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Collective amnesia is a creative inquiry into one aspect of “public 
sphere”, and paradoxically, it finds its critical interpretation in an era 
that principally anticipates “modernism and urban development”, i.e., 
the contemporary metropolis.ii According to Simmel, the atomized 
public sphere in today’s metropolis produces self-sustaining 
individuals and thus defines a crucial idiosyncrasy between the 
elements of “us and other”, “here and there”, or “in and out” by 
which each of these pairs valorizes subjective time and places, and 
individualistic consciousness: a personal yet fragile spatio-
temporality.iii Not remembering the events through authentic 
experiences, the individual can now only be stimulated in indirect 
ways such as commemorative and festive occasions constructed 
beyond his/her resoluteness and political sentience. Today, 
metropolis becomes an interface for the recollection of independent 
events, a variety of rituals, and ceremonial acts performed by heroic 
social actors in an apparent yet illusionary vacuum through which 
public sphereiv and thus collective memoryv dissolve in the thin air of 
ephemeral spaces, and in turn, yield to collective amnesia. There is 
hardly a better example of this process of atomization and the loss of 
public sphere than the metropolis itself: For some, Metropolis, in the 
end, consumed the two thousand years of dialectic between urban 
settlements and their natural surroundings in favor of growth, speed, 
event, and intense chemical stimulant.  
 
Critical Dialectic: Sphere(s) of Urban and Rural  
 
The dialectic represents an intricate operation in which politically 
different, contesting positions and discourses on urban and rural 
legitimize themselves. Based on secured ideologies such positions 
and discourses also identify the boundaries of an underlying political 
struggle that is believed to be reproduced in social agents’ conscious 
interventions and in material particularities of natural environments.vi 
However, rather than relying on direct force and oppression, this 
political struggle is now a site of legitimizing power, and it yields to 
a form of public sphere. In other words, today’s “public sphere” 
should be re-examined within the esoteric confinement of social and 
power relations in respect to multi-layered power centers, i.e., 
different spatio-temporal locales.vii  
 
For instance, as manifested by anarchist-activist Bookchin, “social 
ecology” not only delineates a naïve nostalgia leading back to a 
rudimentary nature, but also constructs a political agenda as well as 
the means of social struggle necessary for radical transgression.viii 
What is uniquely congenital in Bookchin’s work is his suggestion of 
critical dialectic that is to ascertain revolutionary social 
consciousness and ideal “public sphere(s)”. Depicted quite poetically 
in his essays, Bookchin anticipates a non-hierarchical, non-
authoritarian society based on freedom, equality, and impartial 



distribution of wealth. With a profound belief in Marxist teachings 
that originally revolve around the untimely dialectic between nature 
and society, Bookchin pursues a similar dictum and converts the 
Marxian prophecy into a more worldly advocacy with a relevant 
question: At what point and to what extent is “public sphere 
possible” in the post-industrial disjunction?ix The answer, according 
to Bookchin, lies in the hands of original Marxian translation 
because, for Marx, there is seemingly a symbiotic co-dependence 
between the loss of “publicness” and the rise of alienated individual 
in capitalist order.x Alienation to society and nature as the primary 
motor of this unredeemed process of public loss can be explained as 
the distortion of free will under the consequences of capitalism. In 
other words, resistance and revolt for social change ceases to exist 
because public man is now disassociated from its emancipatory 
course.xi  
 
As exemplified in the works of Bookchin, along with a precise 
critique on urban/rural dichotomy and a contextual analysis on the 
conception of public sphere(s), new formulations that would refer to 
critical theories on society and nature is needed.xii Such developments 
are now defining the intellectual contours of recent surveys.xiii Rather 
than separating society and nature as two distinct milieus, recent 
surveys refer to the original Marxian dialectic to understand the 
complex mechanisms of social and environmental transformations.xiv 
In transforming the nature, Marx believes that there has to be a 
synchronous transformation of society and this critical dialectic in 
fact represents the public sphere(s) in which such power locales as 
urban center and rural periphery can coexist side by side. In other 
words, the dialectic is fundamental to understanding both the history 
of social agent’s relationship to nature and the political instruments 
necessary for transforming the social and natural environments.xv 
However, for Marx, there is also a seemingly simultaneous relation 
between urbanization and emancipation, and accordingly, the modern 
city is the sole “foci” in this process of rescuing communities from 
the counter-revolutionary impact of rural indolence.xvi  
 
