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This is the historical movement of hybridity as camouflage, as a contesting 

antagonistic agency functioning in the time lag of sign/symbol, which is a space in-

between the rules of engagement.  

ï Bhabha, 1994, 193 

Todayôs self-proclaimed mobile and multiple identities may be a marker not 

of contemporary social fluidity and dispossession but of a new stability, self-

assurance and quietism.  

 ï 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 inherent 

instability associated with each concept. In contrast 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, conceptualizations of 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 critique. The ñthird spaceò
2
 of hybridity and the margins of the diasporic 

                                                 

1 Reprinted with permission from Katharyne Mitchell, first published in Environment and 

Planning D: Society and Space, 1997, 15, pp. 533-553, Pion Limited, London. 

2 Editorsô note: third space, in this context, is an in-between conception of space, which 

mediates between the ñfirst spaceò of concrete and material circumstances and the ñsecond spaceò of 
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have been offered to the sacred altar of resistance as new sites of hope. These liminal 

spaces are theorized as important positions in the tactical war against dominant 

hegemonies. In particular, they are conceptualized as key sites of intervention in 

narratives of race and nation and as the chiasmatic spaces of a progressive and 

liberatory transnational culture. 

 I would like to draw out some assumptions implicit in these analyses and offer 

a partial critique of this growing body of literature. Without denying the potential for 

resistance, I critique the notion that the diasporic, the liminal and the hybrid can 

always be equated with a politically progressive agenda. I argue that the focus on 

linguistic and cultural disruptions to hegemonic norms, and the implicit assumption of 

the nation as an abstract cultural space with borders which ñcontainò lands which must 

be crossed or ñtranslatedò in order to intervene in the ongoing narration of the nation, 

obscures the 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], it is also critical to locate the concepts geographically. The overuse of 

abstract metaphors [é] often leads to thorny problems of fetishization. As concepts 

such as hybridity become disarticulated from the historically shaped political and 

economic relations in which identities and narratives of nation unfold, they take on a 

life and trajectory of their own making. Second and third readings, borrowings, 

interventions, elaborations ï all can contribute to conceptualizations that are not only 

completely removed from the social relations of everyday life, but which also, because 

of this very abstraction, become ripe for appropriation. The disingenuous move of the 

ñthird spaceò is to occupy a position ñbeyondò space and time, and beyond the situated 

practices of place and the lived experience of history.
3
 The space thus satisfyingly 

transcends the kinds of essentializing locations that characterize a certain branch of 

work in historical materialism and feminism. But without context, this ñin-betweenò 

space risks becoming a mobile reactionary space, rather than a traveling site of 

                                                                                                                                             

mental and imagined representations, and which exposes practices of exclusion while offering 

possibilities for liberation. 

3 Sojaôs recent book is a case in point. In this work the ñThirdspaceò is called upon to heal all of 

the theoretical rifts and ñbinarismsò of the last several centuries, as well as to open up our spatial 

imaginations through a critical strategy of ñthirding-as-Otheringò (1996, 5). This space is able to 

accomplish all of these marvelous things, precisely because it does not actually exist. Lavie and 

Swedenburg (1996, 16-23) have expressed a similar [enamouring with] the thirdspace concept, although 

with considerably more attention to the historical politics of location. Nevertheless, they too conjure up 

a notion of space relying more on psychoanalytic and cultural narratives than the ñgeographiesò of 

identity to which they refer in their title. I 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 I wish to investigate further in this paper. 

 

Diaspora and Hybridity  

 In the past, the invocation of diaspora has related most specifically to the 

situation of a people living outside of their traditional homeland. Historically, for 

example, the general dispersion or scattering of a ñdiasporicò people has been 

identified most closely with the dispersion of Jews among the ñGentileò nations.
4
 In 

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.
5
 The tighter definitions that signified specific groups as diasporic, or 

which followed an ideal-type model in which certain features taken together signified 

diasporas have, by and large, given way to broader conceptualizations of travel, 

displacement, dislocation, and divided loyalties.
6
 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 understanding of the ñambivalent, even embattledò signifiying 

features of diasporic groups. It also elides the [historical] process of change, wherein 

different societies ñwax and wane in diasporism, depending on changing possibilitiesò 

(Clifford, 1994, 306). 

