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Diasporic Conviviality, Cosmopolitanism and Urban Spaces 

July 5-7th, University of Manchester 
Programme 

 

 
 

Sponsored by the Research Institute for Cosmopolitan Cultures, the Centre for Research on Socio-

Cultural Change, cities@manchester, the School of Social Sciences, the Faculty of Humanities the 

Institute for Development Policy and Management (all at the University of Manchester),  and the 

Pathways to Cosmopolitanism Research Programme (National University of Singapore and the 

University of Manchester). 

 

This workshop addresses the tensions observed by urban and migration studies scholars in the 

contemporary moment of restructuring in which cities and city regions have taken on increasing 

relevance as economic and cultural actors. On one hand, secondary cities have sought to develop and 

brand themselves as cosmopolitan in order to compete for investment on a local, national and global 

scale (Binnie et al 2006, Binnie and Skeggs 2006, Brenner 1999). On the other hand, out of view of 

public policy, city spaces as well as networked flows of capital, goods and entrepreneurial development 

are shaped through diasporic and migrant settlement and transnational networks. Migrant 

participation in forms of daily conviviality transforms urban spaces and challenges national 

conceptualizations of urban life. Although unheralded, new forms of social integration, conviviality, and 

citizenship practices emerge, even as the processes of racialization and anti-immigrant policies and 

rhetorics take centre stage in natonal debates. 

 

We define diaspora in terms of people who continue to be identified or identify with family history of 

migration from nation-states other than the UK. We define diasporic cosmopolitanism as the ability to 

maintain specific culturally rooted identities and simultaneously be open to broader identities including 

an identity with the city, common human experiences, emotions, and aspirations. 

 

Our main speaker, Paul Gilroy will address these tensions and situate them with the political, economic, 

and cultural tenor of our times. The workshop papers are organized to bring to bear exploratory 

research that links urban restructuring, diasporic connectivity, and the tensions and possibilities of 

cosmopolitan sociability and conviality in Manchester, UK. Each paper will be discussed by 2 

respondents, one of whom brings their expertise on migration and sociability in secondary cities, the 

other who can bring insights about urban restructuring. The workshop will lead to a collaborative 
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discussion sparked by further comments by Professor Gilroy and a panel of international discussants 

and local activitists 

 

The following research questions unite the five Manchester based presentations and can serve as a 

basis for discussion of the broader themes that emerge from the research.    

 

1. How do diasporic identities, practices and allegiances connect to, or exist in tension with, the 

project to develop and brand a city as cosmopolitan?  

2. Does contemporary urban restructuring in an aspiring cosmopolitan city such as Manchester 

facilitate diasporic cosmopolitanism and/or create disparities that exacerbate racialised and 

culturally exclusionary identities?  

3. What kinds of local and national policies can valorise and support diasporic cosmopolitanisms?   
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Schedule 

 

 

Tuesday  5th July: 5.15pm 
 

Public Lecture - Opening Remarks by Prof. Paul Gilroy 
 
5:15-6.45pm   Prof Paul Gilroy, LSE: ‘Multiculture, Cosmopolitanism and Conviviality’ 

Samuel Alexander Arts Lecture Theatre, University of Manchester 

 

6.45-7:45pm   Reception: Foyer of Samuel Alexander Building.  

 

8:00pm Dinner [for speakers] at Rozafa, 57-63 Princess Street, Manchester M2 4EQ 

 

Workshop 
 

Wednesday 6th July: 10am-5pm 

 

Workshop – all in G16, Martin Harris Centre 

 

Session 1: Viewing, Representing, and Living the City (10am-1pm) 

Chair: Garbi Schmidt, Roskilde University  
 
9:30-10:00am Workshop Registration, G.16 Martin Harris Centre.  

