the more mechanigtic and reductionist versions of thisproblem and
permits the issue to be gpproached theoretically in an open and fluid way. | shdl, in
what follows, rely heavily on this didectical way of assembling together the abstract
and the concrete, the universal and the particular.

The sscond point rests on the conception of goece to be deployed (s next
chapter). This is crucid snce the very term uneven geogrgphicd development is
predicated upon some conception of what spatiality is all about. The tendency in
much of socid theory is either to exdude spatidity dtogether from its purview asan
unnecessary complication or to treet of it asasmple and immutable container within
which socid processes occur. Under either of those presumptions a generd theory of
uneven geographica development of the sort | have in mind becomes impossible.
The best that could be articulated is a study of how thelaws of accumulation produce
uneven development within a predetermined spatid structure. But in recent years
meany geographers backed by the philosophica arguments of Lefebvre and others
have cometo view spatidity in adifferent light, as actively produced and as an active
moment withifi the s6cial process. Treating of gpace rdaionaly and relatively rather
than as an absolute framework for sodid action, it hecomes possible. 1o see the ways
in which capitd accumulation, for example, cregtes not only seces but different
forms of spatiality {through such moves as the organization of financia markets in
cyberspace). This whole idea opens up the progpect for theories of the production of
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gpace and spauality. This is, as Neil Smith long ago indsted, a necessaty precondition
for the construction of any generd theory of uneven geographical development.! |
examine it in greater detail in the next chapter.

The material embedding of social processes in ‘the web of life’

Uneven geogrephica developments reflect the different ways in which different
socid groups have materidly embedded their modes of socidity into the web of life,
understood as an evolving socio-ecological sysem. The sysem is open and dynamic
and, dearly, there ae abundant examples of unintended conssquences of socid
action as well as dl manner of environmental shifts that occur smply because of
what Whitehead cdled "the perpetud search for novelty" within nature (including
human nature). Geographers, anthropologists, sociologists, economigts, historians of
various kinds, political commentators and many more have produced in fact a vast
body of work rdevant to understanding such processes and outcomes. The archive
of dudies of how daly life is lived within the web of life around the world is
therefore immense. The problem is to find away to meke sense of diverse, particular
and often quite idiosyncratic geographica variaions in relation to more generd
processes of capitd accumulation, socid druggle and environmentd transformation.
This means integrating particular sudies into some more generd theory of the
uneven geographical development of capitalism.

Copitdigt activity is dways grounded somewhere Diverse materid processes
(physicd, ecologicd as well as socid) must be gppropriated, used, bent and re-shgped
to the purposes and paths of capital accumulation. Conversdy, capitd accumulation
hes to adapt to and in some indances be transformed by the materid conditions it
encounters. Theory hes to address two issues first, the rules of capita circulation and
accumulation nead to be spedified and, secondly, a methodology must be established
to track how those rules get tangibly expressed and actively re-shgped through socio-
ecological processes

The conventional gpproach to the sscond question is to indst that case dudies be
"theoretically informed". What this al too often means however, is an introductory
and concluding chapter in which the works of mgor theoreticians are in the forefront
of argument, ssparated by a cese sudy in which it is often hard to discern even a
trace of influence of any of the theoretical work gopeded to at the beginning and the
end. The issue of how theoretical work might in turn be informed and advanced by
cae sudy work is rardy if ever addressed. What sometimes happens ingteed is that
theory is judged inadequate, when dic real question should be how to advance the

N. Smith, Uneven Development: Nature, Capital andsbe Production of Space (Oxford: Basil Blackwell,
Reprint Edition, 1990).
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theory. This conventional gpproach to the question arises | sugpect because "theory™
isdl too often understood as a bundle of stationary, dreedy fully specified arguments
and propositions, reedy-made to be gpplied to and tested againgt the "real" world.
This positivist gpproach to theory testing is a problem. Theory should be understood
indead as an evolving dructure of argument sendtive to encounters with the
complex ways in which sodid processes ae materialy embedded in the web of life.
My am here, therefore, is to tak through the problematics of a generd theory of
uneven geographical development that both loosans up the conception of how
theory in generd works a the same time as it tightens the didectica integration of
theoretica work and the tangible practices of historical-geographica materialism.?

These difficulties are exacerbated by the habit of many influential and thoughtful
practitioners such as Braudd and Habermas, to view the abdtractions of capitd
accumulation as somehow "outside of daly life, apart from what some like to cal
"the lifeworld.” Braudd, for example, conceives of capitdism as the top layer of a
three-tiered structure. The lowest layer is condtituted by "materid life" defined asthat
"gtratum of the non-economy, the soil into which capitdism thrugs its roots but
which it can never redly penetrate.” Above thislayer:

comes the favored terrain of the market economy, with its many horizontal communications
between different markets. here a degree of automatic coordination usually links supply,
demand and prices. Then alongside, or rather above this layer, comes the zone of the anti-
market, where the great predators roam and the law of the jungle operates. This- today as in
the pagt, before and after the industrial revolution - is the real home of capimlism.3

Braudd sees everyday materid life before 1800 as being lived in local ways thet are
only marginadly affected by capitadlism. At one point he does express some doubt as
to whether this continued to be true &fter the arrival of the railroads in the nineteenth
century. There are certainly aress of the world even today where it would be entirely
reasonable to argue that the macro processess of capitdism merdy cagt a shedow over
daly life. But this is less and less the case Condder the role of Enron - a
quintessentia "predator” in Braudd's terms — in the Cdifornia energy crisis. The
shortages and the rapidly rising price of eectricity as well as the indirect budgetary
conssquences afected everyone in Cdifornia and beyond. Condder the effects of
fiscal crises and structural adjusment policies in Mexico, Argentina, Mozambique,
Indonesia, Thailand and Korea (just to name a few); the daily lives of dmost

The closest 1 have come to laying out the general principles of what | mean by "historical-
geographical materialism” isin D. Harvey, Justice, Natureandsbe Geography of Difference(Oxford:
Basil BlackweU, 1996).

F. Braudd, Capitalismand Material Life, 7400-1800, translatedby M. Kochan (L ondon: Weidenfeld
and Nicolson, 1973); Afterthoughtson Material Céivéization ani Capitalism, trandated by P.Ranum
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1977). The actua quote is cited in G. Arrighi, The
Long Twentieth Century (London: Verso, 1994)p. 10.
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everyone in those countries were profoundly dtered. As the financid criss
progressed in Southeest Asiain 1997-8, for example

unemployment soared, GDP plummeted, banks closed. The unemployment rate was up
fourfold in Korea, thregfold in Thailand, tenfold in Indonesia. In Indonesia, almost 15
percent of males working in 1997 had lost their jobs by August 1998, and the economic
devastation was even worse in the urban areas of the main island, Java. In South Korea,
urban poverty almost tripled, with ailmost a quarter of the population falling into poverty, in
Indonesia, poverty doubled.#

The riots and violence (mainly visited on ethnic Chinese) that followed in
Indonesia, for example, tore gpart alot of the socid fabric. No place or person was
immune, though the effects were dearly stronger in some places than in others.
Innumerable socid sruggles have dso erupted agang capitdism (the Zapatista
movement againg NAFTA, the large number of documented anti-IMF riots, for
example). It isimpossible, | conclude, to sugtain the view that capitaism hes only a
shedowy relation to daily life or that the adjustments and adgptations that occur in
daly life areirrdlevant for understanding how capita accumulation isworking on the
global gage Braudd's formulation isingppropriate to our contemporary world.

Polanyi, for his part, saw what he caled a gradud “disembedding” of the market
economy from the socid sysem. By the time "the great transformation” (the rise of
the market economy) weas complete, the logic of commaodification (of land, labor and
money, none of which ae actudly produced as commodities) and of capitd
accumulation had been imposed upon socid life as a st of fictions and abstractions.
The problem, as Polanyi saw it, was to re-embed capital accumulation and market
reations in a regulatory and ingtitutional framework that would curb its excesses
while sustaining some of its virtues (such as freedom of choice and decentraized
decison making). Polanyi’s argument is not, of course, that the circulation of capita
is materidly outside of the web of socid and ecologicd life, but that the abstractions
that drive it are sparated from the broader logic that would derive from socid and
ecological processes taken as a whole.® This leads to a host of potentially destructive
conssguences within the web of life, particularly for the environment and for labor.
This ssamns to me amore solid formulation. The danger, however, is that we congrue
the abgtractions and fictions of capitdism's logic as the property of some my<tica
externd force — "capital” - outside of the "web of life” and immune to materiaist
influences when they should be characterized, rather, as the product of a paverse
and limiting logic arising out of the institutional arrangements congtructed at the
behest of a disparate group of people cdled capitdists Capitalists adgpt to new
conditions. indeed one of the more outstanding things about capitalist historica

4. Stiglitz, Globalization and Its Discontents(New Y ork: Nogten, 2002) p. 97.
5 K. Polanyi, The Great Transformation (Boston: Beacon Press, 1957edition).
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geogrephy is precisdly its flexibility and adaptability. New ingtitutional arrangements
ae congandy being congtituted in response to the drcumstances of materid
embedding of capita circulation within the web of life. Capitdism hes modified its
behaviors, for example, through its encounters with environmental limits and
congraints. What Marx cdled the "dagtic’ powers of capitd in its quest for surplus
vaue have to be incorporated into the theoretical argument.

