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The Colonial Order
of Things

Samia Henni

The essays authored by Eliane Perrin, Teresa Zarebska, André
Corboz, Praful C. Patel, Jeff Racki, Reena Racki, and Jin-Bak Pyun
and published in archithese from 1971 to 1974 recall the claim
that “there is no modernity without coloniality.” That is,
coloniality constitutes modernity. It cannot be divided from it.
Itisnot it. It is init. The times in which and the spaces from
which these essays were written echo this constitution. Some

of the authors reproduced it. Others critiqued it and revealed

the dynamics of Eurocentric—embodied in U.S.-centric —socio-
economic and political apparatuses used to make space and
impose power. This is not the same as claiming the essays offer

no examples of resistance to these forms of modernity/coloniality.

In the selected essays, echoes of coloniality’s constitution
of modernity appear in various forms of spatial practice
and architectural discourse, including debates about modern
housing, “indigenous” housing, housing for the working class,
self-built housing (or “informal” settlements), climate and
hygiene questions; the housing policies and knowledge
produced by national or international professional organiza-
tions, public institutions, and the United Nations Habitat
programs; detailed surveys of slums built by the so-called other;
and histories and theories of the military architecture of
the Renaissance, which cannot be dissociated from European
colonization.

By either embracing or opposing this constitution—
consciously or unconsciously—the authors of the selected essays
confront their readers with the power dynamics of architecture
and the built environment. They offer connections among
architectural history, theory, practice, and the colonial world
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order (or disorder). Anibal Quijano, a Peruvian sociologist,
argues that one of the fundamental principles of the coloniality
of power “is the social classification of the world’s population
around the idea of race, a mental construction that expresses
the basic experience of colonial domination and pervades

the more important dimensions of global power, including

its specific rationality: Eurocentrism.”> One might regard
these contributions as a way of exposing this coloniality

of power—which is still in vogue today—and of searching

for postmodernity.

Ethnography and Colonial Constructs
In his 1974 article “Remarks on an Ill-Defined Problem:
The Architecture of Nonarchitects,” Swiss architectural historian
Corboz questions the hierarchical designation of the built
environment and analyzes the ramifications, which persist to
this day, of bourgeois cultural imperialism in architecture.
He argues that the terms “spontaneous, popular, vernacular,
minor, indigenous, primitive, anonymous, and without architects”
are problematic and discriminatory because of their existence
in relation or opposition to their dominant privileged
antonyms.3 This classification was constructed through a gaze
that assessed the built environment based on what was familiar,
accredited, and, ultimately, normalized. This was an approach
that patronized and essentialized “the other,” often reproducing
imperial and colonial attitudes rooted in what Frantz Fanon,
psychiatrist and political philosopher from the French colony
of Martinique, denounced in his 1952 Peau noire, masques
blancs (Black Skin, White Masks), and which Palestinian
American cultural theorist Edward Said later theorized as
“orientalism.™ This phenomenon often characterizes West
European and North American art and architectural history,
as well as literature and cultural studies.>

The effort to classify and label the unfamiliar built environ-
ment culminated in the exhibition Architecture without
Architects (Museum of Modern Art, New York, 1964) and the
accompanying publication, Architecture without Architects:
A Short Introduction to Non-pedigreed Architecture, curated

