Week 2: Neo-liberalism and Urban Change
Dynamic and multiple geographies of urbanization: macro-geographies, connectedness of the world, internal geographies 
-Discourse is used to frame cities differently (London is a global city; Mexico City is a hyper-city)
Neo-liberalism: unregulated markets; let money dictate where everything goes; operate by the same laws no matter where the theory is 

Fordist-Keynesian Regime: the welfare states and the “managerial city”

-mass production and mass consumption – pay your workers a decent wage to create a demand for the products you were making

· Keynesian statehas a role in: investing in sectors, regional development, redistributing wealth through social programs, regulating accumulation and providing income support

· Levelling out of social and spatial development across regions – differences or disparities 

· National urban hierarchy: Tiers 1-4: national importance, regional, sub-regional, local centres

Post-fordist/neo-liberal regime: the “entrepreneurial city” 

flexible modes of production; niche markets
· The neoliberal turn: theory vs. practice

· Theory: emphasis on markets, minimal states, and individual choice as optimal means of ensuring economic and social well-being

· Practice: highly variable and uneven, but some common patterns (path dependency and actually existing neo-liberalism) 

· Social and spatial fragmentation/polarization

Path dependency: “legacies of inherited institutional frameworks, policy regimes, regulatory practices and political struggles”
Actually existing neoliberalism: 

Roll back neoliberalization: destruction, deregulation, removing elements of the Keynesian state, change of existing institutional arrangements 
Roll out neoliberalization: re-regulation of new arrangements for market oriented economic growth

Managerial City: (1960s) urban governance focused on local provision of services and facilities for residents, support upper-levels of government; greater focus on living conditions and employment for people versus conditions for profitable investment, and master planning 
Entrepreneurial City: (1970s - ) urban goverance on local economies, inter-urban competition, private-public partnerships

Privatization of public space (Bryant Park, NYC) 

Week 3: Global/World Cites? Ordinary Cities? Globalization and Cities
Review of last weeks points

Globalization: quote in lecture slides.

-A broad phenomenon, connectedness of global industries, migration patterns, integration

 Economic Globalization: increasing global production/trade and financial systems, increasing size of TNCS, spatial reorganization of economic activities, forces of centralization and dispersal, global cities as key nodes in global system of cities 
Geographies of global city formation: global urban hierarchies, restructuring of urban space, transformation of social fabric of cities (de-industrialization)

Friedman & World Cities (1980s) & Sassen’s quote from lecture slides

Global city hierarchies: advanced service firms, state-of-the-art office buildings, top talent, social networking, nodes of economies, connectivity 
· Place-bound, place-specific socioeconomic assets = world capitalism 

· Corporate headquarters in large urban centres = “command and control” centres of the global economy

· Superprofits and urban glamour zones = “the dual city” (Sassen 2002) 

Roster of world cities: 

· Alpha: London, NYC, Tokyo, Paris, Chicago

· Beta: San Francisco, Toronto, Zurich, Mexico City, Madrid

· Gamma: Amsterdam, Boston, Geneva

Debates/Critiques 

Globalizing cities: multi-faceted, process and not an end state, and an uneven process 

Ordinary cities: diverse, creative, distinctive, challenges “normalizing” the experience of cities in core regions as the “referent” point for all other cities, formal vs informal economies 
Week 4: Hyper-cities? Mega-cities? Insurgent Cities?
Hyper cities are over 20 million people; mega-cities are over 10 million people (Davis)

Global urban diversity: Macro-geographies, connectedness, internal geographies 

Urbanizing world: concentrated in the global south, cities in the south (especially in informal areas), urbanization and de/linked from industrialization, SAP, and urban informality/inequality 

Extended, complex urban zones: from cities to metropolitan zones to city-regions to regional megalopolis, it is not just about size but contrasting these globalizing cities 

Informal or irregular housing: settlement that lacks official planning procedures, legal documentation and access to urban services. Mostly seen in shantytowns, slums and squatter settlements

Look at back at the slides for a graph on production, regulation, consumption of built environment: Housing as product vs housing as process 

Land accessible to the urban poor: peripheral, remote, exposed to industrial or natural hazards/risks, unserviced, illegally sold or occupied

Planet of slums? Slums – if has 1 or more of the following condition:
· Lack of improved sanitation
· Lack of improved water facilities
· Non-durable housing
· Overcrowding 
· Insecure tenure 
Look back in the slides for a graph on evolving housing policies, Global South

Housing Improvement Program(2001-): small, interest-free loans to improve informal housing, work with NGOs, focused on consolidation of housing in “marginal” neighbourhoods