Other theorists postulate the existence of protected goeces (dubbed "heterotopic”
by Foucault) within which dally life and affective relations can function without being
dominated by capitd accumulation, market relations and date powers. Habermas
turns to Husserl’s concept of "the lifeworld" understood as that sohere of both non-
human and human thought and action outsde of the economic, technicd and
buresucratic rationality given in the concepts of cepitd and the Sate. In Habermass
cax, there is a manifest dedire to retain a humanism in which persona passons and
concerns, individual moral and aesthetic judgements, communicative ethics and
didogue carry their own digtinctive and autonomous meenings. Formulations of this
type guard a gpece againg the overwhelming power of "capital logic" theory and the
seemingly anti-humanistic stance which that logic dictates.S | am sympathetic to that
overdl am but think it erroneous and sdf-defedting to presume the exisgence of
ome heterotopic or segregated "lifeworld" goace insulated from (even if in the long
run in danger of being penetrated and swamped by) capitdist sodid reations and
conceptions. To acoept such a division between "lifeworld" and "system” entails
abandoning everything Marx taught us regarding the principles of higtorical
materidist enquiry. Marx, after al, sought a critical knowledge of everyday life. His
method entailed "a ruthless criticism of everything existing." Though Marxism hes
falen victim on occasion to its own abdractions, the fundamenta line of enquiry
must center on the didectical reations between abdtractions and concrete events.

If it is invidious to view daly life and the lifeworld as something "outsde of the
circulation of capital, then we have to concede that everything that now occursin the
workplace and in the production-consumption process is somehow caught up within
capitd circulation and accumulation. Almost everything we now eat and drink, weer
and use ligen to and hear, watch and learn comes to us in commodity form and is
shgpad by divisions of labor, the pursuit of product niches and the generd evolution
of discourses and ideologies that embody precepts of capitdism. It is only when daily
life hes been rendered totally open to the circulation of capitd and when political
aubjects have their vison dmogt entirdly circumscribed by embeddedness in that
circulation that capitalism can function with affective meanings and legitimecy as its
support. Under such circumgtances the body becomes "an accumulation strategy”

J. Habermas, The Theory of Communicative  Action, Volume2, Lifeworld and System: A Critiqueof
FunctionalistReason (Boston: Beacon Press, 1985).
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and we dl of uslive our lives under the sign of that candirinn 7. Thisic pow ryeeven
for those populations trying to subss on less than $2 a day and who_are_often
viewed and treated as if they are dispogable 2nd redundant populations.

It is undeniable, of course, that capitdism hes promoted and evolved institutional
frameworks and specidizations of function that promote the development of
discourses 0 abdract as to be opague to the mess of the population. This is
particularly true of the financid system with its derivatives and hedge-funds its junk
bonds and currency futures, its complex rules of behavior and the gyrations in
valuation of ass that ssam to make it a world of its own, the focus of immense
Soeculaive energies ssemingly unrelated to the world of materid production and
consumption. The task for critical enquiry, is to penetrate to the underlying meaning
of such phenomena and to explore their ramifications for daily life. How to do thisis
the big question. Gramsci’s insghts are here of consderable rdevance:

The active man in the mass has a practical activity, but has no clear theoretical consciousness
of his practical activity, which nonetheless involves understanding the world in so far as it
transforms it. His theoretical consciousness can indeed be historically in opposition to his
activity. One might almost say that he has two theoretical consciousness (or one
contradictory consciousness): one which is implicit in his activity and which in reality unites
him with his fellow workers in the practical transformation of the real world; and one
superficially explicit or verbal, which he has inherited from the past and uncritically absorbed.
But this verbal conception is not without consequences. It holds together a specific social
group, it influences moral conduct and the direction of will, with varying efficacity but often
powerfully enough to produce a situation in which the contradictory state of consciousness
does not permit any action, any decision or any choice, and produces a condition of moral
and political passivity.

"Common snxe” Gramsci argued, is:

The conception of the world which is uncritically absorbed by the various social and cultural
environments in which the moral individuality of the average man is developed. Common
sense is not a single unique conception, identical in time and space ... Its most fundamental
characteristic is that it is a conception which, even in the brain of one individual, is
fragmentary, incoherent and inconsequential, in conformity with the social and cultural
position of those masses whose philosophy it is.

This bundle of bdiefs held in common contrasts with "good sense' that connects
life activity with understanding in a profound and cttical way:

Each one of us changes himsdlf, modifies himself to the extent that he changes and modifies
the complex relations of which he is the hub. In this sense the real philosopher is and cannot

D. Harvey, Spacesdf Hope (Edinbur gh: Edinbur gh Univer sity Press, 2000).

A. Gramsci, Seletions  from The Prison Notebooks, trandated by Q. Hoate and G. Nowell Smith
(London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1971) p. 333.
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be other than, the politician, the active man who modifies the environment, under standing by
environment the ensemble of relations which each of us enters to take part in. If one's own
individuality is the ensemble of those relations, to create on€'s personality means to acquire
consciousness of them and modify ones own personalty means to modify the ensemble of
these relatons.?

Given the fetishisms that attach to and the opecities that mask processss of capita
circulation and accumulation, we cannot expect anything other than "common
Fns' conceptions of the world to regulae the conduct of daly life. The
digunctions and cognitive dissonances are important. There is no way we can expect
the rules and laws of capital accumulation to enter into the socio-ecological world in
an unmediated way. But by the same token, this means that the activities of capita
circulation and accumulation ae refracted through actud discurdve practices,
undergtandings and behaviors (including the passivity and "common sensd' that
Gramsti identifies). These mediations shepe the uneven geographicad devel opment of
capitalism in important ways. But this then brings us back full circle for if it.is. indeed
the cae as | shdl Iater er ague, thet territorial competition p|eys a crucial.role in the
progress of capita accum

“Common Sense' that arise x \yg!}l_r_)_thg dlfferent goeoes of CapltdIST‘l play a dmng |f
not constitutive role. If, for example, "common sensg' in Silicon Valey is founded in
beiefs with respect to rugged entrepreneurid individualism and venture capitdism
then the relative sucoess of that region versus the gad socidity of the British shires
or the rdigious intendty of Karachi is not hard to predict. The geogrephy of
"common s’ gopears to me to be the proper subject of cultural geography and
anthropology .

Lefebvre likewise provides key indghts. His project is to liberate Marxism from its
dogmatiam and to integrate an understanding of "everyday life" into Marxian theory.
"The method of Marx and Engels' he indsts

consists precisely in a search for the link which exists between what men think, desire, say
and believe for themselves and what they are, what they do. Thislink always exists. It can be
explored in two directions. On the one hand, the historian or the man of action can proceed
from ideas to men, from consciousness to being - i.e. towards practical, everyday reality -
bringingthetwointo confrontation and ther eby achieving criicism  of ideasby action and realifies

.. But it is equally possible (to take) real life as the point of departure in an investigation of
how the ideas which express it and the forms of consciousness which reflect it emerge. The
link, or rather the network of links between the two poleswill prove to be complex ... In this
way we can arrive at a criticism of lifeby ideaswhich in a sense extends and completes the fir st
procedure.10

% 1Ibid, p. 419, p. 352

10 H. Lefebvre, Critiqueof Everyday Life, VolumeOne, trandated by J. Moore, (L ondon: Ver so, 1991)
p. 145,



Lefebvre identifies a saies of critical points where this operation can be
conducted. He proposes a critique of (8) individuality (private consciousness); (b) of
mydtifications (mydgtified consciousness); (¢) of money (fetishism and economic
dienation); (d) of nesds (psychologicd and mord dienation); (€) of work (alienation
of the worker); and (f) of freedom (the power over nature and human nature).
Lefebvre highlights the necessity of critique as the epistemological underpinning for
ay atempt to integrate evaryday materid concearns into some broader framework.
Lefebvre takes us from the field of mere description of the everydaey (pardlding
Gramgdi's "common sn’) to a condderation of the possbility of its
transformation (searching for Gramsti's "good sensg'). The critique of everyday life
entails the construction of a st of possibilities for its transformation, taking us from
the passvity that Gramsci describes to one of revolutionary action. Socialism, for
Lefebvre, is nothing less than the transformation of everyday life. But these
transformations are occurring willy-nilly all around us The world is therefore replete
with possbilities. But the possibilities are seized upon unevenly, depending upon the
degree to which the polidcs of good snse trump the passvity that common sase
typicdly imparts. The uneven geogrgphical devdopment of everyday life is the
product of proceses whereby we meke oursdves and our world through
trandformative activities, with regpect to both discursve understandings and daily-life
practices.

