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In fact, as many new critics have shown, beginning with Jane Jacobs’s seminal
book, The Death and Life of Great American Cities (1961), in increasingly more cases, sim-
ulacra of “fresh” images of the city actually disguised anti-urban dreams to be sold.* This
false (scenic, simulated) urbanism, pompously considered under the label of “new urban-
ism,” generated by superficial and market-driven demands and mixed froms of vernac-
ular traditions and media images, create a stylistic eclecticism that “lacks history and a
sense of place, which leads conservative architects . . . to come up with nostalgic design
approaches that attempt to reinsert history, even if invented, into urbanism. New anti-
urban utopian visions ... encourage the creation of public spaces that resemble small town
squares, but which are highly controlled and hence negate the possibility of public assem-
bly. . . This is the reality of the simulated urbanism that accompanies the beginning of
the twenty-first century.™!

These evolutions of the American city are not only explainable through (intellectu-
al) anti-urbanism but are already also “urban forms™ and “images of the city” that fur-
ther simulate (practical) anti-urbanism, from both architectural and social points of views.
Theoretical aspects, social values and convenient solutions of living in America have been
fueled by anti-urbanism, and this established itself like an ideology or accepted posi-
tion that eventually suggested social, political, cultural and individual approaches and
agendas of many Americans, of various backgrounds, throughout the whole 20* cen-
tury and beyond. As Mike Davis, one of the most prominent recent historians of the
city and influential urban critics*? cynically notes, American cities increasingly tend to
manifest like business interactions and less like effective urban lives. In Davis’s inter-
pretation, the freeways (an expression of this relational manifestation) allow middle-class
suburbanites to navigate the city as a whole without encountering the people living in
the city and without getting any firsthand knowledge of inner-city life conditions.*
The urban conditions are feared and avoided. A typical, yet exaggerated expression, of
this attitude is the formation of sentiments of hostility toward otherness, which manifest
themselves “in outward movement to the edges of the metropolis and inward movement
to defensible enclaves.” This generates “fortress cities™ dominated by actual or invis-
ible barriers, but especially by technical devices such as surveillance cameras control-
ling over who is accepted in a given area or business of the city. This establishes a per-
manent sentiment of fear, that justifies and reinforces a “neo-military syntax of contemporary
architecture [that] insinuates violence and conjures imaginary dangers,™ expressed by
such structures as “sumptuary malls, office centers, culture acropolises ... full of invisi-
ble signs warning off the underclass ‘Other’.™” Ultimately, the city appears not only
like a segregated and fearful space,* but also as an artificial construct (confirming some-
how those overstated preferences for images and virtualities of the city) and a system of
signs (that people read and obey, or show fascination with them), metaphorically illus-
trated by the dozens of billboards anticipating the city and the high-rise towers of the
central business district visible from the distance. This #mage (and sentiment of non-
involvement and disinterest) is kept in people’s minds, it is suggested, as panoramas
and car routes that persist even after entering the city, according to the privileged type
of experiencing the city (from the window of car) as commuter, consumer or tourist.
In this sense, many of these recent critics, pessimistically talk not only about “the destruc-
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