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Abstract
Despite the growing body of work on how COVID-19 impacts the use of public space, few studies focused on vulnerable social groups. This article outlines a systematic analysis of the use of public space by migrant domestic workers before and after the pandemic outbreak in Hong Kong. The analysis reveals changes in behavioural patterns, and we discuss them as part of an ongoing conflictual renegotiation of rights and space alongside the dual nature of invisibility. The growing invisibility of migrant workers prompts unresolved questions of rights, spatial and recognitional justice, and acceptance of diversity in the global neoliberal city.
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Background
Long before the COVID-19 pandemic, critical studies stressed that public space was unjustly distributed or restricted for vulnerable populations, including groups with precarious education, groups with precarious jobs and/or housing situations, migrants and ethnic minorities (Low 2016; Low and Iveson 2016; Soja 2010). An increasing number of scholars indicate that, although limited, the practices performed in public spaces are crucial for the agency—the process leading to the ability to make choices and act to overcome oppression—of vulnerable populations, such as migrants and low-income groups (Caillol 2018; Sniekers 2018). Due to a lack of private domestic space, vulnerable groups may rely on the public realm to perform several essential daily activities; therefore having restricted access to public space may result in denying these groups access to those activities (Mitchell 1997). 
Locations around the world have addressed the COVID-19 public health crisis with restrictions in terms of mobility, access to public space, social distancing and activity type. Precisely, several cities around the world have highly controlled the size, purpose and location of gatherings in public (Iveson 2020). These measures have prompted a subsequent increasing concern about the impacts of such regulations and their potential to normalize the restrictions on and surveillance of the access and use of public space (Cole et al. 2020; Mccall 2020; Salama 2020). For vulnerable groups lacking private space, such as the live-in migrant domestic workers, denied access to public space may result in deprivation of essential space for rest and relaxation away from their place of work, which typically does not provide enough privacy.
 On one side, a biopolitical apparatus tends to specifically confine migrant workers to employers’ homes or secluded residential dormitories, thus restricting the workers’ access to urban amenities and limiting workers’ interactions with co-ethnics and other city inhabitants (Goh 2019; 2014). On the other side, defying systematic devaluing of some ‘[un]acceptable behaviours’ (Mitchell 1997) and urban identities, ‘the other’ (Low and Iveson 2016) and their ‘out of place’ urban practices (Cresswell 1996) sometimes make themselves visible in public space. Hence, providing insights into the agency of migrant communities in the habitation of public space can contribute to producing new theoretical representations of social landscapes shaped by migrant workers and their bodies in the urban spaces of the global city (Goh 2019), providing magnifying lenses for studying migrant urbanism (Hall 2021; 2015).
Nevertheless, to what extent pandemic regulations have impacted migrant domestic workers and their visibility remains under-investigated (Apostolopoulou and Liodaki 2021; Honey-Rosés et al. 2020; Iveson 2020). This article attempts to address the identified paucity of research by analyzing the effects of social distancing regulations on migrant domestic workers’ established use of public space and visibility following the COVID-19 outbreak. The study area is Hong Kong (Figure 1), a public space-scarce global neoliberal city (Villani and Talamini 2021) where, during the pandemic, access to leisure space has often been subject to the availability of private resources. For the last four decades, the city has been a top destination for (mainly) female migrant domestic workers from Southeast Asia, who are spatially bounded by live-in policies and denied a path to long-term residency.
Our analysis builds on previous scholarship on the visibility of vulnerable groups and its relevance for addressing spatial justice and recognition in critical urban studies (Mitchell and Heynen 2009; Piazzoni 2020; Vigneswaran et al. 2017). Beyond a matter of distribution, availability and accessibility of space, recognition justice aims to ensure that public space fulfils the needs of its users (Kronenberg et al. 2020), an area that we examine in our investigation. The indiscrimination of public space users’ different attitudes, perceptions, behaviours and uses is a pre-condition for recognition justice (Low 2016).
This article, in line with Low and Iveson (2016), presents a critical study that combines theoretical stands on spatial justice and empirical urban studies. Specifically, we compare the use of two migrant domestic workers’ established gathering spaces before and after COVID-19-related restrictions, evaluating the spatial justice and visibility outcomes that occur from these regulations.
The remainder of this article is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the relevant literature concerning the visibility of vulnerable groups in public space and the recent empirical works on how the pandemic has affected these groups. Section 3 introduces the methodological framework and the study area. Section 4 presents the COVID-19 social distancing regulations and how their application has affected migrant domestic workers’ use of public space. Section 5 discusses the implication of the findings in conversation with the literature. Finally, Section 6 concludes the article. 
[Figure 1 about here]
Visibility of vulnerable groups in public space
Seminal studies emphasized the significance of visibility for vulnerable groups in public spaces. Mitchell and Heynen (2009) exposed how different urban interventions impact and restructure the ‘geography of survival’ of homeless people and their visibility, focusing on the increase of automated surveillance and trespass monitoring in interstitial spaces and the criminalization of food sharing in public. These interventions, which primarily aim to control urban aesthetics, impact some vulnerable groups perceived as a ‘threat’ (Pospěch 2020). Pro-decorum regulations include privatization, beautification and hygiene control (Cancellieri and Ostanel 2015), initiatives that ultimately seek to make urban public space hostile to targeted ‘undesirable’ groups (Piazzoni 2021). Similar dynamics are also found in suburban areas; for instance, North American aesthetics and exclusionary practices are highly interlinked, targeting vulnerable groups, such as Latino migrants whose labour in gardening services remains essential to maintaining idyllic suburban pastoral landscapes (Duncan and Duncan 2003). 
Regulations and spatial apparatuses determine what (and who) is and what (and who) is not visible in public space, aiming to normalize users’ behaviours towards hegemonically acceptable practices and disproportionately impact vulnerable groups. Hence, invisibility can manifest and produce the denial of the right ‘to be’ in the city, the right to participate in the socio-political production of society (Mitchell 1997). Concurrently, visibility reveals its dual nature as a condition for the counter-publics of publicness and surveillance (Iveson 2007). On the one hand, participation in public offers individuals the capacity to establish themselves as participants; the making of the (Habermas’) public sphere is associated with being seen in public. On the other hand, for some vulnerable groups, being in public implies being exposed to the normative gaze of others or the technological governance that regulates the users’ conduct regarding what is appropriate when in public. Thus, visibility is essential to surveillance and policing and can be technologically enhanced (Hatuka and Toch 2017).
Pandemic and vulnerable groups
Regulatory measures that limit groups and activities permitted in spaces, such as those enacted following COVID-19 outbreaks, are complex processes involving and affecting multiple actors (Astor 2019; Loukaitou-Sideris and Ehrenfeucht 2009). Empirical evidence allows for scrutinizing the behavioural changes in vulnerable groups’ use of public space and uses during and after a severe health crisis, such as a disease outbreak (Honey-Rosés et al. 2020). Recent research suggests that COVID-19 pandemic restrictions and measures had highly uneven impacts across class, gender and social status, thus inevitably worsening inequality and social, spatial and environmental injustice in urban environments (Apostolopoulou and Liodaki 2021). Among the impacted groups during the pandemic, migrant domestic workers confined to their employers’ houses have been especially vulnerable to an increase in workload and exposure to violence and abuse (Acciari 2020; Antona 2019). Hong Kong is a particularly significant case due to blind spots in the policy response affecting the way migrant domestic workers experience the pandemic (Lui et al. 2021). A perceived lack of support from the government and stigmatization compounded by clusters of COVID-19 identified with migrant domestic workers gathering make the systematic study of visibility in this context particularly relevant. This article, therefore, aims to answer the following questions: 1) How are new COVID-19 restrictions devised to limit and control the gathering spaces of vulnerable groups? 2) What is the recorded change in spatial practices from the pre-pandemic period to the relaxation of social distancing measures? 3) To what extent are the imposed restrictions affecting migrant domestic workers’ self-determination?
 
