DISPOSITION

A way of being, seeing, acting and thinking in the world.

HABITUS

A “system of dispositions, that is of permanent manners of being, seeing, acting and
thinking, or a system of long-lasting (rather than permanent) schemes or schemata or
structures of conception and action” (Bourdieu, 2005:45).

NIMBYISM

‘Not In My Back Yard’ – a term for those who resist unwanted developments, usually
housing for lower-income households, such as RDP housing, in his or her own
neighbourhood.

BACKYARDING

The practices of constructing Informal dwellings – of ten intended to be rented out as
accommodation—located in the ‘backyard’ of a residential property,, usually increasingly
densities in an area beyond planning legislation.
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RESIDENTS FROM RDP AREA (X1)
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Yet, Kabelo also paradoxically speaks of envisioning a quiet, ordered life that the extension in Cosmo City
provides. Andile and Jessica share this seemingly paradoxical habitus. They too ascribe to an ordered middleclass lifestyle, but one that allows for, and embraces, the “disorder of township life” (Jessica, Pers. Comm.,
2015). This, Andile calls a “suburban-township”, a place where he does not have to “compromise his African
well-being for [white] culture” (Andile, Pers. Comm., 2015); where he can play loud music; visit friends; and
watch the soccer on the pavement or in the street; without complaints from neighbours (Figure 5.3) and
Photograph 5.6 below). These viewpoints illustrate that, within the sphere of formal regulation, adaption needs
to be accommodated. These are not antithetical ideas, but can be blended in ways that make everyday life
possible, and even enjoyable.
Photograph 5.6: Township or suburbia?

Source: Google Maps (2015) (using the street-facing entrance area to sit and socialise)

In this way, Cosmo City is not simply a place where different housing typologies offer homeownership for
residents of varied socio-economic backgrounds. It offers the potential for residents to move up the ranks
of existing social orders. But it is also a place where residents’ dispositions and aspirations, while seemingly
paradoxical, represent the ways in which greenfield integrated residential developments are accepted for
their “idiosyncrasies, experiences and possibilities” (Mosselson, 2015:16) rather than for the more imitating
image of western modernity found elsewhere. Instead, it rather represents what Mosselson (ibid.) sees as the
manifestation of new ways of living beyond the historical reminders that apartheid townships so vividly bring to
bear. Significantly, this framing allows for alternative theorisation around new forms of habitus, the emerging
space of the African suburb or the African modern vision (Nuttall, 2004) (Box 5.5 on the right

Box 5.5: Finding and recommendation 4

Cosmo City is an example of a more shared, public way of life, although within a suburban setting.
Despite this, the “township-suburb” is designed in accordance with ‘western’ ideals of suburbia
implanted from elsewhere. There is little consideration for how residents use (sub)urban space
beyond the conventional conceptualisation that government and developers envision.
Key Recommendation
Perhaps then more attention should be payed to the urban design of the suburb, with a shift in focus
from that of the individual houses to a more nuanced consideration for how shared public space may
be planned and included.
Source: Authors’ formulation