My s from reading Gramsci and Lefebvre and reflecting on numerous specific
cae dudies is that it is entirdly possible to construct a mode of what might be cdled
"bottom-up theorizing.” Let me be dear that | am not here advoceting a return to
some version of the inductive method in which a whole series of empirica enquiries
provide rav maerids for the extraction of synthetic generdizations that can then
take on the role of theoretica propostions. Marx's method of descent from the
urface gopearance of particular events to the ruling abgtractions underneeth is very
different. It entals viewing awy paticular evet st as an interndization of
fundamentd underlying guiding forces The task of enquiry is to identify these
underlying forces by critica andyds and detaled inspection of the individua
ingance. 1 stand, in short, to learn far more about the urban process under capitdism
by detailed reconstruction of how a particular city hes evolved than Twould from
collection of empirica data s#s from a sample of one hundred cities. From this
perspective we s that dl cese sudies necessxily interndlize theory construction.
"Doing theory" is, therefore, an inevitable concomitant of al forms of historical-
geographical materialist enquiries. Through activities of this sort it then becomes
possible to re-formulate and advance whatever genad theory (such as that which
Marx advancesin Capital) we have a hand. Thefinal chapter of any case study should
therefore be about how the case study hes advanced the theory and with what generd
effects.
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We a0 need here to examine more dosdy the metabolic rations between capita
accumulation and "nature” sSnce it is often and plausbly argued that this puts us on a
qualitatively different terrain with respect to theory construction. Certainly, as Smith
agues, an understanding of uneven geographicad development depends upon first
understanding "the production of nature’ through capitaistic activities.!! Physica
and ecologicd conditions vary greatly across the surfece of the earth. The temptation
to homogenize the category "nature’ (ss often hgppens in philosophica debates)
must be avoided. Nature should dways be regarded as intensaly internally variegated
- an unpardlded field of difference. The possbility to mobilize and appropriate
physica surpluses varies enormoudy from one environmental context to another and
the geographica circulation of capitd reflects that smple fact. But the possbilities
a0 depend upon technologies, organizationd forms, divisons of 1abor, wants, neads
and dedres as well as our cultura predilections (including those articulated in
"common sensd’). This naturd world is, furthermore, in perpetud flux, with
anthropogenic influences looming larger and larger in scdle and importance over
time. Theimplications are legion. Paul Burkett puts it thisway:

Nature's capacity to absorb or adjust to the human production process is itself largdy
determined by the combined qualities of the material objects, physical forces, and life forms
constituting particular ecosystems and the terrestrial biosphere as a whole. The myriad forms,
and the spatial and temporal unevenness, of human impacts on the biosphere can only be
understood in terms of the qualitative variegation and differential resiliency of nature within
and across ecosystems. Of course, uneven and differentizted human ecological impacts also
implicate the specific features of human development, as compared to other species. The
social division of labor, in particular gives the level and qualitative differentiation of human
production a peculiar momentum réative to extra-human nature.'?

In transforming our environment we necessaily transform oursdves. This is
Marx's most fundamenta theoretical point concerning the didectics of our metabolic
relation to nature. "The antithes's between nature and history is created,” Marx and
Engds obsarved, only when "the relation of man to naure is excluded from
history.”!* And if rhat relation is seen as diadectica, as a matter of internal relations,
then the particularity-universdity problem is direcdy confronted. On the ecologicd
dde, therefore, we have to understand how the accumulation of capitd works
through ecosygemic proceses, re-shaping them and disturbing them as it goes
Energy flows, shifts in materid bdances environmental transformations (some of
them irreversible) have to be brought thoroughly within the picture. But the socid

Smith, Uneven Development op. at.
P. Burkett, Marx and Nature: A Red and Green Perspective (New Y ork: Palgrave Macmillan, 1999) p.
21.

K.Marx and F. Engels, Collected Works, Volume5 (New Y ork: International Publishers, 1975) p. 55.
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dde cannot be evaded as somehow radicdlly different from its ecological integument.
Thereis, asl aiguedinjustice, Natureandthe Geggraphy —of Difference, nothing unnaturdl
about New Y ork City.!* The circulation of money and of capital haveto be construed
as ecologica varigbles every bit as important as the circulation of air and water. The
concept of embeddeddness in "the web of life" understood both in ecologica and
socid terms therefore becomes crucid to the theorization of uneven geogrephical
development. Thisisthe kind of work that political ecology hes embarked uponwith
sgnificant results.

This didectic hes unfolded, however, without us being particularly cognizant of
the ways we remake oursalves. Even when there was some collective ssnse of how
"the megery of nature’ (just to take one example) might contribute to human
enlightenment and emancipation, the unintended conssquences of human ections
have been 50 vast and unexpected as to disrupt and in Some ingances even reverse
some of our most cherished hopes. The unexpected outcomes feed our Frankengtein
fears instead. All the problematics posed by environmentalism here loom large. The
question of how capitd accumulation works through the physica, chemicd and
biological processes that surround us becomes acompelling issue for critical work.

This becomes even more evident when we insert the word "built" in front of the
word "environment." For the city as the noted urban sociologist Robert Park once
remarked, is

man's most consistent and on the whole, his most successful attempt to remake the world he
1 lives in more after his heart's desire. But, if the city is the world which man created, it is the
] world in which he is henceforth condemned to live. Thus, indirectly, and without any clear
sense of the nature of his task, in making the city man has remade himself.!®

We have, however, largdy surrendered our own individual right to meke the city
dter our heart's desre to the rights of property owners, landlords, deveopers,
finance capitdigts and the gate. These are the primary agants that shgpe our cities for
us and thereby dhape us. We have abrogated our right to make oursalves to the rights
of capitd to meke us through the passve acogptance or mindless embrace of the
restructuring of daily life by the projects of capitalist dass interests. If the resuits are
not too prepossessng, then we have to reclam our right to change them. Critical and
didectica method is vital to understand not only where we have been and how we
have been remade but dso to understand where we might go and what we might
collectively agpire to become.

The rich variety encountered in the how, why and where of the materid
embedding of socid processes in the web of life must be an integral consideration in

14 Harvey, Justice, Natureand the Geogr aphy of Differenceop. az, p.186.

15 R. Park, On Social Control and CollectiveBehavior (Chicago: Chicago University Press, 1967 edition) p.
3.
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ay attempt to construct a generd theory of uneven geographica development. But
a this point in our history, we do not gpproach this question empty-headed as to the
generd nature of the socid process of capital accumulation. And it is to these matters
that we now turn.

Accumul ation/deval uation by dispossession

All societies generate surpluses (defined as. use vaues grester than those required for
immediate consumption) for survival. The more daborate the socid sysgem the more
important and necessary the surpluses become. Favorable naturd conditions make
aurplus generation essier but the dass appropriation and centraization of surpluses
depends entirely upon political developments and the formation of dass powers.
Appropriating surpluses produced by others or seeking command over those natura
conditions that permit the essy production of surpluses hes been a long-standing
humean practice. The only interesting questions are: who gets to do the appropriating,
how much surplus can be appropriated and how does the surplus get usd?
Theocracies (like Ancient Egypt or the Incas), imperia gates (like Rome and China),
urban plutocracies or democracies (Classicd Gresce and Venice), feudd orders of
various kinds, al depended upon surplus generation and appropriation by a certain
kind of political and dass power. Political, military and sodid struggles over surplus
appropriation and use have been both frequent and often violent.

Therise of the capitdist dass did not depend initially upon its capacity to generate
aurpluses. It rested, rather, upon its ability to appropriate them, treat them as their
own private property and launch them into circulation in seerch of further surpluses
While commerce, banking and usury provided opportunitiesto gain profit, capitaism
as asodd sygem eventudly came to depend upon the formation of a proletariat and
the employment of wege labor. Surplus generation could then be asaured internally
within the sygem on a continuous bads Traces of atempts to work in such a way
can be found in many aress of the world at different times (particularly in Arab and
Chinese trading aress and around the Mediterranean) but in each ingtance the rise of
a bourgeoise to a hegemonic position was thwarted by other dass powers (usudly
rdigious or date-basad). For capitdism to become dominant as a socid system
required that the bourgeoise emerge victorious over other dass forces controlling
aurpluses. How and why this occurred in Europe (and then only in certain parts) isa
matter of controversy but that it did first occur there on a sdf-sugtaining besis is not
in doubt. The ability of merchants to roam the high sees and gppropriate surpluses
from around the world (sometimes peecedbly, sometimes violently) and to
concentrate them in Europe (thus making cities and dates heavily dependent upon
their activities) coupled with the dissolution of feudd powers (the transformation of
sfs into wege laborers) and the appropriation of church domains in certain aress
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had much to dowithit. It was in part the weekness of other dass powers controlling
the surplus that accounted for the unique conditions for the bourgeois conquest of
power in Europe.

Once the European-centered capitalist sysem wes formed, druggles over the
appropriation, control and use of surpluses did not ceese Indeed the evidence points
to continuous sruggle in part to preserve bourgeois and capitdist dass power
(agang, for example, the thrests of socidism, communism or vaious forms of
theocratic reaction). Even more important, however, hes been the unceasing ssarch
to extend capitdist power to territories, sectors and domains in which surpluses (or
favorable natura conditions for the production of surpluses) were not yet
incorporated into the circulation of capital. Accumulation through dispossession is to
be condrued therefore as a necessay condition for capitalism’s survival. This
proposition (agenerdized version of Luxemburg's argument that continuousimperial
expandon is a necessay condition for the survival of capitdism) requires more
detailed specification.!