Methods
This paper adopts a mixed-methods approach—including environment-behaviour observations, documentary analysis and semi-structured interviews—to study the conceived and perceived impacts of distancing regulations on vulnerable populations. We reviewed the regulatory measures that Hong Kong has enacted concerning the limitations on groups, activities and locations of gathering since the pandemic’s inception. To do so, we relied upon data gathered from a variety of sources, including written information accessed from relevant departments responsible for public space management, such as the Leisure and Cultural Services Department (LCSD) and Food and Environmental Hygiene Department (FEHD); government public records and reports; media coverage; and three semi-structured in-depth interviews with spokespersons from migrant domestic workers-focused non-governmental organizations (NGOs). These sources allowed us to examine the impact of the COVID-19 public space regulations process from different perspectives and how debates over the regulations’ impacts have formed in the public sphere.
The comparative analysis of migrant domestic workers’ spatial practices will provide empirical evidence of public space use changes following the pandemic. We, therefore, adopted an environment-behaviour approach that can measure the change between pre-pandemic and post-outbreak spatial practices. Thus, we followed the data collection protocol established by Villani and Talamini (2021). To collect primary data, we adopted environment-behaviour methods, including on-site observations and video recordings. This research took advantage of data collection that occurred in Q4 2018 and Q1 2019 as part of a training exercise for behaviour mapping. We completed the remaining fieldwork in Q3 2020. The study area comprises two renowned migrant domestic workers gathering locations: the Mong Kok skywalk and the Chater Road pedestrianized area. Migrant domestic workers activities data were systematically collected during the same timeslot (3–4 pm) during three periods: before the pandemic (period 0: P0), at the peak of the third pandemic wave (period 1: P1), and during the social distancing relaxation phase when the pandemic was under control (period 2: P2) (see Table 1). Hong Kong recorded recurrent pandemic outbreaks during 2020: the selected P1 and P2 correspond to the third wave peak and the relaxation between the second and third waves, respectively. A debriefing session allowed us to categorize the stationary activities in which migrant domestic workers engaged, from the more social to the more individually oriented. Subsequently, we geoplotted activities on a GIS platform where the base map of the two case studies was uploaded. The behavioural data (N = 5,506) were examined through geoprocessing and spatial analysis. The following section presents the migrant domestic workers’ activities through dot distribution maps, kernel density maps and descriptive statistics.
Besides, between April 2020 and November 2020, we interviewed three highly informed spokespersons representing three NGOs catering to migrant domestic workers’ needs. Before becoming activists, two of the three interviewed spokespersons had long-term working experiences as migrant domestic workers, and all participated in weekly outreach activities in the same public spaces that migrant domestic workers frequented. While gathering information through activists inevitably offered a partial standpoint, the three NGOs advocate for the larger migrant domestic workers ethnic groups—Filipinas and Indonesians—and provide social, legal, educational and medical support to migrant domestic workers without requiring enrolment. Among all the migrant domestic workers we met during the fieldwork, about half were aware of what services NGOs provide; the other half either did not require support activities or were relying on religious services or close social circles for counselling, while some were afraid participating would hinder their employment contracts.
The interviews with NGO spokespersons illuminate the modalities of regulation implementation, the effects on the migrant domestic workers’ rest day, and the projected long-term impact on the migrant domestic workers’ gathering location and activities. Moreover, the interviews highlighted the migrant domestic workers’ reception of the newly imposed restrictive measures and the defence of the right to days off. We conducted the interviews in English, transcribed them and then thematically coded the content using Atlas.ti. The selected quotes included in our analysis illustrate the dominant themes expressed by the interviewees.
Our position as observers and casual interlocutors with migrant domestic workers was conjoined to the privileges we embody and changed with time. Initially, in P0, during video recordings and informal on-site discussions, migrant women’s curious questioning seemed to show a general sense of interest. During P1 and P2, some media outlets reinforced the perception of migrant domestic workers as potential carriers of COVID-19 (similar to that reported by Ladegård (2013); subsequently, our presence provoked a sense of suspicion and concern. When approaching us and questioning the presence of our video-recording device, some migrant domestic workers reported being concerned with their employers learning about their gathering; we assured the migrant domestic workers of the rigorous data treatment and the recording use being limited to academic research without disclosing recorded images in any way. All these conditions might have partially influenced the activities recorded.

[bookmark: _Ref56196654]Table 1. Behavioural Observation Periods for the Mong Kok skywalk (MK) and Chater Road area (CR). 
	P.
	Phase
	Date
	Weather
	O.A.T. [°C]
	Daily cases [N]
	COVID-19 regulations

	0
	Pre-pandemic
	MK: 21 Oct 18
CR: 3 Feb 19
	MK: Cloudy
CR: Cloudy
	MK: 29
CR: 25
	-
	-

	1
	Epidemic peak
	MK: 26 Jul 20
CR: 26 Jul 20
	Cloudy
	35
	128
	High risk of a large-scale community outbreak. Compulsory mask requirement; indication to avoid public spaces and unnecessary social activities; maximum four people per group allowed in public space. 

	2

	Epidemic under control
	MK: 5 Jul 20
CR: 5 Jul 20
	Cloudy
	33
	10
	Maximum 50 people per group allowed in public space; perform hand hygiene frequently.


Sources: Period 1 (HKSAR 2020b), Period 2 (HKSAR 2020a)

