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Welcome back to the class, we are continuing our discussion on globalization and the question 

of modernity or late modernity or post modernity and as I have been telling you in the previous 

several classes, the debate about the whole description of the contemporary period, whether to 

characterize it as postmodern era or an era of late modernity, it has been a very hotly debated 

topic within the academic circles.  

So, in the previous classes, we had I think four or five sessions on Anthony Giddens, a very 

important and influential British sociologist, who took a very firm stand that he is not ready to 

characterize the contemporary society as that of post modernity, but rather he would call it a 

second modernity or late modernity.  

And we went through his major arguments, especially two books, one is the ‘Consequences of 

Modernity’, we discussed that one full chapter, the first chapter where he summarizes quite a 

lot of arguments. And in the last class, we also had a very brief look at his later book, ‘The 

Runaway world’, where he has used this term, the runaway world to characterize the kind of 

changing transformations of the globalization.  

And he very forcefully argued that the unintended consequence of globalization is taking its 

own course and looks like we have not much of a control on it. So, that is why he used the term 

the runaway world, the globalized world is, moving on its own rationality, moving on its own 

rationale and the earlier optimism about science and rationality, being able to control the world 

around you more efficiently, that optimism seems to be fading.  

So, we concluded the discussion on Anthony Giddens and in today's class, I want to briefly 

introduce you another very influential book, a title, ‘The Conditions of Post Modernity’ by 



David Harvey and I am not going to discuss this book in detail, because it is a critique of post 

modernity. It is a critique of the kind of scholarly arguments that began to celebrate the 

conditions of post modernity from a very strong Marxian perspective.  

David Harvey uses a very influential Marxian framework. He is a scholar who uses Marxian 

framework very influentially. So, he his arguments about globalization is something similar to 

that of Giddens and maybe to that of Ulrich Beck as well, because Ulrich Beck we are going 

to discuss him extensively in the coming two or three lectures.  

So, being a Marxian scholar or being a scholar who prefers to analyse the social change as well 

as the social structure from a Marxian perspective by giving primacy to the realm of economics 

or to the realm of economy. Harvey has very interesting arguments about neoliberalism, about 

the fixity of capital and a host of other things. So, I would urge you to read David Harvey's 

other works.  

He's a geographer, a Marxian geographer. So, a very interesting arguments by rooting himself 

very strongly or anchoring himself very strongly in the Marxian tradition of analysing the role 

of economy, the role of capital, what happened to the capitalist production in the modern era, 

did that undergo a significant transformation?  

Because if you read some of the some of his arguments, especially places where he quotes 

Marx and Engels from Communist Manifesto and you would simply think that Marx and 

Engels is talking about globalization, about the capitalists expanding their sphere of work 

across the globe and then looking for new markets and then, getting labour and then raw 

materials from across the globe.  

So, it looks exactly like a description of globalization that we discuss today. But Marx was 

talking about the early features of capitalism. So, scholars like Harvey, would strongly argue 

that, even when we talk about late capitalism, even when we talk about neoliberal capitalism, 

the fundamental dynamics or the fundamental character of this economic activity remains the 

same, the logic of this economy, the basic grammar of this economy remains to be capitalist.  

So, in that sense, he is extremely critical of the postmodernist claims that the basic pillars of 

modernity has been washed away and then we need to discard. So, he is not somebody who 

would agree with those kinds of arguments.  
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So, since it is a book, I am not spending much time on it rather, I am going to depend upon a 

review article, a review article published, which kind of summarizes David Harvey's work. 

This is a part of this the key text in human geography series, the conditions of post modernity 

contributed by, David Harvey's book published in 1989.  
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And this is a kind of a review, a kind of a summary by KeithWoodward and John Paul Jones. 

So, it looks at the conditions of post modernity and then provides with, it locates the text it 

locates the overall argument and then, so in that sense, it gives you a kind of a summary of the 

major argument.  
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Now, they say that David Harvey's book the conditions of post modernity, an inquiry into the 

origins of cultural change is more than a key text in geography. Its popularity and significance 

is unmatched outside the discipline and they quote Terry Eagleton, Eagleton is another Marxist, 

who has given his expert opinion and which is printed on the backside of this book, conditions 

of post modernity which is an important argument.  

Terry Eagleton argues that it is a devastating book, the most brilliant study of post modernity 

to date, David Harvey cuts beneath the theoretical debates about postmodernist culture to reveal 

the social and economic base of this apparently free-floating phenomenon. After reading this 

book, those who fashionably scorn the idea of a total critique had better think again, it is just a 

very, very frontal attack.  