390



and written by Austrian American architect Bernard Rudofsky.
In his acknowledgments, Rudofsky uses the terms rnon-formal
architecture and non-classified architecture to refer to the
photographed buildings and spaces from around the world that
he exhibited in New York. He credits, among other people and
institutions, the Musée de 'lHomme (Museum of Man) in Paris,
the Hispanic Society in New York, the Frobenius Institute
in Frankfurt, and the Islamic Archives in Washington, DC.6
The majority of the collections and archives of these institutions
came from European and North American colonies, colonial
expeditions, ethnographic missions, and trading companies.
For instance, the Parisian Musée de THomme—established
in 1937 on the occasion of the Exposition Internationale des Arts
et Techniques dans la Vie Moderne (International Exposition
of Art and Technology in Modern Life) as an ethnography
research center and ethnography museum to replace the Musée
d’Ethnographie du Trocadéro (founded in 1882)—studied
and collected artifacts, documents, customs, rituals, photo-
graphs, and reports about the people of Africa, Asia, and
Oceania, portions of which were then part of the French Empire.”
Presenting and representing these populations and their
built environments was an activity that developed across Central
Europe, the United States, and Japan in the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries. With the organization of large world’s
fairs and colonial exhibitions from 1879 to 1948, colonizing
authorities—including Belgium, France, Germany, Great Britain,
Italy, Portugal, Spain—celebrated the accomplishments of
colonialization; portrayed a colonial world order; and displayed
events, people, and places from the colonies. For example,
in Switzerland, African people—children, women, and men
locked up in confined spaces —were exhibited in the so-called
village negre in Geneva in 1896, in Negerdorfli in Altstetten
inZurich in 1925, and in the Negerdorf aus Senegal at the
Basel Zoo in 1926.8 These human zoos, also called “ethnological
expositions,” turned human lives and their habitats into
consumable spectacles and lucrative attractions, while propagating
racist prejudices and discriminatory constructs.® While
colonial exhibitions varied in design, size, and duration, they
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typically shared common biased misinterpretations and
misrepresentations of the displayed races, customs, religions,
genders, and architectures.

This attitude is often reflected in urbanism and architectural
discourses and publications in Europe and its vast empires.
In 1931, ayear after the French colonial regime organized
monumental celebrations in Algiers and other parts of Algeria
on the one hundredth anniversary of its French colonization,
known as “Le Centenaire de 'Algérie Francaise” (The Centenary
of French Algeria), the Bois de Vincennes in Paris hosted
the International Colonial Exhibition, which displayed people,
artifacts, resources, and goods from the French colonial
empire.!9 Presided over by Marshal Hubert Lyautey, French
army officer and colonial administrator, the exhibition organizers
maintained both their “civilizing mission” toward people from
the colonies and the seduction strategies they used to incite
Europeans to move to and settle in the colonies. As the director
of the exhibition congress argued,

It was desirable that the number of Europeans in the colonial countries should

always increase. It is, in fact, only this growth that will make it possible to stand up

to the nationalist tendencies of the indigenous populations, which Bolshevik

or other propaganda is trying to overexcite and develop. All the efforts of town planners
must therefore tend to encourage European immigration to the colonies and to obtain,
for this purpose, the maximum advantage for the urban population of the white race

in the cities they organize. 11

To respond to the colonization and migration of people
from various parts of Europe to the colonies and to establish
a colonial order, the exhibition hosted an International Congress
of Urbanism in the Colonies and in Tropical Countries. In
the extensive two-volume publication that resulted from the
congress (1932), French architect and urbanist Jean Royer and
Henri Prost, a French urbanist who worked in Turkey and the
French Protectorate of Morocco, gathered lectures and essays
written on European urbanism in the colonies by military
officers and civil servants active there. The first volume of the
manuscript is divided into six geographic areas: North Africa,
Tropical Africa, the Orient, the Far East, the Americas, and
Ancient Cities. According to Prost, the goal of the congress was
to define the best provisions for cities where races of different
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customs coexisted; design housing that respected local climate
and traditions; study ventilation, hygiene, sanitation, and

new construction processes; and incite collaboration between
modern builders and local artisans, preserve ancient cities,
and protect historic monuments for tourism purposes.2
Contrary to these integrationist premises, European architects
and urbanists in Algiers took another trajectory, encouraging
assimilation to French norms and forms.

Urbanism and Hygiene Narrative
The influential Association of Urbanism of the Amis d’Alger,
the Algiers Group of the Société des architectes modernes
(Society of Modern Architects), and the Trade Union
Association of Architects Graduated and Admitted by the
French Government organized the first Exposition d’'Urbanisme
et d’Architecture Moderne (Exhibition of Town Planning and
Modern Architecture) in 1933. The French architect Marcel
Lathuilliere served as deputy president of the exhibition’s
organization committee; Albert Seiller, an Algiers-born-
and-based architect, was the general curator; and Pierre-André
Emery, Swiss-born and the future leader of the Algiers section
of the Congres Internationaux dArchitecture Moderne
(International Congresses of Modern Architecture, CIAM),
was the general secretary. In a special issue of the architectural
magazine Chantiers dedicated to the exhibition, the articles
and projects presented are divided into two parts: first, urban-
ism and the large-scale planning and development of cities;
second, architecture and modern construction. One of
the articles included in this publication is “Tous urbanistes!”
(All town planners!) by Rudolphe Rey—the president of both
the exhibition committee and the Amis d’Alger association
—who invited Le Corbusier to Algiers. He asserts that “planners
and architects in Algeria, closely united in the continuation
of their generous effort, will not cease to guide public authorities
in their great task of remodeling and developing our African
cities.”3