Context
Long before the COVID-19 pandemic and the 2019–20 civil unrest hitting Hong Kong’s public spaces, some of the 373,884 migrant domestic workers registered in Hong Kong (population 7.5 million) were gathering for their weekly day off in the dense urban core of Hong Kong Island and Kowloon peninsula. These migrant women are bounded to 2-year full-time contracts, toiling for minimum allowable wages and live-in policies in the renowned small residential spaces of Hong Kong. Such conditions impel the women to spend time outside the home-workplace during their days off. These women are reportedly suffering physical and mental abuse (Cheung et al. 2019). Mainly Filipinas and Indonesians—the city’s largest ethnic minority groups—these women have been informally occupying sidewalks, elevated footbridges, parks and other leftover public spaces on Sundays for the last four decades (Law 2002). Like with the temporary appropriation of public spaces in Singapore and Taipei (Yeoh and Huang 1998; Liu 2015), migrant domestic workers gather to perform a variety of social (e.g., chatting, eating), physical (e.g., dancing or hiking), educational (e.g., attending short courses) and entrepreneurial activities (e.g., illegal selling of food, small items or beauty services), typically by sitting in groups on cardboard and congregating with fellow countrywomen. 
In Hong Kong’s public space scarcity, temporality characterizes the spaces where migrant women meet. Commuters and white-collar workers crowd the financial district and other central locations during working days, leaving the spaces empty on the weekends. Then, the migrant domestic workers appropriate the freed spaces and become visible in public only during days off since they are ordinarily confined to their home spaces for the rest of the week. The Chater Road pedestrianized area and the Mong Kok skywalk are two highly representative cases of this informal weekly appropriation by Filipinas and Indonesians, respectively. The Chater Road and the perpendicular Ice House street comprise an 8,907 m2 pedestrianized area with the luxury shopping complexes and iconic skyscrapers of the financial district as background. While shading and a few benches are provided in the adjacent statue square, the Chater Road area consists of railed sidewalk spaces and the (pedestrianized) vehicular lane. The elevated walkway of the Mong Kok skywalk exemplifies a public space characterized by modernist design and rational planning (Villani, Talamini and Hu 2020), connecting two transportation hubs and shopping complexes in a high-density old district. An overhead canopy shades the 3,600 m2 linear space; pedestrians use the central area, while migrant domestic workers sit on the sides of the bridge. Both spaces were flashpoints during the citywide social unrest in 2019 when protesters occupied public and semi-private streets. The protests temporarily prevented the gathering of migrant domestic workers, and the frequent disruptions of the mass transit service pressured most migrant domestic workers to gather closer to their employers’ homes.
COVID-19 regulations and their application
Since the early phases of the pandemic outbreak, several regulations expressly controlled and restricted the migrant domestic workers’ rest day. The call for migrant domestic workers to refrain from gathering in public spaces and thus staying home on days off came as early as January 2020 (HKSAR Labour Department 2020b). The subject of migrant domestic workers gathering on their days off is often associated with being ‘a crowd’ (HSAR Chief Executive 2020) or ‘crowding’ public spaces (HKSAR Labour Department 2020a), and several government bodies promote the following message: ‘stay at home for rest’ (HKSAR Labour Department 2020a). In such messaging, the government does not mention any considerations of specific arrangements for the type and space provided for migrant domestic workers’ rest at their home-workplaces; instead, the government appeals to employers to exercise mutual understanding of rest-day arrangements. 
The COVID-19 social distancing regulations assumed a spatial dimension in territory-wide control enactment. Mobile broadcasts, publicity vans and an increased policing workforce conducted enforcement actions against migrant domestic workers gathering in popular places, such as parks, pedestrianized streets and skywalks (HKSAR Labour Department 2020c). These enforcement actions are depicted in several photos attached to the press releases showing patrols with large signs instructing migrant domestic workers (HKSAR 2020d; HKSAR Leisure and Cultural Services Department 2020). The departments responsible for public space management (LCSD and FEHD) called upon migrant domestic workers ‘in particular to comply with the regulations’ [emphasis added] and avoid ‘meet[ing] friends’, while specifically citing the activities that some migrant domestic workers engage in as ‘hawking’, resulting in at least 3,000 inspections with at least 5,000 verbal reminders (HKSAR Leisure and Cultural Services Department 2020). 
Those migrant domestic workers who could reach the gathering places in central areas were highly controlled and sometimes deterred by staff patrolling, and some of the few seating places adjacent to the Chater Road area were cordoned off to allegedly allow for social distancing. Consequently, these once vibrant public spaces started to be perceived as ‘ghost towns’ (Shiela Tebia-Bonifacio 2020, personal communication) during the most severe phases of the pandemic.
Changed spatial practices during COVID-19
This section provides a specific account of the change in activities and patterns of spatial occupancy for the selected gathering spaces during the two phases of pandemic development (P1 and P2). These phases are benchmarked against P0, the pre-pandemic condition. In the following section, we report the P0, P1, and P2.
P0
During P0, the average migrant domestic workers’ density recorded at the Mong Kok skywalk and the Chater Road pedestrianized area was 0.42 person per m2 and 0.11 person per m2, respectively. Social activities were 90.54% of total activities at the Mong Kok skywalk and 85.44% at the Chater Road area. Specifically, at both the Mong Kok skywalk and the Chater Road area, migrant domestic workers mainly chatted. The Chater Road pedestrianized area was often the setting for beauty pageant contests and large-group dancing, advocacy, and banqueting activities. Production activities were frequent at the Mong Kok skywalk, which served as a gathering location for Indonesian women who prepared food directly on the bridge. The typical food preparation setting consisted of one woman sitting on the covered ground, preparing the main course through ‘cobek’ and ‘ulekan’ (mortar and pestle), with fellow women-customers encircling the cooking arrangement. While at the Chater Road area, mobile individual informal vendors, both Filipinas and some males from the Indian subcontinent, were selling hot beverages or pre-packed sweets and counterfeit merchandise, respectively. Individual activities accounted for just 7.47% of total activities at the Mong Kok skywalk and about 14.56% at the Chater Road area. The most observed individual activity was standing at the Mong Kok skywalk, and using the smartphone at the Chater Road area. The patterns of spatial occupancy showed higher clustering of migrant domestic workers near food preparation activities (1.43 person per m2) and the railing area (0.99 person per m2) at the Mong Kok skywalk. At the Chater Road area, migrant domestic workers tended to cluster near the shaded areas (0.43 person per m2) and on sidewalk curbs (0.43 person per m2).
P1
During P1, the gathering of migrant domestic workers at the Mong Kok skywalk (Figure 2) and the Chater Road area (Figure 3) was significantly scaled-down in density (ΔP0, P1% = -60)[footnoteRef:1] (see Table 2). The migrant domestic workers’ activity types changed with a decrease in social activities of more than 70% in both locations. Specifically, migrant domestic workers food sharing dropped at the Mong Kok skywalk, and at the Chater Road area, migrant domestic workers took fewer selfies and talked on the phone less, as reported in Table 3. Among the social activities, dancing was less impacted at the Chater Road area. Migrant domestic workers perceived sharing food in groups as a high-risk COVID-19 transmission activity and frowned upon it; performing this activity would also increase the chances of being questioned by the staff patrolling. [1:  As P0 is set as a before-treatment reference, the percentage change (ΔP0,Px%) is equal to the percentage point change (pp). In this paper, Δ% is preferred to pp to highlight the ratio of change over the difference.] 

Conversely, migrant domestic workers’ dancing groups and activities were still present in the street during P1. Outdoor physical activities were never banned in Hong Kong during the pandemic, and migrant domestic workers’ dancing activity—typically Zumba choreographies—requires the participants to keep some distance from each other. With the social distancing requirements in place, migrant domestic workers’ dancing group organizers encouraged participants to maintain a wider distance from each other to comply with the regulations. As a result, dancing became more popular than sharing food, owing to a lesser chance of being interrupted by staff patrolling. 
Production activities were observed only at the Mong Kok skywalk, where a decrease of 23.33% from P0 was observed. Specifically, substantially fewer migrant domestic workers prepared food, which they perceived as a high-risk activity. Individual activities increased at the Mong Kok skywalk (ΔP0,P1% = 114.16) and slightly declined at the Chater Road area (ΔP0,P1% = -16.08). The social, chatty, and sometimes loud environment of P0 became much quieter in P1. Among the individual activities, migrant domestic workers lying down just slightly decreased at the Mong Kok skywalk as women needed to rest after the long work week. At the Chater Road area, individual activities, such as crafting and eating, drastically decreased. The spatial patterns of occupancy, reported in Table 4, showed significant shrinkage near the food preparation areas and railing space area at the Mong Kok skywalk; the wider part of the skywalk was less impacted. During the same period, at the Chater Road location, the area near the MTR exit and the sidewalk was considerably less occupied. The tree-shaded areas at the Chater Road location became significantly less crowded in P1 than in P0; migrant domestic workers’ large group activities in P0 were nowhere to be seen during P1. At the Mong Kok skywalk, groups had a maximum of 7 migrant domestic workers per group with an average group size of 2.5 people (see Table 5). Similarly, the Chater Road area groups included a maximum of 6 migrant domestic workers and an average of 2.7 people each. The average distance between people was more than 1 m, and about 40% of migrant domestic workers used face masks in both locations. 
[Figure 2 about here]
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Table 2. Migrant Domestic Workers Numbers and Activities in the Three Phases for the Mong Kok skywalk (MK) and Chater Road area (CR); Percentage Changes against P0.
	
	MK
	
	
	
	
	CR
	
	
	
	

	
	P0
	P1
	
	P2
	
	P0
	P1
	
	P2
	

	Activities
	[N]
	[N]
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[N]
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[Δ%]

	Total obs.
	1512
	518
	-65.74
	1173
	-22.42
	982
	346
	-64.77
	975
	-0.71

	Density
	0.42
	0.11
	-73.81
	0.32
	-23.81
	0.11
	0.04
	-63.64
	0.11
	0.00

	Individual
	113
	242
	114.16
	392
	246.90
	143
	120
	-16.08
	327
	128.67

	Social
	1369
	253
	-81.52
	733
	-46.46
	839
	222
	-73.54
	628
	-25.15

	Production
	30
	23
	-23.33
	48
	60.00
	0
	4
	-
	20
	-



Table 3. Activity Types in the Three Phases for Mong Kok skywalk (MK) and Chater Road area (CR); Percentage Changes against P0.
	