Because those who fashionably scorned the idea of a total critique are the people who represent 

the wave of post modernity, because I hope you remember, Francois Lyotard who argued that 

post modernity brings in an end to the grand narratives. You cannot have a singular theory, for 

example, a Marxian framework or something like that, you cannot have such kind of a larger 

framework to make sense of this changing forms of globalization.  
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 The book itself is only part of the story of popularity, another is the strange conjuncture of 

intellectual thought, cultural trends, economic transformations and political developments, that 

in the 1980s, came to be known as post modernism. So, it is just a kind of a general introduction 

in this section. Maybe we can just go through that. It is hard for those whose intellectual 

awakening came in the late 90s or later to have a sense of the era, of the immediacy of 

opportunities and dangers, it seems to present.  

But consider this, for several 100 years, something that came to be called as modernity 

developed a pace and then like tracking the changing temperature of time itself, then emerged 

a widespread feeling that modernity’s cherished moorings, a faith in human rationality and 

logical communication in economic, political and social progress in science, technology and 

aesthetic coherence and in just ethical systems of valuation and judgment, were being unhinged 

to such an extent that the world especially the West, was entering into a new era.  

So, this I think we are familiar with this argument, why did we begin to feel a crisis of 

modernity or why do we say that from 1970s or 80s onwards, the world started or world in the 

sense, please understand it as the Western world, the Europe, the Euro centric world, started to 

move from the era of modernity to that of post modernity and what are the reasons.  

So, these are the kinds of reasons that many of them are taken for granted conditions of 

modernity, they say they were being unhinged to such an extent that the world especially the 

West, was entering into a new era. Though Harvey is always keen geographical imagination, 

analysing postmodernism, is account of the shifts goes back to issues much larger than 

discipline of geography and that is why this book is considered to be an extremely important 

and popular book.  
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So, these are the sections where he, makes the scholars make a connection between Harvey’s 

previous work and then there later works. So, trying to see how they are in dialogue with a host 

of other works that are published, which are critical of postmodernity. So, I think we can skip 

this thing.  
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But there is an interesting observation here, in writing about postmodernism a Harvey once 

affirmed Pierre Bourdieu’s injunction that every established order tends to produce the 

naturalization of its own arbitrariness, quoted in Harvey. For all its uncertainty, multiplicity 

and disorderliness, the age of postmodernism was very nearly one of these established orders, 

it was Harvey's mission to unmask that naturalization.  

In the process, conditions of postponement, he became part of the times pace contention, it 

analysed, further naturalizing the book as in Eagleton terms, devastating and brilliant. So, it is 

a very, very interesting argument by Pierre Bourdieu the very important French sociologist. 

Every established order tends to produce naturalization of its own arbitrariness and this is a 

very important advice for every sociologist.  

Because we tend to think a particular order as natural and a very powerful order every 

established order has various mechanisms of making this arbitrariness look like a proper order 

and it is the duty or it is an obligation of the sociologist or the social scientists to uncover this 

naturalness and to say that there is nothing natural about it, but it has been brought into a 

particular scenario through very conscious actions and to unearth or to unravel the kind of 

dynamics of a particular established order.  
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Now, let us get into the specific arguments because this is what is more important than the the 

larger background of the work. For many reasons, it is important to read conditions of post 

modernity, as a text devoted principally to the critique of a system, rather than promotion of a 

coherent alternative.  

While it is undeniable that Harvey never strays from the project of spatializing, the political 

economy, a move that spans almost the entirety of his overlay there, here the positive 

revolutionary and utopian aspects of Marxism, are sent to the background, as something that 

sits behind but nevertheless frames the topic at hand.  

So, this book ‘Conditions of post modernity’ is a very devastating critique of the post-modernist 

arguments about the predominance of culture, about the impossibility of a grand narrative, 

about arbitrariness of the world about the demise of a modern world and in that sense, it is 

rather a critique, rather than providing a very well-established alternative based on Marxian 

framework unlike many of Harvey's other works. So, the Marxian framework analysis of 



capitalism, the emphasis on working class movement, working class agency, these things are 

in the background, but he is not here to give a kind of a prescriptive idea about what is 

globalization or what is not, but it is rather a kind of a critique.  
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True to his title, the book provides a critical analysis of economic and cultural conditions 

specific to and definitely to the last quarter of the 20th century. Importantly, Harvey recognizes 

that a double meaning hides within the idea of condition. So, that we, that is why this condition, 

so post modernity this term, condition is something important, it signals the state of actual 

existing things surrounding us and making up the world.  

