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SUMMARY

Although the commons has emerged as a central aspect of an energetic and nascent post
capitalist imaginary, there are a number of ambiguities and contradictions in theory and
practice which require further exploration, especially of the more dynamioéspect
commoningwhich itself invites empirical engageméridan gardens have been tagged with
the politically heavy burden of being examples of aetx@éting commons, and while they
provide the context for empirical exploration of commoning, thetrigadldynamics are even
more contested. This thesis starts from the premise that there is a tendenegrpbasise

the explicitlypolitical aspects of both commoning and urban gardeninigoverlooking

some of thig quiet ordinary, and prosaic everyday actions and practices. This research
involved indepth ethnographic work across three urban garden sites in Cardiff, where |
explored the everyddyingand practiingof the commons (commoning) through the lens of
retiredgardeners. A focus on retiremérttoduces commoning asdynamitchatemergess

p e o ppos#iénsvithin capitalist society changada search for alternative meanings, values,
and practices in this vacuum becomes realised.

To do so, | draw on eange of literature and political traditioviich share an appreciation of

the everyday dynamics of human interaction that point towards possietitgeand beyond
capitalism and the state, and thus disrupt a capitalocentric narrative. Hoveagdr,atiocus

on the everyday dynamics within these urban gardens, it becomes cpractioss of
commoningelate with and become entangled with capital and the state in various ways, and |
highlight the broader implications of this. | explore thisutjttahree interelated empirical
chaptersThe first starts from a micro perspective that prioritises the perspectives, practices,
and sensibilities of the gardeners themselves by understanding the forms of quiet self
valorisatiorthat emergén these spaesduring retirementin the second empirical chapter, |
highlight the more dynamic afidingaspects of these sites through the forms of everyday
communism and mutual aid that produce and reproduce the gardens and their social relations
in the everydagense. In the final empirical chapter, | engage more exphtitiyre

possibilities of sethanagement, through exploring the relationship between the vernacular and
the officialthe institutions that own the lan@his thesisthereforecontributes ta relative

lack of empirical work on commoning and the commons throudégth ethnographic work,
highlighting the everydaypd mundangossibilities and challenges of it
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 From the Personal to the Political

| have always worked physically with my hands, in various types of manual labour jobs. It feels
quite distinct from the past 4 years of my life, which have mostly been sat behind the computer.
But, it is becoming increasingly appatentmuch of this maral work is embedded in my

thoughts and ideas. | grew up on a small poultry farm where | learnt a huge range of manual

skills, where we all chipped in working on the farm from a youngndlge school holidays, in

the evenings, sometimes in the morninjsbbe e school . Though | dondt
thishardwork, it also instilled an instinct for working outside and with myftaeds

physicality of it, and the innate sense of pleasure that you get from that work, from when you fix
things, buildhings, or see things grow. The vast majority of work | did on the farm was about

the physical maintenance and reproduction of the Bpag#ing sheds, fixing things, cutting

hedges etc. Unlike mlotofo f f i ce wor k, i f s omebeddgay,dhek ed y
answer wageveran ot mu c h é moa@otd jyu srte etAtitlae end oftevery day,

you knew what work youdd done andyducoudalso y ouodd
feel it in your bodyBut, | was always frustrated by hiow tanual work was relegated,

dismissed, and misunderstood amongst people, especially compared to the supposedly

oprofessional 6 or oskilledd brain worKk.

It was also through my experiences in village life that | learnt about communal work, as well as
thefundamental importance of nano mmo di f i ed wor k. My dadods f ar
the area, even though mostly privately owned, depended to some extent on the collective work

of other farmers and villag@te build sheds and houses, etc. They infornsallyed

machinery and skifidor example, because of the small scale of our farm, we did not require

large machinery such as tractors, but we would borrow a bigger tractor a couple of times a year

for clearing the manure out of the sheds. In return, theefawho lent this tractor would use

the manure as a fertiliser on their fields. Likewise, the local mechanic would fix machinery, and

my dad would regularly give him some eggs, chickens, or turkeys as a thamkpeah@nic

was always dismissive if g tried to pay him fat. These things are the lifeblood of a rural
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community, they create and maintain the social relations between people. | imagine this was
even more apparent when my grandfather owned the farm (the small farmers did organise a
buyersco-operative at that point), and though I did witness the more informal cooperative work
throughout my childhood, i$ rapidly disappearirigday. In what was onceliatinctly rural

lower middle/working classnall village defined by predominantly ssedlefarmers and

other rural workers, as well as pgat council house tenants, is nowastlyuppermiddle

class commuting village (to Cardiffany of the posivar council houses were bought by their
tenants during the Right to Buy era (includinggrapdmother), and are now occupied by
Doctors, Lawyers, and other hggid professionals. The type of communal work has

ultimately disappeared as a result, since of course the Doctors or Lawyers do not possess the
same rural practical skills as the ayefarmer or other rural worker that once lived in these

houses.

Despite all the skills 16d |l earnt on the far
be a farmer, because it was increasingly difficult to make a reasonable living fromallch a s

farm in the context of industrialised agricultBrg, | graduatedvithmy degreemidthe 2008

financial crisis, and ended up workingddewyears in a call centre before moving to

Vancouverwhere | worked as a gardefejob wheret oul d put to use al |l t
learnt on the farin A few years laterhen | moved back to Walekset up a&community

garderwith a friendbn a bit of council wastelandCardiff We borr owed my dad«
it with several loads okfr horse manure, and dropped it all off at the site. No turning back

the smell wedd | eft on that site was our bin
some of the neighbours werendét too happy wit
foorr permi ssion to start the community garden
and they proved to be entirely disinterested. So, we carried on anyway and it ended up being a
guerrilla garden until they later approved it once it was establishedanged that little space

forevenfit was no longer a piecewfusedwvasteland, but ordinary people in that area now use

it, walk there, sit there, take their children there. There is free food available to pick, there is no
fence, and never any vansial or antisocial behaviour (a very common concern for many

community gardeners).



I eventually went back to university, where
which has now leid a PhD on a similar topic. It was a great chance tbicermy academic

and practical interests, something which | felt had always divided me. But the division between
this hand/manual work and intellectual intef@sivey 2012vas also apparent in many of my
everyday interactions. There was a palpable difference between how people treated me when |
wastheipar dener, compared to when they knew | w
that | eventually understood through the theories of Bou(l#84) Though engaging with

the academic side of this world was fasegand shone new light on what | was already

doing, | also found something jolting about the academic understanding of community

gardening. | was on the one hand quite interested to see a more political reading of this

(Tornaghi 2014; Classens 2015; Purcell and Tyman,20i5)n the other | had never

necessarily understood the community garden tbdapolitical. There seemed to be

something very ordinary and prosaic that was being missed out in this literature, since it never

felt like we were trying to make any grand claims through it. This problem became even more
apparent duri ng tmegsuparaisoteacoubaged mevtorent thenfpcus of
community gardening aroundfood I  hadndt ev e nbutfohuoatetylvée of it
published a paper about food poverty and community groisthgugh | was proud of thik,

knew t hadd tedleemdmt of these sites was in fac
that the most oOpowerfuldé interests in these
funders) were for some reastetermined tseethemthrough this lens. This wasgealised,

|l argely a consequence of the increasing acad
generallfiespecially around the obesity epidemic, food miles, veganighare010;

Guthman 2011; Carolan 2012his frustrated me but also drove me to explore and highlight

t he ways that this was about much more than
apolitical, by any mears.fact, there was something much more political about this that was

not being clearly articulated, and while the rationale behind urban gardening remains uncertain
(Turner et al. 2011; Veen et al. 2Q16G¢lt that thiordinarinessf everyday politics offered

further insight into their ambiguifyicClintock 2014) | n my méSemnieoraidds t he s i s
Hanmer 2016)it wasabout the way that this contrasted with charitable food donations, it was
people taking control of their lives, of doing things for themselves and together, and of not

being victims of condescension (in the charitable mot@hk to some extent this still an
underarticulated aspect of them, particularly important during a time of intersecting crises
whichhar eveal ed peopl eds sense of . .Taisiswheramyi on fr

interest in anarchism, Pragmatism, and Marxist Autonoemsenged, which | think provided
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a much more grounded perspective on these observations and feelings. These are three distinct
theoretical traditions that | draw quite heavily on in this thesis, and they all emerged quite

spontaneously to help me understand transcend particular roadblocks in my thesis.

Anarchism haseen somewhat of a revival recently, especially within the fiaidai
geographySpringer et al. 2012; Springer 2013; Ferretti 28iQe aarchism is endlessly
complex and contesté8pringer et al. 2012; Raekstad 20t5provide any sort of neat

definition of itis problematic. While classical anarchism tended to fogasipallyon

workingclass organisati¢Raekstad 20163ontemporary anarchism tends to emphasise
organising on several fronts of oppression and domination (patriarchy, racism, hierarchy,
monarchy, oligarchyKinna 2005; Springer 201narchism remains argtate, rejecting
vanguardist tactics and instead prioritisinggghisatioiRaekstad 2016Jlirect action

(Graeber 2009And prefiguratiofKinna 2017}hat are premised upon-operative and

egalitaan forms of organisatig@®pringer 2012Autonomism is a particular strand of

Marxism which emphasises the agencyandself i vi ty of the working ¢
determined by capitand is autonomous from official organisations or representations of class
(Marks 2012)and though it has a distinct history and trajectory from anarchism (which | also
draw upon throughout) it shares certain similarifiesy are differentiateid particularby

their geographic and historical contexts (Autonomism emerged in a distinctly Italian and
German context in the 1960s and 70s, for example, as a splinter from orthodox Marxist
organisation), as well as various organisational distinctions (Autonomisny @igptiesticlass
struggle as a central point whereas there are distineftbimmnarchism regarding thig)hile
theyshareaappr eci ati on of peopl -erdgasisedayandaoapitaland c a
and a general principle of nanthoritarian antiorizontal organisation, prefiguration, and

mutual aid'see Cleaver (1992b); Gautney (2009); Clough and Blumberg 2832)jerg

(2012) for a detailed discussion on this relationghiglly,Pragmatism hdseen a relatively
neglected sphere within leftist studatboughthere haslsobeen some energising around this
recently(Bartenberger 2014; Bridge 2014; Lake 2017b; Purcell.261g8neralPragmatism
emphasisesrajection of blueprints deep scepticism towardsge and absolutising

philosophical and metaphysical systeandan emphasis otheinterconnection between
meansendsthatis realised througkveryday democratic practi¢(Bewey 19541927}

Manicas 2008; Fiala 2013; Lake 201Wbjhis sensat may also share a number of under
recognised principles with anarchi®anicas 1982yith Pragmatist philosopher William



Jamesglaiming in 1906 tharadical pragmatist wa®ah a ggugky anarchist sort of
cr e a(Fiala2013, p.90)

Therefore, each of the theoretical currents within this thesis share the baseline concern over

the matter of action and practice, tending to look for possibility in the evéyolagh an

emphasi s on -paggresnccnyd avnedr nodDmwely BOB419R 7 Cleavere d g e

1992a; 2000; Graeb2004; Ince 2012; Scott 2012; Sennett 2012; Springer 2014; Van Meter

2017) These traditions were the oppfmbilisme of wk
and a lack of imagination (to see possibiliigZ®wn 1999)but also the related and

overwhelming focus on the structural conditions that dominéBdeaser 1992b; Graeber

2004) Of <course, we shouldndét abandon under st e
gener al | feel that the | eft 6s-pditcigedispadly pr ob |
rooted in this priorigation. When | was working in the call centre or as a gaiidener

distinctly working class environmémts genui nely dondt think that
victims of structural conditions, even if it was true. People want to feel powerful, dseful, an
productive, and overwhelmingly have a hopeful energy in negotiating their lives and the world
around them. People mostly understand themselves as agents, not as passive victims of
structures, even if what they were doing was structurally limited texsemt¢for example,

not everyone in the call centre would have been fortunate enough, like me, to go back to
university). Starting from the point of oppression or victimhood can reproduce the sense that it

is impossible to change anything. This is atberae throughout this thesis, and one that is

clearly articulated through various perspedi@sonrGraham 1996; Graeber 2004; Cleaver

2017)

Anarchistsuch as Kropotkin and Colin Ward were possibly my fird nt el | ect ual ol
momenfiit entirely changed the way | understood the world. In particular, the ideas of mutual

aid, selorganisation and cooperation amongst people was so apparent in everyday life

(Graeber 2004; Ward 2011; Scott 201ijt also seemed to contrast with my relatively shallow
understanding of socialismsaenething that the state did, where the Political was detached

from the politics of ordinary people and eve
to confirm thiiwe were there to demand something, and it always felt a bit pointless because

you were fundamentally dependent on somebody actually listening (which, deep down, | felt



t hey us u aDuding theaCOYIB19 drisek, this was also apparentheseil was once

again | i f t pridrities (ofensunirg the smadtheumEn§aapital)and in contrast

we also witnesséloe development of an organised grassroots response of tedmmost
vulnerable during atime ofcrislisnt r oduci ng many to the concep:
time @lthough there have unsurprisiniggen efforts to distance this from its anarchist roots

through state eoptation).This is why | increasingly felt that anarchism is fundamental to
understanding contemporary politics, not just practically, but also theoretically (which has

always been cemered its weakness, in comparison to Marxist thi@ighard et al. 2012)

| 86d never heard anyone suggest that the | eft
as Ward(1996b)didiito me, this was something | associated with right wing Americans who

were ardentani o c i al i st §1996bB1996§ 973Ya01gwdrk increasingly started

to make sense, even more so once witnessing the failures of Corbynism in the past few years
(seeBassett and Gilbert 2021; Meadway 202 Was evident that socialism had to be

embedded n peopl eds everyday |l ives, to happen f|
and manage it themselvBsit, this is nbthe casgan issue that | think has contributed to a

general disenfranchisemeamhongst many working class communitigeoughcomplex |

largely understooBrexitas a sign dhisbroader disenfranchisement that was to some extent a

direct result of austerity and neolib&agbitalism over the preceding years. My own take,

shared by many others on the left, was that this was a dynamic which was largely exploited by

the farrighiwith a o6l eaved campaign dominated-by raci
mi grant rhetoric. The message of oO0take back
sense of actual control or power in an increasingly alienating political, ecambsocja

environment.

There arehowevehopeful socialist experimersound the worldnotably in Rojava (Syria)

and Chiapas (Mexico), but also El Alto (Bolivia) and Jackson Mississippi (USA), as well as
several smaller experiments. Even whersocist movementvas at its height in the

industrial areas of South Wales, it was embedded in communities through the types of mutual

aid institutions that War@996bhighlightedAth ough we dr e often tol d o
this movementvas not built by the Labour party, but by ordinary working class people. Not

only did they build the institutions which preceded the NHS, but were also adeplirag buil
infrastructure of leisure outside of wbinstitutes, educational spaces, choirs, pubs, dance halls

and community centres, even the lidos dotted around South Wales, and, of course, allotments



and gar de10386bwowanpattidudar helped me realise that the types of things | was
researching were absolutely politiafipugh it also appeared that it was often read as a
process of a nebleral state becoming stripped back and offloading respon§lidigll and

Peck 2002)in the process creating a neoliberal sufffertup 2008 a dynamic that was

often reflective of thesoa | | e d 0(Bdotg2019;dviohar 203his was a confian

that Ward(1996b)was all too wary of, which has since become the product of a more nuanced
debatgFeatherstone et al. 2012; Levitas 2012; Williams et al. 2014)

At the same time, | started to engage with some of the philosdpiagofatism, which | felt

di dndét necessarily have the same political b
some interesting but mostly unrecognised crossovers. | particularly became interested in
Deweyds wor k, who ivalua cadicali(tdeadismissab of tisehowgit| under
sense comes from his criticism of Marxism and State Communism at tH{&tamegns 2008)

D e w e(¥964§1927] 1960[1929] 1999[1930} 2012)work on the interconnection of means

ends, his emphasis on grounded knowledge (in contrast to the spectator theory of knowledge),
and his belief inie possibilities and struggles of everyday democracy and cooperation was

crucial for developing my thinking in this thesis, and has also energised some debate in

attempts to rescue a more radical Dewey red@rttige 2014; Lake 2017a; Purcell 2017)

Finally, Marxist Autonomism became increasingly important as my thesis progressed in order

to develom more critical understanding of the dynamics of commoning, work, and social
reproduction more clearlfCleaver 20001979} 2017; De Angelis 2017; Federici 2018)

| mportantly, wunlike the more orthodox Marxi s
more positive aspects of struggle and the possibilities inherent in everyday lifleanather t

seeing everyday life as subsumed and dominated by economic structures.

Many of these experiences solidified my inte
carried out their politics through wrban gar
were doing as explicitly political. These theoretical currents provided the tools to be able to do
that, academically, which is the essence of this research. Many of these interests collide around

the notion of the commons, and provide the backbonédnéothireads throughout this thesis.



1.2 Actually-existing Commons?

The commons can occupy quite a sentimental place for many onittigeletire often

considered historical factors in the development of capitalism, where the enclosure of common
land was considered a significant factor in the creation of the workipgotétassat for the

newly developing industri@doselle 1995; Marx 2004867} Linebaugh 204). The

commons, from this perspective, was a historical matter, and if one would take a more
orthodox approach, it was simply a staglee inevitable development towards Communism

(Marx and Engels 2012848). Instead, it is now often uaidtood that the commons is not a
product of history, but still exists not only through the ongoing process of enclosures but
through the ongoing practices of commoif@aylsson 2008; De Angelis 2017; Federici 2018)

While the commons tends form part of a broadeacademic interest in depng post

capitalist possibiliti€€affentzis and Federici 2014; Chatterton 2016; GiBsaimam et al.

2016; De Angelis 2017}s politics remains at times ambiguous and wexg#ored. Indeed,
historically, the commons tends to rest on two key thiinarslin (1968)as its crit, and
Ostrom(2015[1990) as its defender. Ostro(2000; 2008; 2018.990) emphasisethe

commons as a resource to be managed over time, with a set of rules and methods for doing so.
However t here have been criti gues-capifalist@Geadingo md s
of the commongCaffentzis 2004; Caffentzis and Federici 20d#¥h suggests that Ostrom
ultimately overlooks the exogenous factors that limit the commons (especially the structures of
global capitalism) and instdaduses on the endogenous dynamics for its reproduction. This
emerging antiapitalist perspective, which has been quite prominent and influential amongst

the Marxist Autonomisi{€affentzis and Federici 2014; De Angelis 20184 most explicitly
articulated its potential for broader social and political transfornf@gofingelis 2014aand
postcapitalispotentialitiegChatterton 2016)rhis debate has developed further nuance
recently, not only through a more careful an
(Carson 2014a; Wall 2017; Bollier and Helfrich 20b8} also the possiity for seeing

beyond a simple endogenezxogenous binalpe Angelis 2017)

Researching the commons i s not an easy task,
are relatively difficult to pinpoint and studgiin, and as a result it remains largely a theoretical

pursuit(Noterman 2016; Pickerill 2016Jowever, increasing interest in the processual nature
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of commoningas dishct from the commons) opens up a range of empirical possibilities
(Chatterton 2016; Dawney et al. 208)mmunity gardens have been recognised as potential
signs of actualxisting common@-oster 2011; Eizenberg 2012; Colding et al. 2013; 2016; De
Angelis 2017; EngBli Mauro 2018; Federici 201,8)hile allotments have a long history with

the commons and the enclosu(d®selle 1995)However, rarely are community gardens and
allotmens studied together, since they are often considered to be distinct phe(i®enehat

al. 2013; Bigell 2015; Follmann and Viehoff 20Th)s division exists even though the largest
concentration chcademic work on community gardens exists in North America, where
community gardens can often reflect allotments in the UK. In this research, | am not hoping to
make a direct comparison of community garden
empirical entities themselves, but my emphasis is to explore the dynamics of commoning that
exist within them, which by necessity requires understanding their broader context (politically,
spatially, socially, historically). Therefore, | refer to them as gabbdens, or as practices of

urban gardening.

However, it is also recognised that urban gardens are politically ambiguous and contradictory
spacegMcClintock 2014)Some scholars have been keen to emphasise their possibilities in
foodterms(Tornaghi 2014; Furness and Gallaher 2018; Porter 20th@ys suggesting that

they are processes of citizens reclaiming their Right to tl{ea&&sjdomo 2014a; Purcell and
Tyman 2015)or the more quiet and ordinaigrms of communitpuilding(Firth et al. 2011,

Veen et al. 2016jlemocratic engagement and active citizen participatmver et al. 2005;

Bendt et al. 2013)thers have highlighted their neoliberalising tendefirueisip 2008;

Rosol 2012)In this sense, there is also a binary understanding within the urban gardening
literaturethat reflects the debate on the endogesesogenous in relation to the commons
(McClintock 2014; Tornaghi 2014; Classens 2015)

This binary is ultimately the oO0openingd for
range of literature, traditiores)d ideas, from understanding the relationship between the
commons, the state, and capi@imbers 2015; Thompson 2015; De Angelis 2017; Milburn

and Russell 2019; Arbell et al. 2020)d through an everyday exploration of-papitalist (or
non-capitalist) possibiliti€&raeber 2004; 2011; White and Williams 2014; Tsing 2017)

Though the relationship between commoning, the,statl capital remains contesfadoell



et al. 202Q)there is amcreasing tendency to explore the ways that the-sc@leeveryday

dynamics of commoning relate with, challenge, or negotiate capitalism in various ways

(Bresnihan and Byrne 2015; Chatterton and Pusey.ZlHiS)introduces questions as to the
possibility of an oOooutsidedé to capitalism, a
(Holloway 2010a; Bhattacharya 2017 particular, the commms are understood to be

potential sites of neaienated and sedietermined labou¢Shantz 2013a; Chatterton and

Pusey 2019¥ocused around a type of doing that contrasts with capitalist value. Further
guestions are raised<apital ti-dsapdietodrieimgpt ods hmrt a s
actions are subsumed and determined by capitalist structures anCiesads 2011;

Bhattacharya 201,9r whether they might be better understood asppiialist practices

(Tsing 2017)

Such debates are tied to the social, political, andedorm® dy nami cs of capita
relation with them, but also the temporal nature of these. Thus, the ambiguous and under
explored politicatconomic category of retiremé@ran 2017Yyeveals the possibility for
further exploring these questions, which 1is
was a bit of an experimental leap on my behalf, since | had no experiemoeledge of

gerontology, academically speaking, but knew from personal experiences that allotments and
community gardens were often widely attended by retired people. The retired gardener
occupies uniquepoint to intervene in the above deb#te longer tied to the rigid logic of

capitalist worklemandsit offers a point at which to study the everyday and ordinary dynamics

of commoningas people search for different value and meaningrttexgebeneatrand

beyondthe logic of capital.

1.3 Researching Everyday Commoning

This thesis is an exploration of the everyday dynamics of commoning in urban gardens with a
focus on retired gardeners. | carried out an ethnographicastrtals thresitesn Cardiffitwo
community gardens and one allotment gitthoughitisnota compar ati ve oO0case
approachthese sites providee context fom-depth ethnographic fieldwarkhe fieldwork

was conducted over a period of approximately 6 months between Springuand 2019,

thus | couldoecome deeply embeddedd familiar witlthese spaces
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T his thesisinfoldsthrough three intersecting spheres of movement that is reflected in the
guestions: the first being the suthjhdhet i ve an
spaces through the forms of s@lorisation; the second, the more interactive and

interdependent actiongetweempeople through dynamics of everyday communism; and finally,

the third being the relationship between the vernacular and thed.d¥edated to thishé

thesis will addressreebroadresearch questionsach mirroringhe three empirical chapters

1. What types of needs and values are articulated through the processes of commoning in

urban gardens? How does this relate to ragréand capitalism more broa@ly

This first question will explore how the process of retirement relates with the practices of
gardening and commoning, through the lens efakfisation. Why is it important and how
does t hi s rdetfachrmeat fronowonl, @rad idwendlst this relate to the broader

dynamics of capital?

2. How do the dynamics of everyday communism and mutueglaté with the spatig/of

commoning?

The ordinary and everyday dynamics of mutual aid are sometimesgedagnpart of urban
gardeningCrossan et al. 201&)d commoningDe Angelis 2017) However , Gr aebei
(2011t heory of ©O6emériydaiyt e® maane stheMargst aphi c ap
phraseb f r om each according to their abiwilty, to
explore this as it relates to space, but also how it relates to various skills, abilities and needs of

retred gardeners.

3. What is the relationship between the vernacular and the official, and how does this

relationship materialise in the everyday governance of these sites?

Vernacular governance (sometimes callednsgibgement) is a crucial and embedaettept
within the understanding and practice of the commons/comm@ofiggr 2019) It is
reflective of the type of @aheground felt and experienced knowledge that is a core principle

of commoningCarson 2013)Given that the governance of community gardens and alletmen
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remains extremely diverse, this provides a useful-pexust which to study the forms of
osmhhagement 6 within these sites. It also of
these forms of salianagement relatet h e 0 f o r mal godernantesatrangemenis o n a

that are regularly attached to such sites.

The thesis contributes to the emerging literature on the commons/commoning with much
needed empirical worka doing s@ | have providedurther analysis regarding the possibilities
andlimitations of the commons in contemporary societihe process producispmenew

and uniquensightsin particular, by introducing the novel aspect of studying commoning
through the lens of retirement, | have highlighted the possibilities of commoning becoming
more-or-ess apparent as people travel through the life course (amabttan within

capitalist society and its structures change). The thesis\adkips annderstandingf
commoning as a search for meaning and value in the ordinary spheres of everyday life that can
extend beyond the logic of capitaliine transition to retirement offers the possibility for
exploring these ordinary dynamics of commonihgreby people develop forms of practice
that can contrast with their experiences of Wldris. is an important political intervention,
given that everyday life is often reduaed function for the ongoing reproduction of broader
capitalist structurelshighlight throughout the interaction between the endogenous forms of
commoning and thexogenosstructure®f statecapitalist societwith rich empirical
observations tharioritiseshe perspectiveend actionsf the gardenethemselvesThus, it
becomes apparent that although the everyday is a site of possibility, it is\alsreme
challenges and limitations becoreelised from the forms of everyday communism and
mutual aido vernacular governance, which | adneebest understood as praaes struggles

rather than final ends to be met.

1.4 Thesis Structure

Beyond this introductory chapter, the thesis is organised into 6 subsequent chapters. In chapter
2, | introduce the various intersecting literature that underpins this research. | darsgiray b
together a set of related topics that draiithe political dynamics of this reseéinbluding

the literature on the commons and commoning and its intersection with urban gardening,

before extending the second half of the literature revievihentmte concerns of this

12



interrelationship, regarding its relationship with the state and capital, and the possibilities of an

ooutsided6 to capital i n the everyday sense.

Chapter 3 is the methodology chapter. In this chapter, | initially expldoeititations of my
methodology, philosophically and practically speaking, especially concerning the division

bet ween theory and practice and what this me
community garden or allotment. | also question tiselb®e in relation to notions and ideas of

social transformation, before suggesting that an engaged and embedded ethnographic approach
is a useful methodological tool for this thesis. | demonstrate the ways that all methodologies are
embedded with politit@roblems, and introduce the possibilities of researching from a

positive and agenoyiented perspectivirough an ethnographihighlight the ways that an
ethnography can engage with an everyday level to understand broader dynamics, and the

various pactical tools and methods that | used through my fieldwork.

Chapter 4 is the first empirical chapter, where | explore the quietlseifing activities of
retired gardeners. | do this through explaining the fundamental importance of the social
foundatons and experiences of these spaces, as well as the forretérseihation that are
embedded within them. | suggest that these are two intersecting processgaltoissaion,

and ultimately help define their importance for retired gardeners.

In Chapter 5 | explore the dynamics of everyday communism within these sites, highlighting

their variety and diversity, that | argue must be remdetial phenomenohexplore the way

that people caperate througlwo/ngin a way that is a processaiplementarityin
particular paying attention to the ways that
forms of cooperation. | focus on the ways that this relates to retirement, since these are
accumulated skills that aredieected towardsam-commodified practices. Throughout this

chapter, | also highlight the difficulties of everyday communism, and touch upon its

significance, theoretically, in relation to the individual and social realms.

In chapter 6, the final empirical chapter, | ®om the struggles around vernacular governance

and seHmanagement within each of these sites. | suggest that a vernacular understanding is a

13



baseline of these sites and their functioning, but that there remains both endogenous difficulties
of selfmanagment as well as exogenous. In doing so, | explore the ways that the vernacular

(endogenous) relates to the institutions who own the land (exogenous).

To conclude, in chapter 7 | summarise these findings and untangle the political significance of

the corethemes.
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2 LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Introduction

There has been increasing academic interest in the commons recently, though it is an arena
that remains overwhelmingly divided between two spheres, which | initially highlight in this
chapter. The first, guided by the work of Elinor Ostrom, sees the casramam@existing with

the state and capital, and is primarily concerned with the internal (endogenous) design
principles for its maintenance. The latter tends to see the commons as existing in conflict with
the state and capital, and thus is concernedtsvittlationship with these exogenous factors
(such as how they limit,-opt, or exploit the commons). However, this debate is becoming
increasingly nuanced, firstly through the work of Massimo De A2§4l§ who considers

these spheres together rather than separately, dthralsgh the shift to the social process of

commoning, which moves the debate away from

Though Ostromds wor k was eapieisicgmmens pends to loea | i n
overwhelmingly theoretical. While comnirog opengip empirical possibilities, there remains

a general lack of empirical work that connects with the complexity of these commoning and
commons debates-depth. Various forms of urban gardémeluding allotments and

community gardefihiave recentligeen highlighted as actuakisting common&izenberg

2012) However, in this chapter, | also highlight their ambiguity, politically, which makes them

an interesting case for studying the complexities shonimg and the commons.

In the second half of this chapter, having set the tone of conversation between the commons
and urban gardens, | explore in detail two aspects which define this research. The first is the
relationship between the commons, captad, the state, which includes understanding how
they interrelate and use each other for their own reproduction, and also how this introduces a
number of contradictions to be explored. | then explore how everyday life metatapital.

In the final setton of this literature review, | demonstrate how the dynamics of social

reproduction (often considered an aspect of the com(mnangelis 201y omplicates this
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dynamic, and suggest the possibility of further exploring this through a reading of the politics of

retirement.

2.2 Introducing the Commons

The commons could be understood to exist through variousfiessadype of collective

property that rejects private ownership in favour of collective ownership, as a process of social
relations that emphass human interaction and noronetary exchange, or as an

experimental space for alternative social f¢Arizell et al. 2020Broadlyspeaking, a
commonsiva resource that s both coll ectively
users, and Iis valued by its members for its everyday use, rather than for its potential monetary
exchange on the mar€tiuron 2015, p.1)seen historically in the way that the commons

were associated with geographical entities governed by those who depended upon them
(Chatterton 2016 However, the commons is also much more tharritotéally bounded

resource, and can refer to water, soil, and plants, and socially produced goods such as
knowledge, information, and langua@&satterton 2016)T'he commons today are therefore
consdered much more than a method of managing physical resources (land, water, food),
including free software and digital comm@iskinbine 2018)housingHuron 2015; Bunce

2016; Arbell et al. 2020hdependent spacéBresnihan and @ne 2015)education

(Korsgaard 2019; Pechtelidis and Kioupkiolis 202@tainable mobilifiNikolaeva et al.

2019) and urban spadé&tavrides 2016that all share the emphasis of possessing an alternative
value system beyond capitalist valDesAngelis 2007 and always refer to something being
collectivey managed and shar@@hatterton 2016Practicalyspeakingacademic interest in

the commongxploregherange of efforts by commoners to develop creative ways of tackling
problems through distrilbed intelligence, community collaboration, ecological stewardship,

and an ethos of sharif@rear and Bollier 2020lror GibsonrGrahamet al.(2016) the

commons is distinguished by variety, from biophysical (e.g. soil, water, aif)couiimens

(e.g. language, music), social commons (e.g. education, health, political systems) and knowledge

commons (e.g. Indigenous knowledge, scientific knowledge).

Despite the recent revival of the commons as a point of intéwest (2015)rightly notes

thatthe idea and practiad the commons goes back centuries and spans corfiihéntsot a
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new idea nor a new practisace humans have always survived and depended on the
commongCaffentzis and Federici 2014; Linebaugh 2044)le the commons were often

seen by Marxists and other socialists as historical phen@eam&20041867), there has

been a resurgent interest in the commons from an explicitbapitélist perspective

(Caffentzis and Federici 2014; Chatterton 2016; De Angelis Plaivgver, as | note in the

next section, this only tells a small part of the story of the commons, since arguably its most
famous advocate, Elinor Ostréithe first woman to win the Nobel Prize in Economics for her
committed empirical work on the comnsamas tended to be dismissed by this emerging
politicised perspective. This neglect partly comes from the apparent apolitical nature of

Os t r o m@Caffemasr2@04)hough there are ongoing debates about the relationship
between®@t r omés wor k and the more recent body of
antt or postcapitalist reading of the commdB® Angelis 2017; Wall 20171 the next

section, | frame some of the initial divides within the commons literature, and suggest that De

A n g ¢2017wérk in particular offers a glimpse beyond these divisions.

2.2.1 The Political Gntext of the Commons

The resurgence of interest in the commons and commoning has largely been driven by broader
experiments and interest in the possibilities ofqagstalisn{Chatterton 2016; Gibsen

Graham et al. 2016; De Angelis 20I¥¢spite this enthusiasm, the poditipotential of the

commons can often be romanticised, and moreover there appears to be divisions, separations,
and fragmentations within the literature itself as tordaingf the commons, politicatly

speaking. A€affentzis and Federi@014)note, it is a term used across the political spectrum

to advocate for vimus political interventions, thus it is necessary to address this initially.

Di scussion on the c¢omm@as®f aneonudss ctroi triegsute oonf H
t he c o,whichdesmHfrom a claim that the supposedistdfested and competitive

nature ofindividualsn managing the commons would result in its degradation, depletion, and
seltdestruction over time in the absence of a higher autfBoliyer 2014; Wall 2017)

Ha r d(L9%8cstique was, however, famously flawed for several reasons, two of which | will
highlight here. Firstly, it was based on a hypothetical scenario, not empirical or historical work,
to prove a point about overpopulation and resource deplgliamon 2015) Secondly,
Hardinds under st avasdasadgpn aniisurtddrsanding thattbey were
openaccess and ruless(Caffentzis 2004; Huron 2015; GibsBraham et al. 2016)vhich is

arguably a closer reflection of unfettered markets than common property (Bgithezs
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2015) seen in the destruction of -dctessampl anet 0s
unmanaged systef@ibsonGraham et al. 2016)

Huron (2015)argues that there habee e n t wo cruci al strands that
the first being the Ostromian one that hopes to understand how the commons was/is

maintained over time (and is very empirical); and the second being how to reclaim the

commons within a hostile ctadist environment (predominantly a theoretical project). The first
understands the commons as a property regime and Common Pool Resources (CPR), often
focusing on natural resous@nd their level of subtractability, or resources that can be

depleted ovetime and need explicit forms of collective management to avoid d¢kihgreo

2015) From this perspectivhte commons i s about peopleds int
particular resourc@inebaugh 2008Wwith the community of users establishing the rules and

forms of governance ocessary to manage that resource according to their(Aeadsson

2019; SievesSlotzbach and Christinck 202The second is associated with an explicit

critique of capitalism, and is often associated with thglalbatisation moveme(tiuron

2015)and is inspired by international movements sutieagapatista®e Angelis 2014b)

However, this introduces a crucial discussion in the contemporary literature on the commons,

in particular inrelatonto he ambi guous political nature of
situatgCaffentzis 2004; Wall 2017; De Angelis 2019)

The first elemeritof commons as a pperty regimdi s most cl osely associ
work. Ostrom(2015[1990] p.2)was the foremost critic of Hardimoting thathese
observations werendt particulawhgtneéew, commoes
the greatest number has the least care bestowed upon it. Everyone thinks chiefly of his own,
hardl y at al | oAsalfeadgoted zsinceroeoliberalism éends te regt on

similar discourse and practice of theisédirested and competitive nature of human relations,

it remains a crucigointfor countering neoliberal discourse and praereedisrupting the
capitalocentrism maative(GibsonGraham et al. 2016; White and Williams 2018)e

i mportance(20d5woQskt,r oirmd sa s i mi | a2014phargua,er t o Kr
remains a cruciglolitical battleground.

18



Ost r A5 1D090] p.29)practical approach to the commons hoped to overcome the

problem of collectivaction through an institutional approachthavwillz ) /7 ncr ease t h
likelihood of setbrganization, (2) enhance the capabilities of individuals to continue self

organied efforts over imgnd(3) exceed the capacity of-selfanization to solve CPR

probl ems without ext eFromhereOstoni2015[&0800 e of s o me
developed a set 8fbasic principlefor the management of the commioees which

Sshoul dndét be under st o @dlier?2814)0% U e @EAHHHOF but gu
principles were, generafigeaking (since it is the political aspects, rather than the detail, that
concerns this section): (1) the commons have clearly defined boundaries; (2) the rules

governing the common goods should matchlloeeds and context; (3) commoners can

participate and modify these rules through participatory decision making; (4) the commons

must be monitored; (5) graduated sanctions for those who broke these collectively agreed rules;
(6) accessible conflict regmn mechanisms; (7) external authorities must recognise the right

for commons to sedirganise; and (8) commons should be nested and federated into a larger
governance system. Thus, for Osti@®15[1990), the success of the maintenance of the

commons are primarily endogenous design principles, from the collectively agreed upon rules,
boundaries, and mechanisms for dealing with issues éss@hcions and conflict resolution).

As Huron (2015)notes, these internal dynamics can sometimes be more challenging than the
reclamation of the commons in the first place. Importantly, it should also be noted that Ostrom
was a committed empirical researcher, and did not develepftbesan abstract position but

from close observations of the lived reality of commoners around the worldt Wassa

focus on sma#icale natural resource management, rather tharstzaige global, or digital

commons that concerned OstrdBollier 2014, since Ostronf2015[1990) believed that

these smalcale examples were easier to observe and study than the others. Thus, Ostrom
explored examples of communal owngrsh high mountain meadows in Switzerland,

Japanese village commons, and community irrigation systems in Spain and the Philippines

(Wall 2017)

The distinction between Ostr om0 s-capitalstbneon t he
is perhaps most evident in a conference speech that Caffentzis delivered imreféddnce

to two conferences on the commons occurring in relative proximity in Mexico. The one

addressed by Caffentzis was held on the theme dflaltaisation and the commons, and the

other was on Common Property Regimespmansored by the Ford Fodation(Caffentzis
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2004) Though CaffentziQ004,p5d escr i bes Har di nds ©6tor/adgeeady o
[ aunching padhefi sebi kber gt/ gpmagonisg @stromp f Har d
who he described as a Adardinist. For Caffentz{2004) the commons must be understood

as a process of class struggle, recognising how the establishment and expansion of the

commons is conahtly under threat from capitalist and state enclosures, and therefore must
contend with these systemic external factors and rel&ideg2018)claims that the

commons catthereforeonly be a seed form and not depict its full potential (since it is still to

some extent structured by capitalist soctéafjentzi2004)hi ghl i ght s Ostr omds
capitalist r i endl y, or at the very | east doesndét d
which might challenge capitalism, and those whiekisobpeacefully with it, if ndttanes

assist and reproduce it. Indeed, the commons can be used to facilitate neoliberalism and the
status quo, where it is advocated by the IMF and the World Bank for eX@uopimlez

2019) Caffentzig2004t her ef or e ¢l ai ms t hat there-is a p
capitalist commons and the capitalist@mmmons, which he sees in the work of Ostrom and

others, which can ultimately be a project utilised during times of economic and social crisis for
repairing and maintaining the status quo, or as neoliberalisi (affentzis 2010)ndeed,

Ostrom largely understood the statapital, and the commons asegsting without conflict

(De Angelis 2019pand neglected the understanding of the external pressures of capital (and

the possibility to reclaim the commons) while focusing on the internal design principles for

their longterm maintenanc@Huron 2015) Caffentzis explains this in a critique of Ostrom:

0 here is no logical reason why the village cométhae has been managing a
commonpool resource (be it landrést, water or fishery) for generations
suddenly breaks down even though the logic of the coordination problem had
been more or less solved. The #éardinites look to changes in the
characteristics of the resource (e.g., whether its value on the Mérkatast

of excluding norwommoners has increased) or in the characteristics of the
commoners (e.g., the number of commoners has increased) for an explanation
of the breakdoww.(Caffentzis 2004, p.14)

Ostrom has therefore been dismissed from these explicitly political persgBetwesy et al.
2016) and although Ostromds political ambiguit
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with her work on the left. De Ange(®17) f or exampl e, has drawn cl
alongside Marx for exploring the commons, while Cgait3; 2014a; 2014bas suggested

that Ostrom is Kropotkinds natur(@0l7hbsei r and

|l i kewi se documented Ostr oimdsi sl epsossosnisb Ifeo rt hahte
would have sat more neatly within a GiESoham(1996; 2006lramework that recognised
economic diversity, instead of thei@Hnol it hi

work.

However, there is a related and broader issue/asim distinguish capitalist commons from
anticapitalist common@&onzalez 2019) De  A2047pvork isparticularly instructiue

this regard. De Angel{2017)suggests that the endogenous understanding of the camasons
primarily a managerial and design approach in the Ostromiariiaadgbe exogenous
understandingseen in the antapitalist critiqu@vere not necessarily in conflict but should be
articdated productively together. Instead, as De An@élis/)explains, the commons is as

much a problem of organisational and communication skills as it is about liberating time from
capitalist work structures. Therefore, Ostro
commons are ot always destroyed by external market and state forces, but can be due to
internal deficits of coordination skills, decline in trust,-buts, et¢De Angelis 2019)

Moreover, the endogenous systems of learning how to practice participatory methods of
managing the commons is a challenge in relation to the decades of individualisation that is
inscribed on the individual through capitalist processesjetsiitationDe Angelis 2017)
Therefore, understanding the commons beyond the endogerogsnous binary offers the
possibility for further empirical work, in particular through exploring in detail the possibilities

that exist in the everyday acts of commoning.

2.2.2 Fromthe GCommons toCommoning

The other important aspect to recognise hergenarakhift in understandintpe commons

overrecent yeafsfrom one that primarily saw the commons as a static resource to be managed
(Bresnihanand Byrne 2015) t o t hat of &6 commoni ngn@ctivewher e t
procesgGibsonrGraham et al. 2016; Euler 2018; Arbell et al. 2@243)creates and sustains

the commongSieversslotzbach and Christinck 2021 relation to the above discussion, this

iscrucial, since as Hurd2015)argues, the altgtobalisation theorists tend to be preoccupied

21



with the reclamation of the commons with little understanding of how it is maintained over

time (once reclai med), Buler(20l8)d@sctibesconineningasr k

t h

practices that are produced and reproduced by specific attioissif theo c o mmons dondt

simply exisit h e y a r @elfoch 20828, @.61¢hencommoningan potentially also

bridge this division between the two binaries | exploredrggtliron 2015) | f Caf fent zi

(2004)theorisations tersto reproduce the idea of the commons as a {tingon 2015) a

critique usual |y (BresmilahdndByrnea20]l5h@rsthhershofttord s wo r k

commoning represents and recognises the dynamism of the commons as an active, fluid, and

processual set of practicesl actions. FoGibsonGraham et a2016) commoning might be

considered as the central focus of politics of our times.

Though &écommoni ngd i t ghedridedEule 2048) amcitisvnatgnlye an d

difficult but arguably idvised to develop a generic definition of the commons and
commoningNoterman 2016)there remains some general principles emerging within this

literature. For Bollie(2014) the generalnderstanding of themmonsis no longesimply as

a shared physical and tangible resource, but as paradigms that combine a distinct community

with a set of social practices, values, and norms that are used to manage altesguiee.

commons also afourse require some amount of production, reproduction, and maintenance

over time, which suggests that they depend on a complex web of connections, social relations,

and forms of governance to do(&haterton 2016)Commoning is therefore relational,

defined by establishing rules for access and use, taking care of a resource, and distributing

benefits in a way that r eco(GisonGralmmeeaopl eds

2016)

oCommons are not given, t hey are produce

are all around ug the air we breathe and the languages we use being key
examples of shared weatft is only through cooperation in the production of

our life that we can create them. This is because commons are not essentially

material things but are social relatiens,n st i t ut i ve soci al pract

rel i ance on 0667 mmaterial 66 commons, /i ke

systems, lands, forests, beaches, as well as various forms of urban space, are
indispensable to our survival. Here mhat counts is thevllective nature of

22



t he reproductive wor k and ([Cdffenzigandns of r
Federici 2014, p.101)

Notably, as seen in this passt#gescommons isncreasingly being understoochasactive

social relationship and a process of creating the commons through com(inoeiveugh

2014; Huron 2015 ommoning can generate collectivised forms of production, reproduction,
and decision makg that contrasts with the state and cgpBitetnihan and Byrne 201%n

issue | explore in more detail beldnstead of a static reading of the commons, it becomes

one of expressing relationships between humans, and between humans and the world around
(GibsonGraham et al. 2016)

oCommons thus are not the place for [ mag
for those who feel they belong to the same nation, race, or football club without

even leaving their private living rooms. Commons are instead made of real

communities, in the sense that their practices reproduce not only a networks of

relations, but also a vef recognisable faces, names and characters and

dispositions, the accidents of life also shape the web of affects, the mutual aid

and the networks of reciprocity that constitute the web of solidarities and

fri en@sAngels 2017, p.125)

Thus, raher than communities being a {gjigen, they are constitutégoug/the act of

commoning GibsorGraham et al. 2016) However, again, commoning
notion of the commons as a static thing, and thus it opens up the possibility for understanding
how the commons can be reclaimed, created, reproduced, in every@dayrbfe2015) For
Nayak(2021)therei s a necessity to understand the pro
0 d e ¢ 0 mm ofthe @oadss obsondethigecoming commons, othe process @&n

existing commons log those characteristiddoreover, given thabsething may be mo@-

less a commons to the degree that it consists of social practices that are forms of commoning
(Euler 2018)these developments provide the context for a lot of empirical possibility, and as

such is an exciting point of interventipawney et al. 2018pespite these developments, the

ways that the commons are made anrdade is neglected within the literatgfekerill
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2016) an issue that is central to this research. In the next section, | explore these possibilities

through the empirical lens of urban gardens.

2.3 Finding the CommondJrban Gardens
While both allotment$Bigell 2015; Page 201af)d community gardeti€arlsson 2008;

Eizenberg 2012; Engel Mauro 2018have been understood as examples of the commons
and @ommoning, theorists of tttwmmons havékewise tentatively shown some interest in
urban garden&arlsson 2008; De Angelis 2017; Federici 2@88)gh this relationship lacks
close examinatiofRogge and Theesfeld 2018)this section, | explore the intersections
between tban gardening and commoning, a debate that | extend through exploring the

broader political debate within the urban gardening literature.

2.3.1 Urban Gardens as@ually Existing Commons

There has been some exploration of the ways that various forms of {aotietiag

community gardens, allotment gardens, and other Urban Agriculture projects) can be
understood as commons or commoriiirgparticular in relation to the nature of land

ownership, usage, access, and the management and everyday relations wiBigethem

2015; Ginn and Ascensao 2018)this sense, while many gardens around the world are
establishé managed, and organised collectively as comiRogge and Theesfeld 2018)

both allotment$Colding et al. 2013; Bigell 2015; Page 284d@)community gardens

(Eizenberg 2012; Miller 2012; Rogge and Theesfeld Bat8)een considered as
contemporary examples of the commons. Thus both forms of gardens are considered as
representing an inteteyy point of intervention for understanding the diversity of the

commons and commonir@igell 2015; Ginnrad Ascensao 2018ndeed, while some have
highlighted the historic relationship of the allotment to the enclosures and as persistent
contemporary examples of the comm@vsselle 1995; Page 201E)zenberg2012)clams

that community gardenstoday e exampl es of oO&ct dhlulsy e¢hiesti
spaces which relate to the commons and commoning in various ways, both historically and in
contemporary society, but also in termg/bftdefines these spacexammonsgifrom the
governance arrangements, the creative vernacular practices, to the social dynamics of

commoning.
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These are forms of sociality that exist and thrive under the radar of the market/money
economy(Federici 2011)and which can challenge aesthetic norms, create alternative social
experience that challenges a general alienation from the neoliberal city, and produce an
enhanced sense of belonging in commyEizenberg 2012Referring specifically to the

forms of urban gardening that/eeemergedh cities (in a process Federici calls

orur bani s a t(3a0d;R261Bhoteskheidiraportamcassites of sociality, knowledge
production and cultural and intergenerational knowledge excHdregefore, urban gardens
are noted to be defined by the pre&l knowledge which enables the production of the
commons, while providing the space for alternative social practices that tomfibabation

of people from each other and their environments, and a psychological environment that

provides an increassénse of control and belongiiizenberg 2012)

The spaces themselves are shared, the work within them is often collaborative, and produce is
often shared and gifted amongst each ¢@ercoran et al. 2017n this sense, such gardens

are emlessly malleable to a changing urban environment, whereby it can use and mobilise its
informality for its own end®ikner et al. 2020)While social life and solidarity are actively
constructedimongst the gardeners through such everyday forms of sharing an{@&gdtieg

and Theesfeld 20183uch examples of commonimgghtseem small in the context of various
crisesHoweverFederici(2018)claims that such examples of cooperation are esgiog in

the context of growing impoverishment of everyday life, of paralysis and withdrawal and distrust
of neighbourswWhile warning of their potential in reproducing capitalist social relations (as
Pudup(2008)does), Eizenber@012)also suggests that at their most basic leleah grdens
thereforeoffer a glimpse into the kind of social relations and spatial practices and values that

can introduce the commons into everyday urban life. In particular, it is important in the way
thattheyo f ac/ /7 tate a cooperati ngaendd participat
noncommodi fi ed activities, col l ectively proa
(Eizenberg 2012, p.779)

In this sense, urban gardening is often a respomseturbanisatior{Cangelosi 2014)here,
as Thompsor{2015)examplifies, they can emerge as a way of reclaiming the streets in the face
of antidemolition residents campaigns. This dynamic of reclaiming land from privatised urban
landscapes is itself an important aspect of commg@thimgn 2015; Bunce 2016; Williams
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2018) Urban commons therefore offer a promising imaginary that is capable of counterposing

the enclosure of the neolibecdly (Chan and Zhang 2019)hey are also often related to

forms of austerity urbanism, where new opportunities emerge in the cracks that challenge
nediberal development modef§onkiss 2013; Thompson 201%)rban gardening as

commoning is oftedefined by inhabitants producing urban spaces themselves, where empty

and neglected spaces becomegportunity(Mattei and Quarta 201,3hrough the
reappropriation of s p dFoliemanh and Yiehafft20Lp)leoogh | e 6 s o w
urban gardeners rarely define what (Déhey do a
Angelis 2017)in reality what they are doing is fundamentally part of the commons and
commoningCangelosi 2014This can be understood as a quiet and everyday act of

commoning Thompson 215) seen througthe often invisible, highly creative activities by
commonngcommunities, such as through community gangem abandoned plot&Carlsson

2008) It points towards the improvisational, ongoing, and persistent acts of commoning

through gardenin@inn and Ascensao 2018)here people can actively wargdther in a

constructive way to shape and reshape their envirofifmentiov 2018)

Thus, the gardens reflectacap er at i ve community based around
increasingly hostile and uneven urban environfigrenberg 2012)n doing so, they can

create physicabmmunities that ar@ countefforce to privatisation and neoliberal logic

(Barron 2017)and can be socially transformative in the wayetimgtgine priorities, values,

and politic§Corcoran et al. 201 Where forms of use value can trump exchange value

(Eizenberg 2012While this is often seen in the use of meanwhile space, urban gardens can be
under threat of being axpted by the neoliberal agenda or destroyed for development by the

state itselfFollmann and Viehoff 2015; Ginn and Ascenséao 2@E8)onstrating that land

itself remains a key point of attention.

In this regard, urban gardening is not simply about producing food, but are cldaa& of a
democratic and engaged use of public sfirmgge and Theesfeld 2018hey are therefore
examples of citizens becoming empowered to take control of their lives and to gain experience
in selfmanagement and democratic govern@#Rogge and Theesfeld 204.8)point | made
above(Glover et al. 2005While there are elements pérticipation and sethanagement in

this narrativéCangelosi 2014bhere are also questions of governance antnsavith
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institutions. For some, this fosters civic participation in urban land mana@eoiding et al.

2013) wherea constructive relationship between ordinary citizens and administrative authority
(Mattei and Quarta 2015; Pikner et al. 202@eveloped ia type of publicommons
partnershigMilburn and Russell 201,9)hile for othergteracting with local governments is a
necessity rather than explicitly articulated stratggyg. Eizenberg 2012 this case, as

Mattei and Quart2015in ot e, o6 commons sharing regul ati on:
emerge through citizens taking care of flower beds, urban gardempfybuildings, through

entering into shared agreement with the municipality. In this sense, then, it is seen as a
movementof bottom p ci ti zenship, demonstrating peopl
participation in city planning in a more active (Mattei and Quarta 2019)ikewise, Pikner

et al.(2020)suggest that urban gardens as commons is the essencerodaced urbanit,

where informal practices clash with institutionalised city planning, in the process producing an
informaHormal meshwork. In this particular case (in Finland), it was suggested that this process
resulted in the partial informalisation of local stadlecéiy planning institutions who were

porous to this processhere the gardens were able to developra affective and networked
movemengs a resuliPikner et al. 2020Moreover, rather thabeing a cog in the neoliberal

machine, this idea of active citizenship is contrary to the neoliberal ideal, which is defined by
excluding and disempowering ordinary citizens from city planning in favour of private investors
(Mattei and Quarta 2015)

Importantly, these are processes rather than finished products, thus they likewise contain a
number of contradiction&izenberg 2012Fizenberg2012)studies the urban gardens

commons through an explicit Lefebvrian approach, while Bingéhuro (2018)claims that

there needs to be closer examination in how the commons relatesandaocial

reproduction, and further how this relates to the urban garden spaces, reflecting the work of
Federici(2018)on the commons and social repratian. While Federici(2018)is hopeful for

the expansion of emerging forms of collective reproductive work seen in community gardens
and they offepotential to rethink political strategies of communalising rtheim

collectivising social reproduction can be estanatedsince this form of gardening is often
womends work that adds anot l{EngeDilMawoe2018)of r esp
These are considerations | explore later in relation tecpps#alist possibilities and social
reproduction
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Howeverurbangarden as commons shoul dndt be under st oc
or a return to a noble and possiblghaic ideal, but as a springboard for critique of

contemporary social relations and the production of new spatiality, which can be transformative

to elements of everyday life, social practices, and th{ikmgberg 2012Despite thisthe

conversation between theban gardeing literature and the proliferating work on the
commons/commoning remainslativelyunderdeveloped and lacks close examinafiRogge

and Theesfeld 2018Beforeexending this debate through an exploration of the urban

gardening literature, | explore some definitional issues regarding urban gardening.

2.3.2 Defining Urban Gardens

Urban Agricultures a termused to refeto a range of food growing spaaed a broad swathe

of activities, including city farms, community gardens, guerrilla gardening, allotments, school
gardens, rooftop gardens and beehivegTetaaghi 2014; Follmann and Viehoff 2Q15)
However, there is a certain ambiguitin, espec
particular, which has tended tothe focus of recemtcademic interesthis ambiguity is

predominantly seen in the diverging contextual and geographical meaning of this term and its
associated activities. For exgmphedeasbraet
byUSbased organisations demonstrates this 1iss
developed by the University of Missd@f15 n.p) states:

oCommunity gardens al so t akbgbOfoa@tny shapes
church garden that supplies a local food pantry with fresh produce to a vacant

city lot divided into plots argrdened by neighbors, community gardens reflect

the needs and the desires of people directly involved in their management and

upkeep. As such, there are many, many ways to organize and manage a

-

communi ty garden. o

Moreover, this document states that yipécal community garden inthe USAid oc at ed on
[ and that s divided 7 nto dandmahbeborrowed,/ ot s £ o
rented, or owned by the gardeners thems@imsersity of Missouri 2018.p). The US

Department of Agricultur€020)alsodefine community gardens in a similay veanphasising
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that they are plots of land often rented by individuals of groups, wiSlaltBeience Societ

of America(2020)suggest theabmmunity gardens are themselves defined by a diversity in

terms of what is grown (flowers, vegetables, and community), where it is grown (school,
hospital, neighbourhood), and importantly that they are defined by residents of a community to
maintain spacein their own communitglover et al(2005, p.79)efine community gardens

as:

aOrganized initiative(s) whereby sections of land are used to produce food or
flowers in an urban environment for the personal or collective benefit of their
members who, by virtue of their participation, share certain sesosuch as

space, tool s and water. 0O

Althoughthis is a vague description tblasely reflesta description of an allotmeiindwhile

it is noted that UK allotments closely resen
other countriegMiller 2015) UK-basediterature tends to suggest that allotments and

community gardens are entirely distspeces and phenomena, with the general academic

trends favouring studies of the lattementhan the former, today. HowewilgVey et al.

(2018)suggest thd would be a misunderstanding to equate them ailotments are

distinguished by the way they are divided pieces of land that are privately owned and rented by
individuals ofamilies for growing foodsherea a communi t y gar den can
collective space to which members of the community can contribute for social, cultural and

envi r on me nTha dollectie aatusemfscammunity gardens in comparison to

allotments is therefore considered a crucial differ@aceden Berg et al. 2010; Follmann and

Viehoff 2015; McVey et al. 2018; Kingsley et al. 2@%9)ell as the more formalised

allotment arrangement between the Local Authority (who often own the land) and the

gardeners who rent and cultivate this (&itbert 2013; Trendov 2018)hichBendt et al.

(2013)suggest providesore stable property rights compared to community gardens.

Follmann and Viehoff2015)suggest that the new and emerging forms of adsamunity

gardaing shouldn factbe understood against the backdrotheimore regulated forms of

gardening (i.e. allotment&ommunity gardengrenot predefined or overegulated in this

way(Miiller 2012; Follman and Viehoff 2015put insteagrovide & environment of

untidiness and openness defined by particig&otsnann and Viehoff 2015)
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However, these distinctions complicate and problematise the nature of academic work in the
area, which is inherently international and where such clear distinctions are far less apparent,
such as ithe Netherland¢évan den Berg et al. 2018)d New Zealan(Egli et al. 2016)

Perhaps worse is thaprovides an extremely simplified understanding of both community
gardens and allotments. The individualised nature of allotments can-bmphasised (or

perhaps their collective tendencies overlooked), noted bywthodeave specifically traced the
allotment and its historyho highlighits specific social, collective, and cooperative functions
(Croudth and Ward 1997; Acton 2013)ikewise, despitthe narrow range of activities often
associated with allotments (growing food) in comparison to the diversity of social, cultural, and
environmental elements of community gardens, it is questionablehesher it is as clear and
universal as is often claimed. Ac{@@15) for example, closely documents the environmental

and social factors that drive contemporary allotment gardeners, including their relations with
the local community (rather than simply individual), their collective practices, and their physical

and mental health benefits.

Therefore, gren these problems, théns necessary to consider a broader term that can

encompass th@ynamics that interest this specific research. Firstly, both have been understood

as existing forms of the commd@@slding et al. 2013; Colding and Barthel 2013; Bigell 2015)

which is how | will understand them through this thesis (without neglecting the ambiguiti

this, too). But, in referring to the gardens
gardens®6, and only ©6all otmentsd or 6communi:t
However, without becoming overly preoccupied with such definginos,allotments and

community gardens may be naamban, and there are other forms of urban gardens such as

private gardens and public parks, it is a term which | consider is situated in the geographical
context of this particular study as well as thegabintentions of it. Urban gardens, or urban
gardening, provide the basis for bringing together separated phenomenon in what | understand

to be examples of existing forms of commons and commoning.

2.3.3 Understanding theContestedPolitics of Urban Gardening
Althoughurban gardemare celebrated from a wide variety of perspe(itihed&ey et al. 2018;
Kingsley et al. 2013heir rationale does remain extremely ambiguous, and research to date is

inconclusive in this regaf@urner et al. 2011; Veen et al. 2QI®)e diversity of research
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demonstratebow the same spaces can be read from a broad range of perspectives and
disciplines, bt also suggests that the practices and actions of the gardeners themselves remain
multifaceted, diverse, atloduspotentially ambiguous. Indeed, broadly speaking, they are

spaces that can be seen through various lenses, including environmental acal ecolog
political(Reynolds 2008; Purcelhd Tyman 2015yacial justicéAlkon and Agyeman 2011;

Kato et al. 2013; Passidomo 2014j@nder and social reproducti@ngeiDi Mauro 2018)

social and culturgMilbourne 2012)educationalHale et al. 2011 healthbased Okvat and

Zautra 2011)or foodrelated(Poulsen et al. 2014; Furness and Gallaher 201&purse,
categorising the gardens in this way is partly reductionist, since afteartimg given to these
spaces by t he ¢ atedienscarerecdverpsevaral of these dynamiosd i n
However, in general, the crux of this particular debate has tended to become increasingly
focused around their ambiguous and contested political dyfahich is the focus of this

section. McClintodk@0l14p aper i s | argely consihghdighiegd t he
their often ambiguous and contradictory nature, with the literature in general divided between
those who see them as resistant to neoliberalism or criticised ancedi$oniaaderwriting

and enabling {Certoma and Tornaghi 2015; Miller 2015; Barron 20Wfljer (2015)

suggests that there are two broad trends enteogimghat explores their potential innberof

food security, food justice, cohesive neighbourhoods and community development, and
sustainability, while the other focuses on the exclusionary aspects of the projects as

neoliberalising agents.

Though neoliberalism is a contested téRack and Theodore 2019) is often understood in

two broad ways: first, as a neat and monolithic political economic dynamic (through the

i mposition of the free market); and second,
Foucauldian governmentality perspective (as an act which structures and organises not only the
governing but also the governed through the shaping of the population and(Barsett)

2010; Wacquant 2012)he former sees the extension of free market governance and policy,
which advoates small government transformation in favour of the market, through methods of
selective deregulation and targeteggelationPeck et al. 20187 he latter suggests that
neoliberalism is an act of governing human beings that produces particular effects from their
behaviourgLorenzini 2018)which produces economic values and practices into every sphere

of human lifg Moisarder et al. 2017)Though both of these perspectives have provided crucial
insights, for Wacqua2012, p.68) b ot h mi s sbouirtedlitberalisra, wiiich& b 6 ¢ a
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remaking and redeployment of the state as the core agency that actively fabricates the
subjectivities, social relations and collective representations suited to making the fiction of
mar kets real .gon\WaquaniB8l?)dhese o pespediives are inherently

limited without considering their interrelafidne former rests on narrow economic

orthodoxy, and the latter primles an account of neoliberalism that is devoid of specificity and
overrelies on process. Instead, neoliberalism here isunderstood as ar t /i cu/l at /i on
market, and citizenship that harnesses the first to impose the stamp of the second onto the

t hi(Watquant 2012, p.71) Ho we v e r(2010Bvark isipartictildlyg instructive, which
claimsthatitistheseer t i cul ati on of the state rather th
that is important (which tends to suggest that the state isnadéissridan active). Secondly,

B a r n(@QlQ)iritesvention is crucial for highlighting the structuralisetaries in both

perspectives, since both the political economic and governmentality understandings tend to see
social life as simply a function of broader macro forces (and is entirely manipulable), with the
former understanding it as being shaped byiokesssts, and the latter understanding the way

that governmentality shapes practices as rational and serving economic efficiency. Instead,
Barnett(2010)questions and challenges the assumption that both processes have resulted in

the decline of public life. This is a crucial point for understanding the everyday possibilities of

commoningas iquestioned and reftted upon throughout this thesis.

In the gardening literature, this binary tends to rest on either seeing garden spaces and their
practices as reproducing a macro pol#cahomic dynamic (neoliberalisor)asupposedly

less critical approach whichs#gese macro processes as benign or unimportant at the micro
level(Classens 20150 he contested nature of thepases has therefore resulted in an equally
contested set of literature, and though scholars have attempéedtendhis binary through

a more nuanced discour@arron 2017)it remaingo some exterdt an impase(Miller

2015) This section will explore this binary in more détibgesting that on the one héansl
impossible to divorcerban gardeing from broader politicaconomic dynamidmcluding
neoliberalism andusterity, while on the othat isimportant to explore their transformative

or countemeoliberal potential while also bereglistic about the progressive potential of

urban gardeing (Cumbers et al. 2017)

32



Critics ofurban gardeing haveclaimed that it contributes to ni@ral formation and

rationalities of individualism, consumer chagssterityocalism, entrepreneurialism, and self
improvemen{Guthman 2008; Pudup 2008; Classens 2@tbadly, ths position emphasises

an understanding of neoliberalism that goes beyond the simple idea of privatisatien and de
regul ation of the market, to the O¢fRodlt 6 str a
2012) or as governance beyond the gtaeyngedouw 2009)herefore, the gardens appear

as symbols and practices of the state devolving responsibility onto civ(Rsmsué8012)
Pudup(2008) for example, has suggested tinban gardes have largely internalised this
neoliberal logioivherediscourses of sditlp provide the rationality to obscure the broader
political context of state retrenchm@@iassens 2013 arron(2017) for example, raises
concerns as to howban gardemrepresent the devolution of responsibility for social welfare
onto communities and individuaighich $ not only apparent in community gardens but also
in allotments and other urban gardening proj&sn and Dempsey 2018)herefore these
gardens can inadvertentlyewaiate the state from service provi¢®hose and Pettygrove

2014) by unreflectively filling in the gaps left in the wake of the stihout challenging the
structural conditions of this dynar{@assens 2015)

McClintock(2014)suggests that urban gaslean be both radical and neoliberal at Dttoes

it is a conflictuadnd contradictorprocess rather than a binary ohiéhereforeremains

equally important to explotheir transformative elements that conicathese neoliberal
tendencieswhichrequires an understanding of the ways that it chedlengeinforces
conventional configuratio{Slassens 2015)ornaghi(2014)suggests that researchers could
engage in deep empirical and estaely oriented work to explore ways that these projects can
undermine neoliberalisatiéisuch as through social reproduction, food sovereignty,
emancipatory plaemaking, or rescaling the local food supply clieirhich is partly the

intention of this thesi®art of the issue with the neoliberal narrattiein its onventional
politicaleconomic understandingjthat it remains unclear what service provisiosin
gardensctuallyreplaceg(unlike, for example, the direct privatisation of healthcamaste
collection). On the one hand, it is unclear how these projects actually relate to the existing
welfare stafeor indeed, more generally, tends to rest on a common logic of seeing the public
(state) and private (market) as existing in cohflitiis sens, they are not necessarily directly
oremovingo6 any pirsiace,iaside som sllotménegargenso sudh spaceshave

very rarely been an area of interest for the. $teeover, their relationship with land deserves
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further attention, sindbese gardens are often the victims of neoliberal land development

(Spilkova and Vagner 201 6ther than beneficiaries oflit.terms of the debate areoliberal
subjectivitywithin the Foucauldian lertiat Pudupg2008)highlights, thialsodeservegurther

critical examinatiarindeed, brms of mutual help and aid, reciprocity, @odperation are

often understood to be fundamental to the functioning of the gpéEset al. 2016\s

Ward (199641973) documented, miwal aid and selelp are socialist principles that have

been ceoptedand associated widltight wing logitan associational trap that Puq2p08)

has fallenintohereThi s i s cruci al , becaus ¢gClasdeise r wi s e t
2015)assigns authorship of terms such as mutual aid ahdlpelind even community, to

neoliberal protagonisf€rossanetal. 20(8 war ni ng t h @l99641¥/3)l ect s Wa
concerngegarding leftving scepticism towards these ideals and praBechaps the most

significant problem @mphasisinghe neoliberatharacter of urban gardenisghat it reduces

gardeners to passive subjects being duped by powerful state and corporéfzasdanset al.

