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0. INTRODUCTION
Conceived in Paris in 1927 and still in progress when Benjamin fled the occupation of the capital in 1940, the text that has come down to us as The Arcades Project is in no sense a finished work. Nevertheless, it contains Benjamin’s vision of architecture, in which we find the quintessence of his concept of experience.  

According to The Arcades Project, architecture inheres in the darkness of the lived moments (K2a,4), belonging to the dream consciousness of the collective; in this sense, architecture is the most important testimony to the latent ‘mithology’ of a society. Benjamin’s aim is to read the character of the nineteenth century in the physiognomy of its architecture, but the range of the word architecture is enlarged if we consider Convolutes E [Haussmanization, Barricade Fighting], k [On the commune] and a[social movement]
 in which he discusses Paris Commune taking into account that tragic action by the city’s inhabitants  to characterize the urban experience of modernity.
In The Arcades Project Paris stood as the classical locus of emergent capitalist modernity, and at the same time, under the July Monarchy and Second Empire the city was the epicenter of modern political radicalism. It also generated the most significant cultural movements of the modern era, and that is why Paris becomes the "capital of the nineteenth century". It offered a rich inventory of the burgeoning mass cultural entertainments that set the nineteenth century apart as a watershed in the development of mass society. 
Benjamin was fascinated with Paris as an example of how capitalism endowed objects with the means to express collective dreams. He imagined the mundane objects of everyday life, architecture included, as embodiments of unconscious projections. Dreaming became the medium through which the collective versus the individual psyche related to this world of objects. This drew him to particular urban architectural forms such as arcades, railway stations, department stores, and wax museums, which he called "dream houses of the collective." "In these constructions, the appearance of great masses on the stage of history was already foreseen", says the German philosopher. 
But Benjamin also paid attention to insurrectional movements in Paris, reverberating them in his Passagenwerk.  In that concern, there are two categories of information in Benjamin’s text, which present a wide range of authors quoted: historians (Dubech and D’Espezel, Mallet and Grillet, who wrote the history of insurrection), writers (Hugo, Arago, Tocqueville), and a number of marxian authors. First, he quotes these authors in order to present historical information and makes some explanations before or after the quotations (Konvolutes E, a). Second, Benjamin makes his own commentaries beyond the quotations in order to explicit some points in which he focused the important questions (Konvolute k). 

My paper argues that, for Benjamin, the revolutionary tactics of barricades and the occupation of streets that followed the construction of barricades implied a kind of spatial appropriation, which denotes diverse aspects in his own concept of architecture, concerning some important aspects in shaping modern experience. Benjamin genuinely delighted with the material culture of capitalism—he was dazzled by the modern city, drawn to its institutions and to the traces of capitalist production. He was particularly interested in the way modern cities and the nascent forms of mass culture created a potential for democratization and eventual social transformation. In particular, I intend to show that this possibility of social transformation was described by Benjamin when he considered the city as a place of class conflict and class struggle, summarized in the construction of barricades in 1830, 1848 and 1871. 

1. 
The barricades describe Paris as a place of popular efervescence, a kind of event that, according to Benjamin, makes experience (Erfahrung) effective for urban inhabitants. The insurrections that took place from 1830 to 1848, demonstrated how a social class takes possession and modifies urban places for its own purpose. The workers (the people, the mass), triumphed in July 1830 and February 1848, and were defeated, having their triumph taken away in June 1832 and June 1848.

In these Parisian revolutions appeared some insurgent identities referred to class, community and solidarity. The experience was effective thanks to the nature of social solidarity that had emerged there and its relationship to mass protest.  The basis for the 19th. C. Parisian revolts was the small-group solidarity, coordinated by encompassing institutions. Parisian Rising of June 23-26, 1848 was an example of class-based revolt. Participation in that conflict is closely correlated with the percentage of workers in the population of Parisian arrondissements. This is an indication that workplace (so, a kind of feeling of belonging) was the mobilizing force behind the revolt: a combination of solidarities based on craft loyalties and the engagement of craft union leaders and unemployed workers in citywide institutions. The close relationship that atests the effectiveness of experience was social class composition and arrondissement composition. On the contrary, despite the persistence of a class-based relationship showed in the old core sections of Paris, the sources of solidarity and mobilizing institutions in the Paris Commune of 1871 were different from that of June 1848. The areas newly incorporated into Paris under the Second Empire were the real epicentres of rebellion such as Belleville, Montmartre, La Vilette, Vauginard and Grenelle. These areas of the city had been the center of the popular politics articulated in the public meanings that flourished in the last years of the liberalizing Empire; the periodic suppression of these meetings by police agents had reinforced local hostility to the central governments. This newly flourishing neighborhood identity was mobilized into citywide protest.

If we analyze the barricades as an action inscribed in everyday life, the experience that happened there could be called appropriation, that is, a peculiar spatial use, inscribed in rhythms and memories of inhabitants, what determine their frequentation in urban spaces.

There are some spatial characteristics in barricades that make our hypothesis in Benjamin’s work effective:
AP [a2a,4] Barricade of 1848: “More than 400 were counted. Many, fronted, by trenches and battlements, reached a height of two stories.” Mallet and Grillet, XIXe. Siècle (Paris, 1919), p.249.

