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	Session summary

	Session Title:
	Researching the South African City: Legitimacy and location in the emergence of a Franco-Anglo South African urbanism

	Research Group sponsor (if applicable):
	DARG and UGRG

	Session Convenor(s):
	Charlotte Lemanski (University College London); Myriam Houssay-Holzschuch (University of Lyon); Jenny Robinson (University College London)

	Session Convenor(s) Email:
	c.lemanski@ucl.ac.uk; Myriam.Houssay-Holzschuch@ens-lyon.fr; jennifer.robinson@ucl.ac.uk

	Session Abstract:
	Research that is empirically based outside one’s own immediate context is inherently loaded with issues of authenticity and legitimacy; who has the ‘right’ to speak about events over ‘there’.  This is true for most geographers to some extent, but for global North researchers interested in the global South there are additional issues of culture, language and the diverse geographical and theoretical traditions of different contexts.  Cultural and political distances are therefore not only constituted between the researcher and the researched, but also amongst and between researchers from diverse cultural and disciplinary backgrounds, constituting complex geographies of knowledge and knowledge production.  This session focuses on the complexities and complementarities that arise in the context of Franco- and Anglo-researchers contributing to understanding the emergence of new South African urbanisms.  Within and between South African-based researchers there are also important differences of position, theory and politics. This session invites contributions which develop substantive themes around new agendas in South African urban analyses. We invite researchers to build specific reflections on the politics and cultural specificities of their research and writing practices into these substantive papers. We also invite specific focussed reflections on the productive developments which have ensued from the sustained interactions between Francophone and Anglophone researchers working on South Africa, as well as some of the challenges of working across these different language and theory communities. These experiences speak to wider ambitions to break down divisions in geography between research and publishing in different language communities and northern and southern contexts.

	Keywords (max 5):  
	Urban; South Africa; Franco; Anglo; Legitimacy


	Session Requirements

	Number of timeslots required in the conference programme
	2
	Session slots will be approximately 1hr 40minutes long, which accommodates 5 papers of 20min each including questions, or 7-10 shorter papers depending on format.

	Type of session proposed 

e.g. papers, papers with discussant, posters, panel discussion, workshop…
	2 paper sessions (each with 3 papers and 1 discussant each) 
	The session organisers welcome innovative session formats.  If you’d like to discuss a session format, please contact the organisers at AC2011@rgs.org.   

	Special audio visual requirements
	     
	Laptop with audio speakers, data projector and screen will be provided in each room.  Most rooms should also have internet access (either wired or wireless).  Speakers should bring their own laser pointers etc.

	Any other special requests to be considered
	If possible, we would like to be timetabled concurrently (ideally in the same room) as “Perfect places: imagining urban ideals in lusophone context” as our sessions have similar interests
	e.g. mobility requirements, room request, timetabling request.


	Session details

	Session 1
	Please enter session title if different from above, e.g. sessions with multiple timeslots should be numbered

	Session 1 Chair
	Charlotte Lemanski

	Session 1 Chair email
	c.lemanski@ucl.ac.uk

	
	

	Paper 1 Title:
	Neoliberalism and South Africa's Cities: An Appropriate Theoretical Framework?

	Paper 1 Abstract:
	The transformation of South African cities since the mid-1990s has sometimes been analysed through the lens of the so-called neoliberalisation of urban government (Miraftab, 2004; McDonald and Smith, 2004, Didier et al., 2009). A number of empirically rich contributions have attempted to decipher the specificities of a neoliberal turn in post-apartheid urban government, as well as the resistance of local communities to this trend (c.f. Oldfield, 2004).

