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This is the historical movement of hybridity as camouflage, as a contesting
antagonistic agency functioning inettime lag of sign/symbol, which is a space in
between the rules of engagement.

i Bhabha, 1994, 193

T o d ay épmoclasned nfobile and multiple identities may be a marker not
of contemporary social fluidity and dispossession but of a new stability, self
assurance and quietism.

T Young, 1995, 4

In much of contemporary cultural criticism there is a celebration of diaspora
and hybridity as spaces of subversion. The terms are attractive because of the inheren
instability associated with each concept. Intcast with the unappealing teleologies of
modernist paradigms or the paralyzing binaries of either/or frameworks, hybridity and
diaspora seem to offer a satisfyingly unstable and ambivalent alternative. For many
poststructuralist critics, conceptualizatsoof the mobile, marginal, contradictory, and
ambiguous are especially soothing in a period where a growing number of Marxist and
feminist scholars have demanded locations of actual resistance in addition to positions
of textual cr i td& of hybridity @rfd ¢he margng of the diagparic e

! Reprintel with permission from Katharyne Mitchelfirst published inEnvironment and
Planning D: Society and Spack997, 15, pp. 535353, Pion Limited, London.

2Editorsoé note: t hird sbptaeere concdption df bpace, whidhnt e
mediates leween the #Afirst spaceo of concrete and m
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have been offered to the sacred altar of resistance as new sites of hope. These limina
spaces are theorized as important positions in the tactical war against dominant
hegemonies. In particular, they arenceptualized as key sites of intervention in
narratives of race and nation and as the chiasmatic spaces of a progressive anc
liberatory transnational culture.

| would like to draw out some assumptions implicit in these analyses and offer
a partial critiqe of this growing body of literature. Without denying fiaential for
resistance, | critique the notion that the diasporic, the liminal and the hybrid can
always be equated with a politically progressive agenda. | argue that the focus on
linguistic and altural disruptions to hegemonic norms, and the implicit assumption of
the nation as an abstract cul tur al spac
be crossed or fAtranslatedo in order to
obscureghe importance of contemporary economic processes and of various kinds of
diasporic, deterritorialized, and hybrid subject positions that can be and have been used
strategically for economic gain. In other words, liminal and partial sites can be used for
the purposes of capital accumulation quite as effectively as for the purposes of
intervention in hegemonic narratives of race and nation.

Just as it is necessary to situate any discussion of hybridity and diaspora within
history [ é], i ldcatei tre camdeptsogeographitallyc Tiné ovetruse of
abstract met aphors [ é] often | eads to
such as hybridity become disarticulated from the historically shaped political and
economic relations in which identifeand narratives of nation unfold, they take on a
life and trajectory of their own making. Second and third readings, borrowings,
interventions, elaboratiorisall can contribute to conceptualizations that are not only
completely removed from the socialatons of everyday life, but which also, because
of this very abstraction, become ripe for appropriation. The disingenuous move of the
Aithird spaced is to occupy a position A
practices of place and the liveperience of history.The space thus satisfyingly
transcends the kinds of essentializing locations that characterize a certain branch of
work in historical material i sm -lmentdw ef eemo
space risks becoming a mobile ecganary space, rather than a traveling site of

mental and imagined representations, and which exposes practices of exclusion while offering
possibilities for liberation.

5Sojads recent bobhi sswarkashei iThpbidspataod
the theoretical rifts and fAbinarismso of the |
i maginations through aasOtheéiicago s¢tt1adegy Opf T
accomplish all of these marvelous things, precisely because it does not actually exist. Lavie and
Swedenburg (1996, 183) have expressed a similar [enamouring with] the thirdspace concept, although
with considerably more attention to the historicditfms of location. Nevertheless, they too conjure up
a notion of space relying more on psychoanal yt
identity to which they refer in their title. | am indebted to Donald Moore for his insights here.
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resistance. It is this problem of appropriation, particularly with reference to economic
processes and agents, that | wish to investigate further in this paper.