2016) instead of attempting tmderstandhow gardeners themselves understand thehiean

ground experieras and practiceAs Pag€2017)notes, this has been a historical problem in

how people understood urban gardens (especially allotments), where gardeners tended to be
treated as passive figures.

However, as Ros(®012)notes in the case of Berlin, there is a distinct difference between the
nature and logic of neoliberalisation from above and how it is understood on thiegroun

daily life, thusirban gardeninghouldbe considered as more than a sjap in the demands

of austerityCorcoran et al. 2017y he neoliberal strategy of outsourcing maintenance of parks
to citizens is rarely realigddrgely because citizen engagement is a limited resource, citizens
rarely want tearryout community work fofree (vithoutthe timeor energy), nor do they

accept their position as a stop (Rpsol 2012)Therefore, Rosal2012)suggests that while

there is undoubtedly a form of rollit neoliberalism within urban gardening in practice, they

also possess several contradictions, including turning private lots into public spaces, inventing
new uses and designs, users becoming decision makers, and the creation of public green

spac@which are contrary to the logics of the market (and neoliberalism).

Perhaps the best way of understanding this problem is through a historic lens, exemplified
espe i al | y (2032)ex@lorationdisthe Dig for Victory campaign during the Second
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World War. Ginn (2012)demonstrates howe UK government at the time had promoted

forms of home growing (including in allotments and other public gardens) as a deliberate

strategy of boosting patriotism fa thar effort. In this sense, it was adoywn attempt of
directly manipulating peoplebds subjective ex
similar way to the Big Society neoliberal dynamic exemplified by critics of urban gardening).
However, Gim (2012)notes thathis was quite distinct when understood from below, where

these efforts to boost patriotic feelings and sentiments through gardening was far less apparent,
but it was a more pragmatic effort to help themselves and those around them durifig a crisis

ultimatdy, to feel constructive and powerful during a time of powerlessness.

This sort of analysis may be extended to this thesis in the contemporary context, where cynical
strategies of austerity (and decentralising and devolving services onto communities) are
contrasted with the felt and lived realities of the gardéménss sensehere is a danger of
overdeterminngthe influence of neoliberalism on individual human andmonan actors
(Classens 201®thus downgrading the role of agef®gkker 201Q)The critique of neoliberal
subjectivity can be contrakte the way that urban gardening can promote a form of

citizenship that is at odds with the neoliberal construction of citizenship, offering a glimpse of a
radical urban citizenry beyond the neoliberal one of an atomised citizen subject independent of
anybroader social responsibil{fgrossan et al. 2016 this regard,jrban gardesican

provide an outward and relational sense of community rather than a parochial and individually
oriented one, which is particularly important for marginalised and disadvantaged groups
(Cumbers et al. 201 7)heyare often thought of as spaces of sociality, as a micro fix to some of
the problemsofuban i sol ation and fragmentation, whi
and homgVeen et al. 2016)n this regard, it is understood that gardens produce much more
than food and can be crucial tools for community organisers and pract{fvapes and

Freedman 2010) Ref | ect i @0a@nphadswn actevamiembership in such
associations, Glover et @005)notesthat leisure activities such as gardening can contribute to

a sense of empathy towards community members and a brohtiealmmgagement in their
community.Social factors are often the main motivators of gardeners, through interaction with
neighbours, creating social networks, and reciprocal le@@aingelosi 2014 this regard,

urban gardesican enhance social capitdieresocial bonds in the community are developed

and nourishedFirth et al. 2011; Veen et al. 2QIR)ese forms of social capital allow for the

development and identification of shared values and common aims, social support, and social
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connectiongKingsley and Townsend 2006) However, these forms of
always, at least immediately, transfer into the wider community and beyond the garden itself

(Kingsley and Townsend 2006)

While the gardens can be crucial areas for civic engagement and parti€@petienet al.

2009) t h aprocesstmadig necessarily at odds with neolibérdlangh as noted it does
contrast with the individualised and atomised emphasis of the neoliberalFtiz@mple,
althoughGlover et al(2005)suggest that such voluntary associations can be crucial forms of
developing democratic citizessch associations have been central to the Big Society agenda
(Scott 2011; Balazard et al. 2017 his sensajrban gardens caritenbe defined by a
combination of social drtivic activity, based on participation and cooperative tasks and the
realisation of democratic val€dover etal. 2005)Bendt et al(2013)suggests that they

reflect a dynamic of active participation and experimentation by citizens themselves in shaping
cities. Such forms of local creativity and experience is often overlooked in formal planning
proceduregBendt et al. 2013Related to thisClassen§2015)suggests thathers have

attempted to link their transformative potential in terms ofdbdity toreshaje the urban

form. Thus, they are gentially a way of intervening in urban pol{#@lmann and Viehoff
2015 d ur i n g -padhlei worlpgssingedouw 2005; 2013pme academics have

likewise used them as a critical discussion of thepaliturban space and neoliberal
transformatiorfTornaghi 2014)including the Right to the C{fyassidomo 2014b; Mattei and
Quarta 2015; Purcell and Tyman 20&B6) the way thaheychallengehe placenaking of

cities in the Global North through appropriation of neglected land, bilateral agreement of
sharing oprivate land, and community stewardship of public g@dgoma and Tornaghi

2015) In this senseyrban gardeshighlight the tensions thaacacterise how land and

property are valued today and therefore are sometimes thought to be sites of contestation
(Barron 2017)As Crossan et gR016)n ot e s , (20R2cstigue Of she state devahg
responsibility for land management on to civil society) emerges through aspectéat
understanding of urban gardening that is occurring on public park teardawin Glasgg
Crossan et a{2016)argue thait is more common for urban gardens to emerge in abandoned
and enclosederelict landCumbers et al2017s uggest t hat we therefor
their role in reclaiming abandoned and derelict space for social and pablic this sense,

then, they should be understood as a struggle for the urban commons arexaidrszition

and social need over the dominant neoliberal urbag@emmbers et al. 2017)
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However, there is a broader and important questsoto the extent that theggces are
explicitly political. For some, itpis a forn
response that can protect individuals and vulnerable groups from powerful forces that regularly
exploit and oppress the(@rossan et al026, p.943)This form of DIY citizenship is an
interdependent set of relations between people, organisational processes, and institutions that
help rework the notions of citizenslifrossan et al. 201@pilkova and Vagn¢2016)

likewise demonsite their explicitly political potential, where allotmer&ankholmhave

organised against their privatisation through a network of civic organisations and collaboration
between gardeners and lawyers, architects, city planners who learn laves)geguithtvays

to intervene in threats to allotment gardens. Taking a more anarchistic approd@012)ar
suggests that these are potentially prefigurative forms of welfare embedded in solidarity and
mutual aid that subvertsth statist and capitalist institutions. Howewkayer et al(2005)

suggest that particiga often do not see their activities as political, but that the behaviour and
practices of the gardeners can implicitly challenge the notion that social issues must be
addressed through existing administrative and representative institutions. Guerlain and
Campbell(2016)similarly suggest that rather thielbangardens being based on a common

political intention of prefiguring a new societyjnisigadbased on the simple shared practice

of gardening. This contests the Wsdea of prefiguration thatpredicated on strategic

intention, where the very mundane and everyday actions and practices force the questioning of
what i1 s and (Gsenld@dntandaanmploelD26} More avbrk isanedded to

understand how the gardeners themselves view what they are doing and their own goals and
intentions, rather than externally imposed notions of prefiguf&igrlain and Campil

2016) In this sense, it becomes crucial to recognise the less explicit forms of agacioynand
otherwise there is a risk that it could pro@d®rrow lens on social actihatresults irside

lining these actior{&uerlain and Campbell 2016)

For some, the focus is placed on the quiet politics of everyday life, as emphasised by Hankins
(2017) Kneafsey et a2017)s uggest that it is a odwietd pro
radical transformatigo ne whi ch encompasses | earning skil
sustainabilityo of sharing, Soithfarididemkp, r epai ri
(2013) Crucially, a significant amount of this quiet everyday activity of the gardens requires

little market or state involvemdBimith and Jeldka 2013) Therefore, as noted from the

experience of gardeners in Poland and Czgephi@ple who grow, consume and share their
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own food, dondét do so out of environmental o
quiet practice of satisfyingfitend thus is associated with joy, exuberance, generosity, skill, and
care(Smith and Jeldika 2013) Thus, the quiet activities are not simply ones of coping, but
conviviality and nealienated labouGibsorGraham 2006; Schor and Thompson 2014;

Slocum 2018)

This relates witlother studies whicspecificallexplore the type of labour being carriediout

since tley are usually based on volunteering princfplesidov 2018)While urban gardens

can extract scarce material, labour, and time from already regooragtizengGhose and
Pettygrove 2014yolunteering in urban gardens can in fact reconstitute a relationship between
people and their environment and the products of that relationship that is actively severed in
capitalist r@tions(Crossaret al. 2016)They offer the potential for the creation of

autonomous and sefalorising work practic€Srossan et al. 2016&yhere they become spaces

for less alienating and more collective and solidaristic forms ofGuonlbers et al. 2017)
Moreover, conflating various dynamics of urban gardens with mere &@ms of

neoliberalisation is problemdtior example, between the volunteerism required of urban
gardens and that of oenforceddé vo(Crwssdneter i sm
al. 2016)Instead, gardeners can take part in political participati@ne a process of learning,
doing, and being in the presence of difference (ideas, cultures, sociaiciagsegant

(Crossan et al. 2016)

In conclusion, urban gardens are largely defined today barti@guous and contradictory
politicalnaturdiandMc C | i n(20d4inkevention here remains crucids McClintock

(2014)also highlights, it is absolutely cruciahtwe beyond the dualism of radical or

neoliberafion the one hand, a critique of it can be counterproductive, and on the other, a
romantic view will prove disappointiiperefore it is important to engage with the plural,
contradictory, uncertain, and higuous nature of their existence and practtieer than

attempting to rescudpackage them within a neat politinsginary. Based on this, it is not
difficult to see why there has been some interest in exploring these spaces of urban gardens as
sites of commoning, or as actually existing comiiidnsnberg 2012While the

contradictions developed within this literature mirror those that | highlighted in relation to the

commons, it suggests that the $eis of literature may be brought together in a productive and
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mutualistic wayl'he next sections will suggest that a more robust engagement with some of the
complexities of the commons and commomimght provide the foundation for a more in

depth engagement between these two sets of literature

2.4 TheGCommons,Capitalism, andhe Sate

While readingurban gardemthrough a commoning lens mayplossibleit remains unclear as

to how it can elaborateano me of t he ambi guities that 1 0dve
and gardening literaturelere, it is therefore necessary to develop and elaborate on the

relationship with the state and capital as both a central and key point for understanding the
commas(Cumbers 2015; Dawney al. 2016)

2.4.1 Beyond False Polarities: Appreciating the Vernacular

One of theforemost contemporaryinkers on the commonbkjassimaDe Angelis, provides

some explanation as to the difficulties in transcending such an impasse in the urban gardening
literature. De Angeli@007)identifies threemmmon false polarities: seiterest and

competition vs. cooperation; Laisfare vs. state intervention; and free trade vs.

protectionism. De Angel{2007, pp.1d&12)suggests that these are not things that exist in

conflict but are deeply intetated processes:

an reality, economic liberalism and the market system have been actualised
through their opposites. sefferest and competition through cooperation of

labour in production, creation of markets through the state, free trade through
protectionism. To the extent that the critics do not question the systemic bond
between the two poles (that is, the fact that the two poles take the form they take
because of the dynamic relations between the two), and instead embrace one of
the poles withouysroblematising the nature of its relationship with the other,

they perform a service for their opponents, by opening a space for the

reproduction of this dynamic relation. o
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It is possible that this understanding explains the impasse and confusigntoetiagin
gardening literature. Indeed, within the reading of neoliberalism presented by critiques of
urban gardening, there is a tendency to view the state as existing in a separate sphere from the
market, as an almost benign adtmtead of seeing howaliberalisation is a dynamic that
happengfirougfthe state, not in spite ofBarnett 2010; Wacquant 2012; Bra@14; Bruff

and Tansel 2019Hardin revisited his own critique to suggest that there are two options of
avoiding the tragedy of the commnotie private ownership of land or state owner&@gpson
2013) reflecting the commamarket/statelichotomy that ikargelythe foundation of the
neoliberal discourse (in terms afth its advocates and opponen$us, the notion of the
tragedy of the commons has been used for the justification of government control or
privatisatior{Turner 2017)Renewed interest in the commons and commoning has
increasingly viewed this dichotomy as problepaatctin this sense it offers some potential
clarity on the previously discussed impasse in the urban gardening literature bgsHard
and Negri(2009, p.ix)

oThe seemingly exclusive alternative bet
corresponds to an equally pernicious political alternative between capitalism and
socialism. It s often assumed that the only fourtde ills of a capitalist society

Is public regulation and Keynesian and/or socialist economic management,; ana,
conversely, socialist maladies are presumed to be treatable only by private

property and capitalist control. Socialism and capitalism, éoweeen though

they have at times been mingled together and at others occasioned bitter

confiicts, are both regimes of property that excluded the common. The political
project of instituting the commonécuts d

alternatives. 0O

Likewise, for Ostrom, both the state and private enterprise were unsatisfactory solutions to the
management of the commof@@arson 2013)As Carsorf2013)pointsout, botto r e s v/ t 7 n t
same knowledge and imtee problems that always result from externalizing costs and
benefits, when ownership and control are div
The commons is therefore often understood as existing beyond this public/private dichotomy

(Cangelosi 2014In this sense, then, one of the foundational pillars of the commons is in
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terms of selmanagemer(Starrides 2015)where people themselves determine the rules,
traditions, and values of the spaces and resd@aciisr 2020b)The commongherefore
introduces the possibility for seffjanisation outside of capitalist I¢gicron 2015) On the

one hand, this emphasis on the localised and specific knowledge cfftegronnd users

reflects the critique by Hay€k999[1944) of centralised state planning of the econ(amy
dynamic which Cumbe(g2015)also notes in relatidio state critiques on the lefiyt also

requires extension through the work of James C. Scott and Colin Ward. In Seeing like a State,
Scott(1999)documents the various ways that modernist plannirpdsehave failétpartly
because¢hey overdetermine and ignore the vernacular and everyday practices of ordinary
people. While HayeK1999[1944) used a similar point to advocate for free market economics
(since he felt that centralised planning was unable to capture this complexity), Scott uses this

logic also as a critique of the free market.i&elScot{201Q n.p) notes:

d.argescale capitalism is just as much an agency of homogenization, uniformity,
grids, and heroic simplification as the state, with the difference that, for
capitalists, simplification must pay. The profit motive compels a level of
simplificaion and tunnel vision that, if anything, is more herorctteearly

scientific forest of Germany. In this respect, the conclusions | draw from the
failures of modern social engineering are as applicable to ohavkat

standardization as they aretwobe aucr at i ¢ homogeneity. o

In a similar manner to Jacot2916[1961) influential work, Sennett and Sen@820)have

recently suggested that developers, planners and architects designing the neoliberal city from
above (which includes both private organisations as well as public institutiora)larte
understand the etheground complexity and experience of daily life of ordinary dtizen
Likewise Colin Ward (1996b; 1996f.973] 2011) ananarchistritic of both capitalist and

statist responses to practical issues (e.g. hobgihgghted the vast networks of mutual aid
institutions that the working clesisuilt during the 19th century, including friendly societies,
building societiesjck clubs, coffin clubs, clothing clubs, cooperatine$rade unions. One

of War dods si gni falsehia assertienahatthe stabveumgsipable sf wa s
understandinghe complex and messy dynamicewaryday lifiéthat architects and plaers

had not built mass council housing as though they themselves would live(\Wahd&996c¢;
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2011) Ward suggested that tenants often found council housing to be alienating and

paternalistic because of this, and often unsuitapleeto p | enéesiyHodkinson 2012;

Thompson 2015)Ward (1996c)hereforecelebrates vernacukarchitecturg@seen in his

emphasis on DIY and sditiilds, which emphasises the centrality of dweller control. In this

regard, Ward1996a, p.72uggests that this is because people need to be akdettotr a c k t h e 1

e n v i r otoma&entitheir owdto have a direct responsibility for it.

As Horeywell(2011)notes, a major driver for Ward sveo in fact relaim this libertarian

terminology for the antiapitalist left that had been stolen by therfraketrightlibertarians.

oThe most depressing thing about the I de
ourselves in the field of housing is that whenever someone on a public platform

eulogizes selifelp and mutual ard, half the audience stop listening since they

regard these words not rely as Conservative platitudes but as a smokescreen

to conceal the abdication of governmental responsibilities. | cannot imagine how

these phrases came to be dirty words for socialists since they refer to human

attributes without which any conceivablée sod i st soci ety woul d fF/
(Ward 2011, p.109)

In many ways, this helps explain the issues raised by the critics of urban gardens, such as Pudup
(2008) As Ward(199641973) notes, the issue was that the left had abandoned these

grassroots forms of organisation and invested alkokitgyinto the state itself. Therefore, it is
perhapaunsurprisingt at peopl e arrive at oO6neoliberalism
taking the usual shape of state management o
explicitly recognise Wardods c¢ on(20id)slggesti ons i n
that these Tentury mutual aid societies in the USA aeestes of the commons,

referencing the work of Beif@003) In this sense, War(l996b)a nd Kr o(B0d4 ki nd s
[1902) emphasis on the mutual aid societias iastitutions might also be understood as

examples of commons.
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2.4.2 Negotiating Contradictions in the Commons

The relationship with the state and capittiléseforea central point to understand and

explore the commons and commoning. This is true whetlmeoie sceptical approach to the

state is taken (such as with Ward and Scott) or whether the state is seen as a facilitator and
partner to the commons. Arbell et @020)note the various ways that the commons are

understood to relate with the state and céitidder existing against and beyond them

(Caffentzis and Federici 201d$ an escape from théBresnihan and Byrne 201 %y

entangled with theife Angelis 2017However, rather than regting the presence of the

state and capital, there is a necessity to recognise their presence in everyday life and therefore
how they relate to the commons. For De And2047) the spheres of autonomy and

autopoiesisf the commons offer the potential of emancipation from themustate and

capital and thproblemsthey creatée.g.war, global warming, poverty in the midst of plenty,
expropriation, exploitation etc). Howeverwe cannot emanci pate our se
state and exploitative capital tomorroworinayyes t i me,; r at her, we mus
a process of growing commons powetrgwis s c a p i t a(De Angelis 2017, p.358)t at e 0
In this regard, De Angel{2017)recognises that the commons is deeply interrelatetheith

state and capitedther tharseparatedThis closely reflects empirical work which has shown

that the commons is rarely in fact detached from the state atad loapisdeeplyentangled

with them(Chatterton 2016But, the extent that it offers an alternative to state and capitalist
solutionsor whether it is simply an entangled meshwoekdiverse anffagmented systéim

in a more Gibsoiraham(2006)sensé@remains relativelyncertain.

As De Angeli$2013; 2017and Hardt(2010)have noted, capitalism depsmh forms of the
common itself, therefore there is a need to appreciate its complex interaction, and how
capitalism i@f functions as a result of commoning capacities and practices. This reflects

Tsi ROW@smphasi s on 06s awheracgptalisstependsupdnandi on 6
exploitsnoncapitalist practices.¢gehow garment workers in Mexico need to know o sew

before even beginning their jdlos other words, a skill learot/tsideof capital) As De
Angelis(2010)notes, even in the moment of production itself, workers do not participate in
monetary transactiomg a worker needs a tool, another worker passes it to Bwmnbe
Angelis(2010) although this is a type of cooperation that is embedded within and driven by the
capitalist mode of productiqproducing a commodity), these commodities are produced by a

set of ordinary actions and practices that are not themselves comifpadiieg) someone a
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tool, for example), but a type of labour which is a forquietcommoning. This reflects

Gr a e l)2611)doson of everyday communism, which suggests that everyday life is
permeated by forms of conunistic behaviours, yet are so widely accepted that they go
unnoticed. For Graebd€R011) thesdorms of everyday communignrist even in the most
capitalistic spad@that ultimately capitalism is built upon a bedrock of everyday communism,
or is an undemocratic and authoritarian way of organising these communistic tendencies and
capacities. This, @burse, contrasts with GibsBmr a h §1696;22006)mportant

intervention of understanding the diversity of the economy that already exists, since it overlooks
these quiet and ordinary possibilities that lie latent in the heart of €ipialirseatthough

Mar x di d anbhtopologickl appraach to his work, it is arguably central to( R0

[1867) own understandingvherethe development of the working class and their cooperative

capacities was crudiat transforming capitalism.

De Angelig2017)exemplifies the congxity of the relationship between the commons, the
state, and capifdboth in terms of how capitalism and the state depend on the commons, but

also how the commons depend on elements of the state or capitalism:

Table1: Using theothersy s t eomplexproducts

Source: De Angelfg017, p.333)

Commonsé € using the product

Wikipedia depends on a distributed infrastructure
including mainframes, cables, privately

produced electricity etc.

Communitysupportel agriculture networks| trucks, fuels, electricity, road networks

Cochabamba water associations trucks, fuels, some equipment, pipes

Massi mods | ocal c orntools,irrigation equipment, some borrowe
tractors

Reclaimed factory (Rimaflow) capitalist detritus, fuel, trucks
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Capital/ state é € using the product

complexity
Large event (Milan, Expo) volunteers and their support households
Any skilled occupation 6good willd: nurturn
Public parks i ncreasingly tendec

volunteers mobilised in the community

Police use information from neighbourhood
watches, O0civicd beg
Labour power Reproduced in households

Thus, the commons are always partial and coexist alofuysideof public and private
ownership and managemé@hatterton 2016and although they may exist in opposition and
conflict, the commons, state, and capital necessaekrst@nd depend on eacther for their
own reproductiorfRuiz Cayuela 202Ihe commons can rely on public funding, the state can
utilise chatties to run public services during austerity cuts, and capital depends on the
commons through forms of social reproductive work by women and comm(iRuies

Cayuela 2021 hus,De Angelig2013)cautions against analysis whichestg thahe

commons g8ing capitalist markgfer its own endsjemonstrates the @ptation of the
commons, instead thinking through this interaction as a contingent strategy of survival and
precondition for their reproductioks De Angelig2017)notes, the immediate environne

of the capitalist circuit is the commons circuit, and vice versa. \afbiti depends on the
commons to manage its crisis, the commons
commons as well as its potentiabptation(Jeong 2018as noted by the World Badks

interest in the commor{®e Angelis 2013; Caffentzis and Federici 2014; Jeong R0b8%
approach to development rely on commoning principles to tie communities to global market
circuits(De Angelis 2013However, strategicaipeaking, such a perspective can also
reproduce an understanding that 1 tds only
ruptural change (e.g. orthodox revolutionary change), in a-s{@sechs approach, which

tends to forefront the power of capital and its gravitationgGuotlorGraham et al. 2016)
However, at the micro levllpw these commons might function without access to vehicles, the
fuel to run the vehicles, irrigation equipment, othods of communicatiors¢cial mediatc),

without in fact depending on and interacting with capitalism itself is Upcidae. Angelis
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(2017) it is the process of oOboundary commoni n
might interact with other commons to construct a brogdeem of interdependency. This is

not an ideological defence of capitalism, but it is simply to suggest that it is an important

strategic and organisational consideration when referring-tapibalist transitions.

Moreover, with this in mind, there ageestions as to the extent that the state and capital can

be o0i nfect edod (Carforte B013; GilesaBcabam @taln 2016)

Someof these dynamics are best understood in relation to periods of economic crises, with

recent Ukbased literature exploring the ways that an austéviy agenda was accompanied

by increasing emphasi s on ¢ ommu r(Hedtherstenengio we r n
al. 2012; Levitas 2012; Williams et al. 20D4)Angelig2017)suggests that the notion of the
60Bi Societyd is a dynamic in which neoliberal

commoning an interesting perspective given the aforementioned debate on urban gardening
Unli ke Thatcher who suggested t hadpenedupr e was
services to new providers like charities and social enterprig8so#t011; De Angelis 2013;
Balazard et al. 2017/Hor De Angeli$2013) the Big Society is an example of the dormant

resources in communities which need to be activated through some form of commoning.

Indeed, given thdbrms of commoning and the commons are often understood to provide

services that were previously provided by the state, there is the risk that the commons can be
seen to facilitate the rdlhck of the welfare state and therefore support the neolibejedtpr

of dismantling these welfare systéhtkell and Peck 2002; Dawney et al. 20T68)s reflects

some of @W4)cfoemctezrimsd regarding thecapositional
commons. However, although there has been a significant amount of work around the
relationship between the Big Society, austerity, and scaling back {Rreatia¢estone et al.

2012; Levitas 2012; Williams et al. 20HBedemaekers et gR012)claim that many on the

left have reminded us for decades that capitdlhtsehlways reproduced itself by depending

on normarket practices in what are, ultimately, types of commons. Perhaps more
problematically, such notions of scabagk the state tend to overlook the ways that the state

has played an active and constveatole in austerity and neoliberalism, where much of this

critique tends to rest on the type of noted false polarity betweenrppivialie(De Angelis

2007)
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However, ther eds thedreetioneasdpurgose intteoms dfithesei ngui s h
interactions. On the one hand, the Big Societyasitise commons for a purpose outside of

the commons itsélhot to provide an alternative to capital but to develop a particular model of
capitalismwhile on the othem community garden purchasing tools and seeds from the

market does so in an instrumemalyfor its own endéDe Angelis 2013Y his demonstrates

how austerity is itself a distinctly-diopvn proceswhich contrasswith how it is understood

and expressed on the ground, as | ngiadlarlyin relation to the history tfie Dig for
Victorycampaigr{Ginn 2012) In this sense, it is ciiatto payattention to the type of latent
commoning within communiti€Be Angelis 2013)ithout seeing this as giybeing

producedand structurecéntirely by and for capit@bibsorGraham et al2016) Moreover,

there are further questions to be answered as to what possibilities there are of commoning
existing state resourfi@shis is the goal of a pastpitalist commons, then how can this occur
without the possibility of it being redut¢e narrative of austefityjaking? IndeedGibson

Graham et a2016, p.193¢laim thathe common® c an be conceiived of as
commonindgithat is applicable to any form of property, whether private, cogtatel, or

open alhisigimprant, since the state resourcatsaite being privatised are
happeningfirougithe state, not in spite of it, as noted. In this sense, by turning them into
commons, what problems and what potentials emerge as a result? One might look towards the
contemporary situation of the welfare statech was largely prefigured by a range of mutual

aid societies that Wad996b; 1996f973) documented. Indeed, these were eventually

made vulnerablérougithe state, not only because of ideological changes withistéhést

also related broader so@oonomic changes. Thus, the alienation of people from these

services is a vulnerability that perhaps can be avoided through understanding them as

commong which must fundamentally require some element of commoning.

Cumbers(2015)argues that the rejection of the sta¢e Holloway 20108aves questions as

to how to move from the micro to the macro of such commons projects. For C(atiérs

this requires the necessity of working with and througitetfeeOthers havéhereforeseen

the commons as facilitated by the state, rather than/estagsarifpoerced or used by it

(Cumbers 2015; Thompson 2015; Bollier 202@éjch @n involve strategic governance

between government and civil sodi@égpng 2018; Sievérotzbach and Christinck 2021)

The state, in this instance, might play a facilitative role and provide general rules, legal support,

coordination, partular types of expertise, or infrastructure, to aid the development of the
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commong Thompson 2015; Bollier 2020d)his issometimeseen in a more radical social
democratic leng/here recengfforts of municipalisatioe.g. the Preston mael, Barcelona,
Clevelanyl have emphasised the importance of pwolimmons partnerships (PCPEhis

suggesia more intentional relatishipwith the state. However, while calls for the

nationalisation of services demonstrate desires to confronsativafiPCPs suggest the
importance of questioning when and where state ownership is the most appropriate form, while
suggesting the possibilities of developirggvo@rship models between state authorities and
Commoners Association that is flexible andreapond to th@articularitie®f specific assets,

rather than as a monocultural institutional fékfilburn and Russell 20190 his is a

perspective which draws on the engagement of formraddwoppolitics (within Local Councils

and National Governments) with active social movergMitisirn and Russell 201,9)

however, the extent to which the activation and reproduction of the commons depend on the
statein the longerm remains a critical point of analySigese questions require further
exploration, as noted by Bresnihan and BYR@d 5) since the impact and potential of the

urban commons to impact wider political dynamics and power relations remains infigjuestion
for example, their limited ability impact health and safety regulations or rent prices. The
strategy of the commons remains an ambiguous and contentious oribeglaogelyremain

invisible from the perspective of the public institutionsiraedtionally distance themselves

from representative politics, and therefore how it can engage with and transfstatethe

remains in doub{Bresnihan and Byrne 2019hus, the extent that the state can become an

ally for a more radicalised civil society remains to bgGbatterton and Pusey 2019)
Cumberq2015)rightly notes that Bookchin offers some solution between thisaither

dynamic (traditionally seen between-statie anarchists and the Orthodox Marxists who
prioritised t he asjoumeydselfis r&ealng, rdmiasS@lmistmand i t i ¢
anarchist, who then largely abandoned this label due to frustration with the individualistic and
ol i festyl i st 6Bookahind99%)and ihsteadnnareasirtyly feamsed on the
development of federations and nestedhs of governance in order to sealé bottomup

direct democracig®ookchin 1991; 2015}t is important to note, however, that Bookchin
remained deeply argit at e (t he capitalist state, at | ea
developing these federative structures outsiaiedoin conflict with the capitalist state, not

within it, as Cumbers seems to sug@edis)
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To extend the understanding of this dynamic, it is necessary to provide a more subjective and
micro understandingf the relationship between the commons, the state and capital. To do so
requires a reflection on the process that has been historically referred to as the enclosure of the
commons, but also exploring how this relates to the forms of doing that aréedssdbighe
commons. This helps to ground the focus of commoning around everyday life, which is a

crucial aspect of this thesis, and will be the focus of the next section.

2.5 Everyday Life and Capitalism: Is There an Outside?

Gonzale2019)claims that simply speaking of commons as a verb (commoning) is not
enough, and instead it is important to enter into the antagonisms of everyday |detsoad pr
of commoning. In this section, | address the ambiguities and possibilities of everyday life in

relation to capitalism.

2.5.1 Capitalist Enclosure of Newaged Activity

The history, practice and narrative of the commons is deeply relatepnocisses of

enclosuregleffrey et al. 2012Jhe dynamic of enclosure of the commons has been a crucial

point for many interested in the commd@Rederici 2018)out likewise for Mar§2004[1867)

who saw this as a significant development in the transformation from feudalism to capitalism.

In Capital, Mar{2004[1867)r ef erred t ort met pvecassumbil| api ol
enclosure of common land and property as a central aspect of the ongoing development of
capitalism, where it ofreeddé the agricultura
industries, through the creation alieal proletariat of landless labourée Angelisand

Harvie 2014; Linebaugh 2014; Jeong 20@&jical work on the commons and commoning

see this as an ongoing process rather than a finish@didneht Notes Codictive 1990; De

Angelis 2017; Federici 2018; Jeong 2 @yocess that Harvé003)described as

accumulation by dispossessifhile Marx was concerned with primitive accumulation as an
inevitable stage in historical materialism, Fed2@aa8) for example, provides an analysis and
defense of the commoass s omet hing that str ugogtheng with a
forms of oOpr i mandiisattempts todisciplitiee prdletaanti@rough

coercion into the wage labour system. Lis@we Angeli€2004)suggests thakthough there

has beemsignificant amount of work on documenting privatisation, marketisation, and welfare
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cuts,neoliberalism itself (as a particular form of capitahsmyarely been understood in

terms of its processof enclosureDe Angelig2004, p.75%ees enclosure as the accumulation

of surplus value by capital, whishasedonthe f or ¢/ b/ e separation of |
access to social wealth they have which is not mediated by competitive markets and money as

cg I tlathisgsense, this perspective on the commons emphasises the struggle for subsistence
and activityutsideof wage labour relations, throupk establishment of degrees of autonomy

and independence from competitive market relaijpresAngelis 2004 his is a crucial point

for those interested in urban gardens, because as noted in the earlier section of this chapter,

these gardens emerge éygn abandoned and unused land (usually in cities), but are likewise

often threatened with forms of enclos{@&n and Ascensao 2018)

The commons of England that Ma2004[1867) primarily referred to were ones which

refl ect ed up o wsegpthedand, feot sollecting aed usirag Wwood, food, or

watefia dynamic whichundep i nne d T(h9%6G)spnsnalnvdrlsin this area. Marx
(2004[1867)t hus recogni sed t hat impleanatteootendosingof en
physical land, but the associated means of subsistence in commoners everyday lives. Thus,
common lands are a product of class struggle, that were communalised as a result of struggles
between serfs and peasants and landloatsyidde it possible for people to subsist outside of

waged workCaffentzis 2004)

oln order for capitalism to exi st there
the main condition for there to be such a working class is tharsvart
separated from t h@amxi®eomGalfenttis 26004,pd)i st enc e.

Though this process of enclosure was often understood as quiteHurephries(1990)

argued thaprimitive accumulatiowas more processual than a simple transfer fromvaged
peasant (utilising the commons) to waged proletarian (dependent on a capitaieshevigs)
evidence suggests that dependence on wage labour was in fact alreadysfaielstdniteural
England by the time of the enclosutésmphries(1990)refers to sergroletarian existence

in which much of the population were both peasants dependent on the commons {and non
waged activity) as well as proletarians dependent on sonuté Yeauye (usually the

husband/father). The namaged activities which dependedocess and usetbk commons
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were usually carried out by women, and were not unsubstantial in comparison to the wage
(Humphries 1990)Therefore, thévinarydivision between psant and proletarian labourer

was simplistic, and instead rather than pushing people from one category to the other, it was a
matter of eroding nowage forms of subsistence amongstgerdtarian families (who

already earned wages) and an increasingged dependen@dumphries 1990)Crucially,
Humphries(1990)suggeststhato me n 6 s use of the commons was

the poor law.

OProl etarianization has been [ nterpreted
selfsuffiagent peasants into breadwinning wage laborers. The overwhelming

emphasis has been on the male experience. But in reality survival seldom

depends on a single breadwinner: a family's subsistence derived from the

productive contributions of all its memben®l€arianization was a gradual

process whereby access to resources ot he
(Humphries 1990, p.42)

In many ways, Humphri¢$990)argument is one which resonates closelysantte othe
commoninditerature where there is an increasing emphasis on the necessity to explore non
commodifiedandnowa ge d s o ur d¢Ghattertorfad Budey 2009F ds opens up

the question of the mundane and everyday practices of gardening, which can be understood as
forms of commoning and as a rmemmodified activitfMoselle 1995)The success of the
enclosures in restricting narged actityi was only partially successful, and MogE)I@5)

suggests that allotments are one of the fevepdssure examples of alternatives/supplements

to wage labour, reflecting some of the observations of &ipgabam(1996; 2006)Moselle
(1995)argies that allotments closely resemble the role that commapteyed pre

encl osur e, and the existence of allotments i
understanding dheir historic relationship with enclosuiide 1843 Select Committee on
Allotments, for example, wrote that:

oThe all ot ment system also appears to be
detrimental changes in the condition of the labouring classes of this country,

which the lapse of years has wrought, by gradually shuttingitifeormcaall
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personal and direct interest in the produce of the soil, and throwing them for
subsi stence whol | y &iedinblosalé 19%5,/pA&3) v upon

One of the crua@l aspects of this claim was that the allotment appeared to provide a type of
nonalienated and seletermined activity o f r om per sonal and direct
t h e kdeéd/tlae)egislation for allotment provision emerged due to eenwihdashing

and interacting dynamiosidespread anéinclosure protests had been seen in the UK since at
least the Levelle(and the Diggershovement in the 1600s, culminating in large riots during

the 1830s (which were concurrent with rising foagprand high levels of unemployment)

(Miller 2015) Combined with the parallel process of industrialisatidmuraHo-urban

migration, Millef(2015)suggests that this resulted in intense parliamentary debates during the
time regarding this social unrest and increasing demands for land to rent (which landowners
were unwilling to make available). In fact, nationwide eleatitime 1880s were dubbed the

oall ot ment el ectionsd6, | e apdovidingprotected stdtustob e gi s |
number of sites throughout the YKliller 2015) This is a dynamic which suggests that the
allotment is a history that is deeply relatedtivitenclosureof the commongnot just in

terms of finding land for the emerging induspagdulation(the proletariat)but likewise

p e o powr sirigggle for namaged activity and subsistence.

Though writing about it in this historical style tends to naturally produce a distance and lack of
subjecbriented understanding of it (rather, it appears as a sequence of objective historical
events), it is also possitdewvitness how this was a procesBeoéxtension of capitalism into
everyday liféand, crucially, also stories of resistance {o it is a concern thatas the

forefront of tke contemporargiscussion on commonintpough rarely has it been ex@d in

theurban gardeng literature. During the process of enclosure, human activity is channelled

into forms that prioritise the accumulation of cafidal Angelis 2004)n contrastDe Angelis
(2004)suggests that work in the commons (in terms of striving fdeteethination and
autonomyxistinguishes it from the alienatwithinc api t al 6 s everyday r hyt
differentiated by value practices such as mutual aid, conviviality, cooperation, solidarity, that are
quite at odds witthiscapitalist logi(Shantz 2013a; Pickerill 2016; De Angelis 2G17)

perspective that mirrors some of the earlier debates around mutual aid and cooperation in the
urban gardengCrossan et al. 2016; Cumbers et al. 27T hatterton and Pusé019)
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note, the commons is an important tool for experimenting with different modes of doing that
contrast with capitalist modes of production, where forms-whk®itation in the commons

are rooted in the needs, experiesic@nd desires of those in the specific commu(Blemntz
2013a)This is an impdant consideration, since@awney et a[2016)note, there has been a
general neglect historically of the way that the commons are made and remade through forms

of doing, and the way this interacts with pe

Urban gardeimg practices are sometimeferred to as selalorising in this rega(@umbers

et al. 2017; Valle 202@)r selidetermined activities that challenge capitalist domirattn
alienati on (Ward193#1p73]éHblleway 20M0a)\killer (2014)suggests that
doityourselfandgrotty our sel f means f i nidihepgoduciscd @& 6ewn e
ownlabour. In this sense then, it is deeply linked to questions arouradieiwated practice,

though it is an aspect of the gardening literature that remains extremegxpluted. These

forms of selfalorisation aréed tothe production of commons outside of capitalist enclosure

(De Angelis 2007)rhe commons offers spaces to work, play, and share incaomonodified

way, offering an escape from the enclosure of the city that opens up ways of collectivised DIY
organi sation t o ,foeesampleiatendof sotiahreprodustiomaadecdrs
(Bresnihan and Byrne 2019he commons can therefore be about the way that people live

together that resist the privatisation and individualisation of everyaavifey et al. 2016)
Relatedtothisen i ncreasing interest in the nature
as it relates to pesrk, aienation, and a sense of purposeful and meaningful doing

(Chatterton and Pusey 201Byr Chatterton and Pus€3019) the creation of commons

against enclosures, forms of production that
commodi fication), and o0j) oyf ubelesstoil, argaithg hat ne
forefront of a transition to postcapitalism. Chatterton and P2@&9)consider micro

commons, such as community gardens andpiattcoperatives, as crucial experiments

within this realm. This concern and interest

understanding the critical potential of the commons.

2.5.2 Beyond Capital or in Service of Capital?
If the enclosure of the comm® also encloses and commodifies forms of livelihood and

ulti mately forms of o0doingdé, this section ex
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challenge thi©ne of the keyfunctions otapitalismg itsattemptto replace a rich array of

existing anghotential meanings with a singular vétieaver 20173jhereforediscovering the

spaces that escape or transcend this singulaamdlingeanings an important taskCentral to

this has been the work of Hollow@p10a, p.21) i n parti cul ar his worKk

OA crack I s the perfectl!y ordinary creat
assertd i f ferent type of doi ngéthebrizeds o me case
the friends who form a choir because they like to sing, the nurse who really tries

to help her patientshe car worker who spends as much time as possible on his

allotmené it is pat of an understanding that the rule of money is the centre of a

whole system of social organisation, a system of domination that we call

capitalism: in that case, the refusal to let money determine our activity is part of

a conscious rejection of capitalignd understood as part of the struggle against
capitaism 6 [ emphasi s added]

Drawing on Marx, Hollowafg010b)n ot es t hat Mar x06s theory of a
understanding that, under capitalism, this conscious life activity is exploited and becomes a

form of alienated labour (i.e. it is not slgfermined, it is not controlled by the worker).
Holloway(2010b)suggests that Marx abandons this terminology latterly, though he extends

these ideas in Capital using the concepts of abstract laboormarmlc et e (or o6usef ul
Essentially, concrete labour is the practice, skill, energy, and cooperation of producing a

specific product or servi¢larotzky 2018)producing specific use values (e.g. clothing, books,
housing, food) and is always necessary for meeting human needs afg@hagkiliso 1997)

Abstract labour, however, is focused on the production of a commodity (suggesting a mode of
production in which those that produce products are separate from the decision of what and

how to produce something, as well as the value extracteith&topnoduct] SaaeFilho 1997)

Holloway(2010b)suggests thdtere are several consequences regarding the way that
useful/concrete labour is appropriated in to abstract ldoarunder capitalisfiprimarily

the dissolution of enjoyment (in doing), the lack oflsdfrmination and creativity, and the
reduction inquality (of a product, for example). Holloway (2010b, p.914) therefore sees radical

potential ino v s e f u l-agathsandih @ y b m d a b s geeing the prefiguratiorvof &
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postcapitalist future revolving around a tension between abstract aretectabourUsingan

example of shipyard workers diverting their woodworking skills by appropriating scraps of
lumber to make things to use at home or sell thems€lleayer (2017) takes a similar stance,

noting that piecemeal ruptures in the soclatiomships of capital are always occurring through
forms of concrete labour that emerge in the interstitial spaces of abstracSlafutauty,

referringto Gibsotr ahamds i1 ceber g mod e |[(20¥kugdestseahate c o n o m
there are a range of commoning activitigsatteanot measured in capitalist terms of economic
growth (including mutual aid, gift exchange, solidarity, househqldsgisioning, domestic

labour and care etc). While noting the signiieaf unpaid labour (including huge amounts

of volunteering ithin micro commons, such as coaching the local sports team), De Angelis
(2017)does however claimh at t he commons candét simply be

do not exist as volunteers in our families or in social movements.

In this regard, the earlier perspective highlighted by Holloway is rejected by Bhattacharya
(2017) who provides a comparison between gardeningnaset® labour and working in
Starbucks as abstract labour, refuting that gardening is a forrrabénated labour in this
case. Bhattachar{2017, p.103uggests that:

oMarx s also proposing that our perform
saturated/overdetermined by alienated social relations within whose overall

matri x such [ abor must emng)sstneeeven my con
performed during and for a time of my own choosing or in forms that | can

det ermine, but has to ofit I no with the

social relatioso .

Bhattachary@017, p.10¢ontinues by claimingthats / nce wvunder Aabapi t al i sn
rel ation o6suffuses the spaces of nonwaged ev
necessarily respondttoh e st r uct ur i ng [ mpul/AssiendarcatiGuet he /7 n
was provided by Blackled@912 n.p), who suggests that Holloway was naive in thinking that

forms of concrete labour prefigure a ratienated and postpitalist future:
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d't is impossible to be powerless before an alien world at work, and then
magically to become autonomous-8etérminingagents when we read, play,

soci alise or have sex. o0

Though an important critique, the view represented here by Bhatta@tdrygmnd
Blackledg€2012)is problematic, also, sinceesults in a nihilistic and uks&ructuralist
perspectivevhereeveryone is reduced beingdominatedandpassive subjects of capitalism.
Cleaver(1992b)suggests that such perspectives have stemmeahfinotallectual emphasis on
identifying and documenting every manipulative mechanism upon which capital extends its
reach a dynamic reflected in the debate of neoliberal subjectification in relation to urban
gardeningPudup 2008)As Cleave(1992b)notes (primarily referring to the Frankfurt

School), the studies which have followed capital beyond the realm of the factory to demonstrate
how it colonises cultural time and everyday life have simplgueptband expanded the
orthodox vision of despotism in the faciayperspective which has some resonance with the
earlier discussion on the creation of the neoliberal subject in the. gdrides likewise a
perspective taken by Grael§2004, p.78)

oThe moment voevievingall formsiagdcton aniy lay their
function in reproducing larger, total, forms of inequality of power, we will also
be able to see that anarchist social relations aralieoated forms of action

are all around us. O

Rejecting this perspectpmvides the potential to see that there are endless forms of activity
that dondot fit neatly i rClave(20b7datesthavalueof val ue
within capitalisns reduced t@anking people in terms of their income and wealth, and in

place suggests the impor&ot being able to imagine how we can define ourselves by our

abilities, how they are utilised, and the nature of our relatiojrsitiEs than by the size adr

wage. Therefore, it is crucial to explore-nommodified and nomwaged activities that help

transcend thi€Cleaver 2017 his has also been welkplored within the anarchist tradition,

which has recognised the forms of-gapitalist and neauthoritarian (horizontal) forms of
selforganisation that permeate ordinary experiences of everyd8piifger 2014; White

and Williams 2014; Ince and Hall 201These are not reactionary processes, however, but
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positive and active ones that hope to reclaim space, timlapandfrom capitalist valorisation
processefCumbers 2015)pr beyond capitalocentric imaginatfgvhite and Williams 2018)

For example, musicians will often willingly play for freesfg@tiitation) because it is for

omore than moneydé (this doesndvaluedandht radi ct t
exploited) or a grandparent might look after their grandchildren withaagsaily thinking

about its economic value or how it reproduces the functions of capital by freeing the parents to
work (even though it does also function in this wayClEaver(1992a; 2011}the concept of
seltvalorisatiorwas key for realising these possibilitisch is the aiee process of struggle

against capital in going beyond mere resistance to the creation of new ways of being and doing
(individually and collectively), through thedetérmination and sedievelopment of the

working class. Borrowing this concept (froen N r(1i99 se-reading of Marx), Cleavé011)

suggests that focusing on the inventive and positive aspects of struggle was the most important
contribution by the autonomists because it rejects the relegation of agency te the post
revolutionary 0t r aanxstthought. irdr CleaM@0hl) itrsuggests ai o d o x M
kinds of sefactivity (outside of labouraswelly hat /s aut onomous/! y (Ffr

of human being and human soci et yo.

However, the aspiration to developrmoiow mmo di f i ed means to meet pe
inevitably complicated by its entanglement with the existing social and economic relations

(Ferreri 2016)T s i (RO1@)work in this regard is fundamental for furthering this detrate

relating it with the commons and commonimigich proposes that we look around for the
commongather than ahead to the future, and to search for possibilities in the latent commons.

For Tsing(2017) these are latent in two wiaystly, they are ubiquitous and we rarely notice

them, and secondly, they are undevelopsthg(2017)largely reflects some anarchist

observations hefiScott(2012) Ward (2011) and Graebef2004)have all suggested that

anarchistic practices are such an embedded and fundamental part of everyday life that they are
rarely recognised or articulated atTaIngd @017)observations offer some clarity on the

above discssion, though here they are describeilpse e pi t al i st 6 practices
is possible to exist simultaneously inside and outside of captalwsame tim&@sing

(201 7)refers to the process in which capitalism depends osfafrronc api t al i st odoi
activity. Tsing2017)defineshisasa pr ocess of 0 fwveherecamtaisma c c u mul &
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takes advantage of value produced incagitalist ways, or without capitalist control (e.g. raw
materials that are part @cological processes that precede capitalism, or the production and
reproduction of human life, which are often beyond commodity produclioenefore, Tsing

(2017)al so suggests that thereds a capturing of
regardiagain, like De Angel{2007; 2017and Chatterton and Pusg019) tying together a

reading of theommons with ways of doing, labouring, and pragtHowever, unlike
Bhattachary017) Tsing(2017)dd o e s n 6t s e e t dieeestiely determmedty ons t
capitalismin this sense, there appears to be a distinction in the literature between one that sees
the prosaic and ordinary everyday activities as inherently related to but not necessarily

structured by capitalisfwhich can a@imes point beyond itand others which see these

activitesas nt i rel y det er mi n erthodixWMarxissspiri rédacing a8l forlns n e e
of everyday activity as being determined by-an@mpassing capitabstucture reproduce

the ideahat there is no outside to capitalism, or perhaps more appropriately that there is no

outside unless there is a sweepmdyuptural overturning af.

Tsing(2017)questions whether capitalism is a single;ayebmg system, or one segregjate

economic form among manyhis is something that is also explored byrathetably
GibsonrGraham(1996; 2006)However, rather than seeing this from a polticahomic

perspective (as diverse econopirethe GibsorGraham form), ananthropological

understandig of capitalismandnana pi t al i s m(2@7)analysisin aldsferepég 6 s
complimentandirection. Tsin2017)claimsthat GibsolGr ahamés suggesti on o
diverse economies as an elemenostcapitalist politics is pnature, and that instead

pericapitalis is a more appropriate form. Pericapitalist sites and practices should be

distinguished from necapitalist sites, since they are neither properly inside nor outside of
capitalism, but their ambiguityaisentral feare (Tsing 2017)For example, $ing(2017)

suggests thaet the case of gift and commodighichareo f t en under st ood as d
noticeable that in reality the two interrelate. An example 4gd)provides is in relation to

the Matsutake mushroom, which is often a gift given in Japan, but purchased as a commodity

and given as a gift, yet likewise those commaodities may have relations earlier along the supply
chain in relation to activities and pi@es that are necapitalist, or on the unruly edge of
capitalismTsing(2017, p.66)herefore claims thawe might see how capitalist and

noncapi talist forms [Thusaatharthaseeingthgsemon cap/ t al i

capitalist forms as providing a genuine alternative to capftaiSibsoftsraham tends to)
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Tsing(2017)suggestte necessitpf understanoshghow capitalism itself depends on these
noncapitalist dynamicbut also how theynamic between capitalist and wapitalist is far

more fluid. This is important, sinecep e r i capi t al i st economi c for ms
the unquesti oned aut hdisingtl2017, p.65HeregaTps it @OLE)Ss m 7 n
observations also reflect the work of Graép@tl)o n O ev er y dredy (csoommeu n inse s
referred to as ®&dbmoteddslaebern@0lDsogyants that capddli) .

depends on cert ai niwlderevemrelationswithincttie mpst capitadistiqp | e s
organisations (despite being extremely hierarchical and undemocratic) function on the principle

6from each according to theneedbility, to ea

Although these are debates that extend an understanding of everyday life in relation to
capitalism, it is debatewhich can be critiqued and extendeugh engagirig more depth
with the Marxisteminist understandings of social reproductidnich | attend to in the next

section.

2.5.3 Social Reproduction and the Commons

As Federic{(2019n ot es, capi t al accumul ation, exploit
around the wagbut also extracts and exploits the unwaged and Uapaidrof housework,

and the work done by women that produces and reproduces the workforce and community.
Indeed, while social reproduction has been sometimes considered as part of the d@eamons
Angelis 2017X)his is an important point to further develop the nuance of the d€&hate.

theoriesof sociareproduction arsignificant in that they disrupt the narrow Marxist

understanding that identiiealuegeneration and exploitation with the productive sphere

(Mezzadri 2019)»uggesting that value also comes from those who produce the producers
(Federici 2019D a | | a (I®@ols201®¥@mminal work highlighted how social reproductive

work is crucial for thengoing accumulation of capital, and is an important point for
understanding womends oppr esBrase(BOl7natesthatx pl oi t
this obackground worko of social reproductio
capitalist society to function, which depends on certain zonesamorodification (notmaly

nortwaged labour, but also ecological extraction). Howewéthis work is often embedded

with elements of solidarity, care and mutuality, they are also inherently connected to the

reproductionof capitalism and wage laboaind are also often stef coercion, repression,

59



and dominatior{Fraser 2017; White and Williams 2018hese questions of social
reproduction are centralconcern foraliberatingform of commoning(De Angelis 2017;
EngelDi Mauro 2018; Federici 2018; Vas and Barbagallo 2019)

How theforms of nomalienated andoncrete laboudentifiedfits in with the exploitation of
nortwaged social reproductwerk (whichcanoften bealienated, exploitative, coercive, Etc)
unclear andntroducessome issued, as Frasef2017)notes, forms of social reproduction are

often defined by elements of sotitlg mutuality, care, and empathgt only is social

reproduction a site of alienation and exploitation, but it is also onegbgnsally

underpinned by values that also transcend (if not clash with) valuation in capitalidtierms

social reppductive work can simultaneously wiakcapital (producing and reproducing

labour power)but also involve efforts and activities thateymnatapital to sustain and

reproduce the types of relations that are usually subordinate to(CApaaér 2011 here

should be no contradiction (as Bhattach§2¢4 7)seems to suggest) in clainihmg some

actions simultaneously exist in a way that potentially transcend capitalism (and how it narrowly
values activity), while also being exploited by capital at the san@deber(2011jand

Kropotkin (2017[1892) and Marx(2004[1867) before hinficlamsthat capitalism depends

on (and exploits)ooperativéoehaviours to function in the first place (e.g. the ability of the
working classes to cooperate in complicated, efficient, dynamic systggesting that while

these may function as a way to rdpoe capital, they also potentially pdiayondt. In many

ways, this reflects the dual character of social reproduction as the renewal of life as well as the
production of value relatiofigr capitalMattick Jr. 2016}t is the dual nature of social

reproduction that means that in capitalist societies people are reproduced as workers while
simultaneously as people whose lives, desires and capabilities transcend the role of the worker
(Federici 2012; Barbagallo 20143 Di Mauro(2018)notes, there are stereotypical elements

of womends socifi@uchepsodateirwal wemk anid wo men
that, despite being currently tied to patriarchal processes, can be leverageckjotatkin

purposes and towards building a cooperative society, which offers some possibilities in relation

to this thesis.

For Federic(2011) capitalism has always depended onmonetary relations, seen primarily
in the reproductive work of women, that are technically external to the.rmédeise,

60



White and Williamg2018)note how norcapitalist practices can be appropriated for other

ends, including by austeitylicting governments (and the Big Socid¢ityt compliment and

reinforce rather than challenge neoliberal dynaiiesirony of this, Federi¢2011)claims,

is that the neoliberal attempts of extendiegcimmodity form into all spheres of life is

impossible, since capitalism could not function without the appropriation of this labour that is
technically external to the market. Howe\vas, possible that these are activities that are

readily exploitedyocapital due to theealitythat they are underpinned by values that are
somewhatnrecognisabley capitalisiiiin other words, these forms of labour require certain

skills and capacities that transcend monetary value and the capacities of the Gagealist m

(for example, love, empathy, care, pleasure, joy,&tayer(2011 n.p) is critical of Dalla

C o s (1a7&)lack of engagement with a more positive and transformative perspehisve

regarg¢ cl ai ming that Dalla Costa sampageptes dHmua
capable of things like cooking and eating together, or making love together, sharing of affection
and intimacy in ways that do not serve the capitalist goalofr e at i ng [ /iThee as [ ¢
key thing for Cleaver is not to conclude by seeing activities romantically as only being acts of
friendship or love, or cynically to see them as simply reproducing labour power for capitalism,

but to understand the de=e to which these activities involve one dimension or the other (or

both).

oBasically, we can recognize every momen
struggléd not merely as a terrain to fight against the various ways that capital

now tries to shape our activities for its own purposes, but as a terrain upon

which we can and mwsgek to develop alternative ways of being in the world

and relating to each other in which we thrive and capitalist Power is outflanked

and t her ef(Cleaver20Hmpat e d. o

| suggest that a reading of a neglected area within the production/reproduction debate can offer
an interesting point of interventitthat being retirementyhich is an important empirical

element of my researchAs Bhattachary@017, p.8hotes,o / f wunder caph t al i sm
always be a figuration of what could be, then the retired worker is perhaps, in capitalist terms,
the terminatiohnadodéed/ / BWdIwridighdoh sedging éacrete

labour (gardening) as simply determined by existing capitalist structures is partly premised on
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seeing capitalism through a very particular timescale andiiingtérming to the daily and

weekly routines ofapitalist work (i.e. where gardening occurs predominantly on a weekend or
evening). Ora2017, p.14%laimsthab w/ t h/7 n val ue t heory, what f
wor kers) [s most/ly an over/l/ ooked amemwpeoft of
course no doubt that the period of retirement should be subject to the same perbpéctive t
Frasen(2017)highlights, through recognising how it is related to and stdibiyicapital in

various ways. Not only is retirement temporally determined by capitalism as much as other
norwork time (e.g. weekends), it is also inherently related to production and reproduction,

since it is fundamentally premised on providing sgamd sustenance for those no longer
working(Oran 2017)However, unlike weekends, which are continuously determined by the
temporal structuref capitalism (of returning to work), these structures of capitalist labour exist

in the past during retirement (although care and consumption in relation to capitalist markets
continuedjtherefore the potential autonomy from capitalism during retiresentirely

di fferent, a@0d7)cBhati tgauceh adroyeasthhsdt necessarily s

Moreover, this makes it a particularly interesting pointiehwhstudy the intersection and

ambiguities of the above debéaiasluding noAvaged practices (and the question of self
determination and alienation), but likewise the commons and gardening. This is confirmed by
related literature in the area. The diffty in placing this period of retirement within this

tension of production/reproduction is highlighted by theories in geroritatujythough this

isnd6t a gerontological study, it is iIimportan
While elder care is regularly considered part of reproductiveWodel 2013) t her eds a
pari cul ar period in peopleds |Iives in which p
from needingtobecarddor , whi ch | ar @®otyh ecrfyl excft s6 TLhaisrsd ¢
Laslett(1989)c onsi dered the emergence of a very dis
emerged in contemporary wealthy societefmel largely by people living longer, with better

health and more financial security (in gen@dijk and James 2012)aslet{(1989)
considered this to be the only period of gen
Jameg2012)s uggest that empirical evidence in ger
theory. The key el ement s -folfimentanddfredliationr d Aged
(often through forms of active leisure activities), due to freedom from responsibilities of raising
children as well as from labouring and its potential fealmaiationLaslett 1989;

Chatzitheochari and Arber 2011; Wink and Jamd2P0his is a period distinguished from
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first age (era of dependence, socialisation, immaturity and education); second age
(independence, maturity, time spent earning and saving, as well as responsibility far children)
and fourth age (dependence améith)(Wink and James 2012)s Wink and Jamg2012)

highlight, Laslett connects this period of Third Age withehgesof alienation that most

workers experience in their working life (the Second Age):

owor k may well be justl!ly valuved for what
Age s al most wholly I mposed by ot hers r
lossoper sonal control over time é [and] wh.
never wholly yours to take a(lgsletoper pri d
1989, p.149)

Though this closely corresponds with some of the above debate around activities of
commoning, thee are further connections with this literature in other ways, though largely
unintentional and unrecognised. Though it is widely noted within the literature that forms of
urban gardens are often attended by retired pédpight and Wadsworth 2014; Martin et al.
2016; Calvetlir and March 2017; Young et al. 202)s is often simply mentioned in

passing rather than explored in a way that might reflect broader adreainic dynamics
Some of this literature in fact suggests that the distinct population of such gardens are
overwhelmingly retired peopl®lartin et al. 2016)while often exploring the leisure, social and
communal importance and health benefits of such spaces, without explicitly exploring this
political meaning. Others have noted that distinct periods of change, sucérasietrom

paid employment, mean that group membership of such gardens igiasuni@ked by Scott et
al.(2020, but have tended to see this through an
(see Wang antflacMillan 2013) Therefore, there is an opportunity to explore some of the
above debates through this fensparticular as it relates to a detachment from work, an
ambiguity regarding its position within production/reproduction, and further the mgiestio

purposeful and meaningful doing through commoning.
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2.6 Chapter Summary

While there has been increasing interest and hope in the political potential of the commons
and commoning, there remains a number of debates, contradictions, ambiguities, and
disagrements. In this chapter, | have attempted to set the context for the remainder of this
thesis by highlighting many of the main intersecting elements of this literature. | highlighted the
initial divide between smalled capitaligtiendly commons and thekcapitalist commons.

The former tends to understand the internal design aspect of the commons (fotétsriong
management), while the latter explores the commons as fundamentally opposed and in conflict
with capital and the state, thus it tends terstdnd the external (exogenous) dynamics that

rel ate to the d20inmakolersthD possibilitygfa seeirsydeyond this

binary, especially when understood alongside the shift from a static commons to an active
commoningl then explored how this might relatetie hascent literature on urban gardening,
which is equally if not more ambiguous. Broaghakingl demonstrated how the academic
interest irurban gardeing struggles to get beyond a particular impasse regarding the political
nature of these gardefaspointing beyonar legitimisingieoliberalisi This ambiguity,

however, offers the empirical potential for understanding the nuances of the debate on the
commons, and vieeersa, especially since various types of urban gardens (allatments
community grdens) have been understood as types of comiamesnberg 2012;igell 2015;

Corcoran et al. 2017; Ginn and Ascenséo 2018)

However, this political ambiguity (in particular relating to debates around neoliberalism and the
state) is also apparent in the commons literature, which | explored in more detail through the
relationship between the commons, the state, and capital. Ultimately, following De Angelis
(2007) I suggest that the knot in the urban gardening literature has emerged largely because of
an understanding that the public and private sphere, or state and market, exist imasaaflict

false polarityinstead, | explore the relationship between these spiitereshey use each

other to reproduce themselves, and the political consequences of this (such as the Big Society
agenda). The final section of this literature review then explores the more macnecdyn
considering the ways that everyday life is entangled with capital in various ways, and whether it
also points beyond s has been pointed out, the work of GradBéd 1)and Tsing2017)

can be extremely useful heraltimately suggest that reading these dynamics through the
theoretical lens of social reproduction is a challengany of these questions, before finally

suggesting that there are possibilities for exploring this through the neglected sphere of
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retiremeniiwhich is ambiguous in terms of the relationship between production and

reproduction. This, therefore, connects igdiately to my empirical work.

lftheo c o mmons domid heygi ap @lelfoch 20824, p.61%en futher

detail is required in terms of how this process actually happens, since such detail on
6commoni ngd (Euer20iB)Lilewise] daspite thenvgst intellectual theorisation of
the commons, there remains little research in terms of the everyday spaces,ammhflicts,
contradictions of commoriBresnihan and Byrne 201%8nd it is important to pay attention to
the mundane practices of common{iglliams 2018peyond the activist subj¢Eerreri

2016; Noterman 20167 his requires an empirical grounding that opgnthe possilities for
seeing how everyday, mundane, and prosaic praxdidd$fielp us understand these
interactonsTher e needs to be more attention to
understand the potentiality of commoning from the perspective of consibesrselves,

rather than in abstract and theoretical t§Bnssnihan and Byrne 201%jowever, it is

equally important to do so without ovemanticisingBresnihan and Byrne 201&)d vithout
smoothing over the cracks and the contradictions of the complexity of everyNayelifaan
2016)

Dawney et a[2016)argue that making existing commons visible is a crucial political method
for critiquing the authority of neoliberal capitalism in everyday lifeg@amemt also made by
GibsonGraham et al2016) In contrast to what has become a relativelyyunaadterstanding

of the commons, there is firstly a necessity to develop an anthropological understanding of
commoning which avoids replicating a universalised understanding of monolithic and
unchanging concepts (of capitBijlaboughLefebvre 202Q)ut it is equally important to
explore the ambiguity and caadictions of this as well, where there is the possibility for
romanticising the presence of rmapitalist relations in everyday life. As De An@ik7)

notes, homoeconomicus is everywharel thus capital iwthe commons. It is crucial to
become attuned to the messy everydalities of commoning, which conflict and question
some of the ideological theorisation that surrour{tioterman 2016)This requires an

openness to the everyday possibilities in the commons.

65

t

he



3 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Introduction

In the literature review, | concluded the chapter by suggesting the importance of delving more
deeply into the everyday dynamicarblan gardespaces. To be able to do this requires a
particular set of methodological tools and practices, which | turn to inapisrg where |

describe my ethnographic fieldwork agg of exploring the everyday dynamics

commoning This chapter is structured in two sections: the first being an exploration of the

foundational principles of the research; and the second a tlesavipthe research design.

3.2 Foundational Principles

| initially situate my ethnographic fieldwork within broader principles and debates around

research, social change, and the role of the research within that.

3.2.1 The Division Between Theory and Practice

One of the most common critiques of ethnogr a
practices in conceptual terms that are at odds with the people thehtmive®rsley 2018)

thus, the researcher is often accused of having too much authority over what isegpresen

Whether it is explicitly articulated in this way or not, this is a problem that can be understood

through the binary of theory/practice, which | will explore in this section.