 

10:00-10:30am Paper 1: Urban Structuring and Diasporic Cosmopolitanism: the 

Manchester Case 

Nina Glick Schiller, Director of RICC and Professor of Social Anthropology, 

University of Manchester; Uma Kothari, Institute for Development Policy & 

Management, School of Environment and Development, University of 

Manchester and Adam St. Clair, PhD candidate Social Anthropology.   

 

Abstract: This paper explores the ways in which urban developers, planners, 

and political officials in Manchester explain urban generation in the city and its 

changing configuration in relationship to economic crisis and retrenchment and 

examines how these city leaderships envision migrants and people of migrant 

background within these restructuring processes. We investigate these 

questions as a first step to posing an alternative reading of the concept of 

cosmopolitan urbanism and diasporic cosmopolitanism than is generally found 

in the literature.  Viewing the topic from the long history of the transnationality 

of cities as cities have been constituted within constant flows of migration and 

connection and responding to the challenge of Paul Gilroy’s work on conviviality, 

we offer the following definition of diasporic cosmopolitanism. Diasporic 

cosmopolitanism is a contingent possible form of human experience that is a 

product of the simultaneity of rootedness in a particular place and localized 

historic traditions and an openness to human commonalities and sensibilities 

that arise through situations of shared sociability. Through their transnational 

social fields and histories, migrants and people of migrant background may 

contribute to city places, practices, and identities of settlement specific cultural 

traditions or identities rooted in the experience of elsewhere. At the same time 

they may become local actors open to common human experiences and 

aspirations expressed and practiced in a place of settlement. This form of 

simultaneous difference and openness is not, however, a necessary or uniform 

outcome of diasporic linkages.   
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In public policy, diasporas are often reduced to a splash of multicultural color 

or seen as disruptive of social cohesion and, in the extreme, as a conduit of 

terrorism. Thus the presence and impact of diasporas is often envisaged as in 

conflict with both national discourses about migrant integration and urban 

planners’ ambitions to develop an image of a vibrant, cosmopolitan city that can 

attract investment.  We use Manchester UK as a case study of the gap between 

the city building processes in which diasporic cosmopolitanism may play a 

central role and the way migrants are situated within the trajectories of urban 

regeneration policies and discourses. 

 

In various points in the past decade, those interested in branding and globally 

profiling Manchester have described the city as cosmopolitan and an example of 

cosmopolitan urbanism, sometimes lauding the cultural diversity of the city as 

part of this representation. We are specifically interested in how Manchester city 

developers and leaders understand the term cosmopolitan and whether and how 

they include persons of migrant background within the actors who constitute 

the rebuilding and rebranding of the city. Our preliminary research is based on 

an analysis of an array of Manchester related websites and newspaper articles as 

well as ten lengthy interviews with what we call city leaderships including 

representatives of the city council, heads of key architectural and planning firms, 

urban planners and policy makers, and non-government organizations 

 

Among our findings are the following: despite public relations efforts, many of 

those actually involved in city regeneration have doubts about how 

cosmopolitan the city is and feel more comfortable with Peter Saville’s 2004 

branding of the city as ‘original modern’.  They are aware of the continuing vast 

economic disparities in the city and see this as a cultural as well as class divide, 

situating persons of migrant background and the white working class outside of 

city regeneration processes.  Although interested in international investment 

partnerships and transnational connection including to India, China, and Brazil, 

they generally dissociate migrants from these processes of city building. Instead 

migrants and multiethnic neighborhoods have been relegated to discussions and 

programmes for social cohesion, and currently are subject to severe 

disinvestment. Culturally marketed migrant dense areas such as Chinatown 

were more significant in the first steps of regeneration. Other migrant 

contributions, transnational connections, and roles in marketing, populating, and 

contributing to the multi-class, multi-ethnic of the creativity of the city and its 

cosmopolitanism are ignored in policy and practice. 