Diaspora and Hybridity

In the past, the invation of diaspora has related most specifically to the
situation of a people living outside of their traditional homeland. Historically, for
exampl e, t he gener al di spersion or S C
identified most closely with the gise r si on of Jews amo'ing t h
contemporary usage in much of cultural theory, however, the term has come to signify
a more general sense of displacement, as well as a challenge to the limits of existing
boundaries. The tighter definitios that signified specific groups as diasporic, or
which followed an ideatype model in which certain features taken together signified
diasporas have, by and large, given way to broader conceptualizations of travel,
displacement, dislocation, and divideyalties® Clifford (1994), among others, has
offered a useful contemporary critique of the kinds of constraints imposed by the
normative assumptions of ideal type models. Although the attempt to define diaspora is

important, it limits our understandingdo t he MAambi val ent , even
features of diasporic groups. It also elides the [historical] process of change, wherein
di fferent societies fiwax and wane in di

(Clifford, 1994, 306).
[ €]

[T]here is a powerful critique of prior narratives of fixity and mobility, and the
power relations involved in them. This broad conceptual understanding of the ways in
which the invocations of diaspora can have critical material and symbolic effects has
provided a crucial impetus for scholars to further their research into the roots and

“ See for example, the definition of th@xford English Dictionaryshorter edition).

®Lavie and Swedenburg write, AThe phenomenor
of area studies and developing units of analysis that enable us to understatighdhg@ics of
transnational cultural and economic processes, as well as to challenge the conceptual limits imposed by
national and ethnic/racial boundarieso (1996, 1

® Safran (1991, 884) has written a defining model of diaspoi,which he lists six key
features. These include a history of dispersal, memories of a place of origins, alienation in the new
country, a desire to return to the homeland, ongoing support of the homeland, and a sense of collective
identity as a group. Whin the confines of this somewhat restrictive definition, he identifies just seven
contemporary diasporic populations. For many contemporary theorists, this approach is far too narrow,
and prescriptively limits both the epistemological potential of thetais well as the possibilities of
di fferently framed A dB]adkptantiass perssasivelir descisbedtby Giloye o f
(1993; see also Clifford, 1994, 305).
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routes of specific diaspora histories and geographies. Despite the imperative to
contextualize, however, many contemporary postructuralist theorists have seized on
the progressi theoretical potential of the term itself, and abstracted it away from the
situated practices of everyday life. The identification of peoples who have multiple
loyalties, move between regions, do not occupy a singular cultural space, and who
often operatén some sense exterior to state boundaries and cultural effects, has proven
attractive for theorists who have sought to disrupt normative narratives and
understandings of nation and culture. Those in literal motidmetween nations or
outside of proschied, static cultural locations become vaunted as the potential locus of
cultural understandings that resist hegemonic norms of both race and nation.

The same abstracting away from a situated historical perspective has also
occurred in numerous discussiooishybridity. The standard dictionary definition of
the term is of a thing derived from heterogeneous sources or composed of incongruous
elements. Not surprisingly, this definition has proven attractive for those interested in
guestions of identity and ¢hconstitution of subjectivity in a postmodern era. Many
cultural theorists herald the ways in which apparently hybrid subject positions can
facilitate multivocal communications and the production of syncretic [i.e. combined]
cultural forms. Owing to the amifest lack of an essentialized or fixed identity
(through the derivation from heterogeneous sources and incongruous elements), the
hybrid stands as the perfect conduit for postructuralist understandings of the
advantages of pluralism, ambivalence andfindy. Because of its neithemor nature,
hybridity is celebrated as a process rather than a thing; its inherent resistance to fixed
binaries causes it to remain in a perpetual state of flux, related to and yet not
originating from or causing other momsentspaces, or entities. For many cultural
theorists, it is this mobile undecidability that posits hybridity and hybrids as the perfect
interlocutors of resistance to essentialist narratives.

