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Reflections on Modern Spatiality from the Formation of Place:
A Phenomenological and Geographical Interpretation

Kuan-chu Wei -

Abstract

This study adopts some new theoretical developments in human
geography, especially the phenomenological ones. It analyzes the formation of
locality as the established human intentions towards the life-world started
out since the Renaissance. This study also tries to unveil the time and space
routine which underlie our perspective of the world, and this provides a solid

basis for us to reflect upon the idea and practice of modern spatiality.

Keywords: formation of place, time and space routine, perspective of the world,

modern spatiality

* Associate Professor, Department of Architecture and Landscape, Nanhua University, Taiwan.
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1 Richard Peet, Modern Geographical Thought, (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, 1998), 48.
2 Edward Relph, Place and Placelessness, (London: Pion, 1976), 34.
3 Relph, F_E, 38.
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4 Don Mitchell, Cultural Geography- A Critical Introduction, (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers,
2000), 60

5 Don Mitchell, Cultural Geography: A Critical Introduction, |7 L, 60-62. /34718, “They
sought to connect the very idea of landcape to its historical development, as part of the
capitalist and Enlightenment transformation of Europe in the early modern period. A particular,
and particularly ideological “way of seeing” the land and people’s relationship with the land.”

6 James Duncan, David Ley, Place/ Culture/Representation, (London: Routledge: 1993), 57.
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7 Denis Cosgrove (1985), “Prospect, Perspective, and the Evolution of the Landscape Idea,”
Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers 10, 45-62. LA 5| H Don Mitchell, Cultural
Geography: A Critical Introduction, 115-117.

8 5| B Denis Cosgrove (1985), [A L,

9 Denis Cosgrove (1985), [F L,

10 Denis Cosgrove, Social Formation and Symbolic Landscape, (London: croom Helm, 1984),
1-5.
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12 Don Mitchell, Cultural Geography- A Critical Introduction, [Fgi 115-117.
13 Yi-fu Tuan, 7opophilia, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1974), 138-140.
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i I‘B‘%ﬁrﬂlﬂ?ﬁf 1o TR B R [F"TU RUFIEOANE o) o RS > =
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FITHEAelp o BURIERHIE: ~ ple b Rl g =gl 2 Ry & 5 S e
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FY o RLPLIRIER T T R ot F[%‘*J ; TR ?@Iz‘]"ﬁﬂéﬁ“'f_&;g{f‘ ik *}{ﬁ’?ﬁééﬁ ]
F2- | (the quest for self-realization and redemption was understood as movement in space: the
saint could be taken into paradise, just as the sinner could be thrown into hell.” ) o * ﬁqpﬁﬁu’é
ST 21 F‘LJ?FF”H%E— FI ] e~ o e o 2 8 ,ﬁzﬁiﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁ
CEE ) PR EE L K2 TR PE AL R T, g - HE S o
i g PR Y RS (PRI ¢ e e 2 e - *érfiﬁ (3R

2L A J. Gurevich, Categories of Medieval Culture, (London: Routledge and Keegan Paul, 1985), 145.
22 A.J. Gurevich, [[lE, p.234.
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= RSEPE - AITRLRUR] R 2R e TR S %A% 1 (the time-space
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PO RTE=RIEOARAT N IR B AR 2RI A iﬁmﬁéﬁﬁ%
TFRvEg - = @fbﬁ’?‘?fﬂﬁ@ﬁjﬁl@°

Fr- (4L [*5H Arjun Appadurai AT B EY %@ | (the production of locality)
SRR o POPIY [ N ISR D 1 SRE R e - i
Appadurai i P9 [ RL~ FECL QU OB ik [ PR Y 197 (locality)

23 Anthony Giddens, The Constitution of Society: Outline of the Theory of Structuration
(Cambridge: Polity Press, 1984), 368. 7R A2 i, Derek Gregory, “Space, Time and Politics in
social Theory: an interview with Anthony Giddens,” Environment and Planning D: Society and
Space, 2 (1984), pp. 123-132.

24 Anthony Giddens, [ I,
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D TER R PR TSRS B S o '—?B ] R ERY
ﬁ;lﬁ | iﬁﬁﬁi{]wﬁfﬁ 1 f“‘éiplﬂ\lf R J}"I > Appadurai 72 e b By > phiA g
’fﬂ[ Hi P dap ARV 5 ) (technologies of space)[) 4 &1 T2 (locality)
g E'i’ﬁﬂij FJTJMA [~ F[;ﬁ; Vo o
(e m%‘ﬁiuflj fl 1 ’ﬁ[f £ ﬁ’f_ﬁt LY~ TT LT TR jwélj]].i_d
N %?Wﬁgﬁiﬂﬂ? Appadurai PQJtr, ’ iﬁi_[“ﬂ"ﬁ“* ZHp JT“FT‘EPI TR F’izr?/it'b
¢ i Ik 3% (dangerous  zones) %T%‘%WUE“I ES e ﬁ[ﬂ”@ | B IElﬂjaT+"F 1
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VRTEER TP (1ocality);‘/ PJ ° Frl'} > Appadurai FEE] > A G Y B
L BT EijF'E MR IIFL“‘?’J:T+F7 Ry =77 | (Space and time are
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representation, and action.) e f‘?ﬂjﬁff /2 ulrfﬁf (SR R EIJTH S Fﬁ
I € SRR PR G B S & PR RS - B
B T VR » ST [ ST O

