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Abstract
Global Cities embody the tight link between capitalism and the patriarchy – as an Eden for
economic development, and a Purgatory for low-income women burdened with care work.
Androcentric urbanism has mainstreamed an urban model designed for capital accumulation
and not for quotidian life, based on the pillars of Haussmanisation and the sexual division of
labour. The resulting gentrified and functionalist metropolis undermines the Right to the City
of that majority of citizens that by reason of gender, but also of class, race, age, and myriads
other identities do not fit into the masculinised narrative of productivity underlying urban life.
Paradoxically, Global Cities are praised as emblems of development and sustainability in the
era of the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals, prompting a central question at the
heart of urbanism: can Global Cities be sustainable if founded on capitalism and the patriarchy?
Singapore illustrates this dilemma, in its status as a thriving financial and touristic city-state at
the epicentre of Southeast Asia, showcasing high living standards in dense and mixed-use
towns within a green, clean, and safe built environment. Yet beyond this prosperous façade
rests a capitalist, patriarchal, and postcolonial semi-authoritarian government enshrining the
middle-class heteronormative nuclear family as a national goal, at the expense of the Right to
the City of low-income women facing unaffordable, eugenic, and depoliticised urban spaces.
Feminist urbanisms, as the revolutionary alternative to capitalist and patriarchal cities, solves
this paradox by embracing community and intersectional participation and politicisation,
placing care at the centre of urban life.

Keywords: Singapore, feminist urbanisms, Global City, Right to the City, care work.

iv

Acknowledgements

I want to thank everyone who made this Dissertation possible. To my Supervisor, Dr. Bàrbara
Pons Giner, who has believed in the topic of this project since the first day and provided me
with treasurable feedback to strive for my best. To the three interviewees who have enriched
this work the most with their expertise and critical opinion, namely Dr. Zaida Muxí Martínez,
Elizabeth Quek, and Dr. Anju Mary Paul. To Dr. Teresa Segura-Garcia, who has always
readily resolved doubts regarding the formal aspects of this project. To my parents Paqui and
Xavi, and my grandfather Andrés, for encouraging me in every single step. Last but not least,
to Lara and Alba, for these three years of Global Studies and fortuitously discovering feminist
urbanisms together one afternoon of July.

i

Table of contents1

1.

Introduction ....................................................................................................................... 1

2.

Literature review................................................................................................................ 4
2.1.

Global Cities: Urbanisation and capitalism ....................................................................... 4

2.1.1. Defining Global Cities ...................................................................................................................... 4
2.1.2. Haussmanisation: Cities and the survival of capitalism ................................................................... 4
2.1.3. Polarisation and inequality in Global Cities ..................................................................................... 6
2.1.4. Grassroots resistances and urban protest .......................................................................................... 6
2.1.5. The Right to the City ........................................................................................................................ 7
2.1.6. The architecture of Global Cities...................................................................................................... 7
2.1.6.1.
Standardisation ........................................................................................................................ 8
2.1.6.2.
Consumerism .......................................................................................................................... 8
2.1.6.3.
Functionalism.......................................................................................................................... 8

2.2.

Feminist urbanisms: Urbanisation and the patriarchy ..................................................... 9

2.2.1. Critique by feminist urbanisms: The dichotomies of capitalism ...................................................... 9
2.2.2. Proposals of feminist urbanisms: Community and intersectionality ................................................ 9
2.2.3. Origins of feminist urbanisms ........................................................................................................ 10
2.2.3.1.
Jane Jacobs ............................................................................................................................ 11
2.2.3.2.
Dolores Hayden .................................................................................................................... 11
2.2.4. Fields of action of feminist urbanisms ........................................................................................... 12
2.2.4.1.
Public space .......................................................................................................................... 13
2.2.4.2.
Services ................................................................................................................................. 13
2.2.4.3.
Mobility................................................................................................................................. 13
2.2.4.4.
Housing ................................................................................................................................. 14
2.2.4.5.
Perception of security ........................................................................................................... 14

2.3.
2.3.1.
2.3.2.
2.3.3.

3.

Singapore: Urbanisation and postcoloniality .................................................................. 15
Gender and race in nationalist crises .............................................................................................. 15
State paternalism and grassroots movements ................................................................................. 16
Development as “catching-up with the West”................................................................................ 16

Global and Asia-Pacific situation of urbanism and gender .......................................... 17
3.1.

Global situation of Sustainable Development Goal 11 .................................................... 17

3.1.1. UN’s New Urban Agenda and Gender ........................................................................................... 17
3.1.2. Planetary urbanisation and gendered problematics ........................................................................ 17
3.1.2.1.
Women in slums and gendered urban poverty ...................................................................... 18
3.1.2.2.
Women’s informal employment and global care chains....................................................... 18
3.1.2.3.
Women’s safety and sexual harassment in public spaces ..................................................... 19
3.1.2.4.
Women’s access to housing and land ownership.................................................................. 19
3.1.3. Feminist urbanisms into practice .................................................................................................... 19

3.2.
3.2.1.
3.2.2.
3.2.3.
3.2.4.

4.

Asia-Pacific situation of Sustainable Development Goal 11 ........................................... 20
Rapid urbanisation and rural-urban migration................................................................................ 20
Megacities and conurbations .......................................................................................................... 21
Rising middle-classes and urban inequalities ................................................................................. 21
Labour precarity and migrant domestic workers ............................................................................ 21

Singaporean position on urbanism and gender ............................................................. 22

The length of each section complies with the guidelines issued in the “Handbook for BA dissertation writers in
Global Studies, 2020‒21”, which sets the limit from section “1. Introduction” to section “6. Conclusions” at 41
written pages. Given the eleven Figures of maps and plans rendered indispensable to feature in-text, the overall
count escalates to 46 pages for the body of this Dissertation.
1

ii
4.1.
4.1.1.
4.1.2.
4.1.3.
4.1.4.

4.2.

Historical background ........................................................................................................ 22
Colonial Singapore (19th century – 1950s) .................................................................................... 22
Decolonisation and independence (late 1950s – late 1960s) .......................................................... 22
The Asian Tiger (1970s – 1980s) ................................................................................................... 24
The private sector and liberalisation of urban development (1980s – 2000s)................................ 24

Current situation ................................................................................................................ 25

4.2.1. Main indicators and main actors: Sustainable Development Goals 11 and 5 ................................ 25
4.2.1.1.
Target 11.3: Participatory planning vis-à-vis state-led grassroots ........................................ 25
4.2.1.2.
Target 5.4: Care work vis-à-vis low-income women............................................................ 27
4.2.2. Adopted measures and results: Fields of action of feminist urbanisms ......................................... 29
4.2.2.1.
Housing ................................................................................................................................. 29
4.2.2.2.
Perception of security ........................................................................................................... 32
4.2.2.3.
Services ................................................................................................................................. 33
4.2.2.4.
Mobility................................................................................................................................. 34
4.2.2.5.
Public space .......................................................................................................................... 35

4.3.

5.

Expectations for the next 5 to 10 years ............................................................................. 36

Evaluation and recommendations .................................................................................. 38
5.1.

Evaluation of feminist urbanisms in Singapore ............................................................... 38

5.1.1. Sustainable Development Goal 11.3: Haussmanisation of the Global City ................................... 38
5.1.1.1.
The five fields of action of feminist urbanisms in Singapore ............................................... 38
5.1.2. Sustainable Development Goal 5.4: Care work in the Global City ................................................ 39
5.1.3. The incompatibility between capitalism and sustainability............................................................ 40

5.2.
5.2.1.
5.2.2.
5.2.3.

Recommendations ............................................................................................................... 40
Inclusive access requirements to urban amenities .......................................................................... 41
Participatory planning .................................................................................................................... 42
Grassroots movements and politicisation of public space .............................................................. 43

6.

Conclusions ..................................................................................................................... 44

7.

Notes................................................................................................................................. 47

8.

Annexes ............................................................................................................................ 49
8.1.

Additional indicators of feminist urbanisms .................................................................... 49

8.2.

Sample audit on additional feminist urbanisms indicators ............................................ 50

8.3.

Figures ................................................................................................................................. 58

8.4.

Interviews ............................................................................................................................ 66

8.4.1. Zaida Muxí ..................................................................................................................................... 66
8.4.1.1.
Biography.............................................................................................................................. 66
8.4.1.2.
Transcript .............................................................................................................................. 66
8.4.1.2.1. Original – Catalan and Spanish ....................................................................................... 66
8.4.1.2.2. Translation – English....................................................................................................... 88
8.4.2. Elizabeth Quek ............................................................................................................................. 109
8.4.2.1.
Biography............................................................................................................................ 109
8.4.2.2.
Transcript ............................................................................................................................ 109
8.4.3. Anju Mary Paul ............................................................................................................................ 126
8.4.3.1.
Biography............................................................................................................................ 126
8.4.3.2.
Transcript ............................................................................................................................ 126

9.

Bibliography .................................................................................................................. 138

iii

Table of figures
Figure 1. Proposed HOMES (Homemakers Organisation for a More Egalitarian Society) revitalisation (B) of a
suburban neighborhood (A), by means of collective spaces and facilities, and private dwellings ........................ 12
Figure 2. Ethnic enclaves in the “Plan of the Town of Singapore” or Raffles Town Plan (1822) ......................... 22
Figure 3. The 1963 Ring City Plan, arranging Singapore into a “rural” centre and a “urban” periphery .............. 23
Figure 4. The 1971 Concept Plan characterized by its expressway system, in black ............................................ 24
Figure 5. The 1991 Concept Plan, with a clearer emphasis on decentralized and mixed-use developments ........ 25
Figure 6. HDB 4-Room Type S1, from the Pinnacle @ Duxton, built 2010 ......................................................... 30
Figure 7. HDB Studio Apartment, from Eunos Court, built 2006 ......................................................................... 30
Figure 8. HDB 5-Room Premium Apartment, from Punggol Blocks 160 – 166, built 2004 ................................. 30
Figure 9. One- and two-room rental flats plans, respectively. ............................................................................... 32
Figure 10. The 2019 Master Plan ........................................................................................................................... 33
Figure 11. Distance to residential with first floor commercial ............................................................................... 34
Figure 12. Distance to commercial zoned locations ............................................................................................... 34
Figure 13. Distribution of the Singaporean population according to citizenship status ......................................... 48
Figure 14. Sample of additional indicators for a feminist urban analysis .............................................................. 49
Figure 15. Functionalist simplification of New York City’s urban planning......................................................... 58
Figure 16. Original illustrations by Jane Jacobs in her defense of small blocks for lively neighbourhoods ......... 58
Figure 17. Classification of public transportation trips in Spain by purpose, both as traditionally collected (left)
and as collected using the concept “Mobility of Care” (right) ............................................................................... 59
Figure 18. Femmes et Villes’ six principles for a safe urban environment ............................................................ 59
Figure 19. Southeast Asian labour migration flows in the early 21st century ....................................................... 60
Figure 20. Kampong Chai Chee in 1953 Singapore ............................................................................................... 60
Figure 21. An aerial view of Toa Payoh HDB Town in 1968 Singapore .............................................................. 61
Figure 22. Singaporean Residents outside the labour force by gender and by main reason for not working and not
looking for a job (June 2019) (data in percentages) ............................................................................................... 61
Figure 23. HDB estate in Ghim Moh, as a “fenceless community” where the limits of the housing development
are signalled by vegetation ..................................................................................................................................... 62
Figure 24. “Courtyards in the sky”, as spacious open corridors in high-rise, high-density public housing .......... 62
Figure 25. Void deck used by the community of residents at Block 601, Clementi West Street .......................... 63
Figure 26. Interior of a two-room rental flat for a divorcee mother and her four children, a total of five members
inside a 45 m2 flat for $230 per month ................................................................................................................... 63
Figure 27. Speakers' Corner at Hong Lim Park. ..................................................................................................... 64
Figure 28. Rules for the Speakers' Corner, at Hong Lim Park. .............................................................................. 64
Figure 29. Countries or areas with the largest percentage point increase in the share of older persons aged 65 or
over, 2019 – 2050 ................................................................................................................................................... 65
Figure 30. Prospective old-age dependency ratios by region, 1990 – 2050 ........................................................... 65

iv

A brief note on nomenclature
This Dissertation engages in a relatively recent discipline of urban studies, which inevitably
raises inconsistencies regarding the very terminology itself. The nomenclature chosen is
‘feminist urbanisms’ – instead of equally valid and popular terms like inclusive urbanism,
gender-based urbanism, or feminist urbanism.
Inclusive was discarded in favour of feminist, despite the fact that one of the pillars of this
Dissertation is, indeed, inclusivity. Androcentric and capitalist urbanism discriminates a broad
range of non-hegemonic subjects beyond women, such as the elderly, children, or people with
disabilities. The term inclusive might obscure the intimate link between this exclusion of
dependent collectives and gendered care responsibilities burdened on women. Thus, feminist
urbanism tackles the inclusivity of all, not just women, by abolishing patriarchal assumptions
that confine care work to women and fostering co-responsibility of the whole of society.
Gender-based was also dismissed, despite the usefulness of the term to define the objective
social inequalities derived from the social construction of gender. Gender-based approaches
are already employed by many public institutions to study, but not necessarily implement,
policies that acknowledge differences among gender roles. Feminisms, in that sense, refer to a
political and ideological stance, as well as a call to action beyond the analysis. In Zaida
Muxí’s words in her interview for this Dissertation, “feminist urbanism is an urbanism of
change, revolutionary” (2021, 00:10:00).
Finally, feminism was also substituted by feminisms, in plural – or in this case, feminist
urbanisms. This Dissertation focuses on Singapore, a Southeast Asian country where
feminism, treated as a uniform ideology, can become a Western imposition of values. In
acknowledging both the inherent diversity of feminisms and the multiple strands of
discrimination over women – based on race, class, education, ethnicity, politics, or sexual
orientation, among others – we embrace a vital intersectionality.
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1. Introduction
Global Cities are the jewel in the crown of a global capitalist and patriarchal status quo – and
paradoxically, hailed as role models of development and sustainability. By the due date of the
Sustainable Development Goals in 2030, two thirds of the global population will be urban, a
figure that poses urgent challenges for women living in androcentric cities.
Androcentric urbanism has mainstreamed a model of city designed for a traditionally
middle-class male role and his productive tasks, enshrined in the public realm as a “neutral”
standard of success based on waged work, private transport, and commodified entertainment.
Global Cities, as key nodes of financial and commercial activity (Sassen, 1991), thus become
gentrified: their centres, plagued by corporate headquarters, highways, and chain stores; and
their peripheries, ghettoized into dormitories for the expelled working classes devoid of local
commerce, green open spaces, and neighbour interaction. The reproductive duties, per contra
burdened on the low-income female role, are then marginalized to the private realm, rendering
care work a silenced odyssey in cities not designed for quotidian life (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019)
nor for the Right to the City of non-hegemonic subjects (Harvey, 2008; Lefebvre, 1991).
The Right to the City of low-income women therefore poses a central question at the
heart of urbanism: can Global Cities be sustainable if founded on capitalism and the patriarchy?
This Dissertation embraces feminist urbanisms to solve this paradox. Feminist urbanisms, in
the words of the interviewed architect and urban planner Zaida Muxí, are an “urbanism of
change, revolutionary” (2021, 00:10:00) that place care at the centre of cities. In advocating
for community and intersectionality, feminist urbanisms foster cities that are participatory,
diverse, and politicised (Hayden, 1980; Jacobs, 1961) for that majority of citizens not fitting
into the false “neutrality” of androcentric urbanism by reason of gender, class, race, age and
myriads other identities that dictate the lived experience of the city.
Singapore and the intersection of capitalism, the patriarchy, and postcoloniality
Singapore, a Global City internationally praised as a role model of urban development and
sustainability, provides an ideal case study for the tensions between capitalist, patriarchal, and
in addition, postcolonial urbanisation, regarding the low-income female urban reality.
The so-called Lion City, standing at the epicentre of Southeast Asia, is a thriving citystate of roughly 728 km2 and the second most densely populated country in the world, hosting
5.69 million inhabitants (Government of Singapore, 2021b) in a genuine cultural melting pot
of a Chinese majority and Malay and Indian minority Residents, along with almost a third of
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the total census being non-Resident migrants. The People’s Action Party and its conservative
right agenda have governed Singapore since early 1960s independence – a semi-authoritarian
“flawed democracy” (EIC, 2021) blending a Western neoliberal meritocracy with Confucian
hierarchical values. As a result, the middle-class heteropatriarchal nuclear family becomes an
ideal towards ethnic harmony and national prosperity, and a guiding principle for urbanism.
Singaporean urbanism is a successful emblem of smart, clean, and safe urban design,
erecting a technological hub mixed with a green ecological haven, serving as the economic
powerhouse of Southeast Asia. High urban density has prompted mixed-use neighbourhoods
resting on its world-famous quality public housing, interconnected by an efficient network of
transport and public parks, which dot a shiny skyline replete with endless leisure for the elites,
the tourists, and the consumer masses. The purpose of this Dissertation is precisely to assess
whether this sustainable façade complying with the capitalist interests of a semi-authoritarian
government guarantees the Right to the City of low-income women in Singapore – discussing
government publications, legislation, Master and Concept Plans, and indispensable interviews
to the Singaporean social worker Elizabeth Quek and sociologist Anju Mary Paul.
The Sustainable Development Goals on urbanism and gender
The United Nations Agenda 2030 and its Sustainable Development Goals (2015) lead the
global discourse on sustainability – and embracing feminist urbanisms to create sustainable
Global Cities for low-income women should not be an exception.
Sustainable Development Goal 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities is the pillar of
this Dissertation, in its quest to “make cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient
and sustainable” (UN, 2015, p. 21). In particular, Target 11.3 addresses the need to “enhance
inclusive and sustainable urbanisation and capacity for participatory, integrated and sustainable
human settlement planning and management” (ibid.). Participation thus becomes a common
denominator between Target 11.3 and feminist urbanisms, underscoring the role of grassroots
collectives in urban decision-making, besides the technocratic approach of local governments,
architects, and urban planners. Integration is equally crucial against the gentrification of cities
and the segregation of non-hegemonic citizens from urban amenities.
Nevertheless, the centrality of care for feminist urbanisms justifies the importance of
Sustainable Development Goal 5: Gender Equality as a secondary SDG to gradually appear in
this Dissertation, in its promise to “achieve gender equality and empower all women and girls”
(UN, 2015, p. 18). Target 5.4 echoes SDG 11 in its appeal to “recognize and value unpaid
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care and domestic work through the provision of public services, infrastructure and social
protection policies and the promotion of shared responsibility within the household and the
family” (ibid.). Care work can thereby be associated with an inclusive built environment that
encourages societal co-responsibility of care as the purpose of feminist urbanisms.
Structure of the Dissertation
This Dissertation aims to study whether Global Cities as Singapore can be sustainable
within a capitalist and patriarchal status quo, as experienced by low-income women in their
Right to the City. For that purpose, following this first “Introduction”, a second section will
delve into a “Literature Review” on Global Cities vis-à-vis the threefold intersection between
capitalism, the patriarchy, and postcoloniality. Haussmanisation (Harvey, 2008) and the sexual
division of labour (Federici, 2014) will be key in illustrating the role of Global Cities in the
survival of capitalism – and in the urban exploitation of working classes and the female role.
The third section will contextualise the “Global and Asia-Pacific situation of urbanism
and gender”, focusing on SDG 11. First, discriminations experienced by women across the
world’s cities will be presented, and second, existing alternatives to androcentric cities will be
framed from the United Nations to grassroots initiatives. Scaling down to a rapidly urbanising
Asia-Pacific region, trends such as a rising urban middle-income class will be highlighted.
The fourth section will analyse the “Singaporean position on urbanism and gender”. A
historical overview of Singapore’s urban development will be followed by an analysis of the
main indicators and actors of SDGs 11 and 5: the participation of Target 11.3 in contrast with
the People’s Association control of grassroots organisations, and care work co-responsibility
of Target 5.4 against the reality of divorced mothers, migrant wives, and Foreign Domestic
Workers. To determine adopted measures and results, five fields of action – housing, perception
of security, services, mobility, and public space – will be assessed. This section will conclude
with expectations for the next 5 to 10 years, drawing from the aforementioned rising middleincome class, and a subsequent ageing population skyrocketing care work demand.
The fifth section will first pursue an “Evaluation” of the compatibility of capitalist and
patriarchal Global Cities with the sustainability cherished in SDGs 11 and 5, extrapolating the
Singaporean situation of Haussmanization and sexual division of labour, and their impact on
the five studied fields of action. In response, the “Recommendations” will embrace feminist
urbanisms proposals for the Right to the City of low-income women in Singapore, according
to the advocacy in the sixth section of “Conclusions” to put care at the centre of urban life.
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2. Literature review
2.1.

Global Cities: Urbanisation and capitalism

2.1.1. Defining Global Cities
The term “Global City”, as originally coined by Saskia Sassen (1991), portrays the strategic
role embraced by major cities in the current “spatially dispersed, yet globally integrated” (p.
1) economic system, as key nodes with four core functions:
first, as highly concentrated command points in the organisation of the world
economy; second, as key locations for finance and for specialized service firms, which
have replaced manufacturing as the leading economic sectors; third, as sites of
production, including the production of innovations, in these leading industries; and
fourth, as markets for the products and innovations produced. (p. 3)
Therefore, the clichéd portrait of globalisation as tantamount to deterritorialisation and
hypermobility must be complemented by a “geography of centrality” (Sassen, 2000), or the
localized production of accounting, legal, advertising, coordination, or financial services
(Sassen, 2007, p. 127) – indeed, the production of knowledge and ideas through information
and communications technologies. For that purpose, metropolises such as Singapore, following
Sassen’s account of New York, London, and Tokyo, articulate a genuine transnational urban
system. The latter renders a double-edged sword for Global Cities, as powerful metropolises
are simultaneously at the unrivalled mercy of transnational interests – a mutually reinforcing
tension between cities and the economy that is by no means a novelty.
2.1.2. Haussmanisation: Cities and the survival of capitalism
Capitalism and urbanisation are intrinsically connected, according to David Harvey’s (2008)
depiction of the long-standing role of cities “in absorbing the surplus product that capitalists
perpetually produce in their search for profits” (p. 25), through large-scale investment in
urban infrastructure, and therefore, in building cities.
Capital accumulation stimulates the pursuit of profit in the global capitalist economy,
based on the perpetual investment of money or other financial assets to create a surplus product
that will generate surplus value. If barriers to endless growth arise – such as scarce labour and
high wages, lack of raw materials, insufficient purchasing power of consumers, or low profit
rates – capitalists are unable to continuously reinvest their surplus, and capital accumulation is
blocked, triggering a crisis. In that scenario, commodities are devalued, as are money through
inflation and labour through massive unemployment (Harvey, 2008, p. 25). To circumvent the
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barriers to capital accumulation, capitalism uses urbanisation as a way to invest and generate
profits, turning cities into “geographical and social concentrations of surplus product” (p. 24).
In other words, urbanisation fuels the endless growth cycle for the survival of capitalism itself.
Harvey (2008) illustrated the role of urbanisation in stabilising capitalism through
Haussmann’s 1850s Paris and Moses’ 1940s New York. In both cases, the two cities faced
unprecedented crises of unemployed surplus capital and labour: the 1848 Revolutions and the
Second World War, respectively. And both crises were tackled with massive infrastructural
investment, solving “the surplus-capital and unemployment problem through urbanisation” (p.
26). In Paris, Baron Haussmann carried out a colossal urban renewal project at the city scale,
demolishing the medieval streets and insalubrious slums of central Paris and expelling the
popular classes to the banlieues, to advance the embourgeoisement of the city centre through
new wide boulevards, roundabouts, and parks. Haussmann’s renovation of Paris, moreover,
repressed the revolutionary aspirations of the working classes by imposing
a new way of life and urban persona. Paris became ‘the city of light’, the great centre
of consumption, tourism and pleasure; the cafés, department stores, fashion industry
and grand expositions all changed urban living so that it could absorb vast surpluses
through consumerism. (p. 26)
Less than a century later, Robert Moses followed Haussmann’s footsteps in the urban renewal
of New York, this time on a metropolitan region scale. He slashed old central neighbourhoods
with a vast highways network, expelling middle-income residents to suburbs and low-income
residents to peripheral ghettos – also harnessing urbanisation as social control tool (p. 27).
Capitalism perpetually faces crises linked to its “chronic inability to dispose of capital
surplus” (Harvey, 2008, p. 29), but has until nowadays avoided a global systemic breakdown.
Thus, urbanisation remains pivotal for capitalism’s stability – this time at a global scale, eased
by the financial market integration behind both the migration flows of cheap labour building
Middle Eastern smart cities and the speculation by foreign fortunes on European urbs. At the
epicentre of this planetary Haussmanisation rise China’s vast infrastructural projects, with the
Belt and Road Initiative and megacities rising overnight, depending on gargantuan investment
and raw material extraction from South American and African countries (pp. 29 – 30).
The relation between urbanisation and capitalism is, thus, a class phenomenon (Harvey
2008, p. 24): inasmuch as governments and private investors harness the control the means of
production for urban development, it is the working classes that are displaced from city centres
through gentrification, “creative destruction”, or “accumulation by dispossession” (p. 34).

6
2.1.3. Polarisation and inequality in Global Cities
The global capitalist economy of producer services and finance that flourishes in the Global
City is characterized by skyrocketing “polarisation in the income distribution and occupational
distribution of workers” (Sassen, 1991, p. 9). The workforce in the service industry is
segregated into either the highest-earning tycoons or the lowest-earning precarious workers –
both of them inherent to the survival of the Global City. Gentrification essentially depends on
the exploitation of low-income manual workers employed as bartenders, cookers,
housemaids, cleaners, or drivers for the high-income elites and middle-income consumers.
Women and migrants are overrepresented among these invisibilized service workers
of the global economic system, constituting the bulk of service employees subject to long
workdays, scarce employment security, part-time or informal jobs, physical and mental abuse,
and lack of unionisation and upward mobility (Sassen, 2007, p. 172).
2.1.4. Grassroots resistances and urban protest
Global Cities stand at the crossroads of over-valorised corporate power and devalorized
disadvantaged individuals (Sassen, 2007, p. 170). Accordingly, metropolises can trigger a
perfect storm for social activism and political empowerment towards global change.
Manuel Castells (1983) portrayed cities’ revolutionary potential based on 20th century
urban protest movements advocating for collective consumption, cultural-territorial identity,
and local government against the political status quo – following Rousseau’s “Les maisons
font la ville, mais… les citoyens font la cité” (1968, note 5). Castells argued that “collective
action is usually seen as a reaction to a crisis created by an economically determined structural
logic” (1983, p. xvi), in this case capitalism’s “surplus-capital and unemployment problem”
(Harvey, 2008, p. 26). Thus, cities are a product of conflicting interests, from institutionalized
domination by the global economic system to grassroots resistance by urban social
movements. The latter is enacted by being “present” in the urban arena through physical
squatting, demonstrations, or urban politics of culture and identity (Sassen, 2007, p. 174).
Turning the reasoning up a notch, 21st century grassroots initiatives have the potential
to foster transnational networks of resistance, mimicking the global corporate capital they
fight against (Sassen, 2007, p. 174). Global urban networks of protest, as early 2010s Arab
Spring and Occupy Movement, are based on civil society taking control of public spaces, from
Tahrir Square to Plaça Catalunya, as “a political commons – a place for open discussion and
debate over what the power is doing and how best to oppose its reach” (Harvey, 2012, p. 161).
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2.1.5. The Right to the City
Revolutionary urban social movements respond to the “Right to the City”, pioneered by Henri
Lefebvre (1968) and referring to the “social needs” for a city that is liveable, inclusive, and
spontaneous (1996, p. 147) – a urban reality endangered as Haussmann’s Paris or Moses’ New
York become “an object of cultural consumption for tourists, for aestheticism, avid for
spectacles and the picturesque” (p. 148). Lefebvre’s thoughts on the urban space were inspired
by his “Critique de la vie quotidienne” (1991), where he opposes “everyday life” to modern
society, colonized by capitalist consumerism, commodities, and inauthenticity. To Lefebvre,
the “trivial” aspects of everyday life represented the only hope at revolting against capitalism.
The Right to the City must not be reduced to the theoretical and distant agency of the
architect or the urbanist, detached from the lived urban experience they dictate from their
privileged studios under financial constraints (Lefebvre, 2003, p. 90). Instead, the Right to the
City advocates for a metropolis co-created by all those working, studying, playing, protesting,
begging, surviving, “inhabiting” (Lefebvre, 1996, p. 158) in urban spaces. Therefore, the class
struggle defended by Harvey (2012, pp. 115 – 121) is not limited to the obsolete Marxist
category of the factory worker, as capital accumulation is no longer confined to the workplace,
but to the whole city and those producing and reproducing urban everyday life in it. Quoting
Harvey, “if capitalism often recovers from crises, as we saw earlier, by “building houses and
filling them with things”, then clearly everyone engaged in that urbanizing activity has a
central role to play in the macroeconomic dynamics of capital accumulation” (pp. 130 – 131).
For Harvey (2008), “the question of what kind of city we want cannot be divorced from
that of what kind of social ties, relationship to nature, lifestyles, technologies and aesthetic
values we desire” (p. 23). Therefore, as a “common rather than an individual [human] right”
(ibid.), the Right to the City embodies the collective power to change ourselves, as a society,
by changing the city, as a physical and political construct. Such romantic assertion translates
into harnessing “democratic control over the production and utilisation of the surplus” (p. 37),
retained by the private sector after three decades of hegemonic neoliberalism. Crucially,
public control of the surplus will only foster the Right to the City if this triggers greater
democratic participation of civil society, not just autocratic state-led urban development.
2.1.6. The architecture of Global Cities
Cities are the physical embodiment of the economic, political, and cultural values of societies.
Linking urbanisation to global capitalism and neoliberal economics, thus, does not only elicit
polarisation and inequality in the socioeconomic realm, but also on the built environment.
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2.1.6.1.

Standardisation

Zaida Muxí (2004) portrayed the city as a global product to be consumed in the transnational
market for elites and tourists. Hence, in their attempt to attract global corporate capital,
Global Cities equate development to catching-up with the West, and sacrifice their local and
traditional urbanism for an imported and ubiquitous “clean, sterile, and transparent image” (p.
4). From airport terminals, to business districts, to shopping strips as identic yet as distant as
New York’s 5th Avenue, Hong Kong’s Causeway Bay or Paris’ Champs-Élysées – the same
prototype superficially embellishes the world’s greatest cities.
2.1.6.2.

Consumerism

Entertainment, as yet another sphere of life colonized by the market, renders valuable if – and
only if – productive within the capitalist economy, reducing the citizen to a consumer that must
find pleasure and enjoyment in “closed, segregated, and privatized public spaces [that] become
massive entertainment conglomerates” (Muxí, 2004, p. 135). As a result, traditional streets,
public squares, and even parks are expected to be profitable in economic terms – up to the
point that the simplest need to rest requires consuming a cappuccino to be able to sit down in
an otherwise frenetic and inhuman urban landscape. In Harvey’s (2008) words, this “surrounds
the urban experience with an aura of freedom of choice, provided you have the money” (p. 31).
2.1.6.3.

Functionalism

Late capitalist metropolises, following Le Corbusier’s Athens Charter (CIAM, 1946), are
designed to satisfy four spatially segregated functions: residence, transport, production, and
leisure. Accordingly, citizens sleep in gated resident communities, from which they commute
to city centres to work for the global economy and entertain themselves through consumption
(Montaner & Muxí, 2011a) (See Annex 8.3, Figure 15). Urban polarisation ensures two
opposite extremes of this narrative. First, the privileged upper-middle class businessman owning
a suburb condominium, driving his private car along the highways, and working at some Central
Business District (CBD) bureau before enjoying a fancy dinner at an upscale restaurant. Second,
the migrant low-income woman depending on public housing at the segregated periphery,
taking the crowded public transport to arrive at her precarious job as a cleaner of that same
CBD bureau before drowning her sorrows on a cheap cappuccino inside a shopping mall.
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2.2.

Feminist urbanisms: Urbanisation and the patriarchy

2.2.1. Critique by feminist urbanisms: The dichotomies of capitalism
The linkage between capitalism and patriarchy, posed by Marxist feminist authors as Silvia
Federici (2014), lies in the sexual division of labour. The reproduction of the workforce in a
capitalist system relies on unpaid care work as the guarantee to endless capital accumulation
(p. 11). This is the basis for the three urban dichotomies feminist urbanisms aim to abolish:
the productive versus the reproductive spheres of life, the public versus the private urban
space, and the male versus the female experience of the city.
In the pre-industrial era, the limits between production and reproduction were blurred
by communitary spaces of work and care (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 67). Yet the birth of
modern capitalism triggered the division of production into the market as labour worthy of a
salary, and reproduction confined to the home with no economic nor social value (p. 68).
As a result, urban spaces were segregated as either public or private1, according to their
function. Since it is the public that is productive in the profit-seeking eyes of the capitalist
market, investment will be devoted at its splendor – whereas the private spaces, assigned to
vital reproductive tasks, from health or food to affection, will be blatantly forgotten (p. 72).
The culmination of the three dichotomies is the attainment of two diverging experiences
of the city – the male and the female ones, according to the roles and activities performed: the
productive tasks are eased whereas the reproductive ones become a silenced odyssey. Indeed,
a patriarchal and capitalist status quo that violates women’s Right to the City per se.
2.2.2. Proposals of feminist urbanisms: Community and intersectionality
As Muxí (2006) posed, the neoliberal and androcentric urbanism we have described up to this
point fosters a “city triply segregated by function, class, and gender” (p. 75). The “neutral”
approach of normative heteropatriarchal urbanism has excluded the vast majority of citizens –
not only the half of the population that happens to be women, but also “LGTB, racialized,
migrant, indigenous or functionally diverse people” (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 131). “Cities
of proximity” demand the engagement of the diverse communities inhabiting the city in
participatory planning (Muxí, 2006, p. 68). Their urban lived experience grants them both the
knowledge and the motivation to promote inclusive urban solutions to social problems.
In that line, feminist urbanisms root their critique on intersectionality, a term coined by
Kimberlé Crenshaw (1989) to refer to the overlapping strands of discrimination or privilege
prompted by the myriad social categories individuals are ascribed to – including gender, but
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also race, class, age or ability. As urban planners Leonie Sandercock and Ann Forsyth (1992)
defended, “women are divided by geographical, political, religious, class, and cultural
boundaries” (p. 50), and thus normative urbanism exacerbates the oppression of women fitted
into other non-hegemonic identities beyond gender. Inasmuch as the female role is tied to the
private realm, racialized collectives are subject to segregation to ghettos, and low-income
classes are at a greater risk of facing labour precarity – inequalities that can easily converge.
Feminist urbanisms advocate for a radical change of values underlying patriarchal
societies, embodied in the physical city. There are myriads of ways of interpreting feminist
urbanisms, each depending on the framework they resist and transform. Even so, the following
principles set a common ground for a feminist urban analysis (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 154).
First, feminist urbanisms serve as a flexible and adaptative alternative to standardizing
and homogenizing global urbanisation, which polices over bodies and identities to perpetuate
colonialism, gender binarism, and class differences (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 156). Instead
of approaching cities as replicable products, feminist urbanisms make visible and embrace the
inherent complexity and diversity of citizens.
Second, the reproductive sphere of life and care work are embraced as fundamental
pillars of feminist urbanisms, against the hegemonic focus on productivity and economic
profit of androcentric urbanism. Third, feminist urbanisms acknowledge the need for
interpersonal and ecological dependence and community life to undertake that same care
work, against neoliberal narratives of self-sufficiency and individualism (Col·lectiu Punt 6,
2019, p. 156 – 7). Fourth, feminist urbanisms emphasize the role of interdisciplinarity and
administration of quotidian life beyond the normative reductionism to material construction,
restricted to architects and engineers, as the panacea to urban social problems (p. 154).
And fifth and as the culmination of the preceding principles, feminist urbanisms
advocate for localized and participatory planning by neighbours and users of the city, against
an exclusive technocratic approach of architects (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 155).
2.2.3. Origins of feminist urbanisms
The genealogy of feminist urbanisms constitutes a long tradition, defined in the 1970s, of
urban academics and activists that have reinterpreted disciplines as geography, architecture,
urbanism, or sociology from a revolutionary gender-based perspective (Col·lectiu Punt 6,
2019, p. 30). Among myriads of treasurable voices on feminist urbanisms, Jane Jacobs and
Dolores Hayden are revered as its pioneering authors.
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2.2.3.1.