As Hammersley2013)documents, praxis (action) and theoria (research) have been treated as
distinct at least since ancient Greece, where both Plato and Aristotle saw theoria as the superior
way of life. This involved detached contemplation of the world, divivore action (or

praxis), a perspective that has largely been carried through evgtaimoersley 2013)
Hammersley2013) suggests that Pragmatist John Dewey has provided the strongest account

against this dualigimlaiming that scientists are not an etthendly elite but are ordinary
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people who should engage with everyday life and aEviyewey1920) this dualism was a
consequence or reflection of the lived experience of Greek society, where there was a sharp
division of labour betweemomen and slaves on the one hand (who carried out the practical

work) and free men on the other hand (who had the luxury to spend their time engaging with
philosophy and intellectual activif@parson and Rowlands 2001; Brinkmann and Tanggaard

2010) As Dewey(1920, p.13notedin reference to the practical work of themer,0 ¢ fpes

of knowl/ edge and the met hod wupon which It de

Dewey claimed that these experiences were reified as metaphysical realities and a philosophy
that saw theory as separate from action, resulting in a parasititsiefabetween those who
othinkoé and those who ol abour o6, where such a
misunderstand the nature of such everyday practical activity, while also failing to contribute to it
(Carson and Rowlands 2008&nnet(2009, p.124ljkewise traces the distinction between
seeingnddoingt o ancient Greece, noting that the wo
theatron (theatre), which literally translatesas p / a ¢ e Sehmei(20Q9)desaribeg O .

how the archaic theatre was one where performer (doer) and spectator were not separated, but
people were ofin both (in rotation). However by the time of Aristotle this distinction had

become embeddéibetween actors and dancers with special skills, and the audience or

spectators who speculated often about what the stage characters did not understand about
themséves(Sennett 2009)

These observations | ed to Dewey becoming pre
theoryofknovedged i n Western philosophy, which se
education in formal theoretical forms of thinking) and those who supposedly do not know (with
practical forms of educatioffrinkmann and Tanggaard 201Bbr Dewey, the solution to

this problem was through overcoming the separation of theory and practice, which is only

possible when the traditional spect#tteoryof knowledge idisruptedby a thery which

regards the knower as an active agent in the (Rotisam 2010)ndeed, he was deeply

concerned with abstract knowledge:

ol ntell ectual ism as a sovereign method o

primary experience that it not only compels vese to norempirical method,
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but it ends I n making knowl edge, conceiv
(Dewey 199, p.22)

Therefore, practice/theory and action/thought were not separate, nor did(Rev@®y

prioritise one over the other, but recognised that they were so interdependent that considering

one without the other in isolation makes no s@stam 2010)Dewey(1929)shared this

with other Pragmatist philosophers who considered thinking and doing as entirely inseparable
actiongSimpson 2018)n this sense, epistemoladiye theory of knowledge, what it is, and

how we come to have(@artwright and Montuschi 2014; Rosenberg 204 8)srupted in this

Deweyan (and broadly Pragmatist) perspe@tieephilosophicabasis of Pragmatism largely

placed itself in contrast to Cartesian dualisms (mind and body, thought and action), arguing
instead that humans were problem solvers and
problems and overcome obstacles as they arise tourse of lif@Gross 2009)deas and

knowledge are no longer out there to be discovered, nor are they representations of how the

world is, but for Dewe§2012)ideas and knowledge (his method of inquiry) are tools with

which we engage with, understamd transform the world around (Binkmann and

Tanggaard 2010Morgan(2014)likewise suggests that a Pragmatist approach to social science
research isné6t focused on a commiliefsttetrate t o ab
directly connected to action. The world ther

relation to their activity or social practBeankmann and Tanggaard Z0).

Instead, philosophy had to develop methods to avoid becoming abstractly theoretical and

entirely detached from experier({@mirbayer and Maynard 201Epr Dewey(1929, p.22)

knowledges deeply related with experiefi@xperience should guide knowledge but the
process of 0Kknobnaitntgedr icragn asred -weters ohcrddé ng t he s
experience Brinkmann anl Tanggaar@010, p.244)for example, emphasise a

cepistemology f t h e placa of leodominardepistemology f ¢t hBy reerjerding.

our knowledge through the hands in this way, it provides an attempstaliesh a

connection between theory and practice, where action is centred to contest the problems of
detached theorising that concerned De{@820; 1929; 2012} is also a prolemsolving and

practical philosophy in this sense.
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| suggest that this perspective ad@istemologp f t h €Brinkraamrdadd Tanggaard

2010, p.244is very relevant in a study where the practical everyday actions and practices of
gardeners are emphasised. Likewise, these concerns are of fundamental importance for

research on commonifigvhich has many related values in terms of it lagingporiented,

based around principles of s@dnagement and grounded in vernacular and local knowledge
(Bollier 2019) These are also arguably the same elements that most clearly connects the
theoretichAstrands within the research (e.g. anarchism, Marxist Autonomism, and Pragmatism),
which areallactieor i ent ed t heoretical traditions that
often in contrast t o 0 HseqforetammpepGlepaver 12892ad f or ma
Graeber 2004; Sennett 2009Jhile this is embedded in much of my theoretical work in this

thesis, it is also a deep methodological concern that reflected my empirical practices and
philosophies. Mostrecn t | vy , Deweyds philosophy has been
researchers carrying out Participatory Action Res@dachmersley 2013)hough | will

suggest in the next section its pdgskiethnographically

3.2.2 Research and Social Change-Ranking Baselines

The relativelack of empirical work stemming from these Pragmatist observations is surprising,
since it provides the foundations for a number of interesting empirical considexation

practicalities. The result is that it remains unclear how these Pragmatist perspectives relate to
practical fieldwork. However, Deweyds critigq
ensuing method of inquiry has been influential for advoafadesion research in particular

(Stark 2014; Kaushik et al. 2019ptably, Participatory Action Research (PAR) has been at

the forefront of this critique in methodological terms, wherédtneda a r esponse t o
hi erarchical and wunj ust powe(takesahdWeodtandr e s, pr
2018, p.21)with its key principles including alabbrative research environment, empowered
participation, and commitment to action and social chiageéon et al. 2007; Coghlan and
BrydonMiller 2014) One of the foundations of PAR is to create a popular science that

transcends the researcher/researched and subject/objec{feateBgrda and Rahman

1991Jithus there is a certain Deweyan philosophy within it. It is a method ihhbesed on
problemsolving, where ¢t h e -canerdsearclzers in a particular social setting conduct their

own research gear ed t owdQoghanandiBaydaillen2014t hei r o
p.585)
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These concmsdirectly relate to questions of positionality in the field, which is an important
consideration in all resear@fierr and Anderson 2014feminist and postructuralist

theorists in particular have been insteatal in exploring the power dynamics in relation to
fieldwork, the subjectivities embedded within it, and the accompanying methodological
approacheégMullings 1999)However, it also reflects a broader transformative perspective
within the research procesmncerned with promoting social justice and human rights
(Hammersley and Traianou 2014his is an ethicbasedont he val ves of empov
shared governance, care, solidarity, love, community, covenant, morally involved observers,
andeé vi ¢ t r abenzimandrGiardia 2004 p.29and bringing about change in the
world rather than simply producing knowle(lgenzin and Giardina 2007; Hammersley and
Traianou 2014)

The concern for justice in reseh is not a new one, bbete are longstanding debates in the

social sciences regardihgg,in particulain termsof reciprocityandwhat each side

(researcher and researched) actually gets from the rg$tarohersley and Traianou 2014)

This is accompanied by the reasoningriasgarch has been, or can be, exploifative

researchers get access to data and infornfasoallyfor freg, which provides benefits in

terms of building a reputation (through developing their research portfolio) and promotion
benefitdHammersley andraianou 2014)However, there are deeper problems within the
transformative ethic, in particular regarding its understanding of the role of research itself in
social transformation, as well as the problems of understanding the researcher and researched

as necessarily existing in conflict.

In this sensdhe possibilities afirectsocial transformation through social research remain

unclear. AAHHammersley and Traiang2014)point out, researchers do not possess the
capacity or power to promote justice in this
research 1 sndt necessar iidcgherennstratefyfcenpdredtoe st r a
political movements and agencies designed to do this, suchasy o/ vt 7 onar y wor k.
campalgning on the streets, through guerilla armies attacking key installations, to the United
Nations promoting internationalrag@ e m éHammgecsley and Traianou 2014, p A3

already noted, if direct promotion of justice is the goal of the research, it remains unclear how

this might happen through the processes of research. | suggest that thicbhasglimedue
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authority to the researcher, but even with more particypatethods (where there are

attempts to democratise the process of res¢atéBorda and Rahman 1991}t gives undue
authority to theesearch processt sel f , whi ch doesndt necessar.i
highlighted here.

Though | entirely agree with the general principle and direction of this, since a research ethic of
emancipation in a world of inequalities and injustices is important, the baseline of my research

is fundamentally different. The primary reason is that suabedife tends to start from a
position of a 0def inwhichi®nottnecesbaely tsecdseierdy or i mpr
research. Within PAR and other participatory perspectives, the answer to this problem is for

the participants to become embedded in aanpowering and democratic research process.
However even if the research process is democratised in this way (where the participants might
identify the problems, conduct the research etc), there remains some underlying issues in terms

of the prioritisabn of the research process itself over existingasaarch practices and

actions (thus, there is still an element of saviourism of that researcher entering that space in the
first place). I n other words, oO6hdpwoa@andt sin
process that is remedied through participatory methods, but is a deeper issue within much of
social sciences, which often pl.deesthotishe r ese

practices, and actionsxthauchepdobbeme aaeru

This issue was highlighted when one participant entirely misunderstood myfreseaych
wedre not all as oé&ndagamlitlewhidemftey d ad you éxpeeékeE
to be with walking sticks, holbly  a r Qltmmly, the gardener was making the point that
supposedly | had come in with a particularly negative agenda focused on vulnerabilities (of
apparently seeingthem@a / d ana o h o b p k o )).4t was cleauthaothiey sensed
thatmy research would inevitably involve identifying and ultimately exploiting (for my own

gain, ultimately) problems, weaknesses, or vulnerafditegs think in many ways they were

not wrong to presume this since this is often the foundation of so@athe&d course, this

was not the case, and | explained that it was not the case, and that | was interested in how
people negotiated the changing structures of their lives through the transition in retirement and
how it relates to the everyday actionspaiadtices of these spaces. They reacted far more
positively to this. However, it was reflective of the broader problems with how research is
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framed (the baseline) and how this in fact structures the power imbalances within the field (as
well as how partgants themselves experience the process of research). Ultimately, these
power imbalances are less of a concern if the baseline is one that begins from a starting point of

seeing people as active agents in the world rather than inevitable victims of it.

Instead this research baselipppposes simple foundational principles that recognises and
prioritiseghe agency of participants as something that precedes and extends beyond this
research, and in spite of the reseaBtbadly, | draw on theories whishke people as agents

rather than victim@astings and Cumbers 2018his position is highlighted Braeber

(2004, pp.1812) who advocates an intellectual appro
theresearch procesand thus decentres the academic as well as the research process itself

from direct social transformation

oThe rol e of | nteyhatteormaraelitsthal canameesit def i n
the correct strategic analyses and thertlda@ masses to fol |l owéOn
rol e for a radical I ntellectual 1 séto /o
alternatives, try to figure out what might be the larger implications of what they

are (already) doing, and then offer those ideas back, nosasgiiens, but as

contributions, possibilitiéga s g/ ft s. 0O

Graeber(2004)is largely reflecting an anarchist critique and principle of research. As DelLeon
(2019)points out, anarchists are highly critical of the colonisiagtasy research, where the

researcher is a detached observer rather than an embedded actor, able to observe and produce
knowl edge from a supposedly oOneutral é stance
importance of contingency, where the researahbee s an oOaccompanyingo e
than determining actor, and the presenagafindecknowledge and practices is appreciated

(Burdon and Martel 2017Yhus,or at her t han assume that tthe e
betterdé than Dmenumeée mhern srvoel vele anarchi sm as
(Burdon and Martel 2017, p.319)
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An obvious and immediate response to this is that such a perspective is problematic since if
people are active agents in this way, therewhers t he room for change?
perspective reproduce the status quo? | would argue that this is not the case, since a critical
perspective would recognise that these are only glimpses of possibilities and potentialities, not
universal bgeneralisable activities. | therefore suggest that this is a perspective that opens up

the possibilities of an ethnographic study of commoning.

3.2.3 The Value of the Everyday: A Pragmatist Ethnography?

Given the context of this research was essentiallyldoeetke types of commoning activities

that permeate the experience of retirement in these gardens, a large part of the fieldwork was to
explore the ordinary everyday experiences dfittukiding, for example, mutual aid, gifting

and sharing, alienatioselfdetermination, vernacular governance Btas an ethnography

wasthe appropriattnet hod t o expl ore the oOeverydaynesso

The relationship that such everyday actions and practices have with macro dynamics, as well as
its relationshipvith theory, is an important consideration within an ethnography. As Burawoy
(2009h ot es, theory can inform how a researcher
world and vice versa, therefore there is a mutual relationship betwesothieand the

empirical. Such an approach helps reveal the connections between the micro and macro
(Burawoy 2009pr what Mill1959Yd e scr i bed as 6t he sociol ogi ca
of the most influential theorisvsg henscevenyd
which our socielgrojects its light and its shadow, its hollow and its planes, its power and its

we a k riLefshsre 19711968] pp.64865).

Such accounts of everyday life are an important concept for human geographers, and in this

area of study, the Lefebvrian perspective has been very inflsesti@urcell and Tyman

2015) Hall (2018)suggests that geographical attention to intimate relations in the everyday is
crucial as a way of understanding the core of significant social rélatiGerdiner(2000,

p.2) the everyday iswheeewe devel op our mani fol d capaciti
collective sense, and become fully integrated anai | y h u mhn this gease, $he n s 0 .

everyday is where people enter into transformative praxis with nature, learn about love and
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comradeship, feel a myriad of desires, emotions, and pain, acquire communicative

competence, and(Gadner2@d, p2)l y oexpireo

While Gardiner(2004)emphasises the imgance of focusing on routines in everyday life, he

also suggests that these habits and routines cannot be thought of separately from wider political
and economic forces. As noted in the literature review, a significant element of this commoning
perspectig is understanding this miar@acrodynamic, often understood as the relationship

between the commons and commoning and its wider environment (or the endogenous and
exogenous dynamidsjuron 2015; De Angelis 2017)am therefore interested @xploring

thisdynamic, but not necessarily in terms of howethesvities are subsumed by and

reproduce capital, but in understanding how they relafewhigh also necessarily includes

the more positive ways that people negotiate, or even subvert, capitalist logic. As Graeber
(2011)notes, this more positive aspect is in fact a deeply neglected area in the social sciences.

In contrastGraeber(2004)emphasises the importancecohsciously rejecting the idea tilat

actions onlgxistby their function in reproducing larger and total forms of p(iivengh he

accompanies this with a critique and rejection of poststructurbi@oyvay(2012)and
Cleaver(1992b)ikewiseare suspicious of the understanding in the social sciencesonbere
criticalistounmaskk or ms of oOunseend mode sexpoitatod o mi nat i o
Cleaver(1992b)suggests thatich perspectives have stemmed from an intellectual emphasis on
identifying and documenting every manipulative mechanism upon which capital extends its
reach.While such perspectivgsivileg the role of the intellectuad identifying these forms of
domination(which are hidden, diffuse and pervasive) andihsiscessful social

transformatior{Cleaver 1992bjhey also possess much broader and deeper issues. As
Gardiner(2004,p.230h ot es, the technique of O6probl emat.
tends to reproduce the Enlightenmentds strat
folk knowledges of theveryday have@a g uai/i nt or exotic appeal , bu
superceded by soc&glc i ent i f i ¢ de s Theresultistmahsocalsdentsteard y s/ s
seen to possess a privileged epistemic §layut993; Gardiner 2004)s Gardine (2004,

p.237)notes, this is a common Postmodernist critique of LefébeeEelski 2000; Colebrook

2002; Frow 2002hich suggests that the Lefebvrian account is one that fails to appreciate
everyday life on its own terms, instead subordinating it to politicatelettual projects that
undermineo t he i ntegrity of everyday |7 fe and pr o

Iintelligentsia at the expense of tae o6fol ko6
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Gardiner(2004)ultimatey defends the Lefebvrian account of the everyday as a position which
should counter homogenous readings. Instead, for Ga(@id@8a) a critical account of

everyday life should celebrate the hidden possibditggotentialities of everyday life and
commonsensical forms of knowledge, while also recognising the limitations of this mundane
world as it currently exists,. I ndeed, the di
similar line to the Postndernist critique (as wanting to rescue everyday life from simply being
subordinated to macro forces), but remains deeply critical of postmodern philosopgétself
Graeber 2004)Gardiner(2006b, p.3gmphasises that the everyday can highlightheow
oordinary can become extraordinaryéeby fully
/7 e hidden, and t y@ardnea(2006bllsoasyggestssttratceverydayiiter /7 n
can be the locus of emancipatory and-alemated tendencies, thus it has particular relevance

for this study. However, my emphasis remains distinct from Gaf2@@&b) who emphasises

that thepurpose is therefort changeveryday life, not simply describe it. Once again, the

issue (as covered above, dammersley and Traianq2014) is whether a researcher can

facilitate the changing of everyday life in this way. Gaf2id@&a; 2006H)ere is largely

contrasting this criticeéfebvrian approach to a sociological and phenomenological one, which

in this instance is considered an uncritical description and celebration of the routines and

habits of everyday life.

These were not observations that escaped Dewey either. @82@yp.38%uggested that the

greatest issue with rRempirical philosophies was that they bad a s t ower the thimgs of

ordinary experiencéDewey wanted to introduce a philosophy that focusedoro ncr et e
human exper i enc e inparteular its goteptialities of dailyaXpeérienceda o

joy and selfegulation (which, for Dewey, had bedscured by philosophies). Dew&958,

p.38)noted that in many circlesitwas s / g /f sophisticdtian cokmagine that life is or

can be a foundat i o.ssraebéramd/GCrlgg(2021mg)likeaigep /i ne s s o
suggestedthatbot h t radi ti onal Marxi sm and contempo
dismissed pretty much anything suggestive of generosity, cooperation, or altruism as some kind
of bourgeois | | uT®is i8 @aducial point that is reflected in many parts of thigitimesis
particular the oOocritical o reading of communi
practices in contrast to the swhchtersl®od!l y onap

celebrate these spaces.
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This also helps explain how a researcher interested in social change might frame their research
without giving undue authority to the research processatseithoutseeing everyday life as

simply subsumed ardlo mi nat ed by wider forces. Taking G
vanguardist intellectualism), it is possible
to such an ethnographic account that values
Howeve , whil e Deweyds i nfl uen-exloredwithihsuBh i s c | ece
ethnographic contexts this regardthere argwodistinctions here that need attendirfithe

first is that ethnographic research is generally less concerned waal madtierrsolving,

and secondly it intentionally retains an element of detached theorising. In this sense, an

et hnography could be seen to be incompatible
addressing these concerns, | advocate that it is thlepath an ethnographic approach if

taken from a different angle.

As Hammersley2013)notes, one of the problems of the Deweyan perspective is that not all
research is stimulated &yractical problem, nor should knowledge be reduced to its problem
solving potential or its practical consequences. While Hammeleshagthat such a blunt

reading of Dewey can lead to an ovedyrumentalist perspective, Gr{&809)suggests that

action is habitual rather than simply a utilitarian process of means and ends (of its practical
reasoning and problesolving nature), and action therefore also consists of finding meaning

and purpose in existee(Gross 2009)An ethnographic account is undoubtedly suitable for

pursuing this. Secondljavory and Timmerman@013)claim that a Pgmatist approach

shoul dnét necessarily imply a first person a
reasoning), but instead that an ethnography
physical, cognitiveemirbayer and Maynar@011)advocate for a return to experience and
concrete practices an disuggesngitis ahahderdevepeyadeay | i
within Pragmatism. Such explorations are of course highly relevant to the Pragmatist

philosophical tradition, sindevay and Timmerman§2013)suggest that ethnography has a

unique ability to investigate and explore unfolding moments in action, arguing that

ethnographers should focus on anddrthe processes of meaamgking in action. Similarly,

as Graebef2009, p.222hotes, an ethnography shodldd eas e out t he [ mpl i ci
/1 feeto grasp t he. Thusasahnagrapher is interéstedif exporingc ¢ / ¢ €
implicit norms that geern behaviougFeinberg 2015 ritical pragmatism, which aims to

redirect expert knowledge and appreciate local understdrdingerg 2015¢an be a
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supportive philosophical tool in this regard. In particular, as Feif@®drg p.154hotes, local
undersasndi ng or oOocommon senseoO0 can often be par

useful tool for exploring these oOroadbl ocksé

Whil e there are frequent cal |l-dvifeowd,etHamnmgerayp
(2018)suggests that ethnographers shadist such a reductionist form of research by using

the tools and resources at their disposal to evaluate evidence, which at times might contrast with
the participantslhis is important, since as Tavory and Timmern{20643, p.710hote,

macro forceée can be accounts that actorsdé in the fF
explanations they only partially grasp, or even explanations to which they are completely

o b/ i VParpolitlse.job of an ethnographer is to understand how actors might ndgstete

macro dynamics in everyday life (such as the relationship between capitalism and retirement).
Therefore, ethnographic o0causal é6 or explanat
from the more implicit interactions in the field, and from anad theorisation of macro

forces(Tavory and Timmermans 2018yom a Pragmatist perspective, an ethnographer is

part of a broader community of inquiry that engages with both the wider scesgérch

community, as well as those constructed and articulated by actors in (haviaidand

Timmermans 2013)n this sense, it widens the notion of democratic inquiry beyond the

immedate fieldwork.

3.3 Research Design

In the literature review, | highlighted some cross over between urban gardens and commoning
literature. Since the former (especially work on community gardens) remains more empirically
developed than the latter, yet comnmgnis understood as an active and practieated

dynamic, it is an area which remains very accommodatindejotinempirical work.

Though the gardening literature does remain predominantly qualitative in orientation, the types
and specifics of qualitative data is quite varied. The most common being qualitative interviews
(seeKingsley and Townsend 2006; Pudup 2008; Ghose ahgjRete 2014; Poulsen et al.

2014; Guerlain and Campbell 2016; Kingsley et al. 26d®etimes combined with
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ethnographically informed methods through participant obser¢@ioner et al. 2009; Firth

et al. 2011; Martin et al. 2016; Cumbers et al. 2@hd)some more embedded ethnographic
work that involved interviews, participation in activities (planting, harvesting, making tea,
attending meetings), and observafitler 2015; Eizenberg 2016; Calivéit and March

2017; Pikner et al. 2020; Valle 20289me work emphasised a participatory methodology,
though they were predominanttyrhs of qualitative methods (such as interviews, surveys,
di aries, participation in activities) that
directing or disseminating the resedsa®e Ohmer et al. 2009; Pikner et al. 2020; Valle 2020)
Other work remains primdyi theoretical with nexplicitempirical engagemegiiller 2012;
Classens 2015; Purcell and Tyman 2015; Edgdhuro 2018) However, in general, the
gualitative emphasis can and does differ quite signifit@tyresult it is important to provide
specificity as to the type of qualitative resdaronducted, including details of the methods

used.

As Classen@015)notes, it is crucial for researchergngage with more-itepth empirical

work on these spaces in order to sharpen the theoreticaHowlsver, particular
methodologies help inform particular theories, and much of this literature leaves a certain
amount of ambiguity regarding the reasgphehind particular methods. In this section, |
highlight why my ethnographic choices were a useful way to reorient the study towards the

practices and actions of the gardeners themselves.

3.3.1 Multi-Sited Ethnography

| conducted thempirical fieldwork aoss three different sitdsor purposes of anonymity, |
have anonymised the threiiesHendre Community Garde(HDCG); Aberporth
Community Garden (APCG); and Derwen allotments (DA).

Hendre Community Garden

This site is located in the middle of a housing state in a traditionally wetakigrea in East
Cardiff. It started in 2012, when a tenant of one of the local Housing Associations (Wales &
West) was struggling to maintain a garden that was toondrgeadlaborative effort through

several of the local HAs (Wales & West, Linc, and Hafod) offered the space to any tenants
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who would be interested in starting a community garden. From here, a small group of tenants
formed and started the garden with supfrom the HAs (in particular Wales & West, who

own the land).

Aberporth Community Garden

This is anewcommunity garden that opened at the back of the comnahiigfia council

run building that functions as mytirpose buildings for services, frdra tibrary, housing

advice, and exercise classes. In Cardiff, tlybpsenrere rebuilt and repurposed across the most
deprived parts of Cardiff in the last decade, with this one being in place of the old library. In

terms of soci@conomics, this area woudcbbably sit between the two other dasges

probably the most mixed of the areas, and this is largely reflected in the gardeners. The garden
started when the hub was rebuil thelagnd was par
We d n e s d ay dthe case studiespthis isathe only one specifically targeted towards older
people

Derwen Allotment

Historically, allotments became particularly prominent in wockasg industrial cities for

families to grow fodthnd unsurprisingly, inmedominaniy working class and pasidustrial

city such as Carditherearemany allotments across the.diigspite existing in a relatively
wealthy area of Cardiffie allotment itself has an interesting mix of workimdymiddleclass
peopldiranging from seval exindustrial workers (primarily from the old steel industries in
Spl ott), to moprofessionals. Approxémately 8aysass @go ehe site transferred
to a seinanaged system, whereby the council handed over a large part of the marmdgemen
the allotment to the tenants themsel¥ésis, it is now managed between both the allotment
association and the coun@n site, there are 105 full plots, many of which are divided into

half plots, with approximately 140 tenants here in total.

Though these sites were all quite disfintterms of sockeconomic characteristics of the
area, size, space, aesthetics, ways of managing and goveifiiinggetmportant that this
research didndét become a comp@rtahdemeelreess,artc

that is focused on the practices and actions of the gardens that are situated within specific
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contexts (which therefore must consider variations of these sites). The focus of this research
wasndt on t hBsincemsnotk aaetsignidicamnt &nmre is spent in these spaces, it

is hard to justify that the oOoprojectdé shoul d
relatively common within similar studies). Instead, | directed the research towards the everyday
pradices and actions of the gardeners, and the ways that they varied according to particular

structures, contexts, histories, and spaces.

It is quite common for research on community gardens to be framed around particular cases,
sites, or projects. Many tiese studies are framed as case st{CidgetMir and March 2017,
McVey et al. 2018sometimes through the singisgWhatley et al. 201%)r multiple

comparative caséBitt 2014; Aptekar and Myer3his seemed to beralatively acceptable
approach of understanding relatively bounded entities and spaces, though the ambiguity of a
case study in these studies is apparent, where sometimes a case study was combined with
particular methodologies (such as interviews or etdptag work). Often, case studies can be
used in such studies as a framing mechanism rather than as a methodology. Therefore, |
deliberately avoid the ambiguity of the case study approach, since firstly it does tend to
reproduce the dentant daleirt y hafn the @cdseons and
secondly it remains ambiguous methodologically. Instead | describe this asigedulti
ethnography (MSE), which developed especially from the work of Marcus:

aVlulti-sited research is desigra@dund chains, paths, threads, conjunctions, or
Juxtapositions of locations in which the ethnographer establishes some form of
literal, physical presence, with an explicit, posited logic of association or
connection among sites that in fact defines thereent of the ethnographyo
(Marcus 1995, p.105)

However, while much MSE involves the expansion of the e#piog fieldwork and

imaginary beyond what has been seen as the traditional anthropological focus on singular
bounded sites, MSE has developed on the basis of collapsing the division between the local and
the global to a more fluid ditehich follows thegople, the stories, metaphors, objects etc

(Candea 2009)Without dismissing the importance of such claims, or-toptor dilute the

meaning, Candg@2009)also points towards a more foundational and perhaps basic element of
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MSE which simply involves ethnographies across several sites. For this research, | am not
carrying an MSE which follows the people or their stories inuidisvihy, but one which

embraces the bounded nature of the ethnographic work, and is instead interested in exploring
the local practices and knowledges that exist in specific siteg20a&}=imilarly carried out

MSE in this way, exploring the various networks and scales of governance and their impact and
dynamic on the ground in various separated sites. The type of MSE adopted here therefore
involves caying out ethnographic fieldwork in a number of spatially separatd@sdeagni

2020) MSE is deeply relatiah interested in the nature of coproduced and interdependent

social settings and spa(igsccagni 2020flachg2013)demonstrated how nesomparative
ethnogaphic research across multiple separated garden sites can be a fruitful and important
interventiofisince it focuses on the diverse practices, activities, and social relations that exist
across what appear to be distinct and unrelated spaces. This wasramiroonsideration in

the design of this research, since carrying out a single sited ethnography of a community garden

or allotment would have given me a very different perspective to carrying out an MSE.

3.3.2 Positionality and Embeddedness

ThoughCertoma ad Tornaghi(2015)claim that most researchers in this area cultivate the

land and are in the gardens participating in thk,was rarely articulated within the studies,

nor is it justified as a particular methodological todCektoma and Tornagli2015)

therefore argue, the methodological reasoning of participation and embeddedness within these
spaces needs to be more explicitly articulated by researchers (beyond simply a commitment to
reciprocity in the field). | felt that this embedded andmpied approach helps avoid the

common situation of academics developing apriori assumptions and prematurely labelling
these sites (e.g. as food growwmagecty, instead providing the intimacy to help uncover the

banal everyday dynamics of these spéided. s i s s i mi(200@®)methodologitalr a wo y 0 ¢
emphasis in ethnography, where the researcher should avoid imposing their understanding on
people, but extend their analysis througtheipth engagement into the lives of those they

research.

Bourdieu(1977, p.1hotad that:
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oThhert hropol!/ ogi st bés particul ar relation t
makings of a theoretical distortion inasmuch as his situation as an observer,
excluded from the real play of social activities by the fact that he has no

pl aceéi ncl enemenkbumi torephesentati on of p

Bourdieu(1977)continues to suggest that, when remaining unaware of the limits of this

observer poinbf-view, the anthropologist adopts a representation of action which is then

forced upon participants. Bourdi€lO77)is therefore suggesting the problematic issues of
representing a social situation from an outs
ant hropol ogi st 6, f or B owmactehlmasteypr knawledqoeaithaa t e s f
particular situation through the creation of a $ermmalised and prdetermined repertoire of
rules. As a result of this oOoutsiderdé perspe

(King2012) These observations | argely mirror Dew

The positionality of a rearcher ishereforean important consideratiim particular as an

outsider from a university entering quite an informal space such as a garden, where the clothes,
the language, the conversation, the culture, are all extremely different to a university
evwironment. The question of a researcherds p
is often thought of in terms of an insider/outsider bi(gitgen etal. 2021) The oi nsi der
usually categorised as those with natural acGessatoan active memberiaf particular

place, culture, or institutiqgBreen 2007; Bruskin 2013)r with similar racial, ethnic,

|l anguage, socioeconomic or gender character:i
these characteristi¢Bilgen et al. 2021The insider researehis often considered to be

inti mately engaged with the research domai ns
thought to parachute into peopl ed&bebkti ves and
intentiong[Breen 2007)Drew(2006)referred to these researchers as seagutigesting that

this is an inherently extractive process. The difference is therefore that research is either carried
owithinér ) aomr i e n@regn2007)Thare aseierttless flates regarding

the positive or negative aspects of the positionality of the researcher, though in general the
benefits of being an insidiesuch as a familiarity and understanding of the culture and an ability

to interact more fluidly withirfiits often cotrasted withasoa |l | ed | ack of O0o0obj €

the deep intimacy of those relatigBseen 2007)However, the insider/outsider binary has
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been challenged also, as dynamic, fluid and constantly changing @ 6it€C o n nCelik a n d
2018; Bruskin 2019yather than a fixed categ¢grlBr een 2007; OOdCoAnor an
times a researchanay possess a quarsider statu@Bruskin 2019pr as neither insider or

outsider but one who traverseis this a continuuifBreen 2007)

Though | was not an insidesince | was not a member of the community gardens or allotment

before the research, | was also able to adopt aigsidsir status quite easily. | had been an

active member and founder of another community garden in Cardiff for years, and was also

renting my own allotment plot at another site. | had worked for several years as a landscape
garden labourer and grew up on a small turkeyfifdmenefore, | am comfortable with the

environment and culture of these spaces. Physical labour is second natéileldokride

somebody who can do physical practical work and | am somebody who can do physical and
practical work. Therefore, | felt at home, b
appear to the gardeners as |kaowkkdyge ca expegedce ofac ad e
these spaces. In fact, | often intentionally emphasised this with people, partly as my own

strategy of essentiallysaying ook, [ 6 m not j ust maandgstdiaydie nt whc
my  hAbedaes® | know that this isvihmany people in these types of situations tAicdent

was also an interesting aspect df pieisple knew | was Welsh because of my name, and | do

have a soft and what would I|Iikely be consi de
more working lass people were surprised that | was from Cardiff (technically, a small village

about 10 miles outside ofityh et her t hi s was due to my name
associate Welsh names withthe cityjppa c cent , | dondidcekanyw. Howe:
help that | could relate to peoddg being from Cardiifwhether it was talking about rugby

politics, or the city in generéimade sure that they knew | had a certain amount of

commitment to the local area and a vernacular understandireyaity.

While Stoller(2005)claimed that the nenative anthropologist can never transcend difference,
Wacquant(2005, p.4503uggests thatonecamww r ov/i s/ onal |l y suspend or
manydifferences (plural) pertinent to her inquiry in the course of building extended and

intimate relations\@lacquant(2005)famously adopted an enactive ethnographic approach

through a carnal sociology of bmxin ChicagdWacquant(2005, p.467arguesthad a Ff er t 7 /| e
means of examining these comgReob.der;inwhathe s ¢ o
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describesematsi aeaslhiap® t hat hel ps Wasguantnder st an
(2005, p.465hhus suggests that such an apprenticeship carbatt e objectannadmeans of

inquiry, aml as an important ethnographic tool that helps captu@ the s cer al/ qual i t )
/1 fe that standard modes of socThaénablestgev/ r y t
researcher to delve into the practical, situated, and ordinary krewsdgth the controls of

the discursive awaren€ggacquant 2005)n a similar way, Juii2007)suggests that a militant
ethnography can help address objectivist shortcomings of ethnography, through becoming

active participants and practitioners and developing ardexdland practical understanding

from the inside rather than being outside observers. Thus, rather than a formiafop

research in which the researcher projects knowledge on to particular objects of study, | adopted
an oOanar chi st i ceéearamertintimerdes thembebses @nto théd emnnunity, not

to stand above it but to join it as much as pog8btelon and Martel 2017)

Though | woul dndt describe my research as an
is useful as a more geakobservation and principle within my methodology. | increasingly felt
that a | arge part of oOknowingd these fispaces
which, of course, included gardening (weeding, watering, planting, etc.) but atstemakin

drinking tea, sitting around having a chat, going to events, committee meetings, AGMs, and

much more. This methodology largely shaped the outcome of my analysis since it helped

clarify that, firstly, gardening is not an activity in itself (bmstanation of related activities,

such as weeding, watering, plantingvetach ultimately might be broken down even further),

and secondly, that ogardeningd6 is only a sma
Thisis also why | refrainthrdugpo ut f r om suggesting that these
despite academics, funders and governments seeing them in this way. These are spaces where a
huge amount of activity happBpsople sharing food, plants, receiving gifts of old furniture

from the wider community, getting help from people with certain DIY skills, yet also a deep

social space where people celebrate, laugh, mock each other, and share their worries, misery,
and sometimes even mourn together. These were activities that | fountdmttharugh

taking part and being deeply embedded in the sites.
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3.3.3 Participants

Unlike other research methodologies (especially quantitative), ethnographers spend little time
concerned with or describing methods of sampling, though choices are alwaygandidg re
where to study, whom, of whatand whe@d Rei | | pC286@38)pPp (whet her pe
times, events) are chosen deliberately for a range of rea@amR e i |, whigch w2ll@0 9 )

explored here.

Given that this research is interested in both the practices of urban gardening and commoning
astheyrelatet o retirement, the participants werendot
least in the case of the allotment. Themsftiie choice of gardens themselves was initially
importanfithere are several community gardens and allotments around Cardiff, and some may

not have any retired gardeners involved in them, or be more mixed. However, based on

personal experience, this igltly unlikeliiboth community gardens and allotments were

extremely welittended by older retired people. These sites were all chosen as a result of this.
Aberporth Community Garden (APCG) met on Wednesday mornings and were specifically
setupaspartofar oader O6Wel |l being Wednesdays® projec
gardeners being retired. Hendre Community Garden (HDCG) met on Friday mornings, and

though they were not set up intentionally for older people, all of the gardeners were retired.

The more complex case was Derwen allotment (DA), since there were about 150 people on

site and a more mixed demographic as a result. However, it is very common for allotments to

be attended by retired people, and on this site people told me that approximedely t

guarters of the pldtolders were retired.

Of course, there is a general presumption regarding retirement as it relates to ageing, and thus
speaking to participants about this required sensitivity. Some were offended that | was
interested in them baase of their age, and | was always cautious of the potential of it coming
across as patronising in this regard. However, | was clear throughout that my interest was
retirement as it relates to the detachment from work and how people negotiated this. Thus,
every participant that | interviewed was retired, aside from the interviews with broader actors
who worked in various sectors of governance around food growing, community gardening, and

community land.
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3.3.4 Interviews

| carried out my fieldwork betweépril 20191 November 2019, and carried o@&if-depth

qualitative interviews (ranging from 30 minutes to 2 hours) thuameeriodAppendix F)

These dates allowed me to become quickly embedded in the busiest parts of the growing and
gardening seasoim-field ethnographiinterviews were conducted wathgardenerswhich

involved interviewing participants with whom | already had an existing and ongoing
relationship, occurring in a more §¢Afeant aneou
2017) Given the noted sde differences between sites (approximately 150 in the allotment,
approximately 1405 in each community garden), | naturally conducted more interviews in the
allotments than the two community gardens, although embedded ethnographic work was more

fluid inthe community gardens.

Within the ethnographic tradition, however, interviewing has often been thought of as a
secondary method to participant observatdtiqued on the basis that it provides no

embodied access to hierlds and depends upon accaurdther than direct experiengetit

is a crucial tool for the ethnograplaed is in fact an ordinary feature of everyday ltfeein

Western contextHockey 2002)Indeed, the core of ethnography is to explore the meaning of
actions and ews, and while some of these meanings are expressed indirectly through word or
action, they are also expressed more directly through lari§peadiey 2016As Spradley
(2016)not ed, observation alone is insufficient,
asking questions. Ethnographic interviews can thus comfortably function within ethnographic
work to reveal social and cultiurdgeractions in a more complex way than a simply binary of
saying or doin(Rinaldo and Guhin 20)9Thus, ethnographic interviewing remains a crucial
method for recognising and exploring the complexity of human experience and to hear directly
from people themselves regarding their experiences, thoughts, and(ldelihg601) It is

the time factor (length and frequency of contact) and the quality of the emerging relationship
that distinguishe=thnographic interviewing from other forms of qualitative intervigdept

2001) The purpose ofuch semstructured interviews is to explore participants perspectives

on the topigMcIntosh and Morse 2015 nd specifically through the thoughts and practices as
articulated by the participants themselves, in their own words and (as much as possible) on
their own termgAllen 2017)However, while only the naive interviewer believes that they are
simply accessing informati¢Rinaldo and Guhin 2019t should instead be thought of as an

interaction between the researcher and participant of ideas, thoughts, and cultural frames
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(Wuthnow 2011)Therefore, it is important to remain aware of the wiaigtged goals and
ethics of ethnographic interviewing: listening well and respectfully; being awar@efrou

the coconstruction of meaning during the interviewing process; remaining conscious of the
ways in which the ethnographic experience and ongoing relationship affect the interview
process and research; recognising that partial knowledge tsnall éveer be attaingteyl

2001)

To do so required a seraiructured format, which was flexible to the context and allowed a

more fluid direction in the interview. | had various set themes that simultaneously remained
relevant to the focus of the research yet provided some scope tipguarselexpression,

egocoul d you tell me how you became [ nvolved
[t 20, owhy di d you [Sachquestiongweuldeastydeadontg manyr v o/ v
more significant discussions, which would recagime level of promptingo c ou/ d y o u

el abor at e a Iniwhat sedmed like/a hatucahandecomfortable form of

communication, interviewees would regularly speak through forms of storytelling, an important

part of ethnographic interviewifygn Hulst 2020)This was unsurprising, partly because some

of the questions were based upon reflection of the fairly recerdmast ¢ / d you t el | n
you became involved in the gardef¥ more vague questi® to do with retirement and work

owhat did you do for wor k?06,; o0/ 6nmicauldyoe r e st e
tell me a Morkover, it begame incleasindlycalbar that many of the gardeners

were extremely happy to speakne, partly to indulge their nostalgia but more importantly

there wasftena sense of pride in their work histories, as well as pride in what they were doing

in the garden. This was extremely revealing and | was happy with this, since it reflected many of
my own methodological baselines described abtmeover, it made me realise how rare it is

that academic theorising engages with this almost innate sense of pride and joy that people

regularly and willingly articulate.

Usually, by the time of carryiagt a recorded interview, much of these discussions had
occurred in a more informal way during my fieldwork time, but an opportunity to directly
speak to the participants and record the audidemeficial. | also carried out 9 formalised
interviews witBeveral actors involved both directly and indirectly with the governance of these
sites. This included workers in the Housing Associations associated with HDCG and council
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workers who worked alongside APCG, but also a representative of Cardiff Coufmuily and

members of separate organisations who were involved in aspects of food growing, community
gardening, and land access at various scales (from the city, region, and nationally). These
participants provided invaluable insights for the sixth chaptgredl io speak to the allotment

Officer from Cardiff Council,but di dndt receive any response.
that the gardeners sarcastically wished me w
come up in conversatiomhe intervews for this took place wherever convenient for the
intervieweBwith 6 also being carried out during the first CO¥@ockdown via Zoom.

Given that | had not developed a relationship with any of these interviewees, and that they were

not ethnographic terviews, | had to tailor the questions to be more specific.

Aside from these individual interviews, | also had the opportunity to carry out several more
informal group discussions. These happened naturally throughout the fieldwork (usually during
a teabreak), but there were opportunities to carry out intentional discussions too. This
happened during group meetings that were independent of my research: in the allotment,
during the monthly Sunday committee meetings that | attended; in one of the community
gardens during the AGM; and in the other during a conference workshop. In each of these, |
was asked to give feedback about my research, during which it allowed (almost organically) for

the discussion to open up amongst us a group.

3.3.5 Fieldnotes, ParticipanObservation, andParticipantas-observer

Fieldnotes were taken throughout the fieldwork, often recorded on my phone (typed and/or

voice notes) which | felt was less intrusive in the garden than a pen and paper, though | was also
wary of the sense of appearing rude if | was typing on my phamg thersession. While

notetaking on a phone is an increasing trend in the field, Gof2846)highlights how this

raises some issues in terms of consent and power dynamics, potentially reinforcing difference
between the researcher and participants. However, at a practical lemdlthdbit was easier

to switch between the Oeverydayo el ements of
and taking periodic notes on my phone (parti
environment). Sometimes this wouldoire having to find a more secluded space to make

more detailed notes, since standing around on your phone typing is typically inappropriate

while other people are working in the garden. However, | did often inform participants that |
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used my phone for takg fieldnotes and writing reminders, and that this was part of the work,
since | wanted to avoid the illusion that | was disengaged (for example, that | was sending
messages to friends, or on social media). Such a site certainly required a diffefembtgpe
taking than one where a pen and paper might
site (such as a classroom or office). Notes were often taken in ways that could be reminders for
making further and more detailed notes after the sesdioer, laan providing deep and fluid
accounts at that particular time (since doing so would mean | would have been taking notes
during that whole sessiomeglecting my ability to take part in the activities, which were

important).

As already noted, my ptienality and how it relates to the participants was significant, from a
political perspective. But, this form of embeddedness was also an important data collection
method. With a desire to avoid both extractive research as well as attempting to avoid the
elitism of prioritising the research over the practical activities of the sites, | attempted to
develop more fluid forms of participation that meant becoming embedded in the sites as much
as possible. In many ways, this was defined by dynamics of rdwndl@operation. Of

course, this is borrowed from KropotkR014[1902), not in the narrow sense of simply being

a reciprocal relationship of exchange (to which it is often mistakenly reduced), but one in which
people work together with differentsstskills to achieve certajoals. This is an important
distinction, since the emphasis on reciprocity can be problgthatiactions are carried out

simply in exchange for another action, thus potentially reflecting an element of the capitalist
focus on exc@ebanaysis obaveryeldy eomumnism is relevant to such a
positiofiwhich is crucial in that it recogmiserange of different skills and needs within a given
communal or cooperative setfirvghich was both an aspect of the fieldwork, but likewise an
empirical focus that | detail in chapter 5. In this case, the goals of each person in the garden
may have diéred, though the constant negotiation and renegotiation that happens in these
spaces result in forms of common oOendsod6 (or

fragmented and interlinking processes).

In the early period in each site, it Ge® clear that most of the gardeners were unsure why |
was there. | explained my research interests and why | was interested in retired participants
specifically. It quickly became clear that their main interest was having me involved in the
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garden itseffan extra hand to help, or even somebody with some ideAbeAx2019)

highlights, ethnography is suitable for researching urban gardening, since the researcher can
adopt a participargtsobserver strategy that suits the practical nature of the object of study.
Likewise, Flach@013)emphasised how becoming an active volunteer in the gardens was an
invaluable element of developing deep qualitative data and to understand the complex

dynamics and intersections of these spaces. Moreover, it opens up further spaces for dialogue

as the researchsubject relationship becomes sided(Flachs 2013What became

increasingly important is witdgyl (2001)d e scr i bes as a Osibnreongd not
whi ch goes 0b ey ad éwagenadss redednitioh of difference and influence, to

one which actively tries to deconstruct the

egalitarian relationship.

However, there were distinct differences between the sitaasrofehow easy it was to

become a oparticipantdé. I n both community ga
are smaller spaces and no single person had authority or responsibility over the space or a
particular part of the garden. Working ag@up in some shape or form was how both of these

spaces functioned. However, in the allotmlenttwas much more an oOout si
plot (and therefore did quite a lot of lingering) butstiecce islsofar more individualised,

with the communatlement happening more informally in the interstitial spaces and

opportunities. In this sense, then, becoming involved as a participant was far more challenging,
and did require some awareness of how my offering of help (as a form of embeddedness and
paricipation) might come across to the plot holders, since a person offering to help out on

their plot could easily be taken as an offense that they were not managing it themselves.

3.3.6 Analysis

Once the fieldwork was done, there was a process of typing ugamdiog (and e

organising) all of the fieldnotes, photos, and then transcribing the audio recordings. While the
written presentation of the thesis is inherently linear, the reality of social research is that a large
amount of analysis occurs duringdiagéa collection itself (through forms of reflexivity,

thematising data in situ) and throughout the organising of the data and transcription. The linear
0Ostepsdé of research (data collection, data a

interrdated processes that often occur simultane@edgwell 2013)herefore, by the time
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of sitting down to analyse in a more methodical way, | had already become very familiar with
the data and had a good idea of the most important and interesting themes that | wanted to

explorein more detail.

| transcribed all of my interviews manually, since the recordings were not clear enough for any
automated transcription software. Though a laborious process, | found that this was extremely
helpful for becoming even more familiar with tata. | then organised my fieldnétekich

were recorded in a range of formats, from audio notes on my phone, emails to myself, and
written notes on paper. The fieldnotes were inherently difficult to record because of the nature
of these spaces, thus thitial part of the analysis involved collating and organising these

omessyo6 fieldnotes.

| imported all the fieldnotes and interviews into NVivo software, where | carried out-more in

depth coding to identify themes, patterns, and connections withetahd kiis type of analysis

has the advantage of providing theoretical freedom to the researcher without sacrificing the
richness or complexity of the dédowell etal. 2017) Such forms of coding and thematising

risk potentially simplifying the data, and providing a rigid account to the fluidity and endlessly
complex dynamics of everyday life. | found that NVivo was too rigid, and useful mostly as an
organisatioal or structuring tool, and therefore | carried out manual coding also. Therefore,

much of the analysis was done in a much mor e
exploring both the descriptive and theoretfidaljrosino 2007)These forms of coding acted

mostly as an organisational tool for my data, which was useful during a long research project

such as a PhD, where organised data can be useful when the immediate memory of the

fieldwork becomes more distant and faint. Coding initially began in a relatively broad sense,

and then | narrowed this down througkcogling the existing codes, and thewisging the

raw data again several times during my analy
to develop a deeper understanding of the data and situate it within the broader context.

Though | have noted the importance of interview data etlanography, | wanted to avoid

putting too much weight on this data, and therefore paid close attention to my field notes, and

the way that this interrelated and guided the interviews. In fact, | found that the primary themes
emerged quite organicallytive field itself, with the result that these themes often were

discussed with the participants in the interviews. Thus, it became apparent that the more
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oorganic6 methods of ethnography (of observa

interviev data.

3.3.7 Ethics

Research ethics might be understood to exist in twitwaye O br oad and fi xedéd
E) of Ethical reviews and regulations, and t
the everyday fieldwofCrang and Cook 2007)he more formalised and bureaucratised

element of Ethics lva been critiqued as impoverished and inadequate for ethnographers in
particular, since Ethics ultimately fail to capture the ethical encounters in {#¢kietbn

2009) However, since one of the ethical issues of ethnography is in terms of its level of

deception and potential invasiohprivacy(Schrag 2008) suggest that at the very least these

Ethical regulations (through forms etc.) serve as an official reminder that a researcher is

entering that fields a researcharsubmitted relevant forms for approval preoconducting

fieldworlkii ncl uding the School of Geography and Pl
[Appendix D] to the ethics committee and a Risk Assessment form. During the fieldwork itself,

| had prepared consent forms for the sites themselves (whidehtae either to the broad

group or to an individual who had a formal role for the site), as well as information sheets (with
information about the research) and consent forms to individuals involved in the gardens
[Appendices AC]. | found this quite stesful at times, but also tended to use them as a way of
oObreaking the iced6 wit hidftenjokinge bit@@outt s | di dnéd
bureaucracy while pointing out some of the important principles of the form, such as consent

and anonymity. Throdmgput this thesis, | have anonymised both the sites and the participants,
through the use of pseudonym, as well as organisations where it would have been possible to
identify the individual as a result (such as small communitgr@eohg organisationsytmot

large organisations (such as Cardiff Council or Wales & West Housing Association). All of the
audio recordings were transferred from my phone teauoyre (passwommtotected)Cardiff

University OneDrive account, while | also retained them on ayped physical external

hard drive, following the ESR2020)guidelines on data storage, consideissues of ethics,

security, confidentiality and copyright.

| was constantly aware, however, of how introducing these forms in the garden sometimes

resulted in an awkward impa¥seh er e t he consent forms themsel
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sense of reagsnce for participants but instead suspicion and discomfort. Introducing these
forms in the field seemed to make people more cautious and concerned about my presence, as
though the forms signified that there wagactually something for them to be coneer

about (in the same way, for example, that when renting a car, the insurance form makes you
feel that some form of accident is now inevitable). However, | recognised that these were

functional and served a purpose, despite the awkwardness.

As Atkinson(2009)highlights, such reselrshould ideally be underpinned by practices of

mutual trust and respect. | found that through engaging with the ordinary activities of these
spaces, this helped build this trust and reSBpeets now no longer just a researcher, but also a
gardener givinthem a hand. In a situation such as a community garden or allotment, largely

due to their informal and o6outdoorsyod practi
formal environment such as an office), it was sometimes quite difficult ttenbMaglynamic

of simultaneously being researcher and participant in the activities. This was particularly

difficult when you become embedded in the practices of thei$paegample, digging with

people or sitting around having a cup of tea might peaibdsuspend some of these divisions,

though | was still aware of my role as a researcher, and whether the participants were as aware
of this divide is unclear. However, being an embedded researcher in such a space meant | had

to dress appropriatéiyn dothes | was happy to get dirty. This was quite a striking contrast with
auniversityenvironment, and at times | went back to my university office after fieldwork
sessions in my o6gardening clotheso6, often re
members. This is an example of the strict institutional difference between the field (in this
scenario) and the institution that | was part of, and in many ways though | found it quite easy to
transcend this divide in the field (as noted in the previousgetivas constantly aware of the

et hical i ssues of doing so, since it tended

| was therefore a fake.

Over time, this feeling tended to disappear as | became more familiar with the peome and th
environments. One of the benefits of the framework of this research was the more positive

outlook of ifipeople were not concerned about being interviewed or having a chat because

they were telling me things with pride, joy, and enthusiasm. In manhiwagade the issue

of consent and representation less ethically problérhatowa s ndt , f or exampl e
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people about traumatic |ife experiences. The
was challenging to negotiate, | found that awerit became less of a concern as respect, trust,

and familiarity grew between myself and the participdyt®lationship with the broader sites

and participants reflected one of everyday commuy@sagber 201 H)not in the way that all

roles collapsed into a participatory mess, b
capacities, and purposes being there, and in doing so we started to learn what different

people bring to a common space.

Extendi ng203dr28ldjpaetrioesn of Oeveryday communi smd
fruitful way of understanding how cooperation might function between those with different
skills and capacities. This is crucial since there is little justification that role differentiation in the
field is itself unjugHammersley and Traianou 201Bpr example, | havile privilege of

extensive research training, theoretical kn@®ledethodological tools at my disposal that a
community gardener might not hgaad may noeven have the desire or inclination towards

this type of workMoreover, | have access to knowledge resources through the Udiiversity

both physically in the librias and through online library resoufcésit are crucial to

contextualising this study, but are exclusive resotinegsfore there is the question of how

these skills can be used in suclinimateenvironmentAs researchers, we become part of a
broader communityvithin but alsdeyond these direct engagements. Pragmatists often define
this as a community of inquinywhere research is always carried out in relation to others work,
thus it becomes a democratic and shared project through the engagémeatk of others

(and their engagement with your work) who share the same disciplinary ¢@iacenysand
Timmermans 2013Such a perspective is crucial in relation to the broader pgliivaples

and goals of this research.

3.4 Chapter Summary

In this chapter, havedescribed my methodological approach, beginning with an exploration
of the traditional division between theory and practice, which remains at the heart of much
academic work (al Western philosophy more generally). | claimed that the main practical
efforts to transcend this problgthrough PARremains problematic in other ways. | suggest

that while this may reduce the authority of the researcher (through democratising tie resear
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process), there remains broader problems as to how the research process itself (even a
democratised one) can directly facilitate social change. Instead, | emphasised the importance of
recognising the agency of participants, which extend beyond th#éitpessif research. While
starting from a point that recognises peopl e
foundational principles, | also cautioned against the desire to necessarily absorb these capacities
into the research process litsAvoiding what Graeb¢2004)d e s cr i be si atsd 6 vangu
research, | emphasised the value of ethnography in diavtitige mundane everyday

practices and actions of the gardeners, which I claim is crucial for exploring the dynamics of
commoning. | then described the core elements of my research desigthefimmportance of
oembeddednessdé and considerations of positio
collection methods, analysis, and ethics. In the next chapter, and from this point onwards, the
other side of these methodological practicabgesme realised through the analytical

exploration of the empirical work.
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4 QUIET SERVALORISATION INHE VACUUM OF CAPITAL

4.1 Introduction

oT he impulse and need which the existing economic regime chokes, through
preventing its articulatedpression, find outlet in actions that acknowledge a
social responsibility which the system as a systemaépgasey 19991930]

p.44)

The core question of the commons, accordingdtirich (2012b, p.3%)iso What do | / d
need t beAhgelig20P7)states thaa commors strategy must find solutions to the

problems that capital systems cannot solve (and likelyinréadirst place by replacing the
commodity as the determining form ¢@Jferetcepr odu
2010) Federici(2018)suggests that commoning is an activity of social reproduction that

repr odu c e srydpydasic heeifosexaenpleefood, water, housing, @ade

Therefore, there is a necessity to explore what typeg oé are/rgedin these gardens

through commoning. Although a housingpperative might explicitly meet a housing need,

for example, its less clear what needs these gardens are meeting, even though they are often
noted to beborn out of need and deficien(®igell 2015)andare generally regarded as spaces

where individuals can experience nigfiilment(Quested et al. 2018)

In accepting the political ambiguity and contradictions of these g@vidé€iimtock 2014;

Barron 2017)as supposedly actualisting common@&izenberg 2012jn this chapter |

frame the practices and actions of these sites through the Marxist Autonomist theery of self
valorisation. Selfalorisation was originally a concept used by Marx to refer toithe eve
expanding reproduction of capi(@leaver 2011 theory seen from the perspective of capital

as a dominating, expanding anciggdfoducing system. However, Autonomist Marxists,

notably Negr{1991) redefined the concept to refer to a process which goes beyond resistance

to capitalism to creative and positive creation bey@@tbaver 1992byJitimately, self
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valorisation emphasis the crafting of new ways of being and new forms of social relations
(Cleaver 1992aand it is premised on people taking actioteweloping their own interests to
gain greater seletermination and control in their livgghantz 2013b)

This refl e(@XlGa; 2610niploagisaoghéGsc r avithik safitalispand the

small everyday ways that people act and 0doo
beyond capitalAlthough Holloway2010akritiques the concept of seélorisation as existing
autonomously from capital, which he suggests is impossible, in the literatureaciesséd

this concern through the work of Cleaf@11) who suggested that sellorisation is a matter

of degrees and contr adi c(20lOa)mosk.s aimsgratienffar e, wh
this chapter, | indstsedandc eusa trhed |teecrtns & vhaec waw
be filled, rather than a crack, which doesn?d
break or disruption. Moreover, such a vacuum approach helps think through the relationship
between the exogeus and endogenous of the commons that | referred to in the literature

review, since a vacuum always exists within a broader environment or relations. Finally, a lens

on retirement (and, specifically, retired gardeners) aessme theoretical and emipal
possibilities in this regard, by exploring t

capitalism as people disengage from their working lives.

Although seHralorisation has also been tenuously connected with urban gafdaieg012;

Cumbers et al. 201, Ahere is a tendency to oxamphasise the politicatention of such

actions, and instead | suggest more-empirica
valorisation that emerge within these sites. In this chapter, then, | have identified what |

consider two crucial (and intentionally broadjvsddfising dynamics in these urban garfiens

sociality and sedfetermination.

4.2 Sociality

In the context of this research, | consider retirement to be an ambiguous yet important
dynamic to explore in the everyday poliszanomic sense. It provides a lensxplore

peopl eds relationships with capitalism, and
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mi ght exist in the vacuum of worKk. Retiremen
scheduling of peopl evissrearientation ant iedissoveayrofd t i me ,
peopleds |ives, their motivations, interests
exploration of the types of se#florising activities and practices of retired gardeners. First, |

explore this through theynamics of sociality in these spaces, which is perhaps the most

common yet also vague aspect of urban gardens more géGéoaby et al. 2005; Kingsley

and Townsend 2006; Martin et al. 2016)leed, understanding the social forms that create

and maintain the commons is a crucial {dskng 2018)

4.2.1 Retirement and the Search for Sociality

The search for forms of collective doing and sociality is, at its most basic level, a form of
commoning. hese gardenwerenot individualised experiences, btipeopleexperiencing a

shared challenge (of retirirag)dcoming together fa commonpurposéiin many ways to
confront the sense of dniratirementi Tk many challénges el i ne s
posed by retementseemed tereateasense ofagency but al so i ntroduced
peopl eMdgarddner shbesporth Community Garden (APCGliggested thaty o v 6 v e

got to go out there and do it youfséihen you retirbecause itwase as y  owonth k e y 0L
t oo sAmahér/gardener at APCG described how quickly they became isolated, with the

result being that they reached out for social activities:

ol think it was a shock to me when | too
gaveupwork..lwa happy to | eave, dondt get me wr
qui ckly | felt Jsolated, 6 months or a y
was bored, but there was definitely an element of being isolated and not quite

enough to do. So, | started lookinguand for things to do, and when you start

looking you find things. o

Peopleds relationship with working |ife was
mentioned that the primary aspect that they missed from work was the social life and
camaraderie thahey experienced through work. As a result, many of the gardeners suggested

that the social life within spaces helped replace the loss of the social life they experienced after
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retiring.A community gardener who worked in the NHS as a therapist destiebaifficulties

of this transition, especially regarding the intensity of work

oThere was al ways more work than | had t
theNationalHealthse r vi ce, | wasndt Ffreelancing whe
find your work, but 6d j ust sit there and work woul
To suddenly be in a position where | had to organise mysedked forward

to, but | think at the same time you can feel a little bit daunted by that because if
youdbre not careful you can stay too much
people B | made a conscious decision to develop other interests outside the

house, meeting agh people in the community and to put bits of structure in a

space thatds open, whi ch | Hlkaabtankal | y wha

canvass. o

This gardener reveals that thense of the structurelessness of retirement was a significant
challenge and opportunity, a tension revealed in relation to the familiarity ofanddidsy

working life and the importance of creating new structures and habits in this vahisum

gardener also describes that there is a transition from carrying othtavkecessarily
0givendé to you, t o -deterpined Ife on their dventesns.&penthatmo r e
the commons is partly dependent on liberating time from capitalis(Watikk 2012; De

Angelis2017) t hen peopl eds apparent search for soc¢

exampe of commoningutsideof capitalist work.

Wage labour is not the only determining factor in this regard, but the structuring of life through

matters of social reproduction are also crucial, as Sandy at APCG reflected:

oThe gar deni ngtyiasyoufger oldet yowegetditfarentu n i
perspectives on your life. Obviously, your kids are grown up, So you're not
forever running around after them you know. But that part of your life is gone
S0 you need to fill it with something. 1 did work for aendmid then you just

think avhat else can | dGAs you get older you tend to be in your home and
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you don't want to be there on your own or with just your husband so you branch

out, and then the community becomes your

The explicit articulation of this was important, since the gardener suggests how capitalism
absorbs peopleds times and energy through bo
(Cleaver 2017; Federici 20180d therefore Sandy notes the importance of filling their life

with something, reflct i ng a vacuum of time in retiremen
wi t hi n p e oimheth@ror notvtis articulaved rsecessarily as a crisis is unclear, but it

is at the very |l east a si gni mascabitsieteiurorppt ur e w
(2015)argues that the reclamation of the commons happens during points of crisis, which is

also an apparent phenomena with urban gardé@ing 2012; Schoen and BlytB820) |

argue that this is also apparent in these sites, and though this should not be romanticised as a
oreclamationo6 of the commons, it is the dist
ol atentdé commons whi c h nstramgersd comentaethertecteate ed p e
new social lifeTherefore,ifc api t al 6s abil ity in turning al/l
for selfvalorisatior{Cleaver 1992bjhis period of retirement offers the opportunity to redefine

social values, where such forms ofasivity can subvert and extend beyond the reach of
capital(Cleaver 2011}hrough the creation of time outside of the capitalist mode of

production(Valle 2015)

The commons is inherently related to forms of enclodunebaugh 2014jncluding the
enclosureofnowa ge d f or n{Humphfies @980 Masedled1995; De Angelis 2004)

During retirement, several participants reflected on this seresching out to find new

purpose Peopl eds |ives become somewhat rel easec
is the search for social activity. APCG was a good exartiptetbfouglthe creation of

entirely new friendship groups, muntych | expe

Inclusion Officer for Cardiff West who worked with the garden:

oYouo dever know that they may never have known each other before rocking
up to that groupit's like an old married couple someafogm,and that's the
pointthey've got to that stagbere they comiortable with each other, and they
trust each other and it's possibly a whole new circle of friends for those meop/
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Therefore, while some have suggested that it
commons (in particular iromparison to the traditional rural commons, where there was

arguably more familiaritgflarvey 2012; Huron 2015) t he oOstranger 6 el e me
quickly dissolved as people share these experiences together over a period of time. This form

of O0strangero6 socialisation was more apparen
the comingogether of individuals in a working class estate amongst people who already had
pre-existing social relationships. While communities are notgivyae, but are constituted

througfthe act of commonin@ibsonrGraham et al. 2016bhis reflects how such gardens can

also be about nourishing peristing communitiggiond et al. 2019)

Euler(2018)claims that the commons must be built around two spheres: the first being basic
livelihood and biological reproduction; and the second beinty@mrent in directly

reproducing and producing the conditions for this livelihood. This contrasts with the capitalist
satisfaction of needs which is determined overwhelmingly byrakifiig(Euler 2018)

However, focusing on physiological or biological reproduction, particularly food, is problematic
since it doesndot represent peopleds | ived ex
doing so can neglect the processes of soci al
distinct a physiological or biological need. Cand@los#)and Quested et g2018)argue

that social motivation isten the most significant element for gardeners, moreso than food
production.However, Katrin{2018)claims thaif food is the principle physiological need of

these sites, and it is exogenously met (by buying food), then people no longer engage in that
activity (of urban gardening) and as a result lose several other fulfilling elements of those sites
(participation,dentity, creation, understanding and freedom). However, | am reluctant to

suggest that the social experience igpadolct in this way. Several gardeners explicitly noted

this also, suggesting that it was far easier to simply buy food than to gooum.their

d tnbost onl y the gardeni ng, It 6s meeti ng p
coffedia social life occasionally. We meet up on a Thursday once a month and

have a few sherbets. It keeps the community spirit going. | wouldn't say that I'm

really ito gardeningt's nice to grow your own veg and If it fails you've always

got Salinsbury’'s. You can't rely on itévYo
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exercise, put a couple of plants in and if they come up, they come up, if they
don't, t hey donédt. o

Instead, it is about the simple pleasure of collective and sodiaskfan at HDCG claimed,

o/ coul dndét be here i f It was mi serabl e. o

Some londerm plot holders at the allotment described how this was a space that changed

based on their positonandr@at i on wi th wor k. Thus, rather t
s p a leegotd work and hom@een et al. 2016)hese spaces in fact exist in relation to them,

rather thanbeyondahem, and are often structured by other necessities, like family or work
responsibilities. Though a lot of the allotment gagdewere new retirees, others had also

been members for much longer, and therefore often reflected on their experience at the

allotment now, as a retired person, compared to during their working lives. One gardener, who
has been a member of the allotmginte 1969, and used to work in the Steelworks in Splott

(as did many gardeners here), stated:

oTo cohmeer eupafter a weekobs wwaslkeavas a wonc

therapyattimesto get out of the steel plant and in the fresh air and. eldoy

'gfl.' Sp/ot Steelworks in 1964

Image source. Wales Onliff019)
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Today this gardener is retired, but still comes to the allotment several tima$paimadky
forot he assqpaeica |heotdld mefsin tlds/sénse, the meaning or value of the allotment

has shifted from one of escaping the harsh environment of a steelwork factory to a distinctly
social experience:

ol nitially you do ( mi ss radeshiprandmhg ), becaus
banter, but thatdbs availablerndup hereéThe
Doctors, bank managers. | tdés [ nteresting
perspective and their history of work. And Ahmasl fr om Afghani st an,
of cthaeasters. Hedbs an [ mam from the Mos

cul ture works and you have a better unde

These spaces can therefore be defined by peo
fresh air away from the factory environment (quite a common understanding of the traditional
allotment, which developed in industrial af@aton 2015) As another gardener at the

allotment noted, who was retired but his wifestilhsvorkingo / * ve r et i red now s
different for me bulk aurahas a pressurised job so it means something different to you and she
comes down for reliefherefore, while there was some amount of ability for the space to be

flexible sEpepedbpkedeeds and ovacuumsdé within
the spatiality of this social side in more detail.
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4.2.2 Spaces of Social Practice

Though | have noted the importance of the active search for sociality in retirement, it is
importent to pay attention to the spatial dynamics within which these occur, in particular
because the commons and commoning have to assume a shared spatiality to some extent
(Chan and Zhang 2019 retired person could quite easily find social experience through

other means, such as in cafes or pubs, for example (and they do, of Bslisdipway

(2010b, p.911notes, such selietermined practices beyond capital are inherently spatial, e.g.
ohere i n Chiapas, here in thiseshaldo al centr e
ot h e rlwaoukl argue that this experience of social gardening is distinct from other social
experience in other places (e.g. meeting friends at the pub) precisely due to its potential for self
valorising social practices that are fatetitin the garden (unlike irpab, which is generally a

less enactive social experignce

A gardener at APCG recognised the spatial dynamics as interconnected with the social aspects

olt s that being part Iinvdivedansgmethiogp, not b
iIs what | get from it. Because [|0O6ve got
get my hands dirty. o

The distinction here between their own garden and the community garden (in this case in
APCG) was cleéit was not about gardenitgt it was about how this space facilitated a social
experience which is not possible in their own garden. One gatden®e that they
intentionallyjoined the allotment in preparation for retirememtd | askedavhy they had

chosen the allotmespeciically:

ol think I f | had the garden the same si

mostl!l y be [ awn. /'t s the camaraderi e of
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Again, this gardener is referencing an explicit spatial dynamic here, contrasting his own
hypothetical personal garden with an allotment space which is inherently social. Therefore,
these are not spaces of privateenchment but a searfdr cooperative and social

experiences, and these spaces seem to provide the structures for such desires. This also

demonstrates how neithgardeningor food growingre satisfactory explanatory dynamics for

involvement, sinceid the social experience of these activities that people tend to prioritise,
which again disrupts the subsi20i8adogiemofor i ent e
the MaxNeef(1991)scale of needs.
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Figure2: Aberporth Community Garden Gates

Figure3: Hendre Community Garden Gate

However, what much of this ultimatelflaeted was a relatively binary understanding where
gardeners separated othe insideo from othe o
spatial dynamics and distinctions of each of theseAdlitefsthem are fenced off to the

0oext er na lwhilewanmundy,gar@gemsdre often celebrated for being more open and
inclusive, they usually remain gated, and in this case were only accessible on particular days and

times.