However, the translation of this well developed theoretical framework to South African cities proves both challenging and problematic for at least two reasons that we can identify – the first empirical, the second more theoretical. In the first instance, the academic engagement with neoliberal urban government in South African cities has been influenced by a predominantly northern literature. Such a framework has largely been shaped in response to the experience of cities in the global north, located in what might be considered as the heartland of neoliberalism (e.g. Manchester, Leeds, Baltimore). In these cases, neoliberalism has been experienced as initially the 'roll back' of the state, and in its more recent iteration in terms of the 'roll out' of neoliberal urban policies – essentially the incorporation of neoliberal features into urban policy making processes (Brenner and Theodore, 2002; Jessop, 2002; Peck and Tickle, 2004; Peck, 2001; Swyngedouw et al, 2002). While this literature is open to the specificities of “actually existing neoliberalism” in different contexts, it is not clear that this framework can adequately account for the experience of South African cities. The political and economic stakes, the urban history and the tradition of urban policies are of a different nature. Neoliberal features such as the privatisation and corporatisation of services, and the emergence of public private partnerships combine with a developmental agenda that make it difficult to account for urban transformation simply as neoliberal (c.f. Robinson and Parnell, 2010).

Interestingly, while this body of literature has been extremely influential to South African geographers working within the Anglo-american tradition, it has been largely ignored by French scholars, who have tended to concentrate on aspects of post-apartheid restructuring more in line with the tradition of urban research in France: patterns of segregation (Guillaume, Houssay, Morange); urban practices and cultural geography (Maynet, Houssay-Holzchusch); public space and security governance (Bénit-Gbaffou et al.); governance issues (Peyroux, Dubresson); economic geography (Vacchiani-Marcuzzo).

The second reason why the translation of the neoliberal theoretical framework to South African cities is potentially problematic, and related to the point above about the difference between French and Anglo-american urban research traditions, is the imprecise nature of neoliberalism as a theoretical concept. While the literature most commonly evoked in relation to South African cities emerges from a critique of the effects of global capital on cities, there is also an engagement with neoliberal government emerging from a literature influenced by Foucault and more recent developments of his concept of governmentality. This branch of theory has attempted to understand neoliberalism not as the power of global capital over the agendas of national states, but rather as a rationality of government. While urban transformation may demonstrate some apparently neoliberal features, this body of literature is concerned with the emergence of modes of rule in different societies and contexts. This line of analysis is arguably more well developed within the French tradition of urban research, although it is also increasingly influential within the Anglo-american academy (Ferguson, 2007; Ong, 2007).  

While these two traditions are not mutually exclusive, and open up space for a fruitful and productive conversation, we suggest that such a conversation has not adequately taken place within the literature emerging from the experience of South African cities. Moreover, precisely because South African cities are located away from the northern heartland of neoliberalism, offer an opportunity to challenge dominant assumptions about urban government in most of the world

	Paper 1 Author(s):
	Marianne Morange (University of Paris); Alex Wafer (Open University)

	Paper 1 Presenter(s):
	Marianne Morange (University of Paris); Alex Wafer (Open University)

	Paper 1 Author(s) email address:
	marianne.morange@univ-paris-diderot.fr; alexwafer@gmail.com

	
	

	Paper 2 Title:
	Crossing the divides? Some reflections on the international circulation of urban policies and its scientific implications: The case of Johannesburg

	Paper 2 Abstract:
	In recent years, the international circulation of urban policies has become one of the key themes in urban studies. It has fuelled theoretical debates about policy transfer approaches and has brought new analytical perspectives on the phenomenon of policy mobilities. This theme has raised important methodological challenges posed by the study of convergence and connections across cities, in particular across cities of the “North” and the “South”. South African cities have also been shaped by international policies and models, particularly in the fields of growth and development strategies, the adoption of the North-American Business Improvement Districts (BIDs) model being emblematic of this trend. Drawing on a study on BIDs and urban regeneration strategies in Johannesburg, this contribution aims at reflecting upon some of the challenges and questions raised by the analysis of the adoption of international models and at highlighting how researchers working on South Africa with different disciplinary as well as theoretical backgrounds contribute to address them. The contribution explores more particularly a number of tensions embedded within the research on urbanism in South African cities: the articulation between local and global knowledge or knowledge from other contexts; the assessment of both specificities and similarities between cities and processes; and the ways in which we grasp the evolution of theoretical paradigms and the emergence of new ones.