With both diaspora and hybridity it is the spaces in the margfiesunfixed
spacesin-betweenstates and subject positions that are vaunted as the location of
resistance and intervention in hegemonic narratives of race, culture and nation.
Bhabha, for example, writes of tdlenitsi mpo
into the in-betweenspaces through which the meanings of cultural and political
aut hority ar e negointeratioeat dmersiandboth withim thed s
margins of the natiespace and in the boundariesbetweemations and peoplesa..
(1990, 4, emphasis added). Bhabha posits hybridity as a formbaftween space,
which he terms the Athird spaceo, a s
conceptualizations of original or origi
of hybridity is not to be able to trace two original moments from which the third
emer ges, rather hybridity to me is the
emergeo (1990, 211).

[ €]

The emphasis on the cultural spaces of the nati@paces whiclcan be
marked andthencrossed eads a geographer to the [ &
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actual physical spaces in which these
pertinent contemporary example of hybr
historical and material is evident in a recent article on hybridity in Hong Kong.

The Hong Kong Hybrid in Diaspora

We (as Hong Kong intellectuals) need to define our CCD [culture of
critical di scourse] from o6withind Ho
is at the same time within and witho
straddling a problematic position between the East and the West. (Lee,

1994, 18)
I n Leebs work the Hong Kong intell e
subjecione whoest®o dieni xybri di zed | anguageo c.

Hong Kongés cul t ur e-23).dtisdothhthisdimguistid limigadty ( 1 9
and the ambivalent position between national cultures (of China and Britain) which
Lee believes enables wespaces of resistance and new kinds of interventions in the
nati onal narratives of AGreat Chinao an

Translation and mimicry produce a new hybridized subjectivity and
culture which are precisely those of Hong Kong peoplee role of
Hong Kong intellectuals is to re/present such a subjectivity and culture,
and their ambivalence, in order to deconstruct the illusion of cultural
purity that many Hong Kong people still cling to: either the dead
tradition of Great China, othé blind worship of Western civilization
(1994, 19).

Lee argues that intellectuals who grew up in Hong Kong, and are either still in
Hong Kong or have now emigrated to the West, would likely identify themselves as
Chinese, or as a hoyniHong &Kgngi @ purely geodiaphocahe o n

| ocation devoid of national boundary an
of Hong Kong as a site Adevoid of natio
many pl aces, as he Ildaicskc uosfs ersa ttihoen atle rird ¢

authenticity. As Hong Kong is depicted as a placbéetweenChina and the West,
without real national borders and thus without any national imagining of a common
territory, tradition or origins, Lee posits Hong Kopgople as subjects uncompromised
by the myth of origins or the necessity

I n Leebs analysi s, it i s Hong Kong:¢
ambivalent situation that has created the potential for a progeessivi hy br i
intervention. The tremendously successful capitalism of the colony, noted by most of
the rest of the world, is mentioned only as one of the reasons that Hong Kong has been
a blind spot for postolonial discourse; in other words, because o¥éty success, it
has deconstructed the fdArwmaaokedi East on (
and thus provided unsuitable fodder for numerous postcolonial critics. The separation
of the economic and the cultural in his analysis is most clearly wchairkethe
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discussion of language, where linguistic liminality is theorized as a shietimeen, a
space that allows and facilitates critiques of both Great China and Western civilization.

Yet this Athird spaceo is awalawainbhy a
very literal sense. As the author notes himself, English is learned as a tool in Hong
Kongi one t hat i's strategically i mportant
mobility and whitec o | | ar empl oyment o (19 Depletelt 3) .
|l earned, or | earned and mani pul ated tha

so subversive. Language is theorized here as a product of colonialism and capitalism,
one that allows for an thetween subject positioning that may resistarati narratives

of authenticity and purity. Yet there is no conceptualization of how language may also
be productive ofspaces of colonialism and/or capitalism. Theorized in the abstract and
culturally inscribed, a Hdde/brrg wWa ggeedd ivee r
as inherently progressive because of its creolized nature. It is produced by economic
and cultural forces, but then takes a position of antagonist ambivalence in an abstracted
Aithird spaceo. The economita@s ipits poteatialadaon c e
produce spaces that may be violent, retrogressive, or strategically materialist.