To begin with, surpluses come in a variety of forms. Natural resources and other
conditions in nature provide for the possibility of rapid surplus production so that
open aoess to and control over resource rich dtes becomes a shadow form of
accumulation through appropriation. The perpetua ssarch for natural resources of
high quality that can be pillaged for surplus and surplus vaue production hes
therefore been a key agpect to the historical geography of capitalism. To the degree
that these resources and resource complexes are unevenly distributed so a certain
kind of uneven geographicad development results built around conditions of, sy,
agricultura productivity or the presence of oil resarves Land, use vaues that can be
commodified, money commodities (gold), labor powers (including skills), cultural
atifacts and local customs, socid networks, and the like, provide more direct targets
for appropriative activities. All of these are geographicaly differentiated and located
and their appropriation therefore depends upon spatid drategies to gain aocoess to
and command over them.

Condder, for example, the appropriation of cultura histories as commodities to be
consumed through tourism. The seerch for monopoly rents on the part of capita
careges a premium on the commodification of phenomena that are in other respects
unique, authentic and therefore non-replicable.!” Pillaging of cultural hitories, the
collection and exhibition of unique artefacts (museums of all sorts) and the marketing

R. Luxemburg, The Accsmulation  of Capital, trandated by A. Schwartzschild (New York: Monthly
Review Press, 1968); see also Chapter 1 (above) and D. larcvey, TIx New Imperialism (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2003); A Short History of Neokberalism (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2005).

D. Harvey, "The Art of Rent: Globalization, Monopoly and the Commodification of Culture",
SocialistRegister (2002) pp. 93-110.
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of places as somehow unique environments hes in recent years become big busness.
But for this to occur entals the wholesde appropriation by capital of al manner of
things which it hes little or nothing to do with cregting. Furthermore this
appropriation caries over into the reddms of individual crestivity (condder how the
musc industry hes pillaged regiond traditions as wel as new geares of musc
generated out of the conditions of daily life (such as kiphop and rap)). Thus is the
credtivity embedded in the web of life appropriated by capitd and circulated back to
us in commodity form s0 as to alow the extraction of surplus vdue This is
appropriation of creativity and affective cultural forms by capita and not direct
cregtion by capitd itsdlf.

Digpossession occurs in a variety of ways Externd coercion by some superior
power (merchants, gates colonial powers, multinationals, etc.) entals the penetration
of some pre-existing socid order and geographicd terrain to the advantage of that
power. The long history of merchant capitalism as well as colonial, neo-colonial and
imperiadist endeavors is fundamentdly of this sort. Robbing the world of use vaues
hes a long history in the bourgeois pantheon of infamous deeds But it would be
wrong to conclude that this is the only or even the dominant form. Once the power
of capitd circulation and its cognaes (eventudly technologicadl and military
superiority) had been dearly demondrated, there was a dstanding temptation for
subordinate groups to colleborate with externa capiralist power to gain control of
thelir own surpluses. Whole socid formations that hed suffered mightily from the
depredations of capital could conclude that if they could not beet capitdism they may
aswell join it. State and factional dass powers in non-capitalist socid formations can
mobilize surpluses internally (sometimes by force) and circulate them as capitd
through world trade. There is along history of such activity as countries as diverse as
Japan during the Meiji restoration and, more recendy, China have used sate powers
to mobilize their own interna surpluses for circulation as capita in the world market.
In other indances (such as South Korea or Jgpan ater World War 11) it is the
combination of externa influences and internal powers that accumulated surpluses
for capitdist development. A whole sies of "comprador" bourgeois and capitdist
dass factions have sprung up using powers of appropriation in different places (with
or without acoess to dae violence) as part of the network of globa capitalism.
Ambitious factions, often working at the local level, can extract surpluses (sometimes
through vicious means) at the expense of fellow citizens as part of a srategy of df-
insertion into the world market. Suocess or failure, determined in the rough waters of
international competition, is never guaranteed and this year's Sucoess story can eeslly
become next year's failure (es in the recent cese of Jgpan). Uneven geographica
development is a corollary of such diverse processes. Clearly, there is a great ded of
contingency in the when, where and how of accumulation through dispossession. But
the generd proposition still gands that there is an aggregate degree of accumulation
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through dispossession that must be maintained if the capitalist sysem is to achieve
ay samblance of stability. Uneven geographicad development through digpossession,
it follows, isacorollary of capitaist stability.

But this tels only part of the story of accumulation through dispossesson. The
other half looks more dosdy a the cannibalization of assgts that goes on within the
capitalist sysem itself as factions (such as finence capitd) sdze opportunities to
gppropriate asxts of others (such as famers or indudridists) or as territories or
regional configurations of capital (cities, regions, daes) sk to acquire or destroy the
asds of rivals through commercia competition and/or geopolitical manewvers
(including military interventions and disruptions). Acquisition through mergers and
& stripping ae likewise common enough capitabst practices The destruction of
a&aH=s (a8 in the caze of the destruction of a very wdl-developed Indian handicraft
textile industry to make way for chegp British exports of cotton goods in the
nineteenth century) can be just as important as their absorption into new
configurations of uses During cepitdist crises, we have argued, capitd gets devdued
which means that surplus vaues and eventudly the surpluses thet lie behind them are
diminished or destroyed. Crises of devaluation provide multiple opportunities to
acquire assts "on the chegp" and those with the power to ride out the crises can
emearge much enriched. On the world dage this hes meant, as Arrighi shows mgor
geogrephica and dso scdar shifts in the hegemonic center of capitd accumulation
over time (moving from the Iralian city dates to the Netherlands to Britain and then
to the United States). But crises dso gpark intense geopolitical rivaries and power
druggles between factions and territories as to who is going to beer the brunt of
devduation and where. The am of appropriating or controlling the surpluses of
others is not, in this case, to asorb them into the circulation of capital but to have
the power to devdue them and even destroy them (militarily if necessary) thus
confining the impacts of devauation to the places of others. Financid control
through indebtedness is now the chief means for imposing the devauation of capita
dsawhere We have to look no further than the structurd adjustment programs of
the Internationa Monetary Fund for examples of how this works. Devaluation is,
then, place-gpedfic (withess what happened in Argentina after 2001). The patchy
geogrgphicad  effects of this acoss regions or daes is regigered as uneven
geogrgphica  development.

Capitd accumulation is necessrily materidly grounded in the web of socio-
ecologicd life. But capitd accumulation is not only about the production and
circulation of surpluses as surplus vaues. It is dso about the appropriation of the
asHts of others. Any theory of uneven geogrephicd development under capitaism
must incorporate accumulation/devaluation through dispossesson as a fundamenta
forceif itisto be of any generd validity and utility.



Capital accumulation in space and time

We have a hand a reasonably good approximation to a generd theory of capitd
accumulation in goece and time* This theory operates on the presumption that
origina accumulation has dreedy occurred and that a capitalist dass and a proletariat
have dreedy formed; that a “facilitative Stat€' enforcing certain institutiona
arangements (law, contract, private property and individua juridica rights) is firmly
in place; that the material world in which prooesses of accumulation occur hes been
rendered pliadble and manipulable to capitdist ends Capita accumulaion is,
furthermore, assumed to posess the following fundamentd characteristics (1)
activity is expandonary and growth is accepted as both inevitable and good, (2)
growth is sustained through the exploitation of living labor in production, (3) dass
gdruggle is endemic but not threstening, (4) technologica change (or "progress') is
inevitable and accepted as a good in itsdf, (5) the sysem is contradictory and
inherendy ungtable (conditions of production of capitd in the work place perpetudly
conflict with those of redization of capita in the market, for example), (6) crises are
inevitable and are characterized by overaccumulation (a condition in which surpluses
of capitd and labor exist sde by sde with ssemingly no way to bring them together),
and (7) if the surpluses cannor be somehow absorbed then they will be devaued
(written down, s0ld at aloss or even physcdly destroyed). Overaccumulation crises
can be a lest temporarily relieved either by a tempord shift (the absorption of
capitd and labor surpluses in long-term projects such as large scde public works) or
through a spatia fix (digperdang or exporting capita and labor surpluses into new and
more profitable gaces).

How, then, can a more explicit theory of uneven geographicd development be
congructed internal to this generd way of understanding capitd accumulaion? The
argument runs through a number of theoretica seps.