Despite this, it was also apparent that the boundaries of community gardersharere
porous and open than within allotments. In these two community gardens, somebody who

wanted to participate could turn up on the day of gardening and become a member through
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simply participating. However, the allotment requires formal entranaghhCardiff
Council s waiting list, as well as then sign
This results in a stricter boundary within a

bureaucratic, and financial.

These socialynamics are perhaps most obviously articulated when they held events for the
broader community, during which times they a
such spaces to the broader neighbourhood. The Resident Participation Strategyddfficer f

one of the Housing Associations (related to Hendre Community Garden (HDCG)) described

this as a mor e +parchu ngand odautovarsdbci al i ty:

0 Wien I've been thera lot of people come past and they lldafodor they

are pop in even ihey're not that interested to do the gardening sometimes

know some people come and they don't do a lot of gardenaifpknow

there’s this Polish lady who comes and she makes food for them and she makes

lovely stuff if they've got an event on and stwXe all these lovely dishes and

bring them overBut | don't know how much gardening she does so people are
contributing in these different waysey do quite a lot of different evemd/

do a summer f et e a,mhayll toladigra sale and theya wi nt er
can raise some funds through donatiGhghe communitgone for those

types of things.
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Figured: The largest marrow

Figure7: People socialising at the allotment veg competition

These types of events are quite common in such community gardens, where they might hold a

BBQ or lunch for the wider communijtgs a way of introducing them to the gard&hough

the allotment no longer holds such community events, it does often carry out events, parties,
and gatherings for the whole allotment site which produces a much wider social experience.

One of the mairevents at the allotment that | withessed was the harvest competition, where
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people would enter fruit and vegetables into various categories and prizes would be awarded.
However, while it is often understood that these spabesce social capital in the
community,wheresocial bonds in the community are developed and nour(gimtial et al.

2011; Veen et al. 201 6urther questions need to be raised in terms of the reach of this social
capital AsKingsley and Townserf@d006)n ot e, t hese forms of soci al
transfer ind the wider community or beyond the garden itself. Indeed, there are tenuous links

to the broader community, especially in the allotment but likewise in the community gardens.

While Bigell(2015)argues that the decline of social events in allotments are reflective of the
individual i stic environment of today, the ga
also can contrast withTthi s most obvi ously apggesdtonthat i n r e
the social and friendly spawé@/i/nan allotment contrasted t/ts/idat. Though of course

such an insideutside binary is problematic in many ways, an issue that | contend with

throughout this thesis by demonstrating their interconngciod only spatially insigeitside,

but also in terms of relations with the state and capital), it was interesting to see how the
gardeners themselves framed it in this way. People tended to reflect on how their participation
related with broader socatd political dynamics in society. While there was an element of
oescapingdé here, it was more a creation of s

rather than necessarily escaped it:

OAl | ot ments are good socwaditolalktoyolrhey ' re q
In the modern world nobodly bloody talks to you anywawu/d you say that?

You know you say O6morningdé and they [ ook
word they've never heard of before. To me, it's just bloody ignorance and

rudeness

This gardener reflects the type of social experiences that contrast with what he considers to be
an unfriendly omodern worl dé, a process reco
neighbours becoming increasingly alienated and withdrawn from orer éimathgh the

impoverishment of everyday Iffeederici 2018)Similarly, Bigef2015)claims that the place

bound and territorial nature of these gardens (and their empowering dynamics) contrasts with

(and appears anachronistic in relation to) the decontextualised postmodern worldedf unglu
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and placeless individudighere such enclosed places provided a sense of meaning and social

engagement for people.

Therefore, while there are debates as to the role of borders within the commons and
commoning, in particular its potential for creatidgfansive and exclusionary commons

(Cumbers 2015; Thompson 2015; Cayuela and Tornaghi Bai@)so potentially being

important forthe commons to thrivCayuela and Tornaghi 2018)is important to

understand what work borders are doing, since they are complex arfeeraritly negative

(Ince 2012)During the fieldwork, it became apparent that slocterswere important forms

of protection and safety for gardeners themgedgpecially many of the older gardeners, who
wereconcerned with crime, antisocial behaviour, odaiism. This was also the case within

the allotment itself, wheb®rderswere often monitored internally due to past experiences of
theft. This is an issue that De Ang@i3l7, pp.16d166)also reflects upoin relation to non
participants in the commons in Exarchia (Athens) and their clash with the participants and
surrounding neighbourhood through forms of-aatial behaviour. Of course, while such

forms of petty crime and astcial behaviour are undatedly linked to the destructive

dynamics of capitalism (poverty and inequality, as well as the destruction of strong societal and
community relationgCowling 2011;ag0b 2011; Lynch 2013) remains necessary for the
gardeners (in the commons) to deal with some of the social issues that capitalist society
produceagai n, demonstrating the i mpact of the
of a gardenThis reflects a theme identified by De Ang@i3l7)that is pursued throughout

this thesis, whereby the endogenous and exogenous are not separate (a binary reflected in the
institutional commons of Ostrom and the &apitalist commons of the Autonomists), but that

they are deeply inteelated dynamics that impact each other.

However, as | have touched on above, the spasdmrdered spadesre also inherently

social, and the gardeners tend to contrastiigefrom the outsidewnhich is not only felt but

is a physical and territafidistinction. It is possible that these borders create and maintain a
sense of common purpose and common identity, which of course can be recognised without
overgeneralising such claims as reflective of the dangers and evils of parochial and gxclusionar
politics (of nationalism, for example). It istiiceness of this social life that is important and
distinguishes it from broader social experiences in other spaces. For example, a public park
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which is open to all does not necessarily facilitate antcineaningful social engagement,
whereas these spaces are bordered and restricted (thus, are much less open than a public park),

yet the quality and richness of the social relations is notable.

The enclosedhature of these spaces contains an interogl system which is actively created

and nourished by the people themselves, which in turn creates a distinct space that further
facilitates and provides the opportunity for social pradtiegslore this in more detail in the

next chapter, but ultimdyethere is the creation of a constantly reproducing and mutually

reinforcing relationship between the space and the practices which define it. For example, in

the allotment there are several communal areas, but the most obvious one is a shared meeting
space/kchen area, as well as shared tool shed and small shop (where they sell seeds, compost,
bamboo canes, etc.). This area is where the most obvious social interaction occurs, when

people meet for tea and biscuits, or share tools togéthisris an inheretyt spatial and

structural dynamic, since without this shared social space, the social interaction would be more
fragmented (though, of course, social interaction also happens more informally with

neighbouring plot holders). Likewise, this shared spagesstated by specific social practices

and habits, such as having tea together, sharing stories and ideas, having general conversations
fixing machineryand in general enjoying time together. This in turn creates a set cmabits
expectationaroundthese particular spadésr example, in the allotment they ring the bell,

and people meet in the shed to drink ted)ich in turn reproducesnd strengthertbe social

aspects of thegarticularspaces. The same situation occurs in the community gandheme
gardeners meet in specific areas to oOoOresto t
around a shared table and chairs area. Thus, even though communitingeademll times a

social experience, sitting together in a particular areasuhis brings a distinctly communal
interaction ilmcommunal spac@eé har ed table). These spaces we
people practiced the most explicit and organised forms-oiaadigement, through collective
decisioamaking and planning, vai | explore in chaptes. | probablyspent as much time

sitting and drinking tea with the gardeners as | did gardening, and though initially | felt like this
was slightly wasted time (since | wanted to witness how they gardened together and what they
exatc | y di d) , I guickly realised that these we
significant a part of these spaces as digging, planting, or watering. In fact, many of the interview
guotes that are central to this thesis were the productwarsations had during such
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intermittent period$thus they were inherently part of the ethnographic method. It was clear

that these were the moments in which people built social bonds in a more direct way

This general sense of it being a space for r

significant:

A0l mi sl'8bewamestwith you. To mé was like losing a limt
affected me that badly. And on a personal,idest my mother in Juniast
year 3 months after we finished we [ o0ost

brother ared very well at the momeat.

B: Bubit does give us an escape from all of tbat

It was also the case that it offered the space for people to express thencewrs @nd
worriesioften to do with health (their own or a family member, usually), or again, things
happeningutsideSuch forms of offloading worries were extremely common, and
demonstrate hoforms of social capital allow for the developmérbcialsupport and social
connectiongKingsley and Townsend 2006)vitnessed an extreme version of this, where |
offered to help a gardener at the allotment who was struggling with their plot, because his

daughter had leukaemia. | documented this experience in my fieldnotes:

oMi dway t hrough, his wi fe came to the al
usual |l y ebbakester the flowesgarden at home and he looks after

things you can eat), and she was crying.
poor man, and | 6m about to witness him f
daughtero. He alisnkge d svhhey wsahse fdliudsntdetr erd, CC
turned and Dave (another gardener) was there luckily, so we started chatting. /

coul d see Dave |/ ooked worried tooéSteve
and he came over and sa&ihe,6sé6dandt worry,

remi ssionééeSteve had tears i n his eyes,
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only met this man about half an hour ago, and it was hard to understand how /
was so emotional about this. Dave was so delighted, and said he wanted to give
St e wife & Bug. You could sense a change in the atmosphere now, like when

a thunderstorm takes the humidity out of

This was an important example, in my opinion, of how these sites nourish social relations and
forms of care that are distinct withiege space$hough GibsoAsraham(2006)suggest that

these arentét simply acts of coping, the i mpo
be underestimated, as another gardener noted:

ovudbére out I n the fresh air, youdbre doin

youdbre fedépngsaeli you meet somebody and
helps you sort of forget about your worries and toings.

Another gardener suggestedthat p her e you dondét get that ani
ever ywher e, but Agarnboththrese saygegtthat the goaaklite of.the
garden contrasted with their worries and con
how the commons develops around a social need that contrasts with the dominant neoliberal
city(Cumbers et al. 201, Avhich can manifest itself in such gardens besipgca that is an

escape or relief f r(Sadra0hignderd, Ecpt(2CDB]1985)t he O0sy st
20l12has noted how such f oricalprocedses inetbecdmest®, ar e
and in this situation it can be seen that such forms of escape are not simply passive moments

but active moments of creating lives beyond these problems. As highlighted by the gardeners,

part of this is not only the vaglenating nature of the neoliberal city, but central to this is the
alienation of people from each other.

In the next section, | explore the ways that such sociality requires the negotiation of difference
within the garden.
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4.2.3 Negotiating Difference in tie Garden

Gardeners regularly suggested that these were spaces where people would come into contact
with, negotiate, and ultimately take pleasure in diversity. Crucially, this diversity was a strength
of these spaces wher e ingbuacemnwmatask whiclkecorarased/ e | | i
with the ooutsideod world. This, of course, i
(1999)concept of third placéplaces which are partly defined by the creation of a greater

sense of equality amongst peers. Thissltyawvas more apparent in the allotment, partly

because of its larger schlet also it was in an area of Cardiff (near Roath Park) that even

though it is considered one of the wealthier parts of Carditfiverse area (in terms of class

and race). Tarefore, this was apparent in the differences between the gardeners at the

allotment, where some would drive in their Land Rovers while others would catch the bus, for
example. | think this was also apparent in the aesthetics of theigardesiow day #te

all ot ment , |l would walk around and try to gu

aesthetics.

Figure8: The bourgeois shed Figure9: The recycled shed

Though of course arpre-existing structural inequalities are not challenged here, people
appeared to appreciate the diversity of these spaces that tended to dilute these hierarchies

(especially in terms of social status):
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0 P aharé now, just ngwie was deputy head or heafth department in the

school doing geograpi.e got Dr Petedenkinshere, Ron Walker there he

was a professorhere’s thdlad Professor as we call him over théfb e r e 6 s

Dr Gwyn Evand, think he's just retiredVext up there's a GP who has just

retired, Mair. She was a consultant in sexually transmitted diseases, and she had
a nice long title, and she saion't go through all that you want to do that

Just call me th€ox Doctord So that's how it work8V hen you'raip hereyou're

all talking abut the same thing, you're all supporting the same thing, all
togetheo

Thus, it is the flattening of social relations that is important, whereby certain social statuses are
not necessarifihe point of conflict (especially of feelings of superiorityfenority), but

become to some extent bypassed thraoubd' /s donen site. For gardeners at the allotment,

it doesndt matter whether you were a Doctor

ooutsideod worl d, wh ntewimereceveryone \aas singply a gaenérh e al |

at 6s a great [ evelling thing. Status doe:
/It we 6r e a@herlLikdve Lsed togy to ¢ha anhual dinner dance

[at the steel worksthe men had to wedre black tie, but during that everyone

was  he same. Youdbre all equal. | f youodr
tell . o

Thus, it is a suggestion that such spaces provide the context whereby such inequalities are
momentarily transcended by whatlase together. These spaces are not defined by feelings of
inferiority/superiority, even if they continuetoesxigsida n t he or ealplotwor | d o .
holder at the allotment described the loss and replacement of the camaraderie that he felt (as a
retired construction workeijnking this with the diversity at the allotment @sal giving me a

lesson in ethnography at the same time

oln one sense, [t (the camaraderi e from

up here. But a different type, becalise d on 6t know [ f you notic
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were having a cup of coffee, but the way the conversation was jumping from
subject to subject, did you notice that? Because there's so many people up here
that have a variety of occupations that the subjects cafigomygne area to

anothero

While this might demonstrate that demerdbecame involved ia process of learning, doing,

and being in the presence of difference (ideas, cultures, social (fassea) et al. 2016}

does little to challenge the existence of timespialities in the first place, of course (especially

where experiences of retirement might remain fundamentally unequal, due to variations of
accumul ated wealth and status throughout peo
of pluralism areisiply shallow, but it demonstrates how people value the sense and feeling of

equality that is omimickeddéd in such spaces.

In the two community gardens, this was a dynamic that was also apparent, but due to the scale it
seemed to be less noticeable. APGSS defined by a very mixed immediate neighbourhood

with a mixture of working class housing estates and middle class homeowners all on the
doorstep of the garden. One of the gardeners, Sandy, lived in a council house on the same
street as another garderieuth, who owned her own house. Sandy once reflected on the fact
thatdd here' s private homes and councitbwhitcto mes ar
Ruth was quite surprised and saidy you think s@..1 never thought af h againdSandy

tended to suggest that community work such as gardening was able to transcend such divisions,
though was evidently more aware of these class distinctions thaDREhwas far more
homogenous, since it is within a traditional working class suburb of dtanilifated by

estates (now predominantly Housing Association estates). But even within both of these
gardens, the gardeners themselves often noted the importance of meeting strangers in their
community, especially those that they would not usually niketriordinary dayo-day lives.

One gardener at HDCG, who | only met once or twice during my fieldwork, was often at the
receiving end of jokes from other gardeners, because they were renowned (and teased) for
being a kirtsedfd @ aadargdupentynowlan again, but also because they

were the only one who owned their own house. This gardener mentioned that this site was
important for him because in his neighbourhood, people tended to shut the doors behind

themselves after work and ommunicate with each other. Thus, he contrasted the isolated
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middle class community with this working class one, which he experfeocgdthe

community garden itselinderstanding the social and class distinctions within these urban
gardens is und@xplored, especially since people within them often emphasise egalitarian
instincts whereby people might downplay their social 6fatks1994; Bigell 2015as evident
here. | have suggested that these distinctions are certainly perdefseibtearticulated by the
gardeners themselves, but they likewise tend to downplay these distinctions in favour of the

egalitarianism of the relations within these spaces.

However, while these differences can also provide the context for greatmation,

learning, and mutual respect amongst difference, they were also far from cooperative utopias.
Since urban life consists of a number of people from different backgrounds with different
capabilities, skills, and interests, etc, then Sunddgfsdrclaims that antagonistic conflicts in

the urbancommons are unavoidabithough any outright form of antagonistic conflict was

less apparenespecially since as | note later, these spaces tend to attempt to avoid conflict

above anythingeBe d o suggest that there are much 0sc¢c
disintegration thatre not overtly conflictual. These spaces can easily facilitate the formation of
cliques that in many ways contrast this proc
the case in gendered terms, where undoubtedly there was a genderiagaésks (women

made the tea and coffee, mewhichd explordimtiee ndxte avy a
chapter), but also of social arrangements within the allotment. One of the gardeners at the

all otment told me thashedeyodonhéan/ gofbpetbet
andoyou candt swear ,suggestimgdhatthé sooil gxgetence withiny ? o

these sites can also be quite conservative. Another woman at the allotment reflected upon this:

d think if you spokdo allthe women who got in hettéey would probably say

that it's a male dominated constitution and the boys go up to the clubhouse and
they have their brew and a little banter but very rarely would you see any women
up there. | couldn’t be botheréd'think it's just a gender differendé an

extension of probably some of the older gentleman's workplace experiencing
and clubs, | don't know what their professional backgrasibdsl'm not a

great one for small talk anyway so | would see half an hourtgperds a

waste of time 0

116



Again, this gardener references (without ©pro
wor k, whereby mends experiences of a strong
tends to become reproduced withiesk spaces. Therefore, while some of the gardeners

above noted that there was a transcending of
in the gardeners (and that they were no longer distinguished by the status of their career), it was
alsothease that people could carry their habits
workplace intothesesoa |l | ed ot hird placesod6. The types o
Sundaresa(2011)claims that exist within the urban commons are of course a crucial part of
democratic practic@urcell 2017)However, given that urban gardening is often admired and
celebrated for the way that it facilitates democratipatidipatory encounters of various sorts

(Glover et al. 2005)his deserves further questioning.

Given thathe urban commons is defined by the coming together of strédgeya 2015)

and these spaces were not activist spaces defined by a particular political agenda, then it was
also apparent that gardeners possessed a range of different Political opdeiedsthe

political discussiona theg spacewerefrequent, which was to be expeaeatn that the
fieldwork was carried out in 2019 on the lead up t&J#&eneral Bection, in the midst of
Brexitnegotiationsduring the Extinction Rebellion and Climate Strikes, and with Trump in
the White House. These were all topics that were regularly discussed in thg fatden

likewise were at times explicitly avoided. This was evident in one of the community gardens
(APCG), where there were some strong Corbyn suppovwtbswWereactive Labour mebrers

in their community, and others who were Conservative votersa@callydespised Corbyn.

The result was that when politics did come utheasediscussions, it usually soured the mood

of the group and the conversation was quickly chahgisddemongates the difficulty in
separating the (formal) Political from the (everyday) pdlamather example of the

interrelation between the exogenous and endogenous within the commons.
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FigurelQr The Corbyn fans aberporth Community Garden

Yet, this was the experience predominantly of APCG, the community garden that was in a

diverse neighbourhood, and was less apparent in the more homogenously working class

HDCG. Likewise, m the allotment, disagreement was easieause of thstructureof the

spacéa gardenecould quite easily retreat to their pfdhey wanted to, thus there is no
necessity to maintain opeacedé amongst the ga
was one of the primary distinctometween Kropotkin and Ward. Wa(#i966)has often

emphasised the importance of small4adace groups, but for Kropotkin these small

experiments were inherently problemai@potkin (2001)argued that in small experimental
communities, th@ asper /i t i es of everyoneds whkBaasiact er é a
larger communities these difficultiesamwo ot hed, [ ess [ mpdwhs ant, an
dynamic is even noticeable within the small scalar differences in theBresitésre, in the
allotmentgiven tlat thesocial dynamicswese | i t t | e | e s sanppotentiad e 6 and
disagreementsereunlikely to affect the broader allotment environment or atmosphere.

Despite thisin the allotmentthere were also some clear divisions here between the left and

right wing gardenerBhere wergreople who were outright socialists and, on the b#ret,

some working class people who completely despised Corbyn, as seen in this Corbyn scarecrow
in the allotment
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Figurell The Corbyn scarecrow at the allotment

Such forms of negotiating difference were not only an observation, but likewise were apparent

in how | negotiated the practicalities of fieldworkiNé&&rman(2016)notes, it is important

not to smooth over theseacks which reflect a contrast between the ideological discourses of
commoning and its everyday enactments. In one conversation with a group of gardeners in
APCG, the discussion turned to the Extinction Rebellion protesters that were occupying Castle
Stred in the city centre. One of the gardeners;saidh y ar en't t hey out I n
pol | ut i ornThekawere erousnstances which | learnt how to manage without direct
confrontatiofisince | was deeply aware that | had to maintain a relaponith the gardeners

over a |l ong period, and directly confronting
sever that relationship. In this particular situation, it was a matter of questioning this viewpoint

in relation to our privileged positiontlhin a wealthy country that is the typical consuming end

point of this intensive production in China. However, this difficulty was noted in my fieldwork

notes:

0 S o meamnemtiened Boris andrump together as a lethal combo. Lots of us

agreedDon saiq weldbetter than Corbyn. He'll ruin the country just like every
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otherLabour government hast went quiet, a sour atmosphere. | wanted to
saysomething to counter this but realised | had to maintain a relationship with

him for the researca.

HDCG, whichwas the most distinctly working class space, was the only place where these
political discussions didnoét divide peopl e,
disenfranchisement and anger about politics. The political ambiguity and contradictions
throughot these distinctions and differences was also intriguing. As noted throughout this
thesis, at an everyday level people often practiced forms of mytwhichids a common

perception of such garden spag@ouch and Ward 1997; Crossan et al. 2008e gardener

at the allotment claimed thétome of the Tory voters here won't agree but they're basically
socilalists because of what they doeheechelp eaclther Bhough almost everyone here

was practing some form of mutual aid (and were far from rugged individuals detached from
society), this evidently did not translate directly to their macro Political beliefs. Therefore,
though the types tddloway@@&0oayighty gelelorates areagts/edhere, h a
there remains a question in such a cdrasxo how this relates with broader Political

dynamics. For example, the same-@otbyn gardener quoted above (who was also an active
member of the local Conservative club), regularly complained about the state of the NHS, in
particular in referencetoong wai ting | ists and issues with
and a recent diagnosis about his heart. It was an appropriate example of how privatisation of
the NHS was not something that turned this gardefterards oagainst the Conservatives

(for exampleto claim that the NHS had been deliberately underfunpiedatisedand

dismantled by the Conservatiaesl centrist Labour governmentsut instead produced an

intense loathing of the NHS itself, due to its failings in his eyes. Thiwizeahand relatively

bitter account from my perspective of the reality of fieldvsorkebody who | disagreed with
several times during the fieldwork, but felt I could not properly discuss these points. This was |
think symbolic of a broader dynamic iesk spaces, where political disagreement could

become limited because people were conscious of maintaining these tight social relations.

Urban garden spaces are often considanaitro fix to some of the problems of urban
isolation and fragmentation,Whé acti ng as o0t hird penbuegs 6 bey

1999; Veen et al. 2016jowever, as noted, these spaces are not necessarily separate or
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autonomous from work or home, but should be understood in relation to(8emneboom

2018) Inthe firsthalfofti s chapt er, | 6ve noted the wvariou
to fill in the vacuums in their livesnes which are related to their changing relation with

capitalism. This was seen in the example of the retired steelworker at the allotmemgdescribi

their changing use of the allotment over the years, from when they used the space as an escape
from the steelworks (and getting some fresh air), to now as a retired person using it as an active
social space. | 6ve al s ocesastwayof essapingethe gaatindge ner
and |l onely oOoOhomed6 during retirement, as wel/l
in this final section, as a way of creatisgy@®f egalitarianism in a world of inequality. In this

sense, these gps are somewhat open to creation and redefinition based on the particular
ovacuumso6é whi ch e mdévaguems that aré structurpdeirorgdtian foshe | 1 v e s
function of capitalism but also totseEmpyense o
mirror external social dynamics. Instead, what | am suggesting through such a vacuum
approach, is that people dondét necessarily <c
ways, but that they negotiate and construct ways of doing and bemgyigtatind fulfil their

lives in aspects that are neglected by daphalh ultimately are seiflorising. Therefore,

these practices do not emerge from an explicitly articulated refusal of capitdimray

2010a) but for positive and creative ways to fulfil their ffegp/ifeand sometimebseyonudit.

4.3 Seltdetermination

In this section, | focusn selidetermination as the other aspect ohsabrisatior(Cleaver

2011; Harrison 2011xand one linked to théynamicof alienation(Holloway 2010bHere, it

is also necessary to distinguish this with otherd&aiesiin particular autonomy and
autogestion. Autogestion in general refers tonselagement through theappropriation of
something, its use, and its value, sachfactory or lan@urcell and Tyman 2015y)hile
autonomy refers to n aapitalist, egalitarian and solidaristic forms of political, social, and
economi ¢c organization t hrough (Pekedlamdb/ nat i on
Chatterton 2006, p.1yVithout wanting to ovesimplify or dilute their meanings or differences,
or to become burdened by definitions and distinctions, | instead propose the concept of self
determination, which refers to a social process whereby people develop control over their
doing(both socially and individuall§jolloway 2010a)
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The focus on selfetermination largely emerged as a result of frustration with understanding

the politics of thesgpaces, and their noted ambig(ligClintock 2014)Indeed, why do

people come to this space several times a we
depend upon it nor is it enforced in any way? | am still not convinced that theehas

answered very well within the academic literdRasearch talate on community gardens and
allotments has highlighted how their rationale remains incon¢lusiner et al. 2011; Veen

et al. 2016)andl do notwantto provide a conclusive closwifjof the debate, but to draw

attention to the undeepresented elements of this

In attempting to understand these spaces more clearly, | regularlgdefiebbw Colin

Ward understood this:

oHe enjoys going home and digging i n his
foremen, managers and bosses. He is free from the monotony and slavery of

doing the same thing day in day out, and is in control of tHe jobdrom start

to finish. He is free to decide for himself how and when to set about it. He is

responsible to himself and not to somebody else. He is working because he

wants to and not because he has to. He is doing his own thing. He is his own

ma n(Ward 199641973] p.94)

Ward (199641973) was not ideologically posturing here, but was speaking to impulses that
people eacted in mundane spaces, such as in allotments and community gardens. While

Ward (199641973) d oesndt articulate the col liective n
which | touched on earlier in this chapter and explore more in the next ¢hggerains an

important point about seffetermination and alienation. From the perspective of this,thes

this provides a foundation for understanding the importance of these spaces to retired
gardenerdOne of themost crucial aspects of sidtermination is in termsaving control over

oneds own activity and s e d¢axplogeintthe eaextdactom ct r e s
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4.3.1 The Interrelation of Meand€Ends in Commoning Practices

It is very common for these gardens to emerge in sites of neglect and destruction, which is well
recognised in the literature, articulated often through a Right tayhefcativéMattei and

Quarta 2015; Purcell and Tyman 2QIR)is position suggests that these gardens are
reflections, however explicitly oironmempl i cit]l
beyond the alienating and undemocratic neoliberal city. Therefore, while CumbgBO&val.

argue that their selllorisation lies in meeting a social need through the reclaiming abandoned
land, | argue that it also goes a lot deeper than this througirctbdorms of seletermined
processeskather than a Right to the City or explicit reclamation of abandoned land, a

narrative which | contest in chapter 6, | argue that it is in general a far more vague instinct than

this, and one that 1isndt nece, baconfrontsmmare confr
general sense of alienation through direct n
particular form otloing(Holloway 2010a) It i s about a sense of <co

and practices, where peoplecaa ¢t t a c k t h e(WNard 189641978 /i ot O

a destructive way, but in a way whereby people are able to manipulate their own environment

to meet specific needs, rather than being adidrieam this process. People told me with

pride, often showing me pictures, about how they had transformed this space from wasteland
(even in the allotment, where people regul ar
a neglected plpor describd the whole site as neglected in thg. FEswas alsdescribed

by a gardener at HDCGvhere they took down an old fence and reused it

0 hey told us we could have this side of the gabllen, we had the fence
down before they could sa@jpnd take the fence dowirBut we used all the
wood then, to build the pergola, the fence, the raised beds, we recycled quite a

lot of it. Course then there was the pand.

This is a process of creation through reusing scrap materials in creative waysc¢barwhstr
change the space.tims sense, the meamsds dynamic | am referring to is in relation to the
ways that people directly experience, see, feel, and sense the consequences of what they do.
This is fundamentally a process of-determination, asspecific set of actions that take place

within and directly shape a specific space or environment. For HalRDA&Yp)

‘A Wel sh word that I|iterally translates as 6Godd, but
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understanding the $eletermined nature (or not) of labour is crucial to understanding Marx,
especially in terms of the contrast between useful (concrete) labour and abstract labour. The
former is selfletermined while the latter is not. Aslloway(2010b)escribes, in the process

of something becoming abstract labour, the enjoymefatrafis removed, since it becomes
structured by other needs and pressuresttarglalienated from the do&ome gardeners
articulated this as a sense of freedom through the simple pleasures of being able to rest and

work based on their own needs and desires:

ol 6m the type of person | dogaddn want t o
bcause | gets a bit boredél want to come
el se, and enjoy [t and then the next day
to come back up here to do somet hing el s
mightthinkb oh | 6 m not going up the garden tod.
garden | i ke, | 6ve been up there every da
got a [/ oad of weeds there and you think
And in the end, you lose that lithé of interest. But if you can keep the interest

goi ng all the ti me. o

This element of freedom provides the gardeners with the ability to slow down and experience

time (Miller 2012) For capitalism, time is everyth{ialle 2015)thus whether people have

control over their time in such spaces is crucial. This includes the ability to determine how to

us e o n ééwulingtthe tmee to resh frequently articulated sentiment amongst many was
highlighted by one gardener who told methato w we ' re r et i red, Sittir
pl easur e a dAnothér gadenerdtatédahatetiroment is simpdymission to sit

and do (which df coarge gontrasts it wittemployment and oppressive welfare
regimes)Therefore, while the garden can be a place to recover and recuperate from the

exhausted sefMuller 2012) this must also be understood in relation to activity. As Ward

(1972 n.p) notes,activitys a necessity of life, stnevero when we say we are d
we mean t hat we ar e Jdodathergvordsptifereisaputuadly t h a pur
reinforcing relationship between activity andicest without the other makes little sense,

though in these cases both aeelfy chosen.
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Therefore, there was asensaof 0 f r eei ng o6 o f (Vallé 202)which pepplec h

gar

tended to contrast with the structured and o

an i mportant el ement of o0doi ngo¢ i nfulwdike c
that is pleasurable and joyful, in contrast to the alienating work within caffiaditerton
and Pusey 2019Vhile participants of gardens tend to develop a deeper sense-béingll

when they experience a greater autonomy and fre@oested et al. 201,8he control over

oOmmo

the set of activities within these spaces di

work, as this gardener at APCG described:

OAny Jjob you have a certain [|evel of
rebellious or chaotic yare. The National Health Service certainly did, but

most jobs put a rigidity around you. But this is one of the things that's appealing

ri g

here I s that you're free from that kind

This reflects a common dynamic within such gardens whichheffepportunity for people
Ofo take control of their own lives and futofétond et al. 2019, p.47An exconstruction

wor ker at the all ot ment -basedauthoritg: si mi | ar

or el

OoReal |l y speaking here, yaamswalto.nmliet have au

only thing thatdés demanded of you I s tha
about the only demand thatdés made. And r
Ité6s not a demand, I t's part of what you
authorites | dondét have to do that, /! dondt h
have to go up the all ot ment today. | kno
freedom of choice, It makes a huge diffe

This dynamic was also apparent in the ealiseussed aspects of sociality and mutuality

during retirement, whereby people refuse their subordination in retirement through engaging in

these activities in the first place.
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Marx (2011[1932] p.55)alsohighlights that in a nealienated form of activity, the worker

ocempl!/ at es hi msel f | n,saggesting that'thigisalsdamatteroh as ¢ r
being able to express oneself through oneds
mirroring) of that. The r es spadeamfkeeibghsersingi s a
and experiencing the rewards of that work. This is a process where the means and ends are
closely interrelatéth gardener carries out a specific activity and sees or directly experiences the
results of that activityhis was nbjust vaguely important to gardeners, though, but also
provided a sense of achievement and innate p
own hands. For exampla community gardener described the psychological significance of

doing Osognertthdtnigve®d,n | inking the action with

o/ find it very soothing to the despair
our environment and how difficult it is to shift from a destructive interaction as a
species, buhen as | put my hands in the dirt and do something constructive,

do somet hing for the earth I n a very dir

This is a distinct sensory experience, where people are able to discover their bodies by using
their hands to actively createntfs around therfMuller 2012) which appeared to be also

important for retired gardeners:

d was looking fothings to do and | didn't want things to do just for the sake of
filling time. | can't do that just to pass the moyrimgnted to do something

constructive o

To some extent, this might be understood as a form of prefiguff@tiekstad and Gradin
2020), but specifically one that is attentive to the quiet politics of everyday life and micro
practices within it, rather than grand strategic ({Brexlain and Campbell 2016; Hankins
2017; Dyson and Jeffrey 2018; Carroll et al. 2@9hoted by the gardener at APCG, Mary,
there was a fundamental value in synalving your hands in the soil, digging, or planting a

seed and seeing it grow:
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a6Someti mes [ td6s just being outside. Even
garden is a bit of a mess, it is just an interaction. There is a feedback from the

S p a c ee wyrking with. And this is even more organised than my garden,

substantially more organised, and that has a knock back effect for me on my

own garden, [t helps ane t hink about what

This reflects the importance of purposeful activities witesetsite@uested et al. 201&)ut

ones that were directly engaged in a type of da@ifithe norhuman worldiincluding the

soil, plats, and so on, in what the gardener described as a type of interaction whereby there is

a feedback from these aspects. While themonan world is beyond the realm of this thesis,

it is an important point of possible intervention in understanding theesaaf commoning.

But, as |1 dve noted, it is not necessarily gr
here (even the small harvest is highly unlikely to be a satisfactory end to strive for), but itis a
processual dynamic between meardsand, specifically, being able to see and feel the

consequences of onef6s own activities in that

Gardenings ultimatelya set of interelatedactivitiegnot a singular activiigihd to some extent

there is an inherent satisfaction in growing a tomato plant from seed, seeing the plant grow, and
then enjoying the fruits tfatlabour a few months later. What is important is the process

whereby the gardener(s) is in full contrahsf procesand experiencesnd reacts to every

element of this unfolding dynamic. Howevsigda from planting the seed and enjoying the

product itself, the majority of activities in fact consist of far more mymdatieegRogge

and Theesfeld 2018)Gardeners regularly suggest hat t he obor i nv@g® wor Kk
in fact the most importafplanting seeds and harvesting, for example, are the more
ospectaculd@relements of what occurs heBeyond this, many of my fieldnotes aksfer to

processes which arendt necessarily considere

aHuge amounts ahe work done herand setting these places up doesn't
actually involvanygardening, e.g. painting fences, making stleasing
rubbishetc. Lots of it iug mundane andoring workbut why it is done, how

it Is organised, etc, is cru@al
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Whil e some of these ounproductived tasks (pa
relationship with any productive outcome (harvesting food), such bastnamaatwork

remains crucial but also reflects the general form afetetiminationlt was the most

experienced gardeners in the allotmespeciallythat undersiod this the mogtquite often,

new plot holdeswould undefestimate the hidden work tHeppens around a garden

(preparing beds during the winter, maintaining soil, collecting water, watering several times a
week, and weedihd his type of work extendgeyond the understanding of labour as either
productive or unproductive (in capitaligivialle 205). Large amounts of the work is around

the basic maintenance and reproduction of the spaces, and in many ways these simple acts
delay the necessity for further engagement with capitalist markets, and can, when extended,
contribute to theutopoiesigDe Angelis 201 A)f these siteto some extent. However, while

this may be the case, it is also certain that watering a plant, or nourishing the soil through
composting, iIis to some extent oproductiveod i
growing and harvesting food.tBagain, it is doubtful whether the amount of work required

within this process is worth the small outcome or reward (of the food harvested). Therefore,

while | argue that it was more abih satisfaction and pleasure of growing something from

start tdfinish (including all of the inteelated activities above), and being directly involved in

this process, the sense of having a tangible outcome as a result (even if it is minor) cannot be

discounted:

d think we are outpysoweredyenerally in societwith so much electronic
stuff and you don't have a prodaad | like to have @roduct,and so this gives
me a product whether it's a bag of beans or some sweet corn or pumpkin. /'ve

done something @& tangible o

This gardener at the allotment contrasts it with the lack of a tangibility in an electronic world,
again reflecting on a t yipseeworltl ofthegardem withéhe whi c h
outsideno r | d . I n this senseet drhmisree dved prndde § uesd0
without any outcome, btltere isalsoa constant negotiation with means and ends Wwele

bothregularly shiiihg. A the beginning of the planting season, g a r dltenate end is to

have some good veg (perhapshieysummer. Howeveoyer the winterthe gardener is more

concerned with improving soil, mulchitigying, repairing sheds and beds, cleaning tools
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preparing seedgplanning for next seasa@ig In other words, these ends are conktahifting
and eproducing themselves (seasonally) as all gardeners would say, a garden is never

finished

While Colding et al(2013)argue that the right to manage land is a crucial aspect of the urban
commons, the right to manage the processes that underpin the management of land are as
significant to the commons, if not moreso (since they underpin this macro land
managemenyVhile the processual element is crucial for understandirgesetfnination, the
gardener above also points out that the output of what he does at the allotment is significant,
since it is technically possible to bedstirmined in other ways without anyghtangible or

physical to show for it (if taking a purely processual approach). It is very unlikely that a
gardener would keep doing all of the above if they were not getting anything tangible from it as
a result, even if the types of sociality | refeweshrlier were crucial. As a segtired

academic mentioned, this contrast with his own work:

0 Bcause I'nanacademic and the outputs | havera@search papergat's it

But this is something tangible which is reallyerdgoe it's not REFriven o

This gardener therefore certainly connects this tangible outcome (of food) with a process that is

selfdetermined and not driven by external means and processes (the REF system in academia).

Another gardener at the allotment suggested the same:

o tls ago you get to eat fantastic vegetables that taste@ygod get wonderful
outcomeéeso you' r e, yowdgqirfhavedgandthen wuge f or a

eating it 0

Therefore, foodissignificant, but it is more in terms of pleasure and the process of growing

food (including the pride and pleasure of a tangible outcome) than a particular physical or

*Research Excellence Framework (REF) is the system for measuringuatthgvabkearch quality and impact in
UK Higher Education Institutions
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bi ol ogi cal 0 n e eRigell(201f5)also alaimsnhgt everndaring thedl ®76s.in

Germany (where there was greater focus on food growinghggfood in gardens was not

about material necessity but the pride and pleasure of growing your ov@eteodl

gardeners referred to this in ter (@8O0bpf pl eas
emphasis on the pleasurable aspect of concrete (useful) labour:

L a u r eah peopk do like doing that in terms of getting something out of the

earth o

Pete d mentioned earlier to youdm an economical point of view if you look

at yourlabour rates it just doesn’'t make sense

Laura o &ah like bags of carrot®ost39. Okay they don't taste as nice as the
ones hergbut we often say when we go home, we take,leearots potatoes

andwe say wedvouldn't get them any fresher thardthiso

Pete 0 Bt we had enough for a meal that'sat

Therefore, here are no productivist illusions within these spaces, even in the allotment which

are far more productive than community gardens. Timetisxoney hereégardeners do not

relate to the activity through the logic of quantity, efficiency, production, etc. If thinking in these
capitalistic terms, then these sites would ultimately be considered failures. Theiddfore, p

seems to be a fundameraapect of this dynamic, which is important, since food growing has

not always provided people with a sense of pride, freedom, or autonomy, something that is

often forgotten within the literature todagMduller (2012)noted, in the economic boom of

1960s West Germany, many people gave up their veggéalens since they wanted to

demonstrate that they could now buy food rather than grow it themselves. Thus, food growing

is not necessarily or innately an empowering act, but can often come from desperation and lack
of alternativessomething also noted inn (2012) In these scenarios, it seems highly

unl i kely that people considered this as an a
undoubtedly coerced into growing their own food out of absolute necessity (due to the various
socia] political,and economicircunstances) rather than any genuine choice. Today, in
contrastopeop/ e need not be ashamed of showing t

p u b (Milerd@012, p.219)nstead, such forms of urban gardening are usvidllynb v e d wi t h
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deep social and cultural meanings and associated with feelings of exuberance, joy and a sense
ofac hi evement rather than with coBmeithanda/ nts, n
Jehléka 2013, p.155)

Marx (2011[1932] p.54)also highlighted the importance of going beyond a basic subsistence

approach:

OoFor [ n t he f[@ade8yprgodctve lite itdelt dppears to mani f e

merely as a means of satisfying aiméedheed to maintain the physical

existence. Yet the productive life is the life of the species. lergéedering

life. The wiole character of a spedids species charadies contained in the
characterofitsifec t i vi t y;, and free, conscious act

character. o

Therefore, while it may appear that M@811[1932) is emphasising an innate human desire
for productive labour, he is more importantly éagsing that the process of free conscious
activity in the process of labour itself is fundamental. This, for(RGir%[1932), is also an
inherently creativandpractical undertaking his was also crucial for understanding the
distinctions with community gardens, where certainly the pleasusdisfiagtson of the

process was more significant than the extren

Although I have tended to articulate these forms edastfmination through a more

individual lens, it becomes entwined with the other icialgocess, thus sdiétermination

is a collective dynamic in these sites. This becomes more apparent in the next chapter, but even
in the earlier sections of this chapter, where | argued the social importance of these spaces, it is
apparent that the fims of creativity, the ways that people engage with tifecmi/their

hands, and the innate satisfaction of direct engagement with these activities, is to some extent a
collective matter. When people create something in the community garden, it is often through

a social process of deciding what to do, how to do ithendarrying out that action together.
Likewise, in the allotment, people build sheds together, construct things, design things, and give

advice and help to others all the time. This was also realised b{2®kifd 932), who not
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only appreciated that the individual worker became alienated frarbjéoe of their creation,

but that they simultaneously became alienated from one another.

One gardener at APCG even told me that this was a reflection of the socialist ideal when |
asked if they considered this a political spaa@;f ¢ o v r &secialistideal isn'tirdl t ' s
work together, to benefit from the fruits of your latimother gardener at the allotment

reflected on the simple pleasure of achieving something:

oThat 6s exactl! y what you do, yed switch
hard, but you feel as thoughdédywyeudbve achi
achieved somet hing today, | 6ve done t hat
chalb..you come up here and | go hosteatteredometimes, but feeling

pl eased wit h nsyosnedtfrhi nlgb.v el Gavceh i veovrekde d h ar ¢
mont hsé time |61/ get the benefit of tha
better, | 6ve picked a few beans now t his
tonight. Nothing sprayed, nothing like that, picst the beans, fruit, tomatoes.

/t's good. | | ove /it | do.o

| think this was a significant part of its importance for a retired gdittenprogress and
movement, rather than the static sense of hopelessness that many suggested they struggled
against in the process of retiring (as a springboard for coming to the3disites)y ordinary
sense of movement through achieving and striving for particular ends in a garden space is
crucial more generally, whether referring to the ways thatdee@arinteract with and shape

their environment, or the pleasurable process of growing food (including harvest).

As Eizenber@2012)argues, these environmepisvide the space for altermas social

practices that confronts the alienation of people th&mn environmentsgs well aa

psychological environment that provides an increased sense of control and b&loisgsg

crucial process, since through labour people become aliérmatethe object that they create,

but for Marx(2011[1932] pp.5@51)theo mor e power ful becomes t he
which he creates over and against himself, the poorer he limsatiner worldb e ¢ o me s 0
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Therefore, if labour becomes something that exists outside of the worker, as alien,
independent, and with its own fodéarx 20111932), then selletermination is a crucial
concern for noralienated labour. In the next section, | explore how thidetelfmined

process exists through the creative practicen thidse sites.

4.3.2 The Creativity of Tinkering and Reclaiming

Al t hough | dondt think the gardeners ever th
creativeper se, all of the gardens had elements of creatagty,in how gardeners reconstruct

an oftenabandoned space, but also in the more micro dynamics of creative practices through

the creative use of materialsandspbdei s pri mari ly involves a co
one which is highly creative. This was evident in each of the spac#segiwese all defined

to some extent by a DIY ethic, through the creative use and reuse of materials, for example.

This was seen often in how people appropriated scrap materials from various sources, which |
described in my fieldnotes as likeb / r d sa maé& s m@t hey wuse any mater
This was a fascinating aspect of it from my perspective, and | think withqaiitgising

these dynamics, they do demonstrate the ability of the commons to appropriate from the

capitalist circuit, whichc@ontribute to theiautopoiesigDe Angelis 2017) further

described this dynamic in my fieldnotes:

oSi gni ficant amount of gi fting and repro
turn old boundary fences into garden beds, receive tables and chairs from

nelghbours, use old tyresgrow food, and sometimes take cutting from

random plants (in a public garden or overhanging onto a footpath, for example).
Gardeners often describe taking cuttings or full plants from an unwanted owner

as ol i berati ngo t he vpldpalattonshids githtodal y, s o me
super markets through a scheme call ed o6ne
being given bags of compost that cannot be used (perhaps have rips in them), or

-

plants thatare hatfe ad and need some TLC. 0O
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Smith and Jehdka (2013)suggest that these are examples of a typeedfsustainabilitilin,
a gardener at HDCG, was particularly skilled at appropriating plants through cuttings in this

way, as | noted in my fieldnotes:

oKeith tells me a story about when they
course, and around midnight, he was outside having a cigarette, and heard some
rust/!/ ing i n the bushes. [t was EI/in taki

hangi ngmowed, 0/t 0s

G

Figurel2 Recycled fence as beds at Hendre Community Garden

In HDCG in particular, the gardeners regularly took materials from skips or other sources
where they were going to waste, where they turned gazeldo into a decorative arch and
built the raised beds from an old fence that divided the garden. A gardener at APCG described

this:
ol 6ve seen somebody digging a garden and
wi t h tépeun?téieng t hemsahndt 6eb68 ki pbéanbend a

0t ake t hemb. o
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Muller (2014)suggests that the creativecpsses within gardens are seen in how people
manipulate their environment and learn new 8lglish as learning new ways to garden or

collect water, or simply by using water bottles to slowly release water to plants. This was also
apparent in each of the sites, where people would regularly experiment and devise new ways
out of necessifiywhether that was through building water butt collection systems, making sheds
and raised beds from scrap material, or taking cuttings from public or private spacgs (hang
over the pavement) in order to reproduce these plants. This demonstrates how the simple
pleasures of creation are crucial for engagement in the commons more(Bealgr and
Nissenbaum 2006)

Bigell(2015)has argued against the simplistic understanding of allotment aesthetics as being
parochial and conservative (especially in contrast to community gardens). The allotment was
defined by a lot of creativity, certainly, ahdesnthere were common elements between the

plots, there was also a certain amount of freedom for gardeners to be creative. The space is
somewhat adaptabl e t o semmayendlede aospace fortheirds and
children with a swing, otherave a big shed so they can sit around in between gardening

(especially those that spend a lot of time there), and others may be a more pragmatic approach
that keeps their workload as little as possible (simple planting-grasy stuff, lots of fruit

tees and bushes rather than annuals, etc.).

mirrored their different personalities in their plots:

o he guy up there is really organised... everything is bang bang bang (reference

with hands if everything beingsquares etch.0 m s ur e he gets t he t
o u t wrLsn't like that. We just use things, recycle them, reuse them, remake

things. You think of matefidifferently. We grab stuff from skips you koow

In the allotment, there were the more bourgetyiges sheds (which were prade), as well as
the more aéhoc and random sheds that people put together out of scrap material, as a

gardener described:
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oYeah, it was all recycled. An ol d shed
bits of that. The door and the windows were secondary double glazing from my

house. The back windows were from a skip. The roofing material | was given
because itwas leftover and t he wood was an ol d fence

now | am retired youdbve got ti me. O

This gardener also crucially links this to the time that he now has during retirement, where it

was possible to spend an afternoon / ¢ k7 ng o0 v eeod and gickirtg the goodr ot t e n
s t u f Anothar gardener at the allotment, Steve, who used to work at the Cardiff medical
school, uses metal poles around his plot that he rescued from a skip when Heath Hospital (the
University hospital) was being built i@ 1960s/70s). This was seen almost everywhere, in the

way that people tinkered with their space through creatively reusirfiftingsmn ol d CD® s

repel birds in an allotment, turning old baths into ponds, or using old tyres appropriated from a

garage gdanters.

Figurel4: Tyres as planters in Aberporth Community Garden

P g P i e = -

Figurel3 Old CDs in the allotmen

136



Therefore,certain commodities become the seedHerproduction andeproduction of the

garden dutopoiesisthrough these creative practidésugh of course capitalism can use the
commons for its own endand regularly doesj is also the case here that people are able to

turn the products of capital into nroammodifed material, actions, and practices (for

example, the creation of compost created from the waste of commodified\&bdpted
previously, gardeners exploited ruingdd commo
where the gardens received damaigeas from supermarkets such as Lidl, which included

bags of compost with tears in them or plants that were considered unsellable. In both of these
examples, Lidl were unable to sell them, and therefore they were considered of no use to them,
and thereforehey no longer were considered commaodities.. However, for the gardeners, their
usability did not chanfjghe compost was the same with or without & &earthe plants

required a bit of care and attentiononsesodonurt
to members of the community, in the process raising funds for them3diussgven if they

no longer had an exchange value, their use value remained the same. These are examples of
how gardeners engage wit h tréackimelementsoftieal 6, bu
capitalist market for nezapitalist purposes (such as making their own compost). One of my
contributions to both of the community gardens was establishing a \iiertrersd worm

system (out of plastic boxes) where the worms diawe the scrap food and produced

compost fertiliser. The worms were purchased from a gardening shop on Amazon, which was

delivered by post to my home address (since worm composting depends on a particular type of

worm, not a usual garden earth worm).

& i

Figurel5 The worms delivered by Amazon Figurel6: The wormery at Hendre Community Garden
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It often appeared that a lot of vernacular creativity emerged due to a lack of resources, but also
aDlYethicand peopleds desire to experiment with
constructive and tangible aspect that | have already mentioned. Some of the distinctions and
variations between the gardeners in the allotment was also interesting, especially when
understanding the diverse class dynamics of the gardeners. One morning, | interviewed a
professional couple (the man was still working in a university, the woman was retired) who
occupy a plot in the allotment trodigmethad known
of gardening. Though this type of gardening contrasts with the traditional method of allotment
gardening that remains predominant in the allotment, it is also highly organised and ordered,
and the gardeners in general wereneall on the ratter, went to workshops, and spent huge
amounts of money to create and reproduce this method (which amongst the majority of the

more working class allotmenteers, was certainly considered a bit of a bourgeois method).

Figurel7: The Experiment at the allotment

The following day, | spoke to a working class man, in his late 80s, who used to work in the
Steelworks in Splott. His humility in suggesiing dondét know why you wan
dondét know anyt hi ng,wadnotthe magensehe hag averywvello f gar a
articulated philosophy about what he was doing. | spent a bit of time at his plot, and it became
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apparent that the methods he was piagtig wer e simil ar i n some way
from the previous day, except it emerged fvemmacular practice and learning by doing, as he
explained:

awell what happened was, the fella that was there (next door), he was an old

fella like, he died he did like, amatoticed he never used to chuck anything

awaylp the top theregthere used tbe a place whepaud take alyour

rubbish likeyou do get in gardeningbrouts wheryou get the stemiou got a

Job to get rid of thepbecawe they take a long time to rot awd&yd he used to

be over there, and he'd be digging a trench, dig a aeddfe’'d put all the

stems of the sprouts at the bottom, and he'd cover it up, and wizstdmwng,

/ didnd realise It, is like with allotmegrdu carl say come over here every 5

minutes and water runner beans and all that, but when that was hetting, t

sprout tops, they rot awagdit's keeping the mdige in the ground Because

my experience, | didnét go to coll ege or
about my work | was doing, | worked i n t
you talk aboutgyr deni ng, you're [ earning all the
growi ng? Whatdbés the matter with [ t?6 And

brain tells me | 've took something out s

Ultimately, what this gardener esdribing is the importance of learning through doing and

through vernacular knowledge, which is itself a highly creative process, though he claimed that
itwas jusb ¢ o mmo n Susck knenvedge ultimately emerges out of necessity, with the
gardenerstatgo / candt afforcehraaadgpayo A6habdtagder c
also about experimentation to make their lives easier because, as he centinted,s har d w«
fetching buckets and wateréngery daybut you can do something like that, ti@sture is in

t he g Alasuelletts @type of trial and error approach of creativity, where people tinker

and experiment in ways to meet theirownnéetsough 6t r i al and errorod
associ at e d(1984[1916) pesephyyitissalso one that was repeatedly used in my
fieldwork by the gdeners themselviés fact, a gardener at the allotment claimegl v e r y t hi n g
s trial and error, aastlatememyg thasoleseabpk

philosophy extremely accurately. However, while it suggests an almost scientific approach to
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these spaces, trial and error is itself a highly creative process of engaging in activities over time.
These are practices that highlight the forms of joyful doing that radigaited work and
useless to{IChatterton and Pusey 201@here ordinary people have the opportunity to shape

their own landscap€€rouch 1989)hrough these practices.

However, | alsoaution against seeing these forms of vernacular knowledge as always

progressive, since at times they appeared to be conservative and risk averse. This is seen in
peopl eds adherence to traditional garideni ng
the allotment. In fact, many of the retired gardeners mentioned that they learnt gardening from
their grandparents, and in this sense, they might be referring to gardening methods from

around the late T®entury at least. Most obviously this wasikatéd through a sense of
scepticism towards 0newoO honedardenat describediitah as o0t
obl oody rublansgdhdémhest dodiag /istodne t al k in the coc
approaches to gardening (including aesthe}icHtigrefore, triahnderror and

experimentation can also be inhibited by increasingly rigid cultural habits and expectations that

develop over time.

|l ndeed, vernacular knowledge doesndt necessa
way but can result in extreme resistance to change, too (even if it might be positive, such as
banning use of chemicals). While allotment gardens create and sustain norms and social
pressures that govern these spaces, including through transferring kroweletitpe around

gardening practicéBarthel et al2010; Colding and Barthel 2018)ese norms that are

sustained over time can also become rigid and resistance to change in a negative sense. This, |
suggest, results in a form of creative impotence, that is not only reflected in the maintenance of
conservative practices (such as pesticide use) but also in the aesthetic rigidity of the allotment at
times. Bigel(2015)argues that the design of allotments remain relatively sporadic and

i ncoherent, in particular i n comparison to f
is the case, this infornitglcan also be highly conservative, since there remains some resistance

to creative design. | walked around with two allotment gardeners who had volunteered to judge
for the annual veg show, and what became apparent was that there were clear allotment
aeshetics that were appreciate@at, tidy, clear lines and borders, ordered, with perhaps

some mix of flowers (but not too many flowers). From my perspective, there were some far
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more creative designs of the sites that were overlooked in the compefitiarpfice
gardening perspective, or others that were <c

predominantly growing flowers on them (with some veg intermingled).

Figurel9 The traditional veg plot at the allotment

This is a distinction between what Bi(@dlL5)describes as the struggle between the utilitarian
vegetables vs decorative flowers. Therefoh{iber (2014)notes, creativity can only truly

emerge when there is a certain amount of freedom for people to experiment without too many
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rules or regulations. It is clear that allotmerslafined by very strict rulggidance, and
plans[Appendix E](the contracts always state that the site must be used for food growing, and
there are regularly guidelines and advice regarding design for allotments), but this is not only a
formal mattersince there are historicatlgveloped and concretised social and cultural
expectations that contribute to the sustaining of this rigidity. In this sense, being creative within
that space is hindered both by the relatively strict bureaucracies, buthedadkyof

consistent coperative and social work in comparison to a community garden (where the

whole design of that site is social in nature), which can and does disrupt these ideas through
cooperative design. This might reflect the historical deweltpof these sites, with the

allotment often considered a relic of industrial modernisation (and working class culture) and
community gardens as part of ffustindustrialmodernity (and the counteulture of the
sixties|Bigell 2015)

Even today, there is a lot of scepticism towards more aesthaiicadlg plots, or towds

different methods of gardening, as one gardener mentioned:

OQAt that time there was the real old guard here with Keith and the gang of
people who were all in there, and they run the committee and they were pretty
old fashioned guys. There was a loastial racism and that sort of thing. | was
the first one to try and put raised beds on this site. | remember one guy coming
around and sayiriyhy are you doing it like th@hd | was like wow this is

quite a common way of gardening in lots of péaBesnow you see the

mayjority of people grow in raised beds, there's very few people doing a

traditional open allotmén. o

This is an example of how allotment culture and aesthetics can change over time, but it is
relatively slow to do so due to its consesvatindencie@-ollmann and Viehoff 2019)would

therefore suggest that while vernacular knowleddpee @source of creative experimentation,

it can likewise be quite restrictive to this process too. Ri@EH)argues that this idea of
allotmentsasprofbas ci st , competitive, and exterminat

does a disservice to their ambiguity, complexity, and change over time. A2BRigietl. 114)
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notes, thisreflectwv@ e/ / t / st demoni zatda [omhdedigrgtethek i ng c /|

creation of a vernacul ar | andscape by common

However, there was an aesthetic rigidity that was far more prevalent in the allotments than the
community gardens, where there was a much more general appreciation of experimentation
through gardening and with the aesthetics of the space. This openness to creative
experimentation was importéseen in how people reuse material to reshape their

envirmmment through creative experimentation. As a member of APCG told me, explaining her

idea to weave recycled parachute rope through the steel council fence surrounding the garden:

oWell| because that area I s Igoksst tar mac,
dreadful. Even with flowers it looks dreadful. So, we needed to soften the

out!/ ook. | think it just personalises It

Figure20r Softening institutional boundaries at Aberporth Community Garden
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This was also relevant@rms of what people tried planfirige community gardens were on

the whole more open to experimentation (and, ultimately, failure). For exank{ide; &

they had tried (and failed) to plant monkey nuts and ginger. Because community gardens are
morecollabr ati ve in design, and dondt rest on su
tends to be more creative openness in this way. As noted, all community gardens look and feel
different, but this is largely because a community garden should byntstwer reflect a

diverse set of people and their ideas, aesthetics, values, principles etc. In many ways, both
community gardens were a type of deliberation throughitimngensus emerged through

doing, as much as througieaking, directly reflectingyae of epistemology of the hand

(Brinkmann and Tanggaard 20110¢xplore this dynamic more in the following chapter.

Though these spaces always rely on ingenuitycsative processes never reach an end

(Muller 2012) This demonstrates the contrast between community gaadgmoviding an

environment of untidiness and openness in comparison to the predefined and regulated nature

of allotmentgMuller 2012; Follmann and Viehoff 201%hus, the creative process islfts

determined by the social relations within the sites, as well as the structures and histories of

them. In the allotment, though it was also apparent that the aesthetic design of the plots

remained quite diverse, there was undoubtedly a stricter eldmdret an allotment garden

shouldook like. This is the primary difference between a community garden which is entirely
collaborative in design, and an allotment site which is separated into individual plots, and while
this does remain a social process (since gardeners regularly rdirroramf | ect each ot

design), it can also result in it being relativelyc$lamging and less creative.

Therefore, whilMuller (2014)suggesthat gardening is a set of practicesforn di ng one d s
own expression i n t helhavwe sudgestet lserethét this remainsa o wn
fundamental process of sa@dtermination, and orhat is a creative process of tinkering and

reclaiming materials to meet peopleds needs.
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4.4 Chapter Summary

| will briefly summarise by using the words of one of the gardeners, which I think is reflective of
the general principle of this chapter, butco@iltin neat |l y fit i nto any of
found that it crossed over each of them. Although it is a very long quote, | feel it is necessary to
be read in its entirety to do it justitbis man waanotherexsteelworker in Splgtandin this

discussion he was trying to explain to me his philosophy about gardening andigvity he

oTal king about my works, a [ ot of the fe
avhat the hell you go fishing fok8een them fishing in the lake, pelting down

wt h rain, | thought oOthey must be madéd.

catchnothingi f t hey dondét catch a fish what do

éAnd so, | thought | f you dondét go fishi
Anyway, | went with them, and | useditaover there fishing, never caught
anythingéand i n the end | wus?eZd to go ove
o6cl ock or half past 2 | 'd be over there
and | 6d be fishing out tlenee,holmed alma o d
sayavell what was you thinking about over thereGthing...your mind just

goes. Your mind goes in a blank, with the pressure of work and all of that, /

went over there with a fishing rod and all that, on my own not talking to

anybodyl 6d be [ ooking at the channel and yo
and you might watch the ship, and you se

What [ 6m trying to say to you,yad f we don
say welivhat the heck dpou get out of this? é Wtwo sons they démtave no

interest inthe garden, ad they saygwvhat doyoudo all that foP 6 say,0/ih 6

going over the garden for an hour or two hou¥sey Baygwvhat ford ghtR

welll nd growing abhis But wihat dgsou get out of itBandt h e y whatavgs, 0

you thinking about wheyou were diggin@2but Ity relaxationlt 6 s | 1 ke you
know your studying, youbre trying to | ea

properly because the point is you never actually study like things like what do
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these people see with a rod and all that going over there, hammering down with
ranéand comi ng Gaodiaay o fisking siever caogpt anything
like.olt 6 s somet hingoyou canét explain it.

This gardener is also speaking about the quiet forms-adilsei$ation that are relatively

hidden, and are difficult to decipher litthey aredone.lt is possible that the workers from the
steelworkwould use this fishing experience as aaklfising activity that directly contrasted
with their worKin other words, it operated in the vacuum of capital, not only physically
(locatel elsewhere), but also mentally, socially, and praesipedlitingln this chapter] set

out to explore the sellorising aspect of these urbangardénss 8§ e it i s uncl ear
these spaces are meeting, there is a necessity to develop stanaidgrof this through the
process of selfalorisation, whicexisti n  t h e -iievspaces of oapital. This is an
approach that deserves further attention to understanding fateerpolitical power lies in

such spaces, while also cautioningnsigaveiromanticising these practicesexploredthis
specifically through two broad themesagfiality and setfeterminatiofiaspectsvhich

contrasted in various ways wiftl outsid@ultimately, as dynamics which emerge because they
are unable to be et directly through capit#ls Holloway(2010b)notes, these are not
autonomous practices, but mgrashesn that direction, that push agaitie /ogicof

capitalism.

Using this chapter as a springboard, in the next chapter | explore the dynamics of everyday

communism as an important act of commoning in the sites.
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5 EVERYDAY COMMUNISM IN THE GARDENS

5.1 Introduction

ooCommuni smo [ s not some magi cal utopi a,

to do with ownership of the means of production. It is something that exists

right nowithat exists, to some degree, in any human society, although there has
never been one in whi@verything has been organized in that way, and it would

be difficult to imagine how there could be. All of us act like communists a good
deal of the ti me. None of wus acts /|7 ke
S 0 c fie thessense of a society orgamigeclusively on that single principle

could never exist. But all social systems, even economic systems like capitalism,

a

have always been built on top of a bedrock ofactually st i ng communi s m.

(Graeber 2011, p.95)

From Darwinds bul | (968 rHuwxldey ,0ft ¢ hHa rcdhimmibosn s ,

thatot hereds no spycand hRaogk abes Goel/ feit yw geneod,
justification of the saliterested and maximising individual is embedded in the logic of

capitalist society. In the literature reyiehighlighted a general binary tension that understands
urban gardens as either neoliberalised spaces and practices or as potentially transformative
postneoliberal opportunities. This was most explicitly seen between those that emphasised the
process bneoliberal subjectification in these gardBaslup 2008; Rosol 2012hd those that
identified their importance as sites of sociality, community, and mut(@fcadan et al. 2016;
Cumbers et al. 2017y he problem with the former is that it not only reduces the gardeners to
passive agentss(being duped by broader forces), but it can also unintentionally reproduce and
prioritise the centrality of capitalist domination, and in doing so provide a surprising
justification for the logic of Huxley and Hardin, an issue also noterhbper and @Gubaéic

(2021)
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In contrast, | have drawn on theoretical strands that tend to ereghessgilities beyond this

logic, including anarchigard 199641973} Graeber 2011; Kropotkin 2014902),

Marxist AutonomistHolloway 2010a; Cleaver 2017; De Angelis 2@hd) theorists who

occupy a more ambiguous political posi{Dawey 19541927} 1984; Ostrom 2000; 2008;

2015b) These three theoretical strands are all closely attuned to the possibilities that lie in the
interstitial moments of everyday life, and how these everyday dynamics can undermine and
challenge some of timost fundamentally accepted notions of human relations within
capitalismfor examplethat humans are séfiterested, selfish, competitive, violent, by their

0 n a t (lnge andl Bryant 2019; White and Williams 202@onsider the most fundamental
chall enge t o t [{20141902)sendnal wetk oo muduallaid. Métgl aid is

often considered to be a core element of commdiilegAngelis 2017s well as in urban
gardeningCrossan et al. 2016; Izlar 2Q18pugh it is often most closelg@sated with

distinct and explicit social movements and activist c(Hiutie 2020; Ruiz Cayuela 2021)

Indeed, mutual aid practices and networks have come to the fore recently, proliferating during
the COVID-19 pandemig¢Firth 2020; Spade 2020; Springer 202Z8)s is one example

amongst many of how mutual aid becomes an important and common practice during times of
crisisiwhat theOut of the Woods Collecte(2015)called disaster communism, to

intentionally contrast wiieind @014)disaster capitalism. Despite this, mutual aid has
frequently been pointed otd exist as something that is likewise a quiet and tacit practice in
everyday lif§Ward 1996; Scott 2012; Kropotkin 20[149€02). Kropotkin (2014[1902), for
example, documents not only mutual oaliidt iwalhd

realms, such as football and cycling clubs, and amongst neighbours.