This explicit restoration of critical dialectic indeed revolves around 
the gravity of modern public man and his operational medium of 
public sphere by which such conceptions as “rational 
communication” via “political struggle”, and thus “collective 
bargaining” can be possible. Moreover, this dual conciliation of 
public sphere and the peaceful alliance of urban center and rural 
periphery can now be utilized to render resisting perceptions for the 
reification of Nature.xvii In this context, to explain the eventual forces 
of urban and rural some critics explore the social history of European 
Cities in the laws of dialectic. Yet, for them, such antagonistic 
togetherness is no more than a sole delineation of what Marx would 
call as “the flow of economics”, i.e., what is needed to explain this 
intricate alliance between urban milieu and rural habitat is the 
corresponding “forces of energy” and its “exchange value”.xviii This 
politico-economical projection not only outlines the limits and the 
possible forces effecting the commodity exchange between the two 
realms of energy sources, urban and rural, but also examines the 
principles of urban expansion in today’s metropolis.  
 



On Public Man 
 

For contemporary critics, capitalist market now overwhelms the 
impending dialectic between rural and urban. In this new condition, 
the city subjects itself to transgressional dynamics within new spatio-
temporal frameworks, and accordingly brakes apart its symbiotic 
dependence with its ideal “public man”. In fact, this misanthropic 
conclusion explains the outburst of countless modernist yet at the 
same time obstinate (historicist-utopist) projections. These 
developments predominantly aimed to reverse such unconditional 
annulments, and then restore the traditionally accepted social and 
spatial routines. In this context, the Garden City proposal by Howard 
or Industrial Town of Tony Garnier can be considered as such 
powerful examples. They demand politically effective, social and 
spatial organizations through which the recovery of those symbiotic 
relationships between urban and rural and their ideal “public man” 
could be possible even under the sheer pressure of modernism. With 
its socialist implications and profound faith on collectivity, the idea 
of Garden City, for some, was one of the pioneering examples of 
today’s emancipated urban environments.  
 
The idea of public man, moreover, becomes an ideological enterprise 
throughout the anarchist works of Mumford in the US context.xix 
Prevalently departed from Howard’s Garden City proposal, 
Mumford’s suggestion in the 1930’s also needs a radical upheaval. 
His embryonic view of eco-anarchism, however, was neither an 
explicit rejection of historicist attempts nor a futuristic fantasia (that 
was in fact completely a visionary indoctrination of the 20th Century 
phantasm--the Enlightenment). For him, today’s metropolis is about 
to experience social and environmental catastrophes, and thus, one 
should advocate a revolutionary rhetoric that contains emancipatory 
public sphere(s). As paradoxical as it maybe, while including a 
simultaneous criticism of Modernism, his prophecy also promotes a 
radical transgression that is itself in harmony with the untimely prose 
of progress.xx  
 
Constructing Future  
 
All these prognosis secure their places in urban history as discursive 
references and cope with the unexpected mutations of the 19th 
century industrial developments. In some cases, the very material 
quality of the “rural” dislocates itself in urban forms like “urban 
parks” or “sustainable cities”. In the other examples, cities filter into 
the fading spectacle of rural environments such as suburban areas and 
new towns. Whatever their projections are, these ideal programs, 
representing different periods and ethos, call for social and urban 
utopias and implicitly suggest emancipatory public sphere(s) with 
new civic identities. Soviet cooperatives, Fordist middle class 
bourgeois communes, or Prutanist settlements of the New World, for 
instance, are here some examples to consume the idea of public 
sphere and public man. Yet in the end, they all build their visionary 
references in our intellectual and material maps as sheer images. In 
making this, some projections are grounded upon anti-urban 
ideologies and suggest social and spatial networks in reference to 
agrarian societies. On the other hand, some images promote industry-



oriented urbanist models.xxi For instance, Henry Ford, in his search 
for biblical order, locates his ideal Eden in the very material 
particularities of earth where industry would reside with nature. His 
foremost intention is to dissolve the political power of proletariat in 
the chronic stagnancy of agriculture. He desires an environment in 
which he could discipline and control worker’s undesired power of 
collectivity that was in fact believed to be a political deviance for 
social order.xxii On the other hand, Henry Ford’s capitalist vision 
becomes an intellectual ground in Kropotkin’s utopia. Originally 
planned for the growing proletariat anarchist-socialist Kropotkin 
portraits his urban environments within pastoral settings. In his 
projections, he locates factories, and workshops as well as labor’s 
cultural facilities along with additional agricultural amenities, and 
thus restores his ideal public man of which incorporates both industry 
and nature into his political identity.xxiii In this way, he draws an 
excellent line between the two distinct worlds of “machine” and 
“garden”; i.e., a middle landscape. 
 