	Paper 2 Author(s):
	Elisabeth Peyroux (Université de Toulouse II - Le Mirail)

	Paper 2 Presenter(s):
	Elisabeth Peyroux (Université de Toulouse II - Le Mirail) 

	Paper 2 Author(s) email address:
	elisabeth.peyroux@univ-tlse2.fr

	
	

	Paper 3 Title:
	The lack of public spaces in Johannesburg (South Africa): a question of words?

	Paper 3 Abstract:
	Working on “public spaces” in Johannesburg implies to wonder if this European concept exists in a South African context. Actually, for a French researcher like me, the first impression arriving in Johannesburg is that there is no such thing as public spaces. Is this feeling linked to a true deficiency of these spaces or is it the effect of an inadequacy of the notion to the South African reality? Is it a consequence of a bias imposed by a European eye? Yet, the concept of public spaces is used – and even promoted – by South African urban planners and policies. Therefore, public spaces are maybe not only the results of a European transfer, but they could also be a South African notion. Thus, researching on public spaces in Johannesburg as a French observer can lead to a redefinition of the concept, nurtured by interactions with South African academics and theories. Nevertheless, the translation into French of these debates adds a level of complexity since public spaces are often associated with notions – such as “intérêt général” – without equivalent in English. Finally, going back and forth between two languages and two cultural contexts can be a means to question apparent established concepts.

	Paper 3 Author(s):
	Pauline Guinard (University of Paris Ouest Nanterre La Défense, France)

	Paper 3 Presenter(s):
	Pauline Guinard (University of Paris Ouest Nanterre La Défense, France)

	Paper 3 Author(s) email address:
	pauline.guinard@gmail.com

	
	

	Paper 4 Title:
	Discussant

	Paper 4 Abstract:
	

	Paper 4 Author(s):
	Sue Parnell (University of Cape Town)

	Paper 4 Presenter(s):
	Sue Parnell (University of Cape Town)

	Paper 4 Author(s) email address:
	Susan.Parnell@uct.ac.za

	
	

	Paper 5 Title:
	

	Paper 5 Abstract:
	

	Paper 5 Author(s):
	

	Paper 5 Presenter(s):
	

	Paper 5 Author(s) email address:
	


	Session details

	Session 2
	Please enter session title if different from above, e.g. sessions with multiple timeslots should be numbered

	Session 2 Chair
	Paula Meth

	Session 2 Chair email
	p.j.meth@sheffield.ac.uk

	
	

	Paper 1 Title:
	Home Truths: Considering the ways that being ‘a local’ matters in contemporary South African cities research

	Paper 1 Abstract:
	South African cities have been widely researched by geographers from both within and without the country. Scholars from across the world have energetically researched the inequalities and injustices of the systematically divided apartheid city, just as they have focused on the multiple transformations, re-orderings and ongoing challenges of the post apartheid era. As such, knowledge about South African cities has been generated by researchers who span a wide range on any spectrum of insider-outsider positionality. In this paper, I reflect on my recent experiences of researching urban development processes in my home town, the South African city of Durban. In my research on urban development imperatives and public private partnerships in Durban, my positionality as ‘a local’ mattered in ways which shaped the overall study; influencing the kinds of issues being researched; and both easing and challenging the data collection and analysis process. For instance, everyday experiences of living in Durban and the immediacy of (often conjectural) information about urban actors and processes influenced the ways in which interviews were conducted, interpreted and ultimately portrayed. Overall, these considerations of my positionality as a young(ish), white, female ‘Durbanite’ investigating my so-called ‘backyard’ reflect the multiple and varied ways in which local positionality can benefit and constrain South African cities research and thus, opens the door to debates on the implications of positionality for all researchers of these cities.