 

 

10.30 – 11:00pm Paper 2: Digitalising Manchester: social networks, de/territorialised 

cyberspaces and ordinary affects 
Adi Kuntsman, Simon Research Fellow, RICC and Social Anthropology, 

University of Manchester 
 

This paper brings together three distinct theoretical fields:  Internet cultures and 

in particular, digital diasporas; urban environment as digitalised; and theories of 

affect and emotions. The paper is based on the analysis of some tensions that 

exist in scholarly literature, as well as on a small pilot study of ten Manchester 

based Facebook groups. Looking at some examples of the ways social networks 

are used by today’s Manchester residents and visitors, I discuss diasporic 

convivialities in digitalised Manchester as ‘ordinary affects’ (Stewart 2007).  

 

In the last 15 years, scholarship on digital diasporas has primarily emphasised 

the deterritorialised nature of on-line connectivity.  Excited about the possibility 

to create imagined communities on-line, research on Internet cultures since the 

1990s has put a great emphasis on the opportunities, presented by digital 

communication to bring people together, where an off-line community is 
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impossible. They also focused extensively on the ways geographically 

dispersed communities can (re)connect on-line. Most of this type of internet 

research places great importance on the Internet’s possibilities for imagination 

and affective connection whether it is about imagined communities, national, 

ethnic or religious belongings, or other forms of’ immaterial’ interpersonal 

connections. However, motivated by interest in the ways notions of national, 

religious, political or ethnic belonging can be imagined or challenged on-line, 

these scholars have rarely question the de-territorialised nature of cyberspace 

and of digital communication.  

 

This emphasis on de-territorialisation (and often, albeit not always, on mobility) 

is in striking contrast with literature on the use of digital technologies in urban 

environments, in particular, when it comes to neighbourhood-specific activities 

or to discussions of migrants’ use of new technologies. The latter tend to 

approach digital technologies primarily in an instrumental way – for example, by 

looking at digital literacies, or patterns of computer use in homes and schools. 

Highly influenced by notions of technology as a sign of development, such 

studies of Internet use tend to ignore both the (potential) deterrotorialised 

nature of cyberspace, and the possibilities of affective practices that if offers – 

imagination, disruption, connection etc – if they don’t find manifestation in 

practices of ‘use’, ‘development’ and ‘implementation’. 

  

A fairly recent phenomenon of social networks – in particular, that of Facebook – 

invites us to reconsider this dichotomy between ‘practical’ and ‘imaginative’ use 

of the Internet by various diasporic subjects. Highly personalised and location-

based, Facebook activities are nevertheless both about the immediate and the 

local and about the transnational and the deterritorialised. It is this interplay 

between the material and the imagined, the local and the global that first 

attracted my attention to Facebook, during my own research on war and conflict 

in the Middle East. The focus of this paper, however, is different – rather than 

looking at grand political events, my analysis today will turn to the mundane, the 

ordinary, the everyday that shape affective fabrics of digital diasporas and of 

digitalised cosmopolitan urbanity. Cosmopolitan convivialities, I will argue, are 

found not only –and not necessarily— in narratives of identity or in scenes of 

conflict. Rather, they call our attention to the banal, the ordinary, the fleeting, the 

almost-invisible.  

 

In my paper I describe the difficulties my research assistant and I encountered 

when we began this study. Searching and analysing Manchester-based groups on 

Facebook, we were originally looking for narratives of Manchester as a 

cosmopolitan city or for highly performative practices of digital diasporic 

communities. We hardly found any. Instead, we encountered what can best be 

described as ‘ordinary affects’, to use Kathleen Stewart’s words. I will argue that 

looking at those ordinary affects, at those moments that are ‘both animated and 

inhabitable’ (Stewart , 2007: 1), rather than at the structure of social networks 

(as most of the SNS researchers have done), can teach us something new about 

digital media as a site of convivial encounters in a diasporic cosmopolitan city 

like Manchester.  