What is strangely gratifying in today’s examples, on the other hand, 
is the fact that the unceasing search for contemporary metropolis and 
its public sphere becomes a procession of social and spatial 
operations in the world of simulation. All these simulations, in other 
words, find their reflections in the above proposals of which not 
represent a unity, but a series of fragmented yet idiosyncratic stories 
about public man’s relationship to nature. In opposition to earlier 
modernist project, what is being experienced today, either in 
historicist replicas or in futurist projections, does not suggest a 
revolutionary violation. It rather anticipates the idea that social and 
environmental changes take place in an extended time period and 
they mediate within the constrains of present politico-economic 
system. Many of the utopian projects today should be examined in 
this sense: They rather suggest a conservative stance and re-produce 
historically appreciated ideal communes in esoteric landscapes.xxiv In 
many respects, these examples utilize the outcomes of modern times 
for it is believed that present body of knowledge and information 
systems would also be significantly beneficial in sustaining the ideal 
public man. Principally disagreed with their revolutionary ancestors, 
today’s communes are in fact a middle-class movement and they 
exercise conventional discursive practices. For instance, sustainable 
towns and cities, eco-villages, community developments or New 
Urbanist proposals rather yield to a form of “middle landscape” 
between revolutionary transgressions and pragmatic idealism.xxv 
Their ways reflect a discursive detour that implicitly employ both 
traditionally experienced social and spatial organizations and such 
advantages of modern times.xxvi However, in the end, they are no 
longer revolutionary interventions, but bourgeoisie idealsxxvii in the 
world of mere images, and they mediate among the polar forces of 
“self/collective, tradition/modern, nature/society, and 
urban/rural”.xxviii  
 
Consumed in the name of “public sphere” and “public man” the 
common idea in these infinite works is to provide virtual places that 
would produce a discursive practice for returning to ideal land. 
However, it is critical to know that such discourses are piecemeal, 
fragmented and transformed into sheer images as powerful 



instruments of popular culture. The exercise of such simulacrums, as 
suggested insistently by Jameson and Baudrillard, can now be 
investigated as real-like environments to construct the “ideal 
publicness,” liberated from the oppressive teachings of the modernist 
meta-discourses.xxix We are today experiencing such esoteric 
discourses to secure the new “public man,” yet, in a metaphorical 
sense, they all now expose independent frameworks in various 
spatio-temporalities that in fact express time-free geographies, non-
place-bound spatial interventions, ideological overlaps, 
social/cultural mismatches, and ethnic and religious bricollages. The 
ideal public sphere and public man thus represent an unsteady, 
ephemeral, and yet transitory milieu of which in fact overlaps quite 
well with the consequences of post-industrial turmoil: overwhelmed 
by the properties of the capitalist market and state, today’s metropolis 
is now constantly re-produced by the contours of the post-industrial 
mutations. 
 
re-Experiencing Today 
 
Notwithstanding, in the absence of such powerful meta-discourses 
and in the threshold of such devastating social and environmental 
transformations we are now experiencing a new trajectory; and, for 
some, it can be defined as the “third revolution” of the human course. 
As extraordinary as it maybe, Virilio calls for the “third revolution of 
transplantation” and unlike transport and transmission revolutions, 
for him, this needs a mutation in traditional conceptions such as “the 
laws of proximity”.xxx The “postindustrial technosphere,” in his own 
words, renders the problematic from the very beginning and 
respecifies the mechanisms of “interval” in relation to space, time 
and light. What is incredibly new for the Western intelligentsia is the 
fact that the law of mechanical proximity that also theorizes the laws 
of space, time and light is now being replaced by the laws of 
electromagnetic proximity, i.e., humanity’s geographical matrix 
system now turns into micropysical spaces. According to Virilio, the 
question of spatio-temporality in architecture, in this context, is no 
longer relevant because the future of spatial interventions is now 
unconventional and exercised by the forces of new laws of proximity. 
He believes that “this rule extends as far as the notions, crucial in 
architecture, inside and outside, which are gradually loosing their 
importance. With the immateriality of electromagnetic radiation, 
even the difference between high and low is being eroded, despite the 
fact that this difference is a major part of putting buildings up”.xxxi  