Market exchange

Bringing together labor power and means of production at a ste of production and
sending the finished commodity to consumes entals spatid movements of

The account that follows is largely drawn from my own writingsin D. Harvey, TheLimitsto Capital
(Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1982) and the relevant essaysin Spa:esof Capita/ (Edinburgh: Edinburgh
Univerdty Press, 2001). For a critical appraisal of this work se N. Castree, J. Essletzbichler and
N. Brenner (eds) "Symposum: David Harvey's The Limits to Capital: Two Decades On,"
Antipode 36 (3) (2004) pp. 401-549. Other major contributicns can be found in Smith, Uneven
Development op. ##.; E. Sheppard, T. Barnes and C. Pavlik, The Capitalist Space Economy: Anakytic
Foundations (New York: Routledge, 1990); M. Webber and D. Rigby, The Golden Age Idusion:
Rethinking Postwar Capitalism (New York: Guilford, 1996); K. Cox (ed.) Spaces of Globakization:
Reasserting the Power of the Loca/ (New Y ork: Guilford Press, 1997) and many others.
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commodities that take time. Trangport codts are incurred and this limits the spatia
range over which exchange is economicdly possble This is particularly important
with respect to the daily flow of labor power between place of work and place of
resdence. The gpdid range over which commodities can move depends upon
transportation capedities and the means cost and time taken. But in any given
historical-geographica situation the spatiad range and time taken are roughly known
and avery specific gpatio-tempora structure to capitd accumulation arises

The dasscd location theory of Lésch, Weber, and others would at first sght
gpopear helpful here. The difficulty is that this theory - & leest in Losch’s case -
presumes an equilibrium arising out of rationa trade offs between rising transport
codts over digtance and corresponding diminution of demand. Profitable activity is
limited to geographically specific market arees But capitalism is about growth not
dationary dae equilibrium. The problem is to se how spatialy confined market
gructures evolve in relation to both growth and technologica dynamism.
Furthermore, commodities do not teke themsdves to market: they are taken there by
merchants. The congtant probing of spatid barriers and opening up of new gecss is
their forte. When local markets were restricted by high transport cods, as in the
middle ages merchants became itinerant peddiers who sold their wares on the move
over vad aess The prospect of buying chesp and selling dear hes led to the
construction of al manner of different methods and means of marketing. Wildly
differing ranges of similar goods have aisen depsnding upon the forms taken by
merchant cepitd and trade. In more recent times much attention hes properly been
pad to commodity chains to socid rdations and dructures within the market
sysem, the power of merchant capitalists (e85 moropsonists, for example) and how
these mediations not only facilitate transfers of commodities but dso st up
innumerable points for the extraction of vaue and surplus vdue (as processors,
wholesders, retalers al mediate the flows, employ wage labor, and take their cut).
Uneven geogrephica development is produced by such means.

Thke coercivelawsof spatial cempetition

Capitaist producers in competition with esch other ssk to gain advantage and
higher profits by adopting superior technologies and organizationa forms. This
advantage is, however, temporary and ephemerd snce competitors will (unless
prevented by monopoly controls, patent laws and the like) catch up or even legpfrog
over into new technological/organizational mixes From this we derive the
inevitability of technological and organizationa dynamism within capitalism.
Production functions constandy change and the geographical landscgpe of capitabsm
becomes ungable. Capitabds occupying superior locations likewise gain exces
profits. This advantage is likely to be temporary dso for two reasons other capitabsts
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can find dmilarly advantegeous locatons or, if the excess profits mm out to be
relatively permanent, then they may be "taxed away” by high land rents/prices. the
excess profits will by dphoned off by a landlord dass But the search for excess
profits generates alocationa dynamism within production that parales technological
and organizationd dynamism. Trade-offs exis between these two ways of gaining
competitive advantage (eg. capitdists can gay with their old technologies in highly
favored locations). The coercive lavs of competition neverthdess produce perpetua
instability within the geographical landscape of capitdism.

Geographica/  divisionsof |abor

Smdl pre-existing geographica differences, be it in natural resources or socidly
congtructed endowments, get magnified and consolidated rather than eroded by free
market competition. The coercive lans of competition push cepitdists to reocate
production to more advantageous dtes and the spedd requirements of particular
forms of commodity production push cepitdigs into territorial oecidizations This
can occur in a variety of ways Besdes the more obvious regiona specidizations in
production due to different resource endowments, differences between constructed
endowments (built environments for example) have effects This brings the urban
process into focus as centrd to the theory. But different sectors of the economy such
a command and control functions, ressarch and development, production,
marketing and finance are organized differently and have their own distinctive
locationd requirements and spatiad range (eg. money can move much more egsly
over gpace, expedidly as credit, than commodities or production activities). Financia
control can be and increasingly is located in one place while merchant activity and
production occur dsawhere Agglomeration economies (including those achieved
through urbanization) generate a locational dynamic in which new production tends
to be drawn to existing production locations. Much attention hes been paid in recent
yeas to the "salf-organizing” dynamics of concentration and centraization of capita
in goace Circular and cumulative causation within the economy then ensures that
capitd rich regions tend to grow richer while poor regions grow poorer. The tension
between geographica centrdization and dispersd is omnipresent within the

geographica landscepe.

Monopolistic competition

Monopoly is a foundationa concept because (@) monopoly control over the means of
production in the form of private property arangements lies at the very beds of
capitalism, (b) the end result of competition is likdly to be monopoly (witness the
incredible rise of monopoly and oligopoly powers in the recent period of neo-libera
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dominance) and (C) capitalists ssek out monopoly powers because this provides
gregter security, calculability, and alows for rational Sructures of exploitation.
Conventional location theory correctly gppeds to a theory of monopolistic
competition because whoever controls the property rights at a particular locationis a
monopolist in absolute goace and time.

In the padt, high transport cogts and other barriers to movement (tolls and tariffs)
meant the existence of many local monopolies. In the early nineteenth century, for
example, the locd brewer, beker and candlestick maker were all protected from
competition by high transport costs. By this meesure, nineteenth century capitabsm,
though amal scde and dispersed, was far less competitive than now. But as spatid
barriers diminished so many loca industries lost their monopoly privileges. They
were forced to compete with producers in other locations, at first relatively dose by
and then with those further and further avay. In recent years declining transport
codts and reductions in barriers to trade (tariffs, etc)) have reduced if not eliminated
the spatiad and territorial agpects of monopobstic competition in many sectors
(persond sarvices being a mgor exception, though sven here some sarvice functions
have been taken off-shore). Though the monopoly dement due to spatid location
hes not entirdly disgppeared, capitabsts have had to find different ways to construct
and preserve their monopoly privileges (agang the flood of products coming from
China for example). The two mgor moves entail increasing centralization of capita
and protection of technologica advantages through patent lavs and intellectua
property rights. In both ingances, the effect is to collect powerful forces of capita
accumulation at key dtes, such as so-cdled "global” cities. Activities in other oeces
may then become subsarvient to these centralized powers. The visible hand (es
Chandler cdls it) of multinational corporations hes consequendy been of
condderable if not grester importance in the uneven geogragphica development of
capitdism relaive to the hidden hand of the market.

Speed-up and the annihil ation of spacethroughtime

There ae strong incentives, both individually and collectively, to minimize the
turnover time of capital and, as a consaquence, we s many innovations designed to
ged up production, marketing and consumption. Since distance is meesured in
terms of time and cost of movement, there is d intense pressure to reduce the
frictions of digance by innovations in trangportation and communications. The
reduction in the cost and time of movement of commodities, people (labor power),
money and information through what Marx caled “the annihilation of goacethrough
time" is a badc law of capital accumulation. It hes a noteble presence within the
historical geogrgphy of capitabam and underpins the production of uneven
geographica development in many ways. One effect hes dready been noted: the
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sydemdtic reduction over time of the dement of monopolistic competition in goece
fixed by transport and communications costs. Any spatid arangement achieved
under one st of trangport and communications relaions (eg. ralroads and
telegreph) will have to be changed to meet the conditions of any new s (eg. ar
trangport and the internet). Also, we must teke account of the differentia
geographica mobilities of capital (as money, ascommodities, as production activities)
and of labor. The eeda movement of money cepitd, for example may cregte
difficulties particularly for types of production that find it hard to move.

The generd diminution in transport cogsts in no way disrupts the significance of
territorial divisons and specidizations of labor. Indeed, it mekes for more fine-
grained territoria divisions_since smal differences in production codts (due to raw
materids, labor conditions, intermediate inputs, consumer markets, infrastructural or
taxation arrangments) are more eedlly exploitable by highly mobile capital. Reducing
the friction of distance, in short, makes capita more rather than less sengtive to local
geographica variations. The combined effect of frexr trade and reduced transport
codts is not gregter equality of power through the evolving territorial division of
labor, but growing geographicd inequalities.

Physical infrastructures (fixed capital embeddedintheland) for production and consumption

Spdidly fixed and immobile physcad infrastructures of transport and
communications sygems (ports, airports, transport sysems) are required in order to
liberate other forms of capitad and labor for ey spatid movement. Transport
investments get drawn towards mgor centers of production, finance and commerce
because that is where they are likely to be most profitable. A powerful centripetal
force is fdt as uneven geographicd investments in trangport sysems fead further
uneven geographica developments. Behind this lies 2 fundamental contradiction
between fixity and movement within the theory of capitd accumulation in_space and.
time. Physcd investments embedded in the land form necessary preconditions for
processes Of exchange, production and consumption. Very specific conditions
regulate the circulation of cgpitd in built environments (usudly involving heavy
rdiance upon credit and debt-financing if not date expenditures on projects that
capitd would find it difficult or impossble to andertake). The path of such
invetments can eedly run egang the gran of dandard circulation proceses
precisdy because it works on a different spatiotemporal horizon compared to the
gandard form of capita circulation. Investments of this sort must cohere so that
trangport relations, working dass housing, factories and offices, shopping mdls and
leisure places institutions (hospitds, schools, etc.) hang together in physcd goece in
ressonably coordinate and mutualy accessble ways. The effect is to concentrate
these investments geographicaly. This concentration entails the production of
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urbanization as a gpatidly-ordered physica framework within which capita
accumulation can proceed.