 [é] 

 [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 

                                                 

4 See, for example, the definition of the Oxford English Dictionary (shorter edition). 

5 Lavie and Swedenburg write, ñThe phenomenon of diasporas calls for reimagining the óareasô 

of area studies and developing units of analysis that enable us to understand the dynamics of 

transnational cultural and economic processes, as well as to challenge the conceptual limits imposed by 

national and ethnic/racial boundariesò (1996, 14; see also Gilroy, 1992). 

6 Safran (1991, 83-84) has written a defining model of diaspora, in 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. Within 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 the term, as well as the possibilities of 

differently framed ñdiasporasò such as those of the [B]lack Atlantic, so persuasively described by Gilroy 

(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 progressive 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 operate in 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 motion in-between nations or 

outside of proscribed, 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 discussions of hybridity. 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 

questions of identity and the constitution 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 manifest 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 and nonfixity. Because of its neither-nor 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 moments, spaces, 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 margins, the unfixed 

spaces in-between states 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 the importance of the ñturning of boundaries and limits 

into the in-between spaces through which the meanings of cultural and political 

authority are negotiatedò and heralds the ñinternational dimension both within the 

margins of the nation-space and in the boundaries in-between nations and peoples ...ò 

(1990, 4, emphasis added). Bhabha posits hybridity as a form of in-between space, 

which he terms the ñthird spaceò, a space inherently critical of essentialism and 

conceptualizations of original or originary culture. He writes, ñFor me the importance 

of hybridity is not to be able to trace two original moments from which the third 

emerges, rather hybridity to me is the óthird spaceô which enables other positions to 

emergeò (1990, 211). 

 [é] 

 The emphasis on the cultural spaces of the nation ï spaces which can be 

marked and then crossed ï leads a geographer to the [é] critical question: what are the 
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actual physical spaces in which these boundaries are crossed and erased? [é] A 

pertinent contemporary example of hybridityôs glorification at the expense of the 

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 discourse] from ówithinô Hong Kongôs hybridized culture which 

is at the same time within and without the legitimized ópurerô cultures, 

straddling a problematic position between the East and the West. (Lee, 

1994, 18). 

 In Leeôs work the Hong Kong intellectual is positioned as the perfect hybrid 

subject ï one whose ñmixed-code hybridized languageò can aid in the ñperpetuation of 

Hong Kongôs culture as a hybridityò (1994, 21-22). It is both this linguistic liminality 

and the ambivalent position between national cultures (of China and Britain) which 

Lee believes enables new spaces of resistance and new kinds of interventions in the 

national narratives of ñGreat Chinaò and ñWestern civilization.ò He writes, 

Translation and mimicry produce a new hybridized subjectivity and 

culture which are precisely those of Hong Kong people. The 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, or the 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 hybrid, or as ñsomeone from Hong Kong ï a purely geographical 

location devoid of national boundary and cultural identityò (1994, 12). The discussion 

of Hong Kong as a site ñdevoid of national boundary and cultural identityò is made in 

many places, as he discusses the territoryôs ñlack of national identityò and cultural 

authenticity. As Hong Kong is depicted as a place in-between China and the West, 

without real national borders and thus without any national imagining of a common 

territory, tradition or origins, Lee posits Hong Kong people as subjects uncompromised 

by the myth of origins or the necessity to ñperformò or supplement the nation.  

In Leeôs analysis, it is Hong Kongôs politically ambiguous and culturally 

ambivalent situation that has created the potential for a progressive ñhybridò 

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 post-colonial discourse; in other words, because of its very success, it 

has deconstructed the ñromanticization of the colonialism-wrecked Eastò (1994, 12) 

and thus provided unsuitable fodder for numerous postcolonial critics. The separation 

of the economic and the cultural in his analysis is most clearly marked in the 
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discussion of language, where linguistic liminality is theorized as a site in-between, a 

space that allows and facilitates critiques of both Great China and Western civilization.  