The problem is compounded by the notion of language as something that is
chosen and wielded at will. As Poster (1990) and others have discussedthat |
people are constituted by and through language. The belief that Hong Kong

intellectuals can Adefine our CCD from
mani pul ate this hybrid discourse in po
ways inwhich the economic, cultural, political, and social threads woven into the very
| anguage of the fAculture of <critical di

themselves. The notion of a culture of critical discourse, as Lee borrows it from
Gouldner! abstracts away from the necessary situatedness of language and its
imbrication in the economic as well as social practices of everyddy life.

The implicit notion of a progressive hybrid choice for the Hong Kong
intell ectual r e ¥y Hang ksongangelledivalebe wsedlas g straielia
corrective to the polarizing RKhHefWasterns m b
uni ver sal intell ectual 60?7 He answers by
the popular_culture of Hong Kag, because it is popular culture which allows a
Ahybridization of Chinese and Westerno
cul tur al pol arizations. 0 Hybridity is

"Goul dner's defi ni t-freediscoufsais corallicigetacosneopolitanism t u a t
that distances persons from local cultures, so that they feel an alienation from all particularistie, history
bound places and from ordinary, everyday life. ... The grammar of critical discourse claims the right to
sit in judgement owethe actions and claims of any social class and all power claims to truth, however
di fferent in social origin, are to be judged in

8 For a further discussion of the economic and social situated ness of languagreds
(1990) brilliant ethnography of workirgass life and language in Sweden at the turn of the century.
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cultural and linguistic boundarié’s boundaries that the Hong Kong intellectual can
choose whether or not to cross. By virtue of their inherently ambivalent national
positioning, Hong Kong intellectuals can occupy the marginal spaces which allow
them the critical cultural distance to resigigbmonic narratives of race and nation.
This conceptuali z][ es] [ é] a cul tservirgl p C
interest or unquestioned, but strictly

Without contextualizing both the specific movements and constitution
hybrid subjects, as wel |l as the histor]
ideol ogies of their timeso, it woul d be
and fAdiasporico emigrants to Canadea as
nation and forcing the renegotiation of its cultural and political authority. It would
appear that this group, among all others, could make substantial interventions in the
narration of the nation as the archaic temporality of territory and traditidrpranide
the perfect chiasmic location for a new transnational cuftBat interventions in
hegemonic nationalisms that are posited in ebmssler or transnational, transcultural
spaces are limited by their reliance on an abstract notion of preexsgiamg. For
example, that national identity always originates and is supplemented in aspN
i's an assumption that doesnot al ways h
myth, which Bhabha claims forms the roots of modern nations, is nossztg
singular (cf. Sparke, 1996, chapter 2) and not necessarily about a cospauiad
territory*® For some contemporary Hong Kong Chinese citizens, for example, the
foundation of national identity may be rooted in both historical memories related to
China and also to the common spaces of capital accumulation located in Hong Kong
itself. The strategic use of ethnic identity as a signifier of nationness (in this case
6Chinesenessd), may not be entirely bou
in a common origin territory or natiespace, but may be bound more closely to
another kind of locatioin one that privileges certain types of economic spaces, such as

°To some degree, this type of Aiforced rene
context of major struggles over municipal zoning. le contestation that | examined in the early 1990s,
an AD HOC neighborhood group formed primarily of recent Hong Kong immigrants, contested a
downzoning measure in a formerly racially exclusive area of the city, Shaughnessy Heights. In the
process of contéiag the zoning, the group also exposed the types of racial exclusions that had formerly
kept Chinese residents from equal participation in public hearings, such as those concerned with
neighborhood zoning. In this way, the AD HOC committee effectivelylerhged the idea of equal
access to the public sphere and forced a renegotiation of the actual workings of democracy within
Canadadés |l iberal welfare state. Despite this il
critique of the politicalworkings of the liberal democratic process was made from a position of
economid i ber al i sm. The key argument of the AD HOC
freedom visavis private property. This case thus amply demonstrates the complexatyyogiven
Airesi stanced to dominant narratives, and the
liberatory sites (see Mitchell, 1997a; Ley, 1995).