Competition between different land uses, the power of land owners to extract rent
from favored locations as well as the tendency for physica landscapes to become
more scleratic and less flexible with time, al tend to freeze patterns of uneven
geographica development. Landed capital often requires heavy support from finance
capitd and/or the ate in order to eaborate and build projects that require adequate
and continuous ue over a condderable period of time if they are not to be devaued.
Building a port facility to which no ships come entails deval uation of the capita sunk
into that facibty. Geographicd fixity tends to increese, therefore, in the midst of the
sruggle to acquire grester geographical mobility for all the other factions of capital.
Clearly, there is abundant opportunity here for tensons between fections of capita as
well as for crises of devauation in the built environment.

Theproduction  Of regionality

Invesments in the built environment effectivey define regiond geces for the
circulation of capital. Within these gpaces, producion, distribution, exchange ad
consumption, supply and demand (particularly for labor power), dass druggle,
culture and bfestyles hang together within an open sysem that neverthdess exhibits
ome kind of "structured coherence” Modes of consumption here become
geogrgphicdly differentiated according to concentrations of wedth and power (eg.
the immense concentration of wedth in Manhattan turns this into a very spedd
market) and cultura differentiations can either be transformed or actively produced
that generae niche markets. The differentiated world of consumer power and
consumption preferences hare eters in as a mgor determinant of uneven
geographicd development. Regiond consdousness and identities, even affective
loydties, may build within this region and, when it is overlain by some gpparatus of
governance and date power, the regional goece can evolve into aterritorial unit that
operates as ome kind of defined goece of collective consumption and production as
well as political action. The collectivity can consolidate itself by assuming
responsibility for embedding al manner of infrestructures in the land (highway
systams, port facilides, water and sawvage systems, ec) and setting up multiple
ingtitutional supports (education and hedthcare) that define a particular way of
relating to capitad accumulation aswell as to the rest of theworld.

A regiond dass alliance then typically emerges to esabbsh a pattern of governance
in which the gakes are fundamentaly the economic hedth and well-being of the
region rather than that of dass Landed capital (and developer capital) often tekes the
fead’ in “growth machine" politics’ but frequendy finance capitd is dso heavily
involved because of the heavy dependence of landed capitd on the credit system.
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1 Here enters "growth machine politics' "urban entrepreneurialism” and "regiona
growth coalidons” and other structures of governance dedicated to improving the
competitive strength of the region/territory vis-avis other regiongterritories. Local
bourgeoises (amdl commercid enterprises, landowners, landlords) may offer popular
support and frequendy dements of the working dass cen be persuaded to join a local
dass dbance on the grounds that the welfare of the region will provide. spillover
benefits for them. The structure of local alliances is highly variable depending upon
who tekes the leadership role, what the project is and how it is articulated. Albances
can easily become exclusonary (eg. anti-immigrant) as well as developmental and
they can be fractured and conflict-ridden or comfortably hegemonic depending upon
conditions. One of the great variables in uneven geographica development,
therefore, is the nature and form of regiona dass dbence formation.

“There are of course dways forces a work that undermine regionality as structured
coherence. Class dbances can dissolve or shift. Boundaries are porous and both
capitd and labor can migrate in and out (particularly in reponse to place-gpedific
aises and devauations). Revolutions in transport relations can shift paterns of
integration and change the scde a which dructured coherence might best be
achieved. Resources can be exhauged or become diminished in sgnificance because
chegper resources ae opened up dsewhere Padt infrastructural arangements and
investments can be rendered obsolete by powerful currents of technological change
Class druggles can spill outwards and inwards and fragmentations wrought by
conflicts within the governance structure can undermine political coherence (think of
the long-gtanding problems of Northern Ireland as a Ste for capitd accumulation).
International pressures can bkewise 0 affect the regiond structure as to render its
eaba coharence obsolete (s happened in many older industrial regions with
deindustrigbzation in the 1980s and 1990s). Neverthdess there is abundant evidence
that regionality is dways "under production” as well as "in the course of
modification" through capita accumulation. Further capital accumulation aways hes
to negotiate, confront and if necessary revolutionize the regiond sructures it had
eaber produced. Capitaban cannot exig without engagements of this sort. The
theory of uneven geographica development therefore hes to acknowledge the power
of these processes, independent of any pre-existing proclivity to construct territorial
dructures for other ressons

The production of scale

The annihilation of spece through time entails scda transformations in the
spatiotemporal structuration of cgpital accumulation. It extends the typical spatid
range of goods, of financia flows as well as the availability of information. It
transforms the geography of labor markets. Tensions between centralization and
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decentralization of cepitd (eg. of corporate organization), between geographica
concentration and dispersa of activities are much in evidence Territorial divisons of
labor, technologies and organizational forms and economies of likewise have
impacts. How we undergand the production of scde under capitdism is a crucid
question. It hes been the focus of study in recent yeers One thing is dear: the
dominant geogrephicd scde a which accumulation occurs hes been changing over
time. A hierarchy of sdes (often depicted as local, regiond, nationad and global,
though these are arbitrary designdions in themsdves) exigs through which the
circulation of capitd works a the same time as it produces its own digtinctive scdes
of organization.

The sde of regionality that mede sne & one time does not, therefore,
necessrily do 0 a another. Regiona structures have to be understood as inherendy
ungeble a the sare time as volatility of capitd and labor flows between them
become endemic to the uneven geogrgphica development of capitalism. But this in
turn requires that we confront the whole issue of territorial adminigtration (and
particularly the sate and its powers) as overlain upon the inherent tendency towards
the production of regionality through the circulation and accumulation of capital.

Territorial systemsef political administration (theinterventionist state)

Cgpitdian did not invent territorial administration. It sszed hold of political-
adminigrative dructures and adapted, trandformed and in some indances totally
revolutionized them as it came to dominate as a politica-economic sygem. If dates
had not exigted, in short, capitalism would have had to invent them. In practice, the
world hes been reterritorialized by bourgeois power. In many indance this wes
is certainly true that the conveniences of colonial administration or the competing
fantades of colonia powers were by no meas automaticadly condstent with
commercid and capitdigtic requirements, the resulting patchwork quilt of colonia
territories, evolving with decolonization into independent daes served capita
accumulation in a rough and reedy fashion. The rise of the nation dae in Europe
and dsawhere, on the other hand, was a much more complicated affair in which the
druggle of the bourgeoise for political domination agangt non-capitdistic powers
was partidly fought out in terms of the territorial structure of administration. The
control of the monetary, lega, military and ideological gpparatus was crucid for
capitdis economic activity to flourish. The unification of Itay and Germany
contrasts, for example, with the bresk up of the older Austro-Hungarian and
Ottoman Empires that were not organized along capitdidtic lines.

Capitdist hegemonic power hes gteedily shifted scdes over time from the Italian
City States (like Venice and Genoa), through the intermediate organizationd forms of
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Holland to Britain and, finally, to the United States The mogt recent bout of
capitaist globalization hes been accompanied by strong currents of reterritorialization
reflecting changing transportation and sde pressures Organizations like the
European Union, NAFTA, Mercosur, have become more sdient & the same time as
urban regions (like Catadonia) and in some ingances even quasi-city gaes (Singapore
and Hong Kong) have become vigorous centers of cepitalist endeavor. While it
would be erroneous to indst, as some now do, that traditional nation saes have
become irrdlevant and powerless in relation to globa capita, they have certainly
{ become much more porous (particularly with respec: to capital flow) and they have
I'in some important respects changed their functions (mainly towards the neo-libera
, god of establishing a "good budness climate" for investment as we saw in Chapter
1. In its neo-liberal configuration, the deate funcdons more dearly now as an
I "executive comiittéé of capitalist dass interests” than at any other timein history.

Adeguate territorial Sructures of administration and power ae a necessay
condition for the survival of capitaism. Thedifficulty is that territorial powers, once
formed, become reatively fixed attributes of cepitdism's geography and resst
pressures for change The tension between fixity and motion in the landscgpe of
capitdiam is reemphaszed because the date is about fixity rather than motion. But
the date, as the lynch-pin of regiondity, is the primary vehide to asure the
production of the collective preconditions for production, exchange and
consumption. Sate adminigtration is dways therefore an active agent in capitd
circulation and accumulation. The "interventionist” date necessarily supercedes the
“facilitative” gate of liberd and neo-liberd theory. It dso asumes a role in
atempting to mediate or even resolve the chronic criss tendendies of capitdism
through fiscal and monetary policies.

The dae as a political entity exigs as aterrain of dass druggle and dass dliance
formation. It must, if it is to function at al, be open to some form of democratic
governance (however biasad and limited). Capitdist dass factions as well as other
dases and socid groups fight for their distinctive interests within a gate political
redm that is dways unpredictable and prone to political/ideological ingtability. The
result is uneven geographical development in everything from wefare arangements
to sate economic policies and investment decisons. Sates and other political entities
(such as cities and metropolitan governments) ae dso forced willy-nilly into
competitive sruggles with other entities for economic as well as political advantage
Since war and other forms of military pressure are useful tools (“diplomacy by other
means' as the famous adage goes) then it follows that the military baance of power
plays dmogt as important a role as economic power in preserving advantageous
positions within the global economy. This leeds us to condider, however, the inherent
geopolitics of capitalism.