 Yet this ñthird spaceò is clearly a space related to capital accumulation in a 

very literal sense. As the author notes himself, English is learned as a tool in Hong 

Kong ï one that is strategically important for business and a ñnecessity for social 

mobility and white-collar employmentò (1994, 13). It is this English, incompletely 

learned, or learned and manipulated that forms the ñChinglishò hybrid which Lee finds 

so subversive. Language is theorized here as a product of colonialism and capitalism, 

one that allows for an in-between subject positioning that may resist national narratives 

of authenticity and purity. Yet there is no conceptualization of how language may also 

be productive of spaces of colonialism and/or capitalism. Theorized in the abstract and 

culturally inscribed, a ñhybridized vernacularò and ñmixed-code languageò is posited 

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 

ñthird spaceò. The economic provenance of this hybrid is lost, as is its potential to 

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 discussed at length, 

people are constituted by and through language. The belief that Hong Kong 

intellectuals can ñdefine our CCD from ówithinô Hong Kongôs hybridized cultureò and 

manipulate this hybrid discourse in politically progressive ways [é], neglects the 

ways in which the economic, cultural, political, and social threads woven into the very 

language of the ñculture of critical discourseò infect the speaker and not just the words 

themselves. The notion of a culture of critical discourse, as Lee borrows it from 

Gouldner,
7
 abstracts away from the necessary situatedness of language and its 

imbrication in the economic as well as social practices of everyday life.
8
  

The implicit notion of a progressive hybrid choice for the Hong Kong 

intellectual returns as Lee asks, ñMay Hong Kong intellectual be used as a strategic 

corrective to the polarizing binarism between óChinese intellectualô and óthe (Western) 

universal intellectualôò? He answers by suggesting that if this is possible it is through 

the popular culture of Hong Kong, because it is popular culture which allows a 

ñhybridization of Chinese and Westernò and does not insist on the ñpurity of imagined 

cultural polarizations.ò Hybridity is again conceptualized in terms of contemporary 

                                                 

7 Gouldner's definition: ña relatively situation-free discourse is conducive to a cosmopolitanism 

that distances persons from local cultures, so that they feel an alienation from all particularistic, history-

bound places and from ordinary, everyday life. ... The grammar of critical discourse claims the right to 

sit in judgement over the actions and claims of any social class and all power claims to truth, however 

different in social origin, are to be judged in the same wayò (quoted in Lee, 1994, 12). 

8 For a further discussion of the economic and social situated ness of language, see Pred's 

(1990) brilliant ethnography of working-class life and language in Sweden at the turn of the century. 
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cultural and linguistic boundaries ï 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 resist hegemonic narratives of race and nation. 

This conceptualiz[es] [é] a cultural position able to ñdetach itself from self-serving 

interest or unquestioned, but strictly limited, ends.ò [é] 

 Without contextualizing both the specific movements and constitution of 

hybrid subjects, as well as the historical provenance of theoretical terms ñwithin the 

ideologies of their timesò, it would be easy to position Hong Kong Chinese ñhybridò 

and ñdiasporicò emigrants to Canada as the perfect conduits for ñsupplementingò the 

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 tradition, and provide 

the perfect chiasmic location for a new transnational culture.
9
 But interventions in 

hegemonic nationalisms that are posited in cross-border or transnational, transcultural 

spaces are limited by their reliance on an abstract notion of preexisting space. For 

example, that national identity always originates and is supplemented in a nation-space 

is an assumption that doesnôt always hold true. It could be argued that the origins 

myth, which Bhabha claims forms the roots of modern nations, is not necessarily 

singular (cf. Sparke, 1996, chapter 2) and not necessarily about a common spatial 

territory.
10

 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 

óChinesenessô), may not be entirely bound to literal roots in the sense of a rootedness 

in a common origin territory or nation-space, but may be bound more closely to 

another kind of location ï one that privileges certain types of economic spaces, such as 

                                                 

9 To some degree, this type of ñforced renegotiationò has taken place in Vancouver in the 

context of major struggles over municipal zoning. In one contestation that I 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 contesting 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 effectively challenged the idea of equal 

access to the public sphere and forced a renegotiation of the actual workings of democracy within 

Canadaôs liberal welfare state. Despite this ñliberatoryò component, however, it is worth noting that the 

critique of the political workings of the liberal democratic process was made from a position of 

economic liberalism. The key argument of the AD HOC committee rested on an individualôs economic 

freedom vis-à-vis private property. This case thus amply demonstrates the complexity of any given 

ñresistanceò to dominant narratives, and the need to contextualize and consistently monitor these 

liberatory sites (see Mitchell, 1997a; Ley, 1995). 