But at the same time, it also indicates the historical tendencies driving global processes. So, 

these conditions of post modernity, it actually has two meanings, one is that the kind of actual 

existing situations, a condition of what actually existed, second one is conditions is understood 

as things that are necessitated, things that are kind of precondition for certain things to come 

into picture.  

Put in another way, condition implies both the condition of things and that which conditions 

things, it is a structural thing which produces certain things, you know that certain aspects will 

come into existence only if certain other conditions are met. So, in that sense, it is understood 

as a kind of a precondition, other condition, other meaning is that the consequences of a 

particular thing.  

So, he uses these two things. It is within this double formulation that surfaces the beginnings 

of the ontological development that will come to maturity in justice nature and geography of 

difference a condition at which a state of being and the process of becoming. So, it is both a 

state of being and a process of becoming.  
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So, historically, the condition of post modernity is said to have developed out of or to have 

been a break with a vast collection of Western philosophy, artistic scientific theories that 

developed during the period known as modernism and we had some discussion about 

modernism or modernity in the very beginning of this particular chapter.  

Though beginning with the Enlightenment, this historical era gained ground through the 

establishment of scientific positivism, the growth spread and techno-practical coherence of 

industrial capitalism and the development of the democratic state form. So these are the three 

important terms I hope you remember when we talk talked about three revolutions, the French 

Revolution, the scientific revolution, and the Industrial Revolution.  

So, these three revolutions are set to have led to or given birth to a condition of modernity. 

These were in no way discrete historical events or processes, rather each informed the other. 

Moreover, they helped map out a human centred world, aimed at the development of free and 

autonomous human agents. Human beings who are not determined or controlled by a 

superhuman or a supernatural power, but human beings who are capable of taking their own 

decisions and then acting on their own volition, rational economic citizens, naturally embracing 

science, capitalism and democracy.  

But by the mid-20th century, however, the ideas of modernity had been pushed into crisis by 

the increasing glaring inequalities that accompanied the development of capitalism and by the 

ever-greater alienation fostered by the violence and devastation of the two world wars. I think 

we discussed that is not it, in the previous classes.  

Because by end of second half or the first half of 20th century, we have had two world wars 

and then economic inequality was glaring and the ecological crisis was looming. So, optimism 

that people shared started losing itself significance. Artists, philosophers and even scientists 

increasingly turned into fragmented, alienated and relativist representations of the world 

revealing a growing dissatisfaction with appeals to the foundationalism that had been the 

cornerstones of modernist thinking.  
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Post modernity met this discontent with several accounts of difference, positionality and 

situatedness that appeared to ring the death knell of aging visions of the world rooted in 

essentialism totalization and universality. So, what does it mean? What does this whole idea of 

a totalizing essentialist and universalistic idea?  

Because we know that modernity was carried forward, modernity was espoused, it was a 

philosophy and ethically espoused on the basis of European enlightenment and it had claimed 

to have a universalistic character. For example, it had an understanding of what it means to be 

human, what are the rights and nature of human beings.  

And they had a universal view about what human progress means and so these common set of 

ideas that can be applicable to every part of this world, every part of this earth for all 

communities and societies. So, these were some of the kinds of essential features of 

enlightenment project.  

And the argument of postmodernist is that, these essentialist or universalistic arguments have 

lost its significance and rather nothing of these universalistic things will work rather we need 

to take into account or we need to kind of celebrate the differences, the positionality and 

situatedness. So, that is why these whole identities became extremely important, the 

proliferation of identities and sub-identities, the kind of fragmented identities became 

extremely important.  

So, from which Harvey's book derived its name and to which served his purpose. Here Lyotard 

called a rejection of the Grand narratives of modernity, two of which were essentially suspect 

in the postmodern critique: the assumed total autonomy of the individual that is liberalist 

humanism, the free-market entrepreneurialism and the linear deterministic process of history 

that is Marxist socialism and scientific progress.  

So, this whole idea that the total autonomy of an individual whether the individual will be 

completely emancipated, individual will live as total free agent. And this idea, this whole 

emancipatory project of enlightenment was very badly criticized by scholars like Foucault, who 

argued that human beings can never be free in that sense.  

Especially his early writings, which tells you that how there are different forms of discourses, 

different forms of power structures that really work through you. So, even when you think 



about your own agency and then subjecthood, how they are deeply implicated in the power 

structures.  