 

11:00-11:30am Tea/Coffee Break 

 

11:30am – 1:00pm Discussant Response followed by General Discussion 

Discussants:  

Jon Binnie, Manchester Metropolitan University   

Alpesh Patel, Assistant Professor, Contemporary Art and Theory, Florida 

International University, Miami, FL 

 

1:00-2:00pm    Lunch 
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Session 2: From the ‘Ethnic’ Place to the Convivial City: Tracing Connections, 

Tensions & Representation (2:00-5:00pm) 

Chair: Tracey Skelton, National University of Singapore  

 
2:00 – 2:30pm Paper 3: Chinese Co-temporalities and the Making of Cosmopolitan 

Manchester 

Elena Barabantseva, Politics & Centre for Chinese Studies, University of 

Manchester 

 

Scholarly studies on Chinatowns have largely focused on the US, Canada, and 

Australia where these areas developed from residential quarters -- San 

Francisco (Lee 2001), New York (Wang 2001), Chicago (Siu 1987), Melbourne 

(Anderson 1990), Vancouver (Anderson 1978), and etc. Most of the earlier 

research either emphasised the particularity of the Chinatown in terms of its 

ethnic character, in some cases tracing the origins of Chinese communities 

spatial representation back to the social and cultural characteristics in China 

(Crissman 1967), defined the Chinatown as an orient within the West (Anderson 

1978, Umbach 2008, Lee 2001), or referred to it as a ‘contact zone’ where a 

particular third culture takes shape (Lou 2007). Looking at a medium-sized city 

with a relatively recent Chinatown, like Manchester, opens up an opportunity to 

challenge some of the underpinning elements in the existing analyses of 

Chinatowns in ‘global’ cities and to understand better the dynamics of 

space/time and community making.  

 

This paper explores the relationship between Manchester Chinese community 

and urban space. Chinatown offers an interesting angle for analysing migrants’ 

engagement in the transformation of the city (Glick-Schiller 2010). In addition, 

urban environment provides a particularly pertinent research ground for those 

seeking to question the paradigms of the nation-state and community still by far 

the most popular units of analysis across the disciplines of international 

relations, Chinese, and migration studies. Urban spaces create conditions for ‘the 

plurality of experiences that constitute city time, which embodies a plurality of 

life worlds’ (Shapiro 2010: 39). By exposing multiple temporal urban 

experiences, city-based research opens up an avenue for challenging national 

time informing national grand-narrative, and allochronistic understandings of 

culture and community. 

 

This paper is based on the pilot project conducted between October 2010 and 

July 2011, involving fifteen interviews with the members of Manchester Chinese 

community, archival work in the recently compiled Manchester Chinese Archive 

and Ahmed Iqbal Ullah Race Relations Archive, urban ethnography, textual 

analysis of online publications, and Manchester Evening News, the leading city 

daily newspaper.  

 

In these early research findings I argue not only for the need of spatial analysis 

in our explorations of migrants’ relationship with the city, but also for taking 

into account temporal aspects shaping migrants’ urban, cultural, and communal 

space. I will show that a particular conception of time lies at the core of the 

formulations of Chinatown and the Chinese community associated with it. These 

formulations have a limiting effect on the conception of Chinese migrant 

community, representing ahistoric and homogenous Chinese ‘culture’ and 

‘tradition’. The physical move from Chinatown to a different, non-ethnically 

defined, urban area creates an opportunity for community organisations to 

liberate themselves from particular ethnic and cultural associations. The co-

temporal activities of Chinatown-based Chinese community and non-Chinatown 

Chinese communities produce multiple formulations of Chineseness, community, 
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and communal urban space. They contribute to the creation of a cosmopolitan 

city, where predetermined conceptions of Chinese community and culture are 

simultaneously fulfilled, consumed, reified, questioned and disrupted. Yet, the 

effect of multiple temporalities on cosmopolitanism remains to be further 

explored. 

