
fashionable or at least once solid inner residential
areas gone into decline. Because these neighbour-
hoods are so dangerous, and the streets typically so
dark, it is commonly believed that their trouble may
be insufficient street lighting. Good lighting is import-
ant, but darkness alone does not account for the
grey areas’ deep, functional sickness, the great blight
of dullness.

The value of bright street lights for dispirited
grey areas rises from the reassurance they offer to
some people who need to go out on the sidewalk,
or would like to, but lacking the good light would
not do so. Thus the lights induce these people to
contribute their own eyes to the upkeep of the
street. Moreover, as is obvious, good lighting aug-
ments every pair of eyes, makes the eyes count for
more because their range is greater. Each additional
pair of eyes, and every increase in their range, is that
much to the good for dull grey areas. But unless
eyes are there, and unless in the brains behind those
eyes is the almost unconscious reassurance of gen-
eral street support in upholding civilization, lights can
do no good. Horrifying public crimes can, and do,
occur in well-lighted subway stations when no effect-
ive eyes are present. They virtually never occur in
darkened theatres where many people and eyes are
present. Street lights can be like that famous stone
that falls in the desert where there are no ears to hear.
Does it make a noise? Without effective eyes to see,
does a light cast light? Not for practical purposes.

Suppose we continue with building, and with
deliberate rebuilding, of unsafe cities. How do we
live with this insecurity? From the evidence thus far,
there seem to be three modes of living with it;
maybe in time others will be invented but I suspect
these three will simply be further developed, if that
is the word for it.

The first mode is to let danger hold sway, and let
those unfortunate enough to be stuck with it take
the consequences. This is the policy now followed
with respect to low-income housing projects, and
to many middle-income housing projects.

The second mode is to take refuge in vehicles.
This is a technique practised in the big wild-animal
reservations of Africa, where tourists are warned to
leave their cars under no circumstances until they
reach a lodge. It is also the technique practised in
Los Angeles. Surprised visitors to that city are for-
ever recounting how the police of Beverly Hills
stopped them, made them prove their reasons for
being afoot, and warned them of the danger. This
technique of public safety does not seem to work
too effectively yet in Los Angeles, as the crime rate

shows, but in time it may. And think what the crime
figures might be if more people without metal shells
were helpless upon the vast, blind-eyed reservation
of Los Angeles.

People in dangerous parts of other cities often
use automobiles as protection too, of course, or try
to. A letter to the editor in the New York Post reads,

I live on a dark street off Utica Avenue in Brooklyn
and therefore decided to take a cab home even
though it was not late. The cab driver asked that
I get off at the corner of Utica, saying he did not
want to go down the dark street. If I had wanted
to walk down the dark street, who needed him?

The third mode, was developed by hoodlum
gangs and has been adopted widely by developers
of the rebuilt city. This mode is to cultivate the insti-
tution of Turf.

Under the Turf system in its historical form, a
gang appropriates as its territory certain streets or
housing projects or parks – often a combination of
the three. Members of other gangs cannot enter this
Turf without permission from the Turf-owning gang,
or if they do so it is at peril of being beaten or run off.

The technique of dividing the city into Turfs is not
simply a New York solution. It is a Rebuilt American
City solution. At the Harvard Design Conference of
1959, one of the topics pondered by city architec-
tural designers turned out to be the puzzle of Turf,
although they did not use that designation. The
examples discussed happened to be the Lake
Meadows middle-income project of Chicago and
the Lafayette Park high-income project of Detroit.
Do you keep the rest of the city out of these blind-
eyed purlieus? How difficult and how unpalatable.
Do you invite the rest of the city in? How difficult
and how impossible.

Like the Youth Board workers, the developers
and residents of Radiant City and Radiant Garden
City and Radiant Garden City Beautiful have a genu-
ine difficulty and they have to do the best they can
with it by the empirical means at their disposal. They
have little choice. Wherever the rebuilt city rises the
barbaric concept of Turf must follow, because the
rebuilt city has junked a basic function of the city
street and with it, necessarily, the freedom of the city.

Under the seeming disorder of the old city, wher-
ever the old city is working successfully, is a marvel-
lous order for maintaining the safety of the streets
and the freedom of the city. It is a complex order. Its
essence is intricacy of sidewalk use, bringing with it
a constant succession of eyes. This order is all com-
posed of movement and change, and although it is
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