The gegpolities  of capitalism

A central contradiction exisgswithin capitaism between territorial and capitalisticlogics
of power. This contradiction is internalized within capital accumulation given the
tenson between regionabty and territorial dass dbance formation on the one hand
and the free geographicd circulation of capitd on the other. By territorial logic, |
meen the pobtical, diplomatic and military drategies invoked and ussd by a
terrritorially defined entity such as a date as it sruggles to assrt its interests and
accumulate power in its own right. The capitalistic logic focuses on the ways in which
economic power flows across and through continuous gpece, towards or avay from
territorial entities (uch as dates or regiond power blocs) through the dally practices
of production, trade, commerce, capital flows, money transfers, labor migration,
technology trandfer, currency speculation, flows of information, cultura impulses,
and the like. The two logics are rather different. While they are not reducible to eech
other they are dosdy intertwined. To begin with, the motivations and interests of
agents differ. The capitdist holding money capita will wish to put it wherever profits
can be had and typicaly sssks to accumulate more capitad. Pobticians and gatesmen
typicaly ssk outcomes that sugtain or augment the power of their territory visavis
other territories. The cgpitabst seeks individua advantage and (though usudly
congrained by law) is respongble to no one other than his or her immediate socid
circle while the satesman ssks a collective advantage and is condrained by the
political and military Situation of the state. The capitabst operates more in continuous
(relative and relational) goece and time wheress the pobtician is more grounded in an
absolute territorial oace On the other hand, capitabst firms come and go, shift
locetions, merge or go out of busness but dates are long-lived entities confined
within fixed territorial boundaries. The didectic of the territorial and capitabstic
logics of power hes far reeching effects, particularly with respect to imperialism and
geopolitics.

Two distinctive but interrelated forms of geopolitical struggle (merging into
imperiabst practices) arise out of the capitabstic spatiotemporal logic. Imagine first a
particular territory (such as an isolated date that hes achieved a certain structured
coherence of accumulation backed by a regiond dass dbance of governance). The
contradictions of capita accumulation build into a criss of overaccumulation of both
capitad and labor threatening massve devauations of capitd and devagtating levds of
unemployment. Faced with such difficulties capita sasks a "spatia fix." Capita and
perhaps labor surpluses are exported dsawhere (eg. from Britain to its colonies or to
the United Stes in the nineteenth century). This requires, of course, that some
territory be open for the penetration of capital and labor. Territories may be prized
open by mibtary force, colonization or commercia pressure, or they may voluntarily
open themsdves up to take advantage of surplus capitds from dsewhere (a8 China
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has done in recent years by absorbing vast amounts of foreign direct investment).
The role_of territorial power here is to ensure open eoes within which surplus
cgpitals in particular cen move. The effect is for capitd accumulation to diffuse
outwards and proliferate on the world dage But ultimately al the territories
"occupied" by capitdism will produce capital surpluses looking for a spatid fix.
Geopolitical rivaries for influence or control over other territories inevitably result.
This rivary heped produce two world was between capitaist powers in the
twentieth century.

This first scenario merges into a second. Assume amore open regiondlity in which
a vaiety of different interlinked territorial configurations of capita accumulation
exig in different daes of development. Labor and capitd flows and commodity
exchanges between the territories can hep sustain aggregate rates of accumulation in
a redivey crids free mode provided that (@ gans from increesing territorial
Soecidization in the division of labor are possble, (b) capitd and labor urpluses in
one place are matched by cepitd and labor shorteges dsawhere, (€) bariers to
movement because of high transport cogts or ingtitutional congraints (like tariffs) are
sydematicaly reduced, and (d) place spedific dresses of overaccumulation do not
gengate a defendve pogture within the regiond dass dliance (such as demands for
protectionism). This scenario resambles of course, severd versions of interregional
development proposed in bourgeois economics in which gans from trade,
comparative advanteges and the like can be integrated into dynamic patterns of
mutually supportive economic growth. The spatid fix gopears to work to the long-
term sabilization of capitadism, confining crids formation and devauation to
locdized events (the closure of plants here and rising unemployment there).

This "hgppy and virtuous circle" of events is disrupted by two mgor factors. On
the one hand competition between regional dass dliances exerdses a coercive power.
Internal political structures are forced to adjust to unwelcome external pressures (the
structura adjustment programs of the International Monetary Fund are of this sort).
Regions are forced into some hierarchy of powers and interests such that the richer
regions grow richer and the poor languish in indebtedness Internal unrest,
disruptions in the dass dliance of governance and beligerence towards externd
powers may resulr. But even more important is the problem of globa crises as
overaccumulation emerges everywhere as a chronic problem (the great depression of
the 1930s is the dasdc cas®). The symbiotic and mutually supportive reaions
bewween territories is regigered as competition over who is to bear the codts of
devauation. Geopolitical sruggles then ensue at the globd scde, with unpredictable
outcomes and potentialy violent consequences



The politics of social struggles

Lurking within the argument of the last section is the idea that struggles between
dases and dass factions, though deeply embedded in the dynamics of capitd
accumulation, do no more than disturb or redirect the micro-dynamics of an overal
sygem fully cgpeble of reproducing itself abeit through the uncertain geopobtics of
crisgs formation and resolution. This is merdy a convenient fiction and immediately
posss the question as to what hgppens when dass and factiond as well as other
forms of pobticd and socid druggle emage as ective determinants of uneven
geographica developments. Struggles for nationa bberation, for the right of nations
to exist as coherent date forms reflective of ethnic identities or rehgious affiliadons,
cannot be brushed aside as minor irritations in capitalism’s historical geography. But
by the same token | think it wrong to view such gdruggles as if they ae entirely
independent of processes of accumulation by digpossesson or disconnected from the
generd  dynamics of capitd accumulation in gece and time. Snce capitd
accumulation entails territorial dass dbance formation, the production of some sort
of regionabty and geopohtical confrontations, for example, it is highly likely that any
druggles over ethnic or rehgious identity and autonomy will interweave and combine
with al of these forces The same connectivity will likely exist with accumulation by
digpossession. This sort of interweaving is crucid for understanding something as
compbcated and dramétic as the long-standing Israeli-Palesdnian conflict, for
example, While a conflict of this sort cannot be reduced to some mix of accumulation
by dispossession and expanded reproduction of capita, it cannot be viewed as having
an entirdy independent and autonomous exigence ether. It is the inner connections
that are most intriguing to unravel. It is useful, therefore, to examine the  varying
character of socid druggles in relation to the other three dements within the
theoretical structure.

Social movementsand accumulation by dispossession

Struggles over primitive accumulation and accumulation by digpossession are legion
both in the past as well asin today's world. We should therefore pay careful attention
to their provenence, their structures and their meanings. Pobtical ethnogrephies and
socid movement dudies provide abundant evidence of a vest cawas of such
gdruggles from dl around the world. These druggles are of an dmogt infinite variety.
The mogt obvious tangible struggles are over access. to lagd and living space, and to
fundamenta resources such as water, biomass (forests), enagy and the like. The
druggles over dignity, recognition, sdf-expresson, acknowledgement of certain
rights (traditional, cultural and customary) are no less sshent although, by their very
nature, they are much harder to pin down except by way of their effects. Movements



around such issues d=0 exhibit an dmogt infinite variety of objectives - some
backward looking and desirous of return to some pre-existing (red or imagined)
socio-ecological order, others sasking to redlize more Utopian and futuristic @ms
while still others sssk pragmatic solutions to immediate problems of socid or
political exdusionsor particular environmental degradations and injustices.

The point hereis not to try to synthesize or homogenize such gruggles into some
generd st of laws, but to unravel how so meny of these on-going struggles
internalize the genera problematics of accumulation by digpossesson. For example,
the Pdegtinian struggle for restoration of rights to land and water is foundational for
understanding the Middle Eagt conflict and it connects with broader geopolitical
druggles over the dynamics of capita accumulation within the region. The argument
here is not reductionist but didectica: while a conflict of this sort is obvioudy
expressve of long-gtanding hatreds and resentments the conditions of its
amdioration inevitably entail addressing the problems that have arisen out of the
digpossesson of acoess to land and to water. Confronting these tangible questions is
a the very leest a necessary condition for understanding the nature of the problem
and the uneven geographica devel opments that inform the broader regiona conflict.

One cannot, | conclude, probe very far into conflicts of this kind without
encountering the theme of digpassession or exclusion. Increesingly this digpossession
goes far beyond the amasing of raw power of one sodd group versus another and
hes more and more to do with amasing power in relation to and through the
accumulation of capital. The latter, after all, is now the prime means by which power
is amassed and circulated. The pervasiveness of this generd theme of accumulation
by digpossesson is only matched by the astonishing variety of crcumstances and
stuationsin which it is manifest. The seemingly infinite variety of struggles over what
is being digpossessad, by whom, and what to do about it adds an unpredictable dlure
to the dynamics of capitd accumulation in gece and time. But the sheer
unpredictability of it al in no way denies the necessty of making this agpect of
political druggle a mgor component in any generd theory of uneven geographica
development.