 
Another radical mutation takes place through the experiences of 
“departure” and “arrival”. The motion of departure is now wiped out 
and arrival is transformed into mere collection processes of data. As a 
result, contrary to conventional understandings of “duration” and 
“distance”, the new electromagnetic proximity is not so much spatial 
or temporal. As real time and real space are about to loose their 
significance the volumetric analysis of architecture and its relation to 
geography, including the environmental properties of nature, ceases 
to be relevant. Therefore, for Virilio, the invention of new theories of 
architecture and urbanism are drastically needed: Considering the 
unperceived dialectic of distances that organize the artifacts’ 
relationship with other objects, according to him, one should 



anticipate a form of ecology—grey urban ecology, alongside the 
green. For him, “we can effectively speak of an urban ecology. An 
ecology that would be concerned not only with air and noise 
pollution of the big cities but, first and foremost, the sudden eruption 
of the ‘world-city’, totally dependent on telecommunications, that is 
being put in place at the end of the millenium.”xxxii Created by the 
absolute speed of electromagnetic world his new conception of grey 
ecology, in this sense, suggests a new formulation between urban and 
rural and their public sphere(s) because the immediate conjunction 
between “being here” and “now” is replaced by such additional 
relationships to the ephemeral places and time sequences.  
 
Virilio further anticipates the future particularities of the new 
metropolis in which the geometric notions of urban center and rural 
periphery will gradually lose their social significance and political 
identity: 

So the metropolization that we should fear for the coming 
century involves not so much concentration of populations in 
this or that ‘city-network’, as the hyperconcentration of the 
world-city, the city to end all cities, a virtual city of which 
every real city will ultimately be merely be suburb, a sort of 
omnipolitan periphery whose centre will be nowhere and 
circumference everywhere.xxxiii 

 
In short, Virilio’s apocalyptic prophecy proposes tomorrow’s virtual 
communities of the “World City” in which conventions on urban and 
rural and their uncanny dialectic needs further explanations. There, 
metropolis is no longer a social and spatial agglomerations or 
interactions but rather spatio-temporal interfaces for recollection of 
atomized incidents, and events connected through such 
electromagnetic networks. The public sphere in the post-cold-war 
metropolis, as a result, seems to dissolve in ephemeral spaces and, in 
return, produce fragmented or schizophrenic collective memories. 
The “generalized accident”, in Virilio’s words, as a growing danger 
of today’s experiences seem to cause a total breakdown of collective 
and individual relation to space and time. Manipulated perception by 
electronic world, repressive politics by power alliances such as state 
and capitalist interests groups, and thus the loss of collective 
consciousness to such spatio-temporal references are some 
significant reasons for the collective amnesia in the redeemed 
settings of electronic superhighways. The return to collective 
memory calls for resistance and revolt and needs public spheres in 
which public man’s relation to real space and time is secured by 
emancipatory politics.  

 
In other words, the collective and individual relation to time and 
space should again become the main locus of critical discourse with 
respect to planning and architecture, i.e., politics is now a significant 
domain to recover collective consciousness and thus collective 
memory. It is critical to know that resistance blocks against 
repressive political powers and their ideological tools of 
manipulation and oppression need emancipatory discourses with 
respect to man’s relation to nature. In this sense, the multi-layered 
antagonism between urban and rural, both consumed exclusively for 
political disorder should now be re-explored. 



 
In short, in this final essay we questioned both today’s metropolis 
and its relation to rural environment, in order to define their inherent 
boundaries and their potentials for civic resistance that can eradicate 
the collective amnesia. By addressing the urban question and the 
sentiments of rural environments through the forces and trajectories 
of identity politics, we also explored the attributes of production, 
consumption, and reproduction of public sphere(s) and their spatio-
temporal remainder of architectural interference since the turn of the 
century.xxxiv We believe that, the material trajectories of such crucial 
practices of public sphere(s) and exercise of collective-memory not 
only become an apparatus for establishing emancipatory social codes, 
but also help produce democratic narrations through which counter-
hegemonic spatial practices can be exercised.xxxv  
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