Jane Jacobs

Jane Jacobs was an American activist that condensed her critique of the capitalist city and her
advocacy for community life in her magnus opus The Death and Life of Great American Cities
(1961). In the 1960s, Jacobs led the grassroots opposition to Moses’ aggressive “slum clearance”
initiatives throughout New York, menacing Jacobs’ own Greenwich Village neighbourhood.
Jacobs’ (1961) book was “an attack on current city planning and rebuilding [to foster]
social and economic vitality in cities” (p. 3 – 4). Functionalist utopias placed the automobile
as the panacea to cities’ social miseries, yet nothing could be further from truth – triggering,
instead, neighbourhoods divided by expressways, peripheral ghettos more crime-prone than
the central “slums” they replaced, and depoliticized and alienated middle-class suburbs.
In response to predative capitalist urbanisation, Jacobs (1961) defended high urban
density and proximity, local economy, and mixed-use public spaces to preserve a sense of
belonging to the community. Her proposals on walkable streets, public parks, and small
blocks (See Annex 8.3, Figure 16) guaranteed vitality, informal vigilance through “eyes on
the street”, and diversity, empowering citizens for public engagement. In Jacobs’ own words,
“cities have the capability of providing something for everybody, only because, and only
when, they are created by everybody” (p. 238).
2.2.3.2.

Dolores Hayden

The linkages between functionalist urbanism and cooperative creation of the city were further
explored by Dolores Hayden, in her analysis of the suburb and domesticity as a segregation of
women to the private sphere of life. Hayden (1980) issued a deep critique on the conservative,
white, male-dominated planning and architectural Establishment perpetuating the doctrine that
“a woman’s place is in the home” (p. 170), stemming from Victorian models of private and
public life, and double standards on sexual morality (Hayden, 1984, p. 150).
The sexual division of labour has traditionally designated a utopian microcosmos
where men are homeowners and women are home managers – a stage for “the problem that
has no name”, as defined by Betty Friedan in her seminal work The Feminine Mystique
(1974). Middle-income women were indoctrinated to seek fulfilment in private domesticity,
as a “wife, mistress, mother, nurse, consumer, cook, chauffeur; expert on interior decoration,
childcare, appliance repair, furniture refinishing, nutrition, and education” (p. 25) – onerous
unpaid care work which housewives were supposed to find exciting.
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As women started to enter the paid workforce, middle-income families resorted to
market-based solutions to fill in the gaps on care work – such as commercially-profitable daycare and fast-food services, which in fact outsourced the precarity and exploitation of
domestic work to the lower-income women employed in them (Hayden, 1980, p. 176).
Hayden (1980) proposed “HOMES” (p. 181) (See Figure 1) as a participatory planning
solution, to undermine the public-private dichotomy through collective housing. The goal was
to mix local housing, services, and jobs in an urban arena that favored an equal redistribution
of both paid and unpaid work between men and women. Hayden granted women the political
power to plan and design their cities – what she termed as the “Freedom of the City” (1984),
but that Lefebvre and Harvey would cherish as the treasurable “Right to the City” itself.

Figure 1. Proposed HOMES (Homemakers Organisation for a More Egalitarian Society) revitalisation (B)
of a suburban neighborhood (A), by means of collective spaces and facilities, and private dwellings
Hayden, D. (1980), p. S184

2.2.4. Fields of action of feminist urbanisms
Feminist urbanisms encompass multiple interdependent variables of the physical and political
urban environment. This Dissertation proposes five specific interrelated fields of critique and
action: public space, services, mobility, housing and security perception.
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2.2.4.1.

Public space

Public space epitomizes the Marxist Right to the City (Lefebvre, 1968; Harvey, 2008) towards
participatory urban politics, demanding these five qualities (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 166).
•

Proximity: Public space shall embody a network of quotidian services located at a
walkable distance and time of five to ten minutes (Ciocoletto & Col·lectiu Punt 6,
2014, p. 43) – echoed in the Parisian plans towards the “Ville Du Quart D’Heure”.

•

Diversity: Public space must enable an intersectional “social, physical and functional
mixture” (p. 44) of multiple gender, age, ethnicity, ability, or class identities.

•

Autonomy: Public spaces should guarantee physical safety and accessibility based on
functional diversity, aimed at the elderly, children, and people with disabilities (p. 45).

•

Vitality: Public spaces must promote constant activity and density of mixed-use
activities to ensure informal vigilance and socialisation among neighbours (p. 46).

•

Representativity: Public space must embrace an inclusive historical memory and
sociocultural heritage to engage the whole of civil society in its enjoyment (p. 47).

2.2.4.2.

Services

Feminist urbanisms advocate for reviving pre-Industrial social co-responsibility – in other
words, guaranteeing a network of public, community, or self-managed services that take a
load off women. Embedded in the mixed-use public spaces proposed above, citizens should
have access to public administration facilities, basic healthcare, geriatric centres, schools,
cultural amenities, libraries and recreational spaces like parks or gymnasiums (Col·lectiu Punt
6, 2019, pp. 172 – 176). Remarkably, ungentrified local commerce is also indispensable.
2.2.4.3.

Mobility

Mobility holds a vital democratizing power for urban life, insofar as it determines the physical
access to labour, goods, and services (Miralles Guasch, 2010, p. 18), to social inclusion (p.
20) and to the Right to the City in itself.
Urban planning, and transport design as an extension, are based on the Athens Charter’s
functionalism (Miralles Guasch, 2010, p. 29), corresponding to the normative male use of the
city. Female urban mobility, nevertheless, departs from linear home-to-workplace routes to
encompass multiple errands scattered around the city related to care work – inevitably leading
to very different transport needs (p. 26). As Inés Sánchez de Madariaga (2013) posed, women
tend to travel shorter distances in a geographical area closer to the home; they make
more trips; they travel for a wider variety of purposes, which differ to a greater extent
than men's; they have less access to a car and are the main users of public transport
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systems; they cease driving earlier than men; they make more chained trips and more
multimodal trips; their travel patterns tend to be shaped as polygons…. (p. 48)
Sánchez de Madariaga (2013) argued that such female mobility is not addressed by planning
authorities, as it is deemed irrelevant in terms of time, vehicle, or distance, or disregarded as
“mere” shopping or strolling instead of unpaid care work. Against the gender bias in transport
design, she proposes the “Mobility of Care” (p. 58), to quantify and make visible care workrelated trips (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 177) – favouring schedules and routes serving centre
and periphery, day and night, and working days and holidays alike (See Annex 8.3, Figure 17).
2.2.4.4.

Housing

“Housing is the place of the first socialisation” (Muxí, 2009, p. 7), where gender roles are
institutionalized from an early age and within a familiar context. Home, perceived by the
heteropatriarchal narrative as a place of rest and leisure for the working male, also embodies
the “Second Shift” for the working female burdened with unpaid care work (Hayden, 1980).
Muxí (2009) demonstrated how conventional dwellings impose the hierarchies of a
nuclear androcentric family through physical planning (pp. 11 – 12). Standardized domestic
spaces devoted to care work, such as the kitchen or the laundry room, are relegated to small
invisibilized cubicles – isolated from the sight, and thus the help, of the whole family (p. 7).
The solution shall rest on flexible, de-hierarchized, and participatory housing. Rooms
shall not be imperturbably assigned to certain functions based on their shape or name (“living
room”, “laundry room”), but instead adapt to the lifecycle and diversity of each family unit.
Moreover, different room sizes shall not promote gender or age hierarchies (Col·lectiu Punt 6,
2019, p. 184). Finally, housing could provide intermediate spaces between the private and the
public devoted to community services and socialisation, such as laundromats or halls.
2.2.4.5.

Perception of security

Fear conditions women’s everyday life in cities. The female role has been disciplined to fear
public spaces, the night, and strangers (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 186), as potential beacons
for sexual harassment. The (not so) simple prospect of having to return home alone, late, and
from far away, constantly excludes women from certain jobs, leisure, or political participation
– an outright violation of their Right to the City. Femmes et Villes’ Guide d’aménagement
sécuritaire proposes six principles towards safer cities for women (Michaud, 2002), namely
signalization, visibility, crowding, formal surveillance, maintenance, and participation of the
community (See Annex 8.3, Figure 18).
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We refer to perception of (in)security to avoid the victimisation of women and criminalisation
of low-income neighbourhoods – both social constructions endorsed by gender and class power
relations. These are assimilated by aggressors, and perpetuated by urban authorities, the media,
police racial profiling or families’ double standards on coming home late (pp. 187 – 189).

2.3.

Singapore: Urbanisation and postcoloniality

Singaporean urbanism, as a Southeast Asian Global City, embodies a threefold oppression: in
addition to capitalism and patriarchy, coloniality continues to pervade the lived experience of
the city in the form of state fatherhood and Westernized notions of development.
2.3.1. Gender and race in nationalist crises
Postcolonial governments tend to embrace narratives of national crises as the common state of
affairs, targeting certain sociopolitical issues as inherent threats to the precious yet fragile new
nation, to justify the state’s pervasive control and conservative leadership.
Geraldine Heng and Janadas Devan’s (1995) postcolonial analysis illustrates how,
after six decades of independence and uninterrupted leadership of the People’s Action Party,
accusation by the government of Singapore – whose composite representation is
overwhelmingly male, Chinese, and socioeconomically and educationally privileged –
has been increasingly directed in recent years to such segments of society as do not
give back an image of the state’s fathers to themselves. (p. 344)
Then, two national crises are constructed by the postcolonial government: female sexuality
and non-Chinese ethnicities, as genuine threats to the survival of the nation per se (p. 344).
First, the “crisis of female reproductive sexuality” was framed within a nationalist
project of preservation of the ratios of race and class. The state warned against the low
reproductivity of educated women (mostly Chinese) and the excessive fertility of workingclass women (chiefly Malay or Indian), arguing that “graduate mothers produced geneticallysuperior offspring” (Heng & Devan, 1995, p. 345), and that changing patterns of motherhood
would lead to national intellectual demise. This functional, racist, and classist discourse on
women’s bodies as factories of superior or lower-quality workforce criminalized “irresponsible”
or “pleasure-led” feminine sexuality, and set reproductivity at the mercy of productivity.
Second, the “crisis of chineseness, confucianism, and national identity” consists in the
paradoxical critique by Western-educated elites of the threat of Westernisation itself, along
with its individualism, hedonism, and pluralism. This poses Mandarin Chinese and
Confucianism as the supremacist salvation from collapse (Heng & Devan, 1995, p. 351). As a
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corollary, Chinese hegemony sets a civilisational scale stigmatizing the ethnicities of the
Indian subcontinent as less developed, more feminine and weaker than the East Asian ones –
interiorizing British colonial orientalism (pp. 352, 355).
Both narratives of a perpetual “state of emergency” (Goh, 2015, p. 220) set the Chinese
patriarchal state as the guarantee of prosperity within the modern market economy. Indeed,
the threat in both crises is feminine – women’s sexuality and feminized ethnicities as Malays
or Hindus. Thus, feminine becomes, essentially, anti-national (Heng & Devan, 1995, p. 356).
2.3.2. State paternalism and grassroots movements
Urban development in Singapore is primarily dictated by the State, perpetuating postcolonial
paternalist governance and ubiquitous social control. This centrality of the State justifies an
institutionalized paranoia against grassroots associations. Daniel PS Goh (2015) identified this
statal obsession against civil society movements with the colonial fear of the 会 (huì, translated
as “meeting” or “assembly”). To both British colonial authorities and the postcolonial
government, the concept of the 会 embodied an “epistemic anxiety” (p. 218) towards the
secrets of grassroots organisations, which represented a threat of subversion and revolution.
Colonial persecution of native associations has been perpetuated until nowadays,
dispossessing civil society from their “secret” knowledge and autonomous grassroots
organisations, and incorporating them into the state apparatus of control (pp. 218 – 219).
2.3.3. Development as “catching-up with the West”
Singapore’s conception of urban development as catching up with the Western imaginary of
modernity justifies the perpetuation of a colonial spatiality that obliterates the rich local
culture in favor of a desolate, territorialized and neocolonial modernisation that, at most,
embraces orientalism to gentrify ethnic clusters and local knowledge into tourist products
(Goh, 2015, p. 224). For example, the resettlement of extended families from communal
informal dwellings into “ordered apartment blocks of flats with a uniform layout for nuclear
families” (p. 220), coupled with the biopolitics of reproduction described by Heng and Devan
(1995), deemed postcolonial bare life the new ideal of “good life” – inherently Western.

17

3.
3.1.

Global and Asia-Pacific situation of urbanism and gender

Global situation of Sustainable Development Goal 11

3.1.1. UN’s New Urban Agenda and Gender
In the aftermath of the adoption of the UN Sustainable Development Goals (2015), Habitat III
implemented the “New Urban Agenda”, a set of guidelines towards the urban sustainability
embraced in the SDG 11. The New Urban Agenda pioneered in explicitly enshrining the
“Right to the City” as a common vision to create “cities for all” (UN, 2016, p. 5).
Accordingly, the New Urban Agenda repeatedly advocates for participatory planning
on the basis of a “people-centred” intersectional inclusivity and multi-level governance (point
15.c, p. 8), underscoring the importance of dialogue among all segments of society, regardless
of gender, age, race, religion, or migration and socioeconomic status (point 42, p.14).
Gender is embraced throughout the Agenda, acknowledging the potential of genderresponsive (not necessarily feminist) planning towards sustainable urban development (p. 3).
Primordially, it advocates for women’s participation and leadership in urban planning to
eradicate gender discrimination, violence, and harassment in private and public spaces (point
13.c, p. 5). In that line, the remaining four fields of action of feminist urbanisms are also
progressively mentioned, as gender-responsiveness to housing affordability and proximity to
services (point 32, p. 12); to security perception through “safe, accessible, green and quality
streets… free from crime and violence” (point 100, p. 25); and to mobility by prioritizing
public transport, walking, and cycling against private motorized options (point 114.a, p. 29).
3.1.2. Planetary urbanisation and gendered problematics
For the first time in cities’ millennial existence, in 2007 the “global urban population
exceeded the global rural population” (UN-DESA, 2019, p. 5). Amidst heightening
integration of financial markets, flows of migrants, climate crisis and scarcity of resources,
cities are expected to host up to the 68 percent of the world’s population by 2050 (ibid.).
Urban centres have the potential to foster entrepreneurship and labour opportunities,
education and health services, and the empowerment and politicisation that critical
geographers have enthusiastically exalted. Yet undeniably, metropolises remain beacons for
environmental pollution, labour exploitation, and social dispossession – problematics that
impact women in cities in myriads of gendered aspects, some compiled below.
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3.1.2.1.

Women in slums and gendered urban poverty

Globally, more than 1 billion people live in slums2 or informal settlements – an 80 percent of
which located in East and Southeast Asia, sub-Saharan Africa, and Latin America (ECOSOC,
2020). In developing countries, cities are becoming increasingly feminized, with urban gender
ratios favouring women as slum dwellers (UN Women, 2020, pp. 6 – 7).
For women in developing countries, the rural-urban exodus can represent an
opportunity to escape from rigid gender norms in the countryside, and to harness autonomy
through jobs in the manufacturing or care sectors of burgeoning metropolises (p. 3).
Nevertheless, slum dwellers are subject to inadequate housing, lack of running water, shared
toilets, precarious waste management, and limited access to healthcare. For the female role,
burdened with care work, these variables are exacerbated. Not only do women have to travel
longer distances to access water, groceries or hospitals for the whole of the family, but also,
they are subject to sexual harassment within unsafe settlements (UN-Habitat, 2018, p. 18).
3.1.2.2.

Women’s informal employment and global care chains

Globally, 63 percent of informal workers are women (UN Women, 2015, p. 102) – a tendency
exacerbated in developing countries. Out of all employed women, 59 percent in Latin
America and the Caribbean, 89 percent in Sub-Saharan Africa, and a staggering 95 percent in
South Asia work in the informal sector (UN Women, 2017).
Intrinsically related to informal employment, cities witness a burgeoning demand for
low-income manual jobs in the care and service sectors, employing between 50 and 100 million
maids, nannies, companions, or housekeepers – domestic workers of which 83 percent are
female (Paul, 2013, p. 193). Not only is paid domestic work gendered, but also racialized across
global care chains. These transnational networks allow middle- and high-income employers to
transfer care responsibilities to low-income domestic migrant workers “on the basis of power
axes, such as gender, ethnicity, social class, and place of origin” (Pérez Orozco, 2009, p. 4).
Middle Eastern countries and East Asian advanced economies – such as Singapore, Hong Kong,
and Taiwan – lead in short-term, renewable work permits for foreigners working as live-in
domestic workers (Paul, 2013, p. 193) – a global trend bound to increase (Paul, 2021, 00:12:47).
As a corollary, the female “Second Shift” materializes for millions of women, as the
female role is burdened with, at least, two and a half times more unpaid domestic work than
their male counterparts (UN Women, 2017). This triggers a vicious cycle based on the “labour
force penalty”: women responsible for unpaid care work might cut back on paid working
hours, choosing flexible informal jobs that exacerbate their precarity (Fiedler, 2020, p. 8).
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3.1.2.3.

Women’s safety and sexual harassment in public spaces

Security perception dictates the lived experience of cities of women around the world. Indeed,
most gender-based violence is perpetrated by relatives or acquaintances in domestic contexts
(WHO, 2012, p. 3). Nevertheless, urban public spaces are the daily scenario not only of
unconsented sexual assault, classified as rape or groping, but also of gender-based sexual
harassing, including stalking, threats, insults, or catcalling, deliberately skewed against
women, who are twice as likely to be victims as men (UN-Habitat, 2018, p. 18).
3.1.2.4.

Women’s access to housing and land ownership

Women’s access to affordable and secure housing has been traditionally hindered by kinship
hierarchies, subduing their Right to Housing to their relationship to a male owner – be it
through dependence towards a father, a heteronormative marriage to a husband, or inheritance
patterns that privilege sons over widows (UN-Habitat, 2014, p. 4). Accordingly, pervasive
gender gaps in home and land ownership remain. For instance, among heterosexual couples,
women are, by far, less likely to own the home they inhabit (Gaddis et al., 2020, p. 11).
Additionally, “affordable housing” programmes might not take into account the gender wage
gap, and income caps to access social housing might be presented as inclusive despite being
exclusively aimed at normative low-wage men.
3.1.3. Feminist urbanisms into practice
The ideology behind feminist urbanisms, nurtured since the 1970s by women’s NGOs and
street activism, has been welcomed – and appropriated – by the highest spheres of the United
Nations, namely at the intersection between UN Women and UN-Habitat. Despite the
undeniable prestige and resources this has granted feminist urbanisms, the side-effects
debilitate the grassroots essence of the movement, and with it its revolutionary potential.
As a result, keystone declarations such as the World Charter for Women’s Right to the City
(2004) or the discussed New Urban Agenda (2016), harness an utterly superficial relevance.
Here the essential contrast between gender-based and feminist urbanisms emerges: whereas
they nominally acknowledge the importance of gender, their discourse is not translated into
legally-binging practice for national and local governments (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, p. 124).
Moreover, top-down hegemonic feminism has invisibilized the claims of minority
female identities, such as homeless women, domestic workers, or transgender people – for
whom grassroots collectives remain a vital protection, such as Barcelona’s Sindillar, Mujeres
Pa’lante, or Las Kellys (ibid., p. 60). Hence, it is as encouraging as imperative to highlight the
potential of grassroots feminist urbanisms through a selection of successful initiatives.
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In the European context, Vienna and Barcelona stand as pioneering role models of
feminist urbanisms. In the case of Vienna, the city council promoted participatory planning as
a guarantee for quotidian life and locality since the late 1990s (Montaner & Muxí, 2011b, pp.
205 – 206). In Barcelona, the city’s rich grassroots tradition and progressive social
movements (Muxí, 2021, 00:58:08) serve as a breeding ground for worldwide renowned
feminist collectives of architects, urban planners, sociologists, and activists, such as Col·lectiu
Punt 6 and Equal Saree. Both are engaged in community training and engagement, research,
and actual collaborative planning – with projects ranging from Equal Saree’s co-educative
playgrounds and renewal of public squares, to Col·lectiu Punt 6’s safety audits, such as the
research on nightshift workers’ mobility patterns in the publication Nocturnas (2017).
In North and Latin America alike, grassroots initiatives have grown into genuine
international non-governmental organisations, global leaders in feminist urbanisms. Paramount
examples are Canada’s Women in Cities International (formerly Femmes et Villes), engaged
in women’s safety in public spaces; and Red Mujer y Hábitat, a network of Latin American
institutions and individuals devoted to women’s rights to land, housing, and the city.

3.2.

Asia-Pacific situation of Sustainable Development Goal 11

The Asian catalogue of urbanisation trends is as vast as the region itself. The straight-forward
example would be the contrast between Singapore’s urbanisation levels of 100 percent, vis-àvis Papua New Guinea’s 13.3 percent (UN-Habitat & ESCAP, 2015, p. 11). Nevertheless, the
four following trends are a common denominator of urban dynamics across the continent.
3.2.1. Rapid urbanisation and rural-urban migration
Asia and Africa are the most rapidly urbanizing continents (UN-DESA, 2019, p. 7), expected
to account for 90 percent of urban growth until 2050 (p. 10). Currently, almost 50 percent of
Asia’s population is urban, on the verge of reverting the traditional rural character of the
region, and the 54 percent of the global urban population is already concentrated in Asia (pp.
6 – 10). However, this figure is deeply determined by China and India’s dynamics: together,
they are home to 30 percent of the world’s urban population (p. 12).
Rural-urban migration accounts for the 20 or 30 percent of Asia-Pacific urban
population growth, with established migration flows from less to more advanced economies,
such as the continuum of Myanmar workers leaving for Thailand, and Thailand workers
moving to Singapore (UN-Habitat & ESCAP, 2015, p. 30) (See Annex 8.3, Figure 19).
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3.2.2. Megacities and conurbations
Nowadays, most of the world’s 33 megacities are located in Asia – a total of 20 and including
the three biggest ones, namely Tokyo, Delhi, and Shanghai (UN-DESA, 2019, p. 17).
Considering that the region’s urban population still predominantly inhabits small and
medium-sized cities, conurbations encompassing megacities, towns, and rural areas are
increasingly common, even across national borders, such as the Pearl River Delta in China.
Remarkably, the Malayan peninsula could witness a sprawling urban corridor linking
Bangkok, Kuala Lumpur, and Singapore – extending even to Jakarta and Surabaya. Smaller
urban clusters already thrive in the area, such as the Singapore–Johor–Riau Growth Triangle,
providing Singapore with low-income workforce (UN-Habitat & ESCAP, 2015, p. 42).
3.2.3. Rising middle-classes and urban inequalities
Asia’s economic success has lifted hundreds of millions out of poverty, triggering the
emergence of a rapidly growing urban middle class with heightened consumption patterns
(UN-Habitat & ESCAP, 2015, p. 91). This nevertheless coexists in stark contrast with the
region being also home to the world’s largest urban slum populations. In fact, India and China
once again host the largest share of the global extreme poor, a combined 45.7 percent (p. 77).
3.2.4. Labour precarity and migrant domestic workers
Asian cities have become dynamic hubs for wealth creation, some achieving larger GDPs than
many national economies (UN-Habitat & ESCAP, 2015, p. 13) – a prosperity standing on
labour precarity. For instance, Southeast Asia hosts an appalling 24 percent of the world’s
female migrant domestic workers (ILO, 2015, xiii).
Asia’s ageing population will skyrocket the demand for domestic workers in economic
giants as China or South Korea. That is already happening in Singapore, Hong Kong, or Taiwan
– the largest importers of migrant care workers, mainly coming from the massive suppliers
that are the Philippines, Indonesia, and Sri Lanka (Fiedler, 2020, p. 5). The Philippines, for
instance, have pioneered in engineering a large government bureaucracy to promote Filipino
domestic workers with colonial stereotypes of Asian women as docile, caring, and submissive
(Paul, 2013, p. 193). This responds to an appropriation of the feminist advocacy for female
labour-force participation by Asian patriarchal governments, reinforcing the subservient
position of women to both their male husbands and employers (Paul, 2015, p. 289).
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4. Singaporean position on urbanism and gender
4.1.

Historical background

4.1.1. Colonial Singapore (19th century – 1950s)
“From poverty to prosperity in three decades” (Lee, 2000, p. xiv) – that is the well-known
narrative on how Singapore became the world-class Global City it is nowadays (Teo, 2018).
Singaporean urban development traces back to its colonial past as a thriving entrepôt under
British rule between 1819 and 1963. As the capital of the Straits Settlements and located at
the epicentre of Southeast Asia’s trading routes, the 19th century Lion City became a melting
pot of European, Arab, Malay, Indian, and Chinese travellers.
In response to skyrocketing population, the Raffles Plan (1822) was the first attempt to
urban planning, allocating each ethnic community to their respective enclaves (CLC, 2018, pp.
4 – 5). Nevertheless, the opening of the Suez Canal in the 1860s and competition against East
Asian port cities such as Hong Kong or Saigon attracted vast sums of migrant labour. Exceeding
Raffles Plan’s expectations, the population rose from 10,600 in 1827 to over 200,000 by 1901
(CLC, 2016, p. 5), prompting insalubrious slums scattered all over the island (Kong, 2011).

Figure 2. Ethnic enclaves in the “Plan of the Town of Singapore” or Raffles Town Plan (1822)
New Naratif (2019)

4.1.2. Decolonisation and independence (late 1950s – late 1960s)
Singapore’s turbulent decolonisation, first emancipated from the British Empire in 1963 and
later expulsed from the Federation of Malaysia in 1965, seemed to condemn this tiny new-born,
irrelevant nation, lacking natural resources, to perpetual dependence to its powerful neighbours.
1950s Singaporean scenery consisted in a rural-urban mixture of overcrowded mudflats and
swamps. The population lived in self-built, multi-generational, and often insalubrious housing
– namely kampongs, shophouse slums, and illegal squatter settlements (CLC & HDB, 2013,
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pp. 1 – 3), with strong local community ties and shared care spaces (CLC, 2020, p. 67). Mobility
consisted of walking, bicycles, or bullock carts, and while basic amenities like coffee shops,
general stores, and wells were guaranteed, modern services like electricity, piped water, schools
or healthcare were scarce (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 2). Ethnic ghettos were also a breeding ground
for government-feared secret societies (CLC, 2019, p. 8). The 1958 Master Plan3 became
the first steppingstone towards state-led postcolonial spatiality, transforming urban renewal into
an “instrument of control” (Abrams et al., 1980, p. 89) and inspiring the 1963 Ring City Plan.
In parallel, the People’s Action Party (PAP), headed by Founding Father Lee Kwan
Yew and uninterruptedly in power since 1959, faced the conundrum of leading a multi-ethnic
nation of migrants that, upon 1960s racial riots among Chinese and Malays, had its national
unity at stake (CLC, 2019, p. 3). In response, housing arose as the panacea for both employment
creation vis-à-vis political stability and social cohesion (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 5). Whereas
the construction industry dynamized the economy as in Haussmann’s Paris, home ownership
guaranteed nationalist pride of the urban population regardless of race (Lee, 2000) – weakening
grassroots organisations and legitimizing the newly-elected government (Chua, 2017, p. 142).
For that purpose, the Housing & Development Board (HDB) was created in 1960 to
massively build around 10,000 public units of public housing per year, to resettle traditional
families from informal settlements into nuclear family flats on high-rise, high-density blocks
burgeoning across the island (Chua, 2017). Aggressive relocation required years of adaptation
for rural farmers and urban hawkers raised in communal kampongs, now packed into
standardized and bare 25 to 65 m2 public flats (CLC, 2018, pp. 65 – 67). Both criminal
activity such as housebreaking, molestation, theft, as well as “anti-social acts” like urinating
in lifts, high-rise littering, and sleeping in common areas (CLC, 2019, p. 68) soared.

Figure 3. The 1963 Ring City Plan, arranging Singapore into a “rural” centre and a “urban” periphery
CLC (2016), p. 15
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4.1.3. The Asian Tiger (1970s – 1980s)
Amidst the Cold War, Singapore took advantage of its non-alignment to simultaneously profit
from China’s Open Door Policy and Western neoliberalism, becoming one of the Four Asian
Tigers – with Korea, Hong Kong, and Taiwan – through an unprecedented economic boom.
To cope with such colossal growth on the sociodemographic arena, the 1971 Concept Plan4
cemented the Ring City aspirations through high-density satellite towns integrating residential
areas, commercial facilities, and recreational spaces. At the now ‘cleared’ core of the island
was to remain the extensive forested water catchment area and the Central Business District –
hence the green and the financial twin-pillars of Singapore (CLC, 2016, p. 17).
A vast transport system of expressways and railways was devised to seamlessly
dynamize mobility between satellite towns (CLC & LTA, 2013, p. 5) in what resembled a late
homage to Moses’ aggressive highway planning in 1940s New York. Singaporean downtown
lively enclaves were indiscriminately labelled as “slums”, expropriated through the Land
Acquisition Act, destroyed by highways, and their populations displaced to the peripheries.

Figure 4. The 1971 Concept Plan characterized by its expressway system, in black
CLC (2016), p. 17

4.1.4. The private sector and liberalisation of urban development (1980s – 2000s)
Mirroring global trends towards neoliberalism and laissez-faire capitalism, Singapore’s 1980s
urban development shifted from direct government hegemony to increased private sector
authority. Having successfully secured public housing, basic infrastructure like highways and
commercial centres, and a flourishing Central Business District, the Urban Redevelopment
Authority’s (URA) new goal for the decade became to aesthetically enhance Singapore for the
international public – tourists and investors alike (CLC, 2016, p. 40).
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Downtown Singapore was deemed “too expensive for the continued construction of
public housing” (“Construction”, 1982) and, following gentrification by the book, skyrocketing
land value transformed the Central Area into prime real estate for private developers. These
instead bolstered the exoticized preservation of the remaining Malay, Chinese, and Indian
shophouses for tourism, at the foot of rising skyscrapers for multinational corporations’ offices.
In the 1990s, as a Newly Industrialized Country with high living standards, the Lion
City’s government took a more liberal and decentralized turn – and so did its urbanism. The
1991 Concept Plan aimed to enhance Singapore into a “tropical city of excellence”, competitive
as a Global City. Accordingly, a seamless fabric of housing, leisure, work, and green areas
replaced the former ring layout with the development of five distinct regions – four peripheral
yet autonomous centers with their own cultural, commercial and technological corridors
outside the Central Area to promote locality and reduce congestion (CLC, 2016, pp. 86 – 88).

Figure 5. The 1991 Concept Plan, with a clearer emphasis on decentralized and mixed-use developments
CLC (2016), p. 87

4.2.

Current situation

4.2.1. Main indicators and main actors: Sustainable Development Goals 11 and 5
The Sustainable Development Goals that tackle the intersection of urbanism and gender are
SDG 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities and SDG 5: Gender Equality. Hereinafter are
the specific targets selected and actors involved, as enacted in Singapore.
4.2.1.1.

Target 11.3: Participatory planning vis-à-vis state-led grassroots

Sustainable Development Goal 11, focused on urbanism, approaches gender on Target 11.3,
where it states the intention to “enhance inclusive and sustainable urbanisation and capacity
for participatory, integrated and sustainable human settlement planning and management in
all countries” (UN, 2015, p. 21).
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Singapore holds worldwide recognition for its exemplary urban development, leading
in the threefold pillars of public housing, efficient transport, and green spaces (MFA, 2018, p.
37), based on long-term integrated and sustainable planning and management prescribed
above. The third factor, participation, remains key to understand both Singaporean politics
and their Achilles heel towards inclusivity within feminist urbanisms.
The 1991 Concept Plan and its participatory approach rendered a watershed for civil
society engagement in Singapore’s urbanisation (CLC, 2016, p. 81), and from the early 2000s
onwards, the URA has pursued several participatory planning initiatives, such as the 2003
Master Plan or the Land Transport Authority’s 2008 Master Plan. Smaller scale projects have
deemed equally treasurable in engaging neighbours in the renewal of housing estates through
the Remaking Our Heartland initiative, or in the design of common areas of housing blocks
through projects like “Build-a-Playground” or Community Gardens (CLC, 2018, pp. 66 – 73).
Participatory planning in Singapore depends on a complex network of state-led
grassroots organisations, an oxymoron responding to the national crisis narrative that justifies
the state’s pervasive apparatus of control through the People’s Association (PA). The PA was
created in 1960 as a government statutory board, to promote nation-building through “racial
harmony and social cohesion” (PA, 2020). Since then, the PA has been guided by the political
goals of the People’s Action Party (PAP) – from 1960s persecution of communists, nonConfucians, and non-liberals (CLC, 2018, p. 7), to 1980s campaigns on “adopting familyplanning measures, being courteous, and speaking good English” (p. 19). The PA controls over
2,000 grassroots organisations (GROs) led by volunteers appointed by the PA itself and deeply
rooted in HDB public housing towns, such as Residents Committees (RCs), which serve as
communication channels between civil society and the government (CLC, 2020, pp. 70 – 71).
On the one hand, residents voice their demands for estate maintenance, and on the other, the
PAP induces public support for its own planning agenda, as well as political ideology,
through local leaders and collectives portrayed as grassroots, yet essentially institutionalized.
The PAP’s proactive creation of GROs is a strategy to encourage “alternative avenues for
public involvement in policy debate, thereby undercutting other potentially political
alternatives” (Lyons, 2000, p. 4) – paradoxically loosening up to tighten up statal control.
Whereas RCs render a useful example to understand SDG 11 in Singapore, the same
phenomenon takes place in the case of SDG 5, insofar as the PAP has also appropriated
feminism to serve its socio-political goals. Global South feminisms are characterized by
strong state intervention, as they are tantamount to a perceived threat to the nation itself
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(Heng, 1997, p. 45). In Singapore, this is epitomized in the Singapore Council of Women’s
Organisations, the government-sponsored coordinating body of more than 50 women’s GROs.
The activities of all these supposedly “grassroots” collectives are entirely conditional upon the
consensus with and approval of the conservative PAP government, hence inhibiting their
revolutionary potential towards feminism – inasmuch as feminism in Southeast Asia can be
perceived not only as an individual political belief but as a radical and Western-induced
opposition to national identity and the patriarchal authority of the state (Lyons, 2000, p. 2).
4.2.1.2.