However, since definitions and specificities of mutual aid remain relatively(rlosiead

Bryant2019) | fr ame t hi s (2000a2011,e201fhotiontofrevelydap(erb er 0 s
baseline) communism. While everyday communism is in masyawaxtension of

Kr o p o 2KL4[10@2work, it is also distinguished by drawing simultaneously upon Marx

and Mauss. I n fact, one of Graeberds final p
0 Mu t u gsee GhaelibiBand Gruba 2021) framed through his concept of everyday

communism. This concept invites an ethnographic analysis to the classiphtasestf r o m
each according to their afihdyhamic whiclhi Graebeac h ac co
(2011)suggests is prevalent at the everyday level, including in the cqfraehsr 2010)

However, Graeber stops short of detailing this form of everyday communism beyond these
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initial insights, but claims thativis pot ent i al l y enoommgtosurf i el d,
peculiar ideological blinkers, we have been unable to write about because we have been largely
unabl e (Greber2tdl, p.100) o

These urban gardening sites offer the possibility to empirically explore this dynamic. Initially, |

do so through exploring the spatial dynamics of everyday communism.

5.2 The SpatiaForms and Practices of Everyday Communism

Though Graebe(2001; 2011; 2014xtempts to distance the term communism from relations
of property and into the sphere of everyday life, in this section, | explore the ways that such
forms of everyday communism anerhselves shaped by the spatial and territorial dynamics of
the spaced.hese are dynamics which | pointed towards in the first chapter, and are broadly
reflective of the distinct elements of allotments and community géBaexks2015; Follmann

and Viehoff 2015)

As notedGr a e 1260d;®2@11; 2014heory of everyday communism leans heavily on the

work of Maus$2009[1947)and hi s wor k from 6the Manual of
wel | as ®R01H[pOO62ZQMutuah Aids ForMausg2009[1947), all societies are built

on forms of comranism or individualism, with both always present to varying degrees. This
refl ect s (264[OP2pa vkn ntdlseor i es of mut u2014 ai d. Th
[1902) work is often critiqued as idealistic, Ince and Br{giiB) argue that it must be
understood in terms of its political intent
emphasised rugged individualism and competition, a point that Gf2@d&)also makes in

defending Mauss. Despite common efforts to dismiss thieftyyk as utopian, Kropotkin
(2014[1902) did not dismiss individualism, competition, or violence (within species and

between them, and within human relations). For both Krop(2Rit4[1902) and Mauss

(2009[1947), the task was to judge the respective proportions of communism and

individualism in a society, which is also how | am approaching this chapter.
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In the last chapter, | touched on the ways that these sites were imbued with dynamics of

sociality and setfetermination. To extend upon this, | explore how everyday communism is
distinctly spatial, which not only produces space but likewise is produced Byaswis|

(1996, p.112hoteso soci et y produces spacEizeaberd2012pace r ¢
argues thainpacking these spatial dynamics are crucial for understanding how the commons is
produced, managed, and sustained, including the social relations that produce it (the

commons) and the satirelations that it produces.

5.2.1 The Communal Practices of Everyday Communism

If everyday communism is a fundamental aspect for people working on a common project
(Graeber 2011}xhen this was embedded not only in the community gardens, where such

communal practices are foremost, but also in the allotment, whereby the site itself demands a
large amount of commal workT hi s r ef | e 01%)emplasision gprarhunas 0

labour as an important aspecicofnmoningwhich is the collective labour that a community

of commoners bring together for common objectives, and generally benefits the whole

community (and therefore is distinct froemmge r al s oci al l abour, whi ch
common objectivesJhis is how | understand communal in this context, too, though |

intentionally distance it from the | oaded te

Community gardens ofteshare space, water, and t¢@Ipitz et al. 2016Yeflecting its
overwhelmingly communal spatial practices, which was evident in Hendre Commueity Gard
(HDCG) and Aberporth Community Garden (APCG). Even though the allotment space was
relatively divided amongstploo | der s, t her e r ema(Dmkedndl ar ge 0c
Lawson 2015)n the allotment, the communal practices therefore piyrtank place around
communal areas, or at least any area that was not individual plots: the office/kitchen room; the
shared tool shed; the bathroom; the shop; the roads; and the shared borders (e.g. the
hedgerow). These are things that all of thehpliolers depend on, yet unlike individual plots,

there is no specific agreement as to who should carry out this communal work. Now that the
allotment is predominantly seifanaged, meaning that the council are less involved in
maintenance of the sitbetcomnittee would regularly organise work parties in order to

achieve certain communal tas&ditter pick, hedge cutting, or road maintenfasehis

gardener described:
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o/ understand that they [the council] wi
ontheradsi de, they sent the tractor up. | ¢
Because this place here now [the office/kitchen], we insulated the roof, painted

it all up. Same with the toilet down there, we cleaned it all out, we put the tiles
splashbacks up, pant! t he ff/ oor to get [t i nto a ni
nothing worse than having a rotten toilet in the allotment. Put the toilet rolls in

t her e, we put the soap I n there, and the

This gardener const amnde, revemnr si ft oh ed weads nant t
in all of these activities he described which, as | note later in this chapter, tends to sometimes
be individuals carrying out specific tasks for the common good. Some of the gardeners at the

allotment assaaied the development of this communal aspégbtbecoming sethanaged:

050% of our fees now stay here and we de
down there, solar panels are going to go up here, shipping containers. A big

change, and all for tltee t t e r . Theydbve cl eared more gr
plots. Before all the money went to the

as with everything it goes [ n the pot an

This gardener highlights the way that the gardeners had managatielgimprove the

communal spaces themselves through the installation of various things, such as large water
butts, solar panels, and shipping containers. This of course links to the creative aspect of the
previous chapter, throughappropriation of prticular materials for communal purposes

(such as a shipping container for storing tools). This certainly contrasts with their previous
usage, likely as a container for shipping commodities, and demonstrates the ways that elements
of the capitalist cirducan become reappropriated within the commons cii@aiAngelis

2017) Thesepracticesot only strengthen community and social relationships, but contrast

with the forms of topown organising and planning where peopleaifesleto influence the

process or outcom@ond et al. 2019)The gardener later mentioned to me, as we were sat in

one of these liminal spaces outside thygpsig container drinking tea and eating biscuits, that

the committeed dondét do t his for just one &ntiowo apéo

in the social programméd herefore, this gardener is describing these communal practices as
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somethig that can benefit everyone on the site, with a shared outcome and a shared purpose
between them, which is part of the (re)production of social life in the Apdedll explore in

the next chapter on the nature of forms ofrealiaged governance, athighlight how this
resulted in them being more responsive and efficient than waiting for the council to do these

things:

0So, somebody knew a buil der or somet hin
many people we can bring together to help spread thegeiclipg s é br i ng your
spade and rakeéand this | orry came and s
Junction. Needed a little bit of tidying up, but lovely though. If we had to wait for

the council/ to do that, wedd be waiting

Indeed, this is one dlfie primary points of the work on disaster commuriuat of the

Woods Collective 2015)vhere these forms alsorganised mutual aid networks do not wait

for the state, which can often be unresponsive and disinterested. Martin, the quoted gardener,
again reflects on this not only in terms of efficiency but likewise the way that this communal
practice is distinigt spatial. It happens in a particular space, in this case the roads, which are a

Il i minal space in the all otment that do not e
communal (such as the sheds) but provide the infrastructure that link the eliotghsin

communal and individual terms). Thus, everyone at the site benefits from this type of

maintenance of the road, while it also is socially carried out (through collective organisation).

Given the size of the allotment, coordinating this forooltdctive work was not easy, but all of
these communal aspects need a particular set of prattesbared tools are not simply

shared, but require constant maintenance, for example. As | will explore in the next section,
this requires a particular sétcollective and individual skills and arrangements to manage and
maintain these areas. However, it is also important to note that this type of cqmactinal

is responding to a social and collective need. This is defined by the relatively batkdess (
internally) spaces, where communal practices ultimately mirror and take shape in communal
spaces. In these situations, the individual and the collective is less divided or fragmented. This

is not a frictionless or unproblematic process, though.
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Gardeners at the allotment regularly suggested that there were problems of participation in

these communal practices, as Rhian, ahploer at the allotment states:

oSome people just want their own space [/
parties, iwill be the same faces, which is the same in any organisation or club
t hat you belong to. Youdbre al ways going

t hat 6s al ways the case. 0

This type of unequal participation in communal events and work was apparent in my

discussion with many of the gardeners at the allotment. It was also apparent that it was,
unsurprisingly, the retired gardeners at the allotment who participated most in these communal
practices. Ultimately, it seemed that a lot of this was quite nafisinitbyited amongst the

gardeners, an aspect tNaterman(2016, p.436a|l so i denti fies, as a pr
commoningé, which can threat ennstPadareflectyoi ng (

upon these difficulties:

oSome peopl e someti mes theydbre |7 ke, 06o0h
/i ke owell you can join the committee an
peopl e assume when | come.Nplwedogt t hat | é6m
voluntarily, you know?...like Iif you want to volunteer, and do It, you can have a
key you know, but you just have to sit there on a Sunday for an hour helping

ot her people. o

Therefore, there appears to be an issue whereby people can latspEndent on the existing
communal structures without necessarily taking part in them. As Paula ngteagby

something to the tosharing system (of being there on a Sunday for others to access the tool
shed), they benefit from it by ultimately impng that same system as a whole. Dan, a

committee member who runs the shop on site, also linked this to the nature of voluntary work:
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oThe first thing you have to remember

[/ S

of f you goéewhyuise yeokdyet igme 19 pedapeop

/It Webéve got to get a work party, we do
committee meeting every month where we sit and talk about what we talked

about [ ast month and getartiepsothiegsget y ou nee
done, as opposed to saying, o6that woul d

peopl e, [ tbé6s voluntary. o

Dan likewise links these problems to their voluntary nature, suggesting that there are too many

meetings and ideas but not enougloactnd tenuously links this with a lack of ability to

coerce people into carrying out such work (as it is voluritaiy)was reflected by other

gardeners, with one suggesting that the work parties weré-likee d Kar no & b/ oo d)

referencethdt di dndt wunderstand but apparently

me a

referenced some work that the work party had done, where they built a rainwater system, and

clamedot hat t hing down t h eRolbiealsostded simiymas eé @ gt hit 9.

I s what gets on peoplebs titséyoudbve had t ha
got a pl an [ o Ahisiinksate mymext cbhapter mry thre Btruggles ebself
management where, as noted here, it certainl

internal issues. This was more of an issue in the allotment, where the division between the

individual andhe collective was more apparent, whereas maintenance of the communal areas

was not an issue in either community garden, since it was essentially all communal work and

there was an expectation of broad participation at all times. When the startinfjtpeint o

all otment, and the norms and expectations

own plot, what happens to the broader collective needs of théwpade ultimately, all plot

holders benefit froifiis far more challenging.

In many wayshis is one of the perpetual questions posed to anaficstsnd how to

organise based on voluntary association, at any particular scalbit€@and Williams

(2018) these voluntaristic practices mirror anarchistic principles, since it is labour carried out

without coercion and for mothaneconomic purposesiowever, vluntary laboucarried

out without coerciooan also create ibsvn inequalities and injusticébese are therefore

e

problems to be grappled with, as a process (beyond an endogenous/exogenous binary), rather
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t han oneds t hdNotermanR016h @iverethat amarchiststofted provide an
important analytical point of suggesting that anarchistic behaviour already exists in the ordinary
situations of everyday l(\&ard 199641973] Springer 2014; White and Williams 2014)

ignoring these fliculties tends to produce an incomplete and relatively selective picture of
everyday |ife. Dr alnce(20d2)notesth& it i®possiblkto seedheow wo r k
certain spatial and territorial dynamics can be antagonistic, individaalistiompetitive,

while others will seek connection, collaboration, andfendsisation. However, individualistic

and competitive practicean simultaneously -existalongside collaborative and connective

onesin the same spaces, as is the case allttment.It appears that the same territories and
spaces can ekndflow between these two poléstimes they can depend ohnot exploit,

each other. This is seen in the allotment whereby the individualistic environment of caring for

0 n eowrspld depends on thability to use shared mowers and strimmers, to have access to
water (provided within the allotment but also through state infrastructure of mains water), and
even to rely on the social networks when they are unable to attend the glatéwpimre in

detail in the next section).

In contrast, people in the community gardens are not segregated into separate plots like
allotments, therefore, g@tactices are essenti@gmmunalln one discussion amongst the
gardeners at APCG, a gardener suggested the possibility of dividing up the plot in order for
people to take on more responsibility for particular areas:

Rutfr d came up with the suggestion that would anyonetasimow a

particular interest iaparticular ared.ike I6 d | be khe petsan who gives

the most attention to the courtyabdt it doesn’t mean doing it on your own
means taking notice of the fact that it's full of strawberry plants and their needs
weedling out and is that something needs to be damedbvious one would

be the two plantersr the wildflower garden. It's just an idea but people might
want to feel that this is their project

Sanay o worry it might put people off, | don't knovo
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Miriam: 0 M, it's a communal thipgt's a community thingo

Sandy d could very easily s@p tlolthe wire fisébut then | don't know how
to do it so I'm stuck straight aw&@yr | could say webl Il plant the wiltlower$
but then maybe | dorknow when or howyou know I'm just saying it's a
community thing so we could take a lead and we beuikedeal let's do the
wildffowers todaybut | think if it's on someone’s shoulders it puts a bit of

pressure o

This conversation demonstratehh e ot her gardenersd resistance
responsibility of the garden and certain tasks within it, but also to physically and spatially
dividingup thegardeMi ri amdés i ntervention of it being ¢
is alsamirrored by Sandy. Sandiaims thatommunal practices allow for people to bring their
creative ideas and knowledge togétivbich touches on the importance of the creativity from

chapter 4 as being socially and collaborative, and one | explore latechapter through the

process of complementarity. In this sense, Sandy is suggesting that, as individuals, they are less
able to carry out a t as®01lBowvhdbseitvdtiong Whp statesEhi s r
that everyday communism is the baseline of how most people carry out collective tasks,

ironically (since this is often the quotidieguanent/or capitalism) for efficiency reasons. This

was primarily howoth community gardensereorganised, and my fieldnotes are filled with

examples such as:

oThe gardeners were organi sing some ol d
cleaned them, bers dried them, and then eventually they painted them. They
then helped each other lift them as they were too heavy, without asking, it was

just done sort of spontaneous/ y. o

These are small and mundane things, but they demonstrate how people praciioé for
cooperation n what appears t o ibaninmportanslgamedisidineous 6 w
(Sennett 20120ne particularly memorable example of this was in HDCG, where the

gardeners had a bulk delivery of bark chippings that required spreading. Of course, such a task
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would have been quite monotonous, long, and bbadgt been done by an individual.

Instead, we (including myself) organised ourselves into smaller groups to carry out this task.
We had two wheelbarrows, and three rakes. One of us filled the wheelbarrow, and then
another then wheeled that barrow overanous points at the garden, where the other
gardeners spread the bark mulch. That person then returned the wheelbarrow to where the
chippings were, by which point the second wheelbarrow had been filled. When gardeners got
bored or tired of a repetitiaspect of this (such as shovelling), we would rotate roles, and

would chat about things to take our minds off the mundanity of the task.

As such, this demonstrates how communal work simultaneously (re)produces the social

relations and the physical, mékrand spatial aspects of the dikary, at APCG, also
reflected upon this, sayingtiet t 6 s reall y nice doing a sharec
/7 tt]l e bit about a person and whafMeeeforg,o0/ ng o
this was a way for gardeners to |l earn about
capacities, needs, pleasures, and worries, etc. | have covered some of this in the last chapter,

but ultimately an aspect of this everyday communism is abouébple pngage in collective

and communal practices with others, and in doing so collectively shape the space, as noted in

my fieldnotes:

0 H a diedjan old gardener, p#eeldwork] everyone was very upset, even
talking about it now full of emotion anaigement. They called him JCB
because he liked digging. He dug the pondifitarned it into a kidney shape,
but Harry kept turning it back into a square shapéeaith just gave et
hi m have 1/t 6t wmbat ways [ t06s fine

As we sat around the pond obench chatting about him, the gardeners were telling me

stories about Harry, and showed me the tree that they planted on site in memory of him. In
recalling these stories, they reflect on bot
also howt relates to a specific memory of doing something together, and how they directly
shaped that space in doing so. Harryds | egac
with a particular spaitthe pond with his tree planted beside it. This saocialitelated to the

production of these spaces, socially and matesjedgking, where people carry out tasks
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together which not only shape the space itself but shape their relations together, and form

memories through doing so.

b ! .
~ Lol e A

Figure21: The consensus pond at Hendre Community Garden

Therefore, these communal practices are not simply practical in orientation, but also form the

foundation of mourning and worrying together, but likewise celeliogf@ier. Elin at
HDCG reflected this:

oWwebve had some reall y good ti mes, some

/itt!l e onedbébs before, but wedbve had a
We had turkey, pork, beef, cooked it all at home. My daugyhtar cooked

things at school, she made us gallons of gravy, and we put it in this, warmed
them at home, brought them down. We had something that we could keep

t hem war mé Wedbdve had BBQs. Wedbve had good

As Graebef2011, p.99hoteso t he most pl easurabl e activitie.

somethingmusic, food, liquor, drugs, gossip, drama, beds. There is a certain communism of
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the senses at t he r oo tThipwas also apparert in thergjiatment,e ¢ o n

where people pooled their resources for BBQO

oWedbd INawehea homemade cakes and stuff |7k
Marti né and his wife, he wuwused to do the
pass [t to youéAmy woul d make a bi g pot
would be up there with sparklers or whatetver.d t her eéd be at [ eas
up there. And it had to stop, so the social side of it went downhill and the wine

turned i nto a kettl e. o

This gardener recalls memories of past social events that they had at the allotment, which many
gardeners noted hatkclined over the yediiargely due to the creeping bureaucracy into the
space, a dynamic | describe in the next chapter. But, what is apparent, is how these events
facilitate the social nature of the space, where certain people (BBQ Martin, his wifeyand
contribute to a communal celebration. The gardeners also have a Christmas meal every year at
the communal shed/office/kitchen room, where people pool together £5 each, and they have
scrambled egg, smoked salmon, and Prosecco as a group.

Kropotkin (2014 [1902]likewise demonstrates, much like Ostr@®15[1990)fiwho Carson
(2012consi der s t o fohatthe poolipgpatesdourcedisa cltuaai aspect of

mutual aid. The gardeners at the allotment pooled their resources for the shared machinery
and tools, which would be too expensive for many of the plot holders to own individually (and
to only use infrequently). One of thardeners reflected on how this benefited the individuals

in the allotment, demonstrating the ildlependence of the individual and broader collective:

ol t 6ormanfaspeément] been most beneficial and
committee for the laste w y ear s . Wedbve got Ffive mower.
strimmers than that, all the instruments are there to do the garden paths,

because they want you to keep the garden paths tidy. Whereas previously,

before anything like this happened, all you had wasopdaifeorrow a hand
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shears and that was it. So, if one person had it, you knew they had it for a while.
Whereas these now they go back and forth

The pooling of p ehelpdpayforsheifpbrechase and thelir apkeep an o | s
maintenace. This again relies on timstrumentafelationship between the commamguit

and the capitalistrcuit(De Angelis 2017)n this situation, not only do the gardeners depend

on the purchase of these tools from the capitalist markegtiblgtrimmers), but they often
relyupon skills of other gardeners who have often either developed/tlmggpaid labour

(i.e. in capitalist work), or are maintained by externally paid com@fitissbeyond the

realm of the gardeners themselvEBg gardener demonstrates how, as noted, this form of
pooling resources benefits individuals, but also the broader site (by allowing people to maintain
paths).

This is also a reflection of the ¢ypf sharing culture that Katr{@018)reflects uponbut Belk
(2010)argues that such forms of coommal sharing do not create social relations or obligations

in the same way that gifts do. On the contrary, a sharing culture such as this depends on social
arrangements and obligatiohbe sharing of tools (that are not individually owned amongst

the garéners, but by the association itself) reqgaedenerso ensure that they maintain the

tool wel] return it to its original communal plase,that the next person can uséliese are
fundamentally social dynamiaf obligationAs Ostrom(2015[1990) arguescommoners

share a past and expect to share a future. Given that there is a longevity to these social relations,
people areonsciou®f such matters since they are important for maintaining healthy social

relations on site based on trust and respect for each other
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Figure22: The shared tool shed at the allotment

However, as | noted above, Kropotki®14 [1902]and Maus$2009 [1947]were also

concerned with forms of individualism that also existed. Thesgte@fted behaviours do

not simply exist separately from these forms of evergdaypunism bubecome intertwined

with them. This interelationship was also apgat in the example of the tool sharing, where

the head of the committee claimed that me peopl e di dndt have the
tools as they were not their own property. This, of course, is a highly capitalistic justification for
individual owership and reflesH a r d (L968)cstique of the commong&ut, such forms of

social ownership take time to develop and require ongoing practice and negotiation, which is
particularly challeging in a broader neoliberal societal context where such social practices and
responsibilities are actively discourg@esnett 2012; Federici 2018) | n  Q20i5% o m0d s
[1990) understanding of the commons, sut$tances would need mechanisms for

monitoring, graduated sanctioning, and perhaps even conflict resolution, in order to ensure that
these individualistic aspects did not become
that the individual and satare in conflict, but it more likely demonstrates the problematic

binary between the individual and social in the first place. If such social systems are created and
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maintained by individud@svho, when they come together in a shared process suchigs this
ultimately becomes a social systgran ultimately the individual and social not only depend

on each other, but also affect each other in various ways. In this instance, by not showing due
care to the shared tools, the individual affects the s@teahgyhe broader group of sharers),
which can often result in planting seeds of distrust and frustration within the system more
broadly. It is therefore important to recognise the effect that such individual behaviours have

on this social process.

In the allotment, the gardeners were regularly concerned with individuals dumping rubbish in

the liminal spaces. Paula, a gardener and committee member at the allotment,g#idtleat

pl ace gets I nundated with rubbeaesaryeard i ke r ubb
because nobody TheughRaslgmenienedberier thattrey had work

parties to help organise some of this, it also demonstrated how individuals within the allotment

can act in ways that are in conflict with the broasemecinal needs of the site. In one of the

committee meetings, somebody suggested that they hire a skip for green rubbish (plant

materials that cannot be composted), because the council had closed the local tip. The

secretary of committee responded:

ol 6m dead set against |t. The minute we
60/ tés not my responsi bility anymor e, t he
no way that you can pol | éandhefeatterei t 6 s gr e

webverslawéshe, I s It hell, you got every

There are several colliding dynamics occurring here. Firstly, there is the process of austerity (of
the local tip being closed by Cardiff Council), and the resultant individualisation of
responsibilityo take it back to their own house bins, which has resulted in people

accumulating a large amount of green waste in the first place (especially since many of the
gardeners did not have cars). But, the secretary was against the idea of getting eeskip in sin
thought that people would not only exploit the system, with an inability to monitor it effectively,
but also that it will reduce individual responsibility since people would become dependent on

it. He then states that this is because of experietioe past where individuals have abused

these systemshis reflects dynamic whereby the collective intentions of the site can be
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undermined by a minority of individuals who, through various practices of ignoring collectively
agreed upon expectations arwms, cause a broader distrust amongst the grougaand
easilyundermine the possibility for such collective arrangements. Another example at the site,

as agardenertold me,wasthat her e has been an [ ssue with
disposedd f [ n t he correct man Again,this pomts dwardga kno w
similar dynamic whereby the allotment provides a communal toilet which can then be

undermined by an individual, and again points towards the difficulty of monitoring who had

actually done this. These are not issues to be bypassed in such collective situations, since the
result is that they create distrust, watchfulness, and ultimately isolation from one another. Such
forms of communal practices are deeply vulnerable to sachityidisruption, which can

have substantial ripple effects across the broader social space.

In the next section, | explore what Grael@@l11)refers to as the individualistic forms of
everyday communism, which | suggest require a further understanding in terms of the spatial

context in which they emerge.

5.2.2 The Bordered Practices of Everyday Commumis

Graeben(2001; 2011; 2014pguely differentiates between forms of individualistic

communisnfiwhich are on¢o-one relations that are communigand communism as a

collective task. Graebg011l}c onsi ders both to be defined by
each according to their abrheyeéxterydmore feeelyewstlc h ac c
somepeople than othergor examplen impersonal communities such as contemporary

western cities, mayly extend to sharirgycigarette with a stranger, but in more intimate

communities this may be maggnificant, such #srough sharing theecessities of life, such

as foodGraeber 2011)n the last section | detailed the communal practicegevfday

communism, and here | hope to extend this spatial dynamic by demonstrating its differences

with forms of bordered and individualistic practices.

The bordered practices of everyday communism were extremely apparent in the allotment.
The communiy gardens, as noted, are communal spaces and there are no individual areas to

care for, but everything (the physical space, the tools, the sheds, the toilets, the greenhouses) is
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shared and not differentiated by individual responsibility or ownershyz previously noted

that there are communal aspects @aliotmensite, but it still remains quite divided into

individual plotdand within that, people have their own sheds, tools, compost, water butts
(attached to their shed), as well as generalngbpity for their own plot. This, as | have

suggested, can create quite a territorialised space of watchfulness, and more broadly a sense of
individual responsibility. However, the individualised aspects of allotments do not exist
separately from the d¢ettive and social sphere within which they éxigtis chapterl have

so fardescribed how the communal practices of everyday communism can be disrupted by
individual dynamics, especially in the allotment. In this section, however, | describeéhow thes
individualised spaces @#parated plotsare supported by a social system wigftacts

anotherspatiaform of everyday communism.

Robbie, a gardener at the allotmenttold me that,e r yone dés wi |/ /i ng to he.
troublee t 6 s | ickherapgit igimhigwas apparent throughout my fieldnotes and
interviews, where people regularly told me how, when they were sick, they depended on the

help of others at the allotment, as | described in my fieldnotes:

oMaddi e t ook agreemhause, hdd an eoeniwoundafrom hee
eye up her head. When she was s/ick and w
hel ped her thereo.

This form of individualistic communis{@raeber 2001y shaped primarily by the dynamics

of a territorial and divided space. Kropoti014[1902) documented varioudsrms of

mutual aid from largscale forms of cooperation and communal work (of communal and

shared forestry, for example) to the borrowing of clothes amongst households. The latter might
even be understood to be a form of individualistic communism. Wiile e not ed t he s
aspects of this work, unfortunately KropotRd14[1902) does not detail how these different

spatialities shape and are shaped by the dynamic of mutual aid.

However, it is important to caution against the possibility of appearing to be geographically

determnistidithat these spaces themselves structure certain pfaghieesas | am instead
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suggesting théte spaces and the practices within tbeproduce one another. These forms
of individualistic communism across bordensalso disrupt this logic ob@rdered and

divided site, which becomes temporarily transcended through helping one another during
difficult times, or through sharing produce and seeds with each other. As | havihisated
often most apparent during times of a particular need)ysudedn a gardener cannot attend

their own allotment. Tom, an ®onstruction worker at the allotment described this:

oHi s [ Nat handbs] son Lou sai d hedd |7 ke

to

t hat 6s how wedr e s har i neatmatescaadnsvehisNat han

son and | have become good friends. So this is all part of the social side. And

now Louds not well at the moment so | 0m

so |/ 6m now [ ooking after his greenhouse,

looking after her place. 0

Tom is reflecting on the way that this form of everyday communism is fundamentally social in

nature, where people help each other by looking after their plots when they are away or sick.

While this sociality is the foundation of thuen of everyday communism (since ultimately this

help tends to depend on existing social relations in this case), it in turn also reproduces it, thus

these communistic practices of mutual aid also reproduce and strengthen sociality in the

allotment. Tom ges on to describe this in more detail:

o/ mean | 6ve come up here someti mes,

ope

on the floor I n there. Peopl e know | 6m u

veg or whatever [t | s, onetbimdncommon go | néag

and none of us like to see things go to waste. So yeah, put it in my greenhouse,

/! 6/l pass it on. Like this morning, Paul
Lou | havenét seen for a whilbbre, so | wat
hol i day, people water my greenhouse. o

The previous quote is now elaborated upon and expanded in various ways. Firstly, the gardener

refers to distinct social practices of sharing produce, which he links to having something in
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common (of gardening attlallotment), but also of wanting to avoid \WastesHrecognised

aspect of sharing and giffihg mi t h an d .$ecdndly, thekgardeBed theB flescribes
this as a process that creates mutual obligations, which he thenfbmmefiteen he is on
holiday. This gardener is not watering peopl
because of a calculative dynamic of expectation (of having something in return, for example),
but it is simply a part of the social life of th&mlent. Such social obligations are-well

recognised as a dynamic of mutuality, gifting, and st@amayld and Rose 201,6)hich

distinguish it from the intentionality of exchange (only doing something basaxiroising

what you receive in returf@raeber 2011)What is also notable is that this is always

territorially related to distinct plditsther gardeners leaving thing@sgreenhouseand he

waterss 0 me o n @reenfiossd liey are not shared spaces, but these forms of everyday
communism (of helping another plot holder, for example) not only prodaieé so

relationships (by building trust and obligations) in the site but socialise and communalise the

space, too, temporarily making it less territorial.

De Angelig2017)suggests that theaee two forms of labour in the commitise first being

communal labour, which | exploredbove and the second being a form of reciprocal labour.

For De Angelig2017) reciprocal labour is about circuits of reciprocity, gifting, and mutual aid,

and he claims that it is based arothdprinciple of equality matching. Though De Angelis
(2017)points towards a notion of a circuit of reciprocity (suggesting it is social), the aspect of
equality matching in particular is problematic, which | will briefly address.(R&§1925];

see als@raeber 2014yvas keen to emphasise the social system of gifting, which produced

social relations and forms of ongoing obligations, which were not based upon equality matching
(which suggests the desire for limiting that relationship, often witarshrangquite the

opposite, andahling1972)likewise proposed a form of generalised reciprocity which were far
more vague and less calculative forms of exchange. Thus, equality matching tends to propose a
relatively calculated form of reciprocity. Instead, while Gré2@et )briefly pointed towards

di stinguishing 6émutualityd from Areoclignd oci ty,
Rose(2016)andInce and Bryan{2019) Mutuality is important since it suggasisstancing

from titfor-tat reciprocity, where there is no strict or immediate obligation of return, but it
emphasises the social relations that create and reproduce this system, rather than the exchange
per se(Arnould and Rose 2018) n 0 mu (orwgankraliseg réciprodityne may give

without the intention of receiving something diréétigould and Rose 2016nd it is
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therefore not calculative (or equatitgtching) but based on more operded forms of
obligationgGraeber 2011)Thisform of mutualitys essehallywhat Graebef2001, p.159)
calsko/ ndi vi dual i stic communi sméin which specif
opene nd e d o bThis g distinctdronstibe. classic-gdunter gift scenario, which as
Graeber(2001anotes, is alosed form of reciprocity which bears a striking resemblance to
forms of market exchande.e A n @@&LT)narsoding of the possibilities of mutual aid as
simplyreciprocais problematicAs noted already, mutual aid extends far beyecigrocal
dynamics, a poirihce and Bryan{2019)also makeln theprevioussection, | demonstrated

how Kropotkin(2014 [1902]detailed forms of mutual aid that were commuaiipugh

mutual aid does not form part of De Angéh817)concept of communal labour, but is only
considered an element of reciprocal labour. Moreover, it is important to note that Kropotkin

(2014 [1902]yery rarely even uses the term reciprocity throughout that whole work.

The interview with ®m, above, was one of my favourites and demonstrates the importance of
an ethnographic interview. | bumped into him at his plot one morning, and we started chatting
and he showed me around his filhat he was growing, why he enjoyed it, and so on. |

quicKy realised that he was a passionate man who liked talking about gardening, and had a lot
of interesting insights, so | recorded the conversation (with consent). The spontaneous and less
organised element of the interview | think came across in terms bElerticulated the

dynamics of the space so clgarlyt d i d n-thaught, @ préscribed, dike formally

arranged interviews can. Following some prompting, the gardener described something else

equally important that others also mentioned:

oThesyt jsuay, oTom, | é6m going on holiday, 7
ot her thing I s, theydéll say, now Paul | s
Tom, donét | et It go to wansete#, pi ck I tO0.
communi tyéelfbegbl khnowi what Dobohat [ s? [t ébds

Therefore, to some extent, this gardener does highlight a reciprocal dyreawaters their
greenhouse and now is given access to the produce on the plot. But, tmgjdaataters
the greenhouse in thedimplacéhe does not bargain with them, saying that he would only

water it if he had access to the produce in return. Arnould andZd€gclaim that it is
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i mportant to understand t luehrelatobskipstThioin of t he
where it is distinct from forms of capitalist exchange and barter, where the exchange is the
forefront of that activity. In this case, it is the helping of another person which is the most

important thing, and the personrecimoc e s t hat si mply as a way of
noted el sewhere, picking somebody el seds pro
therefore by helping somebody when they are away (or sick), they are given temporary access

by the gardener tieir produce, which in turn changes the relationship between the people

and the space, since it temporarily transcends its bordered nature. Before we hear the bell from
the shared kitchen/office that signals that the kettle has boiled (and we gddenveitbof

some other gardeners), Tom describesthisaso s-hat e d e s t , partynefieetmg, ¢t y 0

again, how the individual becomes dependent on the social system of the allotment.

This dynamic between the individual and the social system onthéyiaepend is also
apparent i (8014602)pnork, koting Bosv the individualism of small property

holders in rural France at the time could only survive due to the collective and mutual aid
networks that proliferafe a mongst i t. Thus, not only do fo
against rugged individualism, but they demonstrate that the individual and collective (or social)
are not necessarily in conflict but are often deeply interdependent. Similarly, gfee peo

become dependent on the broader social dynamics of the allotment during times of need, it
suggests further investigation in terms of the relationship between the individual and social
real ms. I n the final <chapt e(@9541027]pp.18@18 ubl i c
higHights this binary as deeply problematic:

oln i ts approxi mate sense, anything I s |
unitary thing. For common sense, a certain spatial separateness is the mark of

this individuality. A thing is one when it stands, liesoves as a unit

independently of other things, whether it be a stone, tree, molecule or drop of

water, or a human being. But even vulgar common sense at once introauces

certain quallfications. The tree stands only when rooted in the soll; it lives or

diesin the mode of its connections with sunlight, air and water. Then too the

tree is a collection of interacting parts; is the tree more a single whole than its

cell s? A stone moves, apparentl/ y al one.
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are compelled to sapat for some purposes, for some results, the tree is the

I ndi vi dual, for ot hers the cell, and for

D e w e(¥964§1927) words here demonstrate his broader frustrations with binary thinking,

and highlight how the individual and social are akaistainary. Dewe{1954[1927)

suggests that individuality appears as a resulagbearancef separateness, but such
separateness is ultimately impossible. Instead, rather than an individual and social dynamic, a
focus which can reproduce this binary, it might be better understood as more like a web of
interconnections and interdependass that always vary in structure andfiatrtimes, this

web is looser than others, so that it appears to have separate elements (of segregated
individuals, for example), and at other times this web is so tightly connected that separating
these varioud@ments appears impossible (thus it is considered to be a social whole).
Ultimately, this web may be pulled apart, restructured, pulled back together, to varying extents,
but it remains always a web of interconnections. This also appears to be thdistnistiohs

that Kropotkin(2014 [1902]and Maus$2009 [1947]yvere making, though less artatet

t han DE8AELY28)s

Once thinking in this way, the binary makes little sense. A gardener at APCG described the

consequences of this perfectly:

ol candét give anybody the continuity of
trying to hel p s omeobnomnitéthayarevenyt h t hi s ki
accommoaating. Other people like Ruth who herself goes away and she said to

me from the very beginning that will be fine, because other members will be

t here some of the ti me and away ot her pa
thread of continuity which s really I mpo

a tolerance for the fact that | need to

This gardeneregularly visits family in the US. She highlights how when she is unable to be at
the gaden, the group can continue withoutfitbere is no dependence on her as an

individual being there, because the broader collective can continueaadgtspin, to
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provide continuity when a specifiwmtindividua
disrupted because there are tight interconnecting points within it that can reshape itself
accordingly. This soci al basis provides a ce
apparent in the allotment, where | met some gardeners whi evidylgo on holiday in the

winter months for thiexactreason.

Graeber(2001, p.159proposes to look at the aspects of access and distrivhon

exploring the functions of everyday commuviismw h e n someone has the ri
sle feels she needs without any direct paymen
However, property relations and tfa#sense of ownership can shape the form of

communism and vice versa. This is also apparent in terms of what access peoledsave in

spaces. There are large amounts of sharing practices that occur in the allotment, informally
between individuals (sharing tools, seeds, compost, manure, sheds, etc), but also people may
regularly share their produce with others (especially toveasiithg, when people have a
surplus). However, because of the div-sision o
sensed6 practices that this territorial divis
consent and permission. Thus, whila€yer(2001)argles that communism is not a matter of

property relations, even thie/faspect of property (or territorially divided space) in this case
determinesvh o has rights of access and distributi
plots is one of the grestsinsand ends t o occupy peopleds minds
extent. One of the main accepted norms on the site is that you cannot take something from
somebodyds plot without their permission, an
garceners themselves. Gardeners do, however, often use an abandoned plot, for example by
picking the fruit from a tree. If this plot was occupied, it would not be done, as a gardener at

the allotment described:

OAt t he moment, t h a tind aking some raspbemgst y and |/
from i t. But otherwise | dondét take, you

ot hers all ot ment. o0

This principle was widely articulated to me in the allotment, with several examples of people

being given consent to pick puné on other plots when people were awhg.gardener
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therefore distinguigisbetween the ethics of taking produce from another plot when it is

empty, compared to when it is occupied, when it is by the consent of ti@dgeonly.T his

logic is genetad by the conditions of the site and the aguped formalised rules and
responsibilities (see Appendix E), and informal norms and expectations. The gardener is
ultimately distinguishing between something being consensually shared or gifted and being
stden, which are two sides of the coin of property relations (and exélusiomgtely, gifting

or sharing something often starts from the point of owning something in the first place, as Belk
(2010)notes. This gardener, however, is reflecting a type of usuf(segaBookchin 2004

[1971) principle of property based around fiséen something is being used by someone, it

is unavailable to others, whereas if it is not being used, it is open for others use. When there is
a territorial border (with accompad responsibilities), then it is a matter of whether that plot
holder consents to somebody else using their praduogher words, the boundary is

constantly constructed and monitorad.Ince(2012)notes, territories are made and remade
through practice, and thus territories are entwined with social relBtiepsedetermine

each othersinceterritory can produce, shape and reproduce practice, anrgevazeT hrift
(2006)likewise notes that all borders and boundaries are to some extent porous as a result.
This pattern was also apparent above, where Tom described being allowed to pick produce
from someoneds pl ot whibhevas atcdmengn oecerneree iotihe h ol i d a
allotment. Again, this is due to the glotder giving the consent for others to pick their

produce, where that boundary becomes momentarily more porous. Such sharing and gifting
practices are not op@ccess but armbued with power relations that are based around the
divided spatial territory of the allotment in the first place. Thus, to share produce in the

all otment, it must be o0all oweddé by the pl ot

The allotment committee would meet the first Sundayefy month, and | attended these
throughout the fieldwork period. This dynamic was reflected upon in my fieldnotes about a

discussion of responsibility and theft on site:

oTheredos a [ ot of communal wor k, vol unt e
shared spaces or neglected areas that do

z

I ndi vidual plots. o
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andividual plots are largely down to the individual to look after. Clear

boundaries. | f the i ndividval s struggl

aSometalk about theft of fruit from a plot holders cherry tree. They said theft
happens within the plot hol ders themsel v
a huvuge amount of voluntary sharing, but
t hem sai dt,hionghei swhaobbceeut trust, and I yol

you have?d60

These fieldnotes are from the same committee meeting which neatly summarise the dynamics
of this section. Firstly, there is the way that the spatial dynamics of the site (noivishyg as d

but communal) relate with the type of practices and responsibilities that are embedded within

it, which | have already detailed. Secondly, there is the related concern of theft from plots,
which is contrasted to the forms of sharing that is voluftas suggests that sharing/qgifting,

when there are divisions between plot holders as there is here, must emerge from somebody
voluntarily sharing in the first place, since they feel possession over the thing being shared. This
is why the primary distition between sharing/giftiagd thieving in the allotment is simply

whether the plabolder has given consent (to share or to gift), or whether it has been taken
without such consent (to steal). The committee member then claimed that this waé matter

trust, which they suggest is a fundamental principle on site.

Sharing or gifting produce between plots can only happen in this way because of the

construction oferritorial divisions, but also sometimes because one person has something, and
another de s fni.8. from a point of inequalifChan and Zzhang 2019) I n contrast, a
noted earlier, the community gardens do not have territorial dsvisitmn them, and

therefore at the end of every session, people share the food amongst themselves. The

di fference is that there is no need for o0con

ownership of produce more than any of the others.

*for a detailed discussion of these differences andatneiguity see Be(R010, Arnould and
Rose(2016, andPottinger(2018)
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Figure23 Shared produce at Aberporth Community Garden

However, the communityrgdudenwassenendeéxboride

here eithefithe wider community, for example, cannot access the produce withouiveing
it by the gardeners. Despite this bordering, in HDCG in particular, which was more embedded
in the communityit also became apparent that they often depended on the wider community

for various things. There were numerous examples of how forrftihgfayid sharing

occurred across the community garden O6bounda

regularly drop off unused and unwanted things for the gardeners, such as pots, plants, and old

furnitureiwhich as | noted, was an aspect of the ceesgifvalorising practices. However, the
gardeners also reacheut to the community in various ways, too, as noted in HDCG, in a

discussion | was having with two of the gardeners about clearing the site at the beginning:

Kei th: oNo, w.ewe thok d o the Walkes ané West biglding,
t hey have a big bin. /I'n it goes to rec

Owain: oDo you still run out of water
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Kei t h: oYeah we do, dondét we?o

Leah: o0oThe neighbour t her elittraddValasn out si de
and West gave them A10 then. o

Keith and Leah reflect on how they used the big bin in the Housing Association building to get
rid of waste material, but also how they dep
itself does ndbavewater mains access). One of the important elements of this was that Wales

and West, who own the site, provide £10 to the neighbour as a result. This is an example of a
form of reciprocal exchange, and notably it happens with the outside, and wasralsb appa

when a charity donated and helped build a shed for the garden, and the gardeners held a BBQ

for them as a way of thanking them. As Gragi¥rl)notes, such forms of direct exchange

(and ultimately, the cancellation of debt) are usaatirrent when it is with a stranger or

outsider, whereby the immediate reciprocation or exchange of something signals the lack of an

ongoing relationship.

However, this reciprocal dynamic with the ou

community would help when the additional capacity was needed, as Keith described:

oThose raised beds wused to run down t he
in turn on the Frigay, we dug it all out, and then the following Friday then seven

of us fella lifted it and moved it. With the scaffolding poles tipped on its side,

put the scaffolding poles through it, and then lifted it. Any boy who went

wal ki ng past there | was | i ke 6come I n h

owedbre not goopgovesmwepageebhhhe | nsiste

Keith demonstrates how a challenging task (of moving a very heavy raised bed) became
possible through bringing together a random collection of people who were walking past the
garden at the time. Even when the commuaitgemers engaged with the outside in this way, it
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appeared to be more a type of wvague oOohel pd6 w

obligations, but it also extends the social bonds into the community itself, even temporarily.

In this sectionl, have highlighted how forms of everyday communism are spatially shaped in
various ways, and the contradictions and inversions within this, but in the next section | want to
attend more explicitly to the ways that this everyday communism is underpiareeisity

of skills and abilities.

5.3 From Each According to Their Ability, to Each According to
Their Need

Gr aeliélldsencept of o6éeveryday communi smd invit
Marxistphras® f r om each according to thehna ability
dynamic which Graeb€2011)suggests is prevalent at the everyday level. Considering the
guestions of oabilityd and OoOnetedndl i n this an
deterministic understanding of Marx, and points towards a basic dynamic of cooperation in
which peoplebds diverse skills and abilities
In this section, | initially root this in the experiencesgtied gardeners and their acquired

skills, before explore the process of complementarity in this diversity.

5.3.1 Retirement, Everyday Communism, and Acquired Skills

As Graebef2011)and De Angeli$2010; 2017hote, capitalism itself depends on highly
functioning forms of social practices, seen particularly in cooperative practices in the
workplace. While this contradicts the notions of the competitive aimtaedtted individual

at he heart of the logic of capitalism, GragB6d 1)instead claims that capitalism can simply

be urderstood as a very undemocratic and authoritarian way of organising these communistic
relationships. Both Graebg&011)and De Angeli$2010; 2017)lescribe this as happening at

the pont of production, in terms of how workers regularfpmerate to carry out a shared

task. In this section, | highlight how the retired gardeners utilise their acquired skills (acquired

within capitalist work structures) and reorient and redirect thémasia sites. This act of
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commoning, through wutilising oneds skills fo
examples | highlighted above in the communal and bordered forms of everyday communism.
One gardener at APCG described this:

oWwel t heabt her peopl/l e here are retired, s
Wedére all getting ol der, so thatds It re
Job as a telephone engineer, in the post office, Ruth was a finance officer so she

/s the treasurer@four se, and actwvally did a [/ ot of

all bring those skills | think. oo

Gardeners therefore have varied skills that are brought together for a common purpose, which
was also apparentiotermard 016)research on commoning. As | highlighted earlier, a
significant element of the (re)production of these sites was also material andfpinysical
examplemaintaining machinery, spreading mulch, building sheds and raised beds. This,
therefore required a lot of physical work through the ability to use tools, understand machinery
and mechanics, and construction and maintenance skills. In the allotment, this was very
apparent, which was not surprising because the larger scale of the sitexjofiaepr 150

people) meant that they had the ability to draw on arande of skills. As | noted, a lot of the
people at the allotment had worked in manual labour, as Dan described:

oYou need somebody whodbés mechahi cal . But
me. But Martin is quite good, he was in the steelworks like about half of them

up here. o

This gardener likewise links the skills that Martin had learnt in the steelworks with being
mechanical andeing able to fix the machinery on site. Another gard#gscribed a similar

process:

o/ started off as an engineer pattern ma

to find something else. The foundry was in Penarth Road, a production foundry
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doing |/ ots of car partséaemdoinmghen went I n
kitchens, which was using more of my skills as a pattern maker, using timber. |
suppose | can work accurately, and | suppose once you can work accurately with

your tools you can turn your hand to mos

The way that this gardener describésas a cumulative process, through various work
experiences, that ultimately are based around having certain abilities to use tools and apply

them to different situations. This gardener then described his role within the broader collective:

oThe committee is very good, but I'm not interested, | couldn't be on the
committee But | do help out with the plumbing around the site if there's a

problem with the plumbing then | have a go at tiat

This again demonstrates how people utilise thetirexskills and abilities to a broader
collective goalsome, by working on a committee, and others by helping with the plumbing on
site. While volunteering on the committee was itself also an acquifetieiséicretary of the
allotment committee was dired headmastérthe dynamics of the committee is an aspect that
| explore in more detail in the following chapWhile Tsing(2017)notes how capital uses

p e o p | edpsalishskills and abilities for its ownsgtitese gardens also demonstrate how
people redirecttheir skills and abilities towards amapitalistic and necommaodified

practices and actigrass an lanost reverse form of salvage accumulafionexample, the

retired plumber is now able todeect skills learnwithinthe capitalist sphere (i.e. paid
employment) towards nesommodified practices and labaarthe allotmentThis again

reflects thenteraction between the exogenous (skills acquired through capitalist work) and
endogenougDe Angelis 2017)

177



»
DAY P i
RIIITDTR TR

I iy

Figure24: The installed sink in the allotment

A gardener at APCG described the importance of bureaucratic skills in their contribution:

ol atonmi nd the paperwor k. | n social work
peopl e because | was an advocate for peo

you somet hingéb. o

These bureaucratic skills were crucial for the community garden in dealihg webessities

of funding, which was a constant frustration for many of the gardeners. They regularly noted
the difficulty of online forms, with many suggesting that they were not very knowledgeable or
experienced, digitally. However, gardeners who leagictijuired bureaucratic skills, as above,

were able to use this experience to meet this demand. This was also apparent in the allotment,

where a gardener reflected on their bureaucratic skills in helping run the committee:

d think one of the things #tpeople do when they retjrene of the
opportunitieof being on the committess it gives people an opportunity to

continue using some of their skills. I'm quite bureaucsatd was a

178



bureaucrat. Doing all the admin and stuff and doing the misotgsu
continue using those kind of skillske today | got up and spent an hour and a

half knocking up emails after the plot inspections we did yesteraay

However, such bureaucratic demands were not as apparent in HDCG, where they intentionally
avoidel constituting the group as they wanted to avoid the bureaucratic element (of meetings,
funding, etc) and instead focus on the gardening. This was, | think, partly a class distinction.
HDCG, for example, was run largely by a group of wedkass peopfenith both developed

|l abouring ohanddé skills (mostly men, such as
women, who had experience in the care industries). APCG was defined more by middle class
professionals (orthodox office workers, adminissagtc.), and some care workers (social
workers, NHS workers, psychiatrists etc) and in many ways lacked the confidence and abilities
of the other two spaces with regards to the physical labouring skills. This was evident by the
opmaded r ai dghe difficblty id attachimya hanging basket to the metafifence
comparison to HDCG, where the beds and many of the other structures were built from scrap
materials and wood from a removed border fence. However, it was also clear that the

o0pr of eandiniddie aldsgardeners in APCG (who had spent their years in offices) were
far more confident in dealing with the bureaucratic elements of thesé fpatdise vast

amount of paperwork that comes with funding applications (in the community gardens),

including knowing the right | anguage and an ¢

While | have noted the bureaucraticanual and physical skills, one of the fundamental
dynamics was al so peopleds soci ayformsoi caring
social skillglike working with others) but a much more explicit and detailed sKlisetan

excarer at HDCG, explained this:

d was in my 506vhen | retiredgnd | thought 6 d g/ ve anyt hing o
workd | was seeindfferent people every day from early in the morning to the

night-time, | enjoyed my jobvery much so. With peopdldh at 6 s why when we
first had peopl e coming down her e, and t
look after themand | used to thinkome on, tt heyobére @wWeéopl eedoe
thinkdy t he grace of god, wea thawe mdtd nggat btof
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at all. But | did say when theydd come d
support worker, not just put them through that. gavented to know what was

wrong, because I f something was wrong do
any ideas. So I did want to know something of each one of them. Without being

too personal and | dondét pass that on to
contac number and you knoweli ke | 6ve al ways

the garden you just call the paramedics.

Elinds experience meant that she was confi de
recognised their own limitations within the gardenreofoapeople in worstase scenarios

and the necessity to depend on others (such
skill is also an awareness of limitations to thoséiakitisn this case, meeting those limitations

with somebody else whasthat particular skill (a paramedic). This meant that Elin had the
experience and ability to communicate with the support worker in terms of safety, providing
emergency contact details, @nd o not j ust put askheesad. Howeveo vgh |
not all gardens, of course, have people with the confidence to deal with such vulnerabilities.

This issue became apparent in APCG, where gardeners were concerned about what they felt

was a grey area of having vulnerable people at the garden and wheltzat the capacity to
provide adequate care. They agreed that this
somebody having a carer or parent with them, if necessary. However, many of the gardeners

here also had histories and experience of care Waotam, a gardener at APCG, described

the O0social o6 skills that she had acquired, h

ol think I f youdbve got a background i n m
training and learning new skills all the time, anahk tthat just helps in life in

gener al . Because you know, wedve had peo
I ssues come here, some of which donét co
thing to be able to relate to people in different ways. | think evenythee

group Is quite open about their communication with people and people are

al ways very welcome when they come here,
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Again, this gardener describes how the skills that she learnt as a social worker in mental health
couldbe useful in the community garden. What is also clear, is that such skills (or abilities) can
directly meet somebody el seds needs in the g

examples above. | explore this dynamic between needs and abilitgeesext section.

5.3.2 Complementarity: Its Possibilities and Problems

ol f you want to get something done, all o
what they need to do the JobGrabes t he mos
2014, p.68)

In the last section, | highlighted the ways that people -dimecetheir acquired skills to use in

these sites. Graeb@014) in this quote, is sugtjeg that people combining their various

abilities ina common task ikeya s pect of everyday communi sm.
(2005[1982)c oncept of Ocompl ementarityd, which re
skills and services. As De AngéliB17)noted, division of labour within a commons system

does not have toe alienated. The acquired skills that | described above do not act in isolation,
but combine with a number of other iinteractd.i
This can work in terms of how a group of people draw on a diversity of skiftsexttimes,

as Paula at the allotment describes:

d think it works very well because we've split up the responsibilities significantly
to get more people involved. We've got somebody responsible for all the
equipment and we've got somebodly resporfeiblbe shopJimis the

secretary and site representative, we've got a chairpersandJimsorttwo

different kinds of accounts and other people are on the committee and take
active roles. Somebody taking the role of organising the annuasnarody

taking the role of organising the teas and coffegkere’s quite a lot to be

doneo
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Paula seems to suggest that dividing up resp
an efficient and effective way of carrying out collective 3amily at APCG also describes
this:

owell, wedbve got personal i ties that will
so our rules are not there. Ruth is really organised so if anything needs to be

done wedl /|l turn to Rut h.theMghtproeedures s s ens/
so wedbéll! twurn to her. Don [ s the joker.
and say o6/ dondét want to do thatdé. Al [

havenét got rules and that s in our fav

Therefore, whidlesac®amdwngi sp&ci fic skills per
she suggests that they can complement each other in the community gardens because of this
diversity. Moreover, Sandy vaguely contrasts this with a lack of rules, suggesting that this
complementarity emerges more organically, where in such a collective, people fill in for each

ot herds weaknesses with various strengths. T
has been articulated in other ways as a type of differential companicho / nc/ vdes a
diverse set of practices, occurring at different times ang sitesu nd t he communi ty
(Noterman 2016, p.446n doing so, these practices weave together to form an ongoing and

flexible means of managing the comm@®iaterman 2016)Again, this refers to the type of

web of social relations that | highlighted earlier, where such a tight web means that people can
devel op compl ementary systems which are fl ex
noted this in my fieldnotes in contrasting the two commuanritgigfi HDCG having been

established for almost ten years, and APCG being one year old:

oTher eds a -dignoezandtrast irowhat eael other does [in

HDCG]. Clearly a wetfleveloped teamwork compared to APCG, which is new

and people are stibérning each other and their ways of doing. People here [in

HDCG] know each otherdés strengths and we

cooperation. o
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This was apparent in the ways that people made each other tea or coffee in the community
gardens. In HDCG, people kmeexactly how each person liked their tea, and which biscuits

they liked with it. In APCG, they were still learning about this, and usually made the tea, but

put the milk in the middle of the table for people to adjust themselves. Such minor distinctions

are also important, with one gardener at APCG onceaskinp v/ d anyone prefer
¢ u pTeaoout of a mug is far superior, but the questioning of this demonstrated how people

were not entirely familiar with each otherds

Moreoer , there iIis the question of what constit
decide who has the skill to do a particular task or to respond to a particular need (whether that

is the need of another person or the need of the site itself). Thesfinsinél(what constitutes a

skill in these situations) is relatively simple, to the extent it is generally accepted in everyday life,
and that is having the acquired set of abilities and knowledge to achieve a particular task with
confidence and competender example, to hang a hanging basket on to a metal fence, aside

from possessing the appropriate tools, somebody must have the knowledge of what is needed
(the type of drill and dribit, the correct screws and sometimes plugs to attach the hanging

baske), and the physical capacity and confidence to drill the hole safely and accurately.

Therefore, @ciding who does what was usually not difficult to organise since people would
volunteer fotasks that they felt comfortable ddifigm the more complex tasksuch as, for

example, fitting a sink in the allotment meeting shed) to simple tasks (such as weeding or

painting, or allotment clearps). The former, of course, requires quite specific learnt skills,

and fortunately in this example there was somebaoahadhwork experience of plumbing. In

this scenario, or when fixing garden machinery, for example, someone without those particular
skills is unlikely to volunteer. With the more mundane tasks where most people could

contribute in some way, it was sligiiye complex. For example, watering or weeding

doesndt necessarily depend on an acquired sk
certain capacities (to be able to work comfortably on hands and knees for long periods of time,

or to carry a heavy teaing can, for example).

| also noted, however, that through the summer of the fieldwork period, the forms of
cooperation within APCG became more developed over time as people became accustomed to
each other, their various skills, habits, abilitiesisp@®ad personalities (as the previous
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gardener described). In both community gardens they developed a rota system for watering.
Therefore, complementarity isndt simply abou
contribute to the group, but also théatemn of time for work such as watering the garden. The

rota system within a group system means that individuals are less burdened by daily visits to the
site, unlike in the allotment where, as | noted before, this can become difficult for the

gardenerd ithey are unable to do so.

The compl ementing of each otherodés abilities
HDCG has a bad back so cannot pick strawberries (as they are low on the ground), and so

other people specifically carry out this t&ik. described this herself:

oMy i/l ness has got worse so | candt do
take the role of teas maid, paperwork, that kind of stuff. But | can do bits and

pieces. [ f | é6m having a gloaddyday, clandan d
it. And everybody wunderstands thatéel odéd h
mont hs ago | reall y wasnét feeling mysel

~n 7

do this anymore. éd And they satilgt &oa.es yo

Elin describes how her illness meant that sh
anymore, but that instead she found other ou
paperwork. Elin also highlights how this emotionally impacted hiee, point of wanting to

abandon the community garden altogether, but instead the wider group were able to reassure

her that they could step in to do these other aspects of the garden and she can contribute in

other ways. A gardener at the allotment desttihis balance between he and his wife:

ad have some physical | i mitations, so Lau
appreciative of. | do all the brai n work

do it, she wants the opposite after the whole day wor k. O
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Pete, the husband, is describing how their abilities complement each other in working on their
plot, but it also demonstrates my point in the last chapter, whereby these sites can also develop

i n contrast to peoplthadawaydbeingla contipuatiomofleasnt Thu s,
skills, for Laura who is still working, the allotment provides the possibility for doing things that

explicitly contrast with her working life.

Therefore, a cruci al e | e meembilities,fandtindeed thagirs r ec o

limitations, as Elin at HDCG continues:

oYou can come and go whenever you want t
cup of tea I f you want to, to come down
just had a cham twhitmkianqg odilp /! feavaerdé tl 6done

chat was more [ mportant I n that respect.

Above, Elin was describing her own difficulties in gardening because of illnesses, and the way
that gardeners respnroded twa \sheent gnget codddhteo f @d tt e
However, Elin then linked this with her coming to the garden anyway, just for the social aspect.
Therefore, even if a gardener cannot explici
She notes the invaluable experiendeeirig there for a cup of tea and a chat with others,

highlighting the importance of the social experience that | highlighted in the last chapter. This

was what made the community gardens important sites for caring for others, because there were
no demand®n anybody, and people could always find things for each other to do that suited

their own abilities, needs, skills, or interests. This reflects an important element of communism
which is based on people uniting in a common task and the inputs and loeitpytsrganised

byot he actorsdé c apdGaelier 2006, p227hdgardeney at HDC&me nt s 0

described this:

oHe has Al zhei merés, and he comes down w
Sometimes he just likes to come and have a cup of tea atdi s ¢ u /i t and th
fine. To see everybody and whatever. And
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and hedll do thingséebut when tthe winter

bought a heater, he can go i n the pottin

This opennesfor people to define their own capacity was crucial, since in doing so it directly
met their needs. In this sense, abilities and needs exist in a process and continuum, whereby

abilities and needs are negotiated in these spaces through what people do.

A gardener at APCG likewise described this dynamic between a recognition of limitations and

an ability to contribute in other ways:

adtébés good to encourage peopl e who are re
candét get down on yowownmul!lknees.,tyaohmi camayio
hel pful. So theredbés a [/ ot of possibiliti
think about things, and theredbs bril/lian
t hat space [ nto havi rbgliantitea, tocbe aletoi se equi
appreciate the garden and make wuse of th

However, while De Angel{2017)argued that a division of labour does not necessarily result

in alienation in the commons, there were difficulties also in terms of particular gendered
divisionsoflabur and perceived ol i mitat i(2DIBmdies,as wel
the broader societal environment catuirice the practices of commoning, and this was
apparent through this |l ens, where itds possi
reproduced within these micro commons. Gardeners sometimes mentioned that certain tasks
were for men, for example, a dynamwihich was reflected in a conversation | had with two

gardeners in Hendre Community Garden, Keith and Leah:

Keith o His side here was so overgrown with brambles and everything, and
when we were digging the pond out we took out a full size mountatabike,
gearbox, car batterjesir wheeldtt was unbelievable wasn't it this stuff we took

out? o
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Leah aand only the men were allowed on this sie

Owain o fdw comed

Keitlr 0 Hadth and safeéyou had to have steel cap boots

Leah statedthattas a mands job only, and Keith clair
boots. Therefore, though Leah associates this with being gendered, Keith associates it with

being a matter of access to PPE (Personal Protective Equipment) to carry outaa eskicu

In this scenario, it is gendered because a couple of the men on site were the only ones with
access to this PPE, from their past experience working (Keith, for example, was a retired sheet
metal worker), therefore both statements were fairitBgp reflects a form of acquired skill
relating to peopleds working experiences. Of
professions that require steel cap boots are predominantly occupied by men, again

demonstrating how the broader dynamics pitaigst society become embedded or related

with the dynamics of such spaces.

Likewise, teanaking, when carried out in a group, was almost always done by women. Of
course, making tea does not depend on access to PPE, but it is a socially constructed role
(West and Zimmerman 1987; Lorber anarfell 1991)In this sense, | want to caution against
reproducinga po/ i t i cal vision that natl@nzlezl2®Bes fem
p.249) while also recognising how these are understood from the perspective of the gardeners.
Unlike some of the other tasks carried out, such as plumbing or machine repair in the
allotmeniiwhich are two mal@ominated professi@and remain gendered within the
allotmeniiteamaking does not depend necessarily on specific skillsets, sinog it is
unreasonable assume that most peoplehesespacshave the capacity to make tieefact,

| withessed men making tea in the ailerit regularly, though usually when meeting in small
groups informally. During large community events on site, women always took on the

0 cat er iThg,ahile sutherslinary dynamics of making tea can reflect a generative site

of care in the commor(8Villiams 2018)it is also evident ththese dynamics can reflect and
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reproduce the problematic aspects of socially constructed gendévaslasd Barbadjo
2019)

There is therefore a problem in terms of how this fits into the notion of complementarity in the
sites. For example, a gardener at the allotn
monitor on site because/ 6 m not méémanobtateahdi cal, but |/
b/l each do wsuggastingthat she wargetl t contribute to the broader communal

practices on site, but did not have the skillset to carry out what she considered mechanical or
technical workand therefa took on the role as a cleanEhnis is an example of how practices

in the commons, especially around gendered norms and expectations, can be carried out in a
supposedly voluntary way (without any explicit coercion), yet is evidently carrying the baggage

of broader societal norms and expectations around gender roles and responsibilities (that are,

in essence, oppressive structures). Therefor
recognised as a facet of social reproduction (and the unpaid labameri)(Dominelli

1995; Federici 2018} has been suggested that community gardens can extend this

exploitation of women through increasing the amount of work women are expected to do

(EngelDi Mauro 2018) What is most gparent in this research, was that it is not simply a

matter of increasing the amount of work per se, since men are also widely involved in each of
these spaces, but it intensifies the amountygfeaf gendered work. This points towards a

necessity tafther explore the dynamics@mplementarityand ceoperation more

generally, and the ways that it can both reproduce or undermine particular roles, norms, and

structures (especially around gendered roles).

5.4 Chapter Summary

In this chapter, | have exptat the various types of everyday communism that exist in the
three sites. 0208012011 ;01dyork irinissaeed, Ehigidighted the
importance of remgnising the spatial dynamics that shape, and are shaped by, everyday
communism. | firstly explored this through the types of communal and individualistic forms of
everyday communism, highlighting their everyday possibilities and challenges. | noted how
communal practices can be disrupted by various individual dynamics, such as difficulties in

participation in volunteering systems, which can create new forms of inequalities and social
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problems (such as distrust). | then explored how the forms of indstiduammunism in

turn depends on a wider social network on site, especially during times of need. In the second

part of he chapter, | explored the types of acquired skills that people possess in these sites, and

the way that they might complement eabbrahrough cepperation. This did, however, raise

an important issue in terms of the continuation of gendered norms within these sites.

The broader point that | have also tried to make in this chapter, is that the indoaiaial

binary is problemat. | tentatively explore the possibility of explotinigdynamicthrough a

weblike network, that varies in shape, size, form, and is infinitely changeable. This is also
apparent in the forms of complementarity that | defined later in the chapter. In this sense, the
binary between individual and social makes littlesbuosit is the understanding of the ways

that this web changes shape, is disrupted, formed differently in various contexts (including
spatially), that is important. Thus, | would argue that the type of neoliberal subjectivity that is
sometimes associatetth these sitg®udup 2008)is not necessarily homogeneously or
universally apparent, btiis alsamportant to recognise how ifgesent in thenundane

everyday challenges of these ditespresent in the difficulties of carrying out broad
communal and collective work, for exampl e,
entirely detanined by a neoliberal logic of individual interest, risk, competition, and so on, but
it suggests that there is a conflict within the cooperative workliseifruggle exists not

simply as individuals are fragmented into divided and alienated iRgadt2009)ut with

the everyday difficultied cooperationwhich is itself a learnt skllennett 2012)n this

sense, these are not communistic utopias nor are they individualised sites of neoliberalisation.