And also, the linear deterministic progression of history, a kind of a Marxian argument or even 

a general developmentalist idea that there is a one particular way of progress, is what is required 

for everybody, all such kind of idea or the argument that the Europe really represents the, a 

blueprint for every other society to develop. Europe represents the, Europe represent represents 

the epitome of human progress. So, these ideas became extremely, was subjected to so much 

of critique.  

Thinkers such as Michel Foucault, Jacques Derrida and Lyotard argued that such notions did 

not reflect any necessity within reality or the nature of things, so much as the influence of 

power and discourse in the ways we know and understand the world. Likewise, language 

politics and even identities became matters not of universals, but particularly contingency and 

difference. Those who are familiar with this literature you know this.  
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Given this apparent break with these foundations of modernity, what possibilities remained for 

the collective politics that Harvey and other Marxists find necessary to undermining 

capitalism? So, that is the question that Harvey tries to answer. His solution was to hold his 

ground reanalysing relation between modernity and postmodernity.   

So, as I mentioned several times, these scholars, especially Harvey, Beck and Anthony 

Giddens, they were kind of a defenders of modernity from the discipline of sociology, 

especially Harvey from a Marxian school, they were the defenders of modernity, who was not 

ready to go by the fashionable trend of declaring the arrival of post modernity.  

He concluded that the latter, in fact, does not represent the break with the former, but its 

continuation. That is a fundamental argument that we have come across several times, post 

modernity or the condition what we understand today, the contemporary situation cannot be 

seen as a completely different realm, separate from, different from that of modernity.  

Because the moment you say postmodern, assume that you have gone past modernity, you have 

said goodbye to modernity, you have gone past modernity, but they will not agree with that 

characterization, they will argue that it is its continuation, with changes marking adjustments 

to transformations in capitalist production and consumption.  

So, that is why these scholars, for example, from next class onwards, we will have an elaborate 

discussion on Ulrich Beck's idea of reflexive modernity. He refuses to accept post modernity; 

he uses to the term reflexive modernity or Giddens talks about second modernity or late 

modernity. So, why that, I personally I find that argument extremely important, very 

persuasive.  

For Harvey, modernity is inseparable from the processes and institutions devoted to the 

accumulation of capital and utilization of labour, reaching its point of inflection with the advent 

of 1914 of Fordism. So, for Harvey or any Marxian scholars, modernity is intrinsically 

connected with capitalism, you cannot think about or a mere cultural understanding of 

modernity is very superficial.  

Because modernity came into picture only because there was an underlying capitalist economy 

came into picture and a very significant turn or a significant moment in this entire emergence 

of capitalist economy was the Fordism of 1914 of Fordism, the famous car maker and the kind 

of Fordism initiated by Henry Ford's introduction of the 5 dollar, 8 hours a day as recompense 

for workers manning the automated car assembly line that he established. 

So, this Fordism is seen as a particular way of organizing your production activity in the factory 

floor. A labourer’s work is pre-determined by the speed of the conveyor belt which passes in 

front of him. So, the production instead of, produce some three of or a group of workers 

working on a car together and trying to compete it and then working with another one.  

We know that the modern car factories or any modern manufacturing units mostly work on the 

base of these assembly lines or with the help of conveyor belts. So, a worker is supposed to do 

repetitive similar kind of work and he does a very fraction of this whole process and the product 

moves to the next level, where the fraction of that remaining part of the work is done by the 

other person and it moves.  

So, Fordism or Henry Ford was able to bring in huge efficiency, great increase in efficiency 

and productivity with this particular thing and this later got expanded into every form of 

industrial production and even now, we know that in that industrial scenario, the Ford principle, 

the principle of Ford or Fordism is really important. Fordism was sealed in the post-World War 

second era, as a social compact among capitalists, labour unions and social welfare states.  



The macroeconomics of Fordism was globalized under the Bretton Woods agreement of 1944, 

which turned the dollar into world's reserve currency and tied the world's economy 

development firmly into US fiscal and monetary policy. Accompanying this agreement was 

the opening of global markets for American corporate interest and eventually Fordism began 

to spread throughout the globe. So, Harvey undertakes this kind of a historical analysis.  
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By the mid-1650s, 1960s, however, a number of national and regional markets had arisen to 

challenge the United States hegemony within Fordism to the point where the Bretton Woods 

agreement cracked and dollar was devalued. Drawing from his earlier theories, establishing the 

limits to capital, Harvey points to the unravelling of Fordism in the 1960s and 70s, a system to 

rigid and contradictory to put off a crisis of over accumulation, it was inexorably being 

supplanted by the new post-Fordist or flexible forms of accumulation.  