Target 5.4: Care work vis-à-vis low-income women

Sustainable Development Goal 5, conversely focused on gender, approaches urbanism on
Target 5.4, asserting the commitment to “Recognize and value unpaid care and domestic work
through the provision of public services, infrastructure and social protection policies and the
promotion of shared responsibility within the household and the family as nationally
appropriate” (UN, 2015, p. 18).
Singapore ranks 12th out of 162 countries on the 2019 UN Gender Equality Index (UN,
2020, p. 361), showcasing high rates of female life expectancy, literacy, university graduates,
and employment among Resident5 women. Nevertheless, the realm of care and domestic work
of Target 5.4 is still gender biased. Unpaid care work remains a primary factor in precluding
women of all socioeconomic levels from full participation in the workforce – in particular, the
118,700 Singaporean female Residents who do not work because of “family responsibilities”,
(MOM, 2020). Whereas care work remained the reason behind this 42.6 percent of women
out of the workforce, it only represented the case for 4 percent of men in the same situation
(p. 44) (See Annex 8.3, Figure 22). Additionally, three specific profiles of low-income
women face distinct discriminations at the crossroads of care work and urbanism.
a) Divorced mothers
Policies towards heteronormative nuclear families punish those family units that do not fit
into national standards – namely, divorced parents (Quek, 2021, 00:02:46). To apply for
public or rental housing, one must be part of a “family unit”, and thus, who gets the custody
of the children upon divorce is decisive, a condition that equally applies to men and women.
Nevertheless, the discussed statistics on housewives that resign to their career due to
“family responsibilities”, and thus to care work, demonstrate that divorced women generally
have less savings and earning power than divorced men (AWARE, 2016, pp. 4 – 5). This
exposes them to a greater risk of poverty as a divorcee, especially when being granted the
custody of their children, on which depends their own right to housing (Quek, 2021, 00:26:33).
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b) Female Permanent Residents married to male Singaporean Citizens
Migrants in Singapore can become Permanent Residents if married to a Singaporean Citizen.
Women make up 70 percent of these migrant spouses, who unless having a work visa, entirely
depend on their marriage to reside in Singapore. The ensuing power imbalance, in terms of
gender and citizenship status, renders migrant spouses extremely vulnerable to family
violence, divorce, and access to housing – as social protection by Singaporean authorities is
conditional upon the very same marriage that troubles them (AWARE, 2020).
c) Foreign Domestic Workers (FDWs)
For the aforementioned housewives to emancipate and participate in urban labour and leisure
– hence contributing to Singapore’s laudable official gender equality statistics of the Resident
population – FDWs are needed to cover unattended care responsibilities. This is no reductionist
progress towards shared responsibility between men and women, but instead a shift of burden
from higher-income Resident women to lower-income non-Resident and, also, women.
As of 2020, Singapore recorded a total of 252,600 FDWs (Government of Singapore,
2021b), from neighbouring Southeast Asian countries such as the Philippines, Indonesia, and
Myanmar (TWC2, 2011). FDWs are exposed to exploitative working conditions, scarce legal
protection (Paul, 2021), and human trafficking by illegal employment agencies (Liani, 2020),
and are subject to an average of 14 working hours per day for a monthly salary of around
S$650 (ILO, 2020, p. 35) – valuable upon remittance and conversion in their home countries,
yet hardly enough for Singapore’s living costs as the world’s fourth most expensive city (EIC,
2020, p. 2). In addition, illiterate FDWs might fall into debt bondage, deeming the Singaporean
domestic service sector an accomplice of modern slavery (Muxí, 2021, 00:29:51). Physical
and psychological abuse is also common (Tang, 2019) in the private realm of the employer’s
house – a genuine violation of human rights behind closed doors (Lyons, 2005, pp. 3 – 4).
The experience of FDWs in public spaces is tied to “accompanying their young charges
to childcare or school, taking a slow stroll with an elderly charge for the latter’s daily exercise,
hanging out the laundry, washing their employers’ cars, shopping for groceries, or in small
groups chatting as they walk their employers’ dogs” (Huang & Yeoh, 2015, p. 167) – and thus,
to producing economic value for the market. Their leisure opportunities entirely depend on
whether they get a weekly day off, not legally compulsory. If that is the case, FDWs tend to
resort to non-market options, such as picnics in city parks or activities sponsored by religious
and educational centres, and NGOs – be it training courses, self-help groups, or beauty pageants
(Paul, 2021, 00:17:39). Yet none of these, despite treasurable, is ever articulated as political.
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Whereas accommodated Singaporean Residents enjoy their city by relegating their
care work to non-hegemonic others, these others on whom the whole urban system depends
cannot make use of the metropolis for their social needs (Muxí, 2021, 00:29:51) – not when
their meagre salaries do not match the luxurious leisure opportunities, when only 12 percent
of them have at least one day off per week (UNIFEM Singapore et al., 2011, p. 3), or when
they are denied the rights to create labour unions and engage in political revindications.
4.2.2. Adopted measures and results: Fields of action of feminist urbanisms
Feminist urbanisms have embraced the five fields of action introduced in section 2.2.4 of this
Dissertation: housing, perception of security, services, mobility, and public space. We will
highlight the most representative measures adopted in each of these areas in Singapore,
whereas further indicators can be found in the Annexes (See Annexes 8.1 – 8.2).
4.2.2.1.

Housing

Housing is the jewel of the crown of Singaporean urbanism: 81 percent of the Resident
population lives in public housing managed by the Housing & Development Board (HBD),
harnessing superb national homeownership rates of 90.4 percent (HDB, 2021). Public housing
is heavily subsidized, deeming homeownership widely affordable to Citizens, given that firsttime owners devote less than 25 percent of their incomes to housing loans for 99-year leases
(MFA, 2018, p. 37), in exchange for high living standards and urban sustainability within
mixed-use HDB towns under the “Neighbourhood Principle” (CLC, 2019, pp. 84 – 88).
Exterior design – Housing and perception of security
HDB’s public housing espouses feminist urbanisms’ proposals on the perception of security,
by means of “Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design” (CLC, 2019, p. 70). Housing
estates are built as “fenceless communities” (p. 76) (See Annex 8.3, Figure 23), where shared
spaces favour “eyes on the street” as informal vigilance, coupled with occasional round-theclock, ground-floor coffee shops and mini marts. LED-illuminated avenues without hidden
corners and with directional signs, maps, and emergency contacts also render invaluable for
pedestrians’ safety. From “courtyards in the sky” to “void decks”, myriads of initiatives deem
public housing safe and lively, through neighbour self-vigilance and local bonding (CLC &
HDB, 2013, p. 37) (See Annex 8.3, Figures 24 and 25).
Interior design – Family policing
Public housing is a powerful tool of control towards political goals, and in the case of Singapore,
those equal the family as the basic unit of society (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 27). HDB flats are
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internally designed for a stereotypical nuclear family, with preassigned functions to each room.
Bedrooms are hierarchized, as a bigger and isolated “Main Bedroom” is differentiated from
the smaller and offspring-aimed “Bedrooms 2 and 3” (Figure 6), inducing normative family
reproduction through public housing planning. Care spaces, as the kitchen or the yard, are
physically segregated from the “Living/Dining Room” (Figure 7), invisibilizing the work
undertaken in such cubicles, as well as the family member or domestic worker that performs it
(Figure 8) (Teoalida 2019). The different models of HDB flats are also designed according to
the stages of life of an exemplary citizen at the eyes of the PAP – from young couples, to
families with children going to school, to elderly, to widowed (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 27).
Thus, HDB flats seem to aim at an androcentric ideal microcosmos where home equals rest,
and not indispensable unpaid care work relegated to the least dignified nooks of flats.

Figure 7. HDB 4-Room Type S1, from
the Pinnacle @ Duxton, built 2010
Teoalida (2019)

Figure 6. HDB Studio Apartment, from
Eunos Court, built 2006
Teoalida (2019)

Figure 8. HDB 5-Room Premium Apartment, from
Punggol Blocks 160 – 166, built 2004
Teoalida (2019)
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Ownership conditions
Beyond the physical design, the socioeconomic conditions to ownership of HDB public flats
also respond to the ideal of the Western heteronormative family. Eligibility criteria entail the
requirement to be a Singaporean Citizen and to form a family nucleus – either with a spouse,
parents, or children if divorced or widowed (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 27). The latter option poses
great challenges to single mothers, due to three-year debarment periods before re-applying to
housing (Quek, 2021, 00:02:46). In its quest to encourage family formation and procreation,
HDB’s Fiancé Scheme is deemed “a unique marriage proposal” (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 28).
In parallel, the Singles Scheme entails that singles can only apply to resale HDB flats,
not new ones, and only if they are at least 35 years old (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 28). These
conditions often force residents to live with either their parents or strangers in shared HDB
flats until they are 35, creating domestic tensions and violence. In fact, 40 percent of
Singaporean homeless population has a public or rental flat in their name, but decide to sleep
on the streets because of strained relationships with their forced flatmates (Ng, 2019, p. 37).
In line with PAP’s eugenic tendency against a proliferating low-class population,
financial support for housing features the HOPE Scheme (Home Ownership Plus Education).
It grants subsidies to low-income and less-educated married couples, or divorced or widowed
women with child custody, if they restrict their fertility to two children, harnessing maximum
benefits when mothers undergo irreversible sterilisation by tubal ligation (Teo, 2016, p. 1168).
Ethnic harmony, also a paramount goal of the Singaporean government, is embraced by
the Ethnic Integration Policy (EIP). To prevent ethnic groups from clustering into ghettos, and
to preserve the national quotas of each ethnicity, the EIP puts “limits on the total percentage
of a block or neighbourhood that may be occupied by a certain ethnicity” (Government of
Singapore, 2020), based on quotas perpetuated across generations not reflecting the changing
racial composition of the Singaporean society given the escalating numbers of migrant
workers, thus posing obstacles to home ownership to minorities, (Quek, 2021, 00:35:17).
Rental Housing
Low-income Singaporean residents that cannot afford access to an HDB public flat nor a private
property represent the remaining 10 percent of non-owners living in rental housing – with an
overrepresentation of low-income elderly and families. Despite attempts to mix HDB rental
and public housing blocks to achieve more equitable living conditions, rental flats remain
precarious, claustrophobic, and crowded (Quek, 2021, 00:35:17).
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Rental housing hosts higher densities of units, insofar as they consist in 35 – 45 m2, oneor two-room flats (Figure 9) – leading to a lack of privacy. The corollary is insalubrity, from
cockroaches and bed bugs, to trash and urine in common areas, added to residents airing their
clothes, furniture, or bicycles in common corridors due to a shortage of personal space inside
flats (Teo, 2018, pp. 48 – 65) (See Annex 8.3, Figure 26). Older rental estates are segregated
to hilltops, poorly connected to public transport, and lacking childcare centres, burdening
working class mothers with the “Second Shift” (Quek, 2021, 00:38:43). Rental tenants face
higher criminalisation and insecurity, exacerbated by frequent police surveillance (Teo, 2018).

Figure 9. One- and two-room rental flats plans, respectively.
In those rental flats with one room, the living / dining area must double up as a bedroom.
Rizal, K. (2017)

4.2.2.2.

Perception of security

From its stereotypical ban on chewing gum, to its laudable status as the world’s second safest
city (EIC, 2019), Singapore is both ridiculed and praised as a “nanny state” (Lee, 2000, p. 183).
Deeming Communism, drugs, “secret societies”, and terrorism, as well as social unrest and
protests as “security minefields and threats to nationhood” (CLC, 2019, p. 1) alike, Singapore
has created an almost antiseptic state where deviant behaviour is rapidly criminalized and
annihilated in favour of national harmony.
Maintenance prevents the decay of high-rise public housing into crime-prone ghettos,
to avoid the “Broken Windows” phenomena – whereby visible signs of vandalism would
attract further criminal activity (Wilson & Kelling, 1982). State-led GROs adapted residents
to modern life standards through “proactive maintenance, education campaigns, and punitive
measures” (CLC, 2020, p. 68) against petty crimes. For instance, Residents’ Handbooks
popularised social duty towards neighbours in HDB estates (p. 73).
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Policing is promoted by Singaporean authorities as an effective, yet also communityled, guarantee towards social cohesion and national stability. The Community Policing System
(COPS) deploys police officers that daily patrol residential estates and engage with RCs to
solve local security concerns (CLC, 2019, p. 106), involving residents of public housing in
patrolling themselves (pp. 110 – 111). Paradoxically, a power imbalance and a permanent
state of alarm and control arises, since marginalized yet not necessarily criminal collectives
are prevented from freely roaming the city, such as young or migrant people not living but
working in public housing estates, who might not feel at ease under police surveillance.
4.2.2.3.

Services

Singapore’s 2019 Master Plan (Figure 10) places a great emphasis on mixed-use developments,
integrating housing estates with green conservation spaces, commercial and business centres,
and care work amenities such as educational, health, and recreation facilities (URA, 2021b).

Figure 10. The 2019 Master Plan
URA (2021b)

Nevertheless, Singapore is still spatially organized according to functionalism, linked
to the gentrification of the Central Region. As seen in the ensuing maps (Figures 11 and 12),
residential areas such as Punggol or Choa Chu Kang are particularly far from commercial
services. Similar patterns on the geographical distribution of schools, public libraries,
hospitals, or hawkers’ centres (See Annexes 8.1 – 8.2), hinder the lived experience of the city
to those burdened with care and dependent on walking as their primary mobility mode.
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Punggol

Choa Chu Kang

Figure 12. Distance to residential with first floor
commercial
Andris, C. (2012), p. 21.

Choa Chu Kang

Punggol

Figure 11. Distance to commercial zoned locations
Andris, C. (2012), p. 22.

The centrality of care to feminist urbanisms deems Singapore’s individualized and
marketized approach to childcare worthy of critique. Children enrol at 7 years old at Primary
School, and before that age, kindergartens and care centres are not mandatory and hence not
universally provided. Instead, the pre-school childcare sector consists in a for-profit business
(Teo, 2016, pp. 1169 – 70) dependent on a massive supply of FDWs for those middle-and
high-income households, most likely married couples, that can afford home-based care.
Government-linked childcare centres, as the alternative for low-income households,
are not exempt of obstacles either. To qualify for full subsidies, mothers of Singaporean
children must be employed – a requirement that conflicts with the mismatch between childcare
centres’ schedules and mothers’ working hours, especially if their low-skills narrow their job
opportunities to night- or weekend-shifts. To cover ensuing care gaps, it is essential that the
centres are at walking distances to housing, so that neighbours or relatives can easily pick-up
children in lieu of their working parents – yet as aforementioned, this is not usually the case
for rental housing female tenants, who might end up taking up part-time and precarious jobs,
or quitting their career altogether, to take care of children by themselves (Teo, 2018, pp. 104 –
106). Moreover, Singapore is an expensive city for children’s entertainment in extracurricular
activities. Thus, low-income children tend to resort to reclusion at home in front of the TV or
computer games, to avoid otherwise bad neighbourhood influences feared by parents (p. 77).
4.2.2.4.

Mobility

Mobility around Singapore is facilitated by an outstanding transport system ranked as the
world’s best in terms of availability, affordability, efficiency, convenience, and sustainability
(McKinsey, 2018). The public transport system encompasses the rail-based Mass Rapid
Transit (MRT) and Light Rail Transit (LRT), coupled with a vast road network for buses and
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private vehicles alike. By 2030, Singapore expects that eight in every ten households will live
within 10 minutes’ walk from an MRT or LRT station (Government of Singapore, 2020),
fostering the “15-minute city” ideal espoused by feminist urbanisms.
By the same token, Singapore’s public transport eases the autonomy and inclusivity of
dependent individuals by means of accessibility. All MRT and LRT stations provide barrierfree entrances and ramps for children, the elderly, or people with disabilities – equipped with
lifts, tactile guidance systems, and wheelchair accessible toilets (MFA, 2018, p. 38).
Singapore’s affordable public transport entails that a typical family spends just 4.8
percent of its disposable income on commuting – a figure three to four times lower than in
New York, Paris, Seoul, or Tokyo (Li & Reza, 2018). This is backed by a progressive fare
system, in which not only students and seniors, but also low-income workers, are granted
discounts. The so-called Workfare Income Supplements, however, are conditional upon being
a Singaporean Citizen, over 35 years old, and having a gross monthly income below S$2,300
(Government of Singapore, 2019) – excluding low-income young or migrant workers, and the
unemployed, from such aid, as if people’s mobility was limited to productive and waged work.
The latter factor is crucial inasmuch as, precisely, being low-income entails greater
mobility needs – for subsistence, not for leisure. For instance, low-income families pursue
more frequent trips to buy in markets since stocking up requires too much cash, to meet with
social workers, or to pay for bills or fill in bureaucratic procedures that accommodated
families can easily complete online (Teo, 2018, p. 103).
4.2.2.5.

Public space

The vast repertoire of green spaces scattered throughout Singapore does not exempt the Garden
City from being a gentrified, commodified, and museified metropolis. As such, public space
is reduced to a void, senseless linkage between private recreational, commercial, or cultural
amenities. As Chua Beng Huat asserted, “Singapore often appears as one continuous shopping
centre to foreign visitors” (2003, p.12) – so what is the use of public space by its own citizens?
Singapore has been criticized as an “antipublic” city (Comaroff, 2016) tainted by a lack
of grassroots participation. The deliberately programmatic production of common areas within
HDB housing estates is presented as the optimal approach to inclusive public space. Yet these
quotidian but fragmented bubbles across the city cannot substitute public plazas and avenues:
small-scale neighbourly spaces must be coupled with large-scale civil society political arenas.
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Civil society protests are framed as a “security” concern by the authorities (CLC, 2019),
having lifted only since 2008 a 50-year-old total ban on outdoor demonstrations. Currently, the
Public Order Act (2012) legally requires a police permit for public assemblies or processions
that support or oppose any individuals or government, publicise a cause, or celebrate any event.
The Speakers’ Corner (p. 37) is the only open spot where Singaporeans can organize protests
without a police permit, yet under similarly vague restrictions on politically sensitive topics:
“speakers must be Singaporean Citizens, must register their intention to speak beforehand,
and speeches should not be religious in nature or potentially cause feelings of hatred or ill
between different racial and religious groups” (p. 35) (See Annex 8.3, Figures 27 and 28).
As made explicit in the 2017 amendments to the Public Order Act, “the police will not
grant any permit for assemblies/processions organised by or involving non-Singaporeans
[Citizens] that are directed towards a political end” (Government of Singapore, 2021a),
especially if the event aims to interfere in Singapore’s domestic affairs. The Human Right to
Free Speech is therefore denied to more than one third of Singapore’s population, the migrant
Permanent Residents and non-Residents often employed as precarious workers in the service
industry that fuels Singapore as a Global City itself.
In this Dissertation, political participation in Singapore is studied through the use of
public space. Nevertheless, political freedom is a broader topic of discussion transcending
urbanism, considering Singapore’s ranking as a “flawed democracy” on the verge of
becoming a “hybrid regime” closer to authoritarianism (EIC, 2021), and after more than six
decades under PAP’s government with limited opposition (Freedom House, 2021).

4.3.

Expectations for the next 5 to 10 years

Future expectations for Singaporean urban development in the next decade grant centre stage
to two distinct and interdependent actors: the elderly and care workers.
Mirroring homologue trends across East and Southeast Asian metropolises, economic
growth in Singapore has nurtured a rising urban middle class with optimum living conditions
in terms of services, green spaces, education, and ultimately, health. Naturally, this grants the
Lion City the second fastest ageing population in the world, projected to grow 20.9 percent in
the ensuing decades. By the due date of UN’s SDGs in 2030, one in every five Singaporean
Citizens will be a senior aged over 65 (UN-DESA, 2019, p. 117) (See Annex 8.3, Figure 29).
Singaporean urbanism has espoused age-friendly planning as a paramount goal,
seemingly embracing the elderly as a priority ahead of women, in terms of inclusivity6. For
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instance, the discussed measures towards accessibility in public transport, or favourable
conditions to elderly’s home ownership, out of the scope of this Dissertation, demonstrate the
joint commitment of the Ministry of Health, the Urban Redevelopment Authority, the Housing
& Development Board, or the Land Transport Authority to accommodate elder Singaporeans.
Nevertheless, despite urban planning aiming at personal autonomy of dependent people,
an ageing population will inevitably skyrocket the demand for care work (See Annex 8.3,
Figure 30). As East and Southeast Asia showcase the highest dependency ratios worldwide,
and as urban lifestyles favour the incorporation of women into paid workforce, one particular
collective emerges as the inevitable bulwark to social collapse: Foreign Domestic Workers.
Singapore, at the epicentre of Asian labour migration routes and with rising demand
for low-income labour in the service and care sectors, is bound to become a beacon for migrants
seeking the economic opportunities and social emancipation that urban life, even if precarious,
provides with. For instance, figures of FDWs are expected to double to 300,000 by 2030, a
time when 40 – 45 percent of the workforce is projected to be foreign (Paul, 2021, 00:26:34).
As history has demonstrated, however, urban planning is not expected to adapt to the
changing demographics correlated to massive flows of migration. The Singaporean status quo
keeps condemning Southeast Asian non-Chinese minorities, as well as both Resident and nonResident low-income women, to discriminatory urban policies – from housing to public spaces
– to favour nationalist goals based on gender roles, classist privileges, and ethnic quotas. In
the short-term, the imminent outcome of urban inequalities will most likely trigger social
unrest along those same gender, class, and ethnicity lines.
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5. Evaluation and recommendations
5.1.

Evaluation of feminist urbanisms in Singapore

Feminist urbanisms stand at the intersection of SDG 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities
and SDG 5: Gender Equality. Singapore, as a Global City within the transnational capitalist
economic system, hosts the twin phenomena of Haussmanisation and the sexual division of
care work – central to evaluate the viability of both SDGs as a tool for feminist urbanisms.
5.1.1. Sustainable Development Goal 11.3: Haussmanisation of the Global City
Sustainable Development Goal 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities endorses feminist
urbanisms in Target 11.3, where it advocates for inclusive urbanisation based on participatory,
integrated, and sustainable human settlement planning and management.
Singaporean state-led urban development has for six decades sponsored principles
nominally akin to SDG 11 in the construction of a Global City par excellence, epitomizing
what Sassen (1991) defined as a key node in the global capitalist economy in its status as
Southeast Asia’s financial and touristic hub for producer services and consumption.
Yet before correlating the sustainability enshrined in SDG 11.3 with Singapore’s
prosperous urbanisation at the eyes of the capitalist market, it is indispensable to frame the
latter as a prime example of Haussmanisation, depicted by Harvey (2008). Upon independence
in the 1960s, the People’s Action Party harnessed city-building as the panacea to Singapore’s
own crisis of unemployed surplus capital and labour: a turbulent decolonisation tainted by
ethnic tensions and foreign dependence. Gargantuan public investment boosted the city’s
economy by slum clearance and superblock construction (Muxí, 2021, 00:20:00), and thence
Singaporean Haussmanisation erected a new city for a new urban persona: the middle-class
heteropatriarchal nuclear family, satisfying the eugenic goals of a semi-authoritarian
government (Paul, 2021, 00:21:52) through gentrification in five fields of urbanism.
5.1.1.1.

The five fields of action of feminist urbanisms in Singapore

Singaporean state-led urbanisation exemplarily satisfies several of feminist urbanisms’ key
prescriptions aimed at diverse and lively cities, by means of high-density yet mixed-use urban
development resting on the pillar of affordable quality public housing, which grant Citizen
homeowners a sense of belonging amidst one of the safest, greenest, and cleanest urban settings
in the world. For this same privileged Citizen majority, mobility is covered by an island-wide
efficient transport network, and in terms of services, commercial centres plagued by chain
stores and lavish entertainment satiate a consumer class within a commodified public space.
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Notwithstanding the successes of Singapore as a Global City, feminist urbanisms
unveil the gendered and class inequalities underlying the discussed fields, as experienced by
low-income women. First, the privatisation of essential services – in a city deemed the world’s
fourth most expensive – discriminates low-income families from affording individualized
market-based care, from kindergartens and extracurricular activities to geriatric hospitals.
Second, eugenic access requirements to housing, mobility, and services, to palliate the
high costs of privatisation for low-income Residents, exacerbate the segregation of individuals
that deviate from the nationalist pride on the heteropatriarchal nuclear family. Access
requirements penalize the intersection of motherhood with being single or divorced, working
class (nightshift, part-time, or informal jobs), or an ethnic minority (Malay or Hindu) –
inducing a spectrum of female oppression ranging from the “Second Shift” to sterilisation.
Third, functionalist planning reinforces gendered spatial dichotomies based on the
sexual division of labour. In the interior distribution of public flats, functionalism hierarchises
tasks and family roles, invisibilising care work. In the exterior distribution of the city landscape,
functionalism ghettoizes rental housing estates from health, educational, commercial, or
leisure services in the public realm, borne instead by low-income mothers in the private realm.
Fourth, a criminalisation of non-normative identities arises in the built environment.
From homeowners sleeping as homeless people in public spaces, to police-surveilled rental
blocks and self-patrols by Residents Committees – the low-income subject not mirroring the
national narrative of owning a home and rising a family is targeted as worthy of suspect.
Fifth, the lack of grassroots political freedom culminates the critique of Singapore as
an “anti-public” city, where semi-authoritarian legislation as the Public Order Act opposes the
communal and intersectional participation aspired by feminist urbanisms. Singapore is
spatially designed for an increasingly minority citizen – not merely a Resident, middle-class,
employed, heteronormatively married man without care responsibilities, but most importantly,
someone that needs the public space for lavish leisure, and not for political revindication.
5.1.2. Sustainable Development Goal 5.4: Care work in the Global City
Sustainable Development Goal 5: Gender Equality resonates with feminist urbanisms in
Target 5.4, devoted to care work and its valorisation through public services, infrastructure,
and social protection policies that foster societal co-responsibility. In Singapore, care work is
nevertheless a common problematic intersecting all five fields of action of urbanism, and one
at the epicentre of low-income women’s lived experience of the Global City.
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For the last sixty years, and in parallel to Haussmanisation, a gendered division of care
work has guaranteed endless capital accumulation for the Lion City, thereby disproportionately
bearing the female role with the “Second Shift”. Far from a utopian process towards shared
responsibility with their male counterparts or within the broader society, middle-class married
female Citizens tend to circumvent their own care responsibilities by shifting the burden onto
lower-income, yet also female, Foreign Domestic Workers. In turn, low-income women who
cannot outsource their care tasks because of expensive fees or draconian access requirements
might instead resort to giving up their careers and savings in lieu of care responsibilities –
becoming themselves unpaid mistresses, cooks, teachers, nurses, or entertainers, a scenario
that exacerbates and perpetuates the vulnerability of divorced mothers and migrant wives.
5.1.3. The incompatibility between capitalism and sustainability
Singapore harnesses Haussmanisation and the sexual division of care work as twin pillars for
endless capital accumulation, thereby rendering itself a prosperous Global City for the global
capitalist economic system. Hence, the survival of capitalism rests on two simultaneous and
direct violations of SDG 11 and SDG 5, respectively: Haussmanisation triggering urban
gentrification and dispossession of working classes against “inclusive urbanisation”; and the
sexual division of care work perpetuating women’s exploitation against “gender equality”.
Therefore, feminist urbanisms unveil the paradoxical incompatibility between capitalism as
embodied in the Global City, and sustainability as advocated in the Sustainable Development
Goals – at the expense of low-income women discriminated from their Right to the City.

5.2.

Recommendations

Feminist urbanisms are the revolutionary antidote to the patriarchal, capitalist, postcolonial
Global City – and hence, the foundation of the recommendations towards genuinely sustainable
“inclusive urbanisation” and “gender equality”, as originally espoused in SDGs 11 and 5.
Singaporean urbanism lacks the communality and intersectionality revered by feminist
urbanisms, not to mention civil society politicisation. The temptingly logical prescription, thus,
seems to be a radical change of values towards quotidian co-responsibility of care work and
grassroots mobilisation. However, such imposition of Western feminist values in Singapore is
as violently immoral as it is pragmatically impossible. The current status quo is guided by
Confucian hierarchized family ideals based on filial piety for social harmony, with the elderly
and the patriarchs at the top, and children and women at the bottom – enacted, at a state level,
by a semi-authoritarian yet democratically elected government. Ergo, a monolithic feminist
urbanism would not encounter a blank canvas instantly welcoming its ideological revolution.
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Instead, feminist urbanisms, in plural, shall be implemented in small-scale proposals
that do not impose but empower, so that low-income Singaporean women devise and
advocate for their own Right to the City. Thus, the recommendations of this Dissertation are
threefold: inclusive access requirements, participatory planning, and grassroots politicisation.
5.2.1. Inclusive access requirements to urban amenities
The Housing & Development Board (HDB), the Land Transport Authority (LTA), and public
care services shall adapt access requirements to changing demographic trends towards an
increasingly feminized low-income population and parallel demand for care. In particular,
i.

eliminate irreversible sterilization as a condition for maximum financial support for
housing under the HOPE Scheme for low-income and less educated mothers, to curtail
eugenic discrimination against vulnerable women in accessing urban amenities;

ii.

extend the requirement of being an employed mother for applying to public childcare to:
a. being an employed father, to undermine the assumption that all unemployed
women must perform the care work whereas unemployed men needn’t;
b. being unemployed yet enrolled in education or training, to allow low educated
parents to acquire professional skills and social escalation;

iii.

exempt divorced parents who are granted the custody of children, predominantly
mothers, from the three-year debarment rule for re-applying to rental and public
housing, to reduce the gender bias in housing precarity;

iv.

equate the age threshold for applying to HDB public housing and the type of flat
obtained between fiancés or married couples (currently at 21 years old, new flats) and
singles (currently at 35 years old, resale flats), to cease eugenic discrimination against
individuals not conforming to the heteronormative nuclear family profile;

v.

extend the Workfare Income Supplement for public transport subsidies to trips related
to paid and unpaid care work, and by extension, to those non-Citizens performing them,
such as FDWs. Sánchez de Madariaga’s Mobility of Care (2013) can help quantify as
care work those trips aimed at escorting children to school or weekly trips to markets.

vi.

maintain the socioeconomic inclusivity discourse behind the Ethnic Integration Policy
not by paternalistic allocation based on murky access quotas, but by investment in the
quality of public amenities in ethnically diverse rental estates (Quek, 2021, 00:35:17).
Such increase in the assisted population will inevitably skyrocket public investment,

but this shall be justified not only as a matter of social justice, but also as long-term pragmatic
sustainability in response to imminent social unrest among a rising discriminated population.
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5.2.2. Participatory planning
The Right to the City advocated by Harvey (2008) is based on the democratic participation of
civil society as opposed to Singapore’s state-led urban development. Hence, it could be attained
through three possible joint ventures between neighbours and architects or urban planners.
a) Collective housing: Hayden’s “HOMES”
“HOMES”, the collective housing model devised by Hayden (1980), could be incorporated in
HDB’s plans on mixed-use housing estates. Pictured in Figure 1 (p. 12), “HOMES” combines
private dwellings and fenced backyards with collective facilities administered by neighbours.
Tenants can share care responsibilities by formally working in self-managed canteens, daycare centres, laundromats, and vegetable gardens, collectively planned in the early stages of
the architectural project. In Singaporean high-rise blocks, vertical “HOMES” could favour an
equal gender and societal redistribution of care work, as an alternative to privatized services.
As Muxí warned (2021, 00:49:06), however, not everyone might be willing to engage
in collective housing and readily share their kitchens and laundry rooms – for instance, as Quek
admitted, S.H.E. Project’s flat-sharing among low-income women does not lead to innate
cooperation in quotidian tasks, but instead to conflict related to overstress (2021, 00:12:50).
b) Open-building
Participatory planning, then, can also be harnessed in the private realm through the architectural
technique of “open-building” (Muxí, 2021, 00:53:05), against standardised modern housing.
Open-building combines the design of the “base structure” of blocks by architects, with the
conceptualisation of the private distribution of each “fit-out” or flat by residents themselves,
flexible to change independently from the building superstructure. Open-building would detach
HDB housing from eugenic ideals on the life stages of exemplary citizens, acknowledging the
need to adapt flats to the myriad identities inhabiting the city and their own spatial needs.
c) Audits and exploratory walks
Audits, an essential tool for participatory planning employed by feminist urbanisms, consist in
collective field work for neighbours to assess their own quotidian urban space and inform
urban planners about those elements of the built environment that make them feel insecure. In
Singapore, audits shall be implemented by LTA, the Centre for Liveable Cities (CLC) or the
Urban Redevelopment Authority (URA) on multiple levels: from island-wide assessments of
care-related urban elements (See Annex 8.2), to neighbourhood-focused exploratory walks. In
that manner, low-income women’s perspective would be valorised as first-hand experts on
needed public amenities and unsafe spots, especially in rental estates and public transport.
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5.2.3. Grassroots movements and politicisation of public space
The Right to the City of low-income women ultimately rests on Castells’ (1983) politicisation
of the urban as an arena for activism and protest against gendered urban inequalities – indeed
contingent upon the political climate towards grassroots organisations. One cannot expect the
People’s Action Party to abolish the Public Order Act for the sake of gender equality – not
when such semi-authoritarian measures are embedded in a social harmony discourse with the
patriarchal heteronormative nuclear family as an indisputable guarantee towards prosperity.
For that reason, feminist urbanisms initiatives shall initially operate within established
non-political networks of women, even if state-led under the Singapore Council of Women’s
Organisations or the People’s Association, such as AWARE’s S.H.E. Project team interviewed
for this Dissertation. As Lefebvre (1991) argued, it is the “trivial” aspects of everyday life that
fuel the revolt against capitalism’s inequalities. Thus, despite engaged on a priori depoliticised
agendas – from beauty pageants to sexual violence prevention – each women’s organisation
can be a safe space for sorority, and for feminisms to emerge among low-income women.
Subsequently, non-political yet organized grassroots collectives of low-income women
can amass bargaining power regarding policies on their Right to the City. As Paul prescribed
(2021, 00:21:52), low-income women shall endorse their claims by presenting themselves as
indispensable contributors to the economy of the Global City, worthy of political legitimacy.
Their demands shall be twofold, each opposing a capital accumulation strategy incompatible
with SDGs 5 and 11, respectively. First, aiming at the Gender Equality of SDG 5, women’s
grassroots shall advocate for a dignification of care work. Unpaid care work requires a societal
redistribution of tasks, eased by proposals already made above. Paid care work, instead, urges
the Ministry of Manpower to improve FDWs’ working conditions, legally decreeing maximum
working hours and minimum free days, and stricter legislation against abuse by employers.
Second, aiming to the Sustainable Cities and Communities of SDG 11, a reappropriation
of urban public space for political protest remains the missing pillar for feminist urbanisms in
Singapore. The semi-authoritarian legal framework, of which the Public Order Act is only the
tip of the iceberg, shall acknowledge grassroots movements as a healthy bottom-up dialogue
that will gain popularity regardless of its illegal condition, as a rapidly growing “minority” is
discriminated because of gender, class, or ethnicity. Accordingly, voluntarily or by force amidst
popular unrest by women’s collectives, the Ministry of Home Affairs shall eventually grant
greater political freedoms on the use of public space for civil society assemblies, squatting,
and demonstrations – indispensable for the Right to the City of low-income women.
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6. Conclusions
Global Cities showcase the paradox of sustainability in a capitalist and patriarchal world, as
an Eden for economic development vis-à-vis a Purgatory for low-income women and their
Right to the City. Treasured as key nodes of financial services and consumerism within the
global economy (Sassen, 1991), Global Cities are the ideal arena for capital accumulation –
upon the twin pillars of Haussmanisation and the sexual division of labour.
Haussmanisation, as gargantuan investment of surplus capital on urban infrastructure,
triggers the embourgeoisement of city centres and the ghettoization of working classes to the
peripheries (Harvey, 2008). The sexual division of labour, in turn, sustains the reproduction of
the workforce employed in capitalist production, by means of precarious care work burdened
on the female role (Federici, 2014). The combination of both dynamics, embodied in the lived
experience of the Global City by low-income women, fuels the endless growth cycle vital for
the survival of capitalism itself.
The United Nations Agenda 2030 and its Sustainable Development Goals (2015) can
tackle the urban gendered inequities experienced by low-income women by intersecting SDG
11: Sustainable Cities and Communities, at the core of this Dissertation, with SDG 5: Gender
Equality. In particular, Target 11.3 approaches gender in its call for “inclusive urbanisation”
(p. 21), whereas Target 5.4 addresses urban planning in its advocacy for co-responsibility in
care work through “public services, infrastructure, and social protection policies” (p. 18).
Both Targets diametrically oppose the androcentric urbanism prompted by Haussmanization
and the sexual division of labour, hence the crux of the matter: the sustainability enshrined in
the SDGs is, per se, incompatible with the capitalism intrinsic to Global Cities.
Globally, two thirds of the world’s population will live in cities by 2030 (UN-DESA,
2019), rendering the foregoing reflection of vital importance for the female urban experience
worldwide. From refugee camps transforming into permanent cities, to massive metropolises
burgeoning into mighty megacities, the urban empowers women towards emancipation, and
oppresses them towards precarity – evidenced in the disproportionately female ratios of slumdwellers (UN Women, 2020), informal labourers, and “Second Shifters” (UN Women, 2017).
Women are discriminated from housing by unequal property rights and kinship hierarchies
(UN-Habitat, 2014), from services by the gender pay gap along privatized and individualized
care, or from mobility and public spaces by the permanent threat of sexual harassment (UNHabitat, 2018) – patriarchal patterns of violence as ubiquitous as globalisation itself.
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Regionally, Eastern and South-Eastern Asia exacerbate the double sword of female
emancipation at the expense of precarity, as a rapidly urbanising continent that already hosts
half of the global urban population (UN-DESA, 2019) – a trend contingent upon rural-urban
migration to burgeoning megacities and conurbations, becoming prosperous hubs for wealth
creation. As a corollary to an enhanced quality of life in Asian cities, the key expectation in
this Dissertation is the growth of the Asia-Pacific urban middle class and a subsequent ageing
population (ibid.). Increasing elderly dependency ratios will skyrocket the demand for care
work in Asian metropolises, posing urgent urban challenges to low-income women, from paid
maids and nannies to unpaid mothers unequally burdened with care work.
Singapore, the Asian Global City par excellence, serves as an ideal case study for the
incompatibility between sustainability and the twofold axes of oppression of capitalism and
the patriarchy, in parallel to a rising demand for care work on low-income women. The Lion
City, however, presents a third axis of oppression: postcoloniality. Since independence in the
early 1960s, Singapore has been ruled by the People’s Action Party, a semi-authoritarianism
justified by a nationalist discourse that targets working class female sexuality and feminized
Malay or Hindu ethnicities as a national threat (Heng & Devan, 1995). State paternalism thus
perpetuates coloniality in an urban development that combines “catching up with the West”
(Goh, 2015) with Confucian hierarchical family ideals – effectively setting the middle-class
heteropatriarchal nuclear family as a promise towards ethnic harmony and national prosperity.
The resulting contemporary Singapore is praised as a model of sustainable urbanism
worldwide, in its status as a cultural melting pot that blends a smart technological hub with a
green ecological haven, leading as the economic powerhouse of Southeast Asia. High-density
and mixed-use planning, resting on the pillar of public housing, guarantees Citizen wellbeing
in one of the most expensive and gentrified, but also safest and cleanest cities in the world.
Notwithstanding the successes of Singapore as a Global City, this Dissertation has
sought to demonstrate its unsustainability across five fields of urbanism intersecting with care
work: housing, services, mobility, perception of security, and public space. The critical
evaluation of each evidenced five problematics cutting across all five fields: first, a
privatisation of urban amenities converting care into an unaffordable for-profit business;
second, eugenic access requirements to public aid that punish single, working class, ethnic
minority, and non-Citizen women; third, a functionalist planning that reinforces the sexual
division of labour; fourth, a criminalisation of non-hegemonic identities; and fifth, a lack of
grassroots political freedom in an “anti-public” city.
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The Right to the City of low-income women in Singapore is thus neglected, insofar as
they are unequally burdened with care work amidst an androcentric city that is not designed
for “quotidian life” (Lefebvre, 1991). Foreign Domestic Workers are exploited as precarious
labourers in paid care work, whereas working class and low-educated mothers might give up
their own careers for unpaid care work, especially if divorced or migrant – not to mention the
gendered urban discriminations faced by disabled, homeless or transgender women, out of the
scope of this Dissertation. Yet these problematics are not limited to women, but instead hinder
the urban experience of all those depending on care work – and again, that is not just children
and the elderly, but essentially, each and every human being. For that reason, the Right to the
City will only be fulfilled once metropolises as Singapore are collectively co-created by all
those working, resting, protesting, living in them (Lefebvre, 1996).
Feminist urbanisms are the revolution against patriarchal, capitalist, and postcolonial
Global Cities as Singapore, placing care at the centre of urban life. The recommendations
issued in this Dissertation are rooted in the “caring city” advocated by feminist urbanisms,
inasmuch as they embrace intersectionality through inclusive access requirements (Crenshaw,
1989; Sandercock & Forsyth, 1992), community through participatory planning (Muxí, 2006),
and politicisation through grassroots movements (Castells, 1983). Small-scale quotidian acts
of sorority, cooperation, and protest must empower women toward victories that acknowledge
care work as a societal co-responsibility valued and assisted by local governments, architects,
and urban planners alike – from collective housing with shared care services (Hayden, 1980)
to public transport adapted to care-related errands (Sánchez de Madariaga, 2013).
Diversity is at the root of feminist urbanisms, given the plurality of oppressions that
the false “neutrality” of androcentric urbanisms exerts along physical contexts and personal
experiences. Therefore, feminist urbanisms shall serve as a common set of tools for women
across an urbanising world, to fight for their own local urban realities (Col·lectiu Punt 6,
2019) – eventually, as a utopian last recommendation, materializing a global patchwork of
local resistances against the global capitalist system they oppose (Sassen, 2007).
If SDG 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities and SDG 5: Gender Equality seek to
guarantee the Right to the City of low-income women, a shift from capital accumulation to
feminist urbanisms must take place amidst the current planetary urbanisation. Ultimately, it
all comes back to Jane Jacobs words: “cities have the capability of providing something for
everybody, only because, and only when, they are created by everybody” (1961, p. 238) – and
only then, will cities be sustainable.
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7. Notes
1.

