to be one of indeterminacy, of discomfort with the monumental face of

past institutions, revealing the elements of architecture in order ... to
facilitate their dispersion into the city fabric’. Vidler is examining here
Rowe’s question as to the ‘absent face’ of the Stuttgart elevation.® He
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face’
appreciated ~ not an isolated object. With its climbing path across a
sloping site amid neighbours, it identifies completely with the city. Yet, for
allits contrapposto and distracted face, 10 a viewer across the Adenauer

Strasse, the Stuttgart fulfilling Rowe’s
provocative dialecic.®'
In cites, one condition alone can offer this address and
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reserve: that is where a port not merely flanks but fronts the water with
not one but multiple ‘faces’. A city which can present
0 the sea, no matter how compromised or distracted the landward body
behind the face, will always inspire ideas of adventitious arrival. Again,
the River is the key (the quay!) to that recurrent provocation which
Liverpool makes, and which makes Liverpool.

is countenance

Liverpool located
In 1957, Stirling wrote ‘Regionalism and Modern Architecture’,
observing that while architects had taken, in the wake of Wittkower, a
‘neopalladian’ wrn, there was renewed interest in vernacular and carly
modern models which evidenced a return to regional resources. Indeed,
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Stirling himself was doing so. Yet if Il for ‘the
regional’, it was because he was also engaged with the unlocal valencies
of both technology and high Modernism — he cited Eliot’s Waste Land.
‘This ambivalence corresponds to the case of a city like Liverpool, which
i ligibl amidway of pr

nonw finds itsellsrangely délass,surrounded with monumenml emdence
ofa lentity
that seems now beyond its reach.

Architectural ‘regionalism’ has a problem with cities, and particularly
with ‘provincial’cities, which today means nearly all those notin the magic
circle of six or seven ‘global cities’. Even Kenneth Frampton’s elaborated
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idea of “critical regionalism’ as , relies mostly
e B i il oA e
practices. This leaves at a los cities such as Liverpool and Glasgow, whose
architecture was developed by a capitalism which then forsook them as
exccutive locations, leaving them to branch-plant and back-office roles.
They are not, in the old sense ‘provincial’; yet nor can they be said,
at present, to compare with the likes of those German and European
cities that successfully compete with the magic ‘global® centres. Current
revamps of
50 that they can, actually, be cities once again, with the real vocat
of cities. Whether that can happen in a UK where exccutive functions
are so completely monopolised by London, remains doubiful. We can be
certain, however, that mere 3

former charactes won'tconjure the realty anew. Wherever aditon v,
and whatever character could be, can come only through what Adomo
called ‘a comprehensive substantial force’> Which is to say that the real
task now is to renew location through new vocation. BRIAN HATTON
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