So, here he analyses the Marxian notions of accumulation, accumulation of capital, 

accumulation of the surplus which was a part of this Fordism and how this Fordist economic 

principle, as well as organization of labour, organization work, it reached a kind of a crisis 

during 1960s and 70s and why it required a more flexible forms of capital accumulation.  

Flexibility was sectoral insofar so far as capital was moved to invest in service industries. It 

was technical in the shift towards more fluid labour agreements and outsourcing agreements 

and it was geographical in capitalism's ever demanding need to spatially fix its crisis by 

mobilizing in ways that lower costs open new markets and increase profits.  

Flexibility emphasizes greater adventurism in the part of the capitalist through the production 

of mobile short-lived commodities, while for the worker whose own labour is sold as 

commodity, this means of new forms of exploitation as promises of a future employment was 

increasingly broken, which in turn fostered increased transience and nomadism within the 

labouring class.  

So, he argues that by 1960s and 70s or maybe slightly later, the kind of economic activity, the 

underlying logic of capitalism, while remain the same its forms began to change and more and 

more service sector became important dominant in the world economy, whether IT related one 

or financial related one or a host of other service industries became important, which required 

more flexible approaches towards the workers, the kind of expertise that they have and the 



places that they require. So, it became it the cap, the entire economy was forced to become 

more flexible and adaptive.  
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So, critically Harvey argues that as distances and time it took to accumulate capital and 

circulate commodities shrunk our experience of space and time similarly compressed. So, this 

we will come back later, where his overall argument about time space compression, whereas 

Giddens speaks about time-space distanciation, Harvey talks about time space compression.  

What is more post modernity is rise at this juncture, as an intellectual architectural, artistic and 

cultural movement was not coincided for the sea change called post modernism is a direct result 

of this experiential dislocations. So, why previous representations of post modernity might 

have argued that the moment was fundamentally the product of a cultural transformations from 

which economic changes like the rise of entertainment industries or the growth of gentrification 

then followed, Harvey's analysis of the post Fordist political economy turned this formulation 

up or upon its head. So, here are typical of a Marxist scholar or a Marxist tradition. Harvey is 

not ready to accept the argument of postmodernist that a kind of a cultural turn brought in this 

kind of transformations.  

He would argue that this cultural turn happened mainly because of the larger changes in the 

economy and this is a typical Marxian analysis which gives predominance to that of economic 

activity. Making culture the shadow of economic progress, processes he explained in no 

uncertain terms that the emphasis upon ephemerality, collage, fragmentation and dispersal in 

philosophical and social thought mimics the conditions of flexible accumulation.  

So, this flexible accumulation, rather than being fixated on a particular geographical area is 

what is the kind of an underlying process of late modernity or second modernity according to 

Harvey and that is getting reflected through its cultural forms.  

Harvey illustrates this causal reversal by examining key components of Western culture 

drawing upon the history of the American cityscape, where he assesses several exemplary 

postmodern urban designs, including the spectacle produced by Disneyfication of Baltimore 

Harbor and the loss of depth meaning and history in art and aesthetics, echoing a widespread 

emphasize on the values and virtues of instantaneity and disposability as capitalists move from 

Fordist mass production of flexibility.  



(Refer Slide Time: 32:13) 

 

Perhaps the most jarring aspects of Harvey's argument is the suggestion that a great variety of 

development in recent progressive politics such as feminism, anti-racism, and queer activism, 

by virtue of their emphasis on an apparently relativistic politics of positionality proceeds in the 

spirit of these recent processes of capitalist development and it is a very bold argument very, 

that is why they are using the term a jarring argument.  

The argument that the recent movements like anti-racism or queer or feminism, they are 

emerging or they are also reflecting this kind of spirit of this recent process of capitalist 

development, a kind of a more flexible, capitalist development. Envisioning a postmodern 

identitarian politics that shows more commonality with post Fordist capitalism than with 

Marxist anti capitalism.  

He suggests that postmodern strategies and argumentations drawn upon by identity politics 

after the cultural turn may only be apparently progressive. So, he is not very convinced that 

many of these identity politics, which revolve around the questions of identity without 

providing adequate questions to the underlying material conditions might be seemingly 

progressive, apparently progressive, without any kind of a progressive conditions.  
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Postmodernism and it is interesting, let us see his own writing. Postmodernism, with its 

emphasis upon ephemerality or jouissance, its insistence upon impenetrability of the other, its 

concentration upon the text rather than the work, its penchant for deconstruction bordering of 

nihilism, its preference of aesthetics over ethics, takes matter too far.  