10 Clifford notes in this regard the early work of the Jewish-Ziuthist, Simon Dubnow, whose
Afscul ar vision of 6autonomi smé projected a cul
territorial/politicalo (1994, 328).
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those of free market capitalism. It may also be a complicated mix of paradoxical or
shifting allegiances and identities. It is only through an examination of particular
histories and geographies that these issues can be understood with any clarity.

| examine these ideas by looking at some-fdhioning strategies of Hong
Kong Chinese entrepe neur s who are engaged in bus
0t he West 6. I focus first on one of the
Lee, and others, wish to disrupt. This narrative, which was prevalent in Vancouver in
the 1980s, is thatf the literal rootedness of Anglo citizens in the physical spaces (soil)
of the Canadian nation, a narrative which clearly excluded the recent Hong Kong
immigrants to the city. | then discuss the counternarrative offered by the Hong Kong
Canadian businesommunity, and look more broadly at some of the-fsdhioning
strategies of Hong Kong Chinese businpssopl e as they operat
diasporic sites Hbetween nations. Without denying the potential and indeed often
realized resistance taanycultural narratives, such as that of rootedness, | foreground
instead the ways in which counternarratives can be and are also used for the purpose o
furthered economic integration and capital accumulation.

Trees and the Roots of Nation

There is probbly no better symbol for British Columbia at this time than

trees. Nice, big, old trees. It was through the mass destruction of hollies

and sequoias in Vancouverods neighbor
hills that we all became aware of the fact that tbevér Mainland was

changing. (Tayloryancouver Synl991, A2)

People are often thought of, and think of themselves, as being rooted in
place and as deriving their identity from that rootedness. The roots in
guestion here are not just any kind of roots;yveften they are
specifically arborescent in form. (Malkki, 1992, 27)

It is odd how the tree has dominated Western reality and all of Western
thought ... The West has a special relation to the forest and deforestation
... (Deleuze and Guattari, 1987,)18

In Vancouver in the late 1980s, pervasive urban development led to major
dislocations for numerous urban residents. Much of this development was related to
voluminous capital flows from Hong Kong, as many Hong Kong capitalists sought
secure locations for bio capital investments and residence in Carfa@anflicts over

1 For further discussion of the changes and conflicts in Vancouver during this time period see
Mitchell (1993b). Sealso Olds (1995) for an analysis of the impact of urban megaprojects funded by
Hong Kong dollars.
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rising house prices and apartment rents, housing and apartment demolitions, and the
construction of | ar ge, Amonster houses:«
many longterm Anglo reglents associated the rapid transformation of the city with
the increased immigration and investment from Hong Kdr@ne of the most bitter

sites of contention was the removal of mature trees from the lawns and gardens of
houses slated for demolition anebuilding. Numerous community movements, such

as the Kerrisdalsr anvi |l | e Homeownersd Associat.
combat the fidestructiono of the |l andsc
character in the weside neighborhoods of Vanoeer

In a neighborhood action against the felling of two giant sequoias in April,
1990, members of the KGHA protested by tying yellow ribbons around the trees a few
days before they were scheduled to be removed. The protesters joined hands arounc
the tiees and left informational placards where bypassers could read them. A month
later, after the two sequoias had been felled, forty neighbors from the area planted new
sequoias in a city park to commemorate the loss of the older trees. The community
organizaon invited highschool students from two schools to help plant the new trees.
Tom Arnold, a reporter from tiéancouver Surdescribed the treglanting event with
the phr aswgearofi @A ogi dhtetl ped turn the soil
phanting, 60l tdéds worth it because we ar
(Arnold, VancouveiSun, 1990, B1).