Fear of crime and the segregated city
Superficially contradicting this, but part of the same paradoxical habitus, is, ironically, little tolerance for the
alternative livelihood practices associated with ‘township’ or ‘informal’ life. Residents in Cosmo City, many of
whom are originally from townships, find themselves caught in the habitus of an established suburbia. As such, a
powerful sense of ‘NIMBYism’ prevails in favour of suburban envisionings. As Drummond et al. (2013:48) explain
of cities in the Global South, some suburbs have been ‘’subsumed under the negative image of ‘spontaneous’ or
informal [urban] settlement” typologies. In the case of Cosmo City, the tendency for residents to form strong
associations has typically tended to prevent particular forms of ‘vernacular development’ from happening.
Spaza shops, in many of Cosmo City’s bonded housing extensions, are perceived as a magnet for opportunistic
crime due to the pedestrian activity they attract. According to Kabelo (Pers. Comm., 2015), at residents’
association meetings that he attends, the shared view is that RDP dwellers seems to be the perpetrators of
crime of this nature, attributing it to their need to engage in it due to the poor socio-economic conditions.
Residents further consider the lack of by-law enforcement, as exemplified in the pervasive and often illegal
backyarding in the RDP extensions, as the “cesspool” from which a range of “illegal activities fester”, describing
it as “chaos there” (ibid.). He presents the idea that the bonded, and to a lesser extent the finance-linked housing
extensions, are different from the RDP extensions. This is not simply a geographical point of reference but one
which refers to the ‘others’ who reside within it; people who, by Kabelo’s (ibid.) account, are not “literate and
professional”, people who are “of a different calibre”. These categorisations represent qualities that are seen to
be lacking in the ‘other’ and are ideals that come to constitute various class identities. This translates into the
reproduction of subjects and practices based on class, who live according to the rules of distinction.
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With only a 1 km wide wetland area between the RDP and bonded housing extensions at certain points in
Cosmo City, Kabelo says he “never thought it would be arranged like this” (Kabelo, Pers. Comm., 2015). He
imagined the RDP area would be further away, and out of sight from his house. Andile, despite not living in a fully
bonded extension, echoes this sentiment: “If I buy a bonded house [one day], I don’t want to see RDPs” (Andile,
Pers. Comm., 2015). Residents’ fear of the perceived imminence of crime in the extension have resulted in the
domestication of public space defined as a controlled and “fully self-contained environment where the anxieties
of public encounter are largely absent” (Koch and Latham, 2012:3).
Expressed as a way to reduce crime and increase property values, the community is building a 2.5 m high wall
around the periphery of their extension (Photograph 5.7 below). This effort to keep pedestrians out, mainly
those coming from the RDP extensions, has been approved by the COJ. Following Haferburg’s (2013:262)
assertion, this is a ‘’spatial arrangement that continuously [sends its] often not so subtle messages to [social
actors from different classes]’’.Through a particular habitus, wealthier residents adjust the symbolic and material
meaning of the built form, in an exercise of domination and control. Lower-income residents, like Andile, often
walk through the area to draw inspiration for the house they aspire to build one day. They therefore remain
segregated from wealthier areas in which they “do not belong” (Andile, Pers. Comm. 2015).
Photograph 5.7: Wall to be built along existing fence separating bonded housing and RDP areas

Source: Photograph by authors, 2015

Nevertheless, fear of crime is a reality that not only affects the middle-classes. Much like Kabelo, who has built
high boundary walls, Lunga has also built high walls and added three surveillance cameras on the exterior of his
house (Figure 5.2; Figure 5.5). Joseph would also like to build exterior walls and increase security around his
house, but financial constraints mean that for now, he is forced to rely on the voluntary security patrol group
that he and his neighbours have established.
165

Box 5.6: Finding and recommendation 5

Key Finding
The residents’ habitus, and the decisions that they take around the issues of fear of crime, has
social ramifications. Particularly where higher income household areas segregate themselves from
lower income household areas, for example, where walls are built around entire extensions, limiting
interaction between classes and, therefore, reducing integration.
Key Recommendations
When walls are built, entire extensions become gated and limit access to, usually lower income
residents outside of these areas. In this way, local government (COJ) follows market logic and
favours protecting property prices over the segregatory impact such decisions have on communities.
Therefore, the state becomes complicit in segregating residents along class lines, despite the mandate
for such projects to realise social integration. To this end, local government should implement policy
that prevents it from supporting segregatory practices, encouraging temporary solutions rather than
permanent alterations to the built form.
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Security measures are considered integral for proper protection of property investment as well as social order.
This is particularly so in the context of Johannesburg and its environs, where fear, both imagined and real, has
come to characterise much of people’s daily practices. Thus, the habitus that circulates within it too is affected.
While Joseph and Andile hope to live in Cosmo City’s bonded extension one day, Lunga, like Kabelo, aspires
to move to a “quiet [gated] suburb [near Midrand] with a big yard and peace of mind” (Lunga, Pers. Comm.,
2015; Kabelo, Pers. Comm., 2015). Gated communities therefore become ‘’important spaces in which ideas of
what is and how to be middle-class are played out’’ (Drummond et al., 2013:49). As such, multiple issues are
brought to bear around the physical form of development in Johannesburg. Security in integrated residential
development is seen to reduce the crime rate, creating an important sense of safety for households. Yet such
measures simultaneously perpetuate patterns of social exclusion, and therefore reduce integration. Ultimately,
then, although Kabelo “wants to co-exist” (Kabelo, Pers. Comm., 2015) with residents of different socioeconomic backgrounds, as Andile contends, “classes are not equal” (Andile, Pers. Comm., 2015). Therefore
practices that maintain orders of separation perpetuate (Box 5.6 below).