 

 

2:30 – 3:00pm  Paper 4: Cosmopolitanism, Diverse cities and Asian Branding: Manchester 

Case 

Yasminah Beebeejaun, Planning & Landscape, School of Environment & 

Development, University of Manchester and Angela Connelly  
 

This paper examines representations of British Asian culture by referring to 

planning and regeneration policies that market the consumption of difference 

through the ethno-branding of specific neighbourhoods. It will investigate the 

multiple forms of diasporic sociabilities and sensibilities (Glick Schiller et al, 

2011) that contribute to a cosmopolitan city by connecting diverse diasporas 

both within the neighbourhood and across the city.  We explore the role of 

businesses, community and social stakeholders, planners and regeneration 

professionals as they realise, subvert and negotiate the place of the 

neighbourhood and its diasporic connections.   

 

This article explores the relationship between urban planning strategies and 

Asian migration in the city of Manchester. Specifically focusing on one part of 

Rusholme frequently referred to as the ‘curry mile’, the article considers how 

urban planning has responded to Asian migration to the city.  We ask what 

ethnicity means in the context of one English multicultural city and how it draws 

together ideas of Asian-ness in urban policy? The article draws on documentary 

and archival research, alongside eight semi-structured interviews with the 

Rusholme Traders Association; Rusholme Civic Society; the Pakistani Resource 

Centre; the Indian Senior Citizens Centre; [hopefully] a representative of the 

interfaith network for Manchester; Zahid Hussein, author of the novel The Curry 

Mile and a prominent community worker; Marketing Manchester and an 

executive member of Manchester City Council. 

 

Rusholme has emerged as a focal point for the South Asian community in 

Manchester’s city narrative.  However, the vision of the area as cosmopolitian 

with vibrant businesses is more problematic.  This narrative constrain other 

voices and alternate perspectives that question the relationship between 

communities and Manchester City Council. 

 

3:00-3:30pm  Tea/Coffee Break   

 

3:30-5:00pm  Discussant Responses followed by General Discussion  

Discussants: 

Rosemary Sales, University of Middlesex    

Kevin Ward, Geography, School of Environment and Development, University of 

Manchester   

 

5:00-6:00pm   Informal reception and ongoing discussion   

 

6:00pm Dinner for all workshop guests at Cafe Couture, Oxford Road (at the Manchester 

Museum) 
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Thursday 7th July 
 

All workshop sessions will be held in: G16, Martin Harris Building 

 

Session 3:  Cosmopolitan Spaces and Conviviality (9:30-11:00) 

Chair: Berndt Clavier, IMER, Malmö University.  
 

9:30-10.00  Paper 5: Cosmopolitan Spaces and Transversal Conviviality  

Encarnación Gutiérrez Rodríguez, Spanish, School of Languages,  

Linguistics and Cultures, University of Manchester 

 

This paper explores ‘tranversal conviviality’ produced by the “Latinisation” of 

Manchester, viewed as an aspiring cosmopolitan British city. It analyzes the 

cultural and economic transactions between emerging Latino allegiances and the 

popularisation of Latino culture. A new diasporic population, without 

neighbourhood concentrations but increasingly visible cultural “hot spots”, 

events, and a ‘Latino economy’, Latin American diasporic local and transnational 

networks contribute both to emerging yet unheralded sociabilities and to a 

cosmopolitan branding of the city. 

 

However, while this paper will look at ‘cosmopolitan spaces’, it will engage with 

the limits of cosmopolitanism as thought within the philosophical tradition of 

Emmanuel Kant. Kant’s notion of ‘cosmopolitanism’ was developed as a 

response to how to secure ‘perpetual peace’ in times of war. When he wrote his 

essay ‘Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch’ in 1795, Europe was immersed 

in internal wars and in the colonial and imperial project. Relating these 

tumultuous and violent conflicts to national rivalries, Kant proposes an universal 

right based on his notion of ‘ius cosmopoliticum’, a ‘world citizenship’, 

considering men and states ‘as citizens of a universal state of men, in their 

external mutual relationships’. As the quote indicates this right was related to 

‘men’ and ‘citizens’, women, workers, peasants and the colonized population 

were not included in this account as they were excluded from citizenship rights. 