The correlation of women with the private and men with the public spheres has been present in
patriarchal societies for millennia and is by no means exclusive to post-industrial capitalism. For
instance, in Ancient Athens, women were forbidden from public spaces where men could pursue their
‘free citizenry’ through discussion. Imperial China also epitomized a common interior planning practice
throughout history, by isolating women’s quarters to rear, windowless, back walls (Yeoh & Yeow,
1997, p. 273).

2.

The United Nations defines a “slum” as an urban area that presents either or a combination of the
following factors, except for insecure tenure, which according to UN-Habitat, does not necessarily
classify as “slum” per se:
a)

Inadequate access to safe water in terms of amount, affordability, or distance;

b) Inadequate access to sanitation and other infrastructure, such as private or public toilets;
c)

Poor structural quality of housing, lacking durable and permanent housing that protects
against extreme climate conditions;

d) Overcrowding, or lack of sufficient living space – commonly, that means not more than
three people sharing the same room;
e)
3.

Insecure tenure residential status, that prevents forced evictions (UN-Habitat, 2007).

The Master Plan is a mid-term statutory land use plan which guides urban development,
in the case of Singapore for 10 to 15 years. It translates the long-term strategies of the Concept Plan into
smaller-scale detailed plans of land and property.

4.

The Concept Plan is a long-term strategic land use and transportation plan guiding urban development,
in the case of Singapore, over the next 40-50 years. The first Concept Plan in Singapore was formulated
in 1971, laying the foundation for Singapore’s growth and city structure, and it is periodically reviewed.

5.

Singaporean nationality law classifies the 5.69 million inhabitants of Singapore into two distinct
groups: residents and non-residents (Government of Singapore, 2021b).
a.

Residents amount to 4.04 million, the 72.27 percent of the total population. In turn, they are
further classified into Citizens (SC) and Permanent Residents (PR).
i. Citizens (3.52 million) obtain their Singaporean citizenship by birth in Singapore
based on jus sanguinis, or by having at least one parent that is a SC.
PRs can also become SCs, if they have been a PR for at least two years, if they have
been married to a SC for at least two years as a PR, if they are studying in Singapore
and have resided there for more than 3 years, or if they are Parents of a SC.
ii. Permanent Residents (521,000) are second only in privilege to SC, having most of
the same rights, privileges, and responsibilities. The exceptions are that they cannot
vote nor hold public office, and have limited public benefits such as medical and
housing benefits, lower public school placement priority, and limits on driving
transport services.
Individuals eligible for PR are the spouses and children of SCs or PRs, legal
guardians of SCs, foreign workers in Singapore possessing valid work passes and
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their dependents, foreign students studying in Singapore, and investors and
entrepreneurs.
According to the government's public policy goals on the stability in Singapore’s
ethnic population proportions, a PR applicant’s ethnicity influences the outcome of
their nationality status.
b.

Non-residents amount to the remaining 1.64 million inhabitants of Singapore. There are no
official breakdowns of their ethnicity or country of origin, but they are mainly migrants from
Southeast Asian countries like Malaysia, India, or Bangladesh, who are employed in Singapore
as Work Permit Holders or Foreign Domestic Workers in the construction, manufacturing,
shipbuilding, petrochemical processing, or service sectors.

Figure 13. Distribution of the Singaporean population according to citizenship status
Government of Singapore (2021b)
6.

In relation to the interviews required for this Dissertation, among other Singaporean professionals and
organisations, I contacted with Ms. Deborah Chan, a Manager of Singapore’s Centre for Liveable Cities
(CLC, a branch of the Ministry of National Development) engaged in research on gender and
inclusivity. Upon my request for an interview on “inclusive urbanism”, her kind yet unsuccessful reply
argued that “While CLC does study issues on inclusivity, gender-based inclusivity is an area that we
have yet to look into. We thus may not be the best candidate to assist you on your thesis.” In that sense,
and based on past CLC publications, I deduce that urban inclusivity as understood by Singaporean
authorities is equated to elderly-friendly cities, at the moment.
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8. Annexes
8.1.

Additional indicators of feminist urbanisms

Feminist urbanisms have been analysed according to five Fields of Action in this Dissertation,
namely public space, services, mobility, housing, and perception of security. Each of them
can be assessed through myriads of specific indicators, having already discussed the most
relevant – and accessible online – ones in section 4.2.2: “Adopted measures and results:
Fields of action of feminist urbanisms”.
The following diagram is a self-made compendium of additional indicators on feminist
urbanisms, both self-sourced and inspired by proposals issued by authors on feminist
urbanisms such as Inés Sánchez de Madariaga (2013) or Carme Miralles Guasch (2010) on
mobility, Zaida Muxí (2009) on housing, or Anne Michaud (2002) on perception of security.
This Thesis shall serve as a starting point for deeper and, crucially, on-field research
regarding feminist urbanisms in Singapore. Accordingly, the suggested indicators encompass
urban policymaking and planning alike, and thus for most of them to be studied, a lived
experience of the built environment is required to genuinely improve low-income women’s
Right to the City.

Figure 14. Sample of additional indicators for a feminist urban analysis
Fernàndez Gallego, B. (2021)
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8.2.

Sample audit on additional feminist urbanisms indicators

Audits are an essential tool for urban policymaking and planning, and they are a common
procedure for feminist urbanisms initiatives worldwide (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, 189 – 190).
Following the third recommendation issued in section 5.2.2.: “Participatory planning” (p. 42),
this is a sample proposal of a city-wide audit applied to Singapore, based on those indicators
proposed on the foregoing scheme (section 8.1.) that are accessible online.
Further on-field research shall also scale them down to district, town, or housing state levels,
and engage residents, commuters, and workers in the analysis process by means of
complementary tools such as exploratory walks.
Housing
In response to a rapidly aging population, HDB has fostered elderlyfriendly designs in housing developments, in initiatives such as:
•

Lift Upgrading Programme (LUP) – rehabilitating lifts to
ensure they service every floor of housing blocks.

•

Incorporating one wheelchair-accessible bathroom per flat.

•

Removing steps and barriers from common areas and replacing
them with ramps.

Accessibility

Elderly-friendly
housing

•

Building studio flats for those above 55 years old, equipped
with safety features and sold on cheaper and shorter leases of
30 years (instead of the usual 99-year lease for new HDB flats)
(CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 30).

As an exemplary approach to “inclusive urbanism”, these elderlyfriendly design and policy initiatives facilitate the autonomy of the
aging population, ultimately relieving the care work burden from
younger, often female, relatives – therefore becoming an inherently
“feminist” approach as well.
Number and profile

Between 921 and 1,050 street homeless people live in Singapore,

of homeless people

most of whom are old Chinese men (Ng, 2019).
Homelessness in Singapore is a chronic problem, in that 50 percent

Homelessness

Duration of and
reason for
homelessness

of homeless people sleep outdoors between one and five years, and
one third are homeless for more than six years. The most common
reasons for homelessness are unemployment, irregular work, and
low wages, as well as family or housemate conflict (Ng, 2019), due
to strict or often forced conditions to access housing (Quek, 2021).
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Geographical
distribution of
homelessness

Ng, K. (2019)
Singapore’s tightly regulated housing system, with strict ownership
conditions, protects HDB flats from the free market aggressive
speculation pervading many Global Cities nowadays, including
Barcelona itself, which put at risk the very human right to housing.
Nevertheless, tenants can still monetize their flats if needed (for
instance, elderly living in too big apartments after their children
Housing
monetisation
and
speculation

Right Sizing and

emancipate or they become widowed), through two main

Lease Buyback

procedures:

Scheme

a) Right Sizing – moving to a smaller flat and devoting the
margin of profits from their former flat to retirement pensions.
b) Lease Buyback Scheme – HDB buys back the tail end of a flat’s
lease to low-income elderly households, who can then “rent”
some unused rooms of their flats (the profits will be paid
directly to HDB, not to the elderly who have already received a
compensation for the rooms) (CLC & HDB, 2013, p. 16).
The absolute number of male and female graduates from architecture
and engineering evidence the stagnating, or even decreasing, trends
towards gender equality in urban policymaking and planning – with
a persistence of a male perspective in these fields. According to the

Architects,
urban
planners, and
engineers

Government of Singapore (2021b), in 2000 and 2019 the graduate
Gender distribution
of architecture and

numbers in these degrees were, respectively, as follows:
•

engineering students

•

Architecture and building, and real estate graduates:
o

Males: 308 (2000), 320 (2019)

o

Females: 310 (2000), 339 (2019)

Engineering sciences
o

Males: 5,535 (2000), 5,396 (2019)

o

Females: 2,279 (2000), 1,361 (2019)
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•

LAUD Architects Pte Ltd – 6 male directors (ratio 6:0) (2021)

•

Kyoob Architects Pte Ltd – 3 male directors and 1 female
director (3:1) (2021)

•

Building & Research Institute (HDB) – 1 male director (1:0)
(2016)

•

ADDP Architects LLP – Team of 9 men and 2 women (4.5:1)
(2020)

Gender distribution

•

SQFT Architects Pte Ltd – No data available

•

ONG&ONG Pte Ltd – 28 male directors and CEOs and 8

of directors or chief
executives from

female directors (3.5:1) (2021)
•

Singapore’s leading
architect consultant

(2017)
•

firms (winners of the
2019 HDB Design

3PA Pte Ltd – 4 male directors and 1 female director (4:1)
P & T Consultants Pte Ltd – Management team of 32 men and
7 women (4.6:1) (2021)

•

Award) (HDB, 2020)

Multiply Architects LLP – 1 male director and 1 female
director and founder (1:1) (2014)

•

Surbana Jurong Consultants Pte Ltd – Board of directors of 11
men and 1 woman (11:1) (2019)

The hegemonic male perspective clearly embraced by these
leading firms might not take into account care work needs, usually
burdened on women, throughout the decision-making and design
processes of HDB housing. That hinders the real-life application
of feminist urbanisms, since the female point of view is lacking.

Perception of security
The first and last MRT trains are around 5:30 and 00:30,
Nightshift schedules
of public transport

respectively (SGTrains, 2021). This does not satisfy the needs of
nightshift workers, and women might face greater insecurity and
harassment because of unsafe routes back home from long workday
jobs, such as Foreign Domestic Workers (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2017).
131 out of the 187 (70 percent) Singapore’s MRT stations are

Public

underground (Wikipedia, 2021, self-count). If they are well-

transport and

surveilled and maintained, as is the case of Singapore’s public

security

transport, this shall not necessarily entail any problem.
Surface transport

Nevertheless, one of the proposals of feminist urbanisms to
consider is the advocacy for elevated stations and surface (light
rail) transport. Poorly managed underground stations can become
hubs for crime, insalubrity, and insecurity perception – whereas
elevated stations are more visible and thus subject to informal
vigilance by passers-by and neighbours (Michaud, 2002).
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There are currently about 2,000 payphones left in Singapore (The
Public
telephones or
emergency
booths

Number and
distribution of
payphones

Straits Times, 2016b), largely linked to a mobile phone penetration
of 154 percent (Government of Singapore, 2019a). Even though
nowadays the vast majority of the population owns a mobile phone,
in case of emergency, harassment, or theft in which mobile phones
are not available, public payphones could provide a means to aid.
Out of the world’s 130 most populous cities, Singapore has the 23rd
highest density of CCTV cameras – 118.51 CCTV cameras per km2.
Still, these figures are quite far from the top CCTV-surveilled cities
of Chennai (657.28) and Hyderabad (480) in India, Harbin (410.51)
in China, and London (399.27) in the United Kingdom.
CCTVs are relatively well-distributed across Singapore, with a
higher density in central residential areas (Surfshark, 2021).
CCTV cameras are a central element of “preventive urbanism”, and
can deter crime, such as sexual harassment and theft. However,
they are not the panacea to women’s perception of insecurity in

Number and
CCTVs

geographical
distribution of CCTV
security cameras

urban public spaces – human formal and informal surveillance is
also needed. Moreover, CCTVs might serve to criminalize certain
non-hegemonic collectives, such as youth groups or homeless
people (Col·lectiu Punt 6, 2019, pp. 106 – 107).

Surfshark (2021)
Between the 1950s and 1960s, Singapore hosted a rich nightlife
culture, with Bugis Street as the epicentre of al fresco eateries,
night markets, bars, cabarets, and a well-established transgender
and drag community. Nevertheless, the conservative authorities
Nightlife

Nightlife regulation

replaced the once colourful nightlife, deemed immoral and
insalubrious, with new shopping malls and regulated clubs.
Ironically, 1980s nostalgia prompted the Tourism Promotion Board
to embrace and re-enact Bugis’ Street past glory as a staged,
commodified, exoticized attraction for wealthy tourists (CLC,
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2019, pp. 39 – 41). Therefore, not only were non-hegemonic
communities exterminated, but their heritage appropriated by the
predative market dynamics of gentrification and touristification of
the Global City.
The official narrative depicts nightlife and vice activities as a threat
to Singaporean families living nearby, criminalizing migrant
women employed in the sex industry (since locals cannot work as
Prostitution

prostitutes) as targets of surveillance.
Simultaneously, Red Lights Districts as Geylang are presented as
“fulfilling a basic human need” and a decent beacon for tourism –
thus, validating the exploitation of the migrant female body for
national economic growth (CLC, 2019, pp. 15 – 25).

Services
Child Care Centres in Singapore require a deposit of $1000 as a
Childcare
centres

Access to and

start up fee, which must be paid every time the child changes from

affordability of

one care centre care to another (Quek, 2021, 00:26:33). This

childcare services

becomes an additional barrier for low-income families seeking
communitary assistance for care work.

Geographical
Schools

distribution of
schools

SUTD Making Maps (2018)
Government or public schools (Type 3) are widely scattered across
Singapore, with a lower density nearby the Central Business
District, in comparison to residential neighbourhoods. Elite schools
(Type 1) are clustered into the highest-income earning districts of
the island, notably in Bukit Timah and Novena (SUTD, 2018). The
presence of schools in cities, and particularly in city centres, is an
indicator of greater liveability for local citizens. Ideally, schools
shall not only be mingled with residential areas, as in Singapore,
but also with green and public spaces, as well as local commerce.
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Geographical
Hospitals

distribution of
hospitals
Google Maps (2021)
Singapore has 14 public hospitals (blue) and 9 private hospitals
(blue), among them both generalist and specialized centres (URA,
2021a). As seen in the foregoing maps, private hospitals are
clustered nearby the highest-income areas of Bukit Timah, Novena,
and Tanglin. Notably, public hospitals are similarly concentrated,
in this case in Southern Singapore, and particularly, in Bukit Merah
– adjacent to the Central Area and neighbouring the higher-income
districts as well. This clearly puts at a disadvantage those households
in the Northern half of the island, as well as their careworkers,
inasmuch as they are compelled to move by private vehicle, and if
not available, by public transport to arrive to a health centre – instead
of the latter being better distributed so as to enable walking routes.

Public

Geographical

libraries

distribution

National Library Board (2020)
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In Singapore, there are 26 national libraries run by the National
Number of public
libraries per capita

Library Board – that is, 1 public library every 216,846
Singaporeans (National Library Board, 2020). As a reference,
Barcelona’s 40 public libraries render 1 public library every 40,500
Barcelonians (Ajuntament de Barcelona, 2021).
Hawker centres are complexes hosting affordable food stalls.
Inasmuch as in Barcelona public food markets play a central role for
locals’ community life and needs, in Singapore hawker centres are
deeply ingrained in the traditional social fabric of residents across
all socioeconomic classes too, as a place of both food and encounter.
Currently, there are 114 hawker centres across Singapore, with a
higher presence in the Central Region (NEA, 2021).

Hawker
centres

Geographical
distribution of
hawker centres

NEA (2021)

Mobility
By 2023, “50 Silver Zones” will be available to enhance senior
residents’ safety by means of road features that heighten the
awareness of drivers – such as lower speed limits, chicanes, road
Pedestrians

Silver Zones for the
elderly

humps, or centre dividers close to pedestrian crossings (MFA,
2018, p. 37). The benefits are twofold: “Silver Zones” ease the
autonomy of otherwise vulnerable urban collectives, as well as
promote walking as a safe and desirable mode of mobility.
•

Out of the total workforce of bus drivers in Singapore, 6
percent are women, according to the Senior Minister of State
for Transport Josephine Teo (Tay, 2016).

Drivers

Gender distribution
of transport drivers

•

Out of the total workforce of taxi drivers in Singapore, 2.5
percent are women (“Do you know”, 2016).

If more women were employed as transport drivers, female users
might feel more secure and enjoy greater freedom of movement in
their daily errands.
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The high quality of Singapore’s public transport system rests on a
government-regulated competition among two separate
monopolies. In other words, bus and rail services are provided by
Public
transport

Enhanced quality

two publicly listed Public Transport Operators (PTOs), each

through PTOs and

operating in their so-called “Areas of Responsibilities”. Thus, they

two monopolies

do not freely compete for the same market (allowing for long-term
predictability), yet their parallel evolution in spatially different yet
contiguous areas allows for peer benchmarking (guaranteeing
innovation and high-quality standards) (CLC & LTA, 2013, p. 15).
Feminist urbanisms’ advocacy for urban proximity and peoplecentred cities entails guaranteeing walkable and peaceful public
spaces and streets – inversely proportional to private vehicle usage.
For that purpose, Singapore countered traffic congestion with the

Limits on car

Additional Registration Fee (ARF), a vehicle ownership tax based

ownership

on each vehicle’s open market value (OMV) (CLC & LTA, 2013)
currently at a rate of 100 percent – that is, if you buy a car for an
OMV of S$100,000, your ARF will as well be S$100,000,
effectively doubling the total amount you will have to pay for

Private

owning a private car up to S$200,000.

transport

In 1998, Singapore was the first country in the world to implement
electronic congestion pricing, to deter traffic congestion in the city
Electronic Road

centre during peak hours. Nowadays the charging process works

Pricing

automatically through an In-Vehicle Unit (CLC & LTA, 2013), a
method that is being emulated by other Global Cities, such as Hong
Kong or London (Transport Department of Hong Kong, 2020).
Despite the aforementioned policies to foster walkable public

Ratio of land use for

spaces, road infrastructure still takes up 12 percent of Singapore’s

road infrastructure

land use – a remarkably high figure in comparison to the 15 percent
devoted to housing (CLC & LTA, 2013, p. 25).

Public space
Out of 449 public parks under the administration of Singapore’s

Parks

Public amenities

National Parks Board, the following amenities are available in the

adapted to care work

ensuing number of green spaces (National Parks Board, 2020).

(for children, elderly,

•

Baby changing areas – 2 parks

and people with

•

Wheelchair accessibility – 2 parks

disabilities) vis à vis

•

Picnic areas – 4 parks

•

Parking – 42 parks

commercial purposes

•

Dog running areas – 9 parks

•

Restrooms – 56 parks

•

Water points – 11 parks

•

Playgrounds – 75 parks

•

Dining (in restaurants) –
27 parks
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8.3.

Figures

Figure 15. Functionalist simplification of New York City’s urban planning
New York City serves as a stereotypical example of functionalist urban planning. Lower Manhattan (in orange)
and its Financial District host the productive function of accounting, legal, advertising, coordination, and
financial services (Sassen, 2007, p. 127). Central Manhattan (in purple) embodies the leisure function, in the
form of consumerist entertainment in shopping arteries as the Fifth Avenue. The states of New York, New Jersey
(in blue, partly), and Connecticut (located northeast from Manhattan, not depicted) satisfy the residential
function for the almost one million commuters living in the New York Metropolitan Area and working in New
York City (NYC Planning, 2019). Finally, the vast highway network (in white) represents the transport function
both delineating and connecting workers, consumers, and residents alike.
Fernàndez Gallego, B. / Google Maps (2021)

Figure 16. Original illustrations by Jane Jacobs in her defense of small blocks for lively neighbourhoods
Jacobs compared mobility patterns in-between large blocks (left) and small blocks (right). In the former, the selfisolating effect of large blocks led residents of parallel streets to only converge their paths in large avenues,
prone to be plagued by “monotony – endless stores and a depressing predominance of commercial
standardisation” (1961, p. 180). Instead, small blocks promoted a greater diversity of routes, nurturing street
level commerce at smaller scales, neighbour interaction, and “eyes on the street”
Jacobs, J. (1961), pp. 179 – 181
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Figure 17. Classification of public transportation trips in Spain by purpose, both as traditionally collected
(left) and as collected using the concept “Mobility of Care” (right)
The “Mobility of Care” approach allows to quantify errands within the categories of shopping, strolling,
escorting, or visits – traditionally associated with free time – as, instead, essential care work. The “power of
naming” facilitates the elaboration of inclusive mobility policies once care needs are made visible.
Sánchez de Madariaga, I. (2018)

Signalization: “Know where you are
and where you’re going”
•

Clear and accessible maps or
signals locating safe routes and
aid facilities.

Visibility: “See and be seen”
•

Appropriate lighting

•

Removal of obstacles such as
excessive vegetation, opaque
walls, or hiding places.

Crowding: “Hear and be heard”
•

Mixed-use urban spaces that
guarantee neighbours’ street
presence all day long.

Formal surveillance: “Be able to
escape and to be helped”
•

Availability of CCTVs and public
telephones.

Maintenance: “Living in a clean and
welcoming environment”
•

Cleaning to dissuade vandalism
and promote a sense of
belonging.

Act together: “Participation of the
community”
•

Exploratory walks, seminaries
and workshops, or assemblies
that engage neighbours.

Figure 18. Femmes et Villes’ six principles for a safe urban environment
As a cornerstone proposal of feminist urbanisms, Femmes et Villes Guide d’aménagement sécuritaire (Michaud,
2002) and its six principles for a safe urban environment are themselves the result of “acting together”. They
were the result of exploratory walks performed in several neighbourhoods of Montréal, whereby local women
could identify those elements of the quotidian built environment that made them feel insecure, and influence
public policy through their first-hand experience.
Fernàndez Gallego, B. (2021) / Michaud, A. (2002)
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Figure 19. Southeast Asian labour migration flows in the early 21st century
Note the two-step migration flows: migrants from labour exporting countries (Myanmar, Laos, Vietnam, or
Cambodia) first move as undocumented migrants to intermediate countries (Thailand and Malaysia). Second,
intermediate countries send documented migrants to high-income hubs as Hong Kong or Singapore.
Husa, K. & Wohlschägl, H. (2014), p. 30

Figure 20. Kampong Chai Chee in 1953 Singapore
Note the traditional family houses along the unpaved road, hosting seemingly informal shops and prompting
neighbour interaction, despite the apparent insalubrity. Beyond the scope of this Dissertation, it is remarkable to
mention the lush jungle with autochthonous palms in the background, ravaged in the following Figure 21.
Chew, H.M. (2014)
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Figure 21. An aerial view of Toa Payoh HDB Town in 1968 Singapore
Toa Payoh was the first public housing town developed by HDB. Note the rural surroundings, most likely
Kampong villages, out of which about 95,000 Singaporean squatters were relocated between 1965 and 1970, into
the 18,000 3-room housing units in Toa Payoh’s massive blocks, connected by highways.
Remembering HDB Estates (2018)

Figure 22. Singaporean Residents outside the labour force by gender and by main reason for not working
and not looking for a job (June 2019) (data in percentages)
Note the disparity on the “Family Responsibilities” category (encompassing housework and care of minors and
elderly relatives) between males (4 percent) and females (42.6 percent, 10 times more likely to abandon their job).
Ministry of Manpower (2020), p. 44

62

Figure 23. HDB estate in Ghim Moh, as a “fenceless community” where the limits of the housing
development are signalled by vegetation
“Fenceless communities” signal the limits of HDB public housing precincts by strategically placed vegetation,
playgrounds, and “vista buildings”. Ghim Moh’s “vista building” could be the Ulu Pandan Community Centre
(at the centre of the photograph, with orange roof and green windows), since its size and style might render it a
landmark for both personal orientation and for neighbourhood identity.
Chen, S. (2010)

Figure 24. “Courtyards in the sky”, as spacious open corridors in high-rise, high-density public housing
“Courtyards in the sky” are common corridors for every six or eight residential units, constituting the outer
façade of housing blocks, that contribute to foster neighbour interaction and informal surveillance, as opposed to
interior corridors
Siyuan, K. (2020)
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Figure 25. Void deck used by the community of residents at Block 601, Clementi West Street
“Void decks” are open spaces at the ground floor of HDB buildings, equipped with tables and chairs, nurseries,
or even kindergartens, and used as a social space for the community of residents.
Toh, W.L. (2017)

Figure 26. Interior of a two-room rental flat for a divorcee mother and her four children, a total of five
members inside a 45 m2 flat for $230 per month
Note the multiplicity of uses granted to the living room vis-à-vis the ensuing lack of privacy. Low-income
Singaporean children, as the ones portrayed, often have no other alternative to entertainment but to stay at home,
given the expensive fees for extracurricular activities, amusement centres, or shopping malls. In that context,
family tensions in cramped spaces are common.
Kok, X.H. (2015)
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Figure 27. Speakers' Corner at Hong Lim Park.
As the only open spot where Singaporeans can organize demonstrations without a police permit, the Speakers’
Corner was inaugurated in 2000 in Hong Lim Park. It was purposefully placed in a centric yet not “too
disruptive” location, so as not to create “annoyance” to residents and property damage (CLC, 2019, p. 36). It
even has “opening hours”, from 7:00 am to 10:30 pm (p. 38).
Issa, R. (2019)

Figure 28. Rules for the Speakers' Corner, at Hong Lim Park.
Note the exclusive rules that limit “Public Speaking” and “Demonstrations” to being a Singaporean Citizen and
avoiding sensitive topics as religion and ethnicity, as well as materials that might be considered “violent” by the
authorities under a vague legal framework.
Tester, J. (2011)
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Figure 29. Countries or areas with the largest percentage point increase in the share of older persons aged
65 or over, 2019 – 2050
Between 2019 and 2050, 9 out of the 10 countries with the largest increase in the share of older people will be in
Asia, with the largest increases expected the Republic of Korea, Singapore, and Taiwan. Remarkably, Spain
remains the only non-Asian country foreseeing a similar drastic increase in the share of older people during the
upcoming decades.
UN-DESA Population Division (2019)

Figure 30. Prospective old-age dependency ratios by region, 1990 – 2050
The old-age dependency ratio (OADR) represents the number of old-age dependents (aged 65 years or over) per
100 persons of working age (aged 20 to 64 years). Worldwide, declining fertility and increasing longevity jointly
increase OADR exponentially. In the next thirty years, OADR is expected to more than double in Eastern and
South-Eastern Asia, overcoming that of Europe and Northern America (currently at a noteworthy distance from
the rest of the world’s regions).
UN-DESA Population Division (2019)
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8.4.

Interviews

8.4.1. Zaida Muxí
8.4.1.1.

Biography

Zaida Muxí Martínez is an Argentinian architect, urban planner, professor, and preeminent
author in the field of feminist urbanisms.
She graduated in the Faculty of Architecture, Design and Urbanism at the University of
Buenos Aires, and since the early 2000s, she has been based in Spain. She pursued her PhD at
the Upper Technical School of Architecture of Sevilla (ETSA), elaborating her seminal thesis
“La arquitectura de la ciudad global. La huella sobre Buenos Aires” (2002, published in
2004). Since then, she has devoted her career to the intersection between urbanism and
gender. She is a professor at the Barcelona School of Architecture (ETSAB), and she is codirector of the Master “Laboratory of the House of the 21st century” at the Polytechnic
University of Barcelona (UPC).
She co-founded Col·lectiu Punt 6 in 2005, a cooperative of feminist architects, sociologists
and urban planners based in Barcelona and a global referent in feminist urbanisms, as well as
the original source of inspiration for this Dissertation.
As an author, she has published pivotal works on architecture, cities, and gender – many of
them treasurable bibliographical sources for this Dissertation too, such as the article “Ciudad
Próxima. Urbanismo Sin Género” (2006); research projects as “Recomanacions per a un
habitatge no jeràrquic ni androcèntric” (2009) and “Postsuburbia. Rehabilitazión de
urbanizaciones residenciales monofunctionales de baja densidad” (2012); or the book
“Mujeres, casas y ciudades” (2018). Muxí further details her career and her involvement in
feminist urbanisms at the beginning of the interview (00:00:25 – 00:06:21).
8.4.1.2.