Source: Authors’ formulation
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Post-apartheid, South Africa’s housing and human settlements policies have attempted to redress a history
of extreme inequities. While the priority has been to provide housing, relatively successfully policy has also
maintained a continuous concern for how this inequity manifests in segregated cities such as Johannesburg. A
particular example is through the distinctive provision of RDP units. Integrated developments are one approach
government has adopted to alter these dynamics, with only partial success. In an attempt to begin to reveal why
this is the case, this research points out that integrated developments should not only be assessed according to
narrow understandings of integration but to also give credence to social processes to the extent that is necessary.
In employing the theoretical concept of habitus as the framing device through which to read such processes,
particular insights are provided concerning the dispositions of developers, local government officials, planners
and residents, In turn, the potential for more substantive and equalising social transformation is revealed.
Despite the envisioned project of integration, this adopted approach illustrates that government and developers
are an integral part of a paradoxical habitus that both limits and enables the possibility to achieve such a goal.
One shared disposition creates a risk averse, sclerotic professional practice that maintains separation simply
to protect property prices. While in another instance, established planning conventions result in the lack of
accommodation for the everyday practices of many disenfranchised urban residents. As many of these practices
tend to limit the more nuanced approaches of the professional actors, their habitus simultaneously encompasses
a shared desire for social integration. The physical embeddedness of professional actors in the spaces in which
they act, in some instances, fosters a habitus that is exposed to and aware of the practices of residents. This has
contributed to ‘’more pragmatic approaches and responses to the forms of urbanity which currently define the
area’’ (Mosselson, 2015), Cosmo City in this case.
As habitus involves enduring schemata, it will be impossible, and undesirable, considering the limitations imposed
by market forces and design conventions, to completely overcome the inhibitors to integration. Importantly
then, is the necessity to uncover the conduits through which more substantive attempts at integration are
enabled. Further to this end, these conduits should be informed by the habitus of residents. Residents’ aesthetic
preferences illustrate aspirations for particular representations that inform the social distinctions that prevent
or encourage integration, and reproduce or reduce social stratification within Cosmo City. Residents’ ways of
being have importantly resulted in a new South African suburban form, one that provides spaces for differing
practices. These require careful consideration and planning. Yet, residents’ fear of crime continues to shape
the way in which interaction between different social classes occurs in the suburb, most often exacerbating
segregation. These practices and distinctions play out within all communities, acting as a centrifugal force for
effective social integration. Therefore the potential for societal transformation across the divided reality that is
urban South Africa does exist.

Beyond the findings that resulted from this research, and forming the overall agenda of the research, is the attempt
to understand, assess and evaluate integrated development projects differently. Rather than looking at more
reductionist concerns for equal access to the provision of infrastructure and services, integrated settlements
should also be assessed through their own attempts to integrate socially. This importantly compelling challenge
is further stimulated when it plays out in a largely segregated populous confined area with different dispositions
at play.
Attention should focus on the feelings, tastes, social distinctions and concerns of the relevant actors involved.
These ways of being form an important dynamic that shapes the planning, both intangible and physical, of
integrated developments, as well as the social relations that take place within them. The research therefore
offers a conceptually and methodologically innovative approach to deal with such challenges. Replicating it in
other contexts could provide the necessary tools to arrive at localised, place-specific insights. It simply requires
a shift in focus as it is ready for adoption. More importantly, it is desirable, as it arrives at a robust understanding
of how to account for the enablers and inhibitors of integration that shape the success of such developments
more holistically.
What approaches like these shed light on, beyond simply building integrated settlements, are the less tangible
barriers to integration that also address the forms of hierarchy, distinction and prejudice that still so strongly
divide our urban environments. It is this very aspect that limits the potential for re-ordering historical social
structures. Since the aim of this research was to emphasise the need to account for the role that social
conventions play in government’s realisation of policy objectives, it offers a second opportunity for replication.
Ways must be found to include what government can do to take cognizance of all operating dynamics. Despite
the challenge this presents, it opens up an opportunity for government to adopt innovative approaches to deal
with a host of urban challenges. New ways of seeing and thinking about urban South Africa can reveal more
effective ways to realise genuine social transformation more than two decades after democracy.
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