10 Clifford notes in this regard the early work of the Jewish anti-Zionist, Simon Dubnow, whose 

ñsecular vision of óautonomismô projected a cultural/historical/spiritual ónationalô identity beyond the 

territorial/politicalò (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. 

 I examine these ideas by looking at some self-fashioning strategies of Hong 

Kong Chinese entrepreneurs who are engaged in business ventures in both óAsiaô and 

óthe Westô. I focus first on one of the hegemonic narratives of the type which Bhabha, 

Lee, and others, wish to disrupt. This narrative, which was prevalent in Vancouver in 

the 1980s, is that of 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. I then discuss the counternarrative offered by the Hong Kong-

Canadian business community, and look more broadly at some of the self-fashioning 

strategies of Hong Kong Chinese business-people as they operate in the ñliminalò and 

diasporic sites in-between nations. Without denying the potential and indeed often 

realized resistance to many cultural narratives, such as that of rootedness, I foreground 

instead the ways in which counternarratives can be and are also used for the purpose of 

furthered economic integration and capital accumulation. 

 

Trees and the Roots of Nation 

There is probably 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 Vancouverôs neighborhoods and on West Vancouverôs 

hills that we all became aware of the fact that the Lower Mainland was 

changing. (Taylor, Vancouver Sun, 1991, 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 

question here are not just any kind of roots; very often 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 both capital investments and residence in Canada.
11

 Conflicts over 

                                                 

11 For further discussion of the changes and conflicts in Vancouver during this time period see 

Mitchell (1993b). See also 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 large, ñmonster housesò became imbricated in a racial discourse, as 

many long-term Anglo residents associated the rapid transformation of the city with 

the increased immigration and investment from Hong Kong.
12

 One of the most bitter 

sites of contention was the removal of mature trees from the lawns and gardens of 

houses slated for demolition and rebuilding. Numerous community movements, such 

as the Kerrisdale-Granville Homeownersô Association (KGHA), quickly arose to 

combat the ñdestructionò of the landscape and to protest the loss of ambience and 

character in the west-side neighborhoods of Vancouver.
13

  

 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 around 

the trees 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 

organization invited high-school students from two schools to help plant the new trees. 

Tom Arnold, a reporter from the Vancouver Sun, described the tree-planting event with 

the phrase, ñóAn eight-year-old boy helped turn the soil ...ô Cindy Spellman said of the 

planting, óItôs worth it because we are planting the new trees for our childrenôò 

(Arnold, Vancouver Sun, 1990, B1). 

 The removal of mature trees and gardens in west-side neighborhoods caused 

greater anger and resistance than either the demolition of apartment buildings or the 

construction of the so-called monster houses. Trees were linked with an image of 

Vancouver that was extremely important for many Anglo residents to maintain. The 

tree-lined streetscape and even specific trees and gardens were identified with the 

essence of a west-side 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 west-side neighborhoods of the city were 

established in the image of a pastoral Britain of the pre-industrial era. The free-flowing 

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 (1978, 84-85) writes of the 

forest: 

                                                 

12 The term ñmonster housesò refers to a commonplace description of a number of extremely 

large, often box-shaped homes that were constructed in west-side areas in the 1980s and early 1990s. 

These houses were sources of major conflict, as they were perceived by many long-term residents as 

destroying the ñcharacterò of the neighborhood (see Mitchell, l997b). 

13 Urban redevelopment transformed all of Vancouver in the late 1980s, but it was protested 

most vociferously in the upper-class, mainly Anglo neighborhoods of the cityôs west-side. 