Lathuilliere published an article titled “L'architecture
moderne et 'aménagement de 'habitation” (Modern architecture
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and the configuration of housing), while Seiller reported

his ideas in “L’hygiéne dans 'habitation” (Housing hygiene).
Both contributions ignore the question of housing designed

for Algerians, a question that only one of the articles in the
special issue deals with directly: “L’habitation indigene et les
quartiers musulmans” (Indigenous housing and muslim
neighborhoods), written by Frangois Bienvenu, an architect
who was born and based in Algiers and who worked for the
French general government. Bienvenu describes the ongoing
public debates on the types of housing in which Algerians—or,
as they were called, the indigénes (indigenous or native people)
—were expected to live. He describes two opposing schools

of thought, neither of which had been able to forge an acceptable
compromise. The debates centered on a rhetorical question:

Is it necessary to conceive and build dwellings that would satisfy
the traditional lifestyle of the “indigenous” population, or would
it instead be better to envisage the adaptation of “indigenous”
modes of living to the French modern lifestyle through European-
type housing?

This “traditional/modern” dichotomy—or, to use Rudofsky’s
terms, “non-pedigreed/pedigreed”—dominated the debates
about architecture in European empires. On the occasion of
the second edition of the Exposition de la Cité Moderne: Urban-
isme, architecture, habitation (Exhibition of the Modern City:
Urbanism, Architecture, Housing) in Algiers in 1936, the French
architecture magazine L’ architecture d’aujourd’hui, directed
by André Bloc, an Algiers-born French editor, dedicated a special
issue to Algeria, Morocco, Syria, Lebanon, and Guadeloupe.

The issue was titled “France d'outremer” (Overseas France) and
was edited by Pierre Vago, a Budapest-born French architect.

In his essay “LC’habitation indigéne dans les colonies francaises”
(Indigenous housing in French colonies), Moscow-born French
architect Alexandre Persitz describes and discusses the houses
and housing built by people from North Africa, West and
Equatorial Africa, Madagascar, Indochina, and Oceania. He argues,
however, that “the real colonial urbanism requires a perfect
understanding between the medical-hygienists, the architects,
the ethnographers, the administration and ... the native.”*
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The combination of sanitation, hygiene, and colonial ethnography
in the colonies, which intersected with surveillance and con-
finement during fascist regimes in the years leading up to and
during the Second World War, obsessed European architects,
planners, civil servants, and military officers.

In the aftermath of the disasters and losses of the Second
World War, European authorities and institutions became
more concerned with the dynamics of the nascent Cold War,
the escalating activities of civil rights and independence
movements, and the launching of state-led reconstruction and
modernization plans. This had a significant impact on architects
and architectural discourses; it was evident in the postwar
anxieties of some of the members of CIAM.1° This reaction was
combined with an interest in the living strategies and building
patterns that colonized people had invented and implemented.
For example, in 1953, at the ninth meeting of the CIAM in
Aix-en-Provence, two grid presentations marked a method-
ological and epistemological turn. The first presentation was
of the GAMMA Grid by the Groupe d’Architectes Modernes
Marocains (Modern Moroccan Architects Group, GAMMA).16
The second presentation was the Grid Mahieddine, given by
the members of the CIAM-Algiers group.l” Through a series of
plans, sections, elevations, drawings, diagrams, photographs,
and interviews with residents, each group documented
the built environments and dwelling practices of an existing
bidonville (shantytown or slum) in Casablanca and Algiers.
To a group of international professionals, they presented
atypical architecture designed and realized under colonial
conditions by its residents —“architecture without architects.”
In doing so, they also illustrated the harsh conditions that people
from Morocco and Algeria (the so-called indigenous) had to
endure. A few years later, the bidonville would become an object
of study in major European cities hosting migrant workers,
often from the colonies. One of the most notable examples was
the bidonville de Nanterre, in the suburb of Paris, populated
by Algerian migrant workers, which was mapped and studied
by the Parisian Institut de 'environnement (Environmental
Institute) in the early 1970s.18
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Housing and “Other” Climates

In parallel with these international gatherings and postwar
frictions, European architecture journals and publishers began
featuring the work of European architects in the overseas
colonies or in recently independent countries such as India.