	
	MK
	
	
	
	
	CR
	
	
	
	

	
	
	P0
	P1
	
	P2
	
	P0
	P1
	
	P2
	

	Activities
	
	[N]
	[N]
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[N]
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[Δ%]

	Social
	Chatting
	1327
	241
	-81.84
	680
	-48.76
	768
	198
	-74.22	
	493
	-35.81

	
	Praying
	0
	0
	-
	1
	-
	0
	0
	-
	-
	-

	
	Selfie
	11
	2
	-81.82
	1
	-90.91
	4
	0
	-100.00
	12
	200.00

	
	Sharing food
	31
	2
	-93.55
	35
	12.90
	5
	3
	-40.00
	0
	-100.00

	
	Talking on the phone
	0
	7
	-
	15
	-
	41
	5
	-87.80	
	10
	-75.61

	
	Give care
	0
	1
	-
	1
	-
	0
	2
	-
	5
	-

	
	Dancing
	0
	0
	-
	0
	-
	5
	4
	-20.00
	28
	460.00

	
	Playing
	0
	0
	-
	0
	-
	16
	10
	-37.50
	30
	87.50

	
	Demonstrating
	0
	0
	-
	0
	-
	0
	0
	-
	50
	-

	Productive
	Prep. food
	30
	4
	-86.67
	14
	-53.33

	0
	0
	-
	0
	-

	
	Hawking
	0
	19
	-
	34
	-
	0
	4
	-
	20
	-

	Individual
	Laying
	50
	39
	-22.00
	66
	32.00
	24
	7
	-70.83
	28
	16.67

	
	Standing
	63
	21
	-66.67
	44
	-30.16
	0
	30
	-
	89
	-

	
	Packing
	0
	23
	-
	29
	-
	0
	28
	-
	24
	-

	
	Self-care
	0
	4
	-
	8
	-
	0
	0
	-
	6
	-

	
	Eating (alone)
	0
	14
	-
	28
	-
	12
	1
	-91.67
	17
	41.67

	
	Using phone
	0
	138
	-
	209
	-
	94
	54
	-42.55
	156
	65.96	

	
	Smoking
	0
	1
	-
	7
	-
	0
	0
	-
	2
	-

	
	Crafting
	0
	2
	-
	1
	-
	5
	0
	-100.00
	5
	0

	
	Reading
	0
	0
	-
	0
	-
	8
	0
	-
	0
	-



Table 4. Activity Density Per Spatial Feature [person/m2] in the Three Phases for the Mong Kok skywalk (MK) and Chater Road area (CR); Percentage Changes against P0.
	 
	MK
	 
	 
	 
	 
	CR
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	P0
	P1
	
	P2
	
	P0
	P1
	
	P2
	

	 
	[N] 
	[N] 
	[Δ%]
	[N] 
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[N] 
	[Δ%]
	[N]
	[Δ%]

	Part 1
	0.43
	0.35
	-58.14
	0.35
	-18.60
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-

	Part 2
	0.44
	0.16
	-63.64
	0.31
	-29.55
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-

	Railing area
	0.99
	0.31
	-68.69
	0.73
	-26.26
	0.20
	0.06
	-70.00
	0.2
	-20.00

	Preparing food
	1.43
	0.33
	-76.92
	0.58
	-59.44
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-

	Garbage bins
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.32
	-
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-

	Roadway area
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.12
	0.05
	-58.33
	0.1
	0.00

	Sidewalk area
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.10
	0.02
	-80.00
	0.1
	0.00

	MTR exit area
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.14
	0.02
	-85.71
	0.1
	-42.86

	Shaded area
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.43
	0.13
	-69.77
	0.3
	-20.93

	Tree Cov.
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.16
	0.09
	-43.75
	0.3
	75.00

	Curb area
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.32
	0.08
	-75.00
	0.2
	-28.13

	Preparing food
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	0.00
	-
	0.00
	-



Table 5. Groups, the Distance between People and Mask Use Descriptive Statistics for the Mong Kok skywalk (MK) and Chater Road area (CR).
	
	MK
	
	CR
	

	
	P1
	P2
	P1
	P2

	
	[N]
	[N]
	[N]
	[N]

	Groups
	166
	332
	104
	291

	Min
	2
	2
	2
	2

	Max
	7
	12
	6
	8

	Average
	2.52
	3.09
	2.76
	2.89

	Standard deviation 
	0.89
	1.48
	1.04
	1.14

	Distance between people
	
	
	
	

	Min
	0.39
	0.34
	0.31
	0.32

	Max
	9.38
	3.82
	3.44
	6.75

	Average
	1.05
	0.77
	1.1
	0.92

	Standard deviation 
	0.75
	0.29
	0.44
	0.5

	Masks
	220
	139
	137
	176



P2
During P2, the occupation of public space partially recovered when compared to P1 (ΔP1, P2% = 148.61). Compared to P0, the skywalk at the Mong Kok skywalk (Figure 2) was slightly less crowded (ΔPo, P2% = -22.42) in P2, and similarly, the activities at the Chater Road area (Figure 3) were almost unchanged in density (see Table 2). Concurrently, between P0 and P2, social activities diminished by 46.46% at the Mong Kok skywalk and 25.15% at the Chater Road area (Figure 4). Among the social activities, migrant domestic workers taking selfies and chatting occurred considerably less often at the Mong Kok skywalk, while the number of migrant domestic workers sharing food increased slightly. Food sharing was the first activity at the Mong Kok skywalk that resumed when COVID-19 transmissions were controlled, revealing the importance of food sharing for the Indonesian migrant domestic workers in Hong Kong. At the Chater Road area, migrant domestic workers dancing, taking selfies and playing games increased while sharing food, talking on the phone, and chatting activities decreased compared to P0. A few large dancing groups took to the street while banqueting or large advocacy activities did not resume. Production-oriented occupations were observed only at the Mong Kok skywalk skywalk and overall increased owing more to hawking activities; however, food production decreased. Individual activities highly intensified in both locations (ΔPo, P2% = 246.9 at the Mong Kok skywalk; ΔPo, P2% = 128.67 at the CR). The number of migrant domestic workers lying down increased at the Mong Kok skywalk. At the Chater Road area, migrant domestic workers using phones, eating alone, and lying down increased. During P2, the higher number of migrant domestic workers engaged in individual activities, particularly laying down or sleeping in these public spaces, indicates that migrant domestic workers were still spending their day off resting or engaged in passive individual activities, possibly due to an intensified week workload. The spatial occupancy patterns were consistent with P1 at the Mong Kok skywalk, while at the Chater Road area, the stationary activities density significantly decreased near MTR exit areas (ΔPo, P2% = -46.56), and density increased by about 71.55% near the tree coverage area. 
Migrant domestic workers groups were larger in both locations. Groups were composed of a maximum of 12 people (with more than three people per group, on average) at the Mong Kok skywalk, and the average distance between people was less than 1 m. Similarly, in the Chater Road area, the maximum number per group increased to 8 people, the average number was less than three people per group, and the average distance between people was less than 1 m. Roughly 11.85% of migrant domestic workers at the Mong Kok skywalk and 18.05% of migrant domestic workers at the Chater Road area wore a face make in P2.
[Figure 4 about here]

The renegotiation of rights, space and the migrant domestic workers’ self-determination process 
The disruption of previous stable conditions has led to a conflictual renegotiation of rights and space.
Renegotiation of rights
The government explicitly addressed the ban on gatherings in public spaces towards migrant domestic workers, who were urged to stay at home-workplaces during days off, leaving most of them with nowhere to rest. Hence, the migrant domestic workers expressed their demand for rights as formal quests for live-out policies (HKSAR 2020c), and a significant part of it occurred between the migrant domestic workers and their employers. The lack of private space reflects the impossibility of having adequate rest and emerged as the first problem migrant domestic workers faced during the pandemic phases (even in P2). As Cynthia Ca Abdon-Tellez[footnoteRef:2], General Manager for Mission for Migrant Workers, shares: [2:  The ethical repercussions existing between maintaining anonymity and providing the name of the organization was a matter of discussion among authors. We contacted the interviewees, asked for permission to name them and the organization they represent, and provided a draft of this paper. The three spokespersons gave their consent to be named in this publication.] 