The removal of mature trees and gardens in -sielst neighborhoods caused
greater anger and resistance than either the demolition of @pérbmildings or the
construction of the soalled monster houses. Trees were linked with an image of
Vancouver that was extremely important for many Anglo residents to maintain. The
treelined streetscape and even specific trees and gardens were idewiifiethe
essence of a westde way of life; removal of the trees was threatening to this image
and was fought with great vehemence. As Duncan and Duncan (1984) have written
about Shaughnessy Heights, many of the s neighborhoods of the city were
established in the image of a pastoral Britain of thermtastrial era. The freBowing
landscaping and mature trees operated symbolically as a link to an imagined
aristocratic past, but also as a bulwark against change, particularly the pernicious
influences of change brought in from the outside. Canetti (197858Bdrites of the
forest:

2The term fimonster housesodo refers to a comn
large, often bosshaped homes that were constructed in ‘siglet aresa in the 1980s and early 1990s.
These houses were sources of major conflict, as they were perceived by matgrriomgsidents as
destroying the ficharacterodo of the neighborhood

13 Urban redevelopment transformed all of Vancouverhin late 1980s, but it was protested
most vociferously intheupperl ass, mainly Angl o nesidghbor hoods

265



Different Diasporas and the Hype of Hybridity

Another, and no less important, aspect of the forest is its multiple
immovability. Every single trunk is rooted in the ground and no menace
from outside can move iits resistance is absolute; it does not give an
inch. It can be felled, but not shifted. And thus the forest has become the
symbol of thearmy,an army which has taken up a position, which does
not flee in any circumstances, and which allows itself toutedown to

the last man before it gives a foot of ground.

As the trees were also considered to be living beings, their destruction was
perceived in a particularly serious light. Resistance took on the character of a moral
crusade. Those who destroyed sreégere morally wrong or depraved; at the least they
were misguided or uneducated. One activist protested the felling of two sequoia trees
at 6425 Marguerite in Kerrisdale by invoking religious language in her speech at a
neighborhood protest. She said deatmmi cal | y , AThese trees &
nei ghbor hoodo Cdu@y A& ). After theirhremoval, a reporter
described the remaining empty space in terms of death and burial, again recalling
met aphysical Il magewhat idAhke bhbati ceimbuna
perfectly mat c hed sequoi-as Vv erne dV asntcuonupvse
Vancouver Surl990, B4)"

Investing territory and things with human characteristics allows the
naturalization of links between peephnd place. The connection between people and
placei metaphorically expressed through tree imagieng important not only in

establishing, confirming, and romanti ci
of a traceable, genealogical tradition,ovh A bel ong o, but al so
demonizing transients or sojourners arriving from elsewhéren o s e who ar e
pl aceo. The condition of pl acel essness

represented as pathologi¢ahnd described smimoral terms (Malkki, 1992).

The mor al el ement of the fray was cl
countryo and a negative i mage UfAs dithe
dichotomy between city and country morals and ways of living emetbedHong
Kong Chinese often became identified as the essential city dwellers. These

4 For a further analysis of this particular tree confrontation, see Ley (1995). The controversy
over the removal of trees on prieaproperty has been ongoing, and remains one of the most divisive
and bitter issues in Vancouver city politics.

15 Of course this idea of the country and its ethically superior ways of life were promulgated
from suburban residents well within municipal bdaries. The irony of the use of morality in the tree
debate extends in several directions, including the fact that a number of the wealttsidevessidents
involved in this controversy may have secured their positions in these upscale, wooded nedgizbor
as a result of the profits reaped from the BC timber industry. In addition, as WBlexrus (1997) has
shown with regard to the wider rhetoric surrou
discourses such as these have completetjud&d and/or appropriated the history, experiences, and
voices of First Nations people, from whom the 6
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cosmopolitan urbanites, carriers of the ill effects of accelerated modernism, were set
up in opposition to and confrontati,on w
a westside homeowner, said in an interview:

V: What | ffeel personally, | 6m Europ
Our garden stretches quite a ways ¢
the house. You know how the houses in Europe are in proportion
with the garden in general. You look at Spain and France and

Ger many, itds been the same for vye;
and added to it, i téds kept that bal
see the houses in proportion with the garden. The problemH®ng

Kong they have very I|little | and. He

land and so what do they do? You see?