Transcript

8.4.1.2.1. Original – Catalan and Spanish
[Wednesday, 10th February 2021] 00:00:00
[BLOQUE 1: PRESENTACIÓN Y URBANISMO FEMINISTA]
Berta Fernàndez Gallego: Com a arquitecta i urbanista, ha dedicat gran part de la seva
carrera a l’urbanisme, i en concret, a l’urbanisme amb perspectiva de gènere. Llavors, podria
resumir-me breument la seva trajectòria professional en relació tant amb l’arquitectura
com amb l’urbanisme, i especialment l’urbanisme de gènere?
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00:00:25
Zaida Muxí Martínez: Bueno, la trajectòria professional s’ajunta amb la personal. Jo he
nascut a Argentina, he estudiat la carrera a Argentina i fa 31 anys, farà aquest any, que visc a
Espanya, a Barcelona majoritàriament, uns anys a Sevilla. Sempre m’ha interessat
l’arquitectura i les ciutats del d’un punt de vista molt polític i social, o sigui no entenc
l’arquitectura que no serveix per la gent [laugh]. Però l’entrada a l’urbanisme amb perspectiva
de gènere i al feminisme va ser tard, va ser fa 20 anys, 21 anys. Però perquè tampoc hi havia...
B: Clar, clar.
Z: Com us passa una mica també a vosaltres... Te hablaré en castellano y así voy más rápido
y está más claro.
B: Perfecto.
Z: Cuando hacía mi tesis doctoral, que la empecé en el 98, y la leí en el 2002, en el trabajo de
la tesis, que es precisamente sobre la ciudad global y el impacto en Buenos Aires en concreto,
aunque comparando sitios, me encontré con algunas tesis y sí, era una tesis más política al
principio, con lo cual también me llevó un poco de problemas, para que en arquitectura
entendieran que era una tesis de arquitectura y de urbanismo. Y un primer libro que me
encontré, que me gustó muchísimo, es de una profesora y urbanista australiana pero que vive
en Canadá, que se llama Leonie Sandercock. El primer libro que me topé con ella, en el año
2000, se llama Cosmópolis, y habla de la participación, de los otros, de la otras, tanto de los
migrantes y las migrantes, y también habla de feminismo y de género. Después trabajé con
Jordi Borja, y con él hicimos un libro dónde aparece también un pequeño comentario sobre
espacio público con perspectiva de género, con una experta de Chile y, también trabajando
con él, hice un máster que él dirigía dónde conocí a Isabel Segura, que es una historiadora de
Barcelona especialista en la historia de las mujeres. Y digamos que esas tres referentes,
empezaron a decir: “bueno, aquí hay algo”, sin saber muy bien qué. Y yo también terminé la
tesis doctoral con una especie de conclusiones que decían que, si había un camino para las
ciudades, tenía que haber tres factores: sostenibilidad, la participación, y el género. No sabía
muy bien casi de nada, pero intuía esas conclusiones, y en realidad a partir de ahí, esos tres
caminos marcaron mucho mi trayectoria. Y entonces, a raíz también del gobierno tripartito en
Catalunya, especialmente el primer gobierno de Pasqual Maragall, que el Institut Català de les
Dones, primero estaba dirigido por un grupo colegiado en el cual estaba Isabel Segura, Marta
Selva, Anna Solà, y [Mercè Fernàndez]. Lo que pudo hacerse, gracias a que l’Institut Català
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de les Dones dependía de Presidència, es que se hicieron muchísimas políticas transversales
de género, se empezó ahí muy fuerte. En temas urbanos, fue la Ley de Barrios, que es la
primera que incorpora la perspectiva de género como el punto seis, por eso el Colectivo Punt
6 se llama así. Y a mi me permitió, a partir de ahí, ponerme a estudiar mucho, tanto con el
Col·lectiu como por mi cuenta, porque también al acabar la tesis, con el “¿Qué me pongo a
hacer?”, y empecé a buscar material de mujeres y arquitectura, mujeres y ciudad, para intentar
entender. Y bueno, ahí llevo veinte años, leyendo y leyendo, ¡me falta tiempo! Y fue también
un poco en parte autoformación, pero no sólo, sino que también con Isabel Segura, Anna
Bofill, y un grupo de mujeres europeas, se organizó en el Institut Català de les Dones, muy al
principio de ese mandato, unos talleres de urbanismo y género, y me pidieron a mi que
buscara a gente, mujeres, y que formara. Me costó un montón que vinieran amigas a hacer el
curso, porque nadie entendía de qué iba, algunas de ellas es de Colectivo Punt 6, que también
están trabajando en temas de género. Pero bueno, que sonaba como bastante raro. Y a partir
de ahí, también con Colectivo Punt 6, hicimos muchos talleres que nos sirvió para absorber
esas otras experiencias sobre las ciudades, de otras mujeres. Entonces esa combinación entre
esos talleres de formación o de empoderamiento, con mujeres de muchos barrios de
Catalunya, y lecturas, y nosequé, entonces yo paralelamente, me fui formando en esa parte
más urbana y aplicándolo. También en ese momento empecé la investigación que dio lugar al
libro que saqué hace dos años, de “Mujeres, Casas y Ciudades”. Y también en la práctica
docente, dirigía un máster de vivienda, y ahí también desde un principio comenzamos a
aplicar esto, pero también con muchos interrogantes. Y la verdad que estoy contenta.
00:06:21
B: Perfecto, está muy bien porque son los nombres que he ido leyendo, algunos de ellos, estos
meses, y oírlos de su boca me emocionan mucho. La siguiente pregunta sería, ¿cómo
definiría usted “urbanismo con perspectiva de género”, “urbanismo inclusivo”,
“urbanismo feminista”, y si cree que son sinónimos y se pueden utilizar [de manera
intercambiable]?
00:06:45
Z: Creo que no son sinónimos, pero que para entenderlos más rápidos, se pueden usar [como
tal], y yo [marcaría] la diferencia. “Urbanismo con perspectiva de género” seria aplicar una
metodología sociológica, creo yo, que es reconocer las diferencias entre hombres y mujeres,
debidos a los roles asignados, y estudiar las realidades a partir de esa diferencia para poder
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hacer políticas o hacer proyectos. En principio podríamos decir que también tendería a buscar
una igualdad, cuando se encuentren desigualdades derivadas de estos roles. Entonces, esa
sería una definición de “perspectiva de género” que en principio sería una metodología como
podrían ser otras, o complementar otras, como estudios socioeconómicos, u otro tipo de
estudios. Pero debería ser algo que planteará poco debate, en principio, si se entiende así,
porque bueno, es una realidad. Hombres y mujeres, en la sociedad que vivimos, tenemos
asignados roles diferentes, hacemos cosas diferentes, en diferentes usos del tiempo, etcétera.
Entonces, estudiarlo así nos daría herramientas, en el caso del urbanismo, para planear y
proyectar mejor. Pero así todo levanta muchas suspicacias. Y entonces, la perspectiva de
género es interseccional, no sólo “las mujeres”: es “las mujeres”, y todas las capas de
diferencias que las atraviesan. Y evidentemente, “las mujeres” no es un colectivo, y esas
diferentes singularidades de cada una pues nos van colocando en diferentes grupos. Pero sí
que hay una característica, que es que cuando atraviesas el género, pues la mujer está siempre
peor que el hombre con todas las otras mismas características. En cambio, el “urbanismo
inclusivo”, yo creo que esconde, que podría significar lo mismo que este “urbanismo con
perspectiva de género”, porque lo que da a entender es que todas las personas estén
consideradas. Lo que pasa es que, primero, podría tener el riesgo de una falsa neutralidad, de
una universalidad también, porque al no decir “quién”, esta inclusión se puede volver muy
genérica, no de géneros, sino genérica, y no singular. Pero sí que es cierto que se usa muchas
veces también para intentar aproximarte a quienes son reacios y reacias, pero mayormente
reacios, a entender qué es el género y por qué aplicarlo. Entonces, se dice “inclusivo” y parece
que escuchan un poco mejor. Yo hice un curso de doctorado en la UPC cuando se hacían los
cursos <indiscernible>, y al principio se llamaba “Urbanismo y género” y lo hice dos años o
así, o tres, y después de puse “Urbanismo inclusivo”, y después lo volví a cambiar y le puse
“Urbanismo para el 98%”. Bueno, en definitiva, ninguno tuvo mucho efecto porque no les
interesaba a los arquitectos estas cosas, no era sólo lo de género lo que no interesaba, pero era
para ver si abría… [laugh].
00:10:00
B: Si cambiándole el titulo, pero...
Z: Sí. Y después “urbanismo feminista” yo diría que tiene un posicionamiento políticoideológico. Yo diría que un gobierno de derechas, no fascista digamos sin llegar a la extrema
derecha, pero no [es] progresista sino un centroderecha, liberal, podría hacer políticas de
género, o podría hacer un “urbanismo con perspectiva de género”, aplicando la perspectiva de
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género, sin necesidad de querer una gran reformación. En cambio, si hablamos de “urbanismo
feminista”, entiendo que es querer una transformación más allá, es querer ir a las bases de
“¿por qué se da esa división de género?”, si por el patriarcado, el capitalismo, y entonces
cambiar eso. ¿Que pueden ser caminos similares? Sí. Pero el objetivo y la ideología al final
que te lleva a una cosa u otra, es otra. Realmente, un “urbanismo feminista” es un urbanismo
de cambio, revolucionario. Bueno, el feminismo es un cambio revolucionario, ¿no? Sin
violencia y etcétera, pero lo es, ¿no? Yo siempre uso, a veces para explicarlo de manera como
“tonta” y rápida, qué es el feminismo, que en realidad sería mucho más, pero es una frase una
periodista, se llama Mary Shear, que en los años ochenta hace un artículo sobre un diccionario
de feminismo que había salido, y las que hacen el diccionario proponían que tu propongas
otras palabras para agregar al diccionario y la definición. Entonces ella agrega “feminismo”,
porque no estaba la definición de feminismo en el diccionario, y ella dice: “feminismo es la
idea radical de que las mujeres somos personas”. Y es una frase que se le asigna a Angela
Davis, y a varias, pero en realidad es esta periodista.
00:11:57
B: ¿Y cómo se llama la periodista?
Z: Marie Shear. S-H-E-A-R. Si quieres después te envío, me lo apunto, te envío el artículo,
porque lo encontré después de mucho buscar, donde ella escribe esto.
B: Okay.
Z: Porque yo la tenía como en un “meme”, pero que ponía que era de Angela Davis, y dije
“Qué raro, no es muy Angela Davis esta frase”.
B: [Laughs] Sí, sí, sí.
Z: Y busqué, busqué, busqué, y al final encontré, que era ésta [laughs]. Como hay cosas tan
difíciles de encontrar, después de te lo paso.
00:12:35
[BLOQUE 2: LA CIUDAD GLOBAL Y EL SISTEMA CAPITALISTA MUNDIAL]
B: Muchas gracias. Vale, pues ya pasando al primer bloque de los que te dije, que sería sobre
la ciudad global y la relación con el sistema capitalista mundial. Quería de hecho preguntarle
por su tesis, “La arquitectura de la ciudad global”, en la cual, hace veinte años, describes tres
grandes grupos de adaptaciones a la globalización a nivel urbano, que serían Estados
Unidos, Europa, y luego Asia, África y América del Sur. Entonces, quería preguntarte si
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¿crees que ha cambiado esta clasificación hoy en día? Si hoy tuvieras que explicar lo
mismo, ¿cambiarías esta clasificación?
00:13:16
Z: Sí, creo que Asia no entraría tanto en esta clasificación, evidentemente, creo que era más
mi desconocimiento de Asia que una realidad. Por ahí si pensamos como emisores de modelo,
creo que igual sigue siendo Europa y Estados Unidos, aunque evidentemente hay modelos de
aplicación, posiblemente tu ciudad sea una de ésas, que son como muy fuertes en Asia,
porque sí que es una política de mucho crecimiento, muy productivista, muy capitalista. Y
entonces tienes desde los Emiratos, como modelo, que es Asia, una Asia tan grande, y luego
evidentemente Singapur, las ciudades chinas de otra manera, o las ciudades japonesas, pero
yo creo que esa división obedece más a mi desconocimiento. Sí que seguiría poniendo,
aunque son muy distintas, África y América Latina en un mismo paquete, en ese aspecto, más
como importadores puros de modelo, y en los que si pusiéramos que una ciudad global es
aquella que tiene un porcentaje mayor de impacto de este tipo de economía y de manera de
hacer. Yo creo que sí que en el Norte Global y en Asia encuentras esas ciudades que son
global, global, creo que lo local va quedando muy arrinconado. En cambio en África y
América Latina, diría, tampoco conozco mucho África, pero diría, que la ciudad global son
islas, cosas aisladas. Pero bueno, aunque todo el mundo estamos bastante globalizados.
00:15:00
B: Sí, sí, genial. De acuerdo. La siguiente pregunta sería, Singapur, como ciudad global y
siguiendo el modelo que usted propone el “La arquitectura de la ciudad global”, demuestra el
hecho de cómo ser ciudad global no depende de tener una industria, sino de hecho de
producir ideas en el sentido de las comunicaciones, la publicidad, las finanzas… Y quería
preguntarle, ¿cómo se traslada esto a la forma física de la ciudad y a la experiencia que la
mujer tiene de esta forma física?
00:15:34
Z: Bueno, esa definición de qué es lo que hace ciudades globales es la que hace Saskia Sassen
cuando define, en su primer libro famoso, no se si tenía otro antes, que define que la ciudad
global es esa ciudad donde se produce ese conocimiento, pensamiento, ideas, y esta industria
intangible, algunas más tecnológicas y otras no. Entonces, ¿cómo se produce? Sí, yo creo que
en eso sigue siendo válido los tres grupos de elementos de la ciudad que pongo en el libro,
que por un lado seria la falsa ciudad, que sería esta ciudad que tiene todo mezclado, pero es
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súper segregada, a nivel social, socioeconómico. La otra, áreas residenciales aisladas, y los
centros de ocio y consumo, donde se mezcla absolutamente todo, el consumo está muy
disfrazado por el ocio. Entonces, ¿cómo vive la mujer? Yo creo que es un modelo muy
exacerbado de división territorial por clases, pero por género también, porque si vamos a la
primera cosa, que sería esta falsa ciudad diversa, la ciudad donde están los negocios, la parte
de oficinas, y también viviendas, está muy pensado para unas determinadas condiciones
socioeconómicas, pero además no está pensado para la vida cuotidiana. La vida cotidiana no
está ahí, ahí hay cosas que se hacen, pero no las que resuelven la vida cotidiana. Entonces en
general no suele haber escuelas, no hay espacios de juego infantil, o sea que no está pensado
para una vida de cuidados y de producción. Esa sería una cuestión. Evidentemente, no pienso
que todas las mujeres tengan que ser madres, pero si los son, siguen siendo las responsables
en el mundo de todos los cuidados. Por tanto, se hace difícil y, de hecho, lo que se da en estos
barrios es que es global para jóvenes, porque cuando hay que montar una familia, dejan de
vivir [allí]. Los sitios para vivir [están] en el suburbio residencial, donde ahí sí, claramente,
bueno es el modelo de suburbio histórico, [está] exacerbado porque divide mucho más por
clases, porque muchas veces tienen puertas y cierre, no hay mezcla de usos, por tanto, la vida
cotidiana se hace muy difícil. Además, que o tienes vehículo privado o son caros los traslados,
o sea que también incide económicamente en las mujeres en todos los países, hay un “gap”.
Por tanto, si tenemos que tener esas movilidades, quedamos más fuera. Y también son
ciudades cómo para poco caminar, y que también otra vez, las mujeres nos movemos más a
pie, y que es una ciudad donde ya ni han pensado cómo se resuelve nada de la vida cotidiana,
¿no? Ahí para comprar todas las marcas que quieras de ropa, pero no habrá donde comprar
comida en buena calidad. Pero es como curioso, ayer en clase de máster, que expliqué, que les
cuesta entender todo esto, y entonces me decía que “bueno, que igual la solución ahora no
sería esa, en la actualidad, porque claro, la comida no tienes que ir a comprarla, hay
“delivery”. Y yo “¿Qué?”, digo “¿qué?”, primero que es aceptar a gente trabajando de eso,
que es otro tema…
00:19:16
B: Sí, sí…
Z: … pero ¿quién puede comprar todas las comidas?
B: Sí, sí, ¿qué nivel socioeconómico…?
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Z: “¿En qué mundo vives? ¿En qué mundo vives, chico?” Pero eso demuestra lo que después
hacen en planeamiento. Es esta mirada [laughs].
00:19:32
B: Sí, sí, sí [laughs]. Entonces, la globalización es un proceso económico, que no es
exclusivo, pero que sí incrementó a partir de la segunda mitad del siglo XX, y hasta hoy en
día. Entonces, ¿a qué se debe la relación entre capitalismo, globalización y esta
arquitectura racionalista, y funcionalista, que aparece después de la Segunda Guerra
Mundial?
00:20:00
Z: La arquitectura funcionalista o moderna es de los años veinte, y en realidad tiene un ideal,
en general, y obedece, a poder hacer real la mejora de esa ciudades que en el siglo XIX son
verdaderamente un desastre en todos los aspectos. Entonces, aparece por primera vez la
vivienda social, y los arquitectos y arquitectas se ponen a ver cómo hacer mejores viviendas.
Lo que pasa es que después de la Segunda Guerra Mundial, y esto se da en unas cantidades
limitadas en ciertos sitios del planeta, estas ideas se extienden, pero se vacían mucho de
contenido. Entonces sí, la vivienda social como cantidad gana, de alguna manera una postura,
frente a la solución en el caso de la vivienda, más cuantitativa que cualitativa, aunque haya
sido un desastre. De hecho, cuando Henri Lefebvre escribe “El derecho a la ciudad” y escribe
“Sobre la vida cotidiana”, está criticando estos conjuntos habitacionales franceses de los años
60. Entonces, lo que pasa en los años 60 es que se exacerba. En los años 30, en el año 1933,
hay un Congreso Internacional de Arquitectura Moderna. Se hacen diez, éste es el tercero, el
CIAM, que se llama el Congreso de Atenas, y que redactan la Carta de Atenas. Es un grupo
de arquitectos y arquitectas que se van desde Marsella a Atenas en barco y en esas discusiones
conjugan una serie de características que tiene que tener la ciudad moderna, pero siempre
buscando igualdad. Tiene un punto, esto no está incluido en las feministas, porque por las
feministas está muy [mal visto]. Pero creo que también tenemos que revisar, y no ser tan
simplistas en las soluciones. La Carta de Atenas son 99 artículos, lo que pasa es que después
se lo adjudica un solo autor, y en realidad es un trabajo colectivo, pero se los adjudica Le
Corbusier porque diez años después lo publica. Pero esta Carta de Atenas tiene 99 artículos, y
el último, evidentemente hay algunos que no estaríamos de acuerdo y que no tocan, pero hay
muchos que son interesantes. Y cuando ellos y ellas hablaban de las zonas residenciales o de
los barrios residenciales, no entendían sólo la vivienda, entendían una cierta mezcla de usos.
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Pero sobretodo, el último artículo, el 99, dice que lo colectivo condicionará lo privado. Que es
lo colectivo, lo común, lo que debe prevalecer. Pero estas lecturas se simplifican en todos los
aspectos y termina siendo la construcción de periferias, segregadas económicamente y
racialmente, según donde, y que no resuelven nada de esto. Entonces, ¿tu pregunta era?
00:23:03
B: Sí, ¿qué relación tiene con el capitalismo y la globalización?
Z: Ah vale, sí, claro. Entonces, digamos que después de la Segunda Guerra Mundial, hay
unos veinte, casi treinta años, que los países del Norte Global, no del Sur, pero también en el
Sur, lo que pasa es que en el Sur dura menos tiempo, pero sí que hay un período que en el Sur
empieza como del 1940 al 1960, en el Norte Global se ha dado desde principios de los años
20, hasta los 80, de una real mejora política, económica, social, de toda la población. También
está el bloque soviético, y eso siempre genera el miedo, y entonces para que no haya las
rebeliones se intenta mejorar las condiciones de las clases subalternas en todos los aspectos, y
se llega a lo que Europa conoce como el Estado del Bienestar. No llegó a todos lados, de
hecho, en el caso de América Latina, con muchos tipos de gobiernos distintos, digamos que
entre el 1940 y los 60 hay unas ciertas políticas de Estado del Bienestar, y a partir de ahí
empiezan las dictaduras una tras otra, que van minando todo lo que podía haber habido de
Estado del Bienestar. Entonces, en los años 80, finales de los 70, con Reagan y con Thatcher,
empieza la aplicación fuerte ya no de un capitalismo liberal, sino del neoliberalismo, dónde
está el Acuerdo de Washington, que es del año 1989 y es bestial las cosas que se fliparon allí,
que no sé ni dónde ni cómo se firmaron, sabemos muy poco de todo eso. Pero bueno, ahí está
hablando de la privatización de servicios, de la bajada de impuestos, de que los estadosnación dejan de tener tanta capacidad de decisión… Claro, entonces si no entendemos todo
esto, entender lo que pasa después con la arquitectura, o acá voy diciendo, con cualquier
profesión, es difícil. Y, entonces, para más inri, en el año 1989, con la caída del bloque
soviético, esta política que viene más de Reagan, Thatcher, las dictaduras en general
latinoamericanas, y especialmente la de Pinochet, preparan un caldo de cultivo que se
extiende a todos lados. Se extiende desde la educación, que desde los años 80 comienza a ser
la educación universitaria muy neoliberal en dónde se nos enseña cada vez menos a pensar y
más a producir para un sistema, no preguntarnos, y producir. Y claro, entonces, la
globalización, habría como mucha discusión sobre la globalización. Siempre ha habido
globalización, hay quien dice, y cierto, lo que cambia son los sistemas de comunicación, que
permiten, evidentemente, una conexión global, una ubiquidad, y ahora con esto que estamos
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viendo que permiten este constante trabajo, 24 sobre 24, 7/7, etcétera, y que también permite,
gracias al Consenso de Washington, que se acabaran los límites de movimiento de capital.
Eso cambia completamente la faz de la tierra, porque la idea de multinacional, de empresa
multinacional, deja de tener sentido con la globalización. O sea, [en] una multinacional, hay
intereses de diferentes países, y China lo hace todavía un poco, porque ponen que es
comunista pero claro, hoy en día eso ya no tiene sentido que exista una empresa
multinacional, porque el capital tiene libertad de moverse donde quiera. Y, también desde los
1980, hay un par de esquemas que si quieres también te mando esa imagen de una
presentación…
00:27:03
B: Genial…
Z: Porque cuando empiezas a poner juntas como muchos datos, o sea que no son míos son
cosas que encontré por Internet… Hay, por ejemplo, desde los años 80 precisamente, la baja
de los impuestos de las grandes empresas en todos los países del mundo. Claro, eso va junto a
la disolución o precarización del Estado del Bienestar, porque evidentemente sin impuestos
no puedes tener… y eso va junto a todo un discurso de destrucción de todo lo público, y el
ensalzamiento de todo lo privado en todos los aspectos, desde las empresas hasta que la
empresa privada es mejor que la gestión pública, y la educación, que también me saca de
quicio especialmente este tema, [que es] muy dañino y muy terrible, porque cuando tú eres
cliente de una cosa es igual que seas un ciudadano, ¿no? Entonces, tu cuando pagas por algo
tampoco lo criticas, porque sino estás haciendo un poco el tonto. En cambio, cuando es una
cosa pública criticas. Todo ese mecanismo es peligroso. Entonces, creo que la globalización
es este combo entre una economía neoliberal y toda la aplicación de todas estas políticas de
desaparición de los estados. Y que lo ha comprado todo el mundo, los países que se han
supuesto más socialdemócratas, como por ejemplo algunos europeos, pero todos han aceptado
ese juego, ¿no? Y no sé, espero que haya vuelta atrás, porque sino…
00:28:43
B: Si no nos cargamos antes el planeta, sí.
Z: ¡Exacto! [Laughs] Sí…
00:28:50
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[BLOQUE 3: GENTRIFICACIÓN, TURISTIZACIÓN, Y MUSEIFICACIÓN DE LA
CIUDAD GLOBAL]
B: Vale, muchas gracias, Zaida. Ahora sería el tercer bloque, de gentrificación y
turistificación de la ciudad. Como te puedes imaginar, Singapur es una ciudad
extremadamente gentrificada, orientada al consumo, al turismo, a las finanzas… Y eso
también ha hecho que para disfrutar de ese entretenimiento tengas que pagar prácticamente
para cualquier cosa, para entrar a los parques, para entrar a los museos, y para cualquier cosa.
No hay espacio público sino que hay una unión de espacios privados para los que tienes
que pagar de uno al otro. Entonces, quería preguntarte, ¿cómo afecta esta gentrificación de
la ciudad a la mujer de clase trabajadora y a su vida cotidiana? Y en una de tus obras, también
hablas de esta “tercera esfera del consumo”, aparte de la dicotomía entre producción y
reproducción, también hay el consumo que es una tercera, prácticamente. ¿Cómo encaja este
rol de la mujer como consumidora con esto?
00:29:51
Z: Sí, nosotros hablamos de las esferas. Decimos que son cuatro, que serían la reproducción,
la producción, la propia y la comunitaria-política-colectiva, que está basada en la idea de
Hannah Arendt sobre el trabajo, la labor, y lo político, que agregamos lo personal, tenemos
ese espacio, momento personal. Lo del consumo no tanto, sino que es un trabajo y, de hecho,
el suburbio americano, está montado en hombre productivo y mujer productiva-reproductiva.
¿Y cuál es la producción de la mujer del suburbio? Es el consumo. Evidentemente sin
consumo no hay producción. Entonces tiene que generar ese consumo para seguir alimento al
monstruo este de cada vez más, más, más, más. Evidentemente, yo creo que en la pérdida de
igualdad, esta que decíamos, la bajada de los impuestos, pero también otros gráficos que te
mandaré, que están en la misma diapositiva, es casi como si comparas en uno los impuestos y
en otro la igualdad, o desigualdad. En el mundo de los años 20, la desigualdad va bajando,
pero a partir de los años 80 vuelve a subir. Y si miras el Coeficiente de Gini 2013 – 2017, en
una década que se supone que todos los PIBs mundiales crecieron, el Coeficiente de Gini
empeoró en todos los países. Entonces, bueno, más datos no [hacen falta]. Entonces, los
trabajadores en general y la mujer de clase trabajadora, y muchas veces, supongo que
Singapur debe ser parecido a Hong Kong, yo a Singapur no he estado, pero he estado en Hong
Kong, y lo que ves es que la mujer de clase trabajadora en general es trabajadora del hogar,
son migrantes, no tienen casa, libran medio día a la semana, y al menos en Hong Kong se
encuentras en las calles elevadas que hay, y pasas por esas calles los jueves por la tarde, creo
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que es el día, y está lleno de mujeres, que al menos no las quitan. Están ahí con sus mantas,
comiendo, pintándose las uñas… es un sitio de encuentro, es muy impresionante. Porque no
les queda nada, digamos, son esclavas. Por ahí les han reconocido un “derecho laboral”, entre
comillas, para seguir esclavizándolas. Entonces, no les pertenece nada, no pueden acceder a
ninguno de esas ofertas de espacio público, ni de diversión. En el caso de éstas, que se
dedican a los cuidados, también tienen que ganar para mandar [dinero], para poder cuidar a
otros y a otras que están en otro lugar del mundo. Entonces, no deben tener…, evidentemente
ganan poco, ninguna capacidad de lo poco que puedan ahorrar, lo mandan para allí. Entonces,
para ellas mismas en ese sitio, nada. Realmente una esclavitud moderna. Realmente, esa es la
otra cosa muy terrible. Toda esta nueva economía, en teoría “nueva” economía, ha generado
unas esclavitudes. Hace un rato hablábamos del delivery, de los riders, tantos trabajos de
llevar a casa, tantos trabajos tan mal empleados, peligrosos, sin ninguna condición… Es muy
bestia. Y como nos ha lavado la cabeza el consumo y que como podamos consumir y que el
otro “mira, ya tiene trabajo, ya está contento”. Y también nos han hecho creer que las
posibilidades están ahí, y que es la capacidad personal la que te lleva a ser exitoso, es una
gran falacia.
00:33:37
B: La capacidad personal depende…
Z: Al final tú provienes de una clase y de una casa, pues tendrás acceso a unas cosas o las
otras.
B: Totalmente.
Z: Y siempre hay excepciones que pasan de un lado al otro de la red, pero son las
excepciones.
B: Sí, sí, que se cogen como ejemplo, pero ni mucho menos.
Z: No.
00:33:36
B: De acuerdo. Un poco en relación con esta industria del entretenimiento, en Singapur lo que
se ha hecho es potenciar un entretenimiento las 24 horas del día, con la excusa de que “es que
en este barrio sólo viven vecinos” o “en este este barrio sólo hay oficinas”. Y que pasa, pues
que se ha privatizado el ocio, y hay bares, hay discotecas, hay entretenimiento las 24 horas, y
en cierta manera esto casi que recuerda a lo de tener la calle activa, y que haya vida en la calle
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para que la calle sea segura, hace falta que esté activa con este comercio y con este consumo.
Entonces, yo quería preguntarla si cree que realmente este modelo de las 24 horas de
actividad en la calle realmente aporta seguridad o aporta bienestar a la mujer. Claro,
porque es una manera de afrontar el asunto, pero no la que el urbanismo feminista propone.
00:34:56
Z: Sí, ya que aparte seguramente ese ocio y ese consumo están en una zona determinada de la
ciudad, ¿no? No en toda la zona. Y que también, muchas veces, en el centro de la ciudad
dónde terminan los barrios que se ha decidido a los que está esta fiesta continua, no viven allí,
las mujeres más pobres. Y seguramente el transporte público es malo, seguramente no hay ese
igual servicio las 24 horas. Y posiblemente, las mujeres que ahí consiguen un trabajo y les
permite eso “conciliar”, entre comillas, durante el día estar en su casa y a la noche trabajar en
otro lado para no desatender, que también es muy de locos ese ritmo, pues si se tienen que
mover no tienen buena calidad de movimiento. De hecho, no sé si has visto en [Col·lectiu]
Punt 6, un trabajo que hizo Sara Ortiz, el de “Nocturnas”.
B: Sí, sí!
Z: Y también está su tesis, continua con este trabajo. Pero bueno, lo que estudia es cómo ese
movimiento de las mujeres de noche es difícil. Porque claro, está pensado sólo para el ocio.
Entonces, hay un autobús que te lleva como muy a zonas centrales, pero [una vez] cada
hora… Está muy pensado desde el ocio. No se visibiliza que la noche es espacio de trabajo
para muchas otras personas. Y aparte, esta seguridad que dices, que no se si cómo en Hong
Kong, que no sé si será parecido o no, tienes los barrios súper residenciales por clase, pero
casi todos los de apartamentos, que sí hay centros comerciales pero que no están abiertos toda
la noche, porque son más de proximidad. Y la zona que está abierta toda la noche, mucha está
encerrada dentro de edificios, sólo unas calles determinadas, pero no conlleva seguridad.
Además, que también diría que hay un desmadre en la noche que tampoco eso se hace seguro
para una mujer. Porque claro, una calle llena de gente que está pasada de rosca tampoco es
muy segura.
00:37:18
B: De acuerdo. Entonces, en muchas ciudades asiáticas, aún encontramos estos barrios de
barracas, o “slums” en inglés, como en el Singapur de hace 60 años o en la Barcelona de hace
60 años también. Entonces, estamos viendo como gobiernos como por ejemplo el de China
siguen este ejemplo de Singapur, de desalojar a la población, y ponerla en bloques de pisos
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masivos, rompiendo todas las redes sociales, tirar abajo estos “slums”, y construir allí más
bloques de pisos. Entonces, cuando yo lo veo, se me hace difícil esta balanza entre “vale, el
barrio antiguo es insalubre, es pobre, la gente está estancada…”, pero el resultado que viene
después es igual de dañino.
Z: Peor, diría.
B: Sí, ¿qué balanza habría entre ese barrio pobre que hace falta renovar, y el bloque de
pisos masivo?
00:38:22
Z: Sí bueno, has explicado bien. Yo creo que sí, lo de China es impresionante. También lo vi,
en Shanghai. El “slum” ha servido siempre como la palabra para justificar muchas
destrucciones. Y entonces, todo lo que es pobre es “slum”, pero no es cierto, y ser pobre no
significa tener que vivir mal, o estar viviendo mal, o en condiciones no adecuadas. Puedes no
tener esas otras cosas que hoy consumo, pero no tiene por qué. Y evidentemente, lo suyo sería
la rehabilitación de todos estos tejidos. Y aparte, en el caso de China, que son los “hutongs”,
que son casas con patio, lo que yo vi, no es una cosa insalubre. Son casas-patio con tres pisos.
Claro, que es insalubre visto desde esta mirada. Hay una economía próxima, más de
subsistencia. Se trabaja, y se vive, y se [hace] todo en el mismo sitio. Pero eso que para mi es
riqueza, es visto como atrasado y por lo tanto “slum”. Pero ha sido desde que se crea la
palabra en Londres en el siglo XIX, que es utilizada en realidad para erradicar barrios pobres
y hacer negocios. Porque claro, los barrios pobres antes de que exista el tren y el ascensor y
no-se-qué, están situados en zonas centrales. Pero a partir que hay medios de comunicación,
en general, en periferias. Pero lo que es periferia, mañana es centro. Entonces, cuando esa
periferia deja de ser periferia, no interesa que vivan allí. Pero también hay toda una trayectoria
histórica de mejora de barrios, que empieza en 1860 – 70 una mujer en Londres, Octavia Hill,
que no está de acuerdo con esta erradicación total de los “slums” y dice “No, hay que mejorar
las condiciones de estas personas a partir de su propia capacidad, no trasladándolas a un sitio
que no corresponde ni con su manera de vivir, y [dónde] se rompen las redes”. Y además, lo
terrible es que cuando se hacen estos traslados, que se siguen haciendo en todos lados, aunque
hay sitios que intentan rehabilitar, también se hacen estos traslados, que ahí sí que hay que
hacerlos, evidentemente, porque si está en una zona de riesgo, de deslizamiento, suelos
contaminados… sí que hay veces que es importante, y que no tienes para realojar. A veces,
también, se pueden realojar en el mismo sitio. Pero, en general, nunca se mira ni se reconoce
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cómo viven, entonces, ni se tienen en cuenta a veces que son, por ejemplo, familias extensas
en dónde no hay ningún hombre: cabeza de familia son las mujeres, los hombres – eso pasa
mucho en Latinoamérica, no se si en Asia igual – en Latinoamérica, muchos hombres pasan,
van dejando hijos y mujeres, y las que mantienen las familias son grupos de mujeres de varias
generaciones – la hija, la madre, la nieta… Eso a un lado, en general, si es este caso de este
grupo, una de ellas se queda trabajando en casa, seguro, en lo productivo y reproductivo para
cuidar de toda esa prole, y otras salen a trabajar. Pero aún en otros tipos de familias, si
pensamos en familias nucleares, pues también. Ella o él trabajan en la casa en lugar de en un
trabajo, porque de alguna manera es una estructura preindustrial. Y entonces sólo se reconoce
cuando se les dan esos pisos en las afueras, es una casa para la familia burguesa de oficina, o
no burguesa, obrera de fábrica, en dónde la casa es descanso, y el trabajo se hace afuera. ¡Pero
eso no es real, la verdad!
00:42:15
B: Sí, sí, para un modelo de familia nuclear y no la estructura más grande.
Z: Sí, una sociedad que todo el mundo tiene un trabajo de 7 a 10, las horas que sean, en un
sitio, cobra un sueldo, vuelve a tu casa. No, no es así. Y, de hecho, eso se ve en los casos de
China, había escuchado, no sé de dónde lo saqué, tienes esos edificios, y los pasillos de esos
edificios terminan convirtiéndose como en calles, y la gente vende cosas y se abre la puerta,
pero claro, no tienen la dimensión ni la salubridad [necesarias], o sea que al final, lo de la
salubridad es una excusa.
B: Claro, claro.
Z: Y muchas veces son soluciones que es una solución para hoy, que de entrada la gente dirá
que llueve menos en la casa, o no sé, a veces lo que pasa es que son mucho más pequeñas,
pero en muy poco tiempo se demuestran muy ineficaces, porque se sobrepueblan. Hay una
película chilena que igual la encuentras en internet, que se llama “El chacotero sentimental”.
Si tengo el trocito de vídeo, si lo encuentro, te lo envío también [laughs].
B: [Laughs] Okay.
Z: Es una película de hace como veinte años o así. Es el nombre de un programa de radio, la
gente llama para contar historias sobre la casa. Hay varias historias, pero una, sobretodo hay
una, que es en un conjunto de viviendas del sur de Santiago de Chile, que son dos residentes
de la época de Pinochet, con la misma idea de “sacamos los campamentos y los ponemos
allí”. Y son pisos de máximo 40 metros cuadrados. Y en la familia protagonista, viven 14
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personas. Y tu ves que van apareciendo gente, vas contando, y son 14 personas aquí [laughs].
Hasta la abuela que duerme en la silla sentada, la bisabuela. Y pues está la bisabuela, los
padres, tres hermanos o dos hermanos con su pareja e hijos, bueno son un montón. Entonces
la cuestión es que tampoco pueden tener relaciones sexuales, entonces en la comunidad de
vecinos, que van sólo los hombres, hablan de que necesitan un lugar para poder estar con la
[mujer] sin que les escuche todo el vecindario [laughs]. Es gracioso eso, pero realmente está
mostrando por qué terminan viviendo esta manera. En parte, porque la gestión cotidiana, antes
si tu vives en un sitio, en general la vivienda más precaria se sitúa cerca del sitio de trabajo, o
cerca de servicios, entonces tienes cerca equipamientos. Aquí no hay nada. Han hecho las
viviendas y no hay más. Entonces, viajar es caro, tienes que desplazarte a trabajar y ¿con
quién dejas a la familia? Y no es solo la cuestión de pagar los impuestos y servicios que antes
no pagabas, sino que el conseguir el dinero que antes te servía para vivir te requiere
muchísimo más esfuerzo de tiempo y de dinero, también. Entonces necesitas una economía
más ampliada para poder hacer frente a los gastos cotidianos. Es impresionante que no se
consiga impedir eso.
B: Sí bueno, como se está intentando meter unas formas sociales en [una vivienda] que no
encaja con esas formas, y también es una manera de afectar a la sociedad.
Z: Sí, sí, sí.
00:45:50
[BLOQUE 4: VIVIENDA EN LA CIUDAD GLOBAL]
B: Bueno, pues así en relación con [la vivienda], ya estamos en el cuarto bloque, ya es el
penúltimo. Un poco en relación con [su] obra “Recomanacions per a un habitatge no
[jeràrquic ni] androcèntric”, quería preguntarle si, una vez visibilizas los espacios de
cuidados, si eso necesariamente llevará a la corresponsabilidad y a la repartición de
tareas, o si hace falta algo más allá de la distribución arquitectónica del edificio para
conseguirlo.
00:46:25
Z: No, yo creo que el espacio ayuda, ayuda y conforma, pero no es suficiente.
[Berta loses her internet connection]
00:47:02
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Z: […]. No, lo que te decía era que evidentemente el espacio condiciona y ayuda. Por un
lado, puede promover acciones positivas o negativas, pero no es suficiente, evidentemente.
Necesitas políticas de apoyo y visibilización de las tareas, y también educación. Lo que pasa
que sí estoy convencida que, tanto a nivel doméstico y a nivel individual, como a nivel social,
si aquellas tareas que no han sido tenidas en cuenta, y por tanto no valoradas, y por tanto no
se han hecho inversiones para mejorar sus condiciones, se cambian y se mejoran, se invierte y
tal, considero que quién realiza las tareas más importantes, no le costaría tanto dejarlas de
hacer para hacer estas otras, creo yo. Evidentemente, todo esto tiene que ir apoyado de un
discurso educacional a todos los niveles, mediático, del cotidiano, y en las escuelas y en todo.
Y creo que la educación en las escuelas sí es fundamental, porque ahí sí que realmente desde
la escuela puedes cambiar hábitos en la familia.
B: Exacto.
Z: Siempre explican que la campaña del tabaco, la más efectiva fue enseñar a los niños y las
niñas que el tabaco era malo.
00:48:21
B: Genial, genial. También un poco en relación con lo que justo decíamos ahora de estos
grandes bloques de pisos, es una solución que se está presentando en las zonas de alta
densidad urbana. No es el mismo problema que el suburbio, que evidentemente en países
como Singapur no tienen ese problema de la mujer aislada en un suburbio porque no hay
manera de estar aislada en ese sentido. Pero, ¿qué solución [a la vivienda] encuentra, o cree
que podría haber, en países con alta densidad de población como Singapur, sin
necesidad de destruir este tejido comunitario? Es decir, ¿cómo evitamos llegar a
situaciones como las que ha expuesto al mismo tiempo que se aloja a una población que
crece, y no para?
00:49:06
Z: Eso es difícil también, y por ahí sí que en un momento hay que cambiar las tipologías.
Pero no tiene por qué, yo creo que ese no se hace como respuesta a que necesitas más
densidad en el sitio, porque lo que [se les] termina haciendo estas poblaciones es expulsarlas
más lejos en torres, evidentemente, y en estos sitios centrales construir otras torres, con otras
condiciones, más separadas… que no sé qué densidad dan respecto a la densidad que había
previa. No sé si es tan distinta la densidad, por kilómetro cuadrado de habitantes en la zona
central. Entonces, yo no soy contraria ni a los edificios altos, creo que es cómo los hagas, y lo
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que si seguro que no puede pasar, pero que no es el caso de estas viviendas que destruyen, es
que cada familia o cada persona tenga su casita con su jardín. Si para eso no hay territorio, no
hay manera. Ahora, ¿cómo hacemos que la ciudad, aunque sea densa, tenga mejores
condiciones ambientas? Y en eso creo que, fundamentalmente, si esas ciudades no son para
los coches, ganaríamos muchísimo espacio que se podría mejorar ambientalmente, que podría
tener unas riquezas de espacios naturales y sociales muy rico, y ver cómo los coches llegan a
unos puntos, y ahí caminas o te mueves en un transporte más amable, colectivo… Yo creo
que el gran cambio de paradigma es dejar de pensar en el vehículo individual, y eso nos
permitirá ganar muchísimo espacio en las ciudades. Sí que es un desafío naturalizar más las
ciudades sin naturalizar la arquitectura. Que se puede hacer también, sin hacer la tontería de la
torre que hicieron en Milán, que es un edificio que tiene árboles en todas las plantas.
B: ¡Sí!
Z: Porque es absurda, porque el hormigón que lleva no lo limpian con todos los árboles, han
puesto árboles en cualquier fachada, con lo cual los interiores son muy oscuros, y además
mantener eso es carísimo, con lo cual sólo lo pueden hacer algunos. No es esa la solución,
evidentemente. Habría que pensar un poquito más, ¡es menos evidente que eso! [laughs].
B: [Laughs] Okay.
Z: Y también pensar en las cosas malas de la modernidad y de la estandarización, y de una
manera derivada, las fabricaciones en serie, fabricar en serie como un coche. Es que “todo es
la misma solución”, entonces lo que hay que tener son soluciones amplias en todos los
aspectos: qué tipo de vivienda tienes, cómo se organiza esta vivienda, si todas las viviendas
tienen que tener cocina, o no… Pero bueno, creo que lo suyo sería poder elegir cómo quieres
vivir, porque evidentemente si vivir en una casa sin cocina o en una casa con cocina abierta es
una obligación, tampoco ¿no?, porque por lo que fuera, alguien no quiere, es igual, tiene
derecho a no quererlo. Pero cómo hacemos para, dentro de una producción estandarizada y,
evidentemente, lo particular es muy difícil, pero ¿qué posibilidades dejamos a las personas
que habitan de elegir, y ahí hay experiencia, hay sistemas arquitectónicos, proyectuales y
constructivos que permitirían esto. Lo que pasa que en general no se utilizan, entre que los
arquitectos y arquitectas quieren tener protagonismo, por tanto, si dejan que los usuarios y
usuarias hagan suya después la casa, piensan que ellos y ellas pierden protagonismo. Que yo
creo que no es así, pero bueno.
00:53:05
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B: Sí bueno, métodos participativos y saber quién va a vivir ahí y qué necesita.
Z: Sí, a veces no lo sabes porque el sistema está allí. Pero hay sistemas de proyecto, por
ejemplo una cosa que se llama “diseño de soportes” o “open-building”, que es una idea
desarrollada en los años 60, en un estudio de investigación en Holanda hasta ahora, dónde lo
que se establece es entender que tanto la ciudad como un edificio, porque si hablamos de une
edificio, hay cuestiones que son colectivas y decisiones que se tienen que hacer, la estructura.
Yo no voy a tener una columna aquí y la otra allí, porque tienen que ir todas una arriba la otra
porque esa fuerza baja así. O por dónde bajan las tuberías, sobretodo la del váter que es
complicada, tiene que estar puesta en un sitio. Los accesos, escaleras, ascensores… Pero
luego si yo dentro de lo que es el recinto de mi casa puedo distribuirla de distintas maneras en
función de cómo vivamos, allá hay otro nivel de decisión, que ahí sí que es más de los
usuarios y usuarias, y así sí que podría haber una participación como directa. Yo tengo unos
metros, y decido, con ayuda o sin ayuda, cómo puedo organizarlos. Y de eso hay ejemplos,
pero no calan, no terminan de tener gran afectación en el mundo de la arquitectura, ni en el de
la producción. “Yo vendo 100 metros, 50 metros, y te los adecuo a tus necesidades”, nos
mostraría mucho más flexible, también, en el mercado mismo. Pero bueno, es un mercado
muy conservador y especulativo, y por lo tanto todo lo rápido que se pueda, mejor.
00:54:48
B: Sí, sí. Por último, dentro de este bloque ya, cree que la distribución racial o étnica que le
comentaba en ese documento en Singapur, que tienen esta mentalidad que para evitar guetos
lo que hay que hacer es establecer fijos los porcentajes de “[por ejemplo,] 30 porciento de
etnia china debe vivir en este bloque de pisos, 30 porciento india…” para evitar que se formen
enclaves. ¿Cree que es una buena manera de potenciar barrios no segregados e
inclusivos, o si hace falta alguna cosa más que [simplemente] “poner gente diferente
junta”?
00:55:28
Z: No, seguramente hace falta más. Pero yo creo que también, en un punto, asumen algo que
yo creo que algo muy de los países orientales, más que occidental, que creo e igual no es así,
que no estamos acostumbrados, pero que es muy sesgado, es muy dividido. Entonces, tu vas a
la India y entre las castas que se mantienen, aunque en teoría no, y los que son de un origen, y
de otro, y de aquí, muy separados. En Japón también, en China tampoco hay tanta gente
[distinta], pero también. Por ahí se ve, es un poco bestia, pero no lo vería tan mal. Sí es cierto
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que cuando es una inmigración pobre, lo más lógico es juntarse con los tuyos para tener unos
códigos en común y poder mejorar. Eso ha pasado tanto en el caso de los europeos cuando
vinieron a América, como cuando los americanos van a Europa, o los africanos. Pero con la
aspiración y con el resultado final de que [eventualmente] se mezclarán, las escuelas son
mezcladas… Claro, el mundo oriental, no sé si eso se da de esta manera, entonces por ahí es
un remedio un poco fuerte. Habría que conocerlos mucho más a ellos, pero imagino, por lo
poco que conozco del mundo oriental, que es como muy ordenado, es muy poco crítico en
general también, entonces bueno, es una manera de evitar. Después tienes que hacer otras
políticas, que la gente se conozca también de otras maneras, pero bueno, el roce hace el cariño
[laughs].
00:57:32
B: Okay. Vale, muy bien Zaida. Son y 35 ahora, no sé cómo vas de tiempo. Tengo tres –
cuatro preguntas extras, pero como te vaya mejor, puedo escoger una o dos, o lo dejamos
aquí. Como prefieras.
Z: No, no. Vale, sigue, sigue.
[BLOQUE 5: CONCLUSIÓN Y PREGUNTAS EXTRA]
B: ¿Sí? Son cortitas, ya sería esta parte más de conclusión para cerrar la entrevista. Entonces,
saber un poco cuál es el rol de la sociedad civil y de organizaciones, colectivos como
Col·lectiu Punt 6 a la hora de promover este urbanismo inclusivo. ¿Cuál es su
importancia?
00:58:08
Z: Yo creo que total, y de hecho Barcelona es ejemplo en el mundo ahora del feminismo,
pero también históricamente. Barcelona es una ciudad de la que podemos estar contentos y
contentas, pero porque no la ha hecho sólo el poder, o el poder administrativo-político
representativo. La ha hecho también el poder de base, el poder político de base, en diferentes
aspectos. Y eso yo creo que es súper bueno, porque también cuando llega un gobierno más
afín que está dispuesto, al tener estas bases sociales, es más fácil, tiene que ver con lo que se
aplica, no es un invento, no es el “30 porciento” de Singapur, sino que es una política que se
basa en unas necesidades, requerimientos, en la población real, en los conocimientos de la
población real, también.
00:59:06
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B: Genial. Y un poco relacionado con esto, sí que es verdad que a Barcelona la mencionan
muchísimo en muchos reports y en muchos documentos sobre urbanismo inclusivo a nivel
mundial. Entonces, también quería preguntarle si Barcelona realmente es un modelo a
seguir en urbanismo feminista, o si simplemente es casualidad que se la mencione. Pero
me ha sorprendido mucho estos meses haciendo búsqueda, y encontrar tanta cosa de
Barcelona.
00:59:36
Z: [Laughs] Sí, Barcelona desde el inicio de la democracia es un modelo urbano, yo creo que
por su situación geopolítica, la hace como un espejo para mirarse, y para inspirarse de muchas
ciudades. Por ejemplo, Copenhague, Helsinki, Estocolmo, que sean ciudades fantásticas o
sean admirables, pero claro, ya se les supone, son nórdicas, tienen dinero, no-se-qué, no-secuántos ¿no? Pero en cambio con una ciudad del Sur, que no es capital, que es latina, con todo
lo bueno y lo malo que implique, pueda mostrar que en su momento transformó la ciudad con
los Juegos Olímpicos, en un momento puede estar bien, pero no contó con la globalización. Y
no se le venía en contra, no es decir que estuvo mal todo lo que se hizo, sino que bueno, la
realidad es [ésta]. Por eso sirve tanto de ejemplo, decir, “hasta ellos [pudieron hacerlo]”. Lo
que sí sorprende es que no sólo nos miran desde el Sur Global, sino The Guardian… Yo creo
que también son unas prensas progresistas, que de esa manera de señalarte una ciudad que en
realidad ya antes de esto era referencia para cualquier sector del mundo global, de hecho es
una de las ciudades que siempre en los ránquines globales de “venir a Barcelona” pues