A lot of domestic workers would call us [asking for help], and I would ask, ‘…Do you have your room [to spend the day-off]?’ A lot of them will say ‘yes.’ [Operator replies] ‘Why don’t you stay in your room?’ ‘I cannot because a lot of the members of the house will come and go.’… It turns out to be a laundry room, or stock room, left open, without a lock. 
Shiela Tebia-Bonifacio (2020, personal communication), the chairperson of Gabriela Hong Kong, adds that the denied (or irregularly permitted) right to leave the house during days off combined with the lack of private space results in a subsequent increase in workload. Due to the employers’ families working from home, the already longer working hours added to the upsurging request for more frequent cleaning following health recommendations. 
Some migrant domestic workers still negotiated with their employers regarding the need to rest during their day off. As Ms Ca Abdon-Tellez suggests, the engrained need for a restorative environment and privacy might persuade employers to allow the migrant domestic workers to leave the house: 
I tell them [migrant domestic workers denied the right to a day off], ‘Madam, I want to go on my day off because that is the only time I can have my environment where I think I can take a rest, I cannot rest in the house... I just want to go out.’ [emphasis added]
The migrant domestic workers still allowed to visit the popular and long-established gathering locations in the central areas may face additional challenges arising from the enactment of social distancing regulations that are primarily perceived as unfair given the specific mention of the migrant domestic workers in official announcements, as the interviewees concur. Consequently, the self-blaming sentiments of some migrant domestic workers—’ It [specific call of migrant domestic workers] made us wonder whether we are really the carrier of the virus or we are just stigmatized?’ (Eni Lestari 2020, personal communication)—relate to the feeling of being intimidated. Ms Lestari depicts the experience of being controlled in public spaces, referring to late July when stringent social distancing regulations were ongoing. Ms Tebia-Bonifacio recalls the experience of migrant domestic workers being tape-measured at the Chater Road area by the patrolling staff enacting the minimum social distance regulation:
In Causeway Bay [gathering space for migrant domestic workers from Indonesia], they [migrant domestic workers] will see a big number of police officers, like 4 to 10 people [who] check whether you are a mass, whether you sit 1.5 meters away. This is very intimidating, because they do not patrol high-end places like LKF [night-clubs area popular among expatriates], places where the expatriates are gathering. Why? Because we are domestic workers, we are poor and then you know, we have no home on Sunday, we only have a path [referring to migrant domestic workers often sitting on sidewalks or residual spaces].
The call for migrant domestic workers to avoid gathering in public spaces and stay home for rest led to a de facto upheaval of the right to days off for many. For this low-income group, the consequences of being homebound are an increased workload, the impossibility of running essential errands, such as buying food or sending money to families and the inability to visit a stimulating environment and engage in social activities. The upheaval of the right to the day off then becomes a denied chance for a familiar social encounter and, more essentially, a denied occasion to change the environment from the daily working-living space of domestic duties.
Renegotiation of space
COVID-19 is not the first health crisis in Hong Kong that required migrant domestic workers to upend their use of public space, yet the 2020 pandemic is perceived as the most controlled one. According to Eni Lestari (2020, personal communication), chairperson of the International Migrants Alliance, during SARS in 2003, migrant domestic workers had fewer means to access information (mainly relying on mainstream media). Thus, most migrant domestic workers remained unaware of the regulations and stayed in public spaces on days off.
The transformative effects caused by the pandemic-related regulations are visually manifesting in public space occupation. Before the pandemic, activities involved meeting through social, religious or other organizations in popular central spaces, remote beaches or parks; as a consequence of the COVID-19 outbreak, however, the activities became more individual and essential. During their time outside the house, a few small migrant domestic workers groups organized hiking or physical exercise sessions, but most migrant domestic workers minimized their social activities, as our informants explained. Migrant domestic workers moved from their neighbourhoods just to send money home, and buy food and protective equipment while trying to maximize their rest time by calling their families, lying down and sleeping. Besides the activity patterns, the movement and location of migrant domestic workers drastically changed. Most of them stayed near employers’ houses, such as in the buildings’ common areas, local parks and markets; under pedestrian bridges and flyovers; or on the sidewalks. As Ms Lestari shares, these local spaces are not always accessible, and the migrant domestic workers are often not well-received by residents of the nearby buildings, including some employers. Neighbourhood parks and leftover spaces are typically small and do not usually allow for flexible use. The available seating spaces might be only individual benches, upon which laying down is impossible. These spaces are also within easier reach and view of migrant domestic workers’ employers, who can closely control the migrant domestic workers, further limiting some activities (e.g., sleeping on the ground). The informant adds that discriminatory events against migrant domestic workers who gather near their buildings are frequent, mostly involving the buildings’ security guards urging migrant domestic workers to leave common spaces:
These spaces are not comfortable. They [migrant domestic workers] gather there not because they enjoy the space, but because their day-off hours are only limited [maximum six hours] … Some locals are really feeling annoyed by the presence of the domestic workers around the building, even if we do nothing. Even if we don’t make noise, but they [local residents] don’t like it [they say:] ‘you make this environment dirty, you make my place look bad’. [emphasis added]
Due to social distancing regulations, large NGO events in central areas are suspended, and some NGOs have scattered their presence and created different branches on Hong Kong Island, in Kowloon, and in New Territories (Eni Lestari 2020, personal communication). Moreover, the dispersion of migrant domestic workers’ activities in the urban landscape hinders NGOs’ educational activities and the migrant domestic workers’ participation in them. The presence of migrant domestic workers is also hindered and irregular, as Ms Lestari shares:
Our [NGO] problem is [that] we only rely upon active members and good employers to sustain the organization. So the number of people who are capable of running the activities is very small, within 5 to 10 people, and then you have to split them into three teams—one in Causeway Bay, the other one may be in Mei Foo, the other one in Sha Tin—just to make sure that we are connected to our members, we give away flyers, we give away [COVID-19] information, [and] we give them education.
Our informants project that, even after the immediacy of the pandemic has passed, many migrant domestic workers will continue to minimize their expenses—including the travelling cost to reach central areas and spending on leisure activities and goods from their ethnic-based shops—to ensure they can still send money to their families back home and buy daily necessities. According to one informant, the limited hours allowed for rest and the increase in work-related fatigue will thus profoundly transform the migrant domestic workers’ locational patterns (Eni Lestari 2020, personal communication).
Discussion
COVID-related regulations have led to the upheaval of migrant domestic workers’ pre-pandemic leisure practices. During the pandemic, the established central gathering spaces were partially emptied from the usual migrant domestic workers’ presence and controlled by government staff patrolling. Thus, the once shared sense of freedom and movement that migrant domestic workers described (Cynthia Ca Abdon-Tellez 2020 personal communication) as being enabled by the central gathering spaces switched to feelings of intimidation and control. After the more stringent COVID-19 distancing regulations were relaxed, individual resting activities have still been widely characterized through these central spaces. Practices such as lying down, dancing and playing board games replaced the large gatherings, food sharing, demonstrations, and informal economic activities described by Constable (Constable 2015; 1997) and Lai (2010). Widely open areas and green spaces are also preferred to crowded locations near station exits or food preparation places. The recorded changes may reveal how the pandemic is unevenly impacting different individuals within an apparently cohesive social group: the resistance of certain types of activities (e.g. dancing), typically performed by younger migrant domestic workers, possibly manifest a changed demographic profile, also resulting from a different concern for a potential infection. The transformation concerns not only bodies but also their interactions with the environment: visibility is not just related to the visible but rather concerns all the senses of perception (Brighenti 2010). Hence, the changes in spatial occupation and behaviour patterns produce transformations in odours and colours, particularly those related to food production and consumption, that are shaping peculiar cultural landscapes. Nevertheless, a profound account of the intrinsic diversity within the migrant domestic workers’ social group and the shifting landscapes goes beyond the scope of this paper; future research may address it.