In 1953, Architectural Review published a collection of surveys
and projects, titled “T’he African Experiment,” that British
architects Jane Drew and Maxwell Fry had completed in the
British colonized territories of West Africa. The two architects
published a series of illustrated volumes and technical manuals,
including Village Housing in the Tropics: With Special
Reference to West Africa (1947), Tropical Architecture in the
Humid Zone (1956), and Tropical Architecture in the Dry
and Humid Zones (1964). The five chapters of the last of

these manuals are titled “Climate,” “The Dwelling,” “Housing
and Town Planning,” “Civic, Commercial and Industrial,”

and “Health, Hygiene and Hospitalization.” In the manual’s
introduction, they write, “It is necessary to recognize that we,
the authors, are not inhabitants of the tropic zone but have

to come to it from the temperate zone. We have experienced

its climate, lived with its people and dealt with its problems as
they have affected our work.” They believed that architects
and planners working in these regions had to respond to local
conditions and that on the (Western) professionals “falls the
major burden of creating an environment in which the tropical
peoples may flourish.”?

Drew and Fry’s architectural experiences in independent
India and British West Africa served as the foundation for the
Department of Tropical Studies at the Architectural Association
(AA) in London following the 1953 Conference on Tropical
Architecture held at University College London.?° The department
was directed by Otto H. Koenigsberger, a German architect
who had worked in Egypt and India before joining the AA. Drew,
Fry, Koenigsberger, and others contributed to the institutional-
ization of architectural research, training, and education
in Britain that addressed the tropics of the British Empire and
where the question of climate and hygiene became essential.
The AA was alink between Britain and its formerly colonized
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territories. It offered training for architects from Europe and the
tropics and helped to prolong colonial activities overseas by
producing, consuming, and exporting knowledge. It also shaped
the forms and norms of future international urban development
principles and protocols, especially through Koenigsberger’s
popular 1974 textbook the Manual of Tropical Housing

and Building, which was translated into several languages.?!

In addition to directing the AA's Department of Tropical
Studies, Koenigsberger served as a consultant to the United
Nations (UN) Technical Assistance Administration and
the Housing Committee of the UN Economic and Social Council.
He served on housing and urban planning committees in several
countries, including India and Nigeria. His teaching materials
and pedagogical design projects often served UN goals.

And, in 1969 the department was renamed the Department

of Development and Tropical Studies. Koenigsberger was also
involved in conceiving Habitat International, a journal for

the study of human settlements and their design, planning,
production, and management that was established at the first
UN conference on human settlements and sustainable urban
development, known as Habitat I, held from May 31 to June 11,1976,
in Vancouver, Canada.22 One of the outcomes of this

conference was the establishment of the UN Human Settlements
Program (UN-Habitat) in 1978, with headquarters in Nairobi,
Kenya. UN-Habitat focuses on urban legislation, planning,
research, capacity building, housing, and slum upgrading

on five continents. This focus led to the consolidation of
“modernization” and “development” theories and practices in
Western academic settings and among international bodies

like the UN, which were based on Eurocentric principles of
economic growth, surplus value, technological advancement,
and industrialized production processes.

Construction and the Immigrant Labor Force

Before the advent of this worldwide, institutionalized endeavor
and the financial recession of the 1970s, European territorial
empires were being gradually dismantled. Over the turbulent
1950s and 1960s, revolutions, conflicts, protests, and wars broke
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out across Asia, Africa, the Middle East, Europe, and other parts
of the world. Civil rights and independence movements called
and fought for the end of dispossession, exploitation, and
colonialism. This pivotal moment resulted in the establishment
of independent nation-states and new markets, migration and
the displacement of people and goods, proliferation of self-built
settlements, refinement of police and military tactics and
strategies, consolidation of solidarity alliances, the Non-Aligned
Movement, and a fierce race for a new world order.23 Architects
and architecture schools attempted to understand how

newly independent societies—often called “underdeveloped,”
“less developed,” or “developing” countries —contributed to

the formation of built environments. Patel, Racki, and Racki’s
“Squatters: The Seven Housing Systems of Nairobi” and Pyun’s
“An Architecture of Resistance: Slums in Asia,” both published
in archithese in 1974, are part of this enterprise. Patel, Racki, and
Racki, who then were graduate students at the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology (MIT), analyze the housing typologies,
programs, and policies being implemented in Nairobi.*

Pyun disapproves of the prejudices being imposed on the
population living in the slums and calls for a more accurate
understanding of the self-built settlements, which he deems
sociospatial environments capable of generating culture.