But, these two spheres interddtis builds on the idea that these sites are neither neoliberal or
radical, as McClintog014)states, buhat these contradictions deserve further empirical
detail.

In the next chapter, | turn to the ways that this quiet and implicit form of everyday
governand@&what | describe as the vernaduitatates with and often comes into conflict with

the oofficialo.
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6 THE STRUGGLES OF/FOR VERNACULAR GOVERNANCE

6.1 Introduction

In the Literature Review, | highlighted that the general understanding of the commons has

largely shifted from one that sees it as a static one of governing a resource (the commons) to an
activesocial process (commonir{@ibsonGraham et al. 2016; Bollier 2020bj) the last two

chapters, | have also continued the theme of exploring this commoning process as

fundamentally rooted in everydag (ifluron 2015) One of the general prines of

commoning is that it appreciates o0on the gro
alienating, detached, and distanced management by corporations or (0arstaie2013;

Shantz 2013a; Bollier 201®) this sense, vernacular governance is a form of living governance
that produces and reproduces the commn(&zenberg 2012; Bollier 20189sed on

everyday, grounded, and practical knowlé@geson 2013) Fur t her , (1998r aw on
2012)pioneering work in this area, which contrasts forms of official order with vernacular
orderfithe former seen in tegown plans and blueprints that attempt to provide logic and

order, and the vernacular order which is based on practical, intimate, and informal knowledge.

Given thabne of the foundational pillars of the commons issaifagerant (Stavrides 2015)

where people themselves determine the rules, traditions, and values of the spaces and
resourceg¢Bollier 2020b)a deeper exploration of tleerydagdynamics of governing is

crucial for understanding how the actuaigting common&izenberg 201&)f these gardens

is managed. Though the previous two empirical chapters in principle engage with the everyday
vernacular management of the comm@udlier 2019) in this chapter | will more explicitly

engage with the ways that these vernacular practicesmahsglément have internal struggles,

but also come into conflict with the institutions who own the land (the official). As Bollier

(2016, p.4psks,camw s e e / n g doexistdande cambiaet)envdlo s ee/ ng [/ ke a

commonero?
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6.2 The Foundational Importance of Sdllanagement

In this section, | explore specifically the foundational importance-ofasefjement,

highlighting why it is a basic principle of commoning in these spacesrih imitially

highlighting, however, that that these are all only semisselfedjardengthey do not exist

in an autonomous zone separate from the institutions of governance (the Local Authority,

Welsh Government, Housing Associations etc). Inttaey, are deeply interrelated with these

other governance actoasid thus it offers an important point to consider the ways that the
commons relate to the stgidhompson 2015; Bollier 2016; De Angelis 2017; Milburn and
Russell2019) especially since, as |1 0ve noted, the

conflict wih the commongBollier 2016)

In general, sethanagement wascagnised by many as a foundational principle, where there

was an emphasis that those 0doingd the work
control over the space. | interviewed a number of people who were directly involved in the
governance of theseban gardens across Cardiff and more widely. Though I have chosen to
anonymise these organisations and the interviewees, they included people working within the
Council, and others who worked in four separate organisations across this urban
gardening/laafood growing spher&he founder of aommunityfood growingorganisation

in the city, Norareflectedon their experience with a number of different projects across

Cardiff:

d think absolutely the key thing is that people on the ground who are
volunteering is it's their idea and it's their leatly big lesson is | never go to a
place and sayowshould have a garden famedvouldn't it be great if you had
a garden thece t just never work%/ou have to have people on the ground
even if they've jtigot a piece of concretk piece of concrete will be a better
garden if people want to look after it and grow on it than an amézmbese
somebody else thinks you could and you shaadtithaitll be a great idaa.

Nora is reflecting a gener al principle of th

groundéd, which contrasts with an outsider wh
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suggests thdte sense of ownership is a crucial factor in tefsefmanagemefithat it has

to be peopleds own i dea

In this regard, superficially at least, it is not necessarily ownership of the land that concerns the
gardeners nor defines its success, but ownership or control over how things are done. A

gardeneat HDCG described the importance of this:

oxommuni ty garden [ s our garden, and we
want to do It the way we were told to do

garden o

Thus, agColding and BarthgR013)argue, the right to manage land, rather than neitessa

own it, is the most distinctive characteristic of the commons, which reflects a type of

stewardship rather than ownersfiipompson 2015)Cangelos{2014)also argues that

ownership is far less important than access and use of particueithanthe commons. In

fact, this was even the case withdlaively romanticised understanding of theeprtosure
commongLinebawgh 2014)since commoners did not own this land, but had a right to use it.

In each of these cases, the land was not owned by the g@dengen Allotment (DA) is

owned by the council, Aberporth Community Garden (APCG) is owned by the council, and
Hendre Community Garden (HDCG) is ownbg Wales & West Housing Associatidiis

is an important empirical observation for understanding how people relate to land, since it goes
beyond the capitalistic perspective that emphasises private ownership,abismedie based

on a usased logic, which is often referred to as usufruct property(Bgbtschin 2005

[1982), an important principle for the commons. Usufruct property rights emphasise the right

to use a resource (even if not owned) as long as the underlying resource itself is not diminished
(Bollier and Helfrich 2019)and derives from a combination of two elements of Roman law on
property rights of 0 u stoesighttdthelfreit{fSegagnit t o use)
Whinston 2010; Reta 2016; Salvi and Krimm 202B¢ third element of property rights (that

are not part of a wusufrwuct right) is ©6abusus
gift the lanqReta 2016; Salvi and Krimm 2020)
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Some of these principles were also recognised by a staff member of Cardiff Council who had

worked with a number of community gardens and food growing projects:

oWe are al so wachthatthigisnothe couhcé doiagotior the

community but it is the community doing it for themselves, and thus enabling

them to do stuff. The [ ast thing peopl e
t hisé. o

The community development worker thairked closely with APCG also recognised this,
claimingthab we mi ght provi de the [ andéitds their
communi ty garden wit hout .téhelm,i s/ tidsd ijmpsotr thbaen
reflects howthegardens ar e abl e to make use of | and th
be wastel and. However, as | wil/ demonstrate
process that materialised without conflict, and it would be naive to suggest that the formal
ownership of the land is an irrelevant factor in this democratic process, since it also

fundamentally defines it and permeates the vernacular governance within the sites. This, |

suggest, is at the heart of the struggle between the vernacular andasfticbainership not

only defines whéasownership of the land (legally), but must also be considered as a key

factor in wha'ee/sownership over it, since it also creates initial inequalities and sense of control

from the landowners (and a lack of sense of control by ilsosgt), as Nora reflected:

oBut I n Rumney it was al ways difficult b
holdover when people could and coul dn’'t go
and what you're allowed to do or not allowed to do is really important and

someti mes people don't realise that unti/i

Therefore, as Nora notes, this semf controbverland by the state can create a controlling
dynamic from the outset in terms of what freedom the gardeners have in the space itself. |
explore this dynamic throughout this chapter as a significant struggle and conflict in the sites,
whichto some extent complicates and contrasts my earlier emphasis on the forms of self

valorising practices. Far from being free from these constraints, these forms of vernacular

193



practices exist despite, and are regularly restricted by, these institulicinet stof

ownership. In the above scenario where there was a community garden on local council land,

the local council control the usage of that land and thus they restrict the possibilities for self

management of the garden. The result is that a situk@lops whereby control and
ownership are divorced from direct knowledge of the situ&@emson 2013)A Housing

Association community development worker described this difficulty in terms of the

|l andowners (the HA) reluctance to relinquish

site:

O think definitely te main thing foHousingAssociations is not to be too

controlling. One of them | have made completely comnmHedlyso this one is

one of the most I nteresting ones. [|tJds

cukdesac, and | worked withthemtwé s e t he [ and, so we
got a 99 year lease. And they want to turn it into a community garden, and |
helped them with materials, | gave them tools, they started doing it, and they
i terally built all t hatenl/gocaifeswed beds
complaints in théiousingAssociation about it being messy and all this kind of

stuff, and | went down and said lkéats going ordand it was summer so the

weeds were growing and they werendét goin

gdting loads o e a h 1 t d oGarsl th@ kind brf stoftkso hifena t
HousingAssociations find it difficult to actually change their expectations of

what communities are open to do.

The participant therefore reflects the principles oihsalfagment that | highlighted at the
start of this chapter, but also demonstrates the way that this, in reality, is a struggle for the

landowners who are reluctant to trust communities in this way, and often attempt to control and

order the space to their owkithg (in aesthetic terms, here). However, even in this quote, the

community development worker is using terms that refer to themselves as the active one in the

process, not the community gardeners themselves. Thus, rather than it appearing to be a
bottomup process of the citizens taking on this initiative themselves, such facilitation also
appears to be laden with tdpwn power dynamics, bestowing upon them the opportunity to

be communityed.
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Aside from recognising the issues withdimpn control oveprojects in terms of developing a
sense of ownership by those on the ground, there was also the related issueliahceesn

external organisations, as a worker in an urban gardening organisation described:

aOne of the problems #&ierhead @mmunityGarden(a separate site,

anonymisedyvas from the beginning they always had a member of staff and that

member of staff always set the tone of how people would work together. And

then eventually after a couple adnge 10 years or so, they got to a point where

they just coul dnét get any more funding
to just manage the garden themselves, and actually it was really bad to begin with
because t heydd beenomeanetadorverytbirggfomher e t he
them and manage everything for them, laatitlirn up and they say@wh have

you got some mitk and|! dbsaydmoo and because the manager had always gone

out and bought milk for them they had no independent skills or arg/t®ng

It 6s much better | f you suhdrey@audreup up r

facilitating and mentoring and not managing things fowdhe

Therefore, the sense of ownership was in general recognised by several organisers within these

community organisans asey to establishing the lergm success of community gardens:

0 &that's always where we've got to rather than us manage the site and being left
with that responsibility we try and train people up in order that they can run it
themselvesso | think that's a much better model rather than people becoming
dependent and's a slower way of doing it so you don't necessarily get as much
gardening therBut we think that's a much more sustainable way of doing things

S0 that's how we always wark.

Rachel, a development worker based in South Wales for a food growing avgahesat
wor ked across the UK, al so noitre@ dfhathe hd esmm
itself, since imposition can come from within the community, horizontally, not simply from

above:
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0 he most successful ones are ones the set up oyt use individual

because quite often you find that there is one very enthusiastic individual that
says know what this area needsieeds a community growing prajegid

they come to us for a bit support and | give them some information angpwe hel
them get together information on how to engage with the local community and
find out what they warBut if it's something that's been imposed on people and
someone has decided that's what's needed in thithereammunity might

feel differently o

Therefore, Wmether a community needs or wants a community garden in the area in the first
place is a crucial consideration for its initial democratisation. Such considerations are not
necessary in an allotment, where again the individualised nature ofibéi#ycand

ownership (as well as the structures which facilitate this) mean that the social and democratic
elements of this space areppgducts that allow the space to function, rather than necessary
foundations from the beginnirtgowever, while Rachsuggests that such imposition can also
come fromwithinthe community, not necessarily throughdown mechanisms, she goes on

to give an example which was itself altepn community garden:

0 here's an example in Penamtlell the town council havetsip a community
garden in the front of their offices and they really wanted people to come and
use itbut because they've done it and then they presented it to théegwn

then struggle to get people involved in it because people just turned up and
everything was already dot¥hereas the most successful projetitey go out

first before they even start anything and they have a group of petjlst

one individual You need small group of people so that you have others to share
the workloads anid they go out and do a lot of research and find out what
people wantso people might want to community growing project but they might
not want it in a particular place or a particular size or they might only want it
open on certain days of the week @t fo involve certain support groups and

not just the general publi@o
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Rachel also links this sense of it being commlaaityith having control over when and how
the garden itself might operate, as well as the rules and forms of management that the
garceners will want to define within the garden. In contrast, community gardens that are

embedded in the community are important aspects for its everyday functioning:

ol f you havendét got the support and peop
scheme thatdie r /i ght around, I t&és not going to
look after it, and they are the eyes and ears of the community, so they stop

vandal i sm, they help water every day, an

This is a crucial dynamic whidflects Jacol{2016[1961) work, but also my observations

about forms of mutual aid and everyday communism across borders and into communities,

who offer the sort of help this participant describes. However, the reality that community

gardens can emerge as an individual commueityjwh er 6 s pet project dese

attention in the literatuiien particular in terms of how this shapes the garden itself over time.

Therefore, the community developing a sense of ownership here is crucial for the longevity of
these gardern(®earson and Firth 2012)ne of the crucial aspectstbé commonss that

there is a general appr ecihadroundrare aldo thosewhb o s e w
make the decisions about the spiadectively agreed upon rules, mechanisms of monitoring

and sanctioning, and the governance structures @atlisr 2014; Wall and Egan 2014,

Ostrom 20151990} Arvidsson 2019)n the allotment, the committee are ordinary gardeners

who volunteer their time as committee memlend as | noted in the last chapter, were all

retired plotholders (except for onejhey therefore possess this vernaculderstanding of

the space, through a o0closenesso both physic

emotionally, and practicalkk.memberof the committegPauladescribed this dynamic:

owell they [the counci |l ] dmibhekmaknow anyt
come up occasionally and they've redrawn the little map and they get it totally

wrong. There's some very vague areas there. Down at the bottom and at the far
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ends there are some bits that are really hard to figure out, so we do have a lot

morek nowl edge about what's going on. o

As Bollier(2019)suggests, beneath all macro laws and governance exist a range of micro

o | i wearnacglataws This practical knowledgmables the production of the commons

(Eizenberg 2012%¥ince as Scd012)also notes, formal rulesd ordering depend on

informal vernacular interpretation and negotiation of themvhat appear to be trivial

interpersonal relations between ordinary people, BE@&r9)emphasises their imparice in
everyday governance, 199641678 temphapis that ananchisty way s
forms of organisation exigéspiteahe stateSuch vernacular understanding and knowledge of

the site is crucial for enablitihge production of the commoiBizenberg 2012owever,

beyond this being a matter of how well the site is known (in the map example above), this
vernacul ar ocl osemaemadg mos wl tsegdnpiant htetemal | y
while also being more responsive

0 But oldrihtersst to make sureafequipment all worked rather than the

counci | jJjust saying o6oh the all ot ment pe
wor ki ng, who do we send to sort that out
Whereas when you're interested in it it's not a big deal tosmakee t hey 6r e al
serviced. o

Jim on the all ot ment commi ttee contrasted th
response:

adtés such as big central body they propo
and | 6m sure that 4adteuahliy otslowmeg. blEOwe de |
there I s the ability to react to various

see on a local basis. They can only see it on a broader scenario
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The inabilitytoo s e e o0 n as a/dynanac/thatbefles3sc so0 1 I90Dveork that

demonstrated the ways that the state are unable to process or understand the granularity
elements of everyday life (and often try to simplify and order it in various wHysjicWa

sense of the committee being more responsive, it was understood as ultimately something that

was empoweriffigomething that could be changed:

oW/l |l even | |t it'snotimome @3ponsime beeausegosip onsi ve,
haven't been responsivars it's up to your you think this isn't the right thing
as it's not workingery well then go on the committee and change jaings

you can o

Though Gardinef2004)war ns agai nst seeing ofol kd knowl e
a dichotomous form, he also cautions against seeing them homogenously. However, | suggest
that this is not a contrast between folk and specialised knowledge, but one between grounded
anddetached knowledge, an issue | explored in the literature (seEWewey 2012Vho

has oOspecialisedd knowledge over an all ot men
themselves, for example? The contrast | have explored is therefore related to how this

0gr oundedo ntkastowith fermad kmowltedge within institutions, and how this relates

with the dynamics of seffanagement.

However, selfnanagement was not an easy process, even if these basic initial principles and
intentions are in place. In the next two sectiogsplore the difficulties and contradictions of

this seHmanagement process. Firstly, through the internal struggles of vernacular everyday self
management, and secondly through the ways that the vernacular comes into conflict with the

official.
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6.3 The Intenal Challenges of Vernacular S&fanagement: e

Dictatorshipof the Plotholders

Each site had ways of making collective decisions regarding the everyday functioning of the
sitdifrom the basic plans of what was to be done on that particular daystéortoptans

regarding the physical structure of the site, or to funding bids and financial concerns. |

described some of these in the last chapter through the concept of everyday communism. To

add to this, all of these sites therefore required $ommeof democratic practicd’ hough the

term 0demomaaagément 0sewht very themaseleekhg used Db
gardeners often referenced how things were done, who decided, who had the final say, the
difficulties of disengagement etc. Manghefcommunity organisations, who had the

experience of engaging with several projects such as these, suggested that the ability to practice

democracy was one of the most crucial practices within these spaces:

oTo be honest peopltleokimgmaferthepaas orthg q ui t e g
potatoes, but the whole 6how do we work
each otherdé6? Thatbés the bit thatds the h
about that, and they have very different ideas about how to waekp8&ople

are slash and buim h er e s houl dnét be any weeds. Ot
/| et 6s have [/ oads of weeds. And some peop
donét |7 ke it tidy at all. And | just th
something tat causes a lot of friction. So how you work together and what is

acceptable and not acceptable s really

Ultimately, these are aspects which can and do cause internal conflicts between people which
require forms of negotiation and sometin@¥lcct resolution mechanisima point De
Angelis(2017)makes about the possibilities of the commons failing due to internal
(endogenous) issues. This participant above, Nora, also noted that in her experienced v e
got to have people in the end who are willing to sit arountéartabeetings, chair a meeting,

manage the financeséyou candt Jjust have peop
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This therefore is a crucial aspect ofsalhagement, and one that reflects my emphasis on
acquired skills in the previous chaptédowever, the democratic processes within these spaces
were quite diverse. As noted elsewhere, the allotment had an elected committee, each of whom
were plot holders themselves, who would decide on the more bureaucratic and everyday
matters of the siidrom evictions and liaising with the council, running the site shop,

organising the waiting list and welcoming new plot holders, and maintaining the financial books
and records. The secretary (head) of the committee was a retired hedidmasteeflecting

my emphasis on the importance of continuation of learnt/acquirefiakdlsll of the

committee except for one were retired allotmentdérs committee meet on the first Sunday

of every month. In the two community gardens, which were far smallerioalptiye and
membership, it was far more fluid and less formally arranged than this. APCG did have an
AGM and elected roléssince they were constituidnit HDCG had intentionally avoided a
constitution and these more formal matters (such as fundingjea#reiith by Wales & West

Housing Association.

Aside from the AGM, the majority of democratic decisions in these spaces can be thought of as
more of an everyday process rather than a formal monthly one (as was the case in the
allotment). Each time the community garden would meet, there would be pédatsission

around what should be done, how to do itf eliimately, an everyday process of democracy

that decided the practical events of these spaces. In the first empirical chapter, | touched on the
forms of sociality that occur in the interstifElcesnadmoments (i.e. drinking tea) of

gardening. While the allotment was more formalised through monthly committee meetings
(which | also attended), there was also a large amount of vernacular democracy occurring less
formally onsite, as well. Gardersewould meet for a cup of tea regularly and chat about the

site, or people would discuss things with their neighbouring plot holder. These were instances
where concerns, ideas, and plans would be discussed amongst each other more informally.
While it is vellrecognised that such spaces offer the opportunity for developing democratic
citizendGloveretal.2006) suggest that 1 tds iIimportant to
struggle rather than something that is a static end to be achieved. In this sense, the democratic
selfmanagement of these sites was not easy, but a constant challenge of negotiation betwe

people with different ideas and interests.

201



Within a space the size of the allotment, decisions could easily be made that did not please
everyonéthese spaces are filled with disagreement, discussion, debate, and sometimes conflict
and dramaHowever despite their smaller scallee democracy within the community gardens
wasat timegnore challenging because it could not necessarily absorb this type of drama or
disagreement. | sugg#stthis is because within such a tightly knit sp@al,thereis an

emphasis on consensus politics that intentionally avoids cduéitd, the apparent

o0cl os e nes siban isstie | explerad yntretatiom tg political differences in chapter four
This ends up avoiding the important element of comifidtdisigreementvithin the

functioning of everyday democrécgke 2017a; Purcell 201Th contrastthe structures to

achieve democratic decisions in the allotmentedagvely formabut thisto some extent

protects the process from sumrerydayroblems If there is drama, one caeturn to their

plot without interacting further with that persbime communitygardenslepend on more
informalsocial organisation rather thetructuredbrganisation, meaning that there is a whole

set ofeverydaylramas, conflicts, disagreements thatasbe detached from the democratic
processesAs noted, these everyday issues and formal democratic processes are slightly more

separate in the allotment, though, of course, they naturally affect each other.

One of the downsides of the allotment spadkat the formal arrangements within the
governance of it can leave it open to abuse of micro psitveugh the present committee
functioned extremely well, many ghatders told me of a recent secretary who held the post

for a long timeHe was widelknown asan authoritarian figuneithin the allotment:

0 K e wds a boss man hetéyou didn't do what he said you were
fu ¢ k e&halt’s the problemith getting committees, you get somebody who's

very dominant o

However, these micro forms of authordgarsm within the allotment, seen in the example of
Kevin the old secretary, was a bit of a divisive and contradictory issue. Many would both
complain about this while also saying that he was efficient, hardworking, and passionate about

the site:
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0 Oh he ddfhave a stronghold over everything]. He was quite a

temperamental little guy. He was always really nice to me, but he fell out with a

lot of people. But, you know, he was passionate about the place, he really was.

He held courtin hereinabigmec hai r and he made sure |t |
had lots of fundraising events. We used to have a big bonfire event, fireworks

that went on for hours because people donated them, everyone bought

pumpkin soup, wine in here flowing freely. But the council pupastthat,

they got rules now on health and safety. It wasn't very safe | must say. There's

rules now saying no alcohol. And we always had Christmas dinner that they

would organise in one of the local restaurants so they were a good gang but they
werequg ol d guard and now they've been repl

atmosphere now. O

)

Figure25: The committee room at the allotment

T hi s justasissoéetof exploitifgrmalcommittee structures however, since there were
alsostruggles in the community gardens regarding authority, leadership, and expeitige.
a common space in which there are plural ideas over the ends (how the garden should be) and
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the means (the praatig to achieve that) often results in minor conflicts. These may appear
trivial, such as the shape of a pond or the position of a raised bed, yet as Nora mentioned
previously, these minor conflicts can be extremely disruptive and difficult to manage.
Ultimately, this is not because the shape of the pond or position of the bed is that important to
the people in conflict, but it is reflective of more fundamental matters of demotnaby

has a say over a matter and who does not. A worker in a local foind) gmganisation

suggests that this requires some form of structure to deal with:

0So youdbve got to kind of have a framewo
t hat I f somebody goes across that [|ine y
weweregoimgpo do this and you havendt done t h.
you Jjust have an assumption that all agr

have troubl e. o

These are again examples of the problematic endogenous dynamiesdhghtly amplified
byOs t r @0oib)\wsork, where there is a necessity for collective rules and decision making
mechanisms, as well as forms of monitoring, mechanisms of comflicicesand potentially
sanctionsThus, while common projects can fail due to external pressures such as enclosure
(Linebaugh 2008)r cooptation(Caffentzis and Federici 201#4)s also possible for internal
dynamics to have negative effdaesAngelis 2017; Euler 2018)

As Bresnihan and Byrn@015)note, it is possible foinformal hierarchies to emerge in the
commonswhichshould not be dismissetihe emergence of informal hierarchies in the two
community gardens seemed to stwitmnther om t hose
establi shment of the garden (in the sense th
amongst the group), but also those who possessed a sense of personal ownership over the
project (since in both cases there tended to be a figureheatidérbeginning)The people

who initiated these community gardens often became guarded o\iethéneoonsidered the

idea and the project theirs, and at times sharing this with other people appeared difficult.
Therefore, his is a social process that emeoges time but has its roots in the establishment

of these spacea problem that | referred to in the section above (in terms of broader

community engagemenommunity gardens are regularly started up by a passionate local
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resident, or perhaps a smathgp of local resident$his, undoubtedly, contrasts with the
emphasis on the collective and commueitiynature of community gardgiisgell 2015;
Follmann and Viebff 2015) As Bradley and PargmgRA017)note, the commons are often
dependent on particula&eypersoniinitiators, hosts, and contributdvghich suggests that
their collective nature can often be romanticidesvever, during interviews with workers of
organisations that operate across this scene in Cardiff and Souttahtke,gardeners
themselveghere appeared to be a contradiction. While many would suggest the need for a
strong leader to develop momemtin the initial phases, others would claim that groups
should avoid it becoming a pet project of a single person,aglichmakdt vulnerable due

to lack of broader engagemenh d -io twithythe community.

Though there is somewhat of a celebradidn p e o p | e d+manageddar geoha@matic)s e | f
abilities that are already in existérsa=n in the anarchist traditipiard 199641973]

Springer 2014; White and Williams 20D4jt also in terms of the comma(@arlsson 2008;

Federici 2018)this suggests that a more crifiembpective of theeed beneath the snow

(Ward 199641973) is necessary. Indeed, these buried forms athistic practices are not
without their problems, conflicts, disagreen
functioning forms of sefhanagement, an issue | touched on in chapter five in relation to the
problems of participatiorsuch a pactice should inherently suggest that such forms of
disagreements and problems will also berseitiged (for an anarchist perspective on this, see
Price(2013; 2016) However, if aommoning itself is about learning how to do democracy
(Gidwani and Baviskar 2011hen understanding these internal conflicts is important, without
necessarily relegating them to structuatlitions (exogenous facténshich only serves to

dismiss these problems until such structural conditions are sometroame

Ironically,in APCG t hi s ol eadero had | eft a previous
authoritarian and undemocratic. They were without doubt the most experienced gardener and

had the most skills and knowledge on gardening, and were quite committed, at least verbally

and sometimes in practice, to establishing a democratic community garden. They clearly felt a
sense of frustration at being the default | e
opinions and thoughts on what to do, how to do it, and clearlyngegising instructions

(though at times this would boil over and they would get frustrated if somebody did something

205



owrong6, for example). There was, however, s
democratically, even if the other gardeners dide®m to want to do sglany of the other

gardeners themselves seemed comfortable in asking this person for theiii apiagirwhich

ended up reproducing the common sense of the
person did not have coercive poweer the grouipthey could not evict somebody from the

garden, for example. Ultimately, this resulted in people carrying out what could have been an
autonomous or horizontal task yet deferring to this leader instdad’(/ / j vst check |
fiystion this sense, the hierarchy didndt eme
person, but also out of a general subservience by the broadéryrtagking to them for

advice, ideagndreassurance. While Ward99641973) suggested that forms of hierarchy

were less likely to emerge within such smaltddaee groups, this is notaessarily the case,

reflecting the observationsksEeman(1972)regarding the ability of people within small
ounstdadcguoeps t o .Hoswever,whatid mtabklennahistcontext is how

this leader on the one hand produces and reproduces this dominance but is also

uncomfortable with their position within the group as the leader. They are therefore
demonstratingn almost reluctant dominance where they want to push back against this

dynamic, deitimperfectlyThompson(2015)likewise argue that actually existing commons

are not free from such human power relasi

During the fieldwork, there was a period in which this person was on aomgnitioliday and

the cooperation of the group functioned in a much more fluid, spontaneous, and effective way.
People took more responsibility amongst themselves (sinec®tlomger deferred to this

person), they worked together more effectively, and ultimately managed to achieve a lot more

in the garden than any other time that | was there. This dynamic was also observed by other
gardeners in the group, who regularly bnbuigip when | had the opportunity for a eme

one conversation or interview. One of these interviewees suggested that this dynamic was a
problem due to the lack of structure within the group itself, which allowed for such informal
hierarchies to emeragain, an observatiomiehc | os el y mi r(X962)This Fr e e ma n ¢
personstatedthat/ 7 you don' t ré)someonedk&bthwll takebverat st r uct L
does hHgweverstheyalso recognised that the group functioned better during this

period without them at the garden. A separate gardener had some quite contradictory views on
this dynamic. At one point in theterview, William mentioned that they would like to see

more leadership:
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O V¥ sort of make all the decisions ae-aperativewhich is not always the best
/ don't think I think some people should be sayimg need to do thisThe
whiteboard is great idea because it focuses us on what the group decides we

need to dpso that's the sort of leadershig d | | ke t o see. o0

The contradiction wi t hifontWiohelhand suggestingthatas wer
horizontal decision making (operatie) was not the best way, but on the other emphasising

the whiteboard as the place where /7 e gpuldodec@® how things should be done. |

probed the gardener about this, who then suggested that there needs to be more direction from
Ruth

o V¥ all tendo look toRuthfor ideas and things and guidarind shedoesn't
seem to want to take that oRuthsay 9 think we should be doibgather than
0 evneed to db &he needs to be more pushyore officiou come on guys
let's go and do thisgnow Kyle doesn't like sitting around and talkisghe
went out and did his sandiagd we were all quite happy to sit and.chat
PerhapsRuthshould haveurned around and sadét's paint the tire®o you 3
wantto paint the tyre® Do youwant tatidy this u® @thear than just letting us
decide what we want to.do

I n this sense, the contradiction continues,
other gardeners looking towards Ruth for ideas, who does not want to take this onabut Willi
explicitly wants Ruthto l@demo r e gespite bhis celuctance. However, | also probed about

the period at which this person was away on their holidays, asking if they had noticed anything
different. The interviewee saidtliap e o p/ e t o0 odkn DinA asked ey thie s p
happened, and they stated that ithexsus® p e o0 p /| eRuthbeaakssheiothe

gardening gurui ¥y olo many ways,dhe more time spent in the space, it was increasingly
evident that people had contradictory sgdesgarding the democratic functioning of the space,

including in terms of ideas of leadership.
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| further explored with the interviewee on this apparent contradiction, askingy / dnét gi v
Ruthmore authority and more decistoraking to lead thingstge r i d of peopl eds
deci de things col/l ectivel ytowhcktbeeyregliedy have do

O W, | think it would build their confidence because she could turn around and
say@an you paint the tirésoff you gopaint the yres and when you finish

come back and tethe ond théy go off and they sort the pawfiat colour

theyo rg@ng to usahat's entirely up to themnd thenRuthwill think the next
thing we need dognis to plant out the front o

This sameaardener had also noted problems in their old work at the Post Office, where he felt
that over the years it had become increasingly managerial and detached, with professional

managers who had no o0groundedo6é knowledge of

OThey didn't trust & vhen| started work, do you know tBeitetown tunnels,

! was on the project team for that and | was able to sign up to nearly 3 1/4

million pounds worth of workWV hen | left | couldn’t sign for a pen. | needed

my manager's approval to get acoée re getting anagers who didn't know

how to manageyhowere getting jobs becalfige disrespect to yaibut they

had qualifications, they had degrees, but they couldn’t manage, they had degrees
but they didn't know what the job entailEbley had no practical experierafe

thejob, so they were doing as they were told by senior managers who had less

idea of how the job was done, and it just came down like that.

De Angelig2017)claims that an important endogenous aspect of the commons is that it
depends upon breaking habits of delegation,rapthce of those habits, establishing

participatory methods. Thus, practices of participation and delegation have to be learnt as
habits, and peoplaedpditicdeanheavily t@vardsgpocesses ofw o r k
delegation rather than participatibfound these contradictions in terms of how people
understood management, responsibility, and hierarchy interesting but equally frustrating, but it

also seemethat the gardener was distinguishing between a sense of leadership and authority.
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This was appant in a discussion between two gardeners at APCG, with onecsjatom@g/ n e e d

a | eader someti mes, andthed anetsenréspondmg.o@me@eo mer G @ S
guide! woul dndét say a | elatetmsofleadetsltip, thetdanere e ds di r
were suggesting that it was more about the lack of direction and knowing what to do, an issue

thatsomebody with more expertise could help guide.

Figure26: Liminal spaces of democracy ibekporth Community Garden

Later in the interviewing process, when the
interviewed them. They also, without prompting, brought up this issue. We spoke about how
democracy works in these types of groups, and why and how a level di/fleagifnportant.

| asked what the key thing was for such groups to achieve this:

oNot having anybody domi nant. Not having
own. | mean, | 6ve been i n other communit
where you Jjust go O6why am | here? That p
decisions whether we wantthemtoawrt 6. . . | di d say to you a
long time ago, that | do sometimes get frustrated because people keep asking

me gardening questions, I t's ORuth, what

ought to be working thatmeufton2@e®@rm,erl 6rd
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working round the front and somebody comes round from the back and goes

owhat shall | do now?6 | get a bit fFfrust
domi nant person, | dondét want to be the
wedoingpmow?é6. . .1 dondét mind the 6/ dondt kn
dondét wunderstand how to do thisdé but bei

next ?a0, / donot want that to be me. 0O

Clearly the informal hierarchy that had been established had becomerafbutdem. Even

though this frustrated them, and they suggested that this was not their intention (in fact, as

noted, they joined this garden out of frustration with lack of democracy in the other places),

and | had noticed at times their effort to chahge | had also witnessed that they at times

explicitly practiced forms of managing others. In other words, they seemed to possess an
internal conflict between challenging being
reproducing it. | wondered whetitbere was a relationship between their description of their

lack of democratic voice in one space (Whitchurch Community Garden) and their relatively
dominant voice in this garden. This might reflect the fine line between these tiateres

on the onehand, the frustration with a lack of voice in the other garden might not necessarily

reflect a desire for more democratic structures, but instead a frustration with not being the de
facto ol eader 6 or authority lanmheiflugratibnivit,st pl a
peopl eds subservience and the | ack of democr
however, they also distinguish between expertise and authority in a similar but more explicit

way than William doéghey had no issues giviggdeni ng advice, but the
making all the decisions about the space and what people should be doing, which they wanted

to be a cooperative pursuit. Another gardener attempted to balance these two dynamics, by
suggesting that b e ¢ a a gokintarytorganisation, | think people are a bit reticent and feel it

mi ght be sort of taking overéyou do have o

not go too far, youdbve got to givevéehem t he

Crucially, then, there is a question of the difference between authority, expertise, and
leadership, and the ways that various people within this situation reproduce this hierarchy
(including those who are subservient to it). Bakii@iril)also made this distinction between
expertise and authority:/ n  t h e ma tefereto thealthortyawbtfte qotmékerr
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concerning houses, <canals, or railroads, | c
allow neither the bootmaker nor the architec
While on the surface, itag the lack of direction that people tended to associate with this

dynamic, it was more importantly a dynamic that resulted in broad passivity. Ultimately, when
there is an informal o0l eaderdé (as there ofte
take on responsibility in a way that appears natural (perhaps due to their sense of ownership of
the project, their acquired skills, etc.), which both creates a passivity amongst the broader

group, then allowing the leader as well as the broader grjospfioand reproduce this

position and hierarchical dynamic as a result of this passivityitee. ¢/ ear / y need a
because we dondt know. Inihisaenseyiteese hierarahiesicangndo t h e r
do create passivity, in return justtyiine need for these hierarchies. As Mar{@@k1)notes

(in reference to state authority), rulers require legitimation if their roles are to be reproduced.

How to avoid this scenario is difficult, andndtely depends on the broader group having a

sense of collective responsibility and ownership that restricts the need for individuals to attain
these position®\ similar dynamic exists between civil society and theastatgted irthe

work of Kropotkin(2014 [1902) and Buber(1999[1957), whobroadlyunderstood that this

social element (of mutual aid and-seffanisation, foexample) becomes weaker as it becomes

alienated from the people themselves into the structures of the state.

In this section, | explored some of the endogenous issuesmasaljement, but from here
on, in this chapter | explore in more detail hows¢éheelate to, come into conflict with, and are

limited by, exogenous stapitalist dynamics.

6.4 Conflicts Between the Vernacular and the Official

Though I 6ve highlight ed-manhgementmphese sgpacesc e of ve
including the internalhallenges of micro democracies, | now turn to the ways that this

vernacular relates with and often contrasts (if not clashes) with the formal authorities. Bresnihan
and Byrng(2015)argue that there has been relatively little work done on how the forms of
ownership and governance materialise in thg@xgidynamics of commoning. | explore this

process of sethanagement through the dynamic (and friction) between the vernacular and the

official (Scott 2012; Bollier 20190 many ways, the distinction between vernacular/official
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refl ect@lArerwetyicqgsue of practice and (19%% or vy, t
seminal work has been underexplored, with only Ma(2€44)mentioning their similarities

briefly.

Many of the gardeners regularly understoloat whey were doing and praicty within the
spaces i n c on timduding the iostititibns thad @vadd the land, @reated the
bureaucracy and rules of the spaces. Firstly, | will explore the ownership of land as both the

foundational elemerof conflict between the vernacular and official.

6.4.1 Authority and Land

First and foremost, this clash between the vernacular and official is/zaetaind is
managedandfat and i s ouseddé, a point | have made
in particular community gardens, are often understood as a claim to the Right to the City
(Purcell and Tyman 2015khere citizens takeer neglected lar{iattei and Quarta 2015)

for social and public u¢€umbers et al. 2017puch dynamics of reclaiming las@ften

considered a dynamic of commoning, which directly contrasts with the removafoitand

the commons in the process of enclog@e@mbers et al. 2017; De Angelis 20HHwever,

such political statements are premature, since my research highlighted the waysihatshe

of the land (in this case Cafdouncil and Wales & West Housing Association) are extremely

risk averse and selective as to what land gets used by community groups in the first place. Thus,
there is no dynamic of guerrilla gardening (squatiegholds 2008)ccurring here, but a

handover of unused land (usually by the state) fomcmity projeciwhich reflects an initial

power dynamic related to land ownership. Therefore, this is not necessarily an example of the
state becoming a partner in a pubbonmons partnershigMilourn and Russell 201,9)ut

highlights the way that the local state is deeply tied to the logic of profitability, as Hannah, who
workedfor an organisation that provided advice to communities about land access, described

(specifically in reference to a different community garden in the city):

0 &netimes what you get as well is that[Deaydiff Councildon’t even know
they owned the lah and you point it out to them and then they look up on GIS

and realise they édihen because you point it out to them it goes on their list as
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well to see If they can get money fror&atit can be quite a long process and
challenging process reallye did quite a lot of work to show the local authority
that you can't make money from that particular site because it's not capable of
being developed by housing because of the distances between the existing

properties 0

The priority of the local state (Cardiff Council) is therefore evident in this dynamic. These

garden commons lie in the ruin of cafitalu ¢ h | i K2017)matsutakg tsshroaibpy

using up parcels of land that are not of sufficient esiecnalue to capitalism (and the state)
whatsoever. The community gardens in this case were handed to the gardeners because the

|l and was unprofitable (from Cardiff Council d
understanding that community gardens pradantly exist through meanwhile use in spaces

that are earmarked for developmé@igell 2015)While there is a general commons critique
(especially within the Marxist understanding of the commons) of the state as an instrument of

the elite used to entrench capitalist accumul&@ambers 2015}his is part of that same
process. Although these gardens arenodot direc
commaodification of city lan@ dynamic whic&hristopherg2018 has recently explorgdhe

gardens exist in particular areas and spaces ofythecaiuse of this same dynamimother

participant noted that community groups overall have increasing difficulty in accessing land
through shorterm agreements becaukey re/Cardiff Counciltrying to get as much money

from their land and developéfr land and get a return on it as much as possibkhis

sense, itreflectstlie/s r on Ff 7 st b e hi(Cagon20@la.p)/ Wwhare' the Stétd ie hH an d
a very active facilitator of neoliberalism, agalapsinghe problematic publiprivate binary

(De Angelis 2007)n this sense, the emphasis on the reclaiming of waste serdedefurther
interrogation, where it is possible to emm@phasise its transformative potential, since waste

land is itself created by the logic and demands of capitalism in the fifstlpfaegely, it is

considered unprofitable land. As a resulty fh@se no direct challenge to this dynamic but

simply exist in its ruins. While others have highlighted the ways that community gardens and
allotments can come into conflict with the local state through their destruction for development
(Ginn and Ascenséao 2018) this case, | suggest that this is extremely unlikely since the

council often ensure that the land is undevelopderet can be usedduron (2015)argues

that the ultra&commodified and privatised nature of urban space means that the commons has

to grapple with the capitalishtiscape of citieghrough the removal af particular resource
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from a financialised urban landscdpergue that ithe case of community gardetie
commons exist in the leftover amaprofitable spaces of the ciiyd thereforehis problem is
to sme extent avoidewhich also suggests the lack of confrontation with these capitalist land

structures

It is not unreasonable to suggest that each of these are therefore directly related to a political
landscape of austeriiye Angeligf2017)also recognises these are latem$cof commoning

that are exploited by the state during periods of austerity for the purposes of capital
accumulation. However, it is important to note here exactly how it relates to this dynamic of
capital accumulation. While the allotmentisanexanipled he st at eds devol ut
responsibility onto communities during austerity, this is less apparent in the community
gardens, though they are related to capital accumulation in other ways. Again, as | previously
noted, these exist in the ruins of capttals, while they are not directly contributing to the
accumulation of capital, per se, they exist in particular spaces of the city due to the same
patterns of accumulation, thus they are related to and structured by this capitalist accumulation
in the citywhere as | noted, they exist in the margins or ruins of this accumulation. In addition
to this, these can operate in ways that the council can use as forms of what | describe as

0 d e mo cr a dwherey desite tlme godims of destructive anddritenneoliberal land
development across the city, the council can use such projects to demonstrate their work with

communities, for example, as a participant described:

o0 hey/politiciansknow if they provide a flourishing community site serving

that communijt and providing lots of social benefits that is a massive plus for
them when it comes to gettingefected|t's a cost saving to them by getting it

off their books and having someone else manabeay. have these Seven well
being goals from thd ell-being of Future GenerationAct and these things

that they have to be shown that they're doing in terms of communrliging//

and showing that their communities are resilient and these sorts of things so they

can use that as a conauit for meeting theyeta o
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As a community development worker linked with HDCG noted, there are elements of
6democracy washingdéd occurring here too,

necessarily reflect more genuine or deeper motivations:

oSt ufr f | gdeutur&énérdtiens Achow do you actually record

t hat that I s being done? Because there

/| et 6s start doing community gardens

i n

/
t

has done them good things, ebobE/ &ctuabky

provide too many benefits to the communi

This worker then goes on to detail how the starting point of ladditadt creates an unequal

playing field from the beginning:

oOften housing associations are so embar

provide such a terri ble service, and
exampl e I n HDCG, the way they got It
have [t début etsiehasabees abitimoré ipan facétation of

communityéwhen you actwually are thei

starting point. o

This participant again notes the power relations that are inherent in a kehortcdynamic
that can and doedfect community development possibilities, but also the broader issue of

|l and ownership that 1 06ve highlighted in

r

t

/

hi

In the allotment, the ownership of land was connected with retaining authority over the site, as

a gardener on the committeesdebed:

‘The Wellbeing of Future Generations Act is legislation that requires public bodies in Wales to forefront long
term sustainability in their actions and policies.
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0 Athe end of the dayou knowwhether we like it or nathe council still like

the thing of being i n charge. And | supp
well the council have quite a decent investment in their sites really. In terms of

land, [ f this site was sold for devel opme

z

ga . O

This gardener theref oadgteil ngkygiththeéskaacgad ci | 0 s
financial investment for them. While the commons requires a shift to goeeatdne local
level(Sieversslotzbach and Christinck 2021Qis is only partial in these caskethere is a

difference between management rights and ownership(@ghtsng and Barthel 201,3his
demonstrates that the lattegularly impedesnd restrictthe former However, the

committee were also concerned that this made their site inherently vulnerable to development

as Jim, a committee member, described:

ovu could say that youdbre about 80% prot
nearReading, and they thougiiey had the same sort of protection as we did,

and the council said they needed the land because they were developing a new

hospital. As it was for communities, they would then acquire the site because it

was the most convenient anebgo They went to thallotmenteers and the
associationyhodefended it vigorousiput they lost. The biggest frustration for

those people, once they got planning permissaiasthe hospital never

materialised, but buildings and housedid.

This is a dynamic that is emiegyin Cardiff at theme of writingwith the proposal for the

development of a canegeatment hospital on a meadowAthitchurch,North Cardiff

(Owens 2021, WalesOnlinelhes 't at eds f aci | i(Baaneti20160; of neol i b
Christophers 20183 also one where the council can utilise a moral argument (e.g. the building

of a hospital, in both of these cases) for the destruction of a meadow or an allotment. Of

course, the broad@ublicis unlikely to prast against the development of a hospital, in

comparison tahe explicit building diouses or officesn the same land
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In this section, | have emphasised the importance of focusing on the question of land

ownership and how it affects the possibilitie®mmoning. Wile GibsonGraham et al.

(2016)claim that commoning is not dependent on changing ownership structures, but on

changing the dynamics of access, use, responsibility, artroaggrrommoning, | have

demonstrated that this neglects the power of underlying ownership structures which can restrict
andmanipulate the possibilities of these other aspects of commoning to bediextjthwill
consider the ways that o0democracyo is practi

interests of the gardeners.

6.4.2 The lllusion of Democracy from Above

Tied into this is the processes of decisiaking within the institutions who own the land,

which often can contrast with the forms of vernaculanaatigement on the sites themselves.
This is the case in relation to the allotment, where there is a deditzttadnt officer within
Cardiff Council Parks Department who | hearfbfabout (and mostly in a negative sense). A
committee member described the relationship in relation to a failed application for a beehive

on site:

OThe allotment officer insists aonsulting with everyone in the

nelghbourhood, even people not on the siea result of one objectiome

were told we coul dSodthinkthafwustratbre e s. |t 6s st
particularly here in Cardiff is we have an allotment officer who haseeadiae
situation where shedbés basically very muc

deci des t hat she doesnodt want dt then we

This raises questions as to who is involved in the process of democracy withimibregscom

and the boundaries of this management, a problem De A(@flig)suggests needs attention.
Ultimately, an allotment officer can in fact have quite a significant (and imbalanced) impact on
this decision, thus overriding the decision by the allotment gardeners themselves who we

t hose whoodod b eiaaonmial prin@pfe ftselfcot thee domimg@strom 2015

[1990). This is a situation whereby this particular offies undue authority over what

happens in these situati@@s another gardener mentioned, the allotment officer wrate
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fai rl y pe todooahpeapldand ig netbduedhbyor held accountable from below by
the association itself, reflectinggeaegal lack of democratic accountability. As the committee
member describes, this allotment officer ig € r y mu ¢ hsugyéesting thab theeesisdittle
the association can do about these decisions. A lack of democratic accountability over such

rolesallows the accumulation of micro power, as this committee member described:

ol think the frustration | ies I n the fac
officer is not very good with communication, tends to think of herself as being a

lawunt o t hemsel ves, and when youbre faced
someti mes -managiundg ea sseiltfe, you candt feel
will cover your backWe 6 v e h a d-gamg incalentyon this sitkeywhich

has lasted almosy2e ar s and t hereds yet to be a r e:

t he part of our committee because wedve

This is a reference to an issue whereby the allotment committee wanted to evict a problematic
tenant, butthewunci | 6s failings and desire to have
and arduous process that was stil/] unsol ved.
element of the commor{®strom 20191990} De Angelis 2017)n this sense, the

democratic deficit lies in the way that the requests of theaselfed committee were ignored,

where a single individuadt/inan institution (who is on tlseirface supposed to represent the
institution, and the public as a result) has a stronghold (as an individual) over that process.

Another committee member reflected upon this as @doamn issue:

oWel | | #nhnagerentf workg as lenlg &s thecivallow it to work.

This fella hereéhebs been messing around
eventual l y got up here somehow, and now
h e r ell@n8nagement really is contbylthe people to méW e do various

things we putvarious signs up, and that type of thing when it comes to the

crunch@h no you can't do thako you caddo it. If it's seinanaging and that's

what management has decided then the council to me should support you

shouldn’t they®
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As this gardemalescribed, seihanagement was explicitly hindered by Cardiff Council, and
another gardener suggested thatita Kk e s a mena k & iy )eaze fresuderdenf

(2015) for examplenotes that thisght to manage and exclude is crucighencasef housing
co-operativeswheeby the members decide on the rules of housing (e.g. whether to have a
security camera), or how to deal with conflict and potentially asking members to leave (who
may be operating in conflict to theadercollective needsiKropotkin (2017[1892)d i d n & t
shy away from the necessity of such collective sanctionsTéithefore, whilgules within

the commons should vary acadoglto the needs and values defined by the commoners
themselvegSieversslotzbach and Christinck 202%uch possibilities are affected by broader
power relations with the statdhichlikesto define these rules and the systems for dealing with
them.| found that this was perhaps the most difficult thing in all of these spaces for different
reasons. In thallotment, it was because such calls were ultimately made by thewbareil,

the ownership of the land tended to define this institutional process of gewtinrthough it
often utilised the committeeds preblemsonthd ar i
site) to come to such decisioBst, there are times when the allotment members want to evict
a particular tenant (who may be causing problems to other plot holders, or may have
abandoned their plot over a letegm period), yet they daohhave recourse for dealing with

the situation.

The broader issue is that the neglect and inability to allow the site to properéyagh, with
one person telingmethatwe  al/ kK about I t, we ask the aut
This terds to create a lot of frustration and difficulties internally, as a gardener at the allotment

described:

d think what that does is it makes it difficult to recruit people to do the

voluntary roles. Because they feel they get so frustrated with nableiog

improve the site and manage it to a beneficial way really, as a result of 1 person
hiding behind procedureséSo ywef getting
because they say owhatdés the point? We t

nothingever gets dong
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This gardener highlights how the problems of communal work that I highlighted in the last
chaptefnespecially the lack of voluntdergght be as a result of tdpwn forms of control

and lack of ability to feel affective in that spacenaitly, this dynamic can create a sense of
alienation that contrasts with my emphasis of these as sitedai€siihed, creative, and
purposeful activities. Therefore, while gardens can be crucial areas for civic engagement
and participatiofOhmer et al. 2009)t is also pssible that they serve as sites of civic

disengagement and disenfranchisement, as a gardener at the allotment bluntly described:

00h, the council are fucking rubbisPeople who are in charge of the
allotments in the counciheycouldn'tcare a shé| can't describe it. | just think

they're a jokel hat's my view of the coungil.

While much of this sefihanagement dynamic might be framed within the context of an
increasingly polycentric governance framegWaokgan 2007)or even a publicommons

partnershigMilburn and Russell 201,9) can remaim distinctly tojglown agenda.

A lot of these dynamics were described in much more informal ways in the community
gardens, where there was less direct and explicit conflict and frustration with the landowning
institutions. However, the gardeners sometmgféected on how the institutions themselves
remained detached from the gardens, as a worker from a local food growing organisation notes

(in reference to a separate community garden):

o0 V¥ put in loads of trees and we pubée bank areas and we put up signs
sayingplease don't spray hecommunity garden and we plant a tree and
they mow overdtand they just spray it all with chemicéilgl then we have the
head of the council guy come over for tlegtartment and he sasgbrry it

won't happen agaiand then the next week it will happen again.

Again this contrasts with the notions ofdeiermination | highlighted in chapter four, which

undoubtedly clash and conflict with the potential for these types of careldS$esises
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from the outside. Given that APCG community garden was located on a council hyb site, there
was often regular interaction between the gardeners and the council workers on site, which
reflected some dynamics of friction between the gardernktiseacouncil workers. This was

less apparent in HDCG, which was separate from any of the Housing Association offices and

so on. APCG, in contrast, was a site that felt a bit institutional, even though the council had
attempted to soften the colours ansthetic of the building, and there were regular awkward
interactions between the gardeners, who often shared the staff kitchen (to make tea and sit in
when raining), and the council staff. One gardener clamed thd#te y wer e a bi t ne
beginning a bit suspicious of usébecause we wer e

they werenét quite sure what we were about. O

More broadly, within such a polycentric environment, what was apparent was the number of
organisations, stakeholders, acibis that work across an increasingly complex governance
field in relation to community gardens and food growing. The complex arrangements of this
meant that it appeared that several organisatienally through a mix of government and

charity funding @ually the National Lottefften appeared to be carrying out very similar

work. Though | have anonymised the organisations, | did interview people from four different
organisations that, in various terms, were interested in improving the possibilities fo
community gardens and food growing spgoas advocacy, networking, policy, community
engagement and education. Yet in these discussions, people regularly reflected not only on the
complex arrangement of much of these polycentric governance arrangeciadiag their
shortterm cycles of funding), but also how various governance structures themselves can and
do create unequal playing fiel@strom et al(1999)emphasised the importance of midtiel
(polycentric) governance systems that were diverse in character in order to manage the
commons (especially the inevitable conflicts between groups etc). However, rather than
necessarily heipg solve conflict between groups, these governance processes can easily

produce confusion, conflict, competition and inequality (especially in terms of access to land).

One participant described how the lack of transparency in the governance of tessepro

creates problems for citizens:
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d've heard of some people getting access quite easy and others having issues
going back and forch®metimes it's just a case of knowing who to go to and
that could be the main stumbling block. I've spokgreaple who have literally
gone round and round in circles for about 3 years trying to find out who that bit
of land belongs & & it local authoriyWhich Department in local author®ty

And who do | need to speak t&t% even just speaking to the riggaple and
getting things movingo

Again, this participamighlightghe issue of larfdvho owns the land is a democratic concern
yet is often concealed from the public. They also claim that it is about kndwtogontact,
suggesting that it might beolwledge of a particular person or a particular department, which
in turn can favour citizens who are welinected and have a gaeisting understanding of
these arrangements. A worker in a Cardiff food organisation reflected on this inequality in

working across various community gardens:

o tlreally depends on who you're working v@ime of the council workers are
excellent and have been really suppgraweon othersites they just haven't at

all it just feels like they've been working againséus

Ultimately, Nora demonstrates again that the state itself does not provide a universalised
oflattenedd6 service across the city, but it
(whether geographically or departmentally), again revealibg anndividualssue created

by the structures of the institution itsElfese critiques so far do not reflect some of the
genuineinteresand passion shown by many commupétyed organisations, and some

individuals within the council, in doing warkhis area. This was the case with the Housing
Association, who appeared to be committed to participatory practices, as well as an
experienced and enthusiastic community development worker in Cardiff Council who worked
with APCG. During the early stagéshe COVID pandemic, many of these actors contributed

to establishing Edible Cardiff, an organisation to bring together a relatively chaotic community
gardening/urban agriculture/food growing scene in Cardiff into a more intentional network. Of
coursesuch efforts are i mportant, and again con
this chapter. This suggests that the state operates in somewhat contradictory ways, even at this

222



level, reflecting the state as a relatively fragmented anditeoninstitution(Abrams 1988;
Jessop 2015Abrams(1988) for examplegonsiders the phantasmagorical motbthe state

as a unitary entity problematidyichobscures the relative disunity of it, as a fragmentary and
fragile arrangement of institutionalised political poWrare are broader issues, also, such as
guestions of the largeale infrastructureqvided by the state, which in many ways equally
facilitate the existence of these gardens in the first place yet remain relativéipmiddarn

that Harvey(2017)points out as an important aspect of the state.

Another paticipant, a council worker, emphasised their attempts in providing a more

coordinated approach across the city within the council itself:

oThereés [ ots of community gahodens aroun
basis. It happens that somebody hashgatght person to give them authority.

Some have got a lease agreement, some have got a license agreement, some

have no paperwork at all associated with them. But we want to have a more

coordinated approach so that people know who to approach, and &'so it o t

the same people always getting the land. Yéawvoa community group who

knows how to ask and knows my naorahe person in parks or street

departmentghen they've got a piece of laigb you have to have a terms of

reference and that anyonetire community can be involved and it's not just the

people who've asked otherwise it becomes quite cliqguey and diche

While on the one hand this might reflect an attempt at organising what does legitimately seem
to be a chaotic system, it also demotestrthat this is a system that is only chaotic because of

the council in the first place. The lack of knowledge of these governance arrangements
(including who to contact, knowing who owns the land, the type of agreement the group might
need) all derive dm demands created and sustained by the cétimeyl own the land, and

create a complex governance system to access this land, and then attempt to coordinate and fix
a problem that they have largely created in the first place. In this sense, thea aftenstat

appears to be like a dog chasing its own tale, by trying to solve problems which it is often

involved in creating.
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This same participant in the council also reflected on some of these problems at an electoral

level:

oTher e ar e s/.dfyamgenablogkinaither offcer sr politician
who is not supportivdhey were very against mapping initially and they were
concerned that | was going to advertise fftee landand instead of saying

that we can advertise the process said ébgiepcan contact U

The council worker here claims that there was, again, a reluctance to democratise the process

of accessing land, where they did not want the land to be openly advertised to the public but
instead proposed a process whereby it regriaimdamentally hidden and ordered by the

council themselves (through groups contacting them). Ultimately, the crucial point again is land
ownership, but also the governance structures of this ownership (who has a say over the land,
and who does not), anlde associate@dividuakvithin these structuikga nd as | d6ve not

throughout this section, such individual positions are inherently structural.

While on the one hand, this section demonstrates the ambiguous and complex nature of
governance in commoningn the other it also reveals quite a clear perspective from above,
where there is a lack of trust in communities and a desire to retain control of governance
processes. This raises some important questions for the commons, especially given the role of
the state within it tends to be contegi@tbmpson 2015; Bollier 2016; Milburn and Russell

2019; Arbell et al. 2020 ow to relate to the state which also expresses forms of internal
conflict, as well as embodying a number of internal contradictions, is a difficult challenge for
commoners. In the next section, | explore the micro ways that this authority is retauggd th

the politics of restriction.

6.4.3 The Politics oRestriction

In many ways, the politics of restriction was what most obviously defined the relationship
between the vernacular and the formal governance in the everyday sense. It should be noted
that the galeners often understood this as an everyday experiefegdiadtimited by these
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institutions, above anything more widely generalisable {stai@ntior example), and some

gardeners of course had quite mixed and contrasting feelings about thasengistom the

types of dynamics | 6ve r efCeaunciogeHousing her e, to
Associatiorior allowing them to use the land, for the support in bureaucratic matters, funding,

and so on.

However, while the vernacular and officaal sometimes be brought together in a more

productive way, it certainly takes time, and more often than not it appeared to produce a more
restrictive sensibility than a productive and facilitating one. Such restriction is a significant part
of the governace of these spaces and is defined by what institutional powers restrict as well as
permit. This is by its very nature a-tlgwn process, since by necessity there must be a level of
coercive power by those restricting something, and thus it usuatiyngaatded by a set of

limits but also an appearance of permission (e.g. a parent tellingaaehilds can go out
but you have) Whenageupisgiwehk usdgg of &piece of land (permission to

use it), it is usually tied up with certallesit hi ngs t hat can and canot
health and safety, leases[Afpendix E] This, ultimately, is how these sites are understood

from above, as a couneihployeanentioned in relation to community gardens:

o0 We fhepptodraftup a licence agreemeittcan literally just be a couple of

sidesof A4 sayingihis is what you've got the land fis is what you can do on

the land, and this is what you definitely can't do on thelfamglve not said

you can or can't do it thgrease get in touch with us before you do it because

we can't covetll basesi f we don't give you a |7 st of

expecto know what t@o on this land . ©

This is a dynamic which again reveals a power imbalance between thmsa thiedand (the

official), and those who use it (the vernacular). Bureaucracy and Health and Safety were often

the main points at which tension, conflict and contrast emerged between the vernacular and
official. AsMuller (2014)notessuchanopee nded and creative space ¢
overwhelmed or predefined by rules and restrictginsethis limits the possibilities for

people to bable tohave the time and freedomparsue an activity as one seé@sfireative

process | explored in chapter 4. These restrictions were notable throughout my fieldwork and
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were often extremely minor sitioais, yet they accumulate to serve as quite a significant
experience for the gardeners. This emerged often in reference to social gatherings and

communal activities in the allotment, clear in my fieldnotes:

0 L ot entianfof frastration at council ruldshey used to have drinks up
here regularly, on Sunaay afternoon the bell would just ring and they'd have

some beers.

oCouncil person not allowing them to have bonfires, didn't allow them to have

beeso

Ultimately, the gardeners at the allotment fatede rules often quite restrictive to the forms
of selfmanagement and demonstrated a lack of vernacular understanding ofAh¢hsite.

micro level this is frustrating, of course, as a gardener noted:

o0 Wien we first came ugere it was very socidl&u s e wedbd go up t o S.
or something and then come back plasteremze we used to have a couple of

gl asses of redd davmnjeu s Angkevtopgy elgulsay s e e
and would come back hammered. And at Chr
Chr i st mas do and wedd have smoked sal mon
wi ne, kids wvused to do pumpkins, and we h
getting all thiPCthingi you cald do this you cald havea drink.o

Whether or not the banningdofh e al cohol in the allotment is
concern here, but more the reaction from people on the ground tBthi® p | esimaly e n & t
frustrated with these rules because they are against them pebseals# it derives from an

instituional and official lack of understanding of the vernagtitat, | suggest that they are
against the outside imposition of rules, sin
people to define their own rules, regulations, and methodsrofanngiwhich is a crucial

aspect of the commoiiRogge and Theesfeld 2018gcondlyl suggest that they are against
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these becaugheycan limit the social possibilities of the sites, and fudthemi ni sh peopl ¢

ability to organisesial gatherings, events, and celebrations

Many of these restrictions appeared to be reactions to minor incidents elsewhere. For example,
it became clear that the banning of bonfires on the allotment occurred in response to a bonfire
in England, where ¢hsmoke blew onto a major road and resulted in a serious accident, and
therefore bonfires were banned. From a macro perspective, such a ban might have prevented
other accidents such as this occurring. The question is whether pure vernacular knowledge of
the situation would allow for such macro understandings of the situation to emerge and to be
able to respond and act appropriately to it. In this instance, it was an example of how
information can become distorted at this vernacular level, thus one ajlileatic elements

of the vernacular might be described in terms of gossiping and the distortion and muddying of
information at this level. Ultimately, | heard several stories of the nature of why bonfires were
banned, where each gardener had a diffeternt, shough in general tended to know that it

was a bonfire, somewhere in England (some said an allotment, others said a rugby club), that
resulted in a car accident. However, the vernacular absolutely lacked detail and precision about
this. In this sensevhile the macro is unable to understand the granular vernacular, the macro
can also become distorted at the granular level. Another gardener made a crucial point in

relation to this, however:

0So i nstead of [|sangdiintgd sataacawseimpoobleh,ac e and
although people do complgin t hey sai d o6t hatdés [ t, cart.

bonfireso. o

As the gardener notes, such a decision is ultimately based on a lack of sympathy for particular
local contexts, where such bonfires, as he natedinlikely to cause such a problem since
they are not located near a major rdgichilarly, in HDCG, an accident in another community

garden resulted in the aforementioned blanket ban on power tools:

d think what happened was somebod\\Naoth W ales they had an accident
up there in one of the gardens, and as soon as they heard something went
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wrong, we had to have no power tools and we had to come down the garden
with a budadyp

This was often understood to be part of a broader risk aversion mstitutions. One of the
Linc Housing Association commundgvelopment workers also reflected on the difficulties in

convincing the HA to allow gardeners to set up a bee home:

a~or examplewe wanted to put a solitary bee home up, and the amount of risk
assessments we had to do for thateéerif | w
wasnét doing it professionally, | woul dn
many. And in the end | produced a &ge reference thing about how solitary

bees are not dangerous at all, and they
wanted to putit n. 0O

While vernaculaforms of creativity and experience is often overlooked in formal procedures
(Bendt et al. 2013) suggedhatthese forms of local creativity and experience are explicitly
hindered, not passively overlooked, througkeaHerms of restrictions. These are dynamics
which | suggest can actively restrict and limit many of the elements that | referred to in the
previaus chaptersincluding the social life of the spaces, their forms afetelfmined

practices, and the everyday communism that produce and reproduce the site. A worker at a

local organisation that advised groups about land described this lack of dbrastufities
from above:

0 here's a lot of reasons why they should do more of thistttepagare just risk
averse and they don't trust communities very nbuadalAuthorities often

want to see some sort of business or managementgaldyrheavy handesrt
of tactics really for some small spacésre was this one up Ronty a year or
two ago and the group just disbanded in the end baRaasddaCynon T af
Council just wanted so much informatam jump through so many hogps

and all they wanted to was to put a few raised beds on a grass verge
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While these are everyday reminders toghelenerss towho is in control of these sitéisey

are also frequently subverted since #neyquite restrictive to the goals and tasks of the
gardeners. Ths demonstrates the ways that this ver
state lawBollier 2019) yet al so how this o0livingd vernac
various ways. As Grael§g010)notes (in a similar way to Sq@@12), even the most

totalitarian rules only function through informal and improvised interpretation of the rules and

the cooperation amongst people on the grolthdugh Colding et a(2013)argue for top

down facilitabn of the bottormup commons (like community gardens), | suggest in this that the

maj ority of p e-hggtoend tendstxbe ene of eestricteve amdaisise

nature from aboveather than facilitatiomn this sense, community gardenstdargelyn

spiteof this. As Scoft1999; 2012arguedusing theexample of the woro-rule strike, the
function of spaces (dependfigoptetopd edads e nftolhmenawo re
improvised practices that extend beyfumthalised rulesTherefore, when rules are followed

meticulouslylte spaces no | onger make sense, no | on

For example, HDCG were told that the Health and Safety requirements of the site meant that
they were unable to use any petrol or electrical tools. The gardeners of course knew that the
credion and maintenance of that site was impossible without the use of these tools, as Elin

described:

owve wer endt al | o wibedlthand satetly arguroehtsvast o U s e
ave use secateur s, we use forks, we use s
dangerous as power tadléo | went down and | bought power tools but we

dondét keep them here. We charge them up,

the eye @doesndt see.

One of the gardeners, Keith, had a lifetime of skilled work as a |aoumsarily as sheet

metal workeiiand was frustrated by these restrictions in the garden:

o Wl I usel to be a bloody sheet metal worker, and they're saying I'm not

allowed a hand saw down here. It's ridiculadis
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Therefore, given the type of acquired skills thatédat the last chapter amongst retired
gardeners, such restrictions are extremely patronising. Elin at HDCG also reflects her

frustration with the health and safety on site, which she tends to associate with a lack of trust.

0 here was a gBhysfrom North Wales who was a nightmare. Fridfales
andWest. Control freak. | didn't get along with him. He wouldn't let us do
anything...the health and safety is aoli can't do this, you can't detthBut
Rhyswas never here, he bloody lived in North Waltksgeus what to do. We
Just ignore it. We're all old, we know how to garden and use tools. We're not

stupid. We just do it anyway, quietly come down here and get onowith it.

