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The field is a scenario of informal and organic growth that has by now become the norm in most

cities of the developing world: it is a condition of urban fringe, the marginal space (eitheg outer or

housing programme implemented by the Thai gov

advantage of just such a condition.

The Sahel

pastoral society in which “[n]Jomadic herders are the principal users and managers of large areas of
grassland, steppe and desert edge” and in which “[p]astures are corporately owned and managed by
small associations . . . within a loose framework maintained by the state”.® This perspective thus
advocates for a participatory governance of the land that, moreover, must be seen as a commons.

However, these recommendations have been disregarded by governing institutions, whose approach



has more often been oriented toward the sedentarization of nomadic tribes in a denial of their

immanent nature, thereby compromising the tribes’ resilience rather than fostering it.

The Field

Nowadays, the urban fringes are not that different from the sahel: the peri-urban space, along with
all its ramifications (the interstices inside the city), is indeed in constant transformation, an object of
real-estate interests that force its inhabitants to cope daily with the possibility of being digplaced.

Indeed, in conditions of fast economic growth, which exist in many developing countries,

and the multitude of the urban poor.
Rather than being simply a catalyst of neglected differ
space of resistance and emancipation from the mai

communities of the field have developed a certa

Resilience, then,feeds to B fostgred more, and this can only occur through a renunciation of both

the unrestras modification of land and the employment of a top-down approach to its
governanc@which ¢ e precisely the case in the desert drylands.

Thai Fields: aan Mankong Program

If only a féy minor attempts toward corporately owned (and managed) land have been carried out
in the sahel,® it would seem that this lesson has already been learnt in the peri-urban space of
Thailand. In January 2003 the Thai government launched the Baan Mankong'® Program “as part of
its efforts to address the housing problems of the country’s poorest urban citizens”.!' The housing
experiment, which was implemented by the Community Organisations Development Institute,'? has

been trying to facilitate the aspirations of the communities of slum dwellers (who squat on land

owned either by private individuals or by public or religious authorities) by creating an important



framework for the development of their informal settlements and the improvement of their living
conditions.

Channeling government funds directly to poor communities in the form of infrastructure subsidies
and housing and land loans, the programme wants to put these communities at the centre of urban
development as well as at the heart of a decision-making process carried out with the participation
of local governments, professionals, universities and NGOs. Managing their budget themselves, the
communities are the ones to plan and carry out improvements to their environment, thereby
allowing them to state their primary role in the transformation process currently happening\n the

field.

circulate freely.

the comm

which people need t ry creative: “once they come together as a community and as networks
e possibilities for finding alternative land multiply fast and the

d energy start pouring out”.'® This process has been compared to a very large

army of antg-let loose across the country that are “scanning their territory and coming up with some
very interesting pieces of vacant private and public land that have been Aiding in the cracks of some
250 towns and cities — land that no government agency or NGOs or researcher might ever have

found or thought of as possible™.!”

Empowered Nomadism



The communities living in the field therefore legitimates their presence on it, re-appropriating it and
re-signifying it. In so doing, they not only reclaim the right to the full citizenship that they deserve,
but they also spark a positive process for the entire city by being champions of a transformation that
would finally be socially just, sustainable and inclusive of all the realities that populate the urban
whole. Involving all of the realities of the city in its rhizomatic network, the field will be the
(representational)'® space that is now lacking inside the official city — an endless terrain for

collective experimentation and potential for the movement of people and knowledge, where to

seen as the key to the emancipation of the self.
By learning something from mobility, the field could avoid becoming s

endless urban development: it would be neither a desert nor an exclus

neither smooth nor striated,?? one that is surely marked by the t t behind by its empowered

nomads, but with no enclosures — a space whose intrinsic rg€ilienccYg antee that there won’t

be the need to fear its continuous transformation.
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