The UN debates and policies on slum clearance and housing
typologies and markets were equally important to European
cities during the era of reconstruction and modernization plans
that followed the Second World War. Supported by the U.S.
Marshall Plan for European recovery, several countries adopted
state-led planning and control of an entrepreneurial economy
and witnessed rapid economic growth, high productivity and
consumption, and attendant social benefits. One of the fastest-
developing industries was mass housing construction, which
required impressive labor force numbers, leading to the immediate
importation of “young, healthy, and strong” male workers
from the Mediterranean basin to major European cities and
industrial regions. Italian, Spanish, and Portuguese permanent
and seasonal immigrant workers were swiftly joined by men
from colonized territories, especially from North Africa.2®
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Many cities across Europe struggled to provide proper
housing and adequate shelter for the vital immigrant construc-
tion labor force brought in to reconstruct the devastated cities
and infrastructure. In addition to the propagation of self-built
settlements on the outskirts of major European cities, squatted
lands and rapidly constructed shelters proliferated around
agricultural and industrial areas. In her 1971 article “Immigrant
Worker Housing in Switzerland,” which was released in the
first issue of archithese, the Swiss sociologist Perrin denounces
the conditions of housing available to the labor class in Switzer-
land.26 Perrin analyzes the division of labor, the hierarchization
of the foreign labor force—which amounted to 16 percent of
the total population in 1969 —the juridical status and rights of
immigrant workers, and the expenses, contracts, and conditions
oflodging that border workers, as well as seasonal and annual
employees, faced in Switzerland.

Perrin contends that the quantitative disaster—what,
she argues, “the bourgeoisie call the ‘housing crisis™ —is bound
up with a qualitative one, as well as with the bourgeoisie’s need
to turn working-class districts (often located in the decaying
historic center of cities and characterized by low rents due to
inadequate building conditions) into offices, banks, hotels, and
supermarkets, thus pushing workers out of city centers to the
outskirts of cities or into suburbs, banlieues, and dormitory
cities.?’” Perrin associates the “housing crisis” with the capitalist
production and consumption of properties, condemning
the precarization of labor and ghettoization of urban areas
and criticizing the unhygienic conditions of such ghettos.

The phenomenon witnessed in Switzerland’s cities was hardly
unique; it proliferated in the majority of cities in Europe and
elsewhere in the aftermath of the Second World War.

Some questioned Perrin’s analysis and critique of working-class
conditions and the Swiss bourgeoisie, thereby also questioning
archithese’s editorial decision to publish her article, since
it might have outraged some of the journal’s subscribers.

In archithese’s 1971 second issue, Hans Reinhard, the central
president of the Fédération Suisse des architectes indépendants
/ Verband freierwerbender Schweizer Architekten (Swiss
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Federation of Independent Architects, fsai), which published
archithese, issued a note distancing the fsai from archithese’s
positions: “The FSAI s the publisher of ‘archithese.’ However,

it does not identify with the opinions of different collaborators.
On the other hand, it shares the editors’ wish for lively responses
and an active participation in the discussions.”?8 As in other
parts of Western Europe, Switzerland’s early 1970s were charac-
terized by the demands of the '68 movements and the fears

of workers, students, and leftwing claims. However, Switzerland
had been uniquely lagging among the Western nations in

terms of its emancipatory drive. Women did not gain the right
tovote in federal elections until 1971.29