One of the interesting dynamics here is that the gardener refers to disthtioe farther

away the authority, the less legitimacy they have (since they cannot possibly understand the
vernacular without a physical presence), but also the easier it is to subvert their demands. In
fact, Dewey1954[1927] p.41)points towards something similar by claiming that the state

or ul es b egulatdlo thissense these vernacular practices tend to heppeite

or at least beneath, the heavy weight of the state (as Colil@a6g1973) was also keen

to emphasise). BigéR015)has a slightly different outlook on this relationgtyp

distinguishing between the publiti¢ usuallyown the land, provide infrastructure, etc) and

the cooperative levelnhoshapeand use this land). Based on tBigell(2015)understands

the state as a potential facilithtord in this sense, it does provide important infrastructure for
these sites. Big€R015)thereforeclaims that the real antagonism is with the private sphere. |
have howevarguedhroughouthat there remins an antagonis{ibough not always)
relationship with thetate as welhot only in the way that it facilitates further privatisation of
land (a process which defines a careful selection of urban gardening land), but in the way that
the landowner (wdhpossess alienating rights) can affect and restrict whaPBietlescribes

as the capperative level.

One afternoon gardening at HDCG, we were discussing some of these challenges amongst

ourselves:
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El/lin: oWe have discussions about what we
to buil d somet hsisngi twewivteh gsoa metboo ddyi stchue n. c

Keith: oBefore, what we wuvused to do was ¢
and theyéd ask us what our plan was for
t heydéd write it down. But the thing /s,

everything changes so much doesndt | t. Y

This brief discussion highlights a few key p
that is required if they wanted to alter the
way of demonstrating how the vernacular and officiedtepe different ways. The official

attempts to formalise, plan, and schedule, while Keith recognises that this is very difficult to do

in reality, and instead that they need to have a more flexible understanding that is shaped by the
changing seasons ameeds of the garden iealtime This demonstrates how the vernacular

by necessity works beneath the demands of such plans and ordering, where there needs to be a
certain amount of flexibility and on the ground knowledge of the situation as it urdithds. K

al so mentioned that the housing association

eventually learnt to trust the gardeners.

However, there was also sometimes a blind eye turned by the authorities themselves towards
thigias though it was sonwerh of bureaucratic game where both sides had to pretend to play
within the rules, while bypassing them whenever the rules might actually come in to play, as
Elin of HDCG describes again:

0 &we had this bloody pump flask that we had to use for teasfteetcand

in the end | thought sod this and brought one d@wnansportable camping

stove)started using it, and nobody said a word so | bought another one down.
Theydbve all been hedc&ldestcanedownforblg CEO of W
open da ynitared hevar said a woellthink somebody that was new to

the job and was being a bit oversensitive.
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Thus, such forms of bureaucracy arendt conce
(since they turn a blind eye tq d@hlywho is responsiblé& or wherit goes wrong. Therefore, it

is possible that they in fact simply exist to protect those authitai@Ecident happens,

whereby in such a scenario they could highlight in their formal papers what their rules stated

(and herefore absolve their responisip for it).

The potential for subversion was more difficult in APCG, which was located at the back of a
councilbuilding (the hybyith council employees in the building every day. This spatial
closeness between thedgarers and council workers was often quite problematic, as | noted in

my fieldnotes:

ol nteresting | nt gbperson (Whowears cldthes vitihtlee o f f 1 ¢ 7/
hyb badge on)é. they [the gardeners] al wa
throughthewit he groups seems to act quite hori
presence of an official person there, and the mood changes. The energy

changes and is directed towards them. They had to ask for permission to drill

into the outside of the building for hangbagket8always a reminder of who

owns this site. o

This meant that there was a general appeasin
necessarily subverting them. One gardenertold mleo  F / r s @nd anathethada/ftt e r o,
keeps the powetBatb e h aQn@moding | arrived at the site, and one of the members

was planning to attach a hanging basket to the wall of the building, and said bechaddac &

wi th the man I f heHowever,awhilétheserdeémonsirate/anedratee /7 de a.
the ways that the vernacularsselhagement, and the related dynamics eflsefmined

aspects that | noted previously, were restricted in ordinary and prosaic ways, there was also the
odd opportunities for quiet subversions, as well, partlyirsé®s aesthetics of the site, as

Miriam at APCG noted:
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oThi s all came from the counci |l and they
and they wanted to make sure we only grew edibles. So the fact we grow flowers

now [snét really what the council want. o

This reflects that a part of this is a conflict over the aesthetics and purpose of the site (and in

this case, a conflict between edibles and flowers). At other times, the casual subversion of these
rules was extremely minim&iom using ladders or toolghen they were not permitted, or
commentssuchast he aut hor it iwhencangingbu até@idwdniakde  h/ s O
Baviskan(2011, p.42argue that part of the process of commoning is about evading the fixity of

law, where the very act of commoning, and comne®i§ surviveskbydanci/i ng i n and
t he st anddyescagng irsadiéeith at HDCG claimedp we wai/ t t7 11 t he
t hen w8imidrly, | noted abdout the bee issue in relation to the allotment previously in

this chapter, with gardener further claiming,t he wor st t hi ng we di d we
rout e, we S h o u IThis wasalgoaeflgctrdsby anotleercemmittée member in

relation to plansto alterthecarpaskl ¢t hi nk t hey éd pregqustdoat!l v say

a n y w¥hile tbere are times whesubversive acts gressible, since there is no direct

authoritative presence controlling what the gardeners are doing, the potential of eviction can

and does at times restrict these possibilities in wtyey. Thus, in the allotment, the potential

for being evicted for breaking these rules demonstrates that the ultimate authority is still

retained by the council:

0 W& used to enjoy a glass of wine on a Sunaay lunchtime, and it wéhttwell.
how can you say, the council will not have alcohol on the site now so fair
enough.You don't want to be in confiict with the council because they can stop

you being up herdheycancel your tenancy, and that's not wanted.

Therefore, the council do not need to impose these restrictions directly, siffoedid

eviction results in an element of internal polidihgbroaderpoint here, however, is to suggest

that there is vg little to distinguish this typeefternabndinternalpolicingsince, in many

ways, | withessed several examples wheferther shapes the latter. Therefore, even if it is

now widely accepted that power (Alen®0il) si mpl vy
Graeben(2004, pp.7&72)suggests that such forms of orthodox contrabstibmes infused in
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the everyday dynamics of galficing and more fragmented and horizontal forms of power

Thus, for Graebe2004, p.72)this form of control permeates everyday life to such an extent

thato most of wuvus have given up evenndbawiersahei ng of
c r e athus,snbile forms of sejovernancenight beapparentthere is always a point

whereby théorms ofcoercivecontrol (e.g. othe statpwill become actualisddowever while
Graeber(2004) is criticalof poststructuralistheoryin this instangdt seems that this is what
Foucaul{1995[1975) was describing, wheselfgovernance is consistent with the regime

within which it operate$ h u s i t dindepsnuenty bug imadirectly eelated to the

potential of orthodox command and contmirhs of powerAnother gardener at the

allotment reflected on this relationship between the vernacular and official forms of policing:

oWe create our own bur esmanagingwhenwehough, b
took the plot on they [the committee] gave us this big long list of rules which the
counci | have appl/i ed and said wedve got
Merthyr, they had a cple of sheds with chimneys sticking out of

t heméper haps wedbre too conformist. o

However, this internal policing is not always defined by the threat of external authority, since as
| dve not ed t hieethginown pintiplessrules, larel oor(esenfinformally)

that extend beyond the formalised ones. For example, if using a banned power tool, and a
gardener is confident to use it, then they might accept this as a legitimate risk (which was the
case in HDCG). On the other hand, since a bonfilghtrbe reported by someone else (e.g. a
neighbour) or pose risks to others (e.g. the vehicle accident) or hedgehogs (who often hide in
the rubble), this is a law that is not worth subviéthng, gardeners tend to accept the logic of
banning bonfires baase of these reasoiitiere are ambiguities within this, too. Since a cook

at the garden could still give people food poisoning with a food license, it suggests that it is the
skill of the practice (of cooking) rather than the license itself that isantfedthough there

are legal requirementsyith the license perhaps being a symbol of a necessary skill or practice
that the gardenelsmave acquiredHowever, the institutions demand a license for the gardeners

if they have a BBQ or event involving fdmdeach of these caséd)erefore, subversion
doesndt occur at aibding 9o wonlkl suggest allack o awaranasg of the a s o

practices and associated risks by the gardeners. Instead, subversion is carefully calculated to
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specific taskihat are likely to go unnoticed but likewise are carried out in relation to broader

risk factors (especially to themselves and other people):

d remember seeingyoung couple who had a plot and they hagbale tree
and one of the branches was a bitliff s #ou'eb,got & young famisthe
branchis dodgy | would cut it @But the guy said he had to apply for to the
council. | saiaefer them to mébecause | was on the committee. | gagt do

it, don't wait for theml/f you see a situati that could cause damage to
somebody that could be rectified immediately then do it. And that applies to

everything o

In this way, then, gardeners are quite specific around which laws and rules they subvert, and in
this way there is an element of-pelicing within these institutional frameworks, but also is

reflective of a careful form of infrapolitf&sott 20081985} 2012) In this sense, if the

commonsor equi re the active participati on of t he
t hat g o (Bollien20¥2/peigthese sites reflect a dynamic whereby on the one hand,

the topdown and externally enforced rulesftionhwith this understanding of the commons,

but on the other, the gardeners attempt to subvert this and in doing so create their own

vernacular lawgespitahese toglown structures

For De Angelig2017) the commons must officially be defined by two particularfrtpbts

right to exclude, and the right to managethis section, | have demonstrated the struggle

between the vernacular and the official in terms of the right to manage thbesigésre,

ot hese two rights are t he r I ghave atamifimuminc o mmo n
or der (De Angelis 201i7,.p.@5%)nce again, the ambiguity of these sites as neither
commons, state, or capitalist systems, but an almost uncomfortable and awkward intersection
between them, becomes cléire gardens themabses cannot be legitimately considered

commons without this explicit right to manage since, as noted, it only dersaitthe

dynamics of state control. But, this is not to discount the other arguments | have made

throughout this thesis for these asimons, or more specifically, the acts of commoning
within them, but it is t h(&itenberh20%2¥edatebedoact ual

guestioned in these terms. De Ang@i¥l7)notes similarly that although a University or
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factory are not commons based on this criteria, there are elements of intersecting commons
systems within them (alongside capitalist sy
this as arguably forms of 0a,sihceaslDéAngelisxi st i ng
(2017)notes, commoning is this process of redefining and negotiating such boundaries, not a

finished o0enddé point.

6.5 Chapter Summary

If the commons consists péople themselves deternmgthe rules, traditions, and values of

the spaces and resour¢Bsllier 2020b) | argue that this is a broad principle in each of these
gardens through exploring the dynamics ohsmflagement. | then demonstratexiv this was

a challenging endogenous process through exploring the various internal conflicts of vernacular
selfmanagement. However, this chapter suggests there is greater complexity and ambiguity of
this dynamic as it relates to the exogenous fadhaestise authority over these spaces is

retained by landowning institutions (the local state or housing associations in this case). While
the vernacular forms of everyday governance remain an important point of interest for the
commons and commoning, ung&nding the contradictions of the relationship between the
vernacular and the state is crucial. WB#adt et al(2013)noted that the vernacular is often
overlookedby such institutions, this suggests an overly passive role, where | instead emphasise
how these institutions have an explicit agenda in retaining control and authority of this land,
and therefore inherently come into conflict with the vernacular woud, e vernacular is

not only misunderstood by the state, but the state actively attempts to control and order it, as
Scott(1999)also noted.

Arbell et al(2020)note the various ways that the commons are understood to relate with the

state and gatalieither existing against and beyond t{€affentzis and Federici 20,143 an

esape from thenBresnihan and Byrn2015) or entangled with the(®@e Angelis 2017)

suggest that they remain entangled with them in this case, yet rarely in any clear productive way.
While it should be noted that the two community gardens have elements of a productive
relationship with the state, this facibtastill only occurs because the state owns the land in

the first place and produces the necessity of facilitation. In other words, facilitation is a result of

an existing power imbalance above anything else, both in terms of who owns the land as well as
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who o0governsdé and wultimately has control ove
facilitation or enablingccurring through these institutions, such lack of facilitation certainly
contrasts with Cardiff CourlpaodeVe®m@@bomasmi t t ed f
2003; Hall and Smith 2011; Gale and Thomas 20h8ged, while Cumberg al.(2017)

claim that thesare examples of the reclaiming of wasteland for social need over the dominant
neol i ber al urbani sm, t he csituatiens happens preciselyi ng ov
because it isnprofitabldand. These sites exisécause f t he st gtioatiéssancdh e ol i b e
| suggest that this is not because it saves any significant amount of money through the

devolution of responsibility, but simply because the land goes through a neoliberal filter in the

first plac@it is unprofitable and useless land fritv@ point of view of a neoliberal state.

However, related to this also, is the process whereby the state can also use these in a process of
odemocracy washingd6, demonstrating and cul ti
devolved power, while dhe other hand, its handover of urban land to developers does far

more damage to these elements.

While these processegnand dohighlight the neoliberal priorities of the state, the gardens

also reveal something more empowering once considered beyobenaath the realm of the

state and capital. They are examples, and warnings surely (since internally they are imperfect),

of the possibilities and challenges ofrsatliagement. They provide apportunity for

ordinary nompoliticised groups such as thesexperiment with and develop forms of-self
management that certainly exist in conflict (@itlat the very leaststricted and structured)by

the state, but also pointbeyondim t hi s sense, it (20&51998)i nl y qu
assumption of the commons being able texdst withstatecapitalist societyVhile the state

attempts to rule, order, and organise these dynamigedpé on the ground can at times

develop practicédargely through their vernacular knowledge and accompanying giactices

that extend beyond and despite these limitations.
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7/ CONCLUSIONS

7.1 Introduction

oThe need of activity Iesofmwan dVatohfthet he most
child and see how strong is his instinct for action, for movement, for doing

something. Strong and continuous. It is the same with the healthy man. His

energy and vitality demand expression. Permit him to do the work of his choice,

thething he loves, and his application will know neither weariness nor shirking.

You can observe this in the factory when he is lucky enough to own a garden or
patch of ground t o r ai SBerkisan 8021 [¥929b wer s o 7r
p.255)

Despitethe vast theorisation around the commons and commoning, it reelathaelyunder

explored empiricall{Bresnihan and Byrne 2015; Euler 2018hile somehave tentatively

pointed towards urban gardens as forms of com(iinsnberg 2012; Bigell 2015; Corcoran

et al. 2017; Ginn and Ascensao 20tt®re is a tendency tverromanticise thexplicitly

political nature of both the commons and urban gardedwigg so fails to capture the

everyday, ordinary, and prosaioments of commoning (including all its possibilities,

chall enges, di sr upitThiotmesisetow toadidresdhis throughsadin ct i on's
depth ethnographic explorationtbe everyday politics cbmmoning, with a focus on retired
gardenersin this final chapter | summarise the overall contributions of this thesis, tentatively

diving into its wider political implications, as well as recognising the methodological potential

for other researchers interested in fagditalist possibilities.

7.2 Implications and Contributions of the Thesis

This thesiexplores theverydayoliticsof commoning that draws on a diversity of theoretical
work groundedn rich empirical detailThis is an important intervention in a set of literatures

which can oftenwerlook the distinctly ordinary dynamicgafmmoning ireveryday life,
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where there is a tendenoyprematurely attaccoherenpolitical meaningp the dynamics of
commoning Instead, the everydfycusuncoverainderexplored political elementghich

reveakhe possibilities and limitatiold commoning (in theory and practicBYy focusing on

the transition to retirement, this reseantitoducesa noveinterventiorthat understandbe

dynamics of commonirgg a processhat emerge@nd perhaps recedes) as people pass
through the | ife course. I have highlighted
relation with capital during retirem@hbth in terms of the spheres of production and
reproductionln particular, he search for meaningful social practices is a typecdleeking
activity that cont r ast,andexisth the vaciwrpof capitaed. Ine x per i
this sense, commonithgcomes appareit the vacuums that cannot be restor

understood by capitaPeople come together in these situations to feel powerful, to regain

some sense of control over their lives through what they do together, which is meaningful,
creative, and pleasurable.iis a unique contributioof seeinghe mundane pleasures of
commoning, rather than seeing it as either an exyalidital strategy or one that is satisfying

basic needs of subsisterBgr  u s i n g (20&0; 20&1b 201 4heary of everyday

communism to explore the dynamics that produce and reprolese sites (the people and

the gardens) contributed a spatial readiogmutual aid and everyday communism, wdige
exploringthe ways thateopk @squired skillproduce a dynamic abmplementarityhat are

an importantfeatureof commoning | then explored the conflictirmgpectsf governance that

unfold in the everyday moments of these spaces, by contrasting the vernacular experiences of
the gardeners with the institutions that own the land. These forms of commoning exist beneath
and despite the rigidity of these institutigw® attemptto stamp a different logic onto these

site$, bringing the work of James C. S(@08[1985] 2012)into these mundane

experiences. However, | also warn against seeing the vernasioighaestricted from

above, highlighting the internal friction within forms of vernacular governance. Therefore,
through rich observaii, this thesis provides further nuance tgothlgics ofcommoning,
understanding its political possibilities and limitatiote and beyond contemporary

capitalist society. In the remainder of this chapter, | address three themes that cut across the

thesis, provieigfurtherdetailof thecontributionsof the research.

7.2.1 Everyday Life and the PoliticBlossibilitiesof the Ordinary
This thesis providedetailed empirical and theoretical exploration of the ordinary politics of

everyday lifewhichis an important political intervention, since it contrasts with the trend to
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subsume these moments of everyday libmlgsunctioning fothe ongoing motor of capital

(Cleaver 1992bAs |1 6ve c | aisun®dd rti Hri quwaeglbo u teandftétne s oc i al
overlook agreat deal of the substance of ordinaryitifeirn enclosingpolitical possibilities

and failing tamagine a life beyond capital. In the introduction to a newly illustrated version of
Kropot ki nds c IGeesbsriard Grauliig(2020 apl23pkguedcitilarly:

O 6r the last few decades we have heard little else than relentless exhortations

on cynical strategiased to increase our respective (social, cultural, or material)

capi tal. These are framed as critiques.
that which you claim to stand against, if all you can imagine is what you claim to

stand against, then in wBanse do you actually stand agairst it?

| highlighteda similarcritique in the literature review, not only through some of the urban
gardening work which critiques the supposedl
neoliberalisatiofCrossan et al. 2016; Cumbers et al. 2@iit)also anarcst (Ward 1996a

[1973] Scott 2012; Pickerill 2017; Ince and Bryant 2019; Springer &020)arxist
Autonomist(Holloway 2010a; Cleaver 2Qttitiques regarding the supposed domination of

everyday life by macro structures. Much of this stems from an association with a binary reading

t hat separates the micro and macro, or what
throughout thishesigdDe Angelis 2017jaconcern | address more concretely in the next

section.

This thesighereforecontributesto the increasing academic attention and enthusiasm for
destabilising and questioning the authority and centrality of capitalism in eveigiagdite
Graham 1996; Graebe0@1; White and Williams 2014; Williams et al. 2014; Ince and Hall
2017; Tsing 2017But, | edge slightly away from the influential work of Gitsaham

(1996) and more towards the work of Graef#801; 2011and Tsing2017) Graebey for
example, is critical of prioritising anedtompassing and structuring capitalism as the point of
anal ysi s, but dapitalsstadatysiseowards a divereei osfragmemed
economy, but instead understands the forms offienateqGraeber 20043and everyday
communistiqdGraeber 2001; 201 pyactices that proliferate everyday lifgovided empirical

observations to these dynamaxijing compleky and detail to the notion that anarchistic
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behaviours exist within the spheres of ordinargMifird 19961973} Scott 2012; White and
Williams 2014) Through this empirical engageménipt only highlighted the ways that they
point beyond the logic of capital, but can at times beeataagledvith it (whether through
the acquired skills of work, or theclaiming and appropriation of matésitor commoning
purposes In this sense, they might be best understood asgp#tialist practices and spaces

(Tsing 2017)which step in and out oépital at various points.

| highlighted the selfalorising practic€¥alle 2012; Crossan et al. 2016; Cumbers et al. 2017)

that point beyond the logic of capital, and how this might be understood in the context of
retirement (which, itself, | have argued is an interestinggbaittention for exploring

contemporary capitalist society). No longer determined by the work needs of capital, people

can pursue activities fealues that extend beyond the reach of capital (in its va&roadly,

| argue that this reflects a tygenonalienated work which has its own intrinsic value, a

dynamic which is often undermined in neoliberal capitégnnett Q09) This is a process

that provides an increased sense of control and beldkgirgberg 2012)vhich is crucial

given the dynamics of alienation from one andtfexierici 20183s well as alienation from

the process of vath we dol demonstrated how urban gardening p®ignant example of this,

not only due to the social activities of the
to be affective, creative, arahstructive in what they dihis is an impaant findingof the
ressarchThese micro dynamics are a struggle agai

societypothalienatedrom one another but also frotieir actions and practices.

While allotments in particular have often been ustded as a struggle for reaged activity

and subsistend®loselle 1995; Miller 2015) | ar gue that these urban
be preoccupied by such notions of basigsistence, but are more defined by satisfying life in

ways that is broadly neglected within a capitalist society. In this sense, while the former was a
type of resistance against waged work, this is more a dynamic of quietly and subversively
attendingto neds | i fe beyond work in various ways,
and positive aspects, rather than simply a struggle. This contributes to a distinct neglect in the
urban gardening literature around its potential for being-alimatedgractice, which has

only been briefly attended t@¢/ard 199641973} Muller 2012; Cumbers et al. 201[7argue

that a fundamental aspect of these are a reclamation of a form of conscious life activity
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(Holloway 2010bbhat is otherwise alienated in everydaywifere such eefusal to allow
money to determine our activitiean implicitly reflec rejection of capitalis(riolloway
2010a)But, these shoul dnat,bytansstthatrezlaim spacetimet oo d &

and labour from capitalist valorisati@umbers 2015)

While it ispossible to ovelomanticise these seHlorising activitieshavesuggested that the

way that they negotiate and construct ways of doing that fulfil their lives despite and sometimes
beyond capital remains importaatthough they do not contest or challenge these structures

to begin withit is important to note th@ommoning inthe interstitial vacuuns acapitalistic

landscapél o e simgytfunctiorfor the reproduction of these structur€bus, rather than
confronting capi tedstswhaerdiesweakest tlievacumg wheregite st , it

cannot redt, andin the spaces that it cannot comprehend.

As De Angelig2017n ot es, many commoners dondt engage
identity. Thereforethis thesis hgsrovided a importantcontribution of understandingeth

ambiguity of thiposition by highlighting the everydections and practices of commoning

(through gardening), and how these are articulated and understood by the gardeners
themselvesTherefore, men | use the term o0ordinaryd6, not
unarticulated and implicit political dynamics withese sites, but also an appreciation of

starting from where people are and understanding the endless possibilities, challenges,
opportunities, and pitfalls that are embedded within the present. Thus, rather than being signs

of the prefiguration of a mesociety, they are more a dynamic that reflects ordinary pleasures

and achievements through the simple shared practice of ga@&menigin and Campbell

2016) Thi s quest i ons ahadtand comtrbutes to dndarssanding thedessp o | i t
explicitly political forms of agency and action that are not imposed from the (@tsidain

and Campbell 2016nstead reflecting a quiet politicalqgasgSmith and Jehdka 2013;

Hankins 2017; Kneafsey et al. 201¥)s more a daily and quiet practice of satisfying life

(Smith and Jeldka 2013)1 have therefore explored such practices and possibilities of

commoning as not simply the privilege of the explicitly political but as aspects of everyday life

that many are already prairtg and feniliar with, which offers some political poterigtond

this thesis
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This is an issue that Senn@itAmin et al. 2020has picked up on in a discussion with De

Angelis, suggesting that there is a separation between the life world and the world of social
movementsMuch of the critical attention towards the commons lcasdéd on the latter,

while neglecting the ways that commoning can often simply be@alvautk 7/ ng [ 7 f e wor A
(Sennett ilmin et al. 202Q) rather than an explicitly political strategy. @gisamic also

seemed to motivateropotkind @014; 2017and Ward @99641973) workalso, but has

been lost amongst many contemporary leftistraiteerebyhe quietdynamicof mutual aid

only exist irtheservice of broader capitalist needs and reproduction, such as thekes

and stale debate on the Big SodgtgFeatherstone et al. 2012; Levitas 2012; Williams et al.

2014for a more nuanced debat&Vhile it is important to consider the ways that these @it

framed by broader politicatonomic dynamics, doing so can often reduce the agency of those
involved at grountivel, and overlook some of the political potential of these other dynamics

which in fact can counter this neoliberal I@gidliams et al. 2014; Crossan et al. 2016;

Cumbersetal. 20LlMt hi s sense, | dydamadf readlibemlr gue t hat t h
subjectification in thespacess overstatedT he idea of neoliberal project from above being

realised and concretised on the groisiéss apparenin chapter 6l highlighted this by

exploringhow theview from aboveften conflicts with the view from below (the vernacular)

W hat the state attempts to realihrough these projects is distinct from the vernacular

experience, which can often have its own logic, instrumentalities, and subjectivities beyond the

statecapital one (even if it is quietly political).

A further and core aspect of this contribuidmy suggestion that it is important to pay
attention to the relationship between commoning, capitalism, and the life course. It might
appear that commoning becomes more apparent during particulat@reseiser 2011;

Shantz 2013a; Out of the Woods Collective 2015; Firth 2020; Springert2@20js also the
case that it becomes more prolific and necessarygduripar t i cul ar peri ods o
lives. This might be during periods of care work, such as during the aftermath of childbirth
whereby people share and gift materials, resources, and skills, or during weekends and
evenings, or religious celelwad, whereby people come together in a moigerativeand
social wayn this sense, there is scope for further exploring when dynamics of commoning
become more or less apparent during particular times and rhythms of the lifevebigtsé

have donehrough the lens of retirememxploringthese periods without necessarily reducing

them as subservient to capitalist demands and isemagnportant interventioithe concept
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of everyday communism is a powettfigloretical tooin this regardwhich | lave utilised in

this thesis to demonstrate these evemyaagents whereby people-operate with meanings,

val ues, and |l ogics that arenodét reflective of
the oppositeBut, | have also reflecteghon the ways thagveryday communism can be

disrupted by internalynamicsdemonstrating that it is an ongoing process to be struggled with,

rather than an end to be reached.

7.2.2 Endogenous/Exogenous

The secondhemeisthe development of a more complex undeditagn of commoningnd
itsendogenous/exogenougations | started the Literature Review by highlighting the binary
understanding of the commons, as one which focuses on endo@@stoois 20191990) or
exogenous facto€affentzis 2004Both positions are inadequate and reflect an unnecessary
and constructed binary. The acdipitalisacademic reading of teemmons focuses on the
exogenous systemic limiting of the commons thrthegtvays that it conflicts with capital, and

in doing so suggests an impossibility of transcending it witlwoturdl changngthese

exogenous conditions, since without such a change, the exogenous factors will always determine
the possibilities of éhcommons. The endogenous reading of the commons, however, remains
relatively naive to these structures, and it is equally problematic since it overlooks the

challenges of hosuchc a pi t al i sdblimd thase immetiate pessildlities.

The endognous/exogenous distinction is often accompaniedripus debates and
assumptions regardisgcial transformation and stratdgycus orthe exogenous factors tends
to prioritise an understanding that overthrowing capitalism (the exogenous facioitttiet |
commons) wilhaturallyfreeup people to participate in the commons (endogenous) without
anyendogenous strugglédternativelyfocusing on the endogenous dynamics in the present
can overlook the way that it is limited by exogenous factaiesnaisdo overlook the
possibilities and necessity for broader social, economic, and political transfdemation
Holloway 2002; De Angelis 2005; McNaughton 20B&)adly, | have demonstrated
throughout how the exogenous and endogenous factors are a false binary, and strategically it is
necessary to consider how they interrelate in understanding possibilities for broader
transformationThis is in some ways what the strategy of prefiguration attertgutkle

(Kinna 2017; Raekstad and Gradin 20R@8emonstrated these endogenous struggles around
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both everyday communism (ditflties of participation and individual disruption of social

systems) as well as vernacular governesypec(ally around questions of leadership, authority,

and the challenges of seldnagement). In both of these cases, it was also apparent that these
were intimately linked with exogenous fa€tnod only in terms of processes of learnt

delegation that are a common feature of everyday life in capitalist society, buivalg® ttiegt

aspects of thexogenousan be reappropriated within the endogersphere(such askills or
materials within capitalist society used within the processes of commoning). Exogenous factors
also regularly come into conflict with (or at least restragenous forms of vernacular
governance, demonstrating the way thag thésract in the everyday sense. This research
therefore contributes to a more fluid understanding of this beyond an endogenous/exogenous

or inside/outside binary.

This relates to a broader ongoing debate regarding the role of everyday politids in socia
transformationH o | | o(2040a)@osk pointstowards possibilities in the mundane aspects of
everyday life, where the refusal to be defined and structured by the demands of capitalist values
holds potential beyond simply being forms ofisdlilgent lifestyle politi¢g§ookchin 1995)

While | dondt whohi(#@roadargritiques dif@styteamarcBisng k

it tends to reproduca binary between structaand the everyday. What exactly are structures,

but everyday articulations and practices that are produced and reproduced over time, that
eventually createmnee r i al and physical conditions, al on
sensed6 that are ultimatelgvémrimeadudly Bhelsehi
on direct democracies and assemblies offers a potential important point of intervehison in
debatgsee Cumbers 2015hesestill require ongoing and processual dynamics of
6endogeno padicesayDeweyld54{¥927) rightly pointed out. demonstrated

this in chapter 6, by exploring the difficultiegashacular governanpeacticeBwhich

requires ongoing pracsi, learning, and struggle, this@not simply restricted by exogenous

structuresin this sensehere isa broader provocative question, as to how it is possible to

change structures without changing the everyday substance of those structuresf2indeed, t
everyday (micro) is often considered the site whereby it is possible to study the macro

(Lefebvre 19911974} Gardiner 200Q)but how is it possible to stutg micro in the macro?
Sometimes, doing so is considered through the spheres of political economy, often engaging in
policy work or analysis of governance structures for example. But, even at these scales,

governance can be read through a micro evergdealy &s | have done in the final empirical
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chapter. | suggest that more attention that breaks down thismaimm dualism is necessary
through engagement withther er yday aspects of governance (
an ethnographic explorati ofthe relationship between vernacular and official forms of

governancewhich in turn might offer further insight as to the endogenous/exogenous debate.

It is at this level whereby the endogenous/exogenous distinction becomeagpatest

have providedmportant empirical detail reflecting this pdiram how skills learnt in the

workplace can be utilised within the commons, to how the gendered relations and political
divisions are at times reproduaed//nthe commons, and ¢hendogenous difficulties of self
management. For example, as De Ang2047)notes, if part of commoning is about learning

to develop participatory forms of democracy beyond delegation, then this seems a difficult task
full of problems that transcends an endogessagenous bimg. It is difficult to say whether

such difficulties of participation are endogenous or exogenous for example, since it was also
apparent how these forms of delegation that people had become used to wéraroften

other words, through their experiesof work, political engagement, and so on, which might

be considered as oO0Oexogenouso6 factors. There
habits would disappear in the event of widescale social and political upheaval and
transformation, sindéey are habits which develop over long periods of tomseich an extent

that such habits themselves become a site of stithyge difficulties arapparent in the

structures of the allotment in particular, which carries a particular history axd thantl

noted partly shapes everyday possibilities, in particular the difficulties of broader participation.
Hypothetically, if we can extend this logic into the broader spheres of society, into the structural
shapes and rhythms of the exogenous waaldaire central to capitalism (e.g. individualised

and privatised housing, working structures, ways of producing and consuming), then what is the
relationship between these exogenous factors and our endogenous worlds, and how can they be
overcome withoutlsoneeding to change tkecalled endogenous aspects of everydayife?

this sense, these sites are important interventions in the way that they offer the possibility for
experimenting in ways of being together that contrastheviitbadecapitalisenvironment

(of individualism, competition etchutit also has to inherently struggle with these dynatnics

an endogenous levénh fact, the possibilities of broad social transformation lies within these
endogenous dynamics (for example, difficuiti@rinthe left to selbrganise) as much as

within limiting exogenous dynamics (such as lack of time and energy within a capitalist society

to organise)lhis thesis has contributed rich empirical detail to this debate.
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7.2.3 Land, Space, and Tetory

The final crosgutting theme is the emphasis on space, land, and territory. Although there have
been some attempts at distan¢hegzommons from territorial and bounded sites as a
managedesourcgDawney et al. 2018)have claimed throughout that commoning is itself a
spatial practice. The possibilities of commoning eremly shaped by various spatial and
territorial dynamics associated with land ownership, but commoning likewise can reproduce
these dynamics and at times break down such territorial boundaries. | demonstrated
throughout that understanding space in gglab commoning is crucial, from the micro and
subjective forms of seihlorisation, to the interactive and dynamic actions of everyday
communism, and the way that the state itself attempts to control and guide these spaces through
its ownership of lanénd how this limits the present and future possibilities of vernacular
governancelhe politics of land is therefore a crucial point for further attention, rather than
something to be dismissed as reflective of a more traditional confimen®search tmefore

contributes distinct spatial reading of commoning.

One of the key insights of thissa questioning of the notion of these reflecting a Right to the

City dynamidPassidomo 2014a; Matteida@uarta 2015; Purcell and Tyman 201B)urban

areas, the possibilities of the comnfiamshout reclaiming land through squatting, for

examplétends to be directly limited by an initial neoliberal filter which grants land based on
the stateds prAnydarm of gomnoohingsdikely fo eithea lilmveltoi go through

this filter or come into conflict with it at some pdRather than these being a challenge to
neoliberalised land management, they tend to lie in the ruin of iteplitald that is deemed

useless, unprofitable, framh e st at e and Attrtoygh Gilssdbr@rahami2016)s pe c t i
have cl ai me essdrilgaobut changing swmérship strectures but about access,

rights, responsibility, and care, this perspeatiseremphasiselsow ownership shapend

manipulatesccess, rights, responsibility, and care in the first place.

Such perspectives requim®re attention, since it again points towards a long and historic
interest on the left in relation to questions of land and pdwax 20041867} Proudhon
2011) that have been revisited more recd@lyistophers 2018] hese are concerns that
must be dealt with and grappled with in the present, threaggnising e o palieaaiian
from the land through both private and state ownersidped, a crucial aspect of the
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commons is that it supposedly extends beyond both of these forms of ow@ansdup 2013;
Shantz 2013a; Bollier and Helfrich 2019pwever, it is also particularly important to pay
attention to the unsuspecting justification of private ownerahigathcome with such

critiguesia concern that Cohdd996)has addressed in a similar wagdrding selbwnership

and alienation), but also the possibility for it to form around austerity agendas through handing
over state land. Colin Waf@011)also recognised these difficulties, simcevds all too aware

of how his critique of state ownership of housing could be utilised by the rightifarket
responses to housing issues. But, instead, {2@dd Jfavoured collective and gsaoots

tenant organisation around such problems which were unrecognised by both state and market
sol ut i o(@99; 20%0; 2D1Aorlk san also be understood to possess a Hayekian

critiqgue of state centralisation, though it is likewise critical of the hierarchical, undemocratic,
centralised and monopolising forces of capitalism, which is equally alien and hostile towards

the vernacular.

This thesis therefore contributes to an exploration of the spatial dynamics of commoning at an
everyday levaindhow it relates with capital ate state. | reflected upon this especially

through the dynamic of everyday communism, but also through the formsaibsstition. |
highlight the importance of people being able to be affective and creative in particular spaces
(seltdetermination)whereby what they do is mirrored and fetoug/the changing space, and

how this reflects a sense of control in what feels like an increasingly uncontrollable and
disempowering worl(Eizenberg 2012; Miller 201Zraeber(2001) for example, proposes

to extend our communistic imagination beyond land to understapdlities of access and

di stribution. Such an approach is probl emat.
feltaspect of territoridy (in the rented allotment plots) points towatslpermeation intour

everyday social relatiofisis theefore important to develop a further understanding of how
current land and spatial structuf@slitate otimit the possibilities of pesapitalism in the

present and future. How, for example, do we move beyond a relatively individualistic form of
housing or consumption, when thegaamics are reproduced ayet okveryday

expectations, behaviours, halzity] practices? How do we move beyond an alienating physical
landscape, when the difficulty in reclaiming the land is limited to it bekpgoalbgt of

capitalist nee@sTo go beyond the capitalist housing market not only requires going beyond it

in a stuctural sense, but also the ways that these structures have created certain expectations,

structures, and logics. Indeed, there are elements of communal life all around us, as | have

248



pointed out through these examples, but there are also of coursel@e&atiiples of

individualistic, competitive, and territorial practices and spaces.

7.3 Toward Methodological Communism

Ulti mately, | dondt hdems, sigcehe plposof ¢his hesiswas s s on s
not to suggest or imply some formofimpre ment s t hat can be o0i mpl e
spaces. The participants are already doing w
this is, and its broader implications, is an important aspect of this thesis that is embedded

within the methoddnstead, lefore some final summarising thoughts, | want to turn my

attention towards the academic and methodolagipitationsof this thesiswhich is an

important contributiontself My relationship with academia has not been straightforward by

any meansand during a very difficult initial period and transition of this PhD, | became

increasingly disenfranchised and frustrated with academia in general. Early in my PhD, | had
intended to carry out work with indigenous communities in North and South Afaehicgaly

ambitious project with hindsight. My change of heart, however, was an important turning point

that is central to my methodological emphasis. The reason for changing course was largely an
ethical decision around representing the voice of thermaksgd, which | felt was fraught with

various difficulties. Firstly, | felt that even with my best intentions, doing so would be ultimately
impossible based on both geographical challenges, but also academic Stuciseazame

would be on the PhEhessand in the conferences? Secondly, | felt that there were related
challenges as to potentially emphasising the possibilities of carrfong®uof participatory

research which may challenge the exclusionary, elitist, and extractive forms of resedrch in
communities. | became increasingly wary of the political possibilities of doing this, which |

covered in detail in my methodological chapter

While suchissuedargely destroyetthie entire first year of my PhEheyalsodrew my attention

in partialar towards anarchism. The work of Kropotkin, Ward, and Graeber was particularly
enlightening, hopeful, and | i b e rrefléctechbgt. Graeb
also pointed beyond some of my concerns. Grag@0@¢d)claims that it is important to

recognisehe everyday dynamics that we witaesgsearchers as valuabléheir own right, as

o n déhdtextend beyond thrirposesand valuesf research. Thikelpsdisruptan element of
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saviourism within any research project. | highlighted this issue in relation to PAR in the
methodology chaptesuggesting that it tends to produce an idea that the research process,

however democratic, is the central point of intervention and libe(sgmtammersley 2013)

Rather than subsuming all activities under the banner of reseathbdological communism

mi ght point towards a way of oO0Obeingdé through
skills, practices, and focuses within parti¢ellaiworkspaces tt does nohecessarilgevolve

around the research.reflects the impossibility of finalion and instead respedisth the

limitationsof our observations the context afheinfinite possibilities andpennessf

gualitative fieldwork.highlighted this in chapter 8aiming thatt is possible to develop a
complementaryBookchin 20091982) dynamic in these sites by recognising this diversity. If
adopting a methodolaplp er specti ve of o6from each accor di
according t o idamecessity to rréher shidk thraudh evmakabilities and needs

are met in doing so, without reproducing either the saviourist/extractivist logic of much

traditional research, but also without centralising the research process. Doing so must also, of
course, recognise our position within a broader field of inquiry which is involved in a

communistic spirit within wider society, through activism, teaching, disseminating, and engaging

with wider public audiences.

7.4 Final Reflections and Future Thoughts

Wh i lveargusidl for recognising the implicit and quiet moments of commhisrdpes

produce a bit of a political conundrum, strategispkyaking. ie commons must become

more energised and politicised towards an explicitgagpitalist lens, otherwiseigats of the

Big Society might continue to dominatéhile on the one hanthese urban gardease

unlikely to come into conflict with capital to energise it in thistisglso possibtbat such
spaces can be 0suc ke ddprefigorativepolitig®minger@di@®r es o f
Thereis an underlying critique of capitalism within these Spaicie®ling alienated from the

world, from each other, from what we&iadhichcan bepolitically powerfulln particular,

given thatommoning might offer a glimpseaofon-alienated world, these quiet and implicit

political dynamics might form a broader expression and interest of an escape from and beyond

capitalismBut, broadly speak®) it is also important to pay attention to the points of conflict
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with capital whereby the commons might emerge as a more militant and political force, rather
than a latent and quiet one. Perhaps the Big Society agenda was a missed opportunity by the
left (especially the grassroots left) to mobilise against the neoliberal staexpindtty

energise these latent commoning tendefaiBEh were, by all means, at the forefront of
austerity cuts, and were undermined by the same political agenda wghtiostaim

legitimacy through their activities. However, it is absolutely crucial thatneecgjsis¢his
scaleasadistinctsite of strugglevhere théocal, community, seftfelp and mutual aidnight

be reclaimed for more progresspassibilities beyond the reach of neolibkgikc Thus, we
cancontinue to look towards the work on the commons, and the ways that it might be able to
challenge, rather than reproduce and support, the existiagnsyshich will otherwise exploit
these dynamics. This might be where we move beyond it simply being an occupation of a
vacuum, to one that cracks surfaces and spreads more widely. This requires many
interconnecting struggles, including wider politicala¢idncbeyond activist circles,
communitybased worland activisisocial and political struggle around social reproduction

and care workhe democratisation of media and social media, and engaging in traditional sites

such as workplaces.

This introduces® number of important considerations around future research possibilities, with
two key aspects | want to highlight. Firstbrerwork iscertainlyrequiredto understand who

the commons benefits, its reach, and its limitations, not only in the prepeidatisense but

also theoretically in future possible scenaRefated to this, is a necessity to further explore
class relationssthinthe commons, which by necessity extends beyond a simple class dynamic,
to one that must also appreciate and contégtidthe forms of class dynamism and conflict

that concerned Bourdig1984)(see als&der 1995; Rose 1997his might opesup the

possibilities for recognising various divisions within the commons itsdlfessother forms of
enclosures and exclusions (especially around gender, division of labour, and social

reproduction).

Secondly, is a necessity to understand and expopotential fothe commongo
institutionalis€in a similar way tthe types bmutual aid societies highlighted by Ward
(1996b) in order to extend these possibilities over time, withdutrirdeveloping all of the
rigid problems of institutions. Related to this isrtéed forfurthereverydaygovernancéased
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work thatexplorescommoning and itelationshipwiththe state. This whole thesis might have

easily been written through a different lens that highlighted thesegardens as types of a

Deweyan democracy, as micro publics that are potentially a part of a fuller democratic project.

In this sense, how might such publics be distinguished from the commons? What are the
limitations of becoming strategically linkedh&odtate, such as in a Pullmmmons

Partnership? Are the commons part of the state, and if not, why and how might they extend
beyond it? If the latter, then are they simply anarchist movements? If we are speaking of

political variations of the commortsen howdoes this diffefrom ageold political debates

and divisions? These are issues that | dve I
dondt t h-enough adgiculatedwet,lbivitea number opossiblanterventios that

require extending to understaratious possibilities and challenges that lie ahead.

252



8 BIBLIOGRAPHY

Aberg, |. 2019/magining Urban Gardening Space: An Ethnographic Study of Urban
Gardening in SwedeBweden: lokoping University.

Abrams, P. 1988. Notes on the Difficulty of Studying the Statenal of Historical Sociology
1(1), pp. 5889.

Acton, L. 2015Growing Space. A History of the Allotment Movemblattingham: Five
Leaves Publications.

Alkon, A.H. and Agyeman, J. 2011. Conclusion: Cultivating the Fertile Field of Food Justice.
In: Alkon, A. H. and Agyeman, J. edsultivating Food Justice.: Race, Class, and Sustainability
Cambridge, Massachusetts: MIT Press, ppd38.

Allen, J. 2011LostGeographies of Powébxford: Wiley.

Allen, M. 2017.The SAGE Encyclopedia of Communication Research Methibdsisand
Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications.

Amin, A., Angelis, M.D., Mattern, S. and Sennett, R. 2020. Commoning tréeASilyAmin,
Massimo De AngeliShannon Mattern, and Richard Sennett in conversation with Michal

Huss and Konstantinos Pittas. Available at: https://antipodeonline.org/2020/10/05/commoning
thecity/ [Accessed: 26 November 2020].

Angrosino, M. 2007Doing Ethnographic and ObservatioRaesearcAiondon: SAGE
Publications Ltd.

Aptekar, S. and Myers, J.S. 2020. The tale of two community gardens: green aesthetics versus
food justice in the big applégriculture and Human Valudsg, pp. 779792.

Arbell, Y., Middlemiss, L. and Chatterton,2820. Contested subjectivities in a UK housing
cooperative: old hippies and T 6Bebrom¥rpp.s chi l
58366.

Arnoul d, E.J. and Rose, A.S. 2016. Mutuality
Marketing Theort6(1), pp. 7899.

Arvidsson, A. 2019. Situating the sharing economy: between markets, commons and capital.
In: Belk, R. W., Eckhardt, G. M., and Bardhi, F. ef&ndbook of the Sharing Economy
Cheltenham, UK; Northampton, MA, USA: Edward Elgar Publisippgl(26.

Atkinson, P. 2009. Ethics and ethnographwyentyFirst Century Sociegfl), pp. 1330.

Bakker, K. 2010. The | imits of O6nRalsskher al n
Human Geograph$4(6), pp. 718735.

Bakunin, M. 1871. WhatiAuthority? Available at:
https://www.panarchy.org/bakunin/authority.1871.html [Accessed: 19 July 2021].

253



Bal azard, H. , Fisher, R. and Scott, M. 2017.
privatisation or democratisation of public serviResue framg /i s e ddbadmi ni st rati
163(3), pp. 503520.

Barbagallo, C. 2016. 2dour Nurseries: The NeveEnding Story of Care and Work. In:
Garrett, R., Jensen, T., and Voela, A. ¢tls.Need to Talk about Family: Essays on
Neoliberalism, the Family and PopuCulture Newcastle: Cambridge Scholars Publishing

Barnett, C. 2010. Publics and Markets. Whato
Pain, R., Marston, S. A., and Jones lll, J. P. Bls.Sage Handbook of Social Geography
London: Sage, pp. 26296.

Barron, J. 2017. Community gardening: cultivating subjectivities, space, anfigusfice.
Environmen22(9), pp. 114@1158.

Bartenberger, M. 2014. John Dewey and David Graeber: Elements of Radical Democracy in
Pragmatist and Anarchist Thinkimp/iix 37, pp. 49.

Barthel, S., Folke, C. and Colding, J. 2010. Secalogical memory in urban gardéns
Retaining the capacity for management of ecosystem s&wades £nvironmental Change
20(2), pp. 258265.

Bassett, L. and Gilbert, J. 2021. Introdlutt Corbynism and its Aftermatthe Political
Quartery92(2), pp. 17a175.

Beito, D.T. 2003 From Mutual Aid to the Welfare State. Fraternal Societies and Social
Services, 1890967 North Carolina: University of North Carolina Press.

Belk, R. 2010. Shing. Journal of Consumer ReseaB8{5), pp. 718734.

Bendt, P., Barthel, S. and Colding, J. 2013. Civic greening and environmental learning in
publicaccess community gardens in Bedipecial Issue.: Urban Ecosystem Serifa8dl),
pp. 1&30.

Benkler,Y. and Nissenbaum, H. 2006. Commdrased Peer Production and Virtuetwrnal
of Political PhilosophA4(4), pp. 398419.

van den Berg, A.E., van Winsdestra, M., de Vries, S. and van Dillen, S.M. 2010.
Allotment gardening and health: a comparativeeglamong allotment gardeners and their
neighbors without an allotme&ivironmental HealtB(1), p. 74.

Berkman, A. 2021What is Communist Anarchism?: The ABC of Anarchismknown:
Pattern Books.

Bhattacharya, T. 2017. Introduction. In: BhattacharyadTSocial Reproduction Theory:
Remapping Class, Recentering Oppressiapping Social Reproduction Theory Series.
London: Pluto Press

Bigell, W. 2015. Allotment and Community Gardens: Commons in German Cities. In:
Luccarelli, M. and Bergmann, S. e@gaces irbetween. Cultural and Political Perspectives on
Environmental Discourskeiden, Boston: Brill, pp. 1@230.

254



Bilgen, A., Nasir, A. and Schoéneberg, J. 2021. Why positionalities matter: reflections on
power, hierarchy, andreseawrch@anasidmyeusnalofn odevel op
Devel opment Studies / Revwue ¢pp.&d/i enne do®t u

Birkinbine, B. 2018. Commons Praxis: Toward a Critical Political Economy of the Digital
Commons.TrjpleC 16, pp. 296305.

Blackledge, P. 2012. In perspective: John Hollowegrnational Socialis{ft36)

Boccagni, P. 2020. Mulsited Ethnography. IIGAGE Researchlethods Foundations
London: SAGE Publications

Bollier, D. 2012. Global Enclosures in the Service of Empire. In: Bollier, D. and Helfrich, S.
eds. The Wealth of the Commons: A World Beyond Market and Skueherst, MA:
Levellers Press, pp. A216.

Bollier, D. 2014.Think Like a Commoner: A Short Introduction to the Life of the Commons
Gabriola Island, BC: New Society Publishers.

Bollier, D. 2015. The Commons as a Tool for Sharing the Wealth. Available at:
https://commonsstrategies.orgitbenmonsasatool-for-sharinghe-wealth/ [Accessed: 17
June 2021].

Bollier, D. 2016.State Power and Commoning: Transcending a Problematic Relationship
Cologne, Germany: Heinrich Béll Foundation.

Bollier, D. 2019. Vernacular Law and Complexity Science: Two Guidessfatir@ Urban
Commons. In:The CoCities Open Book: Transitioning from the Urban Commons to the
City as a CommonBologna, Italy: GQities, pp. 7675.

Bollier, D. 2020a. Commoning as a Pandemic Survival Strategy. Available at:
http://www.bollier.org/bgicommoningpandemiesurvivastrategy [Accessed: 23 June 2021].

Bollier, D. 2020b. Commoning as a Transformative Social Paradigm. In: Speth, J. G. and
Courrier, K. eds7he New Systems Reader: Alternatives to a Falled EcoNewmy
York/Oxford: Routledgepp. 34&362.

Bollier, D. and Helfrich, S. 201%ree, Fair, and Alive: The Insurgent Power of the
Commons Gabriola Island, BC: New Society Publishers.

Bookchin, M. 1991. Libertarian Municipalism: An Overview. Available at:
https://theanarchistlibrary.drgfary/murraybookchinlibertariammunicipalisrranoverview
[Accessed: 14 September 2021].

Bookchin, M. 1995Social Anarchism Or Lifestyle Anarchism.: The Unbridgeable Chasm
Oakland, California: AK Press.

Bookchin, M. 2004 Postscarcity Anarchismakland, California: AK Press.

Bookchin, M. 2005.7he Ecology of Freedom. The emergence and dissolution of hierarchy
Oakland, California: AK Press.

255



Bookchin, M. 2015 7he Next Revolution.: Popular Assemblies and the Promise of Direct
Democracylondon: Veso.

Bourdieu, P. 19770utline of a Theory of Practic€ambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bourdieu, P. 1984Distinction.: A Social Critique of the Judgement of T&aenbridge,
Massachusetts: Harvard University Press.

Bradley, K. and Pargman, D. 20The sharing economy as the commons of the 21st century.
Cambridge Journal of Regions, Economy and SA&&ty, pp. 234247.

Breen, L. 2007. The researcher 0in the middlI
The Australian Community Psycholed(1), pp. 168174.

Bresnihan, P. and Byrne, M. 2015. Escape into the City: Everyday Practices of Commoning
and the Production of Urban Space in Dublmzjpoded7(1), pp. 3654.

Bridge, G. 2014. On Marxism, Pragmatism and Critical Urban Stirdeational Journal of
Urban and Regional ReseaB8{5), pp. 16431659.

Brinkmann, S. and Tanggaard, L. 2010. Toward an Epistemology of the $tadis /n
Philosophy and Educati@®(3), pp. 24&57.

Brown, W. 1999. Resisting Left Melanchd@pundarn26(3) pp. 1927.

Bruff, I. 2014. The Rise of Authoritarian Neoliberalig®eriinking Marxisra6(1), pp. 113
129.

Bruff, I. and Tansel, C.B. 2019. Authoritarian neoliberalism: trajectories of knowledge
production and praxisG/obalization6(3), pp. 23&44.

Bruskin, S. 2019. Insider or outsider? Exploring the fluidity of the roles through social identity
theory.Journal of Organizational Ethnograf®), pp. 158170.

Buber, M. 1999 Pointing the Way: Collected Essaysknown: Humanity Books.

Bunce, S. 201&ursuing Urban Commons: Politics and Alliances in Community Land Trust
Activism in East Londomntipode48(1), pp. 134150.

Burawoy, M. 2009The Extended Case Method.: Four Countries, Four Decades, Four Great
Transformations, and OrniBheoretical TraditionBerkeley, CA: University of California Press.

Burdon, P. and Martel, J. 2017. Environmentalism and an anarchist research method. In:
Research Methods in Environmental Law: A Handbb@ndbooks of Research Methods in
Law series. Chieinham: Edward Elgar Publishing

Caffentzis, G. 2004. A Tale of Two Conferences: Globalization, the Crisis of Neoliberalism
and the Question of the Commons. San Miguel de Allende, MexicoGAdtiealization
Conference

Caffentzis, G. 201C0h.mmome OF u tNwerod i dferéTh s mds
Disaccumulation of Capital?ew Formation89(1), pp. 2341.

256



Caffentzis, G. and Federici, S. 2014. Commons against and beyond capitattgm ity
Development Journdh, pp. i98i105.

CalvetMir, L. and March, H. 2017. Crisis and pastsis urban gardening initiatives from a
Southern European perspective: The case of Barcelomapean Urban and Regional
Studie26(1), pp. 98112.

Candea, M. 2009. MuiBiited Ethnography. In: Barnard, A. and SpentegdsRoutledge
Encyclopaedia of Social and cultural anthropolagndon; New York: Routledge, pp. 485
486.

Cangelosi, E. 2014. Commons: Practices of Spaces and Social Cohamgeative Law
Revievb

Carlone, D. 2013. Infecting capitalism with the comriThe class process, communication,
and surpluseEphemerd 3(3), pp. 52d554.

Carlsson, C. 2008vowtopia: How Pirate Programmers, Outlaw Bicyclists, and Watant
Gardeners are Inventing the Future Todzafifornia: AK Press.

Carolan, M. 2012The Soaology of Food and Agricultur@xford: Routledge.

Carroll, P., Caldebawe, O., Witten, K. and Asiasiga, L. 2019. A Prefigurative Politics of Play
in Public Places: Children Claim Their Democratic Right to the City ThroughSpkage and
Culture22(3), p. 29486307.

Carson, K. 20017he Iron Fist Behind The Invisible Hand: Corporate Capitalism As A
System Of StatBuaranteed Privileg&iontreal: Red Lion Press.

Carson, K. 2012. Anarchist Seeds Beneath the Snow in a Center for a Stateless Society.
Avalilableat: https://blog.pmpress.org/2019/07/27/anarsbedbeneatithesnowin-acenter
for-astatelessociety/ [Accessed: 9 July 2021].

Carson, K. 2013. Governing the Commons by Elinor Ostrom. Available at:
https://c4ss.org/content/22226 [Accessed: 20rioee2020].

Carson, K. 2014a. Governance, Agency and Autonomy: Anarchist Themes in the Work of
Elinor Ostrom. Available at: https://c4ss.org/content/23644 [Accessed: 26 July 2021].

Carson, K. 2014b. The Communism of Everyday Life. Available at:
https://c4s.org/content/24150 [Accessed: 17 April 2021].

Carson, R. N. and Rowl ands, S. 2001. A Critic
The Journal of Educational Thought (JET) / Revue de la Pensée Eddsdlyep. 2360.

Carter, P. 2018. Governing spaca multsited ethnography of governing welfare reform at
close range and at a distan€stical Policy Studid2(1), pp. 823.

Cartwright, N. and Montuschi, E. 20Bhilosophy of Social Science: A New Introduction
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

257



Cayuela, S.R. and Tornaghi, C. 2019. Building the urban commons: links between
(non)bounded communities, common spaces and social reproduction. Available at:
https://undisciplinedenvironments.org/2019/10/15/buithiagrbancommondinksbetween
nonbounde&-communitiescommonspacesndsociareproduction/ [Accessed: 13 October
2020].

Certoma, C. and Tornaghi, C. 2015. Political gardening. Transforming cities and political
agencyLocal Environmer0(10), pp. 11Z8.131.

Chan, J. and Zhang, Y. 2019. Beytmelneoliberal city: commoning sharing practices and
sharing the urban commons. e Politicof Sharing. Opening Innovation,
Enlightening CeCreation, Transforming SocietiFdinburgh

Chatterton, P. 2016. Building transitions to jpasitalist urbanommons.7ransactions of the
Institute of British Geographet&(4), pp. 403415.

Chatterton, P. and Pusey, A. 2019. Beyond capitalist enclosure, commaodification and
alienation: Postcapitalist praxis as commons, social production and useférdgias.g?
Human Geographf4(1), pp. 2848.

Chatzitheochari, S. and Arber, S. 2011. Identifying the Third Agers: An Analysis of British
Retireesd LSooidogiaaldResBanch Onitid(4),pp. 44855.

Christophers, B. 2018 he New Enclosure: The Apppoiation of Public Land in Neoliberal
Britain London: Verso.

Classens, M. 2015. The nature of urban gardens: toward a political ecology of urban
agriculture Agriculture and Human Valud2(2), pp. 228239.

Cleaver, H. 1992a. Kropotkin, S¥llorizationand the Crisis of Marxism. Russian Academy
of Science, Moscow: Libcom. Available at: http://libcom.org/library/krogsatiiualorization
crisismarxism [Accessed: 28 April 2020].

Cleaver, H. 1992b. The inversion of class perspective in Marxian theory: From valorisation to
selfvalorisation. In: Holloway, J., Bonefeld, W., and Psychopedis, KOpes. Marxism,
Volume 2; Theory and Practideondon: Pluto, pp. 1G8.45.

Cleaver, H. Q00. Reading Capital Politicaffpalifornia: AK Press.

Cleaver, H.2011.On Selffal ori zati on i n Mariarosa Dall a C
of the Communitydd. Avail able at: htldayws: // car
on-selfvalorizéion-in-mariarosalallacosta%E2%80%9@®menandthesubversiomf-the-

community/ [Accessed: 2 June 2020].

Cleaver, H. 2017Rupturing the Dialectic: The Struggle against Work, Money, and
FinancializatiorOakland, California: AK Press.

Clough, N. and Blmberg, R. 2012. Toward Anarchist and Autonomist Marxist Geographies.
ACME: An International Journal for Critical Geograph/ES8)

258



Coghlan, D. and Brydahliller, M. 2014. Participatory Action Research. In: Coghlan, D. and
BrydonMiller, M. eds.7The SAGE Emyclopedia of Action Researtfs Angeles: SAGE, pp.
583588.

Cohen, G.A. 1996. Seliwnership, History and Socialism: An Interview with G.A. Cohen.
Available at: https://seis.bristol.ac.uk/~plcdib/imprints/gacoheninterview.html.

Colding,J.andBarthe,. 2013. The potenti al of 6Urban G
building of citiesSustainable Urbanisation. A resilient fuepp. 156166.

Colding, J., Barthel, S., Bendt, P., Snep, R., van der Knaap, W. and Ernstson, H. 2013. Urban
green commongnsights on urban common property syste@ebal Environmental Change
23(5), pp. 10331051.

Colebrook, C. 2002. The Politics and Potential of Everyday/Néfe. Literary Histor33(4),
pp. 68B706.

Corcoran, M., Kettl e, P.shoatsimvadard @asP Urkag han, C.
agriculture and austerity in postsh IrelandACME: An International Journal for Critical
Geographie$6(2), pp. 308331.

Cowling, M. 2011. Can Marxism Make Sense of CriGe®al Discours@(2), pp. 5674.
Crang, M. and @ok, I. 2007. Doing Ethnographies. London: SAGE Publications Ltd

Cresswell, T. 199@n Place/out of Place: Geography, ldeology, and Transgression
Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Creswell, J.W. 201Qualitative Inquiry and Reseambbsign: Choosing Among Five
ApproachesCalifornia: SAGE Publications.

Crossan, J., Cumbers, A., McMaster, R. and Shaw, D. 2016. Contesting Neoliberal Urbanism
in Gl asgowds Community Gar dedAntpadedd(d),pp.BBF act i ce
955.

Crouch, D. 1989. The Allotment, Landscape and Locality: Ways of Seeing Landscape and
Culture.Area21(3), pp. 264267.

Crouch, D. and Ward, C. 1997he Allotment: Its Landscape and Cultdttingham: Five
Leaves.

Cumbers, A. 2015. Constructing a globatmmns in, against and beyond the st§teice and
Polity19(1), pp. 6&75.

Cumbers, A., Shaw, D., Crossan, J. and McMaster, R. 2017. The Work of Community
Gardens: Reclaiming Place for Community in the @ityk, Employment and Socie3? (1),
pp. 133149.

Dalla Costa, M. 1971. Women and the Subversion of the Community. Available at:

https://caringlabor.wordpress.com/2010/07/28/mariai@tzcostavomenandthe
subversioffthecommunity/ [Accessed: 2 June 2020].

259



Dalla Costa, M. 201%omen and the Subvsion of the Community: A Mariarosa Dalla
Costa ReadeBarbagallo, C. ed. Oakland: PM Press.

Dawkins, R. 2006rhe Selfish Gene: 30th Anniversary Editlorford: Oxford University
Press.

Dawney, L., Kirwan, S. and Brigstocke, J. 2016. Introduction: rbheige of the commons.
In: Dawney, L., Kirwan, S., and Brigstocke, J. 8dace, Power and the Commons: The
Struggle for Alternative Futur@sford: Routledge, ppo27.

De Angelis, M. 2004. Separating the Doing and the Deed: Capital and the Continuous
Character of EnclosureAlstorical Materialismesearch in Critical Marxist Thedig(2), pp.
57087.

De Angeli s, M. 2005. How?! ?! An Essay on Joh
Taking PowerHistorical Materialisri3(4), pp. 238249.

De Angelis, M. Q07. The beginning of history: value struggles and global .dapitzQo:
Pluto.

De Angelis, M. 2010. On the Commons: A Public Interview with Massimo De Angelis and
Stavros Stavridedn Architekturl?, pp. 328.

De Angelis, M. 2013. Does capital neambemons fixEphemerd. 3(3), pp. 603615.

De Angelis, M. 2014a. Social Revolution and the Comn&m#h Atlantic QuarterA3(2),
pp. 299311.

De Angelis, M. 2014b. The commons: a brief life jourdaynmunity Development Journal
49(suppl_1), pp. i@830.

De Angelis, M. 20170mnia Sunt Communia. On the Commons and the Transformation to
Postcapitalismondon: Zed Books.

De Angelis, M. 2019. Th8trategic Horizon of the Commons. In: Barbagallo, C., Beuret, N.,
and Harvie, D. edCommoning with George Caffentzis and Silvia Fedesimdon: Pluto
Press, pp. 2@221.

De Angelis, M. and Harvie, D. 2014. The Commons. In: Parker, M., Cheney, G.jdfourn
V., and Land, C. edshe Routledge Companion to Alternative Organizatfdosgdon:
Routledge, pp. 28294.

DeLeon, A.P. 2019. Anarchy and Qualitative MethodsOford Research Encyclopedia of
EducationNew York: Oxford University Press

Denzin,N. K. and Giardina, M. D. 2007. o6l ntroducti
In: Denzin, N. K. and Giardina, M. D. ed&thical Futures in Qualitative Research:
Decolonizing the politics of knowledg¢alnut Creek CA: Left Coast Press, pi44.

Dewey, J. 192Weconstruction in Philosop/Boston: The Beacon Press.

Dewey, J. 192%xperience and Natureondon: George Allen & Unwin.

260



Dewey, J. 1954The Public and Its Problems: An Essay in Political InqOkyo: Swallow
Press.

Dewey, J. 19600he Quest for Certainty: A Study of the Relation of Knowledge and Action
New York: Putnam Publishing Group.

Dewey, J. 1984The Later Works of John Dewey, 192953. Essays, Reviews, Miscellany,
and the Public and Its Problems, 19227 Southern lllinoisJniversity Press.

Dewey, J. 199 Democracy and Educatiodew York: Free Press.
Dewey, J. 1999ndividualism Old and NevPrometheus Books.

Dewey, J. 2012/nmodern Philosophy and Modern PhilosopMinois: Southern lllinois
University Press.

Dillaboudh-Lefebvre, D. 2020. Long Read Review: Commoning with George Caffentzis and
Silvia Federici edited by Camille Barbagallo, Nicholas Beuret and David Harvie. Available at:
https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/Isereviewofbooks/2020/01/264adgeviewcommoningwith-george
caffentzimndsilviafedericieditedby-camillebarbagallmicholasbeuretanddavidharvie/
[Accessed: 26 July 2021].

Dominelli, L. 1995. Women in the community: feminist principles and organising in
community workCommunity Development Jourrgd@R), pp. 138143.

Drake, L. and Lawson, L.J. 2015. Results of a US and Canada community garden survey:
shared challenges in garden management amid diverse geographical and organizational
contextsAgriculture and Human Valud2(2), pp. 24d254.

Draper, C.and Freedman, D. 2010. Review and Analysis of the Benefits, Purposes, and
Motivations Associated with Community Gardening in the United Statesa/ of
Community Practick8(4), pp. 458492.

Drew, N. 2006. The seagull imperatidesistralian Community Kshologist8(1), pp. 4641.

Dyson, J. and Jeffrey, C. 2018. Everyday prefiguration: Youth social action in north India.
Transactions of the Institute of British Geograpfia(s), pp. 5738585.

Eder, K. 1995. Does Social Class Matter in the Study of Stusiaments? A Theory of
Middleclass Radicalism. 18ocial Movements and Social Classes. The Future of Collective
Action SAGE Studies in International Sociology. London: SAGE Publications

Egli, V., Oliver, M. and Tautolo, £5. 2016. The development ofreodel of community
garden benefits to wellbeifgreventive Medicine RepoRspp. 348352.

Eizenberg, E. 2012. Actually Existing Commons: Three Moments of Space of Community
Gardens in New York CitAntipoded4(3), pp. 76d8782.