apetece venir. Pues para todos los ámbitos sirve de ejemplo. Entonces, que estos periódicos lo
pongan de ejemplo de feminismo también les sirve a ellos, como prensa un poco más
progresista, [el] poner de ejemplo esa ciudad, que esa mirada también por los del otro lado,
que se pueden aplicar estas políticas. Creo que puede ir por ahí también la cosa. Y que
evidentemente, el que responde en el caso del feminismo, el movimiento feminista desde el
“#metoo” y el “Ni una menos”, realmente ha vuelto a ser muy fuerte y muy visible en todos
lados. Esperemos que no sea una ola y sea ya una meseta [laughs]. Y no sé si se han hecho
tantas cosas en Barcelona, pero sí se ha avanzado mucho, no sólo en urbanismo, sino en todas
las políticas de igualdad, de equidad, inclusión, y feminista. Lo que pasa es que a veces son
cosas también difíciles de ver, y también es cierto que Barcelona ciudad, a pesar de épocas
diversas y aciertos y desaciertos, es una ciudad que tiene una base buena. El hecho que se
haya apostado ya esos 70 mercados públicos, eso es un cambio, la red de bibliotecas, para lo
que hablábamos antes, ¿no? Para este mundo neoliberal, Barcelona es una excepción, de todo
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el servicio público que tiene, y que lo usa casi todo el mundo. Evidentemente, yo hablo desde
una posición de clase media, media-acomodada, con trabajo fijo, blanca, etcétera, etcétera. A
pesar del momento inmigrante, que he notado ser inmigrante, eso ya no lo siento. Y también
hay gente que vive muy mal en esta ciudad, pero creo que también en los que viven muy mal
hay redes de apoyo, que no pasa en todas las ciudades. Yo creo que el problema es que el
racismo, el clasismo existe en todos lados, y no en todos lados encuentras redes tan fuertes
como las de Barcelona, sociales. Entonces a veces eso hace difícil, y es una ciudad mucho
más accesible que París, por ejemplo, París es inmensa. Es una ciudad accesible. Todavía le
falta, pero cuando te comparas con otras ciudades que no son comparables en inversión, en
capacidad, en potencia, en nada. O sea al final se compara siempre con París, con Londres,
pero es que no es París ni Londres, en todo caso Madrid es París y Londres, tanto en tamaño
como en situación geopolítica. Pero aun así Barcelona tiene una red de trasportes de una
ciudad de ese tamaño en cuanto ciudad y un poquito área metropolitana, incomparable con
muchísimos sitios, y accesible.
01:04:00
B: Y que también supongo que favorece un poco a lo que decía de interseccionalidad, es
decir, hay este problema del urbanismo, pero se puede combinar con otras luchas que también
tienen lugar en Barcelona, y hacerlo más potente, y no reducirlo simplemente a la dificultad
que tiene la mujer, sino la mujer migrante, la mujer de clase baja.
Z: Perfecto.
B: Sí, sí, Pues Zaida, creo que ya estaría, te quedan veinte minutos para la siguiente reunión,
así que creo que esto sería todo [laughs].
Z: [Laughs] Vale.
B: Muchísimas, muchísimas gracias por la entrevista, de verdad, así que hasta aquí el final.
Z: De nada, de nada, muy linda. Y lo que necesites pues me escribes […].
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8.4.1.2.2. Translation – English
[Wednesday, 10th February 2021] 00:00:00
[BLOCK 1: PRESENTATION AND FEMINIST URBANISM]
B: As an architect and urban planner, you have devoted a large part of your career to
urbanism, and in particular, to urbanism from a gender perspective. So, could you briefly
summarise your professional career in relation to both architecture and urbanism, and
especially gender urbanism?
00:00:25
Z: Well, my professional career goes hand in hand with my personal career. I was born in
Argentina, I studied my degree in Argentina, and for 31 years this year, I've been living in
Spain, mostly in Barcelona, and for a few years in Seville. I've always been interested in
architecture and cities from a very political and social point of view, in other words, I don't
understand that architecture that doesn't serve the people [laugh]. But the entry into urbanism
with a gender perspective and feminism came late, 20, 21 years ago. But because there wasn't
any other...
B: Of course, of course.
Z: Just like it happens to you... I'll speak to you in Spanish and that way I’ll go faster and it
will be clearer.
B: Perfect.
Z: When I was doing my doctoral thesis, which I started in 1998, and I read it in 2002, in the
work of the thesis, which is precisely about the global city and the impact on Buenos Aires in
particular, although comparing places, I came across some theses and yes, it was a more of a
political thesis at first, which also took me a bit of trouble, so that in architecture they
understood that it was a thesis about architecture and urbanism. And an early book I came
across, which I really liked, was by an Australian professor and urban planner who lives in
Canada, Leonie Sandercock. Her first book I came across, in 2000, is called Cosmopolis, and
it talks about participation, about the others, about both migrants and migrant women, and it
also talks about feminism and gender. Then, I worked with Jordi Borja, and with him we
wrote a book where there is also a small commentary on public space with a gender
perspective, with an expert from Chile and, also working with him, I did a master's degree
that he directed, where I met Isabel Segura, who is a historian from Barcelona specialising in
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the history of women. And let's say that these three references began to tell me: "well, there's
something in here", without really knowing what. And I also finished my doctoral thesis with
a kind of conclusion that said that, if there was a way forward for cities, there had to be three
factors: sustainability, participation and gender. I didn't know much about anything, but I had
an intuition about those conclusions, and in fact, from that point onwards, those three paths
marked my trajectory a lot. And then, also as a result of the tripartite government in
Catalonia, especially the first government of Pasqual Maragall, the Institut Català de les
Dones, was first directed by a collegiate group that included Isabel Segura, Marta Selva, Anna
Solà, and [Mercè Fernàndez]. What could be done, thanks to the fact that the Institut Català
de les Dones depended on the Presidency, is that a lot of cross-cutting gender policies were
implemented. In urban issues, it was the “Ley de Barrios”, which was the first to incorporate
the gender perspective in its sixth article, which is why Colectivo Punt 6 is called like that.
And it allowed me, from then on, to start studying a lot, both with the Col.lectiu and on my
own, because when I finished my thesis, with the "What am I going to do?", I started to look
for material on women and architecture, women and the city, to try to understand. And well,
that's where I've been for twenty years, reading and reading, I don't have time! And it was also
partly self-training, yet not only that but also with Isabel Segura, Anna Bofill, and a group of
European women, they organised workshops on urbanism and gender at the Institut Català de
les Dones, at the very beginning of that mandate, and they asked me to look for people,
women, and to train them. It was very difficult for me to get friends to come and do the
course, because nobody understood what it was about, some of them are from Colectivo Punt
6, who are also working on gender issues. But well, it sounded quite strange. And from there,
also with Colectivo Punt 6, we did a lot of workshops that helped us to absorb these other
experiences about cities, from other women. So that combination of those training or
empowerment workshops, with women from many neighbourhoods in Catalonia, and
readings, and so on, then I was, in parallel, training in that rather urban part and applying it. It
was also at that time that I started the research that led to the book I published two years ago,
“Mujeres, Casas y Ciudades”. And also in my teaching practice, I directed a master's degree
in housing, and there we also began to apply this from the beginning, but also with many
doubts. And the truth is that I am happy.
00:06:21
B: Perfect, that's really nice because these are the names that I have been reading about, some
of them, during these months, and hearing them from you makes me very excited. The next
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question would be, how would you define “gender-based urbanism”, “inclusive
urbanism”, “feminist urbanism”, and do you think they are synonyms and can they be
used [interchangeably]?
00:06:45
Z: I think they are not synonyms, but to understand them more quickly, they can be used [as
such], and I [would highlight] the differences. “Gender-based urbanism” would be to apply a
sociological methodology, I think, which is to recognise the differences between men and
women, due to the roles assigned to them, and to study the realities based on this difference in
order to be able to make policies or projects. In principle, we could say that it would also tend
to seek equality, when inequalities derived from these roles are found. So, that would be a
definition of “gender-based”, which in principle would be a methodology as could be others,
or complement other ones, such as socio-economic studies, or other kinds of studies. But it
should be something that will raise little debate, in principle, if it is understood in this way,
because, well, it is a reality. Men and women, in the society we live in, are assigned different
roles, we do different things, in different uses of time, etcetera. So, studying it in this way
would give us tools, in the case of urban planning, to better plan and project. But everything
raises a lot of suspicions. And then, the gender perspective is intersectional, not only
“women”: it is “women”, and all the layers of differences that cross them. And obviously,
“women” is not a collective, and these different singularities of each one place us in different
groups. But there is one characteristic, which is that when you go through gender, women are
always worse off than men with all the other same characteristics. On the other hand,
“inclusive urban planning”, I think it hides, it could mean the same as this “gender-based
urbanism”, because what it implies is that all people are considered. What happens is that,
firstly, it could run the risk of a false neutrality, of a universality too, because by not saying
“who”, this inclusion could become very generic, not of genders, but generic, and not
singular. But it is true that it is also often used to try to approach those who are reluctant men
and women, but mostly reluctant men, to understand what gender is and why it should be
applied. Then, you say “inclusive” and they seem to listen a bit better. I did a PhD course at
the UPC when they did the <indiscernible> courses, and at first it was called “Urbanism and
gender” and I did it for two years or so, or three, and then I changed it to “Inclusive
urbanism”, and then I changed it back to “Urbanism for the 98%”. Well, in the end, none of
them had much effect because architects weren't interested in these things, it wasn't only
gender that didn't interest them, but it was to see if it would open up... [laugh].
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00:10:00
B: Yes, by changing the title, but...
Z: Yes, and then “feminist urbanism”, I would say that it has a political-ideological
positioning. I would say that a right-wing government, not fascist, let's say without going to
the extreme right, yet not progressive but centre-right, liberal, could implement gender
policies, or could implement “gender-based urbanism”, applying the gender perspective,
without the need for a major reform. On the other hand, if we talk about “feminist urbanism”,
I understand that it is wanting a transformation beyond that, it is wanting to go to the basis of
“why does this gender division happen?”, whether it is because of patriarchy, capitalism, and
then change that. That they can be similar paths? Yes. But the goal and the ideology that
ultimately leads you to one thing or the other is different. Really, “feminist urbanism” is an
urbanism of change, revolutionary. Well, feminism is a revolutionary change, isn't it? Without
violence and etcetera, but it is, isn't it? I always use, sometimes to explain it in a somewhat
"silly" and quick way, what feminism is, which in reality would be much more, but it is a
phrase a journalist called Mary Shear, who in the 1980s wrote an article about a dictionary of
feminism that had come out, and those who made the dictionary proposed that you propose
other words to add to the dictionary and their definition. So she adds “feminism”, because
there was no definition of feminism in the dictionary, and she says: “feminism is the radical
idea that women are people”. And it's a phrase that is assigned to Angela Davis, and several
others, but it's actually this journalist.
00:11:57
B: And what is the journalist’s name?
Z: Marie Shear. S-H-E-A-R. If you want, later on I’ll send you, I'll write it down, I’ll send
you the article, because I found it after a lot of searching, where she writes this.
B: Okay.
Z: Because I had it as a meme, but it said it was by Angela Davis, and I said “That's weird,
that's not very Angela Davis”.
B: [Laughs] Yes, yes, yes.
Z: And I searched, searched, searched, and in the end I found this one [laughs]. Since there
are things that are so hard to find, I will pass it on to you later.
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00:12:35
[BLOCK 2: THE GLOBAL CITY AND THE GLOBAL CAPITALIST SYSTEM]
B: Thank you very much. Okay, so moving on to the first block I told you about, which
would be about the Global City and the relationship with the world capitalist system. I
actually wanted to ask you about your thesis, "The architecture of the Global City", in which,
twenty years ago, you described three major groups of adaptations to globalisation at the
urban level, which would be the United States, Europe, and then Asia, Africa and South
America. So I wanted to ask you, do you think this classification has changed today? If
you had to explain the same thing nowadays, would you change this classification?
00:13:16
Z: Yes, I don't think Asia would fit into this classification, obviously, I think it was rather my
lack of knowledge of Asia than a reality. If we think about model-emitters, I think it is still
Europe and the United States, although obviously there are models of application, possibly
your city is one of those, which are very strong in Asia, because it is a policy of high growth,
very productivist, very capitalist. And then you have the Emirates, as a model, which is Asia,
such a big Asia, and then obviously Singapore, the Chinese cities in another way, or the
Japanese cities, but I think that this division is more due to my lack of knowledge. Although
they are very different, I would still put Africa and Latin America in the same package, in this
aspect, more as pure model-importers, and in which if we were to say that a Global City is
one that has a higher percentage of impact of this type of economy and way of doing things. I
think that in the Global North and in Asia you do find those cities that are global, global, I
think that the local is being left behind. On the other hand, in Africa and Latin America, I
would say, I don't know much about Africa either, but I would say that the Global City are
islands, isolated things. But, well, we are all quite globalised nonetheless.
00:15:00
B: Yeah, yeah, great. Okay. The next question would be, Singapore, as a Global City and
following the model that you propose in "The Architecture of the Global City", demonstrates
the fact of how being a Global City is not dependent on having an industry, but actually
on producing ideas in the sense of communications, advertising, finance... And I wanted
to ask you, how does this translate into the physical form of the city and the experience
that women have of this physical form?
00:15:34
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Z: Well, that definition of what makes Global Cities is what Saskia Sassen poses when she
defines, in her first famous book, I don't know if she had made another one before, she defines
that the Global City is that city where this knowledge, thought, ideas, and this intangible
industry is produced, some more technological and some not. So how is it produced? Yes, I
think that the three groups of elements of the city that I put in the book are still valid, which
on the one hand would be the false city, which would be this city that has everything mixed
together, but is super segregated, on a social and socio-economic level. The other, isolated
residential areas, and the centres of leisure and consumption, where absolutely everything is
mixed, consumption is very much disguised by leisure. So, how do women live? I think that it
is a very exacerbated model of territorial division by class, but also by gender, because if we
look at the first thing, which would be this false diverse city, the city where there are
businesses, offices, and also housing, it is very much designed for certain socio-economic
conditions, but it is also not designed for everyday life. Everyday life is not there, there are
things that are done there, but not the things that solve everyday life. So, in general, there are
no schools, there are no spaces for children to play, in other words, it is not designed for a life
of care and production. That would be one issue. Obviously, I don't think that all women have
to be mothers, but if they are, they are still responsible for all the care in the world. So it
becomes difficult and, in fact, what happens in these neighbourhoods is that it is global for
young people, because when you have to start a family, they stop living [in there]. The places
to live [are] in the residential suburbs, where there, clearly, well, it is the historical suburb
model, [it is] exacerbated because it is much more divisive by class, because they often have
doors and gates, there is no mix of uses, therefore, daily life becomes very difficult. Also,
either you have a private vehicle or it is expensive to travel, so it also has an economic impact
on women in all countries, there is a “gap”. Therefore, if we have to be mobile, we are left out
even more. And they are also cities where there is little walking, and again, women move
around more on foot, and it is a city where they haven't even thought about how to solve
anything in everyday life, right? There you can buy all the brands of clothes you want, but
there is nowhere to buy good quality food. But it's kind of funny, yesterday in my master's
class, I explained, as it’s hard for them to understand all this, and then he told me that “well,
maybe that's not the solution, nowadays, because of course, you don't have to go and buy
food, there's delivery”. And I said "What?", I said "what?", first of all it is accepting people
working in this field, which is another matter...
00:19:16
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B: Yes, yes...
Z: ... but who can buy all the meals?
B: Yes, yes, what socio-economic level...?
Z: “What world do you live in? What world do you live in, boy?” But that evidences what
they do in planning later on. It’s this perspective [laughs].
00:19:32
B: Yes, yes, yes [laughs]. Then, globalisation is an economic process, which is not exclusive
of, but has increased, since the second half of the 20th century, and up to the present day. So,
what is the relationship between capitalism, globalisation and this rationalist and
functionalist architecture that appeared after the Second World War?
00:20:00
Z: Functionalist or modern architecture dates back to the 1920s, and in reality it has an ideal,
in general, and it arises from being able to make real improvements to those cities that in the
19th century truly were a disaster, in all aspects. So, social housing appeared for the first time,
and architects began to study how to make better housing. What happens is that after the
Second World War, and this happens in limited amounts in certain places on the planet, these
ideas spread, but they are very empty of content. So, yes, social housing as a quantity gains, in
a way, a position, in front of the solution in the case of housing, rather quantitative than
qualitative, even if it has been a disaster. In fact, when Henri Lefebvre writes “The Right to
the City” and writes “Critique of Everyday Life”, he is criticising these French housing
estates of the 1960s. So, what happens in the 1960s is that it is exacerbated. In the 1930s, in
1933, there was an International Congress of Modern Architecture. There were ten of them,
this was the third one, the CIAM, which was called the Athens Congress, and they wrote the
Athens Charter. It is a group of architects who go from Marseilles to Athens by boat and in
these discussions they combine a series of characteristics that the modern city must have, but
always seeking equality. There is an article, this is not included by the feminists, because it is
very [frowned upon] by feminists. But I think we also have to review, and not be so simplistic
in the solutions. The Athens Charter has 99 articles, what happens is that later it is attributed
to a single author, and in reality it is a collective work, but it is attributed to Le Corbusier
because ten years later he published it. But this Athens Charter has 99 articles, and the last
one, obviously there are some that we don’t agree with and that are not appropriate, but there
are many that are interesting. And when they talked about residential areas or residential
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neighbourhoods, they didn’t just mean housing, they meant a certain mix of uses. But above
all, the last article, article 99, says that the collective will condition the private. That it is the
collective, the common, that must prevail. But these readings are simplified in all aspects and
end up becoming the construction of peripheries, economically and racially segregated,
depending on where [we’re talking about], and which do not resolve any of this. So, your
question was?
00:23:03
B: Yes, how does it relate to capitalism and globalisation?
Z: Oh right, yes, of course. So, let's say that after the Second World War, there are about
twenty, almost thirty years, that the countries of the Global North, not the South, but also in
the South, what happens is that in the South it lasts less time, but there is a period that in the
South starts from 1940 to 1960, in the Global North it happened that from the beginning of
the 1920s until the 1980s, there has been a real political, economic, social improvement of the
entire population. There is also the Soviet bloc, and that always generates fear, and so in order
to avoid rebellions, an attempt is made to improve the conditions of the subordinate classes in
all aspects, and what Europe knows as the Welfare State is achieved. In fact, in the case of
Latin America, with many different types of governments, let's say that between 1940 and the
1960s there were certain Welfare State policies, and from then on dictatorships began one
after the other, which undermined everything that could have been a Welfare State. Then, in
the 80s, in the late 70s, with Reagan and Thatcher, the strong application began, not of liberal
capitalism, but of neoliberalism, where the Washington Agreement, which dates from 1989, is
to be found, and it is senseless how things went haywire there, which I don't even know where
or how they were signed, we know very little about it. But, well, there they are talking about
the privatisation of services, lower taxes, that the nation-states no longer have so much
decision-making capacity... Of course, if we don't understand all this, it's difficult to
understand what happens later with architecture, or by that I mean, with any profession, it's
difficult. And then, to make matters worse, in 1989, with the fall of the Soviet bloc, this
policy that came rather from Reagan, Thatcher, the dictatorships in general in Latin America,
and especially that of Pinochet, prepared a breeding ground that spread everywhere. It spreads
from education, which since the 1980s has started to be a very neoliberal university education
where we are taught less and less to think and more and more to produce for a system, not to
question ourselves, and to produce. And then, of course, globalisation, there would be a lot of
discussion about globalisation. There has always been globalisation, some people say, and it
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is true, that what is changing are the communication systems, which obviously allow global
connection, ubiquity, and now with what we are seeing, which allow this constant work, 24
on 24, 7/7, etcetera, and which also allows, thanks to the Washington Consensus, the end of
limits to the free circulation of capital. This completely changes the face of the earth, because
the idea of a multinational, of a multinational company, ceases to make sense with
globalisation. In other words, [in] a multinational, there are interests from different countries,
and China still does it a little, because they say it is communist, but of course, nowadays it no
longer makes sense for a multinational company to exist, because capital is free to move
wherever it wants. And, also from the 1980s, there are a couple of diagrams that if you want I
can also send you that image of a presentation...
00:27:03
B: Great...
Z: Because when you start putting together a lot of data, which is not mine, but things I found
on the internet... There is, for example, since the 1980s, the lowering of taxes on large
companies in all countries around the world. Of course, this goes hand in hand with the
dissolution or precariousness of the Welfare State, because obviously without taxes you can't
have... and that goes hand in hand with a whole discourse of destruction of everything public,
and the praise of everything private in all aspects, from companies to the fact that private
companies are better than public management, and the education system, an issue that also
makes me especially angry, [which is] very harmful and very terrible, because when you are a
client of something it doesn’t matter that you are a citizen, does it? So, when you pay for
something, you don't criticise it either, because otherwise you're being a bit stupid. On the
other hand, when it's a public thing, you criticise. This whole mechanism is dangerous. So, I
think that globalisation is this combo between a neoliberal economy and the application of all
these policies of the disappearance of states. And the whole world has bought it, the countries
that are supposed to be more social democratic, for example some European countries, but
they have all accepted this game, haven't they? And I don't know, I hope there's a way back,
because otherwise...
00:28:43
B: If we don't kill the planet first, yes.
Z: Exactly! [laughs] Yeah...
00:28:50
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[BLOCK 3: GENTRIFICATION, TOURISTISATION, AND MUSEIFICATION OF
THE GLOBAL CITY]
B: Okay, thank you very much, Zaida. Now would be the third block, about gentrification and
touristification of the city. As you can imagine, Singapore is an extremely gentrified city,
oriented towards consumption, tourism, finance... And that has also meant that to enjoy this
entertainment you have to pay for practically anything, to enter the parks, to enter the
museums, and for anything else. There is no public space but there is a union of private
spaces for which you have to pay from one to the other. So I wanted to ask you, how does
this gentrification of the city affect working class women and their daily lives? And in
one of your works, you also talk about this "third sphere of consumption", apart from the
dichotomy between production and reproduction, there is also consumption which is a third,
practically. How does this role of women as consumers fit in with this?
00:29:51
Z: Yes, we talk about spheres. We say there are four, which would be reproduction,
production, the self and the communal-political-collective, which is based on Hannah
Arendt's idea of work, labour, and the political, which we add to the personal, we have that
space, that personal moment. The thing about consumption not as much, but it is instead a job,
and in fact, the American suburb is constructed in the productive man and the productivereproductive woman. And what is the production of the woman of suburbia? It is
consumption. Obviously, without consumption there is no production. So she has to generate
that consumption to keep feeding this monster of more, more, more, more, more. Evidently, I
think that in the loss of equality, which we were talking about, the lowering of taxes, but also
other graphs that I will send you, which are on the same slide, it is almost as if you compare
taxes in one and equality, or inequality, in the other. In the world of the 1920s, inequality goes
down, but from the 1980s onwards it goes up again. And if you look at the Gini Coefficient
2013 – 2017, in a decade when all the world's GDPs are supposed to have grown, the Gini
Coefficient got worse in all countries. So, well, no more data is [needed]. So, workers in
general and working-class women, and a lot of times, I guess Singapore must be similar to
Hong Kong, I haven't been to Singapore, but I've been to Hong Kong, and what you see is that
working class women in general are domestic workers, they are migrants, they don't have a
home, they have half-a-day free per week, and at least in Hong Kong you find them on the
high streets there, and you go through those streets on Thursday afternoon, I think that’s the
day, and it's full of women, at least they're not taken away. They're there with their blankets,
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eating, painting their nails... it's a meeting place, it's very impressive. Because they have
nothing left, let's say, they are slaves. They have been given a “labour right”, in double
quotes, to continue enslaving them. So, nothing belongs to them, they can't access any of
these offers of public space or entertainment. In the case of these women, who work as carers,
they also have to earn in order to send [money], to be able to take care of others who are
elsewhere in the world. Thus, they must not have…, obviously they earn very little, they don't
have any capacity over the little they can save, they send it there. So, for themselves in that
place, nothing. Truly modern slavery. Really, that's the other very terrible thing. This whole
new economy, in theory "new" economy, has generated slaveries. A while ago we were
talking about delivery, about riders, so many jobs of delivering home, so many jobs that are
so badly employed, dangerous, without any conditions... It's very brutish. And how have we
been brainwashed by consumption and how can we consume and that the other person "look,
he already has a job, he's already happy". And we've also been led to believe that the
possibilities are there, and that it's personal capacity that leads you to be successful, it's a great
fallacy.
00:33:37
B: Personal capacity depends on...
Z: In the end you come from a class and a home, so you will have access to one things or the
other.
B: Absolutely.
Z: And there are always exceptions that pass from one side of the net to the other, but they are
the exceptions.
B: Yes, yes, they are taken as an example, but far from it. Z: No.
00:33:36
B: Right. A little bit in relation to this entertainment industry, in Singapore what has been
done is to promote entertainment 24 hours a day, with the premise that “in this neighbourhood
there are only residents” or “in this neighbourhood there are only offices”. And what is
happening is that leisure has been privatised, and there are bars, there are nightclubs, there is
24-hour entertainment, and in a way this is almost reminiscent of having an active street, and
that for the street to be safe, it needs to be active with this commerce and this consumption.
So, I wanted to ask you if you believe that this model of 24-hour street activity really
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brings security or well-being to women. Of course, because it is one way of tackling the
issue, but not the way that feminist urbanism proposes.
00:34:56
Z: Yes, because apart from that, that leisure and consumption are probably in a certain area of
the city, aren’t they? Not in the whole area. And also, often, in the city centre, where these
neighbourhoods of non-stop continuous partying end up being located, the poorest women
don't live there. And, surely, the public transport is bad, for sure there is not the same service
24 hours a day. And possibly, the women who get a job there and that allows them to
“reconcile”, in double quotation, being at home during the day and working somewhere else
at night so as not to neglect, which is also a very crazy rhythm, because if they have to move
they don't have a good quality of movement. In fact, I don't know if you've seen in [Collectiu] Punt 6, a work by Sara Ortiz, the one called “Nocturnas”.
B: Yes, yes!
Z: And there is also her thesis, she continues with this work. But anyway, what she studies is
how this mobility of women at night is difficult. Because, of course, it’s only designed for
leisure. So, there is a bus that takes you to central areas, but [once] every hour... It is very
much designed for leisure. It is not made visible that the night is a working space for many
other people. And apart from that, this security that you mention, I don't know if it’s like in
Hong Kong, I don’t know if it’s similar or not, you have the super residential neighbourhoods
by class, but almost all of them are flats, there are shopping centres but they are not open all
night, because they are more of vicinity. And the area that is open all night, a lot of it is
enclosed inside buildings, just certain streets, but there is no security. Besides, I would also
say that there is so much chaos at night that it is not safe for a woman. Of course, a street full
of people who are out of their minds is not very safe either.
00:37:18
B: Right. So, in many Asian cities, we still find these shanty towns, or slums, like in
Singapore 60 years ago or in Barcelona 60 years ago as well. So, we are seeing governments,
such as China’s, following the example of Singapore, evicting the population, and putting
them in massive flat blocks, breaking all the social networks, tearing down these slums, and
building more flat blocks there. So, when I see it, I find it difficult to strike a balance between
“Okay, the old neighbourhood is unhealthy, it’s poor, the people are stagnated...”, but the
result that comes afterwards is just as harmful.
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Z: Worse, I would say.
B: Yes, what would be the balance between this poor neighbourhood that needs to be
renovated and the massive flat block?
00:38:22
Z: Yes, well, you explained it well. I think yes, China is impressive. I saw it too, in Shanghai.
“Slum” has always served as a word to justify a lot of destruction. And then, everything that
is poor is “slum”, but it is not true, and being poor does not mean having to live badly, or to
be living badly, or in inadequate conditions. You may not have those other things that I
consume today, but you don't have to. And obviously, the rehabilitation of all these fabrics
would be the right thing to do. And apart from that, in the case of China, which are the
“hutongs”, which are houses with courtyards, what I saw, is not unhealthy. They are courtyard
houses with three floors. Of course, it is unhealthy from this point of view. There is a local
economy, more of a subsistence economy. You work, and you live, and you [do] everything
in the same place. But this, which for me is wealth, is seen as backward and therefore “slum”.
But it's been since the word was created in London in the 19th century, that itt has actually
been used to eradicate slums and do business. Because of course, slums before the existence
of the train and the lift and I whatever else, are located in central areas. But from the moment
that there are means of communication, in general, they are in the periphery. But what is
periphery, tomorrow is centre. So, when that periphery ceases to be periphery, them living
there is not interesting. But there is also a whole historical background of neighbourhood
improvement, which begins in 1860 – 70 with a woman in London, Octavia Hill, who does
not agree with this total eradication of slums and says “No, we have to improve the conditions
of these people based on their own capacity, not by moving them to a place that does not
correspond to their way of life, and [where] the networks are broken”. And also, the terrible
thing is that when these relocations are made, which are still being made everywhere,
although there are places that they try to rehabilitate, these relocations are also made, which
obviously have to be made, because if it is in an area of risk, of landslides, polluted soils...
there are times when it is important, and you don’t have enough to relocate. Sometimes you
can also relocate them into the same place. But, in general, we never look at or recognise how
they live, so sometimes we don’t even take into account that they are, for example, extended
families where there is no man: the head of the family is the women, the men – this happens a
lot in Latin America, I don't know if it's the same in Asia – in Latin America, many men pass
away, they leave children and wives, and those who maintain the families are groups of
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women of various generations – the daughter, the mother, the granddaughter... That aside, in
general, in the case of this group, one of them stays at home working, for sure, in the
productive and reproductive aspects to take care of all those children, and others go out to
work. But even in other types of families, if we think about nuclear families, as well. She or
he works at home rather than in a job, because in a way it’s a pre-industrial structure. And
then it is only recognised when they are given those flats in the outskirts, it is a house for the
bourgeois office family, or non-bourgeois, factory worker family, where the house is, there is
rest, and the work is done outside. But that is not real, to be honest!
00:42:15
B: Yes, yes, for a nuclear family model and not the larger structure.
Z: Yes, a society where everyone has a job from 7 to 10, whatever the hours, in one place,
gets paid, goes home. No, it’s not like that. And, in fact, you see that in China, I had heard, I
don’t know where I got it from, you have these buildings, and the corridors of these buildings
end up becoming like streets, and people sell things and open the door to each other, but of
course, they don't have the [needed] space or the sanitation, so in the end, sanitation is an
excuse.
B: Sure, sure.
Z: And many times they are solutions that are a solution for today, that people will say that it
rains less in the house, or I don't know, sometimes what happens is that they are much
smaller, but in a very short time they prove to be very ineffective, because they are
overpopulated. There is a Chilean film that you might find on the internet, called “El
chacotero sentimental”. If I have the video clip, if I find it, I'll send it to you too [laughs].
B: [Laughs] Okay.
Z: It's a film twenty years old or so. It’s the name of a radio programme, people call in to tell
stories about the home. There are several stories, but one, above all there is one, which is in a
housing estate in the south of Santiago de Chile, which is two residents from the Pinochet era,
with the same idea of “let's take out the squatters and put them there”. And they are flats of
maximum 40 square metres. And in the main family, 14 people live there. And you see that
people keep coming out, you count, and there are 14 people here [laughs]. Even the
grandmother who sleeps in the chair, the great-grandmother. And then there’s the greatgrandmother, the parents, three siblings or two siblings with their partner and children, well,
there's a lot of them. So the question is that they can't have sex either, so in the neighbourhood
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community, where only the men go, they talk about how they need a place to be able to be
with the [woman] without the whole neighbourhood hearing them [laughs]. That’s funny, but
it's really showing why they end up living this way. Partly because formerly, everyday
management, if you live in a place, in general the most precarious housing is located near the
workplace, or near services, so you have facilities nearby. Here there is nothing. They’ve built
the houses and that's it. So, travelling is expensive, you have to travel to work and who do you
leave your family with? And it’s not just a question of paying taxes and services that you
didn’t pay before, but getting the money you used to live on requires a lot more effort in terms
of time and money, too. So you need a larger economy to be able to cope with everyday
expenses. It is impressive that this cannot be prevented.
B: Yes, well, because they are trying to mold social forms in [housing] that don't fit in with
those forms, and it is also a way of affecting society.
Z: Yes, yes, yes, yes.
00:45:50
[BLOCK 4: HOUSING IN THE GLOBAL CITY]
B: Well, in relation to [housing], we are already in the fourth block, the penultimate one. A
bit in relation to [your] work “Recomanacions per a un habitatge no [jeràrquic ni]
androcèntric”, I wanted to ask you if, once you make care spaces visible, if that will
necessarily lead to co-responsibility and the sharing of tasks, or if something else is
needed beyond the architectural distribution of the building to achieve it.
00:46:25
Z: No, I think that space helps, helps and shapes, but it is not enough.
[Berta loses her internet connection]
00:47:02
Z: […] No, what I was saying was that obviously space conditions and helps. On the one
hand, it can promote positive or negative actions, but it is obviously not enough. You need
policies to support and make the work visible, and also education. The thing is that I am
convinced that, both at a domestic and individual level, as well as at a social level, if those
tasks that have not been taken into account, and therefore not valued, and therefore
investments have not been made to improve their conditions, are changed and improved,
investments are made and so on, I believe that whoever carries out the most important tasks,
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would not find it so hard to stop doing them to do these others, I think. Obviously, all this has
to be supported by an educational discourse at all levels, in the media, in everyday life, in
schools and in everything. And I think that education in schools is fundamental, because that
is where you can really change habits in the family.
B: Exactly.
Z: They always explain that the tobacco campaign, the most effective campaign was to teach
children that tobacco was bad.
00:48:21
B: Great, great. Also a little bit in relation to what we were just saying about these big blocks
of flats, it is a solution that is being presented in high density urban areas. It’s not the same
problem as the suburb, which obviously in countries like Singapore they don’t have that
problem of the isolated woman in a suburb because there is no way to be isolated in that
sense. But what solution [to housing] do you find, or do you think there could be, in
densely populated countries like Singapore, without the need to destroy this community
fabric? That is to say, how do we avoid situations like the ones you have described, while
at the same time housing a population that is growing, and that doesn't stop?
00:49:06
Z: That is difficult as well, and at some point you do have to change the typologies. But there
is no reason why, I think that this is not done in response to the fact that you need more
density on the site, because what these populations end up [going through] is being push
further away in towers, obviously, and in these central sites they build other towers, with
other conditions, further apart... which I don't know what density they present compared to the
density that was there before. I don't know if the density per square kilometre of inhabitants in
the central area is so different. So, I am not against tall buildings, I think it is how you make
them, and what I am sure cannot happen, but it is not the case with these houses that destroy,
is that each family or each person has their own little house with their own garden. If there is
no territory for that, there is no way. Now, how can we make the city, even if it is dense, have
better environmental conditions? And in this I believe that, fundamentally, if these cities are
not for cars, we would gain a lot of space that could be improved environmentally, that could
have a wealth of natural and social spaces that are very rich, and see how cars reach certain
points, and there you walk or move around in a more friendly, collective transport... I believe
that the great paradigm shift is to stop thinking about the individual vehicle, and that will
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allow us to gain a lot of space in cities. It is a challenge to naturalise cities without
naturalising architecture. That can also be done without the nonsense of the tower that was
built in Milan, which is a building with trees on every floor.
B: Yes!
Z: Because it is absurd, because the concrete is not cleaned because of all the trees, they have
put trees on every façade, so the interiors are very dark, and besides, it is very expensive to
maintain, so only a few people can do it. This is obviously not the solution. You have to think
a little bit more, it’s less obvious than that! [laughs].
B: [Laughs] Okay.
Z: And also to think about the bad things of modernity and standardisation, and in a
derivative way, mass production, mass production like a car. It’s that “everything is the same
solution”, so what we have to have are broad solutions in all aspects: what kind of house you
have, how this house is organised, whether all houses have to have a kitchen or not... But
well, I think that the best thing would be to be able to choose how you want to live, because
obviously living in a house without a kitchen or in a house with an open kitchen is not an
obligation, because for whatever reason, if someone doesn't want it, it's the same, they have
the right not to want it. But how do we do it, within a standardised production and, obviously,
the particular is very difficult, but what possibilities do we leave to the people who live there
to choose, and there is experience, there are architectural, design and construction systems
that would allow this. What happens is that in general they are not used, because architects
want to be protagonists, so if they let the users make the house their own, they think that they
are losing their protagonism. I don't think that's the case, but anyway.
00:53:05
B: Yes well, participatory methods and knowing who is going to live there and what they
need.
Z: Yes, sometimes you don't know because the system is there. But there are project systems,
for example something called “design of supports” or “open-building”, which is an idea
developed in the 60s, in a research study conducted in Holland until now, where what is
established is to understand that both the city and a building, because if we talk about a
building, there are questions that are collective and decisions that have to be made, the
structure. I’m not going to have one column here and the other there, because they all have to
go one on top of the other because force comes down like that. Or where the pipes go down,
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especially the toilet pipe, which is complicated, it has to be placed in one place. The accesses,
stairs, lifts… But then, if I can distribute it in different ways within my house depending on
how we live, there is another level of decision, which is more up to the users, and so there
could be direct participation. I have a few metres, and I decide, with or without help, how I
can organise them. And there are examples of this, but they don't take hold, they don't end up
having a great impact on the world of architecture, nor on the world of production. “I sell 100
metres, 50 metres, and I’ll adapt them to your needs”, would show us much more flexibility,
also, in the market itself. But well, it is a very conservative and speculative market, and
therefore, the faster the better.
00:54:48
B: Yes, yes, finally, within this block, do you think that the racial or ethnic distribution that
I was talking about in that document in Singapore, the fact that they have this mentality that in
order to avoid ghettos, what they have to do is to establish fixed percentages of “[for
example,] 30 percent ethnic Chinese should live in this block of flats, 30 percent Indians...” to
avoid enclaves forming. Do you think this is a good way to promote non-segregated and
inclusive neighbourhoods, or is there more to it than [just] “putting different people
together"?
00:55:28
Z: No, probably, more is needed. But I think that also, at one point, they assume something
that I think is very Eastern, more so than Western, which I reckon yet maybe it’s not the case,
which we are not used to, but which is very biased, very divided. So, you go to India and
between the castes that are maintained, although in theory they are not, and those of one
origin, and those of another, and from here, they are very separated. In Japan too, in China
there are not so many [different] people either, but as well. That way you can see, it’s a bit of
a beast, but I wouldn’t see it as bad. It’s true that when immigration is poor, the most logical
thing to do is to get together with your own people in order to have some common codes and
to be able to improve. This has happened both in the case of Europeans when they came to
America, and when Americans go to Europe, or Africans. But with the aspiration and with the
final result that they will [eventually] mix, the schools are mixed… Of course, the Eastern
world, I don't know if this happens in this way, so it's a bit of a strong remedy. You would
have to get to know them much better, but I imagine, from the little I know of the Eastern
world, that it is very orderly, it is also very uncritical in general, so, well, it is a way to avoid