AP [a1a,1] “Street warfare today has its own technique; it was perfected, after the armed takeover of Munich<1848?>, in a curious little confidential work published with great secrecy by the government in Berli. One no longer advances through the streets; they are left empty. A path is opened within the interiors of houses, by breaking through walls. As soon as one has taken a street, one organizes it; lines of communication are laid through the holes in the wall, while, to prevent the return of the adversary, one immediately mines the conquered ground… Perhaps the clearest sign of progress, here, is that one need not concern oneself at all with sparing houses or lives. …” Dubech and d’Espezel, Histoire de Paris (Paris, 1926), p.479.

The city was dismantled and that spatial appropriation is a detournément: 
AP [E6,3] Already at the time of the June Insurrection, “they broke through walls so as to be able to pass from one house to another.” Sigmund Engländer, Geschichte de Französischen Arbeiter-Associationen (Hamburg, 1864), vol.2, p.287.

AP [E8,3] July Revolution: “Fewer were falled… by bullets than by other projectiles. The large squares of granite with which Paris is paved were dragged up to the top floors of the houses and dropped on the heads of the soldiers.” Friedrich von Raumer, Briefe aus Paris und Frankenreich in Jahre 1830. (Leipzig, 1831), vol.2, p.256.

For Benjamin, barricades are a kind of profane illumination: describes the barricades as a place – an urban built place – which, to the insurrected people, is a profane illumination, in its magic lightning. 
AP [a13,4] [“ O Might, queen of the barricades,… you who flash in the lightning and the riot, … it is toward uou that prisioners strech their manacled hands.” Charles Benoist, ‘le Mythe de la classe ouvrière’, Revue des deux mondes (March, 1914), p.105]. 

For him, this is an utopian moment, that changes and reordains the space.
AP [a11a,1] Revolutionary tactics and battles on the barricades, according to Les Misérables. The night before the barricade fighting: ‘The invisible police of the émeute watched everywhere, and maintened order – that is, night… The eye which might have looked from above into that mass of shadow would have caught a glimpse in the distance here and there, perhaps, of indistinct lights, bringing out broken and fantastic lines, outlines of singular constructions, something like ghostly gleams coming and going among ruins; these were the barricades.”

AP [a11a,2] “outside of the insurgent quartiers, nothing is usually more strangely calm than the physiognomy of Paris during an uprising… There is firing at the streetcorners, in an arcade, in a cu-se-sac;… corpses litter the pavement. A few streets away, you can hear the clicking of billiard balls in the cafés…. The carriages jog along; people are going out to dine. Sometimes in the very quartier where there is fighting. In 1831 a fusillade was suspended to let a wedding party pass by…. Nothing is more strange; and this is the peculiar characteristic of the uprisings of Paris, which is not found in any other capital.”

Barricades fighting represented a powerful element in creating spontaneity: 
AP [k4,8] “This orgy of power, wine, women, and blood known as the Commune.”

Benjamin notes that Haussmann’s urban project failed to foresee opositionist practices. Between 1848 and 1871, however, Napoleon III and Haussmann reconstructed the city of Paris. Urban Planning and capital accumulation led to the deconcentration of urban life and work. Specifically, they produced suburban industry, residential working-class communities at the Parisian periphery; imperial splendor, commerce, and finance in the center, surrounding pockets of traditional craft industry and neighborhoods. The commune of 1871 was an urban revolt, involving, disproportionately, residents of peripheral neighborhoods. They mobilized as neighbors, organized through neighborhood meetings, and defended the interests of urban residents in opposition to the state. 
AP[E1,4] Strategic basis for the perspectival articulation of the city. A contemporary seeking to justify the construction of large thoroughfares under Napoleon III speaks of them as “unforable ‘to the habitual tactic of local insurrection’” Marcel Poëte, Une Vie de cite (Paris, 1925), p.469. “Open this area of continual disturbances.” Baron HAussmann, in a memorandum calling for the extension of the Boulevard of Strasbourg to Chatêlet. Emile de Labédollière, Le Nouveau Paris, p. 52. But even earlier than this: “they are paving Paris with wood in order to deprive the revolution of building materials. Out of wooden blocks there will be no more barricades constructed.”
2. 

I conclude by calling for a recognition for a possibility of non-alienated everyday life as a suggestion given in Benjamin’s text. Occupying the urban architecture, take possession of its buildings and streets: this is an action that denotes a special kind of creative energy, that is, at the end, a possibility of non-alienated everyday life.  These are situations that exceed all social regulation, and moments when the city comes to a special place, pregnant of interaction and transformation.  In those moments, innumerable groups, some ephemeral, some more durable, sought to invent a ‘new life’ – usually a communal one. Certain deviant or diverted spaces, though initially subordinate, show distinct evidence of a true productive capacity. Benjamin gives relevance to the uprisings as a possibility (even if unsuccessful) inside capitalism that would actually create opportunities for liberation and transformation. Occupation and barricades invert the plan, but they never could last indefinitely, because their roots are the temporary communal life and collective organization. This is their very goal: the détour, not the duration. A day of occupation, as much as a festival, there takes place what Benjamin called “a day to remember”, a kind of day in which correspondences are established, crossing times.
� Subsequent references to this work are cited parenthetically as AP and by convolute.





