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Readers may bristle at some generalizations and abstractions, such as
‘Foucault describes the twentieth-century epoch as characterized by simultaneity,
juxtaposition and dispersal and the foregrounding of spatiality over a
preoccupation with history’ (p. 116). Urban historians who strive to balance general
theories with detailed analyses might want (to employ postmodern punning) less
opacity and more specificity. At points, too, the book piles up concepts (from Pierre
Bourdieu’s notion of habitus to Roland Barthes’ studium / punctum distinction)
without clearly drawing out through examples the contribution of this terminology
to understanding urban form and experience. A more selective and synthetic
approach to relevant theories might have allowed greater space for discussion
of significant phenomena which Tormey touches on.

One example is the relation between photographic imagery and the modern
movement. Le Corbusier is referenced repeatedly, being made to stand for the
‘abstract and rational idealism’ (p. 220) of modernist architecture and planning. Yet,
his was an architectural vision in no simple sense; his publications (as influential
as his buildings) were saturated with photographic imagery. Drawing on Henri
Lefebvre, Tormey suggests the capacity of photography to present a simplified
image of the city, draining it of social, political and economic complexity. Albeit
without reference to Jane Jacobs, she also notes how utopian urban renewal
can mistake visual order for social order. The manner in which photography is
implicated in this mistake, however, is not explored in any depth. What was the
relation, say, between urban renewal in post-war Europe and slum photography
from the inter-war depression, the radical perspective offered planners by aerial
photography, or the abstractions of architectural photography by image-makers
like Lucien Hervé? The history of modernist architecture and planning is an
intellectual and visual history, as much as an urban and social one. More detailed
analyses of a range of historical imagery – of the operative role of photography in
shaping decisive debates – would have added another dimension to this engaging
book.

Notwithstanding these sticking points, the book should appeal to those
interested in increasing their awareness of the way photography performs and
promotes particular perspectives and points of view. Postgraduates and scholars
keen to advance the interdisciplinary traditions of urban history will glean insights
into productive areas of interface between photography studies and urban studies.
Tom Allbeson
University of Edinburgh

Peter Rogers, Resilience and the City: Change, (Dis)Order and Disa-
ster. Farnham: Ashgate, 2012. 178pp. 1 figure, 4 tables. Bibliography.
£55.00 hbk.
doi:10.1017/S0963926813000552

Resilience and the City is an impressive look at the idea of resilience, the concept’s
growing relevance to the fields of urban history and urban planning and its
practical implications for the historical and modern city. Peter Rogers’ book is
theoretically rigorous, engaging primarily with the work of Henri Lefebvre and
Michel Foucault to equip the reader with the theoretical ‘toolbox’ needed for
an understanding of resilience and the critique presented of the development of
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cities. Additionally, Resilience and the City has an empirical basis, utilizing reference
points from Ancient Greece to contemporary New Orleans, London and Belfast to
illustrate his points. It is however not without its problems.

The book is split into two sections. Part One, containing Chapters 1–4, is the
more theoretical section, outlining the concepts to be applied (Chapter 2), and
discussing what the author refers to as ‘the genealogy of the past’: the evolution
of these concepts over time (Chapter 3). Rogers highlights in more depth in this
chapter what is to be the subject of study. It is not, as such, a discussion of the
city and parts thereof as ‘space’ in itself, but rather how power relations and
their outworking affect how the space is thought of, and crucially how it is used.
The final chapter in Part One casts the net somewhat wider than the initial remit
of the city to speak of ‘the historical urban’ (p. 43), highlighting the conditions,
institutions and organizations that interact to create social order. In Part One, the
idea of resilience, both in negative and positive manifestations, is alluded to but
not elucidated much more than the brief definition of resilience generally that has
previously been given in the Introduction.

Part Two of the book is the more empirical section. It opens with a chapter that
narrows the application of the theory outlined previously to the ‘democratic, post-
industrial and global city’ (p. 91). Here, the author highlights the emergence of the
‘entrepreneurial urban order’ (p. 113), and the prioritization of economic growth
in the contemporary era over social order. Rogers states that this reordering of the
city, whereby social order is of concern primarily to ensure economic growth, is
problematic and can result in the further marginalization of poor and minority
communities. Rogers continues in Chapter 6, highlighting the struggle for security
and its effect on ordering of the city. It is in this chapter that Rogers makes some
of his most engaging points. He articulates the major challenges to security in
the form of ‘hazards’ (p. 116), the challenges that derive from natural processes
of events, ‘risks’ (p. 116), man-made challenges through civil unrest or economic
crises and ‘threats’ (p. 116), those challenges to security made by a formal coalition
such as terrorism and war. This is followed by an examination of the effects of
the challenges, and attempts to manage them on the development of the city.
Chapter 7 embarks on a much more detailed discussion of what resilience means
in general, and for organizations and communities. This chapter contains the
bulk of Rogers’ argument as he proceeds to describe how struggles against the
challenges faced by the city, as he previously set out, can result in resilience with
both positive and negative consequences. The conclusion of this book attempts
to tie the chapters together neatly, underlining the importance of discussion of
resilience both presently and for the future study of urban space.

Resilience and the City is an ambitious work and is undoubtedly a study of much
value to scholars in a variety of fields. However, the historical element of the
book, as Rogers recognizes himself, is far from a holistic account of the factors
affecting the development of cities over time. It is true, as Rogers states (p. 167),
that the ‘shift towards modernity’ has been covered well elsewhere, but perhaps
not through the theoretical lens that he adopts here. In addition, the structure of the
book is somewhat problematic. Whilst the chapters are congruent and sit together
well, the concept of resilience is not fully articulated until the penultimate chapter.
Rogers states that he unpacks this idea towards the end of his book (p. 167), after
much of the theoretical and historical detail, as it is of principal concern to the
contemporary city. Developing the central theme earlier in the piece might allow
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the reader to have a greater sense of the direction of the book from the outset. In
addition, whilst the idea of resilience is eventually expounded in the penultimate
chapter, examples of its interplay with the contemporary city could have been
expanded upon in greater detail. Rogers dedicates only two pages to discussion of
challenges to the security of the city in the twenty-first century before moving to
his conclusion. Nevertheless, Resilience and the City is underpinned by a wealth of
rigorous research, which is evident throughout, and scholars of urban history and
urban planning would do well to heed Rogers’ call to address the yet unanswered
questions he raises in his final chapter.
Kieran McConaghy
Handa Centre for the Study of Terrorism and Political Violence
University of St Andrews
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