106
it. Then you have to make other policies, that people get to know each other in other ways,
but well, “el roce hace el cariño” [laughs].
00:57:32
B: Okay. Okay, all right Zaida. It's 15:35 now, I don't know how you're doing on time. I have
three – four extra questions, but whichever suits you best, I can choose one or two, or we can
leave it here. Whatever you prefer.
Z: No, no. Okay, go on, go on.
[BLOCK 5: CONCLUSION AND EXTRA QUESTIONS]
B: Yes, they are short, this part would be more of a conclusion to close the interview. So,
what is the role of civil society and organisations, collectives such as Col-lectiu Punt 6, in
promoting inclusive urbanism? What is their importance?
00:58:08
Z: I think that it is total, and in fact Barcelona is now an example in the world of feminism,
but also historically. Barcelona is a city of which we can be happy, but because it has not only
been made by power, or by representative administrative-political power. It has also been
made by grassroots power, grassroots political power, in different instances. And I think this
is a very good thing, because when a more like-minded government arises, that is willing,
when having these social bases it is easier, it has to do with what is applied, it is not an
invention, it is not the “30 percent” of Singapore, but it is a policy that is based on needs,
requirements, on the real population, on the knowledge of the real population, too.
00:59:06
B: Great. And a bit related to this, it is true that Barcelona is mentioned a lot in many reports
and in many documents on inclusive urbanism worldwide. So, I also wanted to ask you if
Barcelona really is a model to follow in feminist urbanism, or if it is just a coincidence
that it is mentioned. But I've been very surprised these months doing research, and finding
so much about Barcelona.
00:59:36
Z: [Laughs] Yes, since the beginning of democracy, Barcelona has been an urban model, I
think that because of its geopolitical situation, it's like a mirror to look oneself at and to be
inspired, for many cities. For example, Copenhagen, Helsinki, Stockholm, they may be
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fantastic or admirable cities, but of course, they are supposed to be, they are Nordic, they have
money, etcetera, etcetera, right? But on the other hand, with a city in the South, which is not a
capital, which is Latin, with all the good and bad that it implies, it can show that at the time, it
once transformed the city for the Olympic Games, at one point it may have been fine, but it
didn’t take into account globalisation. And it didn’t come against it, it’s not to say that
everything that was done was wrong, but rather that, well, the reality is [this]. That’s why it’s
so useful as an example, to say, “even they [could do it]”. What is indeed surprising is that
they are not only looking at us from the Global South, but also from The Guardian... I think
they are also progressive press, that in this way they point out a city that in reality was already
a reference for any sector of the global world before this, in fact it is one of the cities that is
always in the global rankings of “coming to Barcelona”, well, you want to come. So for all
areas it serves as an example. So, the fact that these newspapers use it as an example of
feminism also helps them, as a more progressive press, [to] use this city as an example, that
this view can also be seen by those on the other side, that these policies can be applied. I think
that this is also the way to go. And obviously, in the case of feminism, the feminist movement
since “#metoo” and “Ni una menos”, has really become very strong and very visible
everywhere. Let's hope it's not a wave and it's already a plateau [laughs]. And I don’t know if
so many things have been done in Barcelona, but a lot of progress has been made, not only in
urban planning, but in all policies of equality, equity, inclusion and feminism. What happens
is that sometimes these things are also difficult to see, and it is also true that Barcelona city,
despite different periods and successes and failures, is a city that has a good foundation. The
fact that it has already committed to those 70 public markets, that’s a change, the network of
libraries, for what we were talking about before, right? For this neoliberal world, Barcelona is
an exception, with all the public services it has, and almost everyone uses them. Obviously,
I'm speaking from a middle class position, middle-class, comfortable, with a permanent job,
white, etcetera, etcetera, etcetera. Despite the immigrant moment, in which I noticed that I
was an immigrant, but I don’t feel like that any more. And there are also people who live very
badly in this city, but I think that even in those who live very badly there are support
networks, which does not happen in all cities. I think the problem is that racism, classism
exists everywhere, and not everywhere you find networks as strong as those in Barcelona,
social networks. So sometimes that makes it difficult, and it is a much more accessible city
than Paris, for example, Paris is immense. It is an accessible city. It still lacks, but when you
compare it with other cities that are not comparable in investment, in capacity, in power, in
anything. In other words, in the end it is always compared with Paris, with London, but it is
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not Paris or London, if anything, Madrid is Paris and London, both in size and in geopolitical
situation. But even so, Barcelona has the transport network of a city of that size in terms of
city and a little bit of metropolitan area, incomparable to many places, and accessible.
01:04:00
B: And I suppose it also favours what you were saying about intersectionality, that is, there is
this problem of urbanism, but it can be combined with other struggles that also take place in
Barcelona, and make it more powerful, and not reduce it simply to the difficulty that women
have, but also migrant women, lower class women.
Z: Perfect.
B: Yes, yes, well Zaida, I think that would be all, you have twenty minutes left for the next
meeting, so I think that would be it [laughs].
Z: [Laughs] Okay.
B: Thank you very, very much for the interview, for real, so that's the end of it.
Z: You're welcome, you're welcome, very nice. And if you need anything you can write to me
[…].
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8.4.2. Elizabeth Quek
8.4.2.1.

Biography

Elizabeth Quek is a Singaporean social worker involved in social justice, poverty reduction,
and community work projects. She is currently the Program Manager and house mother at the
Support, Housing and Enablement (S.H.E.) Project, implemented by the Association of
Women for Action and Research (AWARE). Quek graduated from her Bachelor of Arts in
Social Work at the National University of Singapore and obtained her Master of Narrative
Therapy and Community Work at the University of Melbourne. She has worked as a social
worker in several centres, gaining experience on the relation between subsidized housing and
marginalized collectives – working with migrants, homeless people, and low-income families,
women, and children. Quek further details her career at the beginning of the interview
(00:00:27 – 00:02:27).
The S.H.E. Project provides stable and decent housing, as well as transformational support, to
low-income families headed by single mothers enduring untenable living conditions,
including family violence or abuse, as a consequence of discriminatory and strict by
ownership requirements to access Singapore’s HDB public and rental housing.
AWARE is a Singaporean non-profit, non-governmental organisation advocating for gender
equality, providing support to vulnerable women, and performing research on gender-related
issues – as is the case of the S.H.E. Project. Founded in 1885, AWARE is the leading
women’s rights and gender equality collective in Singapore – yet it does not define itself as
explicitly feminist. Its 2018 – 2022 Strategic Plans focus on anti-violence, gender equality in
the workplace, economic inclusivity, and caregiving.
8.4.2.2.

Transcript

[Monday, 15th March 2021] 00:00:00
[BLOCK 1: S.H.E. PROJECT]
Berta Fernàndez Gallego: I requested this interview to you as the Program Manager of the
Support, Housing and Enablement Project, or S.H.E. Project, if I am not pronouncing it
wrongly, at AWARE. So, could you briefly sum up your career, and in particular
introduce what is S.H.E. and what is your role in it?
00:00:27
Elizabeth Quek: Okay, so I am a trained social worker. At S.H.E. I am the Program
Manager, but also the housemother. So, if any of the women have conflicts or things to do at
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the house, they will approach me. Our project is actually about rent-free housing. It’s under
the Department for Advocacy and Research, so it’s kind of strange that a support program is
under the research Department. But it’s really because we want to advocate for low-income
women and housing, so our main hypothesis is that if we provide rent-free housing to women,
there will be better outcomes for them. Basically, even though I am a trained social worker,
we are more hands-off, because, as you know, shelter is a basic need, right? So, oftentimes,
shelters can have a very powerful position, because, you know, we [Singapore] control[s]
housing and shelter, so we can be a bit coercive in terms of power. So, at S.H.E. project we
are trying to reduce that a little bit. So, although I can do kids’ management and stuff, but it’s
a bit hands-off because of the reason of the control, but also because the Research aim is that
if we don’t go to the housing, their situation will improve anyway.
00:02:27
B: Okay, thank you very much. I also wanted to ask you why are women the centre of this
project, and what inequities do women in Singapore face to access housing, in particular,
and more concretely low-income women, single mothers?
00:02:46
E: Okay. In Singapore our housing policy is a very closely tight tool of family structure. This
is how Singapore sort of “architects” its social policies. In general, two main groups of people
are being discriminated against, those are the policies: single unwed parents and divorced
parents. So, it’s not that the second group is discriminated, but because there are many
complications before they can get housing, for example, whether they get custody of the
children. So if you don’t get the custody of the children, it’s difficult to get [housing] if you
are below 35 [years old]. What happens is that the divorce process takes a long time, so if
they’re not divorced yet, they will not be able to get access to housing. And from our project
we realized that women actually, people, need 2-plus years for all the legal proceedings for
them to settle their emotions, their employment… In particular because a lor of these women
have been caregivers, they devoted most of their time before the divorce to the kids. So, in
terms of their employment, their career, it could have been really affected, in being stay-home
mums. So once they get divorced, they need to settle their shelter, they need to settle so many
other things like child-care, you know, the divorce matter, employment… they need to rise
from scratch oftentimes, for their career, so it’s just a really challenging process, so it takes
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more than 2 years, to be honest. And if they experienced abuse, they also have to recover
from the emotional trauma that they experienced.
B: Okay… and a little bit related…
E: Sorry, can I just include one more group?
B: Yeah, yeah, go ahead!
00:05:22
E: So, the migrant spouses. So, woman who are married to local Singaporean men, so usually
they are from the Southeast Asian countries. It’s also difficult to access social housing,
because they don’t have citizenship from Singapore.
B: Yeah, I think you sent me one article about that, right?
E: Yeah!
B: About [how] if they break that relationship with the spouse, then it’s when problems come,
because…
E: Mhm, mhm.
00:05:55
B: Okay. A little bit what you were saying about the kind of women you end up assisting [at]
S.H.E., do you have a main profile in terms of job, in terms of culture, in terms of the
background most women that you attend have?
E: Hmm, okay so you are talking about all our residents, right?
B: Like the ones that [at] S.H.E. you end up helping with the housing. Most of them…
E: Okay, I need to check with my colleague whether we can share the data.
B: Oh, oh, okay!
E: Can you send me your email?
B: Yeah, of course.
E: Because I am not sure whether it’s like protected, it’s statistical or something.
B: Oh, okay… I don’t need information like really specific, just a little bit in general. But
don’t worry if you cannot send it to me. I will write my email in the chat, but don’t worry at
all if it’s like secret information, because if don’t really need specifically... [laughs]
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E: [Laughs] I think it should be fine. I’m just not sure about the timing, because we’re
releasing the data of this year, and it needs to be checked and stuff, you know? I’ve done a lot
of research myself, so… [laughs] I don’t know exactly if I… Yeah, but it should be fine, just
let me check with my colleagues.
B: Yeah, don’t worry at all. I sent the email on the chat box.
E: Okay. Can you drop me an email about which data do you want exactly?
B: Yeah, of course. When we finish the interview, if you want to.
E: Yeah, so like education, or… yeah.
00:08:10
B: Okay, yeah, thank you very much, Liz. Also, I wanted to ask you, following one of the
articles that you shared with me, I had the doubt if the people that you help [at] S.H.E. have
to be Singaporean citizens or residents, or can [they] also be migrant women that do not
count as residents or permanent residents?
00:08:36
E: Mhm, mhm. Okay, so let me just check. Currently… we do admit others as well, but most
of them are Singapore citizens. We do take in people on Long-Term Visit Pass, so the migrant
spouses, or put them on residences, as well.
00:09:09
B: Okay, perfect. And I also wanted to ask you, the flats where you end up locating these
women, do they count as public housing, or rental housing, or what kind of flat are
they?
00:09:27
E: Okay, so they are government flats, purchased houses that we rent from them.
B: Okay, okay.
E: I’m not sure if you Singapore’s system, so most of us live in purchased flats, and then the
low-income people live in rental housing, subsidized rental flats. We rent our flats from the
apartment owners, the landlords. So, they could be private flats, private apartments, and then
after that we start renting HDB flats.
00:10:25
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B: Okay, perfect. Okay, and I also wanted to ask you: where are these flats generally
located? Are they in a specific part of Singapore? And how do you decide where you
relocate [those] women, like according to their preference, or to where they work…?
00:10:47
E: Initially, when we were choosing the apartments, we asked them where do they get
child caregiving support from. So, sometimes their grandmothers are helping, or sometimes
the school is already there, or the mom is familiar with the spot, so we try to source for an
apartment in the area. Because it’s a bit of a waiting game also, because we need to wait for
two people to choose the same location, two or three families, so we try to get as convenient
for them as possible. Then, after that, because you already had formed apartments, and then
people are moving out because they are getting their permanent housing, we were able to get
more people for different areas quick, which is always convenient for them. We have four
shelters, one in Northeast, two in the West, and one in the East area – so it’s a good spread.
B: Okay, because in these shelters… you have the flats and then the shelters, or are they the
same thing?
E: Oh, it’s the same thing.
B: Oh, okay. Perfect. So, at the moment you have four shelters with several families inside,
right?
E: Yes.
00:12:27
B: Okay, perfect. So, a little bit what you were saying, that you put two or three families
together. I read it in your webpage, and I wanted to ask you what are the benefits and
drawbacks of this, do you feel that helps women to collaborate among them and among
the families, or are there conflicts because of that?
00:12:50
E: I think like 90 percent of them have conflict, most of them have conflict. A lot of our
women are also very highly stressed, and sometimes in shelters the main conflict issue is
children. Yeah [laughs], children and then chores or the cleanliness of the place. So, it’s a
permanent problem in our shelters. We did have one family, because they were a very large
family, they managed to stay in the shelter all by themselves. So, they reported it was a lot
easier for them. But we do have the exception of one of our families, one mum, who I think
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just gave birth in late December, so [laughs] she’s young and, you know, she doesn’t have a
family at first, so I think she really appreciated that there were other residents to help her to
carry the baby, to help with the baby… Yeah, I think that was the only exception [laughs].
00:14:02
B: [Laughs] Because, more or less, how many are they, like one woman and two children,
maybe, or is it normally a lot of people in the same flat?
E: The maximum number of people is six people in the whole flat.
B: Okay, okay.
E: So, we try to get places where it’s more spacious, but they will still share things like the
bathroom, the kitchen, so those are points of…
00:14:42
B: Yeah, yeah, of course. So, I also wanted to ask, does S.H.E., or AWARE for that matter,
receive any kind of support from the government? And I also wanted to, inspired a little
bit by some of the articles you also sent me, is there anything new the government could do
to ease the situation of these women? For example, some of the articles mention enforcing
those divorce court orders, or maybe counting unmarried women as a family. Could [you]
explain these measures, or more measures that you think that should be applied?
00:15:25
E: Sorry, what was your first question?
B: Yeah, if S.H.E. or AWARE receive government support.
E: Ah, okay! No, we don’t get any government support. It’s mainly from private donors. The
other one is that I think it’s important that women get faster access to housing, so we don’t
[get] into the divorce. Because a lot of woman leave the situation because of abuse, so they
can’t possibly, for the prosecutor, because of the total of three years, waiting for their divorce
to be completed. Yeah, and the husband guess he’ll stay in the house. Then, the other issue is
definitely for unmarried women, unmarried mothers to have housing, as well. And you also
have nowadays, they are advocating for singles below 35 to get housing as well, because they
might have conflicts with their family and not be able to afford rental housing.
B: Because I understand that you have to be 35 to pursue a flat on your own.
E: Yeah.
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B: And if you want to get it earlier, you have to be married, or how does it work?
E: Yeah, you have to be married. There are situations where, let’s say, if you proof that you
have no family support, and you’re below 35, you can rent. However, you need to rent with a
partner. I’m not sure whether you know about homeless situation in Singapore.
B: No, I wanted to ask you, so please!
E: So there a lot of singles or divorced, they need to apply, they need housing. So our
government hasn’t allowed to apply for rental subsidized housing by themselves, they need to
apply with another additional person.
B: But do they have to be married, or can they be like…?
E: No.
B: Okay, okay.
E: Yeah, it’s called a Joint Singles Scheme. But what happens is that they often have conflicts
with them, so a lot of our homeless people they do have flat, but they have conflict with the
housemate, so they don’t go back.
B: Okay… and these are below 35, or from 35 onwards?
E: It can be either.
B: Okay, perfect. Because is homelessness a real problem in Singapore? Are there a lot of
homeless people?
E: Yeah. Let me send you the homeless study. Yeah, so they think 1,000 people are sleeping
rough.
B: Okay…
E: Any one point, area…
00:19:05
B: Okay. Also reading a little bit S.H.E.’s webpage, I saw that you provide support through
these “Daughters of Tomorrow” project, and you grant them talks about employment and
such. So, how do you think that these kinds of talks help these low-income women? And
do you provide other kinds of talks, about other issues?
00:19:32
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E: Okay, our partnership with “Daughters of Tomorrow” – everything is free except from the
“Daughters of Tomorrow”. Before they move into our shelter, they need to be linked to with
“Daughters of Tomorrow”, they need to attend their conference curriculum, which is eight
weeks to work for the program. It’s mainly about employment readiness. But also, it helps
them feel less isolated, as well as part of a community, that kind of support, mainly. S.H.E.
does the main program, however, [women are] interested in working in the childcare sector,
or the elder care sector, or looking for a job. “Daughters of Tomorrow” help them do this
matching.
B: Okay, so not only do they train them, but also, they help them find that job.
E: Yes, yes.
00:20:44
B: Okay, okay, perfect. Do you feel that it has been useful for them, or how many times
have you had successful experiences of women who have actually found a job?
00:21:01
E: Yeah, so most of our residents find a job. Yeah, also included in the email, I will send you
the stats. 90 percent of them find employment, except just for one family, because she had a
very small infant.
B: Oh, okay.
E: Yeah, she has an infant so…
B: Okay, perfect, really nice. Are there other kinds of seminars or talks you are planning to
do, or that you provide these women [with]?
E: Yeah, so usually we have many programs, <indiscernible> to provide lots of programs and
talks and things. But essentially, our program is more hands-off, so we actually don’t end
doing, and our women are always busy. So, the only thing that we do is, as part of the
research, my colleague, the researcher, she has interviews with them once every three months.
B: Okay, perfect.
E: And that’s also a place where they can… a reflecting space, where they can reflect on their
journey for the last three months, but in a very non-coercive, more relaxedly…
B: Yeah, like a safe space.
E: Yeah.
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00:22:52
B: Okay, great, great. Also, a little bit the standard question about Covid-19. I saw that in one
of the reports you shared with me, they mentioned how about 5,000 public housing [flats], or
public rental housing [flats], sorry, are in rent arrears. I wanted to ask you how has Covid19 impacted the work of S.H.E. during this last year, if you have seen a rise in women
asking for you to help…?
00:23:30
E: Possibly the variety has changed as well, because we’ve been getting younger individuals
as well, who had to work from home, or they had to spend more time at home. So, the
instances, abuse laws they’ll be calling us, and checking, asking for help for housing.
00:24:02
B: Are you able to really assist all the women that reach to you, or maybe are there some
constraints and you have to say “no, we can’t help” to some women?
E: Right now the project is ending, in June, so we are not able to accept any more people,
even though we are getting requests. Another issue that we face is that our women also have a
loss of income because of Covid-19. Our project has been good. We have already
<indiscernible> one batch of women, sort of graduating from our project, so their two years is
up. So, our plan then, because of Covid-19, we had a real struggle on [getting upon] their
housing, actually. In our Housing Department they were also struggling, because there were
[awfulness] on streets as well, so they need to get housing for them as well. They were all
really [swamped], so that was a bit of a difficult point for some of our women who were
already trying to translate to <indiscernible> housing.
B: Because, for how many years have you been doing it? You said like there’s one generation
graduated, so when did you start, and why is it ending this June?
E: Our project is only for two years, so we only allow to rent the apartment for two years.
[BLOCK 2: HOUSING AND GENDER]
00:25:46
B: Okay, perfect. So, these were the questions more focused on S.H.E., in particular, so I also
wanted to ask you more general questions about housing and gender, it’s both your personal
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experience and opinion. The first one would be, what do you think is the relationship
between housing affordability and the care work that is usually burdened on women?
E: So, is it housing availability?
B: Housing access or the affordability of housing and having to do the care work that women
are usually burdened with.
00:26:33
E: Okay, so just we already a little bit explain about that, in the beginning, right? Because
they quit their jobs, so once they leave their husbands, they’ll need to look for jobs and settle
the caregiving, and things like that. And the thing is that, if you don’t have custody of the
children, they won’t be provided housing either. So, it’s a bit tricky. Caregiving is also a bit of
a complication, because it’s the goal for women to access a childcare centre. There are often
long waiting lists, or because if their housing situation, they’ll have to enrol in childcare or
will need to switch childcare a few months later when they have to move [to a new] house.
So, some women move a few times, so their kids’ childcare is not stable, and their
employment is not stable either.
00:28:02
B: Because, in Singapore how does it work for childcare? Is it public? Do you have to
pay a lot for it? How does it work?
00:28:15
E: What happens is we have to pay, the women have to pay a deposit for something called a
“start-up fee”, which is like S$1000 or so. So if they’re low income, their childcare centre can
apply for financial assistance for them, for the government to pay that, but it can only be used
once.
B: Oh! Okay…
E: So you can imagine, you know, there’s a problem if we need to change childcare for two
or three years until the women get divorced, they may be moving a few times.
B: Of course, okay. Okay, okay. Yeah, because of course, if you keep moving, you will have
to search a childcare that is near your home, so, yeah, they’ll have to apply a lot of times.
E: Yep, yep.
00:29:13