The findings empirically support recent research indicating that spontaneous interactions would be affected if social distancing becomes standard even for a short period; passive engagement and formalized social control would increase (Salama 2020). Such a change has profound implications for the necessity of social interaction, assembly and simultaneity. During the pandemic, the restrictions to public space have not just limited the migrant domestic workers’ right to public space or constituted a significant change in typical patterns of use, but also deepened the asymmetric relationship between employers and workers, resulting in increased levels of exploitation and the questioning of previously acquired rights (i.e., the right to days off). In the future, the patrolling of public space will be considered in Hong Kong ‘as and when necessary’ (LCSD 2020, personal communication), and may lead to the following situations: ‘local prohibition (against sleeping in public, say) becomes a total prohibition for some people… The annihilation of space by law is, unavoidably (if still only potentially) the annihilation of people’ (Mitchell 1997, 312). Conversely, informal measures to prevent COVID-19 were put in place by NGOs dedicated to migrant domestic workers’ well-being and included the donation-based free distribution of informative leaflets, face masks and hand sanitizers during gatherings. These measures took a different, more educational form than the punitive approach (Georgiou, Hall, and Dajani 2020) through which government patrolling was delivered.
Before the pandemic, the migrant domestic workers’ spatial and social practices contradicted the norms in Hong Kong as in other cities (Caillol 2018; Yeoh and Annadhurai 2008; Yeoh and Huang 1998; Tam 2016). The migrant domestic workers previously appropriated public spaces, and their practices as consumers, beauty contestants or athletes contributed to challenging hierarchies of power (Chu and Catalan 2020; Constable 2009; Villani and Talamini 2021). On one side, after the COVID-19 outbreak, with the scaling down of ‘Little Manila’ (Kwok 2019; Law 2002), the migrant domestic workers’ visibility as a group and range of movements in the urban landscape drastically reduced, potentially hindering migrant domestic workers’ agency. On the other side, after the COVID-19 outbreak, these migrant women and the organizations catering to their needs virtually fragmented and dispersed into smaller groups in more remote neighbourhoods of the city. Some migrant domestic workers now organize hiking activities; a considerable number rest in the local space around their home-workplaces (Cynthia Ca Abdon-Tellez 2020, personal communication). This modality of public space appropriation echoes the quiet encroachment of the ordinary—‘the discreet and prolonged ways in which the poor struggle to survive and to better their lives by quietly impinging on the propertied and powerful, and on society at large’ (Bayat 2010, 14).
The migrant domestic workers’ fluid itineraries and trend of activity dispersion in the urban landscape started before the COVID-19 pandemic (Chu and Catalan 2020), coexisting with large gatherings in central areas and may continue in the aftermath of it (Eni Lestari 2020, personal communication). Supported by social media, migrant domestic workers’ engagement in educational and labour activities and their contribution to the informal economy may involve other—more local and dispersed—forms and locations of migrant urbanism (Hall 2015). Concurrently, as emerged from the experiences of our informants, the dispersion of migrant domestic workers’ activities in the local public spaces, in some cases, creates a contrast between ‘my place’ of permanent residence and ‘my place’ based on the locational and spatial behavioural change of migrant domestic workers. Nevertheless, the new dynamics may also produce the condition for a public realm with more porous and open borders between social groups (Sennett 2018) that may be investigated by further research.
The reconfiguration of gathering practices and NGO services on dispersed geographies of space and time pressures migrant domestic workers, just like other vulnerable social groups, have been pressured in different contexts to devise a creative ‘geography of survivals’ (Mitchell and Heynen 2009), leaving those who are not within reach of NGOs particularly exposed. Beyond the idyllic pacification, the resulting urban landscapes hide the clearance of an unwieldy presence and the bias towards a social group that is fundamental to the functioning and reproduction of the socioeconomic structure embedded within and producing that urban landscape (Duncan and Duncan 2003). 
Finally, the increased invisibility of the migrant domestic workers in public space entails both impacts on the process of subjectivation through interactions with others and the impossibility of public representation for a whole social group—processes that affect the migrant domestic workers, all those who interact with them and the society at large (Butler and Yancy 2020).
Conclusion
This research aimed to examine the impact of COVID-19 on the use of public space and the visibility of migrant workers in the case of a global neoliberal city, Hong Kong. We used a methodological triangulation to reveal the biopolitical apparatuses operating a normalization of behaviours while reducing the visibility of migrants in the central areas of the city. The observational data collection comprised two highly representative gathering spaces—one pedestrianized street and one skywalk network. We collected observations of stationary activities (N = 5,506) during three periods: pre-pandemic, pandemic peak, and pandemic under control. The analysis of the impact of regulations reveals drastic changes in the use pattern of urban public spaces and the visibility of migrant domestic workers. Activities decreased by more than 60% during the outbreak and partially recovered during the social distancing relaxation phase. Nonetheless, a significant shift in activities, patterns of spatial occupancy and group size emerged between the pre-pandemic and social distancing relaxation periods. Namely, the number of individual activities increased to the detriment of social ones, isolated open and green spaces were preferred to crowded exchange areas, the average number of individuals per group was reduced, and the average physical distance between individuals increased.
The COVID-19 pandemic thus emerges as a crisis of spatial justice, exposing a lack of accessibility to public space and differential provision of its right with restrictions that have inequitable impacts. Social reproduction and collective care define who can participate in public space under conditions of crisis (Douglas et al. 2020). The COVID-19 pandemic may intensify existing spatial inequalities that add to the (in)ability to use the public realm and become visible in public space. Besides, regulations implemented in cities can drive away from public spaces or even punish vulnerable groups using those spaces (Wray, Fleming, and Gilliland 2020). A more brutal impact is expected on groups who lack private space (Mitchell 1997), potentially making low-wage migrant workers’ groups invisible. In the examined case, since the observation period, the recent massive patrolling of public space brought a sweeping crackdown on migrant domestic workers gatherings and led to dozens of COVID-19 fines (as of February 2022) (Grundy 2022).
If the regular appropriation of public space by migrant domestic workers during their days off and the variety of their practices challenge (gendered (Caillol 2018)) hierarchies of power (Villani and Talamini 2021), once these practices are restricted, this group’s agency is debilitated. COVID-19 regulations may add to exclusionary strategies rooted in governmental adherence to neoliberal principles (Constable 2015; Ong 2006), despite the cultural practices of the low-wage migrant groups being a significant part of the cosmopolitan landscape of central urban areas. Hence, the restricted rights of free time and free use of public space—as witnessed by the accelerated exclusion of low-wage migrant workers from cosmopolitan spaces—threaten the cultural diversity of the global neoliberal city and undermine the public recognition of the fundamental service provided by migrant workers, who enable high levels of economic productivity and global competitiveness (Law 2002; Duncan and Duncan 2003; Koh et al. 2017). Accordingly, the biopolitical apparatuses that emerge from this paper operate towards the normalization of behaviours, taking advantage of the ‘state of exception’ (Agamben 2005) caused by the pandemic outbreak to pulverize the Sunday massive gathering of migrant workers, relocating it away from highly visible public spaces and shaping it into behavioural forms aligned with hegemonic local cultural norms. In this context, while migrant domestic workers do not face a complete ban from using the locally available public realm, the spatial patterns and practices taking place during their gatherings are inevitably disrupted. When Migrant domestic workers’ activities are dispersed from the central locations to residual public spaces near their home-workplace, the degree of privacy of their leisure activities decreases, and the surveillance and patrolling are enacted by private surveillants (e.g. the building guardians) and potentially by their employers. Similarly, in local public spaces, migrant domestic workers face challenges in accessing essential NGO services readily available in central gathering spaces (such as the Mong Kok skywalk and the Chater Road area).
Eventually, removing vulnerability from the visible exacerbates it while apparently solving it. Indeed, managing tensions between ‘being in public’ and ‘being public’ and combinations of visibility and invisibility is crucial to the agency of vulnerable groups (Iveson 2007). Thus, the overarching aim of this research is to catalyze a broad debate on the necessity to highlight the effects of a post-liberal technocratic system of response to an urgency that overlooks the necessity of recognition and encounter of migrant workers.
Contingency planning for future outbreaks should carefully consider questions of and demands for human rights, spatial justice and acceptance of diversity. Planning an inclusive city requires mobilizing resources to offer equal rights to all inhabitants, particularly avoiding producing conditions of vulnerability that expose particular social groups to exploitation. After all, urban design and spatial planning alone cannot dismantle injustice. In this regard, our findings particularly indicate the limitations of an exclusive focus on matters of redistribution of space (Low and Iveson 2016): ‘It’s not a question if there is any space. There are, but “will they open it for us?” This is the question’ (Eni Lestari 2020, personal communication). Thus, more just public space planning should address the systematic devaluing of vulnerable urban identities (recognition) and strive towards creating material conditions for encounter, care and respect towards all urbanites.