—E i

25 Arjun Appadurai, Modernity at Large: Cultural Dimensions of Globalization, (Minneapolis:
University of Minneapolis, 1996), 178. “I see (locality) as a complex phenomenological quality,
constituted by a series of links between the sense of social immediacy, the technologies of
interactivity, and the relativity of contexts.”

26 Arjun Appadurai, Modernity at Large, [l I, 180.
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(consciousness).l” [* /g M Y ofi] T ekl e I kL [ P A py -
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PRI T A RL PTG (e ER > Hi TSR S Y T RUAIE S (ntentionality)f
B - et T{TFIFL‘FE’@E YRGS o ¥ [P9ZE2H Richard Peet T;T?]%‘ﬁ

27 |§JJ:O
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(constitution) 3 ¢ *E

e

=y

Bz F %Fﬁ%@fﬁf@'ﬁﬁ@ G5 H Klaus Held 4 (%07 SUFRYEIE o
= rﬁrﬁfﬁﬂ&f |J7T£;I~ nG H| ’ I"Flj%\‘['%ﬁ"l:’grr‘g ;«gﬁ@ﬁ I Fﬂ*ééfﬁfir(being)ﬁ@ ;]r%gi,
3T (constitutive analysis) + 5l “¥ 7" f5 HRL T = B GERrRAS Y Y- AR
I o PR kaﬁﬁ‘flh'ﬁi s AN .’%’gfu&ﬁli‘{ JHPAE > F ERL

Y [PERE S I PRSP BT DRSO i
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PP PTG 2 PR PGSl Y DI ARy R - 2SI
R 3F|ﬂ] PRI TR AT L O SR ﬂ[‘fﬁ@frﬁﬁﬁ o iy TESTAE ) (=
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28 Richard Peet, Modern Geographical Thought, i, 39. “Husserl’s phenomenology thus
brings together...Kantian themes of the constituting or creative activity of consciousness. The
world reveals itself to the view of consciousness which confers on it its meaning. Husserl called
the moving historical field of lived experience the lifeworld and proposes the disciplined

exploration of its essential structures and manifestations.”

2 Klaus Held, “Husserl’s Phenomenology of the Life-World,” in The New Husserl: A Critical Reader,
(Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 2003), 32. Held 38, “As a philosophy, phenomenology becomes
“constitutive analysis”in Husserl’s work;“being”takes on the character of an objectivity constituted in
consciousness.”
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(compartmentalized and artificially regulated time) 5 fl— P&~ ¥ phFHETHVHT S - Nigel
Thrift 72 T[] S » PSS TS0 it B (N9 A ) (2 formal, measurable
quantity able to become a commodity) ° E\ijf s RLE T b ST (TR AR ) ~ 4
KL PR [y R (spent)f o SEFE PRI, o ISR RS e R AR
TR 3+ BT Rg SR RLEIFT AR SR L U0 955 < Nigel Thrift 3 @'ulg S H AL 78

% Nigel Thrift, “Owner’s time and Own Time: The Making of a Capitalist Time-Consciousness
1300-1800" in Human Geography: An Essential Anthology, (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, 1996),
555.
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systematic, rather than personalized and arbitrary.) = * '] = > Fikf! lPﬁ%’i’l"fﬁ Py ks
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31 David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity, (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers,
1990), 213.
32 David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity, [F]_L,
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KLt L['ir HIlE 7RI AR TP ) g ] Pl : e |:|FI
H “é'ﬁ'i""ijlfﬁ LN V“PJ“[ o I'J = FKT‘IH 1 Fﬁﬁﬂji IRREDTIR A T, 351
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33 Zygmunt Bauman, The Bauman Reader, (London: Blackwell, 2001), 203.

34 Zygmunt Bauman, [F L, 191. Bauman #R, postmodernism “as restoring to the world that
modernity tried hard to dis-enchant. It is the modern artifice that has been dismantled; the
modern conceit of meaning legislating reason that has been exposed, condemned and put to
shame.”

35 Martin Heidegger, Being and Time, trans. John Macquarrie and Edward Robinson, (Oxford:
Blackwell, 1962), 174. Heidegger £i&: “This characteristic of Dasein’s being...disclosed in
itself all the more unveiledly; we call it the thrownness of this entity into its ‘there’; indeed, it is
thrown in such a way that, as Being-in-the-world, it is the ‘there’. The expression ‘thrownness’

is meant to suggest the facticity of its being delivered over.
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