Eizenberg, E. 201&romthe Ground Up. Community Gardens in New York City and the
Politics of Spatial Transformatidggurrey: Ashgate.

261



Emirbayer, M. and Maynard, D.W. 2011. Pragmatism and Ethnomethod@log¥tative
SociologB4(1), pp. 228261.

EngeiDi Mauro, S. 2018. Urbacommunity gardens, commons, and social reproduction:
revisiting Silvia FedGndercPlates Cirrez®%(9)/pp.1t37® n at P
1390.

ESRC 2020. Research Data Policy. Available at: https://esrc.ukri.org/funding/gotidance
grantholders/researchlatapolicy/ [Accessed: 21 August 2020].

Euler, J. 2018. Conceptualizing the Commons: Moving Beyond the-asets Definition by
Introducing the Social Practices of Commoning as Vital Determéfambgical Economics
143, pp. 1616.

FalsBorda, O. and Rahman, M.A. 1994ction and Knowledge. Breaking the Monopoly with
Participatory Action Researdew York: Apex Press.

Featherstone, D., Ince, A., Mackinnon, D., Strauss, K. and Cumbers, A. 2012. Progressive
localism and the construmi of political alternatives: Boundary Crossifgsisactions of the
Institute of British Geographe3s, pp. 173182.

Federici, S. 2011. Feminism and the politics of the commons. Available at:
http://wealthofthecommons.org/essay/femiriatipoliticsconmons [Accessed: 24 June
2020].

Federici, S. 201ZRevolution at Point Zero.: Housework, Reproduction, and Feminist Struggle
Oakland, CA: PM Press.

Federici, S. 201&eenchanting the World: Feminism and the Politics of the Commons
Oakland, California: PNPress.

Federici, S. 2019. Social reproduction theory: History, issues and present ch&llriges.
Philosophy2(204), pp. 5867.

Feinberg, W. 2015. Critical Pragmatism and the Appropriation of Ethnography by Philosophy
of EducationStudies in Philosdyy and EducatioB4(2), pp. 148157.

Felski, R. 200QDoing Time. Feminist Theory and Postmodern Culttdew York: NYU
Press.

Ferreri, M. 2016. O0Wherebds the trick?%: Prac
In: Dawney, L., Kirwan, S., and 8stocke, J. ed§pace, Power and the Commons: The
Struggle for Alternative Futuréxford: Routledge, pp. 18830.

Ferretti, F. 2017. Evolution and revolution: Anarchist geographies, modernity and
poststructuralismEnvironment and Planning D: Society and SB&¢s), pp. 898912.

Fiala, A. 2013. Political Skepticism and Anarchist Themes in the American Tradition.
Eurgpean Journal of Pragmatism and American PhiloSsi@hy

Firth, C., May e, D. and Pear son, D. 2011. De
Local Environmernt6(6), pp. 558668.

262



Firth, R. 2020. Mutual Aid, Anarchist Preparedness and C&WIDn: Presto, J. and Firth,
R. eds.Coronavirus, Class and Mutual Aid in the United Kingdonam: Springer
International Publishing, pp. 87711. Available at: https://doi.org/10.1007/303057714

8 4.

Flachs, A. 2013. Gardening as Ethnographic Research: Vahotesea Means for
Community Accesslournal of Ecological Anthropolob¥(1), pp. 98103.

Follmann, A. and Viehoff, V. 2015. A green garden on red clay: creating a new urban common
as a form of political gardening in Cologne, Germéawga/ Environmer20(10), pp. 1148
1174.

Foster, S.R. 2011. Collective Action and the Urban Commartse Dame Law Review
87(1), pp. 53134.

Foucault, M. 1995Discipline and Punish.: The Birth of the Prisbrew York: Vintage Books.

Fraser, N. 2017. B eehForran ExpaadedkCoreceptibn af GapitalistA.b o d
In: Deutscher, P. and Lafont, C. ed3itical Theory in Critical TimesTransforming the
Global Political and Economic Ordékew York: Columbia University Press, pp.dil4b.

Freeman, J. 1972. The TyrannySifucturelessnesghe Second Wave(1)

Frow, J. 2002. ONever Draw to ®&ewlitecrag/zi de St r a
History33(4), pp. 628637.

Furness, W.W. and Gallaher, C.M. 2018. Food access, food security and community gardens
in Rockford,IL. Local EnvironmerR23(4), pp. 418430.

Gale, R. and Thomas, H. 2018. Race at the margins: A Critical Race Theory perspective on
race equality in UK planningnvironment and Planning C: Politics and SB8(8), pp. 460
478.

Gardiner, M. 2000Critiquesof Everyday Life: An Introductiohondon: Taylor & Francis
Group.

Gardiner, M. 2004. Everyday utopianism: Lefebvre and his dfitiffsra/ Studies8(23),
pp. 228254.

Gardiner, M.E. 2006a. Everyday Knowledffeeory, Culture & Socie88(23), pp. 266207.

Gardiner, M.E. 2006b. Marxism and the convergence of utopia and the evéfyitay.of
the Human Sciencd$9(3), pp. #32.

Gautney, H. 2009. Between Anarchism and Autonomist Mar¥gmmkingUSA12(3), pp.
4670487.

Ghose, R. and Pettygrove, M. 20idban Community Gardens as Spaces of Citizenship.
Antipoded6(4), pp. 10921112.

GibsonGraham, J.K. 199@End of Capitalism (As We Knew i§)fley.

GibsonGraham, J.K. 200@& Postcapitalist Politiddniversity of Minnesota Press.
263



GibsonGraham, J.K., Cameron, J. and Healy, S. 2016. Commoning as a postcapitalist politics.
In: Amin, A. and Howell, P. ed&el/easing the Commons. Rethinking the Futures of the
CommonsRoutledge, pp. 18212.

Gidwani, V. and Baviskar, A. 2011. Urban @aoms.Economic and Political Weel#p(50),
pp. 4D43.

Gilbert, P.R. 2013. Deskilling, agrodiversity, and the seed trade: a view from contemporary
British allotmentsAgriculture and Human Valu@8(1), pp. 10d114.

Ginn, F. 2012. Dig for Victory! New luses of wartime gardening in Britallournal of
Historical Geograp/88(3), pp. 294305.

Ginn, F. and Ascenséo, E. 2018. Autonomy, Erasure, and Persistence in the Urban Gardening
Commons Antipode50(4), pp. 928952.

Glover, T.D., Shinew, K.J. and ParyC. 2005. Association, Sociability, and Civic Culture:
The Democratic Effect of Community Gardenihgisure Scienc@d (1), pp. 7892.

Gonzalez, E. 2019. The Construction of a Conceptual Prison. In: Barbagallo, C., Beuret, N.,
and Harvie, D. edsCommoring with George Caffentzis and Silvia Fedeaodon: Pluto
Press, pp. 24251.

Gorman, R. 2016. Changing ethnographic mediums: thel@aed contingency of
smartphones and scratchnotésea49(2), pp. 228229.

Graeber, D. 20017oward an Anthropologal Theory of Value.: The False Coin of Our Own
DreamsNew York: Palgrave Macmillan US.

Graeber, D. 2004Fragments of an Anarchist Anthropoldggrckly Paradigm Press.
Graeber, D. 20090irect Action.: An Ethnographfakland, California: AK Press.

Graebe, D. 2010. Communism. In: Hart, K., LavilleL. and Cattani, A. D. edghe
Human EconomyCambridge, MA: Polity, pp. 18210.

Graeber, D. 2011Debt: The First 5000 Yeafdew York: Melville House.

Graeber, D. 2014. On the moral grounds of econoelations: A Maussian approach.
Journal of Classical Sociolagyl), pp. 6677.

Graeber, D. and Gruldgg, A. 2021. Introduction. In: Kropotkin, P. ettutual Aid: An
luminated Factor of EvolutioKairos Series. Oakland, CA: PM Press

Grear, A. and Bollie D. 2020.7he Great Awakening: New Modes of Life Amidst Capitalist
Ruins Grear, A. and Bollier, D. eds. Earth, Milky Way: Punctum Books.

Gross, N. 2009. A Pragmatist Theory of Social Mechan&merican Sociological Review
74(3), pp. 358379.

Guerlain,M.A. and Campbell, C. 2016. From Sanctuaries to Prefigurative Social Change:
Creating HealtfEnabling Spaces in East London Community Gard&nsnal of Social and
Political Psychologyl), pp. 226237.

264



Guthman, J. 2008. Neoliberalism and the makirigazf politics in CaliforniaRethinking
Economy39(3), pp. 117a1183.

Guthman, J. 201WWeighing In: Obesity, Food Justice, and the Limits of Capitalism
University of California Press.

Hale, J., Knapp, C., Bardwell, L., Buchenilu, Marshall, J., Sancar, F. and Litt, J.S. 2011.
Connecting food environments and health through the relational nature of aesthetics: Gaining
insight through the community gardening experiebeeal/ Science & Medicii@, pp. 1853

1863.

Hall, S.M. 208. Everyday austerity: Towards relational geographies of family, friendship and
intimacy.Progress in Human Geograp¥s(5), pp. 768789.

Hall, T. and Smith, R. 2011. Walking, Welfare and the Good @ityhropology in Action
18(3), pp. 3344.

HammersleyM. 2013. Action research: a contradiction in terms? In: Hammersley, M. ed.
The Myth of ReseareBased Policy & Practideondon: SAGE Publications Ltd, pp.d&%.

Hammersley, M. 2018. Ethnomethodological criticism of ethnogréa/itative Research
19(5) pp. 578593.

Hammersley, M. and Traianou, A. 2014. An Alternative Ethics? Justice and Care as Guiding
Principles for Qualitative Resear8wciological Research Onli(3), pp. 108117.

Hankins, K. 2017. Creative democracy and the quiet politics e¥eéngdayUrban
Geograph@8(4), pp. 50a506.

Hardin, G. 1968. The Tragedy of the Commo8&siencda 62(3859), p. 1243.
Hardt, M. 2010. The Common in CommunisiRethinking Marxisra2(3), pp. 348356.

Hardt, M. and Negri, A. 200€ommonwealthCambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard
University Press.

Harrison, O. 2011. Negri, selélorisation and the exploration of the comm®&mbjectivity
4(1), pp. 2646.

Harvey, D. 20037he New ImperialisimOxford: Oxfod University Press.

Harvey, D. 2012Rebel Cities: From the Right to the City to the Urban Revallutoron:
Verso.

Harvey, D. 2017. O0Listen, Anarchist!d® A pers
geogr aphy mu Sikloghes in famaa Geognap/3(8)0pop. 233250.

Hastings, T. and Cumbers, A. 2019. oT-hat typ
valorisation, and Autonomist Worker Copings in Call Cen#tegpode51(5), pp. 1458
1473.

Hayek, F.A. 1999The Road to Serfdomi.ondon: The Institute of Economic Affairs.

265



Hel frich, S. 2012a. Codtheyoare crgated. thsBollieoD. &nd s i mp |
Helfrich, S. eds7he Wealth of the Commons: A World Beyond Market and Skueherst,
MA: Levellers Press, pp. 837.

Helfrich, S. 2012b. The logic of the commons & the market: a shorthand comparison of their
core beliefs. In: Bollier, D. and Helfrich, S. ed@&e Wealth of the Commons. A World
Beyond Market and Stasmherst, MA: Levellers Press, ppd36.

Herr, K. andAnderson, G. 2014The Action Research Dissertation: A Guide for Students and
FacultyThousand Oaks, California: SAGE Publications, Inc.

Heyl, B.S. 2001. Ethnographic Interviewing Handbook of Ethnographiondon: SAGE
Publications Ltd

Hockey, J. 2002nterviews as Ethnography? Disembodied Social Interaction in Britain. In:
Rapport, N. edBritish Subjects. An Anthropology of Britdaliaylor & Francis, pp. 20222.

Hodkinson, S. 2012. The Return of the Housing Questigmemerd 2(4)

Hoedemeaekers, CLoacker, B. and Pedersen, M. 2012. The commons and their
im/possibilitiesEphemerd 2(4), pp. 378385.

HBRgsbjerg, C. 2012. A 6Bohemian Freelancerd?
Anarchism and the Intellectual Origins of Autonomism. In: PricharKinna, R., Berry, D.,

and Pinta, S. ed&ibertarian Socialism. Politics in Black and fabingstoke: Palgrave

Macmillan, pp. 14&166.

Holloway, J. 2002Change the World Without Taking Powéondon: Pluto Press.
Holloway, J. 2010aCrack Capitasim London; New York: Pluto Press.

Holloway, J. 2010b. Cracks and the Crisis of Abstract Labotivoded2(4), pp. 908923.
Holloway, J. 2012. Crisis and critiq@&piital & Clas36(3), pp. 518619.

Hond, R., Ratima, M. and Edwards, W. 2019. The rolslaéri community gardens in health
promotion: a landased community development response by Tangata Whenua, people of
their land.Global Health Promotio26(3_suppl), pp. 453.

Honeywell, C. 20114 British Anarchist Tradition: Herbert Read, Alex Com#émt! Colin
Ward. New York: Bloomsbury Publishing.

van Hulst, M. 2020. Ethnography and narra®@licing and Sociedo(1), pp. 98115.

Humphries, J. 1990. Enclosures, Common Rights, and Women: The Proletarianization of
Families in the Late Eighteenth dfakly Nineteenth Centurieghe Journal of Economic
History50(1), pp. 1342.

Huron, A. 2015. Working with Strangers in Saturated Space: Reclaiming and Maintaining the
Urban CommonsAntipoded7(4), pp. 963979.

Ince, A. 2012. In the Shell of the Old: Anhist Geographies of Territorialisatiegtntjpode
44(5), pp. 16481666.

266



Ince, A. and Bryant, H. 2019. Reading hospitality mutuatlyironment and Planning D:
Socilety and Spadé(2), pp. 218235.

Ince, A. and Hall, S.M. 201 &haring Economies in Times Crisis: Practices, Politics and
Possibilities.ondon; New York: Routledge.

Izlar, J. 2019. Radical social welfare anehattioritarian mutual aidritical and Radical
Social Worki(3), pp. 348366.

Jacob, A. 2011. Economic Theories of Crime and Delinqueloeynal of Human Behavior
in the Social EnvironmeBA4(3), pp. 276283.

Jacobs, J. 2016he Death and Life of Great American Cittdew York: Random House.

Jay, M. 1993Downcast Eyes: The Deragion of Vision in TwentietGentury French
Thought Berkeley, CA: University of California Press.

Jeffrey, A., McFarlane, C. and Vasudevan, A. 2012. Rethinking Enclosure: Space, Subjectivity
and the Commonsdntipoded4(4), pp. 12401267.

Jeong, Y.S. 281 From Decommonisation to RemmonisationDevelopment and Society
47(2), pp. 168194.

Jessop, B. 2019%e State. Past, Present, Futttew Jersey: Wiley.

Juris, J. 2007. Practicing Militant Ethnography with the Movement for Global Resistance in
Barcebna. In: Shukaitis, S., Graeber, D., and Biddle, E. @dsstituent Imagination. Militant
Investigations//collective Theorizati@rlifornia: AK Press, pp. 1&U76.

Kato, Y., Passidomo, C. and Harvey, D. 2013. Political Gardening indidasstr City:
Lessons from New Orleansrban StudieS1(9), pp. 18331849.

Katrini, E. 2018. Sharing Culture: On definitions, values, and emer@déac8ociological
Revievb6(2), pp. 428446.

Kaushik, V., Walsh, C. and Lai, D. 2019. Pragmatism as a Research Paradigm and Its
Implications for Social Work Researcvcial scienc&s p. 255.

Kindon, S., Pain, R. and Kesby, M. 208articipatory action research approaches and
methods connectingeople, participation and plat@ndon: Routledge., p. 260.

King, A. 2012.7he Structure of Social Theotondon: Routledge.

Kingsley, J., Foenander , E. and Bailey, A. 2
bi gger 6: ex pl or i nngy ganden particgpationannMelbdurae; Australim m u

BMC Public Healtil9

Kingsley, J. and Townsend, M. 2006. o6Dig I nbd
Mechanisms for Growing Urban Social Connectedibéssn Policy and Researz#(4), pp.
5253537.

Kinna, R. 20054narchism. A Beginners Guid@xford: Oneworld.

267



Kinna, R. 2017. Utopianism and Prefiguration Aalitical Uses of Utopia. New Marxist,
Anarchist, and Radical Democratic Perspecid@as York: Columbia University Press

Klein, N. 2014.The Shock Doctrine.: The Rise of Disaster Capita/isondon: Penguin
Books Limited.

Kneafsey, M., Owen, L., Bos, E., Broughton, K. and Lennartsson, M. 2017. Capacity building
for food justice in England: the contribution of chdelycommunity food initiatigeL oca/
Environmen22(5), pp. 624634.

Korsgaard, M.T. 2019. Education and the concept of commons. A pedagogical
reinterpretationEaducational Philosophy and The&3[(4), pp. 448455.

Kropotkin, P. 2001Small Communal Experiments and Why They.Fairalia: Jura Books.

Kropotkin, P. 2014Mutual Aid. A Factor of Evolutio®nknown: CreateSpace Independent
Publishing Platform.

Kropotkin, P. 2017 The Conquest of Breal)SA: Independent.

Lake, D. and Wendland, J. 2018. Practical, epistemological,racal ehallenges of
participatory action research: A crdssiplinary review of the literatutkeurnal of Higher
Education Outreach and Engagen#(B), pp. 1&42.

Lake, R. 2017a. For creative democréépan Geographg3(4), pp. 503511.

Lake, R. 20Ib. On poetry, pragmatism and the urban possibility of creative democracy.
Urban Geograph$8(4), pp. 478494.

Lang, T. 2010. Crisis? What Crisis? The Normality of the Current Food Qusrsial of
Agrarian ChangEQ, pp. 8697.

Laslett, P. 198 FreshMap of Life: The Emergence of the Third Ageambridge,
Massachusetts: Harvard University Press.

Lefebvre, H. 1971Everyday Life in the Modern Worltlondon; New York: Harper & Row.
Lefebvre, H. 19917he Production of Spac®xford: Blackwell.

Levitas, R. 201 2. The Justds Umbrell a: Aust e
beyond.Critical Social Polic32, pp. 320342.

Linebaugh, P. 2008 he Magna Carta Manifesto: Liberties and Commons for All
Berkeley/Los Angeles/London: Univeysof California Press.

Linebaugh, P. 2014&top, Thiefl. The Commons, Enclosures, and Resist@atdand, CA:
PM Press.

Lorber, J. and Farrell, S.A. 199Mhe Social Construction of Gend€nalifornia: SAGE
Publications.

Lorenzini, D. 2018. Governmentgli subjectivity, and the neoliberal form of furnal for
Cultural Resear@?(2), pp. 154166.

268



Lynch, M.J. 2013. Political economy and crime: an ovewwnal of Crime and Justice
36(2), pp. 133147.

Manicas, P. 200&escuing Dewey: Essays iagmatic NaturalisrRlymouth: Lexington
Books.

Manicas, P.T. 1982. John Dewey: Anarchism and the Political B&ateactions of the
Charles S. Peirce Soci@(2), pp. 133158.

Mani cas, P. T. 2011. St at e, PowerBeingAnar chi s m:
Governed: An Anar chi st HPasparhves omoFolitRdpppand Sou
92398.

Marcus, G.E. 1995. Ethnography in/of the World System: The Emergence aStadlti
EthnographyAnnual Review of Anthropolo@#(1), pp. 96117.

Marks, B. 2012. Autonomist Marxist Theory and Practice in the Current @Qd3I4E. An
International Journal for Critical Geograp/iie&3), pp. 463491.

Martin, G., Clift, R. and Christie, . 2016. Urban Cultivation and Its Contributions to
Sustainability: Mbles of Food but Oodles of Social Capiastainabilitg(5)

Marx, K. 2004 Capital: A Critique of Political Economyondon: Penguin Books Limited.

Marx, K. 2011 Economic and Philosophic Manuscripts of 18ldcksburg, VA: Wilder
Publications.

Marx, K. and Engels, F. 201Zhe Communist Manifesteondon; New York: Verso.

Mattei, U. and Quarta, A. 2015. Right to the City or Urban Commoning? Thoughts on the
Generative Transformation of Property LaWe /talian Law Journ8L., p. 303.

Mattick Jr., P2 0 1 6 . Economic Form and Soci al Reprodu
Mar x6s Critique of Political E ¢he Giwuiayon ofl n: Ar
Capital. Essays on V.®dsiagsteke: Padlgpavedacmant)k 6 s Cap i

Mauss, M. 20027he Gift London; New York: Routledge.
Mauss, M. 2009The Manual of Ethnographyst ed. New York/Oxford: Berghahn Books.

Max-Neef, M.A. 1991 Human Scale Development Conception. Application and Further
ReflectionsNew York, USA: The Apex Bss.

McClintock, N. 2014. Radical, reformist, and ganderety neoliberal: coming to terms with
urban agri cul tliocakEoveonment®R)rpp. d4dldr. i ons .

Mclintosh, M.J. and Morse, J.M. 2015. Situating and Constructing Diversity {8t8etared
Interviews Global Qualitative Nursing Reseaefp. 2333393615597674.

Mc Naughton, C. 2008. A critique of John Holl
Power.Capital & Clas32(2), pp. 828.

269



McVey, D., Nash, R. and Stansbie, P. 2018. The atmins and experiences of community
garden participants in Edinburgh, Scotla®egional Studies, Regional Sci&ftes, pp. 40
56.

Meadway, J. 2021. Populism, Hegemony and Agency: Left Economics after Corby@ism.
Political Quarteri2(2), pp. 274282.

Meretz, S. 2010. Commons in a taxonomy of goods. Available at:
https://keimform.de/2010/commoirsataxonomyof-goods/ [Accessed: 18 June 2021].

Mezzadri, A. 2019. On the value of social reproduction: Informal labour, the majolity wor
and the need for inclusive theories and polieglical Philosop/2{204), pp. 3341.

Midnight Notes Collective 1990he New Enclosure8rooklyn, NY: Autonomedia.
Available at: https://libcom.org/files/mai@venclosures.pdf [Accessed: 18 June R021

Milbourne, P. 2012. Everyday (in)justices and ordinary environmentalisms: community
gardening in disadvantaged urban neighbourhdodsa/ Environment7, pp. 948957.

Milburn, K. and Russell, B. 2018ublicCommon Partnerships. Building Névircuits of
Collective Ownershjcommon Wealth.

Miller, W.M. 2015. UK allotments and urban food initiatives: (limited?) potential for reducing
inequalitiesLocal Environmeri20(10), pp. 11931214.

Mills, C.W. 1959.7The Sociological Imaginatiodxford: Oxford University Press.

Mohan, J. 2012. Geographical Foundations of the Big Sdemtyonment and Planning A
44(5), pp. 112a1127.

Moisander, J., GroR3, C. and Eraranta, K. 2017. Mechanisms of biopower and neoliberal
governmentality in precarious workollizing the dependent selinployed as independent
business ownergluman Relationg1(3), pp. 378398.

Morgan, D.L. 2014. Pragmatism as a Paradigm for Social Resg@adtative /Inquir20(8),
pp. 10491053.

Morgan, K. 2007. The Polycentric State: Ngpaces of Empowerment and Engagement?
Regional Studiesl(9), pp. 12351251.

Moselle, B. 1995. Allotments, Enclosure, and Proletarianization in Early NineZegitdiny
Southern Englandihe Economic History ReviedB(3), pp. 482500.

Mdller, C. 2012. Praticing Commons in Community Gardens: Urban Gardening as a
Corrective for Homo Economicus. In: Bollier, D. and Helfrich, S. &8s Wealth of the
Commons: A World Beyond Market and Sta¥enherst, MA: Levellers Press

Mullings, B. 1999. Insider or outsidéoth or neither: some dilemmas of interviewing in a
crosscultural settingGeoforum30(4), pp. 33d350.

Nam, J. and Dempsey, N. 2018. Community Food Growing in Parks? Assessing the
Acceptability and Feasibility in Sheffield, \8&stainability0(8)

270



Narotzky, S. 2018. Rethinking the concept of labhdewrnal of the Royal Anthropological
Institute24(S1), pp. 2$3.

Nayak, P.K. 202Waking Commons Dynamic: Understanding Change Through
Commonisation and Decommonisatidendon: Taylor & Francis.

Negri, A 1991 .Marx beyond Marx. lessons on the Grundrissgsan York: Autonomedia.

Nikolaeva, A., Adey, P., Cresswell, T., Lee, J.Y., N6voa, A. and Temenos, C. 2019.
Commoning mobility: Towards a new politics of mobility transitagsactions of the
Instituteof British Geographer(2), pp. 348360.

Noterman, E. 2016. Beyond Tragedy: Differential Commoning in a Manufactured Housing
CooperativeAntipoded8(2), pp. 433452.

Nowell, L.S., Norris, J.M., White, D.E. and Moules, N.J. 2017. Thematic AnalysisigSii
Meet the Trustworthiness Criterfaternational Journal of Qualitative Metha8§1), p.
1609406917733847.

o6Connor, F. and Celik, S. 2018. Outsiders T
Y., Toivanen, M., and Zorlu, B. ed®lethodologickApproaches in Kurdish Studies:
Theoretical and Practical Insights from the Figfol 128145.

Ohmer, M.L., Meadowcroft, P., Freed, K. and Lewis, E. 2009. Community Gardening and
Community Development: Individual, Social and Community Benefits of a Gaitym
Conservation Progrardournal of Community Practic@é(4), pp. 37d399.

Okvat, H. and Zautra, A. 2011. Community Gardening: A Parsimonious Path to Individual,
Community, and Environmental Resiliendaierican Journal of Community Psychol®gy
pp. 3740387.

Oldenburg, R. 1999The Great Good Place. Cafes, Coffee Shops, Bookstores, Bars, Hailr
Salons, and Other Hangouts at the Heart of a Commiuiydon: Hachette Books.

Opitz, I., Berges, R., Piorr, A. and Krikser, T. 2016. Contributing to food tyeicuurban
areas: differences between urban agriculture andrpan agriculture in the Global North.
Agriculture and Human Valud8(2), pp. 343358.

Oran, S.S. 2017. Pensions and Social Reproduction. In: BhattacharyaSaciad.
Reproduction TheoryRemapping Class, Recentering OppresSlapping Social
Reproduction Theory Series. London: Pluto Press, pp11438

OdRei |l | vy, K. 34y iy Corzgpre.pKeyicongepts in athnograpigion:
SAGE Publications Ltd

Ostrom, E. 2000. Collewt Action and the Evolution of Social Normge Journal of
Economic Perspectivé4(3), pp. 13d158.

Ostrom, E. 2008. The Challenge of Commeool Resourceg€nvironment: Science and
Policy for Sustainable Developms(4), pp. 821.

271



Ostrom, E. 2015Gowerning the Commons. The Evolution of Institutions for Collective
Action Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ostrom, E., Burger, J., Field, C.B., Norgaard, R.B. and Policansky, D. 1999. Revisiting the
Commons: Local Lessons, Global Challen§efenc84(5412), pp. 24282.

Out of the Woods Collective 2015. Disaster Communidatheber(23), pp. 4048.

Owens, C. 2021. Controversial Velindamcer centre in Cardiff given approval by Welsh
GovernmentWales Onlinél9 March. Available at:
https://www.walesonline.co.uk/news/health/caediffdrehospitaiwhitchurciplanning
20212469 [Accessed: 21 July 2021].

Page, A. 2017. Meaningful Plote: L sur e, ©6 Rati onal Recreationo
in British Allotments (Mid 19thmid 20th Centuriesyngles. New Perspectives on the
Anglophone Worldb

Passidomo, C. 2014a. Whose right to (farm) the city? Race and food justice activism in post
Katrina New OrleansAgriculture and Human Valudg, pp. 388396.

Passidomo, C. 2014b. Whose right to (farm) the city? Race and food justice activism in post
Katrina New OrleansAgriculture and Human Valud(3), pp. 385396.

Pearson, D.H. and Firth,.@012. Diversity in community gardens: Evidence from one region
in the United KingdomBiological Agriculture & Horticultu28(3), pp. 14d155.

Pechtelidis, Y. and Kioupkiolis, A. 2020. Education as Commons, Children as Commoners:
The Case Study of thattle Tree CommunityDemocracy and Educati@®(1)

Peck, J., Brenner, N. and Theodore, N. 2018. Actually Existing Neoliberalism. In: Cahill, D.,
Cooper, M., Konings, M., and Primrose, D. efi8e SAGE Handbook of Neoliberalism
London: AGE Publications,mp 3315.

Peck, J. and Theodore, N. 2019. Still NeoliberaliSto@th Atlantic QuarterfA8(2), pp.
2455265.

Pickerill, J. 2016. Building the commons in -ecoimunities. In: Dawney, L., Kirwan, S., and
Brigstocke, J. edSpace, Power and the Commons. Bieiggle for Alternative Futures
Oxford: Routledge, pp. 3b4.

Pickerill, J. 2017. What are we fighting for? Ideological posturing and anarchist
geographiedialogues in Human Geograph§a), pp. 25@256.

Pickerill, J. and ChattertoR, 2006. Notes towards autonomous geographies: creation,
resistance and safianagement as survival tactewgress in Human Geogra/81(6), pp.
7305746.

Pikner, T., Willman, K. and Jokinen, A. 2020. Urban Commoning as a Vehicle Between

Government Instutions and Informality: Collective Gardening Practices in Tampere and
Narva./nternational Journal of Urban and Regional Reséa@), pp. 71a729.

272



Pitt, H. 2014. Therapeutic experiences of community gardens: putting flow in ité/pésize.
& Placet, pp. 8491.

Porter, C.M. 2018. What gardens grow: Outcomes from home and community gardens
supported by communiyased food justice organizatiafarnal of agriculture, food systems,
and community developmedSuppl 1), pp. 18205.

Pottinger,L.208. 01t feels connected Iin so many way
produce. In: Ince, A. and Hall, S. M. ed$haring economies in times of crisis: Practices,
Politics and Possibilitidsondon; New York: Routledge, pp.dBal.

Poulsen, M., Hullad, K., Gulas, C., Pham, H., Dalglish, S., Wilkinson, R. and Winch, P.
2014. Growing an Urban Oasis: A Qualitative Study of the Perceived Benefits of Community
Gardening in Baltimore, Marylan@u/ture, Agriculture, Food and Environma&Bt pp. 69

82.

Price, W. 2013. Democracy, Radical Democracy, and AnartAighiscussion. Available at:
https://www.anarkismo.net/article/30986 [Accessed: 7 May 2020].

Price, W. 2016. Are Anarchism and Democracy Opposed? Available at:
https://theanarchistlibrary.org/libyavaynepriceareanarchismanddemocracypposed
[Accessed: 7 May 2020].

Prichard, A., Kinna, R., Berry, D. and Pinta, S. 2@QI2ertarian Socialism. Politics in Black
and RedBasingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.

Proudhon, PJ. 2011 Property is Theft!: ARierreJoseph Proudhon AntholagyicKay, 1. ed.
Edinburgh: AK Press.

Pudup, M.B. 2008. It takes a garden: Cultivating cisizbjects in organized garden projects.
Rethinking Econom$9(3), pp. 122&1240.

Purcell, M. 2017. For John Dewey (and very misdhfar contemporary critical theory).
Urban Geograph$8(4), pp. 498601.

Purcell, M. and Tyman, S.K. 2015. Cultivating food as a right to thiocilf £Environment
20(10), pp. 11391147.

Putnam, R.A. 2010. Dewey 0 s7heGammidge Companiapy . | n:
to DeweyCambridge Companions to Philosophy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
pp. 348654.

Putnam, R.D. 200Bowiing Alone. The Collapse and Revival of American Commbety
York: Simon & Schuster.

Quested, E., Thggers&itouman, C., Uren, H., Hardcastle, S.J. and Ryan, R.M. 2018.
Community Gardening: Basic Psychological Needs as Mechanisms to Enhance Individual and
Community WelBeing.Ecopsycholog)O(3), pp. 178180.

Raekstad, P. 2016. Understanding Anarchism: Some Bas&race & SocieB0(3), pp. 403
414.

273



Raekstad, P. and Gradin, S.S. 2QR@figurative Politics: Building Tomorrow Today
Cambridge: Polity Press.

Read, J. 2009. A Genealogy of HeEwpnomicus: Neoliberalism and the Production of
SubjectivityFoucault Stdies6, pp. 2936.

Reta, D.S. 2016. A Human Rights Approach to Access to Land and Land Dispossession: An
Examination of Ethiopian Laws and Practiggscan Journal of Legal Stud#2), pp. 100
123.

Reynolds, R. 20080 Guerrilla Gardening.: A Handbook for Gardening Witho
BoundariesL.ondon; New York: Bloomsbury.

Rinaldo, R. and Guhin, J. 2019. How and Why Interviews Work: Ethnographic Interviews and
Mesolevel Public CultureSociological Methods & Research

Rogge, N. and Theesfeld, I. 2018. Categorizing urban com@umsnunity gardens in the
RhineRuhr agglomeration, Germanyternational Journal of the Comma#2), pp. 254
274.

Rose, F. 1997. Toward a Claxdtural Theory of Social Movements: Reinterpreting New
Social MovementsSociological Foruri2(3), pp. 463494.

Rosenberg, A. 201&hilosophy of Social Scientéew York: Taylor & Francis.

Rosol, M. 2012. Community Volunteering as Neoliberal Strategy? Green Space Production in
Berlin. Antipoded4(1), pp. 238257.

Ruiz Cayuela, S. 2021. Bridging Materiality@uigjectivity: Expanding the Commons in
Cooperation Birminghamdntipode0(0)

Saadci | ho, A . 1997. Concrete and ARepwawmfact Laboc
Political Econom$(4), pp. 458477.

Sahlins, M. 1972Stone Age EconomicShicago: Aldinétherton.

Salvi, A. and Krimm, C. 2020. The commons: a key concept for a new pact between mankind
andnatureRevue I nterdi sci plds2),pp. 24&70d6®t udes j uri d

Schoen, V. and Blythe, C. 2020. COVID: a growing opportunity for communitydgening
in London. Available at: https://ruaf.org/news/c@@ie-growingopportunityfor-community
gardeningn-ondon/?fbclid=IwAR3tGAYABECXrr2VbHbwm

1IRWtYIWnZ9iPgAIE6h _OP0GedawMSSig9SRwO [Accessed: 21 December 2020].

Schoneboom, A. 2018. It makes youmakt he ti me: ©6Obl i gatoryoé || e
and allotment gardeningthnographi9(3), pp. 368378.

Schor, J.B. and Thompson, C.J. 20%4stainable Lifestyles and the Quest for Plenitude. Case
Studjes of the New Econonyondon: Yale UniversitPress.

Schrag, B. 2008. Piercing the Veil: Ethical Issues in Ethnographic ReSe@vale and
Engineering Ethid$s(2), p. 135.

274



Scott, J.C. 199%eeing Like a State. How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human Condlition
Have Failedlondon: Yale Universsi Press.

Scott, J.C. 2008¥eapons of the Weak: Everyday Forms of Peasant Res/$encélaven
and London: Yale University Press.

Scott, J.C. 2010. The Trouble with the View from Above. Available at: https://www.cato
unbound.org/2010/09/08/jamescottfroubleviewabove [Accessed: 20 November 2020].

Scott, J.C. 201Zwo Cheers for Anarchism: Six Easy Pieces on Autonomy, Dignity, and
Meaningful Work and Playrinceton University Press.

Scott, M. 2011. Re f | Gommunity Deeloment Joufnbd&(1),Pp. g S o c i
1326137.

Scott, T.L., Masser, B.M. and Pachana, N.A. 2020. Positive aging benefits of home and
community gardening activities: Older adults report enhancedteelin, productive
endeavours, social engagement and exeSA<eE Oper Medicined

Segal, I. and Whinston, M.D. 2010. Property Rights. Available at:
http://web.stanford.edu.abc.cardiff.ac.uk/~isegal/prights.pdf [Accessed: 19 July 2021].

Sennett, R. 2009.he Craftsmariodon: Penguin Books.

Sennett, R. 201Z.ogether: The Riials, Pleasures and Politics of Cooperaltiondon:
Penguin Books Limited.

Sennett, R. and Sendra, P. 202@signing Disorder: Experiments and Disruptions in the City
London: Verso Books.

Shantz, J. 2013&ommonist Tendencies. Mutual Aid Beyond ComnsamNew Y ork:
Punctum Books.

Shantz, J. 20136 onstructive Anarchy. Building Infrastructures of Resistaamgham:
Ashgate Publishing Limited.

Sieversslotzbach, S. and Christinck, A. 2021. Introduction to the symposium: seed as a
commongi exploring inmvative concepts and practices of governing seed and varieties.
Agriculture and Human Valu@8(2), pp. 498607.

Simpson, B. 2018. Pragmatism: A Philosophy of PracticEBAinSAGE Handbook of
Qualitative Business and Management Research Methods. ErgfofyaditionsLondon:
SAGE Publications Ltd

Slocum, R. 2018. Mu st e vieaahtbviionmeg23(blg ppc al | ed 0O
11031105.

Smith, J. and JebBka, P. 201 3. Qui et sustainability: Fe
gardenersJournal of Rural Studid2, pp. 148157.

Snajdr, E. 201Wature Protests: The End of Ecology in Slov&eattle, WA: University of
Washington Press.

275



Soil Science Sodieof America 2020. What is a community garden? Available at:
https://www.soils.org/abeadils/communitgardens?noSSO=1 [Accessed: 19 December
2020].

Sonnino, R. and Hanmer, O. 2016. Beyond food provision: Understanding community
growing in the contexf tbod poverty Geoforumi4, pp. 218221.

Spade, D. 2020Vutual Aid: Building Solidarity During This Crisis (and the Néexgidon;
New York: Verso Books.

Spilkové, J. and Vagner, J. 2016. The loss of land devoted to allotment gardening: The context
of the contrasting pressures of urban planning, public and private interests in Prague, Czechia.
Land Use Polics2, pp. 238239.

Spradley, J.P. 2018he Ethnographic Intervie®econd. Long Grove, IL: Waveland Press.

Springer, S. 2012. Anarchism! What Geobya$till Ought To BeAntjpoded4(5), pp. 1605
1624.

Springer, S. 2013. Anarchism and Geography: A Brief Genealogy of Anarchist Geographies.
Geography Compagél), pp. 4660.

Springer, S. 2014. Why a radical geography must be andvéntsyues in Human
Geography(3), pp. 248270.

Springer, S. 2016. Fuck Neoliberalish®ME: An International Journal for Critical
Geographie¥5(2)

Springer, S. 2020. Caring geographies: TheIDEL9 interregnum and a return to mutual
aid. Dialogues in Human Geograpt®(2), pp. 11a2115.

Springer, S., Ince, A., Pickerill, J., Brown, G. and Barker, A.J. 2012. Reanimating Anarchist
Geographies: A New Burst of Colodintjpoded4(5), pp. 15931604.

Stark, J. 2014. The Potential of Dewelympired Action Researckducation and Culture
30(2), pp. 8@101.

Stavrides, S. 2015. Common Space as Threshold Space: Urban Commoning in Struggles to
Reappropriate Public Spac€ootprint9(16), pp. 620.

Stavriles, S. 2016Common Space. The City as Commadsndon: Zed Books.

Stoller, P. 2005. The Presence of the Ethnographic Present: Some Brief Comments on Loic
Wacquant 0 s BlwaimtiveaSoaiolo@3(R)) ppp. 193199.

Sundaresan, J. 2011. PlanninGasimoning: Transformation of a Bangalore Lake.
Economic and Political Weetfg(50), pp. 7a79.

Swyngedouw, E. 2005. Governance Innovation and the Citizen: The Janus Face of
Governancéeyondthe-State Urban Studie42(11), pp. 19992006.

Swyngedouw, R011. Interrogating pedemocratization: Reclaiming egalitarian political
spacesPolitical Geograp/B80(7), pp. 378380.

276



Tavory, I. and Timmermans, S. 2013. A Pragmatist Approach to Causality in Ethnography.
American Journal of SociologjA(3), pp. 68714.

Thomas, H. 2003Discovering Cities: Cardiheffield: Geographical Association.
Thompson, E.P. 19667he Making of the English Working Clasigw York: Vintage Books.

Thompson, M. 2015. Between Boundaries: From Commoning and Guerrilla Gardening to
Community Land Trust Development in Liverpodhtipode4d7(4), pp. 10231042.

Thrift, N. 2006. Spacelheory, Culture & SociedB8(d3), pp. 139146.
Tickell, A. and Peck, J. 2002. Neoliberalizing Spacgpode34(3), pp. 386404.
Tonkiss, F. 2013. Augigy urbanism and the makeshift ciGyzy17(3), pp. 318324.

Tornaghi, C. 2014. Critical geography of urban agriculuogress in Human Geography
38(4), pp. 553567.

Trendoy, N.M. 2018. Comparative study on the motivations that drive urban community
gardens in Central Eastern Eurodenals of Agrarian Scienté(1), pp. 88689.

Tsing, A.L. 2017 The Mushroom at the End of the World: On the Possibility of Life in
Capitalist Rims New Jersey: Princeton University Press.

Turner, B., Henryks, J. and Pearson, D. 2011. Community gardens: sustainability, health and
inclusion in the cityLocal Environment6(6), pp. 488492.

Turner, M.D. 2017. Political ecology lll: The commons andhmoning.Progress in Human
Geography1(6), pp. 795802.

University of Missouri 2015. Community Gardening Toolkit. Available at:
https://extension.missouri.edu/mp906 [Accessed: 19 December 2020].

USDA 2020. Community Gardening. Available at: https://malnwsda.gov/afsic/community
gardening [Accessed: 19 December 2020].

Valle, G.R. 2012. Time and S¥élorization Freedom from Work Through Work, an EJ
Perspective on Work, Capital, and the Environment. National Association for Chicana and
Chicano Studie8nnual Conference

Valle, G.R. 2015. Gardens of Sabotage: Food, the Speed of Capitalism, and the Value of
Work. Aztlan: A Journal of Chicano Studi€gl), pp. 6336.

Valle, G.R. 2020. Learning to be human again: Being and becoming in the home garden
commors. Environment and Planning E. Nature and SQ40g pp. H15.

Van Meter, K. 2017Guetrrillas of Desire: Notes on Everyday Resistance and Organizing to
Make a Revolution Possibfealifornia: AK Press.

Vas, N. and Barbagallo, C. 2019. WTF is Social Rejatazh? In: Barbagallo, C., Beuret, N.,
and Harvie, D. edsCommoning with George Caffentzis and Silvia Fedesimdon: Pluto
Press, pp. 1331.49.

277



Veen, E.J., Bock, B.B., Van den Berg, W., Visser, A.J. and Wiskerke, J.S.C. 2016.
Community gardening andcsal cohesion: different designs, different motivatiansa/
Environmen21(10), pp. 127d1287.

Verk, S. 1994Laubenleben: eine Untersuchung zum GestakuGesneinschafisind
Umweltverhalten von Kleingdrtnektinster/New York: Waxmann.

Vogel, L. 203. Marxism and the Oppression of Women: Toward a Unitary Thésiden:
Brill.

Wacquant, L. 2005. Carnal Connections: On Embodiment, Apprenticeship, and Membership.
Qualitative Sociolo@B(4), pp. 445474.

Wacquant, L. 2012. Three steps to a historictirapology of actually existing neoliberalism.
Social Anthropolog®0(1), pp. 6679.

Wall, D.2017.£E/ i nor Ostromés Rul es for Radical s: Cc
and States.ondon: Pluto Press.

Wall, D. and Egan, M. 2014he Commons in Hi®ory.: Culture, Confiict, and Ecolagy
Cambridge, United States: MIT Press.

Wang, D. and MacMillan, T. 2013. The Benefits of Gardening for Older Adults: A Systematic
Review of the Literaturéctivities, Adaptation & AgiRg (2), pp. 153181.

Ward, C. 1966 Anarchism as a Theory of Organization. Available at:
https://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/celiardanarchisrasatheoryof-organization
[Accessed: 2 July 2021].

Ward, C. 1972 Connexions: WorkMiddlesex: Penguin Books Ltd.
Ward, C. 1996adnarchyin Action London: Freedom Press.

Ward, C. 1996bSocial Policy: An Anarchist Resparideedom Press.
Ward, C. 1996c7alking to Architects. Ten Lecturésndon.

Ward, C. 2011 Autonomy, Solidarity, Possibility: The Colin Ward Read#ibert, C. and
White, D. F. eds. Oakland, California: AK Press.

West, C. and Zimmerman, D.H. 1987. Doing Gend8ender & Societ(2), pp. 126151.

Whatley, E., Fortune, T. and Williams, A.E. 2015. Enabling occupational participation and
social inclusion for people recowvey from mental #health through community gardening.
Australian occupational therapy joui{p), pp. 428437 .

White, R. and Williams, C. 2018. Crisis, capitalism, and the angedgsaphies of
community selfielp. In: Ince, A. and Hall, S. M. edSharing economies in times of crisis:
Practices, Politics and Possibilitiesmdon; New York: Routledge, pp. B191.

White, R. and Williams, C. 2020. Exchange beyond the market. In: Parker, M., Swann, T.,
and Stoborod, K. edglnarchism, Organization andanagement. Critical Perspectives for
studentsAbingdon: Routledge, pp. Z2B7.

278



Whi t e, R. J. and Williams, Cc. C. 2014. Anar chi

Some implications for organisation and the future of vigmkemerd 4(4), pp. 953975.

Williams, A., Goodwin, M. and Clok®. 2014. Neoliberalism, Big Society, and Progressive
Localism.Environment and Planning4, pp. 27982815.

Williams, M.J. 2018. Urban commons are mtivanproperty.Geographical Researst(1),
pp. 1625.

Wink, P. and James, J.B. 2012. The Life Colsespective on Life in the Postirement
Period. In: Wang, M. edThe Oxford Handbook of Retiremer®xford: Oxford University
Press

Wright, S.D. and Wadsworth, A.M. 2014. Gray and Green Revisited: A Multidisciplinary
Perspective of Gardens, Gardenany] the Aging Proces&urnal of Aging ReseaZ®i 4.
Available at: https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/283682.

Wuthnow, R.J. 2011. Taking Talk Seriously: Religious Discourse as Social Rkaotiee for
the Scientific Study of Religfot(1), pp. d21.

Young C., Hofmann, M., Frey, D., Moretti, M. and Bauer, N. 2020. Psychological restoration

in urban gardens related to garden type, biodiversity and-galeted stresd.andscape and
Urban Planning 98

279



9 APPENDICES

9.1 Appendix A: Information Sheet for Porgial Participants

I:l'ﬂ‘ilru Hanmier

=hD researcher

school of Geagraphy and Planning
Cardiff Unikrersity

PRIFYSGOL
Glamargan Building, roam -1.25 :
Hanme i @oardiff. ac uk Cl‘!'tr RD‘EP

RESEARCH INFORMATION SHEET
-
fouyour organisation have been invited to take part in this research project for my PhD
reszarch. Bafore agreeing to take part, it is important to consider why the research i= being
carried out and what it will involve. Please take the time to read the below information, and
please don't hesitate to ask if there is anything that is unclear.

Wit is the purpose of the research?

Ny research is interested in DIY organising within communities, with & partioular focus on
gardening for people during retirement. | hope to understand if, why, and how gardening is
an important and common part of retirement, how community growps ofganise and manage
themselves, as well as the broader context of these gardens.

Why hove | been inwited?

‘fou have been imvited because of your engsgement with the above activities and the
knowledge that you will hawve of the area.

Whao is funding the research?
Iy PhiD is funded by the Economic and Social Research Council, which is part of the UK
Reszarch and Innowation Group. This is 3 non-departmental public body funded by a grant-

in-aid from the UK government. They require updates and feedback regarding the process of
the research {induding research findings, reseanch impact, engagement with the public etc.)

Do ! hove to toke part?

# Participation is entirely woluntary and you can withdraw at any point

# At some point, you will be asked to sign 3 consent form. This is to confirm that | have
explained the nature of the research and that you understand what is inwolved. It is
just a way to prove that the research meets the correct standards.

#  If you wish, you can withdraw from the research at any point, without giving 3

reasomn.
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Wit will participation involve?

Participation in the project wion't necessarily invobve anything too different than what
would already be invoheed with the garden project. In generzl, I'd like to observe,
engage, and take part in the project, rather than the other way anound.

kdy data collection will mosthy involee some formal and informal interviews [invohing
individual and collective group discussions), as well as observation and participation in
activities.

Cther methods of participation and data could be explored together (2.2 diary keeping,
phatos).

I might also ask for feedback regarding my ressarch, which might irvalee brief
discussions around my findings and perceptions.

Wil my toking part in this project be kept confidentiol?
vias, All field notes and inteniew recordings will be transferred to an encrypted and safe

folder on my computer. After transcription, all conversation will b= immediately
anonymisad.

Whot will hoppen with the resulits of the research?

The results will be used in my PhD thesis, as well as more widsly disseminated through
speaking &t conferences and (hopefully) publishing in academic joumnals.

all of the written work (incuding relevant transoripts, results and the final thesis) can be
made awailable to you and synthesised. I'd be more than happy to receive feedback and

comments for discussion.

Contacts for further information
* ¥Ypu can contact me for amy further information: HanmerDd @ cardiff.acuk
= |fyou have any concemns or questions arcwnd ethics or research integrity, thess can be

raised confidentizlly with the School of Geography and Planning's designated
safeguarding Officer, Or Agatha Herman: hermana@&cardiff.ac uk
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9.2 Appendix B: Consent Form for Individuals

i Hanamaer

FhD resesrcher

oo of esngprapdTy and Planning
ICarclilt Lhnikrers ity

alamangan Bullding, room =1.25

RESEARCH CONSENT FORM

Please read and comiplete this form carefully. If you are willing to participate in this
research, please circle the appropriate responses and sign and date the declaration at the
end, If there are any further questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. Thank you!

# | have had the reszarch satisfactorily explained to me im verbal

and / or written form by the ressarcher. YES [ ND
# |understand that the research will involes: recorded indfvidual

intenviews, ohsenvation/fisld notes, potentiol participation in

other doto collection activities TBC, 2.5, growg discussions. YES L ND
# | understand that | may withdraw from this study or any spedfic

activity relating to the research at any time. YES [ ND
# | understand that all data will be treated in strict confidence, and

that all names will ba gnongmized. ¥ES [ NOD
# | understand that any audic recordings will be used solely for ¥ES [ NOD

transcription purposes.
# | understand how the data will be used (including storage and

dissemination]. YES [ ND

| agres to participate in this research study and have besn given a copy of this form for my
own information.

Kame of participant [printad] Signature Cate

Ressarcher [printed) Signature Cate
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9.3 Appendix C: Consent Form for Site

Owain Hanmer

PhD researcher CARDIFF
School of Geography and Planning UNIVERSITY
Cardiff University PRIFYSGOL
Glamorgan Building, roori.25 E
HanmerOJ@cardiff.ac.uk CA RDY[P

RESEARCH CONSENT FORM

Fad XXXXXXXXXX XX hergsKarch sitad X X X X X X X X X XXXK¥X X
| give permission for Owain Hanmethg researcher) to conduct his research at this site.
This does not guaranteany individual® permission to consent, which the reaecher will

obtain separately.

XXXXXXEEEXXXXX XXXXXXEEXEKXXXXX XXXXXX

Name of participant [printed] Sgnature Date

XXXXXXEEEXXXXX XXXXXXEEEXXXXX XXXXXX

Researchejprinted] Sgnature Date
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9.4 Appendix D: Ethical Approval Form

Cardiff School of Geography and Planning

SUBMISSION OF ETHICAL APPROVAL FORMS

Staff and MPhil/PhD Projects

ALL FORMS FOR ETHICAL APPROVAL MUST BE
SUBMITTED TO THE SECRETARY OF THE SCHOOL ETHICS
COMMITTEE IN GOOD TIME (PREFERABLY 2 WEEKS)
BEFORE THE NEXT SCHEDULED SREC MEETING

An electronic version must to emailed to Ethan Lumb, Secretary of Ethics
Committee LumbE@cardiff.ac.uk / Tel Ext: 76412/ Room 2.54 Glamorgan

Building as a work attachment, bearing relevant staff and/or PGR Student
sighatures.

Title of Project :

Exploring community gardening during retirement: seeds of
cooperation and mutual aid ?

Name of researcher(s): Owain Hanmer

Date: Signature of lead researcher:

12/08/2019

)

Student project
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Anticipated Start Date of Fieldwork: Ongoing since May 2019*

*provisional ethical approval was granted from May 2019, this is
an updated form upon request.

Recruitment Procedures: Yes |No | N/A

1 | Does your project include children under 16 years X
of age?

2 | Have you read the Child Protection Procedures X
below?

3 | Does your project include people with learning or X
communication difficulties?

4 | Does your project include people in custody? X

5 | Is your project likely to include people involved in X
illegal activities?

6 | Does your project involve people belonging to a X
vulnerable group, other than those listed above?

7 | Does your project include people who are, or are X
likely to become your clients or clients of the
department in which you work?

8 | Does your project include people for whom English X
/ Welsh is not their first language?

9 | Have you read the Data Protection Policy below? X

10 | Have you read the Health & Safety Policy below? X

*

https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/

Cardiff Universityds Chi

d

Protecti

data/assets/pdf file/0009/995094/Safeqguarding

on

-Policy -

October -2017.pdf
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https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/995094/Safeguarding-Policy-October-2017.pdf
https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/995094/Safeguarding-Policy-October-2017.pdf

I f you have answered O6yesd to any of the abo
attached ethics statement) how you intend to deal with the ethical issues
involved
Data Protection: Yes |No N/A
11 | Will you tell participants that their participation X
is voluntary?
12 | Will you obtain written consent for X
participation? I f ONobo
will be getting informed consent.
13 | If the research is observational, will you ask X
participants for their consent to being
observed?
14 | Will you tell participants that they may withdraw X
from the research at any time and for any
reasons?
15 | Will you give potential participants a significant X
period of time to consider participation?
Il f you have answered O6nod6 to any of these (¢

ethics statement) the reasons for your decision and how you intend to deal with

any ethical decisions involved

Possible Harm to Participants: Yes | No N/A
16 | Is there any realistic risk of any participants X
experiencing either physical or psychological
distress or discomfort?
17 | Is there any realistic risk of any participants X
experiencing a detriment to their interests as a
result of participation?
Research Governance: Yes | No N/A
18 | Does your study include the use of a drug? X
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You will need to contact Research
Governance before submission
(resgov@cf.ac.u k)

19 | Does the study involve the collection or use of X
human tissue?

You will need to contact the Human Tissue Act
team before submission (hta@cf.ac. uk)

If there are any risks to the participants you must explain in your ethics
statement how you intend to minimise these risks

Data Protection: Yes No N/A

20 | Will any non -anonymised and/or personalised X
data be generated and/or stored?

21 | Will you have access to documents containing X
sensitive® data about living individuals?

I f o0Yesd will you gain t
individuals concerned?

Data protection Act Guidelines

https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/public -information/policies -and -procedures/data -
protection
If there are any other potential ethical issues that you think the Com mittee

should consider please explain them in an ethics statement . Itis your obligation
to bring to the attention of the Committee any ethical issues not covered on
this form.

Health and Safety: Yes
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Does the research meet t he r esdlenithr
& Safety policies?

https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/ data/assets/pdf file/0008/89405/SHRUKCY-
StatemenE&nglish.pdf

Does the study involve the collection or use of human tissue
(including, but not limited to, blood, saliva and bodily waste fluids)?

If yes, a copy of the submi tted application form and any
supporting documentation must be emailed to the Human Tissue
Act Compliance Team (HTA@cf.ac.uk). A decision will only be
made once these documents have been received.

Risk Assessment Yes
Has the relevant risk assessment form been completed?

Research abroad, complete: \GeoplpoollgeoplSHAREDO5
- RESEARCHETHICSSREC Forms & guidant8REC Risk
Assessment ForrkBA_Abroad Example.doc

Research in the UK, complete:
\\GeoplpoollgeoplSHARED\05 - RESEARCHETHICSSREC
Forms & quidancé$SREC Risk Assessment

FormdRA UK Example.doc

Research on campus, complete:
\\GeoplpoollgeoplSHARED\05 - RESEARCHETHICSSREC
Forms & quidancé$SREC Risk Assessment

FormdRA Campus_Example.doc

If yes, ensure a copy is submitted with the completed
appl ication

No

I f no, explain why a risk assessment

Please provide following information for the committee:

Funding Source

ESRC
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https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/89405/SHWE-Policy-Statement-English.pdf
https://www.cardiff.ac.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/89405/SHWE-Policy-Statement-English.pdf
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_Abroad_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_Abroad_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_Abroad_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_UK_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_UK_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_UK_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_Campus_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_Campus_Example.doc
file://///Geoplpool1/geopl/SHARED/05%20-%20RESEARCH/ETHICS/SREC%20Forms%20&%20guidance/SREC%20Risk%20Assessment%20Forms/RA_Campus_Example.doc

What are the main objectives of this research?

- To explore concepts and processes of  everyday democracy, mutual aid,
and cooperation amongst people during retirement, looking at practices of
food growing and gardening across 3 diverse sites (1 community garden run
through a Council Hub, 1 community garden linked with a housing
association, and 1 semi self -managed allotment site).

- To understand how communities manage gardens, DIY organisation, and its
internal and external relations (with the local state, for example)

- To consider the disengagement from working life and its relationship with
gardening (especially with a focus on notions of creativity, care,
cooperation, and community  -based politics in general).

Who are the research participants?

- The primary research participants are retired people who are involved in

these gardens. However, while some of the case studies are exclusively

retired people (formally organised in this way), some of the sites also include

a more varied and informal engagement with people outside of this group.

The gardens are often engaged with caring work with people with learning
disabilities, for example, who attend with their carer(s). Additionally, parents

with children regularly and informally drop -in and out of these gardens during
school holidays. The informality of these gardens and engagement with a
wide range of people is one of the interesting elements, but also in relation to
this form mean it is difficult to know who will be at the site from week -to -week.

- Other participants (in relation to interviews) will be members involved in this
activity and its governance (such as local council members, housing
association workers, local gardening organisations).

What methodologies will you be using?

- My main methods will be participant observation and interviews, conducted
within a broader action research perspective. Given time difficulties, it will be
ethnographically -informed (participant observation) rather than a pure
ethnography.

- I will involve myself in the regular and mundane activities of the gardens,
with an emphasis on observa tion and becoming embedded during this
engagement.
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- In-depth interviews will be conducted with individual participants, in
addition to formal focus group interviews as well as continuous and informal
group discussions throughout.

- the 3 case studies are :
(a well -being council gardening initiative in -
Hub)

2) comnturyity gardem due by tenants of

local housing associations)
3) * (a self-managed allotment in coordination with the

council)

These 3 sites were specifically chosen for their diverse nature which | hope will
draw out some tension s in the day -to-day governance of the activities.
However, | have also developed links with other gardens who | hope to
interview in the later stages (to develop a broader empirical perspective
outside of these cases), including:

Fairwater community garden;

Welcome to Our Woods community allotment;

Mend&s Sheds Treorchy (community run
Maes Y Coed Community garden;

Oak Court, Penarth;

Ty Bryn Seion, Dowlais.

The organisations that | have links with for interviews incl  ude:
Public Health Wales;

Social Farms and Gardens (Cardiff branch of the organisation);
Wales and West Housing Association;

Cardiff Council workers

NH

S gard

Ethics Statement

If your answers to questions 1 -19 raise any ethical issues, please explain here
how you will deal with them.

Ethics of research with participants:
Given that the research participants may be any age over 50, the level of

vulnerability will differ. In these case studies, the vast majority of participants
are early in their retiremen t, and are not considered vulnerable, either

physically or mentally. In this instance, my first and go -to option is to consider
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participants as autonomous and responsible adults able to consent and
freely participate

In other circumstances, where this i s not the case, the co -operation, consent,

and trust of the immediate family, organisation, or carer will be necessary.

noted earlier, given the nature of these gardens, the projects often do

engage with members of the community who are more vulnerable. In
particular, there is a notable engagement with people with learning

difficulties, and in one case an older person with dementia. In this instance, |
would speak to the personds carer to
understand the nature of the res  earch and to give informed consent, and
with the assistance of the carer, explain the research and acquire consent. If
the personds capacity is diminished

As

d

t o

carer/organisation/family member. This is consent for me to be in their vicinity,

and for the person to be active in the environment that | am observing and
researching. With regard to these particular vulnerabilities, | would avoid
directly interviewing the vulnerable person, though would ask for the consent
of the carer to speak themselves about the engagement and experience of
the garden.

There may be times when parents and their children visit the garden. If so, it is
likely sporadic, informal, unplanned, and infrequent, thus posing other
challenges of ongoing ¢ onsent and participation that must be considered.
However, the ethical precautions remain similar, involving explaining to the
parent and the child the nature, purpose, and expectation of the research
project, and then to gain the informed consent from bot h parent/adult and
child in relation to this.

| will also pay attention to the inherent power differentials between myself
and vulnerable participants, thus an awareness of this is the first step to
mitigating the issue and developing more inclusive and empowering
research environments.

| will follow all legislation and guidelines regarding safeguarding of children
and vulnerable adults, i ncludi ng: Go

vV e

6Safeguarding Children and Aduletts a&iniR

Manchester's Guidelines for conducting research with the autistic community;
guidelines on ethics of researching with people with dementia, from
Alzheimer Europe, as well as the ethical guidelines and advice from

Al zhei mer s Society.

Though the nature of this research is not particularly sensitive (especially in
comparison to other research involving children), it is always necessary to pay
attention to the potential impact of participation, and the potential that

people might discuss di  stressing situations. In particular, it seems that gardens
are often a place of inclusivity, reflection, and informal therapy. This might
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result in people discussing potentially difficult and traumatic things that they

are experiencing now or in the past ( e.g. physical or mental health issues). It is

important to recognise my own limitations in such scenarios (to of course resist
giving advice and support beyond my own competence). In the event of

any particularly sensitive declarations by a vulnerable pers on with a carer, |
would report this to the person with the duty of care to that person.

Given the spatial nature of the research (in open public gardens), there will
not be any periods of being alone with any person considered vulnerable,
thus avoiding potential ethical difficulties that would require further
consideration. Research will be conducted in a collective and cooperative
way alongside gatekeepers and other adults. However, an enhanced DBS
check is currently in process.

Some participants int he garden may not speak English as a first language. In
this scenario, it would depend on the fluency of their English to determine the

persond6s ability to understand the r
do not foresee this being an issue, since al | participants speak fluent English.

Anonymous data:

Some interviews will be recorded, thus there will be personalised data
generated. These recordings will be conducted on a digital voice recorder,
which will be transferred to my computer at the earliest possible time. | will

es

follow the Data Protection Act legislation and the ESRC Research Data Policy

to ensure that my practices meet these standards. All personalised data will
thus be stored in an encrypted and password protected folder on my

personal computer. All data (personalised and anonymous transcript s) will be

backed up on a removable USB device which will be password protected

and encrypted. Following Cardiff Unive
ESRC does not have specific retention guidelines), the data will be retained in
this secure formatfor 6 no | ess than end of project

post publ The anty raw data that might be shared with others will be
the anonymised transcriptions. Personalised recordings of interviews will not
be shared.

Relevant training:

| have previously worked (in the UK and Canada) as a youth worker/support
worker in safe houses & shelters for homeless youth, as well as working as a
support worker in a school for children and young people with Autistic

Spectrum Condition. Ther efore, | have experience of working with people in
vulnerable situations, as well as training provided in -house (usually company
induction programmes that involved a wide range of training based on
safeguarding, responsibilities and ethics of working with vulnerable groups).

292

ear ch




| also set-up a local community garden with residents where | regularly (as a
local citizen) engage with families in gardening activities, and this informal
training will be useful.

Any changes to the nature of the project that re sult in the project being
significantly different to that originally approved by the committee must be
communicated to the Ethics Committee immediately.
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LEISURE AND RECREATIONAL GARDENS

r‘/ Parks Services

Chief Infrastructure Cfficer

Caounty Hall King George W Drive East

CARDIFF "y Heath Park

CFi104uUw . CARDIFF

TEL:- (028) 2087 2000 CARDIFE CF14 4EP

AN ‘QGREEMEMT mﬂdE lhE" |||||||||||||Dﬂ|‘!|l;||p|f||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||Imﬂlllmﬂmnﬂnlﬁ“quh“HHHHHHHHMHMI"

BETWEEN the County Counmcil of the City and County of Cardif ("Cardiff Council”) of the one part and
Mame(s) of Tenant:

............................................................................... Post Code:
E-mail: e e Telephone Mo: e
Mabile Moo e Date of Birth: SR

(hereinafter called "The Tenant™ which expression shall include his executors, administrators and assigns) of the other part.

WHEREBY the Council agree fo let and the Tenamt agrees to take on a yearly Tenancy from the
vevern e Y e OO TRBMSAN ANV, rearesrem rmremreimrn (BUL subject as hersinafter
mentionad), the Leisure and Recreational Gardens at

ALLOTMENTS, CARDIFF .
and numbered .. in the Cardiff Council register of Leisure and Recreational Gardens and containing
........................ % 25 square metres (1 perch) or thereabouts i@ £...................... per perch (hereinafier called "The
Allotrment Garden”) at the yeady rental of £ PENCE, .. the chaletbrick cubicle erected on the
allotrnent garden at the yearly rent of £ . at the total rent of £ pence or such other
amaount as the Council may specify by 28 days notice in writing expiring at anmy time during this tenancy, payable as
hereinafier mentioned, and at a proporticnate rent for any part of a year over which the tenancy may extemd.
1. The rent shall be paid in adwance, on the second day of February each year, clear of all deductions (otherwise

than allowed by statute

2 If the tenant takes possession upon a date other than the second day of February, then the first payment of the
rent shall be due on the date of which the fenancy commences. The rental shall comprise the full annual rent
payable unless the tenancy commences on a date between st December and 1st February, when a
proportionate rental will apply. The second and subsequent payments of rent shall be paid in the manmer
prescribed in Paragraph 1.

3. The first payment of rent will be due and payable on the 20d..Day. af. EERRUVARY. Twa. Thoumsand. and
rattateesrses e Payment equating fo a quarter of the annual rent may be made quarterly in advance on
2nd February, 4th May, 3rd August and 2nd Movember each year.

4. The tenant agress to obsarve and perform the condiicns in the schedule and to pay the rent.

5. Far the purpose of the Allotments Acts 1822, 1825 and 1850 and any Acts amending or extending the same a
“Leisure and Recreational Garden” shall mean an “Allctment Garden” as defined by these Acts.
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