Kant’s modernity project embracing cosmopolitanism seems to be 

overshadowed by what Enrique Dussel defines as ‘coloniality’ or Anibal Quijano 

as the ‘coloniality of power’. The ‘coloniality of power’ refers to the emergence of 

a pattern of thinking in European colonialism, through which “new historical 

identities [are] produced around the foundation of the idea of race in the new 

global structure of the control of labor,” associated with “social roles and 

geohistorical locations” (Quijano 2008: 184).   

 

Whilst not explicitly spelt out in national EU migration policies, the divide 

between “EU” citizens and “non-EU” citizens is reminiscent of this colonial 

classification system, operating on the epistemic grounds of “colonial 

difference.” As Walter Mignolo asserts, “colonial difference” entails the 

hierarchical differentiation and racial classification of populations from “the” 

European perspective.  The interpellation and treatment of migrants and 

refugees as “invaders,” “impostors” and “aliens” by migration policies, invoke 

this population as the “Other” of the nation, codifying them as a body subjected 

to technologies of governance, information, surveillance and control.  From this 

perspective as we explore ‘cosmopolitan spaces’ we should consider the logic of 

coloniality through which they are organised. Thus, looking at Manchester as a 

site of ‘transversal conviviality’ reveals the double bind in which the possibility 

and the limits of conviviality are experienced. 

 

Our research participants from Spain, Mexico, Venezuela, Peru and Brazil 

narrate this tension in inhabiting the city. On the one side, pertaining to a 

transnational mobile middle class and, in the case of the Spaniards, being 
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European citizens, this group seem to be the pioneers of Kant’s project of 

‘cosmopolitan citizenship’. Yet, as the Latin American participants reveal, their 

residency status remains contested. Nonetheless, all the research participants 

describe themselves as ‘citizens of the world’.  They are actively shaping 

Manchester’s everyday culture and life, however, their contribution does not 

seem to be taken into consideration in any urban planning agenda. Further, their 

official conditions of participation are severely curtailed as the current debate on 

immigration and austerity illustrates. 

 

This paper will work within these tensions, by discussing on the one side current 

UK immigration policies, and on the other, the active shaping of the city through 

Spanish/Latin American diasporic networks. Further, it will discuss how the 

government’s take on ‘integration’ is underpinned by the matrix of the 

‘coloniality of power’, disregarding diasporic and post/migrant network’s 

participation in the city and, thus, limiting the potential of conviviality. This 

discussion leads us to consider ‘transversal conviviality’, the focus of this paper. 

 

   

10.00-11.00  Discussant Responses followed by General Discussion  

    Discussants:  

Ayona Datta, London School of Economics 

Ayse Caglar, Central European University, Budapest  

 

11:00-11:30    Coffee break  

 

Session 4: Panel Summation and Next Steps 

Chair: Uma Kothari, University of Manchester 
 
11:30-1:45   Summation: Paul Gilroy (20 minutes) 

 

Panelists (15 minutes each followed by general discussion) 

Viridiana Alonso-Lara, Manchester Mexican Society  

Kooj Chuhan, Virtual Migrants  

Maja Frkyman, GPS/MIM, Malmö University 

Zahid Hussein, author of The Curry Mile  

Representative of Chinese Arts Centre (tbc) 

David Rudlin, Director of URBED (Urbanism Environment and Design) 

Dominque Tessier, local historian and museum consultant 

 

1:45-2.45   Lunch 

 

2:45-4.45    Network Planning and Meeting of Pathways to Cosmopolitanism: Comparative 

Research Programme. (CEIFO-RICC, IMISCOE, NUS, IMER, MIM, SOCED) 

   

 

 