Territories and the Military Domain

In parallel with the search for new construction markets
domestically and internationally and the competing “zoning”

of the East/West/nonaligned territories and industries was
awidespread fear of a nuclear strike. Military and civil research
and studies that explored the relationship between armed
conflicts and the built environment began to emerge and resulted
in a series of protocols and publications addressing the historical
connections between policies—decreed by military authorities
and institutions—and the protection and distribution of people
and buildings in a given territory. For example, the Swiss federal
authorities had been committed since the 1960s to keeping

its people safe from atomic attack by providing a civil shelter

for all and requiring the systematic construction of bunkers
(fallout shelters) in all newly built residential buildings —a
policy that is still mandatory today.3° In the Soviet Union

and the United States, secret cities were being built at record
speed to intensify scientific research and create nuclear weapons
for mass destruction. French cultural theorist Paul Virilio
conducted an inquiry into the hundreds of bunkers and defensive
fortifications that Nazi Germany had built along the western
and northern coasts of France and Scandinavia, called the
Atlantic Wall. These studies culminated in a well-illustrated
publication, Bunker Archéologie: Etude sur l'espace militaire
européen de la Seconde Guerre Mondiale (Bunker Archeology:
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Studies on the European Military Space of the Second
World War).3!

The dynamics of the Cold War clearly influenced the method-
ologies and thematic interest of art and architectural historians
inthe 1970s as they scrutinized how armed conflicts shaped
spaces, places, and people. In 1974, Stanislaus von Moos, the Swiss
art historian who cofounded and was the first editor of archithese,
released Turm und Bollwerk: Beitrdge zu einer politischen
Ikonographie der italienischen Renaissancearchitektur
(Tower and bulwark: Contributions to a political iconography
of Italian Renaissance architecture), in which he analyzes
the development of defensive techniques and architecture in
Renaissance theory from Leon Battista Alberti to Niccolo
Machiavelli, investigating the psychological impact of such
military architecture.3? A preview of this study is provided
invon Moos’s article “Zur Ingenieurkunst der Renaissance”
(OnRenaissance Engineering), published in archithese 5.

In her article “Military Theories and Collective Housing,”
Polish architectural historian Zarebska cites von Moos’s article.
Zarebska elaborates on the guiding principles of military
urbanism, architecture, engineering, and theories during the
Italian Renaissance and investigates the Dutch royal planning
of military dwellings and camps for army officers, including
mobile, defensive, and offensive settlements.33 She focuses

on the typologies of those settlements rather than on their
military functions and aims, which included the colonization
of overseas territories and the foundation of what is today called
“globalization,” a phenomenon that, in many ways, is merely
the prolongation of the colonial order.3+

Zarebska begins her article by warning readers that “It may
seem curious for a magazine devoted to the architectural issues
of our own time to turn to military matters. And yet, the waging
of war has long been an integral part of the arts, crafts, and
sciences of past eras. It has motivated research and influenced
methodology across the disciplines.”3> Also uncommon about
this architectural journal was that it reminded architects
that architecture cannot be divided from its social, economic,
political, and psychological constituents. Giving voice to students,
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architects, art and architectural historians, sociologists, and
other professionals to lay down the “cartographies of power” and
to depict the transitions and distresses that many populations
around the world were experiencing at that time was to say that
architecture is not, and cannot be, neutral. To search for post-
modernity was to understand and expose the impacts of language,
dispossession, migration, exploitation, climate, and wars on

the built and living environment. Therefore, if one agrees that
“there is no modernity without coloniality,” then one should
accept that there is no postmodernity without postcoloniality.3®
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Immigrant Worker
Housing in Switzerland

The issue of housing for immigrant workers
in Switzerland is of particular interest for two
reasons. On the one hand, it defies analysis
in isolation, because it is so closely connected
to the political dimension of immigration for
the national and international bourgeoisie,
as well as the division of the working class.

On the other hand, this subject leads us directly
to the problem of housing for the working class
as a whole, to the housing conditions of all
workers, to what the bourgeoisie refer to as
“the housing crisis.”

It is therefore necessary to place this problem
in the economic, political, and social context of
Switzerland today.

The Current Political Situation in Switzerland:
Division of the Working Class and the
“Labor Peace”

As in all developed capitalist (or imperialist)
countries, the bourgeoisie and the bosses have
pursued a policy of dividing the working class
through a hierarchy of jobs, wages, and so on,
and through a policy of importing one particularly
profitable and mobile commodity: foreign labor.