	Paper 1 Author(s):
	Jennifer Houghton (University of the Free State, South Africa)

	Paper 1 Presenter(s):
	Jennifer Houghton (University of the Free State, South Africa)

	Paper 1 Author(s) email address:
	jen.a.houghton@gmail.com

	
	

	Paper 2 Title:
	What am I doing here? When the field goes beyond the work

	Paper 2 Abstract:
	The intention behind this proposal is to unfold the affective links that tie an ethnographer with the people on the ground and to question how the intimate relationship might trigger original analysis. It is based on a PhD project, started in 2007, with five stays in Cape Town, doing fieldwork within Heideveld, a deprived colored community, 20 kilometers from town. For two years, I have had open discussions with a whole range of inhabitants (local councilor, community leaders, police officer, teachers and mostly also ordinary people), talking about their sense of community and place – the subject of this research is in itself an example of the slippery translations between French and English as ‘territoire’ seems as difficult to transfer in English, as ‘community’ into French. But it is only when I was invited to be effectively part of some local initiatives (night patrols, parties, children care) that I eventually had a sense of what couldn’t be said: the intimacy with violence and the deep feeling of marginality.

The contribution I propose for the RGS/IBG Conference takes the form of short videos portraying the ordinary life of the inhabitants. Not simply story-telling, nor holistic anthropology, these glimpses ‘from inside’ are intended to open the discussion around our role, as researcher, within the communities. Who are we working with, and furthermore, who are we working for? What deep ethnography and sensitive intimacy mean when the researcher is called to teach and publish in a foreign context? My parallel experience of Luanda offers a counterpoint where the relationship between my academic background (French) and the local context of the research (Portuguese Africa) is being replayed. It might help to grasp what is specific to the Franco-Anglo experience and what is more generally part of fieldworking in a foreign country.

	Paper 2 Author(s):
	Chloé Buire (GECKO – Univ. Paris Ouest – Nanterre)

	Paper 2 Presenter(s):
	Chloé Buire (GECKO – Univ. Paris Ouest – Nanterre)

	Paper 2 Author(s) email address:
	chloebuire@gmail.com

	
	

	Paper 3 Title:
	On the Art of Poaching

	Paper 3 Abstract:
	South Africa's transition to democracy opened up the country to many overseas social scientists, keen to observe the country's radical changes. Among them, a noticeable group of French researchers, mostly young, mostly geographers and mostly interested by the urban - a group of which I was a member. In this contribution, I will suggest that such a scientific posture, in between countries, languages and cultures, opens up many spaces for fruitful, reflexive "poaching" (Certeau). It is obviously conducive to interrogations on methods - on how to sustain a long-distance relationship with one's field; on the spatialities and temporalities of fieldwork and how it influences one's production; on the performance of identity and on positionality (being white, female and a foreigner from a different colonial metropolis).  More, operating on the margins of at least two geographical traditions – of anglophone and francophone geographies - raises epistemological questions related to the political geography of knowledge - anglophone geography appears hegemonic and francophone geography provincial. Poaching across culturally and nationally constructed disciplinary boundaries also sheds a very practical light on the importance of language: crucial disciplinary keywords can have very different meanings in various languages, and can lead to very different ways of thinking.  Moving between languages, poaching concepts then trying to translate them and share meanings that are relational - in other words, scientific schizoglossia – offers remarkable opportunities for developing new ideas.

	Paper 3 Author(s):
	Myriam Houssay-Holzschuch (University of Lyon)

	Paper 3 Presenter(s):
	Myriam Houssay-Holzschuch (University of Lyon)

	Paper 3 Author(s) email address:
	Myriam.Houssay-Holzschuch@ens-lyon.fr

	
	

	Paper 4 Title:
	Discussant

	Paper 4 Abstract:
	

	Paper 4 Author(s):
	Jenny Robinson (University College London)

	Paper 4 Presenter(s):
	Jenny Robinson (University College London)

	Paper 4 Author(s) email address:
	jennifer.robinson@ucl.ac.uk
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