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Although the contrast between town and country is an ideal that seldom neatly maps
onto reality, environmental scholars argue that this compartmental imaginary has
become embedded in the collective conscience of Western societies as an interpretive
frame, organizing people’s experience of the environment. Through this lens, the city
is idealized as an orderly grid where nonhumans are kept under control and boxed
into manicured settings such as parks and gardens. Thus, it is not only livestock that
are interpreted as taboo in the modern city. What people classify as “pests” or
“nuisance animals” are in fact those species of “wildlife” that trespass on sidewalks
and colonize human dwellings in spite of efforts to designate these spaces as human-
only places. Their unwitting “transgression” of our “spatial expectations™ can be
existentially unsettling because it is read as “matter out of place.”
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It is traditional to consider the state to be the ultimate or sovereign source of coercive
power. This sharply distinguishes it from civil society, which includes professions and
other institutions and which I consider separate from and subordinate to it. That is
how I treated the relationship between state and profession in an earlier study that
analyzed the institutions of professionalism in the United States. In discussing that
relationship, I noted that while professions, unlike other kinds of occupations, control
their own work and thus can be considered autonomous in a division of labor and in
their labor markets, they are dependent on the coercive power of the state to support
such autonomy. They are autonomous in their own economic sector but not in society
at large because they depend on the state for their empowerment.