In Switzerland in 1969, for example, there
were 991,000 foreign workers (or, more precisely,
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972,000 if international civil servants are
excluded) out of a total population of 6,184,000,
or 16 percent.
But the bourgeoisie did not stop there in
its policy of division. Immigrant workers are
classified according to no less than three types
of status: cross-border, annual, and seasonal.
Cross-border workers (mostly French,
German, and lItalian nationals) hold a work
permit only, which means that they must
cross the border every morning and evening,
necessitating long daily journeys.
Annual workers have a work permit that
is renewable every year and can be canceled
at any time. They may also, if they find an
apartment or if their boss provides them with
one, bring their wife and children to join them.
In 1969, there were 316,595 annual workers.
Seasonal workers hold a permit for a
maximum legal duration of nine months (or
eleven months if the boss requires it) per year.
The other three months must be spent in their
country of origin. They are not allowed to rent
an unfurnished apartment or room. They are
also not allowed to bring their wives to join them
(unless she is working, which allows employers
in some related sectors, such as cleaning,
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or ice cream sales in the summer, to hire them
for almost nothing). Under no circumstances
may their children join them (it goes without
saying that a large number of women and
children are currently in Switzerland clandes-
tinely). In 1969, there were 655,200 seasonal
workers.

This portrait of the divisions within the
working class becomes more complete when
we add that, in 1969, for example, there
were 531,501 workers of Italian nationality,
115,606 of German nationality, 97,862 of
Spanish nationality, 49,538 of French nationality,
43,052 of Austrian nationality, 20,809 of
Yugoslav nationality, 10,064 of Turkish nationality,
8,590 of Greek nationality, and 94,773 of other
nationalities.

The situation of immigrant workers in
Switzerland’s production system only reinforces
these divides. They hold the majority of all
manual jobs and are lowest in the wage
hierarchy. Indeed, in the construction sector,
one of the most backward in terms of rational-
ization and standardization, immigrant workers
are practically alone in performing productive
labor; the few remaining Swiss work as
supervisors, foremen, site foremen, and so on.
They also occupy a very large proportion of
the lowest positions in sectors such as metals,
textiles, food, tobacco, restaurants and hotels,
hospital services, watchmaking, and so on.

As a result, they constitute the most heavily
exploited part of the working class in Switzerland.

The hierarchical division of the working
class as a whole (for Swiss workers, this divide
is between foremen, office workers, technicians,
etc.) is reproduced within the immigrant worker
community through nationality. In French-
speaking Switzerland, for example, the first large
wave of immigrants, the Italians, had moved up
a few steps in the hierarchy of qualifications and
wages (their qualifications had been recognized,
whereas previously bosses had not recognized
qualifications on the pretext that they were
foreign or on grounds of seniority) by the time the
second wave arrived. These were the Spaniards,
who now find themselves in a better position
than the Turks, Greeks, Yugoslavs, and so on.

The objective division of the working class in
Switzerland by employers (through the hierarchy
of jobs and wages) and by the bourgeoisie
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(through differences in status) would not be
so consequential if it were not also subjective;
that is, if workers could unite around struggles
based on common interests.

In fact, the Swiss component of the working
class happens to constitute the vast majority
of union members. It has, by means of the
unions making up the only major central body
(the Swiss Union of Trade Unions), renounced
that fundamental working-class method of
attack and defense: the right to strike (it is worth
noting that the Swiss Union of Trade Unions
is social-democratic in orientation and fully
aligned with the Swiss Socialist Party; no union
has ever aligned with the very marginal Swiss
Communist Party).

This renunciation takes the form of agree-
ments made every three or four years by branch
associations and, at the national level, between
the trade union and bosses. These agreements
give rise to “summit” negotiations between
respective leaders on wage increases, vacations,
and so on, premised on the understanding that
unionized workers are not to go on strike during
the coming three- or four-year period. If a strike
is then called and the employer in question
can prove that even one striker was unionized,
the union must pay a fine to compensate the
employer! Bosses, for their part, undertake
to refrain from lockouts (although to circumvent
this, they need only dismiss their workers one
by one).

The trade unions are thus closely connected
to the bourgeoisie and the bosses, their role
being to keep the peace.

Moreover, where the immigration of foreign
workers is concerned, they have already (both
before, and in response to, the Schwarzenbach
initiative “against foreign overpopulation”)
resolutely abandoned any stance that defends
the interests of all workers. Instead, they
limit themselves to advocating only for Swiss
workers and “the interests of the national
economy.” They have thus endorse