Different Diasporas and the Hype of Hybridity 

 

266 

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 it. Its 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 the army, an army which has taken up a position, which does 

not flee in any circumstances, and which allows itself to be cut down 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 trees were 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 dramatically, ñThese trees are part of the soul of the 

neighborhoodò (Quoted in the Courier, 1990, 7). After their removal, a reporter 

described the remaining empty space in terms of death and burial, again recalling 

metaphysical imagery: ñAll that remains of what one horticulturalist called óthe most 

perfectly matched sequoias in Vancouverô is two earth-covered stumpsò (Blain, 

Vancouver Sun, 1990, B4).
14

  

 Investing territory and things with human characteristics allows the 

naturalization of links between people and place. The connection between people and 

place ï metaphorically expressed through tree imagery ï is important not only in 

establishing, confirming, and romanticizing those who are ñof the soilò, who are part 

of a traceable, genealogical tradition, who ñbelongò, but also in identifying and 

demonizing transients or sojourners arriving from elsewhere ï those who are ñwithout 

placeò. The condition of placelessness or rootlessness in society is perceived and 

represented as pathological ï and described so in moral terms (Malkki, 1992). 

 The moral element of the fray was clearly linked to a positive depiction of ñthe 

countryò and a negative image of ñthe cityò (compare Williams, 1973).
15

 As a 

dichotomy between city and country morals and ways of living emerged, the Hong 

Kong Chinese often became identified as the essential city dwellers. These 

                                                 

14 For a further analysis of this particular tree confrontation, see Ley (1995). The controversy 

over the removal of trees on private property 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 boundaries. The irony of the use of morality in the tree 

debate extends in several directions, including the fact that a number of the wealthy, west-side residents 

involved in this controversy may have secured their positions in these upscale, wooded neighborhoods 

as a result of the profits reaped from the BC timber industry. In addition, as Willems-Braun (1997) has 

shown with regard to the wider rhetoric surrounding the órainforestô and ónatureô in British Columbia, 

discourses such as these have completely excluded and/or appropriated the history, experiences, and 

voices of First Nations people, from whom the ówoodedô land was originally seized. 
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cosmopolitan urbanites, carriers of the ill effects of accelerated modernism, were set 

up in opposition to and confrontation with those who ñlove gardensò. Virginia Cohen, 

a west-side homeowner, said in an interview: 

V: What I feel personally, Iôm European, so I very much like the garden. 

Our garden stretches quite a ways so that itôs actually balanced with 

the house. You know how the houses in Europe are in proportion 

with the garden in general. You look at Spain and France and 

Germany, itôs been the same for years. Although people have come 

and added to it, itôs kept that balance. Thatôs my difficulty. I love to 

see the houses in proportion with the garden. The problem is, in Hong 

Kong they have very little land. Here they come and thereôs so much 

land and so what do they do? You see? 

K: Is it changing so quickly that you have a sense that itôs going to be 

different for your children? 

V: Well my other area that I lived in between Oak and 41st and 49th, 

you wouldnôt recognize it, itôs completely changed. All the houses 

are torn down, and they were a right good size. But now theyôre huge, 

immense houses with very little garden. ... Because I really wonder if 

they love gardens (authorôs interview, 1990).
16

 

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. The love of the garden represents an 

old and venerable European way of life, a way of life which has ñbeen the same for 

years.ò It conjures up images of large garden estates, rootedness, tradition, folk, soil, a 

past.
17

 The contrary image, of urban space and the lack of a proper ñbalanceò of house 

and garden, distills meanings of rootlessness, sojourn, and transience.
18

 In specific 

neighborhood actions against tree removal, these images were invoked time and again, 

with the protection of mature trees coded as the protection of tradition, heritage, and a 

nostalgic, communally remembered past. 

                                                 

16 Pseudonyms have been used to protect privacy. 

17 Here the imperial significance of well-balanced, well-tended gardens can be linked with the 

broader domestication of the landscape under colonialism. The ñidealò landscape thus is one that has 

been tamed by a ñcivilizingò force, yet which simultaneously erases the scars of that force through the 

promotion of equilibrium, stasis, 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 capitalist practices, Jewish 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 images and terms. Transience or ñdecontextualizedò culture threatens to 

denature and spoil these images of self-identification (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, 

genealogically traceable connection to the past is connected with the loss of an 

imagined future community.
19

 The emphasis on this connection between past and 

future is ritualized in the gesture of using a child in the tree-planting ceremony. The 

symbolism of using an eight-year-old to ñturn the soilò reflects a perceived movement 

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 continuity 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 associated symbolic meanings is one that is held only by certain 

populations. These populations, who are themselves identified as ñrootedò, maintain 

and reflect the ñcorrectò sensibilities that are appropriate to the land. Historically, the 

ability to participate in landscape 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 of 