It takes them beyond the point where any coherent politics are left, while that wing of it that 

seeks a shameless accommodation with the market puts it firmly in the tracks of an 

entrepreneurial culture that is a hallmark of reactionary neoconservatives, a very powerful 

argument. You know that when we talk about identities, we talk about a perpetual 

fragmentation of identities.  

Because the moment you try to fix an identity, it becomes impossible, you will be able to find 

sub identities and then more fragmented identities within that and feminism is an excellent 

example into that or say sexuality is an excellent example into that. So, what he argues is that 

this particular tendency of going for this unending kind of fragmentation of identities leaves 

no possibility for a united politics.  

Because the politics requires a coming together and taking a particular kind of stand and these 

identitarians, the people who are so preoccupied with the question of identity, they really forego 

or they really cannot see the kind of possibility of forging a political alliance with others, they 

are not ready to see the kind of underlying material conditions and more importantly, he argues 

they have compromised with the entrepreneurial culture that is a hallmark of reactionary 

neoconservatives.  

This while politics of positionality may seem progressive, Harvey asserts that such fragmented 

strategies are in fact opening for, if not inspired by the equally fragmented practice of 

accumulation and production in the contemporary capitalism and importantly, their attendant 

transformations of that spaces that we daily encounter.  

In so arguing, Harvey makes the spaces and processes of post Fordist capitalism, the conditions 

for culturally inflected politics, aesthetics and cultural practices are particularly susceptible, 

susceptible to the changing experiences of space and time precisely because they entail the 

construction of spatial representation and artifacts out of the flow of human experience.  

They always broker between being and becoming. So, this is the nutshell of Harvey's work, 

‘The conditions of post modernity’, summary of the overall argument, we did not go into the 



book, but it is an extremely important work which very frontally attacks, many of these 

postmodernist claims.  
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And the latter sections, I am not going into the details, it talks about the impact that this 

particular book had. The impact of ‘Conditions of postmodernity’, how it became extremely 

popular, as mentioned at the outset of the chapter, conditions of postmodernity was widely read 

in many disciplines and it has had a lasting impact in geography, in theory, in a host of other 

issues.  

Now, it is true that there is a history of linking economics and cultural phenomena in critical 

theory. One need only point to this base-superstructure model in Marxism or add to the efforts 

of thinkers like Thompson, Raymond Williams all these are Marxian scholars, Theodor 

Adorno, Stuart Hall and others.  

But in geography, at the time of the book’s publication, there were only a handful of 

geographers who are attempting as Harvey was, to bring together the traditions of cultural 

interpretation and political economics analysis. So, the very strength of Harvey is that he 

brought in the very central fundamental role of political economy and that is what is missing 

in most of the or many of the postmodernist arguments which give so much of importance to 

the cultural representations.  

The role of economy, the role of material, the role of capital, is very badly missing in many of 

our narratives, whether it is about a consumption, about the media, about identities, about taste, 

about a host of other things. So, Harvey, typical of any Marxist or typical of any social science 

of the old school is here to remind you that you cannot overlook these fundamental, aspects.  
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And then there is the section on critical responses, I am just mentioning two important people, 

Rosalyn Deutsche and Doreen Massey who have kind of criticized Harvey's position and 

especially from a feminist perspective, which you can read in this essay and Harvey has 

responded to that. 
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Massey’s critique for example, echoes elements found in Deutsche’s while redoubling on 

Harvey's limited engagement with feminist analyses of patriarchy. So, these are the questions 

but Harvey agrees to many of these… 
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See, the following year, Harvey responded to both Deutsche and Massey. But significantly, 

writing in the radical geography journal Antipode and not in the Environmental planning, 

society and Space journal in which the critique appeared. He began by acknowledging that he 

regrets for not integrating more feminist work into condition, noting that had he done so the 

argument would have been strengthened rather than diluted.  

So, it is just a very interesting argument that he stuck to his guns, employing his own 

differentiating strategy whereby Deutsche and Massey’s analysis were particularized as 

emerges from one type of feminism and note the one studied his theory.  

Anyway, so we are not going into the details. But just to bring it to your attention that this book 

is an extremely important one, a very powerful one which has attained a kind of a classic 

stature, the conditions of post modernity a critique from a Marxian perspective. So let us stop 

here and we meet for the next class. Thank you. 

 


