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disciplines must now yield to the broader relational understandings 
of environmentalism and take up the challenges of fi nitude and eq-
uity. This refreshment of design’s epistemology is a necessary and 
inevitable outcome of our ability to read both global and local ecolo-
gies as complex, comprehensive, and contingent, and to see our own 
instrumental and haphazard roles in their workings and meanings. It 
is simply no longer possible to understand the city and its morphol-
ogy as isolated from the life and welfare of the planet as a whole or 
to shirk the necessary investigation of dramatically new paradigms 
at every scale to secure happy and fair futures. Cities— bounded and 
responsible— must help rebalance a world of growing polarities be-
tween overdevelopment and underdevelopment, offer hospitality to 
styles of difference that globalizing culture does not require, and rig-
orously account for and provide the means of their own respiration 
without prejudice to the survival of others’. This calls for the recovery 
of the “utopian” idea of heroic measures and a rigorous defense of 
the most widely empowered ideas of consent.

Which brings us back to those two model New Yorkers, Jane Ja-
cobs and Lewis Mumford. Both loved cities passionately, and both 
dedicated their lives to understanding their character and possibili-
ties. Both fought tirelessly to help give shape to the inevitability of 
urban transformation based on the desire for social justice and a deep 
connection to an urban history that inhered in intersecting forms, 
habits, and rights. Neither argued for the stifl ing imaginary fi xities 
of a golden age, but each saw the good city as an evolving project, 
informed by the unfolding possibilities of new knowledge and expe-
rience. Jacobs celebrated her centuries- old neighborhood but happily 
rode the subway that ran beneath it. Mumford lived in the suburban 
fringes but never learned to drive. Each found happiness in a different 
relationship to the city, and both based their advocacy on preferences 
they actually lived. A future for urban designing must not dictate the 
good life but instead endlessly explore the ethics and expression of 
consent and diversity.