K: Il s it changing so quickly that yc
different for your children?

V: Well my other area that | lived ibhetween Oak and 41st and 49th,
you woul dnot recognize it I tds co
are torn down, and they were a righ
iImmense houses with very little garden. ... Because | really wonder if
they lovegardens aut hor 6s iiterview, 1990).

In this statement, a past European heritage and an aesthetic sense of love for a well
proportioned garden is set up in contrast with the Hong Kong tradition, in which an
inherent love of the garden is considered dubious. dVe ¢f the garden represents an
old and venerable European way of [|ife,
years.o |t conjures up images of | arge
past’’ The contrary image, of urban space andittec k of a proper fi
and garden, distills meanings of rootlessness, sojourn, and tranSi¢ncspecific
neighborhood actions against tree removal, these images were invoked time and again,
with the protection of mature trees coded aspttadection of tradition, heritage, and a
nostalgic, communally remembered past.

16 pseudonyms have been used to protect privacy.

" Here the imperial significance of welalancedwell-tendedgardas can be linked with the
broader domestication of the |l andscape wunder ¢
been tamed by a #Acivilizingd force, yet which
promotion of equilibriumstasis, and tradition. See, for example, Kolodny (1975) and Schaffer (1990).

18 The negative depiction of the city and the linking of the city with a particular group of people
was similarly employed against the Jews in [Nazi] Germany, when capitalistpsadewish lifestyles
and immoral behavior were linked and located in an urban forum. See, for example, Theweleit (1987).
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Both nation and culture are conceived in these rooted, territorialized, and

essentializing I mages and te

rms. Tr

ansi

denature andpoil these images of setfentification (Deleuze and Guattari, 1987, 18;
Malkki, 1992, 34). Uprootedness is strenuously resisted, particularly by those who
already feel a threat to personal or national identity. The loss of an arborescent,
genealogicall traceable connection to the past is connected with the loss of an
imagined future communit’. The emphasis on this connection between past and
future is ritualized in the gesture of using a child in the-pleating ceremony. The

symbolism of using anightyearo |l d t o At ur n t

he soil

0O re

of time from the heritage and traditions of the past, to the children and community of
the future. In this vision, those who control the past control the future.

Apart from the sense of contiity that is advanced in these types of actions,
there is also an implicit connotation of the right to judge what are appropriate and
inappropriate activities on the landscape. The right to participate in the production of
the landscape and its associasgthbolic meanings is one that is held only by certain

These
t he

popul ati ons.

and refl ect fificorrecto

popul ati ons,
sensi

bi |l i

wh o

ar e

ties

ability to participate ifandscape production is one that has been predicated on highly
racialized and gendered grounds (see, for example, Haraway, 1989; Rose, 1993).

Graphic images which connected the preservation
Vancouverodos trees with the
were evident in brochures such as the January, 1991 p
information announcement concerning the proposal of new
bylaws in the city. In this graphic, the white structure of the t
closely resembles that of a pregnant woman (see figure 1). In
the pamphlet is another image that shows a tree strug
composed of roots or branches inexorably dividing into sm3
and smaller limbs. The image resonates as one of connecte
and of natural and organic growth and fecundity through #fme.

Figure 1: Public information announcement concerning the proposal of
new tree bylaws in Vancouver (January 1991).

9 Anderson (1991, 11 2)
conceded to be
out of an I mmemori al

writes of this

past, and, st

K'Commarity Somtitment
Liblic
tree
ree

1side
rture
ller
dne,

Participate in

Attend a F nfo

il mor e

atio

i mstajes are didelg o mmu
0 n @atidns ta whith thely give pdlitical exprésdion alwapsdoom

i mpo

2 Here the feminized feature of landscape production is most evident. The trees that are being

protectedare oded as femal e, and

¢ genetatonFor furthreedisdussieneofl s 0

discourses about community and stewardship and the feminization of nature (see Merchant, 1989; Rose,