References
Acciari, Louisa. 2020. ‘Interface: A Journal for and about Social Movements Movement Report Care for Those Who Care for You! Domestic Workers’ Struggles in Times of Pandemic Crisis’. Vol. 12. https://www.ilocomotiva.com.br/single-.
Agamben, Giorgio. 2005. State of Exception. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press.
Antona, Laura. 2019. ‘Making Hidden Spaces Visible: Using Drawing as a Method to Illuminate New Geographies’. Area 51 (4): 697–705. https://doi.org/10.1111/AREA.12526/FORMAT/PDF.
Apostolopoulou, Elia, and Danai Liodaki. 2021. ‘The Right to Public Space during the COVID-19 Pandemic’. City, November, 1–21. https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2021.1989157.
Astor, Avi. 2019. ‘Street Performance, Public Space, and the Boundaries of Urban Desirability: The Case of Living Statues in Barcelona’. International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 43 (6): 1064–84. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.12828.
Bayat, Asef. 2010. Life as Politics: How Ordinary People Change the Middle East. Stanford: CA: Stanford University Press.
Brighenti, Andrea Mubi. 2010. Visibility in Social Theory and Social Research. New York: Palgrave Macmillan.
Butler, Judith, and George Yancy. 2020. ‘Interview: Mourning Is a Political Act Amid the Pandemic and Its Disparities (Republication)’. Journal of Bioethical Inquiry 2020 17:4 17 (4): 483–87. https://doi.org/10.1007/S11673-020-10043-6.
Caillol, Daphné. 2018. ‘The Spatial Dimension of Agency: The Everyday Urban Practices of Filipina Domestic Workers in Amman, Jordan’. Gender, Place and Culture 25 (5): 645–65. https://doi.org/10.1080/0966369X.2018.1472555.
Cancellieri, Adriano, and Elena Ostanel. 2015. ‘The Struggle for Public Space’. City 19 (4): 499–509. https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2015.1051740.
Chu, Cecilia, and Marta Catalan. 2020. ‘Beyond the Sunday Spectacle: Foreign Domestic Workers and Emergent Civic Urbanisms in Hong Kong.’ In Emerging Civic Urbanisms in East Asia, edited by Im Sik Cho, B. Kriznik, and Jeffrey Hou. Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.
Cole, Helen V. S., Isabelle Anguelovski, Francesc Baró, Melissa García-Lamarca, Panagiota Kotsila, Carmen Pérez del Pulgar, Galia Shokry, and Margarita Triguero-Mas. 2020. ‘The COVID-19 Pandemic: Power and Privilege, Gentrification, and Urban Environmental Justice in the Global North’. Cities & Health, July, 1–5. https://doi.org/10.1080/23748834.2020.1785176.
Constable, Nicole. 1997. Maid to Order in Hong Kong: Stories of Migrant Workers. Ithaca; London: Cornell University Press.
Constable, Nicole. 2009. ‘Migrant Workers and the Many States of Protest in Hong Kong’. Critical Asian Studies 41 (1): 143–64. https://doi.org/10.1080/14672710802631202.
———. 2015. ‘Obstacles to Claiming Rights: Migrant Domestic Workers in Asia’s World City, Hong Kong’. In Care, Migration and Human Rights: Law and Practice, edited by Siobhàn Mullally, 90–109. New York: Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315761725.
Cresswell, Tim. 1996. In Place/Out of Place. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.
Douglas, Margaret, Srinivasa Vittal Katikireddi, Martin Taulbut, Martin McKee, and Gerry McCartney. 2020. ‘Mitigating the Wider Health Effects of Covid-19 Pandemic Response’. The BMJ 369. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.m1557.
Duncan, James, and Nancy Duncan. 2003. ‘Can’t Live With Them; Can’t Landscape Without Them: Racism and the Pastoral Aesthetic in Suburban New York’. Landscape Journal 22 (2). https://www.jstor.org/stable/43324476.
Georgiou, Myria, Suzanne Hall, and Deena Dajani. 2020. ‘Suspension: Disabling the City of Refuge?’. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 48:9, 2206-2222, DOI: 10.1080/1369183X.2020.1788379.
Goh, Daniel. 2014. ‘The Little India Riot and the Spatiality of Migrant Labor in Singapore’. Society and Space. https://societyandspace.org/2014/09/08/the-little-india-riot-and-the-spatiality-of-migrant-labor-in-singapore/.
———. 2019. ‘Super-Diversity and the Bio-Politics of Migrant Worker Exclusion in Singapore’. Identities 26 (3): 356–73. https://doi.org/10.1080/1070289X.2018.1530899.
Grundy, Tom. 2022. ‘In Pictures: Hong Kong Cracks down on Domestic Worker Gatherings after Lam Vowed “no Mercy” on Covid Rule-Breaking - Hong Kong Free Press HKFP’. Hong Kong Frees Press, 2022. https://hongkongfp.com/2022/02/21/in-pictures-hong-kong-cracks-down-on-domestic-worker-gatherings-after-lam-vowed-no-mercy-on-covid-rule-breaking/.
Hall, Suzanne M. 2015. ‘Migrant Urbanisms: Ordinary Cities and Everyday Resistance’. Sociology 49 (5): 853–69. https://doi.org/10.1177/0038038515586680.
———. 2021. The Migrant’s Paradox: Street Livelihoods and Marginal Citizenship in Britain. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. https://doi.org/10.5749/j.ctv1g809h9.
Hatuka, Tali, and Eran Toch. 2017. ‘Being Visible in Public Space: The Normalisation of Asymmetrical Visibility’. Urban Studies 54 (4): 984–98. https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098015624384.
HKSAR. 2020a. ‘Government Announces Latest Disease Prevention Measures’. 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202006/30/P2020063000854.htm.
———. 2020b. ‘Government Extends Social Distancing Measures’. 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202007/20/P2020072000711.htm.
———. 2020c. ‘Helpers’ Live-in Ruling Welcomed’. 2020. https://www.news.gov.hk/eng/2020/09/20200921/20200921_210510_039.html.
———. 2020d. ‘Mobile Broadcast Conducted to Appeal to Foreign Domestic Helpers to Comply with Regulations on Prohibition of Group Gatherings and Mask-Wearing Requirement in Public Places (with Photos)’. 8 August 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202008/08/P2020080800520.htm.
HKSAR Labour Department. 2020a. ‘Labour Department Encourages Foreign Domestic Helpers to Stay Home on Their Rest Day’. 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202001/30/P2020013000428.htm.
———. 2020b. ‘Publicity Efforts to Encourage Foreign Domestic Helpers and Employers to Fight COVID-19 Together’. 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202004/04/P2020040400341.htm.
———. 2020c. ‘Labour Department Again Appeals to Foreign Domestic Helpers to Refrain from Gathering and Crowding in Public Places’. 27 March 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202003/27/P2020032700238.htm.
HKSAR Leisure and Cultural Services Department. 2020. ‘LCSD Steps up Patrols to Prevent Foreign Domestic Helpers from Gathering at Its Venues ’. 9 August 2020. https://www.lcsd.gov.hk/clpss/en/webApp/NewsDetails.do?id=14983.
Honey-Rosés, Jordi, Isabelle Anguelovski, Vincent K. Chireh, Carolyn Daher, Cecil Konijnendijk van den Bosch, Jill S. Litt, Vrushti Mawani, et al. 2020. ‘The Impact of COVID-19 on Public Space: An Early Review of the Emerging Questions – Design, Perceptions and Inequities’. Cities & Health, July, 1–17. https://doi.org/10.1080/23748834.2020.1780074.