Conflictsaround the expanded reproduction of capital

If we go back over the whole dynamics of how the accumulation process works in
goace and time, then we immediately identify avariety of points around which socid
gdruggles of various sorts are likely to occur. The mogt obvious, and for Marxists the
most sdient locus of conflict, aises out of the dass antagoniam between capital and
labor in surplus vaue production. Conflicts over wage rates, conditions of contract,
living standards, conditions of the labor process, length of working day/year/life,and
the like, are omnipresent and they spill over into the political arenato become avital
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ingredient of what the cepitdist date inevitably engeges with. Struggles over skill
formation and definition, divisons and fragmentations of labor (around isues of
race, ethnicity and gender, for example) d<0 enter into the picture in sometimes
disruptive and violent ways The baance of dass forces and powers within any
regional dass dbance and its sate gpparaus obvioudy varies greatly from place to
place depending upon forms of organization, levels of dass consciousness, collective
memories and traditions, and the like. Equally important, however, are the struggles
that aise around regionabty directy: the geogrgphy of infrastructural invesments,
territorialization of administration and collective action, dass dbance formation, and
druggles for geopolitical advartege. While these ae omnipresent, the Marxist
tradition tends to pay far more attention to the first group of direct sruggles between
capitd and labor over surplus vaue production. This is unfortunate since the latter
forms of struggle focus direcdy on uneven geographica developments, not merdy as
an outcome but ds0 as an active agent powering the overall dynamics of capitd
accumulation. If competition between territorial units (such as daes or cities) drives
the capitabst dynamic ever onwards, for example, then the rise of particular regions
as ucoessul and highly competitive centers of capitd accumulation affects the global
Stuation. If the Pearl River Delta, for example, becomes one of the mogt dynamic
and successful centers of capital accumulation through manufacturing in the whole
world then this sats bese-bne fandards everywhere with respect to labor cogts,
acceptable conditions of work, technologica mixes, union organizing, and the bke.
The deindustrialization of the rest of the world (even in low wage countries bke
Mexico and Brazil) occurs as the China powerhouse tekes over.

The outcomes of such processes, which are so centrd to any theory of uneven
geogrephica development are contingent on the nature of dbances struck within
territories and the resdess, shifting flows of capitd, labor, information, etc. across the
globa space While this is all fairly obvious in principle, it is by no means essy to
track down the inner connections between sruggles over the expanded reproduction
of capitabbsm and the intricate role played by uneven geogrephica developments in
the overal dynamics of capita accumulation. This is the issue that has, however, to
be firmly and explicitly explored in aty generd theory of uneven geogrephica
development.

Conflictsover thematerial embedding of social processes  in ‘the web of 4fe’

Capitabam treats as commodities many of the fundamenta dements within the web
of bfe that are not produced as commodities. This gopbes to labor, to dl of what we
often refer to as ‘nature’ as well as goedific forms of our socid exigence (most
obviously money but dso such features as culture, tradition, intelligence, memory, as
well as the physicd reproduction of the spedies). Once the body becomes a blatant
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"accumulation drategy,” then dienation follows (though whether this is greeted by
revolt or pasive resignaion is an open question). The "commodification of
everything" infects every agpect of daily life. Polanyi portrayed the consegquences this
way:

To dlow the make medhenian to be sde director of the fate of humen bangs ad ther
naturd environmat ... would reauit in the demoalition of sodety. For the dlegsd commodity
‘labour power’ canot be shoved about, used indisriminatdy, or even left unused, without
dfedting d0 the humen individud who hgopans to be the beerer of this pecdiar
| commodity. Indisposing of marisleborpower the s/gemwould. incidentally, dispose of the
: physical, psychdlogicd, and moral entity *man’ atached to thet tag. Rabbed of the protective
" covering of culturd indtitutions, humen bangs would perish from the dfeds of sodd
1 expoare they would die as vidims of aoute sodd didocation through vice, paverdon, aime
+ ad gaveion. Naure would be reduoed to its demats neighborhoods ad landscgpes
| dfiled, rivers palluted, military sty jeopardized, the power to produce food ad rav
maeids desroyed. FHndly, the makd adminidraion of purchesng powe would
periodicdly liquidate business entaprise, for dhortages and surfats of money would prove es
dissrous to business s floods and droughtsin primitive society.'?

Polanyi is here daborating on Marx's fundamental proposition that an unregulated
free market capitdism could only survive by destroying the two main sources of its
own wedlth: the land and the laborer. Struggles consequendy arise around the ways in
which commodification afecdts the web of life. Individuals and collectivities
inevitably sk to protect themsdves and others from the destructions that Polanyi
identifies. The active defense of environments, of sodd relations, of processes of
sodd reproduction, of collective memories and cultura traditionsthen follows. A lot
of gruggles arise in this domain and many of them are at the very minimum weskly
anti-capitaligtic as they sk to re-establish those "protective coverings' that Polanyi
invokes. Movements agang the destructive conseguences of commodification —
such as environmentalism — are not necessarily concordant with other forms of socid
movement yet they ae just as firmly pitted agang the dynamics of freeemarket
capital accumulation. Everyday, materia life strugdles in the socio-ecological redm
ae infused with meanings that derive from commodification and its assodaed
fetishisms. The quest for dternatives - sodidism, environmentalism, anarchism,
feminism, and the like — most conspicuoudy fal when they are unable to address
daly lifeisues in a satisfactory way.

The variety of anti-capitalist snuggles we se around us, | conclude, vary in part
because of the different conditions that give rise to them. Political sruggles have a
rather different character depending upon which dement is dominant in their
definition. The unities within these diverse political sruggles can, however, be
identified without submerging their differences. This should meke it esser to think

Polanyi, The Great Transformation op. ¢, p.73.
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through their interlinkages within a broad-based and global anti-capitalist movement.
Plainly, not dl of these druggles ae "dass gruggles’ in the dasic Marxist snse
Ignoring the multi-faceted nature of such sruggles under contemporary conditions is
tantamount to foregoing the crestion of anti-capitaist alliances that can actudly do
something to check if not transform what a predatory cgpitabam is about.

Commentary

If cgpitabam aurvives through uneven geographica development, if capitdiam is
uneven geographicd development, then, surely, we need to search out an adequate
theoretical framework to encompass this fact. These notes do not exhaugt the field of
possibilities. Theory can never provide a complete or definitive account of the world.
Theory is, in ay case dways something that is (or should be) in the course of
formation. The dements | have here assambled are digparate, but this is precisdy
what makes their inclusion in the search for a pertinent theoretical framework both
interesting and rich in possibibties.

| d=0 agued that cae dudy work should internalize theorizing practices. It
remains to sy something about that process. The study recendy re-pubbshed as Paris,
Capital of Moder nity was for me acritical experienceinthisregard. | carried it outin
pardld with the theoretical work on capita accumulation in soece and time that was
published as TheLimitsto Capital. While| had always ssen the two worksasmoving
on padld tracks the initial intent waes to s how far the theory of capitd
accumulation that Marx proposed could, when properly extended to encompass
gpatio-temporal dynamics, explain the transformations that occurred in Paris during
the Second Empire and provide a degper understanding of the Paris Commune of
1871. The daboration of the theory of capitd accumulation in gpace and time was
accomplished independendy of the materiahst enquiry. This was done by extending
Marx's didecticd mode of argumentation to arenas such as fixed capitd formation,
investments in the built environment, finance capitd, rent, spatid dructures and the
date The reaults of that theorizing are broadly reflected in the third section of this
essy. This process of theorization through abstraction generated all manner of useful
indghts and helped frame and re-frame many of the fundamentd questions that arose
in the Paris study.

But that theory, while reveding and rich in certain respects, could nowhere neer
exhaust the complex intertwinings of processes and foroes at work in the re-shaping
of Second Empire Pais It became evident that a much broader theoretica
framework weas required, in which the theoretica insights dready avalable from
daborating on Marx's theory of capitd accumulation could be embedded and
transformed rather than abandoned. Marx, in away, posad that question himself by
leaving dangbng the question of the relation between Capital and his work on Class
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Srugglesin France and The Eighteenth Brumaire  of LouisBonaparte®® What | have
presented in these nates is, in effect, the theorizing that arose out of the Paris study
as | sought to bridge the gulf between what some have erroneoudy dubbed "the two
Marxisms' of Capital and The Eighteenth Brumaire. All of the dements | here el out
for separate scrutiny, as grist for theoretical reflection, are co-present within the Paris
sudy. What | offer hereis a st of reflections and proposals for the reformulation of
theory in the light of that experience. While The Limits to Capital describes my
theoretical framework going into the Paris study, these notes describe the framework
of theorizing that cameout of it.

Thee notes towards a unified field theory of uneven geogrephicd development
congtitute, therefore, one smdl step, basad upon a particular case Sudy, within the
on-going and endless search for a proper theoreticad framing of one of the most
intriguing and politically sdient feetures of our contemporary world - its chronic and
ever-fluctuating state of uneven geographica development.

K.Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of LouisBonaparte(New York: International Publishers, 1963
edition); ClassS#uggles in France, 1848-1850 (New Y ork: Internatonal Publishers, 1964); D. Harvey,
Paris, Capital of Medernity (New Y ork: Routledge, 2003); Harvey, Limitsto Capital op. .
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