119
B: Okay. Okay, so another topic that you also mentioned at the beginning, but what role does
this housing affordability and housing play with domestic violence? And what is the
situation of domestic violence in Singapore, is it widespread? Because online, it’s a little
bit difficult to find like statistics on that issue, and in particular, how do the women assisted
by S.H.E. experience it, in general?
00:29:50
E: So definitely, our women, once they get into the apartment, they feel a lot safer. Most of
them moved from abusive households – except one of them, she moved from a shelter, but
she felt it was very not conducive for her child either. So immediately, they get relieved, in
terms of the physical and emotional violence. However, the psychological violence has to be
going on, because of the court case, the legal matters, the cost, they still share the custody of
the child… So, sometimes the abuse just continues, yeah, just on the phone. But in terms of
physical safety, they would definitely <indiscernible>.
B: Perfect…
E: Okay, so I am sending you some links that speak about family violence in Singapore.
B: Oh, okay! Perfect.
E: Give me a second, I think there’s another one.
B: Oh, thank you very much, for sure! Because there’s so much data online, [for] every single
kind of information, but to find the specific one, it’s very difficult.
E: Yeah. Some of our newbies get referrals for spouse violence, we get referrals for child
abuse as well.
00:31:41
B: Okay. And how do children experience this whole project through S.H.E.? Have you
found that they adapt well, and such?
00:31:56
E: Yeah, definitely. Of course, it’s too long a process of recovery for them, but oftentimes
they output better outcomes. Yeah, they behaviour is improved, their mental health improves,
and wellbeing improves.
B: And in terms of schooling, for example, is it easier for them to move from one school to
another, if the housing happens to be in another area?
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E: Yeah, in terms of schooling it’s a lot smoother, definitely, <indiscernible> they would just
have to enrol to another nearby childcare.
00:32:44
B: Okay, perfect. I also wanted to ask you, how does housing in Singapore affect young
women? You mentioned a little bit earlier the Singles Scheme and having to wait until you
are 35. So, in general, and also as a young person in Singapore, how do you experience the
issue of housing and having access to housing?
E: I guess it’s just a very complicated process to get housing in Singapore. Housing policies
are kind of complex in a way, so oftentimes people don’t really understand how to apply for
housing, so that’s where I come in, to guide them through the process of getting a loan, if
they’re eligible to what the government grants [and is] available… It’s a bit complicates, and
of course, if you are below 35 and single, there’s nothing for you unless you got somebody.
B: So, is it really common to live with your parents until you’re 35, in that sense?
E: Yeah, or married, whichever earlier [laughs].
00:34:24
B: [Laughs] Okay. Another question would be, of course form the outside, from Barcelona,
and without having [ever] been to Singapore, Singapore is usually presented as a cultural
melting pot, and with racial diversity… and I, for example, found out about the Ethnic
Integration Policy. I would also like to ask you what is this intersection between the
different ethnicities that are in Singapore, and what do you think about this integration
policy, personally? Do you think it’s really useful [so as] to create that inclusivity, or
that it does work?
00:35:17
E: That’s a really good question. It sometimes does have implications on the individuals who
are trying to apply for housing, just because they’re from a minority group, they might find it
difficult to get an apartment in the area. In terms of inclusivity and things like that, it’s really
complicated, I guess. But I think, I don’t know if this is connected, but I think that maybe if
you [the government] improved the access to housing and the quality of life of living in rental
housing, in general, it is more important for these families. Because oftentimes, rental housing
is kind of dirty. I am now sure whether you know, but they’re kind of dirty, and
claustrophobic, and very crowded, and oftentimes, if there are big families living there, there
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are actually no rooms or maximum one room, so everybody just sleeps in a tiny apartment.
So, the quality of life is affected for all these low-income families. So, maybe if you could
target that… Also, the racial policy is not really often mentioned as an issue, but it does affect
my clients when they’re looking for permanent housing.
B: Okay, because in rental housing are there more people form minority races than in public
housing?
E: Probably, possibly. I don’t know whether these facts are fully available, though, but
probably yeah. In terms of the composition of families, in rental housing there are two main
groups of people who live there: low-income elderly and low-income families. Oftentimes,
low-income elderly, I hypothesize they’re more Chinese.
00:38:14
B: Okay, great. And also, apart from housing, do you feel that there are other spheres of
urbanism, like for example transport, or public spaces… that you see that low-income
women, or low-income migrant women, are also excluded from, or discriminated from?
00:38:43
E: Definitely, I think that in terms of physical public spaces and environment, it could be
better improved. A lot of the rental housing sometimes is on top of hills, so in terms
<indiscernible> access it could be a little bit difficult. Or maybe the public facilities may not
be sufficient, so some rental areas may not have childcare centres, when you really need more
childcare centres in that area, or the childcare centres have no vacancies. In terms of safety,
some of the low-income housing they report that kids and young women feel danger,
especially at night, because of the dark corners and things like that.
B: Because, where are these rental housing? Are they nearby public housing? Or are
there clear differences between where is the public housing and where is the rental
housing located?
E: So, the newer flats you can’t really tell, but the older rental districts it’s really clearly
demarcated. You can see who lives in rental and who doesn’t.
B: Perfect. And in terms of school, you mentioned that they might not be nearby, so do you
feel that in terms of walking distances, or transport, is it easy to move around for these
low-income women, or do they also experience that discrimination in this sense?
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E: I think transport is still okay. But because in a women’s life, it is often whether the
childcare is nearby, so I think that the childcare part is more important, having vacancies, and
just like access.
[BLOCK 3: AWARE, WOMEN’S ORGANISATIONS AND THE GOVERNMENT]
00:41:19
B: Okay, so moving on the last questions, there are four questions left or so. I would like to
ask you what is the role of AWARE as a women’s organisation on the S.H.E. Project,
and on guaranteeing this kind of help to low-income women? What is the importance of
grassroots organisations for this purpose?
00:41:48
E: Definitely it’s to advocate for low-income women to have better wages, to have fair
employment, better access to childcare… and housing definitely. That they can have a safe
place, safety from violence…
B: Are there some other organisations that do a similar work as AWARE? For example,
with the S.H.E. Project, AWARE helps with housing. So, are there other organisations that
also do the same? Or is it not common?
E: Definitely, our project is very unique in that we want to give long-term housing, two years.
And it’s a space where none of us, where there’s no staff outside, if that makes sense. So, the
women are independent. Most of our [Singapore’s] shelters have a lot of control, in terms that
every three months, they will review that case. So, the analog pressure, because their stay is
only for three months, whereas ours is for two years… Because women have to share the
apartment with one or two more families, so it’s a lot safer and more liberating to them than
staying in massive [shelters], with 20 over families. So, a lot of women don’t like going to
shelters because of that sharing with so many other families, and the rules and regulations. So,
because our place doesn’t have a curfew, they can work nightshifts and feel it’s quite free.
Even dietary concerns, because we’ve had women, based on their preferences in terms of
dietary decisions, so I think they fill a little bit happier, like it’s really their house, if that
makes sense. We are less coercive and controlling, I think that’s the main difference.
However, I think one thing that is unfortunate by the nature of the project is that, in terms of
supporting the women, in terms of their trauma, we can’t have people with mental health
concerns in our place, because it’s quite independent. So, they’ll have to go to regular
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shelters. And generally, shelters are funded by the government. So, it think we’re probably the
only place that doesn’t get funding from the government, actually.
00:45:20
B: Yeah, in fact the next question I had was related to that. What is the government’s
approach to this community and grassroots movement in opposition to their own
services, or their own shelters that they might fund directly? Do you feel that AWARE
has freedom and the power to actually put forward what you want, or is it constrained
by the government?
00:45:56
E: I think we are definitely able to do things a lot more differently than the government. Here
in Singapore, we are very [laughs], you know, in terms of controlling people, that is why it’s
only three [months], but we think it’s better to give people two years, that they have the
mental capacity and space, and they don’t feel stressed about time, instead of having just three
months. What happens is, when they finish [their three months at the] shelters, they really
have to attend many programs, otherwise, they would not renew you stay at the shelter, so
they have a lot of power, in that sense. And there’s so much accounting to do. Every three
months, they have to submit a report to the government saying why this person is to expand
the stay, so there’s a lot people, and of course the shelter workers will be stressed, like “Okay,
I need to get this person out as soon as possible”. In our case, we can <indiscernible> the
residents a little bit better, but of course, it’s still not enough, it’s still a little bit stressful, but
it’s still a little bit better.
00:47:20
B: Do you feel that for low-income women, and low-income single mothers, is it easy to
voice their concerns and to participate in their community, or do you feel that there are
some barriers in terms of gender, or in terms of time that don’t allow them to actually
say what worries them, and to ask for changes?
00:47:48
E: Are you talking about residents or in general low-income women?
B: In general.
E: In general, low-income women, being the last, the most on the edges, they would
definitely feel socially excluded in a way that makes you voiceless. Hopefully, in the last few
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years, we’re trying to be engaged by social service agencies. Maybe they have more voice,
but it’s definitely an issue. But in the recent years, there have actually been a few women,
from low-income minority groups, which are speaking up a lot more. I can send you one, let
me just google it.
B: Perfect.
E: And Daughters of Tomorrow and AWARE, of course, we try to present their stories, and
try to get their voices, so there’s the beauty of our project, it’s that we try to get our residents
to share their stories in the newspapers and things like that – that’s the beauty of it being
under the Advocacy and Research Department. So, our residents don’t feel like they’re just
residents, but they’re contributing to the movement as well.
B: Of course, that’s really, really great, for sure. Okay, I will read it.
E: Sometimes, because AWARE is often consulted by the newspapers and many things and
stuff, last time we had elections some of our residents contributed with their comments, they
also were able to have this political space, the one that they mean as a young, unwed mom, in
elections’ time, what politicians want to represent them…
00:50:30
B: Okay, great, great. The last question I wanted to ask you is a little bit out of the scope of
the interview, maybe. But it’s a doubt that I have and it’s really important for my Thesis. It’s
obviously based on your complete personal opinion. My Thesis is originally titled “Feminist”
Urbanism, instead of “Inclusive” Urbanism. But searching a little bit about women’s
organisations in Singapore, and AWARE for example, I found that they do not define
themselves as feminists, and I thought that maybe it’s because feminism is seen as something
more Western, and not in the Asian situation. So, I wanted to ask, how do you feel that
Feminism is seen from an Asian perspective? Is it really embraced? Of course, you
advocate for gender equality, and no gender discrimination, and here in Barcelona one would
automatically say “Oh, that’s feminist!”. But how do you see it from your perspective?
00:51:49
E: Definitely, I think that feminism is very low in Singapore, so I guess using “inclusive”
would be better, also because I think it includes the homeless, the elderly… and I think
inclusive is more suitable for Singapore.
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B: Okay. And do you feel that, for example, there are grassroots collectives that might define
themselves as feminist, in Singapore, or not?
E: Yes, actually the younger people are keener on calling themselves feminist. Our younger
Singaporeans are starting to speak out more. Yeah, I’m actually speaking on a panel of a
group of people who very openly call themselves feminist, but that’s often the young people
going against the backlash.
00:53:08
B: Perfect. Okay, so Liz, that would be all for this interview. I don’t know if you have maybe
some question for me, or you would like to ask something, feel free to do it.
00:53:30
E: I think it will be interesting to read your Thesis […].
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Transcript

[Monday, 5th April 2021] 00:00:00
[BLOCK 1: PRESENTATION]
Berta Fernàndez Gallego: I got in contact with you, basically, because you are an expert on
migration, and also from a gender perspective. So, I would like you to sum up your career in
terms of labour, gender, and migration, and a little bit your current research.
00:00:23
Anju Mary Paul: Sure. So, I'm a sociologist by training. My area of specialty is international
migration, largely focusing on Asia. So, migrations into Asia, as well as out of Asia, as well
as within Asia. My early research was really focused on low-wage labour migration. And I've
kind of moved away from that a little bit now, so I look more at high-skilled migration now,
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but my early work was really focused on migrant domestic workers. Initially, just from the
Philippines, but then I expanded it to look at Indonesian domestic workers, a little bit on Sri
Lankan domestic workers as well, and the ways in which they use migration to fulfill their
mobility aspirations. And so, what I was really focusing on were the migration patterns that
they adopted. But in the process of doing that work, inevitably, you end up asking all kinds of
other questions. But, as you noted, always gender has been a big part of my research, so even
now with high skilled migration, I'm very interested in women scientists and how their
experience of migration changes as a function of being a woman.
B: Okay. So, you're now focused on high-skilled migration. Am I right?
A: That's right. Yeah. So, it's Asian scientists, I’m looking at Asian scientists who trained in
the West, and then have to decide whether to return to Asia or not, and I’m interested in in the
remittances that they bring back with them, what I call their scientific remittances, and how
that changes scientific cultures in the new countries that they move to.
[BLOCK 2: MIGRANT WOMEN]
00:02:17
B: Okay, perfect. So, that would be the first question. The second one, entering into the
profile of migrant women, I would like you to comment what is the most common
background, of Foreign Domestic Workers or of migrant women in Singapore, in terms
of country of origin, age, the motivation to come to Singapore. And also, most importantly, do
they come alone, or do they come with family members?
00:02:49
A: Okay. I'm just writing this down, so I don't forget. If I don't answer all of your subquestions let me know. So, it used to be the case that the majority of domestic workers
coming into Singapore were from the Philippines. In the 1970s, when Singapore started its
migrant domestic worker program that says, the Philippines was the largest source country.
Overtime, that has shifted and maybe about 10 years ago or so, Indonesians became a bigger
and bigger part of the labour source pool. And we don't have the exact statistics, because the
Singapore government does not publish a nationality breakdown. But the estimates are that
the majority, not the majority but the largest number right now, are coming from Indonesia.
Maybe about five six years ago, maybe a little bit longer than that actually. So maybe about
15 years ago Indonesia started going up, and then maybe about five years ago, Myanmar
became an increasingly important source country. And those tend to be the three main source
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countries for Foreign Domestic Workers in Singapore, you get a handful of South Asians
from Sri Lanka, from India, some from Bangladesh, but not many. They tend to be quite a
small group. So, it's really the other three nationality cities, which are bigger source countries.
In terms of the reasons why they come to Singapore, I mean, it's largely because of the wage
differential between their country and Singapore. Singapore is the only high-income country
in Southeast Asia, and the wage differential, even though it's low by Singapore standards, in
comparison to what they can earn in their home country the difference is so significant that
it’s still a big draw. Women without many formal skills are still able to get jobs as domestic
workers and so this is a very popular occupation for unskilled or mid-skilled women. The
other factor, though, is that Singapore is seen as a cosmopolitan destination so, setting aside
economic drivers, there’s a lot of aspirations to experience modernity, to experience what they
imagine is a very cosmopolitan life in a big city, that draw a lot of these women, regardless of
the wage differential. And then your final question which have to do about how they come
here: yes, they're all coming on their own. That’s the nature of the of the of the setup in
Singapore. They are not allowed to come with their families. Sometimes, some women will
end up not sponsoring, but helping family members come as well, as domestic workers, and
so they end up having quite a lot of relatives in Singapore, but it’s not because they’re directly
sponsoring each other.
B: Okay, so the policies of migration just accept migrant women on their own.
A: Exactly, exactly. Sponsorship of dependence is really only limited to very high-skilled
individuals. The income threshold is very high for you to be able to sponsor family members.
00:06:25
B: Okay, perfect. A bit in relation [to] that, I also wanted to ask you that, in your definition of
paid domestic work in […] “A sociology of work: An Encyclopaedia”, you address this racial
and ethnic hierarchy [of migrant women] that depends on each country, it’s contextual
on the country you’re talking about. So, I wanted to ask you whether there’s such a
hierarchy in Singapore, and if there is, what is it like: who is the top and who is on the
bottom, if we can say like that.
00:07:00
A: Yeah, absolutely. So, it’s definitely very prevalent in Singapore. It’s going to vary from
customer to customer, so individuals will have their own personal preferences. But in general,
the way the market is that Filipinos are at the very top, followed by Indonesians, and then
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followed by women from Myanmar, looking at those three nationalities. Filipinos tend to be
more educated, they usually have high better English language capabilities. They also have a
reputation within the market for being more professional, more modern, and so that gives
them an advantage when it comes to wages. Singapore doesn’t have a standard rate that all
domestic workers need to be paid. And so, you see these very clear nationality-based
differences in in wage averages. So, the Filipinos get paid the most, and then come the
Indonesians, and then the Myanmarese. […] That's one side of the reputation that they have.
On the flip side, Filipinos are also seen as the most demanding, because they’ll ask for more,
they might ask for a weekly day off. Myanmarese and Indonesian domestic workers are often
told by their agent: “Don't even think about asking for a weekly day off on your first contract,
the maximum you can ask for is once a month”, or it's like “You have to prove yourself, for
your first year before you can even talk about a day off”. So, Myanmarese women are often
seen as more docile, more submissive, more obedient. They get abused a lot more as a result
too, while Filipinos, because they're seen as better, they're often treated better as well.
00:09:07
B: Yeah. Okay. The information I found it’s that they, at most, have just one day free per
week, if lucky. So, I understand it’s Sundays for most of them, if I’m not wrong […] The next
question, you mentioned it in fact in the first one. I just wanted to comment that analysing
urbanism, as I said, from this low-income, female, migrant perspective, it has been quite
burdensome because the statistics online just portray you a magnifique Singapore from a
Resident perspective. I wanted to ask you, why is there not so many data about Foreign
Domestic Workers and migrant women, and non-resident population in general, not
necessarily migrant women, and what impact does this have on the policies and inclusion
of this part of the Singapore population, that is in fact quite big in statistics. So, what
impact does it have on them?
00:10:28
A: Yeah, this is not just limited to statistics about migrants in Singapore. In general, the
Singapore government is very secretive in terms of issuing a lot of social science statistics
about the country, especially when it touches on things like ethnicity or nationality, they
really don’t like releasing that kind of information. And oftentimes, the argument that they’ll
often put forward is that it’s politically sensitive, that they don’t want to foster resentment
between different groups. And so, for that reason, it'’ better that no one knows this. Perhaps
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some truth in that, but what it also means is that when it comes to making policy or advising
on policy, no one outside of government has this information, and so academics are always
kind of working in the dark, because we don’t have the same amount of information that
government policy makers have. And so, we can put forward a recommendation, and they’ll
say “Oh well, you don’t understand or you don’t know.” And there's nothing that we can say
against that, because it’s true, we do not know that the numbers. And it’s the same problem
for NGOs, as well. NGOs only see a certain segment of any one of these populations, and you
can’t fully tell whether it’s representative of the full population.
[BLOCK 3: GLOBAL TRENDS]
00:12:09
B: Okey. Jumping on to the next part, which would be a lot of global trends […]. How will
the global and Southeast Asian trends towards an aging population, and therefore
greater demand for care workers, impact these low-income and migrant women in
Singapore in particular, or in many other Global Cities? Because this fragment of the
population is a common denominator in many Global Cities, and in the service sector in
general.
00:12:47
A: Yeah, I had one answer before Covid-19, and now I don’t know [laughs]. So the answer
that I would give people before Covid-19, is that this care crisis is not going away, the
demand is only going to increase, and so we should expect to see even more of this type of
migration to Global Cities, which are going to be magnets for these women from the Global
South, mainly. And we were seeing that trend, there were more countries introducing these
programs for care workers to come in on temporary programs. The good thing, the good side
of that, was that more countries were starting to think about protections for these women,
because they had become so much more visible, because of NGOs and just the news media in
general, and so there was more pressure on governments to try and improve the working
conditions for these women. Some of that was effective, not all of it, but it looked like maybe
it was moving in that direction. So, it wasn't going to stop, it was definitely going to increase
and maybe get a little bit better. Then, Covid-19 happened, and we’ve seen this huge drop in
migration. But the care crisis has only gotten worse. And so, it’s an interesting moment in
terms of the different directions that countries can take […]. There's a decline in migration
there’s a decline in the labour supply for these types of care workers. Now that could have
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several impacts: it could mean that for the few who are still available to migrate or are already
in host countries, they might be able to demand better working conditions, and so there might
be pressure on wages to go up and on governments to ensure that they are an attractive place
for these workers. That's possible. What’s, maybe, more possible, is that the pressures on
these care workers are going to be so extreme, and that you might see more abuse, more
exploitation, because the people that they are working for are a lot more stressed, there might
be more desperation amongst them, this group of care workers, because they need money to
support their families back home and so they’re willing to take any kind of job, so it could
could go in different directions. In Singapore, it seems to be the case, we’ve been seeing
stories about more abuse of domestic workers during the Covid-19 period. So, I worry that it's
moving actually more than that direction.
B: Okay, because there has been some decline in terms of employment, maybe? That some
families decided just to not employ them because of the health risk of having them home?
A: That's happened as well, yeah. There’s a lot of families who have decided they cannot
afford to have a domestic worker and so they’re figuring out new work arrangements to
distribute the workload within the family. Sometimes that means, I mean, this is happening
around the world, a lot of that pressure is being put on the women in the family. So, in the
past, the way that women would deal with this is to outsource it to other women, right? And
when you can’t do that, if you can't get the male members of your household to step up, then
it ends up being women who are bearing the brunt of all of this extra work.
[BLOCK 4: PUBLIC SPACE]
00:16:58
B: Yeah, you're right. Okay, thank you. The next two questions would relate to public space,
and more entering into this side of urbanism. So, I wanted to ask you, first of all, in terms of
services and leisure: what kind of leisure, if we can say it like that, can migrant women
get in Singapore, since it is such a gentrified, and one of the most expensive cities of the
world? And also in terms of the savings, the little savings they have, and the remittances they
have to send back, so what options do they have to enjoy this city actually, as a Global and
expensive city?
00:17:39
A: A lot depends on if they get a day off. If they get a day off, there's a lot of options and the
life of the city is more vibrant because they are part of the city. So, you’ll see a lot of
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domestic workers having picnics in parks, there are certain shopping malls in the city which
are kind of destinations for domestic workers. So, there’s a particular shopping mall, called
Lucky Plaza, which is called Little Manila because all the Filipinas go there. There's another
one, City Plaza, which is where all the Indonesians go; the Peninsula Plaza is another
shopping mall where all the Myanmarese women go, Little India is where the Indians [go]…
So, in terms of commercial spaces, there are certain places which have overtime informally
become gathering spots for domestic workers. Religious establishments, from the very
beginning, have been very open to migrant domestic workers and just migrant workers in
general. So especially amongst the Filipino population, there are certain churches which have
Sunday services in Tagalog, because their congregation is so populated by Filipinos: and then
you see the same thing with Buddhist temples, there’s a particular temple that’s a Sri Lankan
Buddhist temple, and they have a whole kind of dedicated service for Sri Lankan domestic
workers. And there's a lot of pastoral work and outreach that happens through religious
establishments to domestic worker populations. They run a lot of weekend classes, there are
NGOs like HOME, but a bunch of others and a lot of self-help groups as well that do
weekend classes, and there used to be – I don’t know if it's still going on – but there used to
be like this beauty competition where the domestic workers would dress up, there’d be like a
runway, and then they’d have a prize to decide who is like Miss so and so of the year. They
did a similar one for, I don’t know how they put it, it’s for lesbians, Butch lesbians. And so
they had their own runway competition. There are NGOs that run like financial education
classes for domestic workers. So, there’s a lot that can be done, some of it free some of it lowcost, the government has set up recreation centres in different parts of the country for
domestic workers to go for free and just hang out because they don’t have a space necessarily
that’s available to them on the weekends. But all of this assumes that they have a day off. For
that segment of domestic workers who do not get a day off, they are incredibly trapped. And
so, you see this huge divergence and experience, depending on that one factor. And that’s
why NGOs keep saying like “That has to be mandatory, you have to make it mandatory”, and
the government still hasn’t done it, but that would make such a difference.
B: Right, right, right. It’s also interesting because most of the things you mentioned, they are
non-commercial solutions, I mean they can actually enjoy the city without the need to spend
and go to the shopping centres in the sense of spending money, because there are financial
constraints, obviously.
A: Yeah.
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00:21:19
B: Okay, really, really interesting. The other side of the coin would be using this public space
for political revindication, not just for enjoyment. I also wanted to ask you, do they actually
get to use public space if they needed to make a protest, or do the restrictions by the
government in terms of freedom of expression, in terms of protests, actually, mean a
limit to them?
00:21:52
A: Absolutely, yeah. And this is not unique to migrants, right? This is in Singapore in general,
it’s a semi authoritarian state, and so no one has freedom, full freedom to protest in
Singapore. It's not discriminating against migrant domestic workers. It’s just across the board.
Now, what that means though is that domestic workers have to be very savvy in how they
negotiate, how they navigate that that environment. And so, when they are acting politically,
it cannot be framed as a protest, and instead it would be working through local NGOs, where
they try and frame themselves as contributing to the economy, contributing to the society,
being good people, being worthy of care by Singaporeans. And so oftentimes NGOs will
work with domestic workers to be their voice, because it cannot come directly from domestic
workers, there’s a lot of fear that as soon as you start coming across as too political, you will
get deported. Workers cannot be unionized, there’s no rights to political speech for domestic
for migrant domestic workers, and so it has to go through an intermediary.
[BLOCK 5: GRASSROOTS AND GOVERNMENT CONTROL]
00:23:24
B: Because this intermediary, one of the questions I wanted to ask you was if there are
grassroots organisations just created by migrant women and not necessarily dependent
on Resident women? So, do they exist?
00:23:40
A: They do. Absolutely, yes. These will be, like you said, self-help groups. So, there was a
big one that started quite a long time ago, actually, called the Bayanihan Centre, which was
started by migrant domestic workers to teach, they would they’d kind of volunteer to run
classes for each other on the weekends when they were free, and then over time it became
more formalized. There’s like a Filipino-run radio channel, which is run by domestic workers,
and they broadcast on Sundays, and they have all kinds of like cheerleading competitions and
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sports at sporting events and stuff. Actually, in terms of sporting, there’s a lot of selforganized, there’s a Volleyball League, and you’ve got different teams, I think a lot of them
are organized by hometown, and so they have a big kind of tournament, every year. And they
work with schools, so there are a lot of different schools and colleges which will allow these
groups to use their campuses on the weekends, without having to pay anything. And so, in
addition to religious institutions, a lot of educational institutions try and create spaces for
these groups.
00:24:54
B: Okay, perfect. It's really related to that, but I also found information about this People’s
Association. I understand it’s like an umbrella organisation that just manages all the
grassroots organisations in Singapore. So, do you feel that [its] kind of supervision might
also pose limits to this political organisation, or it does actually help the […] civil society
to be more fruitful, in that sense?
00:25:29
A: Yeah, the People’s Association is very much a kind of like a political arm of the ruling
party. And so, the migrant worker groups don’t go through that, they’re quite independent.
B: Okey, so it’s just for Resident Singaporeans who are truly living in public housing.
A: Yeah.
00:25:50
B: Okay, perfect. And in terms of the government, I also wanted to ask you whether you
think the government is prepared for these changing demographics of an increased
number of migrant domestic workers? Because of course that will alter the… I understand
that a very important factor for the government is keeping the family values and the ratio of
ethnicities in Singapore, but if the demand rises, there will be a different social or
demographic composition of society, so do you think the government is prepared for that in
the short – medium term?
00:26:34
A: It’s a great question, all of your questions have been great. I think there is a general
awareness amongst the government that they’re going to have to rely on migrants, on
foreigners in general. And the ratio that they might be looking at is closer to… like right now
it’s about 33 percent or so, but they’re expecting it to go up because of the aging population,
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so maybe 40 – 45 percent of the workforce is going to be foreign. Now, that doesn’t mean that
that workforce is largely low-skilled. I think there’s a growing conversation within
government circles to try and get to an economic model that doesn’t rely so much on lowwage labour migrants. It’s very hard to do because they’re so cheap that people default to that
option, but I think you’re starting to see a little bit more conversation in government about
how do you change the work environment. And that’s where Covid-19 has actually been
helpful, like “Are there ways to make work arrangements more flexible, more just
generous?”, such that families don’t have to default having a domestic worker. And so I think
that’s an issue where there’s some talk right now, it hasn’t necessarily translated into concrete
change. It’s hard, because there’s need to help with raising the young, and then there’s need to
help with looking after the elderly, and the aging population actually do need specialized care
in that, in that camp for that category. So there’s talk about having a different kind of
domestic worker that’s a little bit more of a professional caregiver. And we might see more of
that category coming into Singapore.
B: And do you think it could also help improving the life-work life balance of the
Singaporean population itself, like just not necessarily rely on an external domestic worker
but also on their own family?
A: Right, right. Yeah, I mean that’s I think that’s the goal, but the problem is that it’s hard to
disentangle the two reasons why you get a domestic worker. There’s part of it which is just
about these childcare or care responsibilities in general. And then there’s the other part of it
which is just the lifestyle benefits: for a lot of families, they could actually live without a
domestic worker, but it’s very comfortable and convenient, and not that expensive to have a
domestic worker. And so, until the government changes the supply and demand conditions,
it’s going to be very hard for families to switch away from having domestic workers.
[BLOCK 6: CONCLUDING QUESTIONS]
00:29:45
B: Right. Okay, perfect. Since there are just less than 10 minutes left, I will just move on to
the very last questions.
A: Okay, thank you.
B: Yeah, in one of your articles you refer to migrant women, and I really liked this phrase, as
“working-class cosmopolitans”, and you mentioned that they had an “under-recognized
and undervalued cosmopolitan cultural experience and know how”. So, I wanted to
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know, how do you think that this experience or this background that migrant women
have can actually contribute to create better or more sustainable Global Cities or in this
case, Singapore in particular, what can they bring to the conversation?
00:30:29
A: In many ways, the examples that I have highlighted earlier about their interactions and
engagement with religious institutions, with sporting institutions… There are so many ways
in which there is some interaction happening already, and so much more that could be
happening, but it’s one, not highlighted enough, and then two, not leveraged by the
government, it’s not fully visible enough to the government, and the government hasn’t yet
recognized this is actually valuable. So, there’s a lot of emphasis in a lot of Global Cities on
the high-skilled, right? Not recognizing that the cultural capital that’s coming in from midand low-skilled labour migrants is just as vibrant maybe even more so. And it manifests itself
in the small shops that they set up and the little cookies that they set up. There’s a whole other
life of the city that they are contributing to, that is not as flashy, and so it doesn’t get as much
notice, right? You see that a little bit in Singapore with Little India, how Little India – partly
because of the migrant population in Little India – is a huge tourist destination, people want to
go there because they see it as more authentic, less like steel and metal and glass, but really
lived. And I think there’s, hopefully, a sense, amongst the governments of Global Cities that
this is actually something that can be tapped on for its tourism potential. Because they’re
giving a different kind of life to the city, and a vibrancy to the city that’s very different from
what other immigrants are able to do.
00:32:30
B: Right. Okay. So the last, really, really last question, because there’s just really little time.
It’s a really important question for my Thesis, I also commented it with the other women that
I interviewed for this Thesis. So, my Thesis was titled “Feminist urbanisms”, instead of
“inclusive urbanisms”, originally. But, after searching a little bit of information about the
situation of feminism in Asia and Southeast Asia, I wondered whether it was correct to just
say it or call it “feminist”, or it would imply a kind of imposition, or “feminism” might be
seen as a Western ideology, and maybe “inclusive” was more fitting, in this sense. So, I
wanted to ask you, as a Southeast Asian woman, and from your personal opinion, how do
you feel that feminism is seen in Southeast Asia? And if you, in your position, you would
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preserve this title or you would just keep it with “inclusive” or with some other term?
What's your personal opinion on that?
00:33:46
A: It’s such a tricky question. I mean, you’re right, but this happens in Western countries too,
so I don’t think this is unique to Asia. I always find it very strange how I’ll meet some young
University Asian student, and they’ll say “Oh, I’m not a feminist”, and I’m like “How can
you not be a feminist? I do not understand it.” And so, there is this weird backlash against
“feminism”, which makes no sense to me. The other thing that happens is that it gets
associated with women only, when there’s a way of thinking about “feminism” as just being
more inclusive, being more about caring, and in that sense “feminist urbanism” could also be
about how male migrant workers support each other and care for each other. But, because of
the balance attached to “feminist”, that label, I do think that inclusive will probably go down
easier with audiences, and you won’t have to explain it and defend it as much, but I love the
idea of a “feminist urbanism”.
B: Yeah, so like behind it was the idea that… Of course, when talking with AWARE, they
devote themselves to gender equity and women empowerment, and in Barcelona, these would
be like automatically labelled as “feminist” without doubt, but they do not define themselves
as “feminist”, so of course I see that feminism might be more a political stance that I
personally believe is necessary but, as you said, it’s also inclusive, it’s also aimed at a greater
deal of the population, those who are being cared by women and not just women themselves.
So yeah, I really liked your answer, so I will just keep thinking [laughs].
A: [Laughs] Awesome.
00:35:49
B: I think that would be all, because it's almost 18:00, here it's almost 12:00 in the morning,
but it’s almost 18:00 there. So yeah, I don't know if you have any question for me or
something, that would be the end of the interview.
A: No, I think that’s it from me too. Thank you. This was a lovely conversation, and
hopefully it was useful, please let me know if there’s anything else that you think of
afterwards […].
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