Vancouverôs trees with the preservation of Vancouverôs future 

were evident in brochures such as the January, 1991 public 

information announcement concerning the proposal of new tree 

bylaws in the city. In this graphic, the white structure of the tree 

closely resembles that of a pregnant woman (see figure 1). Inside 

the pamphlet is another image that shows a tree structure 

composed of roots or branches inexorably dividing into smaller 

and smaller limbs. The image resonates as one of connectedness 

and of natural and organic growth and fecundity through time.
20

  

 

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

                                                 

19 Anderson (1991, 11-12) writes of this imagined community: ñIf nation-states are widely 

conceded to be ónewô and óhistoricalô, the nations to which they give political expression always loom 

out of an immemorial past, and, still more important, glide into a limitless futureò. 

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

protected are coded as female, and contain the ñseedsò of the future generation. For further discussion of 

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 and city-dwellers, 

who lack the direct connection to the past and the soil, are depicted as 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 resisting tree 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 I interviewed 

were extremely wary of and concerned about being considered racist. When asked if 

his organizationôs resistance to the felling of the two sequoias in April might be 

construed as racist, Eric Watt said in a newspaper interview, ñI donôt care who is doing 

it. If people are doing something that is destructive to the neighborhood, there is going 

to be a reactionò (quoted in the Vancouver Sun, see Blain, 1990).
21

  

 Despite Wattôs stance, however, the location of the two sequoias on the 

property of Arnold Wu, a Hong Kong Chinese immigrant and developer, whose 

daughter, Suzanne Wu, is a prominent real-estate broker doing extensive business with 

Hong Kong, gave the conflict a racial cast. In many of the newspaper articles on the 

sequoia cutting and protest actions, the daughterôs name was mentioned in connection 

with the event. During a period of extensive media coverage her Mercedes was 

vandalized. In Hong Kong, the story was a controversial high-profile news item for 

over a week, with the clear perception overseas that the resistance protests were 

racially motivated (Moore, 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 

west-side neighborhoods and indicated a desire for more tree regulation by city 

officials.
22

 On 7 March 1989, city officials petitioned the province for the authority ñto 

regulate the destruction or removal of trees and for making different regulations for 

different areas of the cityò (R A Rabnett and Associates, 1990, 1). Although the BC 

provincial government declined to give the city authority over tree-cutting on private 

lots, city officials initiated new bylaws in early 1991 designed to protect mature trees 

in RS-1 (single family) neighborhoods. These bylaws drew from a 1990 study by a 

                                                 

21 Watt was a member of the Granville-Woodlands Property Owners 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 

Vancouverôs landscape during this time period. These organizations 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 (l993b), Majury (1990), Ley (1995), 

and Pettit (1992). 

22 These letters are discussed in the publication, Trees on Single Family Lots: A Program for the 

Protection of Trees on Private Property (R. A. Rabnett and Associates, 1990). This publication is 

available in the City of Vancouver Planning Department. 
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consultant team of planners, landscape architects, municipal lawyers, and 

arboriculturalists entitled, Trees 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). 

 

 In this planning guide ñheritage treesò are outlined by neighborhood and by 

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). In determining the value of trees in this ñobjectiveò manner, the tree debate is 

removed from the emotionally charged atmosphere of racism described above. By 

means of ñrationalò planning instruments and scientific criteria, the value of individual 

trees are calculated in a separate sphere, one that is abstracted away from the messy 

contaminations of ideological debate. The effort to foreground ñreasonò in the struggle 

can be seen as an attempt to maintain power. The introduction of racism as an element 

of the debate is an example of ñnonreasonò, and can be dismissed.  

 What Iôve described here is one of the many ongoing pedagogical narrations of 

the nation which are contested by the Hong Kong Chinese immigrants. For example, in 

the specific disruption to the hegemonic narrative of nations and roots, a group of 

Chinese executives contested the urban and rootless images of the Hong Kong Chinese 

with a business fair, which they named, ñTRANS/PLANTS: New Canadian 

Entrepreneursò (see figure 3). The fair, organized by the Hong Kong-Canada Business 

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 real-estate speculators by demonstrating the many 

tangible economic contributions of the Chinese entrepreneurs in areas of the 