HSAR Chief Executive. 2020. ‘Transcript of Remarks of Press Conference (with Photo/Video)’. 31 January 2020. https://www.info.gov.hk/gia/general/202001/31/P2020013100808.htm.
Iveson, Kurt. 2007. Publics and the City. Publics and the City. Malden, MA: Blackwell Pub. 
———. 2020. ‘We Don’t Know What We’ve Got till It’s Gone – We Must Reclaim Public Space Lost to the Coronavirus Crisis’. 2020. https://theconversation.com/we-dont-know-what-weve-got-till-its-gone-we-must-reclaim-public-space-lost-to-the-coronavirus-crisis-135817.
Koh, Chiu Yee, Charmian Goh, Kellynn Wee, and Brenda S.A. Yeoh. 2017. ‘Drivers of Migration Policy Reform: The Day off Policy for Migrant Domestic Workers in Singapore’. Global Social Policy 17 (2): 188–205. https://doi.org/10.1177/1468018116677218.
Kronenberg, Jakub, Annegret Haase, Edyta Łaszkiewicz, Attila Antal, Aliaksandra Baravikova, Magdalena Biernacka, Diana Dushkova, et al. 2020. ‘Environmental Justice in the Context of Urban Green Space Availability, Accessibility, and Attractiveness in Postsocialist Cities’. Cities 106 (June): 102862. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2020.102862.
Kwok, Evelyn. 2019. ‘Little Manila: An Unlikely Crowd of Resistance in Hong Kong’. Architectural Theory Review 23 (2): 287–314. https://doi.org/10.1080/13264826.2019.1656264.
Ladegaard, Hans J. 2013. ‘Demonizing the Cultural Other: Legitimising Dehumanisation of Foreign Domestic Helpers in the Hong Kong Press’. Discourse, Context and Media 2 (3): 131–40. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.DCM.2013.06.002.
Lai, Ming Yan. 2010. ‘Dancing to Different Tunes: Performance and Activism among Migrant Domestic Workers in Hong Kong’. Women’s Studies International Forum 33 (5): 501–11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2010.07.003.
Law, Lisa. 2002. ‘Defying Disappearance: Cosmopolitan Public Spaces in Hong Kong’. Urban Studies 39 (9): 1625–45. https://doi.org/10.1080/00420980220151691.
Liu, Wen. 2015. ‘The Embodied Crises of Neoliberal Globalization: The Lives and Narratives of Filipina Migrant Domestic Workers’. Women’s Studies International Forum 50: 80–88. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wsif.2015.03.008.
Loukaitou-Sideris, Anastasia, and Renia Ehrenfeucht. 2009. Sidewalks Conflict and Negotiation over Public Space. Cambridge: MIT Press.
Low, Setha. 2016. ‘Public Space and Diversity: Distributive, Procedural and Interactional Justice for Parks’. In The Routledge Research Companion to Planning and Culture, 315–30. New York: Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315613390-33.
Low, Setha, and Kurt Iveson. 2016. ‘Propositions for More Just Urban Public Spaces’. City 20 (1): 10–31. https://doi.org/10.1080/13604813.2015.1128679.
Lui, Ingrid D., Nimisha Vandan, Sara E. Davies, Sophie Harman, Rosemary Morgan, Julia Smith, Clare Wenham, and Karen Ann Grépin. 2021. ‘“We Also Deserve Help during the Pandemic”: The Effect of the COVID-19 Pandemic on Foreign Domestic Workers in Hong Kong’. Journal of Migration and Health 3: 100037. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmh.2021.100037.
Mccall, Michael K. 2020. ‘Surveillance in the COVID-19 Normal: Tracking, Tracing, and Snooping-Trade-Offs in Safety and Autonomy in the E-City’. International Journal of E-Planning Research 10 (2). https://doi.org/10.4018/IJEPR.20210401.oa3.
Mitchell, Don. 1997. ‘The Annihilation of Space by Law: The Roots and Implications of Anti-Homeless Laws in the United States’. Antipode 29 (3): 303–35. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8330.00048.
Mitchell, Don, and Nik Heynen. 2009. ‘The Geography of Survival and the Right to the City: Speculations on Surveillance, Legal Innovation, and the Criminalization of Intervention’. Urban Geography 30 (6): 611–32. https://doi.org/10.2747/0272-3638.30.6.611.
Ong, Aihwa. 2006. Neoliberalism as Exception: Mutations in Citizenship and Sovereignty.
Piazzoni, Francesca. 2020. ‘Visibility as Justice: Immigrant Street Vendors and the Right to Difference in Rome’. Journal of Planning Education and Research. https://doi.org/10.1177/0739456X20956387.
———. 2021. ‘Material Agencies of Survival: Street Vending on a Roman Bridge’. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2021.103412.
Pospěch, Pavel. 2020. ‘Homeless People in Public Space and the Politics of (In)Visibility’: Https://Doi.Org/10.1177/1206331220906091, March. https://doi.org/10.1177/1206331220906091.
Salama, Ashraf M. 2020. ‘Coronavirus Questions That Will Not Go Away: Interrogating Urban and Socio-Spatial Implications of COVID-19 Measures’. Emerald Open Research 2 (April): 14. https://doi.org/10.35241/emeraldopenres.13561.1.
Sennett, Richard. 2018. Building and Dwelling : Ethics for the City. New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux.
Sniekers, Marijke. 2018. ‘Defining Dreams: Young Mothers’ Agency in Constructions of Space’. Social and Cultural Geography 19 (8): 1073–96. https://doi.org/10.1080/14649365.2017.1344872.
Soja, Edward. 2010. Seeking Spatial Justice. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press. https://doi.org/10.1080/14742837.2012.725592.
Tam, Daisy. 2016. ‘Little Manila: The Other Central of Hong Kong’. In Messy Urbanism: Understanding the “Other” Cities of Asia, edited by Manish Chalana and Jeffrey Hou, 119–35. Hong Kong: Hong Kong University Press.
Vigneswaran, Darshan, Kurt Iveson, and Setha Low. 2017. ‘Problems, Publicity and Public Space: A Resurgent Debate’. Environment and Planning A 49 (3): 496–502. https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X17690953.
Villani, Caterina, and Gianni Talamini. 2021. ‘Pedestrianised Streets in the Global Neoliberal City: A Battleground between Hegemonic Strategies of Commodification and Informal Tactics of Commoning.’ Cities 108 (January): 102983. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2020.102983. 
Villani, Caterina, Gianni Talamini, and Zhijian Hu. 2020. ‘On the Same Skywalk in a Time of Pandemic: How a Vulnerable Group Copes with the New Conditions in Hong Kong.’ Asian Journal of Environment-Behaviour Studies 5 (17): 33–48. https://doi.org/10.21834/ajebs.v5i17.374.
Wray, Alexander, John Fleming, and Jason Gilliland. 2020. ‘The Public Realm during Public Health Emergencies: Exploring Local Level Responses to the COVID-19 Pandemic’. Cities & Health, 1–4. https://doi.org/10.1080/23748834.2020.1790260.
Yeoh, Brenda S. A., and Kathvita Annadhurai. 2008. ‘Civil Society Action and the Creation of “Transformative” Spaces for Migrant Domestic Workers in Singapore’. Women’s Studies 37 (5): 548–69. https://doi.org/10.1080/00497870802165502.
Yeoh, Brenda S A, and Shirlena Huang. 1998. ‘Negotiating Public Space: Strategies and Styles of Migrant Female Domestic Workers in Singapore’. Urban Studies 35 (3): 583–602. https://doi.org/10.1080/0042098984925.
 



6