1993).
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In contrast with this fecund, pastoral imagery, sojourners anedwigjiers,
who lack the direct connection to the past and the soil, are dépast unable to
participate in or even understand the imperative to guide and manipulate the future. As
they are rootless (cut off) they can be portrayed as fundamentally [uncaring] of the
needs of future generations. Although the majority of those registee removal
considered and presented their struggle as one of environmental protection, the
aforementioned representations were vivid enough for many developers to contest the
movements as racist. As with the monster house controversy, people lewwesvi
were extremely wary of and concerned about being considered racist. When asked if
his organizationdés resistance to the f
construed as racist, Eric Watt saidg in
it. If people are doing something that is destructive to the neighborhood, there is going
to be a r eac t\Vaocouver SurpeeBlaiwld90)i'n t he

Despite Wattods stance, however, t he
property of Arnold Wu,a Hong Kong Chinese immigrant and developer, whose
daughter, Suzanne Wu, is a prominent-esahte broker doing extensive business with
Hong Kong, gave the conflict a racial cast. In many of the newspaper articles on the
sequoia cutting and protestactis , t he daughter 6s name wa
with the event. During a period of extensive media coverage her Mercedes was
vandalized. In Hong Kong, the story was a controversial-pigfile news item for
over a week, with the clear perception oeass that the resistance protests were
racially motivated oore,1997).

Over thirty letters concerning tree management were sent to the Vancouver
Planning Department between 1988 and 1990. A majority of the letters came from
westside neighborhoods andhdicated a desire for more tree regulation by city
officials??On 7 March 1989, city officials pet
regulate the destruction or removal of trees and for making different regulations for
di fferent arnRARabnettfandtAsseciates, 199001). Although the BC
provincial government declined to give the city authority over-¢tgéng on private
lots, city officials initiated new bylaws in early 1991 designed to protect mature trees
in RS1 (single family) righborhoods. These bylaws drew from a 1990 study by a

2L Watt was a member of the Granvilldoodlands PropertPwners Association (GWPOA),
which was one of the main organizations protesting the removal of mature trees on private property. In
addition to the GWPOA, there were several other urban community groups protesting the changes in
Vancouver 6s ¢ this tinsecparijpce Thdse orgamizations were composed of local area
residents, primarily property owners. For more information about these types of organizations, which
varied somewhat in style and in their general aims, see Mitchell (1993b), Majury (1990§1995),
and Pettit (1992).

% These letters are discussed in the publicafioees on Single Family Lots: A Program for the
Protection of Trees on Private Proper(iR. A. Rabnett and Associates, 1990). This publication is
available in the City of Varouver Planning Department.
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consultant team of planners, landscape architects, municipal lawyers, and
arboriculturalists entitledTrees on Single Family Lots: A Program for the Protection
of Trees on Private Property.

Figure 2: The value of a tree (source: R A. Rabnett and Associates, 1990).

Inthispl anning guide fAheritage treeso
individual tree. In a complex mathematical calculation, specific trees are valued based
on the diameter of the tree, the species type, its condition and its location (see figure
2. Indeer mi ning the value of trees in thi
removed from the emotionally charged atmosphere of racism described above. By
means of Arational o planning instrument
trees are callated in a separate sphere, one that is abstracted away from the messy
contaminations of ideol ogical debate. T
can be seen as an attempt to maintain power. The introduction of racism as an elemen
ofthedbat e i s an example of Anonreasono, &

What | 6ve described here is one of t
the nation which are contested by the Hong Kong Chinese immigrants. For example, in
the specific disruption to the hegenic narrative of nations and roots, a group of
Chinese executives contested the urban and rootless images of the Hong Kong Chinese
wi t h a busi ness fair, whi ch t hey nam
Entrepreneurso (see fihlpiongKoBgCanadd Businessa i r
Association (HKCBA), featured immigrant entrepreneurs engaged in trading and
manufacturing. The intent of the exhibition was to counter the image of Hong Kong
Chinese investors as exploitative reatate speculators by demaasing the many
tangible economic contributions of the Chinese entrepreneurs in areas of the
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