Holston (2009): insurgent citizenship in an era of global urban peripheries:
· Differentiated national citizenship and inequality In Brazil until 1985
· Issue with the term slum 
· Right to the city: what city? Whose city?: right of urban inhabitants to make decisions about their cities, right to occupy and shape urban space
· What is “insurgent citizenship”?
· Newly developed notions of citizenship in the urban peripheries
Davis (2004): planet of slums: who are the informal proletariat? 
· SAP and forced entrepreneurialism
· The limits of “bootstrap capitalism” 
· The new urban world is evolving with extraordinary speed and often in unpredictable directions (p.29)
“Slum Cities”: Background:

sites and services: laid-out plots, resident-build houses

Resettlement: new housing in new locations

Eviction: forced with no resettlement choices 

Urban Upgrading: improvement of housing and community participation 
Week 5: Migration, Mobility, and Citizenships
Key Themes: Neoliberalism and urban change, globalization and cities, urbanization and cities, mobility, migration and citizenship 
Migration, mobilises and citizenship: urban growth- natural increase, annexation or changing of boundaries, migration internationally and within countries (seasonal world, seasonal residence, tourism)

Migration and mobility of people: international (temporary worker programs, tourism, different dynamics, contexts and impacts) 

· South-north: work

· South-south: work

· North-south: retirement 
Right to the city/insurgent citizenship: (Lefebvre, in Varsanyi, 2008 p. 39)
· representation of space: planned, abstract space of city planners, emphasizes its exchange value 

· representational space: urban space appropriated for everyday living, emphasizes its use value 
· “this disjuncture between the spaces of citizenship and daily life, in turn, has led to a devolution of citizenship claims-making from national to urban spaces”- policing through the backdoor; 

· rights of the urban inhabitant: participate in urban decision-making and use urban space in consonance with use versus exchange values 

· Insurgent citizenship: place-based struggles for everyday space, resources and residence in the city

· A right to rights, based on inhabitance 
Smith and Guarnizo (2009):

-Political economic developments reshaping the traditional nationhood-citizenship link: 
mass migration flows and spatial mobility

transnational networks * nature of national citizenship, state restructuring, securitization of national borders 
North-South migration 

-Residential enclaves and “neo-colonialism”. Local impacts on employment, livelihoods, real estate prices, asymmetrical power relations 

Varsanyi (2008)

-Differentiated rights within national territories; cities deploying public space and land use ordinances to police undocumented labourers:

· Establish formal day labour hiring sites

· Enforce exiting ordinance (housing)

· Create new ordinances (employer registration)

· Deployment of enforcement strategies (intimidation)

· Who is permitted to be present in a public space? 
· By shaping an urban public, also shaping a national public (p.47)
Week 6: Midterm 

Week 7: Creative Cities? The Case of Toronto 

Topics: Economic restructuring and Neoliberalism 

Globalization, urban restructuring and social polarization and how they are manifested into the built environment: produced, regulated and produced by different actors

Readings: 

What are “creative cities” 

The New American Dream by Richard Florida 

Creative are people that work in jobs that stimulate them, opposite of fordist production, but developing new ideas for economic growth. Focusing on the sexy service sector “advanced producer services (accounting, law, advertising, banking) to food service and domestic care.” 

The Real Creative Class by David Wilson & Roger Keil 

This theory would only work for certain class of people, creating inequalities. Anti Florida, his thinking is utopian and blinded to the divides. The theory is a fancy rebranding of economics and does not address the low class whom Wilson and Keil consider the real creative class. 

-A trenched response of social polarization

“creative class mania” – (p.841)

“The real creative class” are the urban poor but this is not to be encouraged

-Negotiating the “entrepreneurial city” and “post-industrial” economy on low-waged service work, multiple jobs, little state support for public services, etc 

-Critique of place-based poverty programs (Toronto- poverty by postal code – 13 areas in the city that had some of the most socio-economic issues)

deindustrialization evaluation on a national scale 

Class Notes

“Be a little less humble and be a little more aggressive “ – Richard Florida

Fly over – who gets left behind? Urban corridors in Ontario 

Off the map – Calgary, Fort McMurray (resource based economies)
Austin, Texas – a university state?

(Ottawa- bedroom community)

Not considering the power of open markets and out scoring through globalization and the changes in economy post-war 

How do you attract creative’s? Rebranding the environment, entrepreneurial cities to draw in people to grow the economy, place promotion – cities compete for creative people, not around replanning and redistribution by attracting people

Housing- encourage renting, to have more money for social spending – (restaurants, concerts, movies, etc). The cycle of we shouldn’t get more then what we need. Everything will be fine if people are always moving – so the question is where is the sense of place? Influx of people can disturb the city identity

Hall and Barrett: Urban regeneration: 

Goals: physical environment, quality of life, social welfare, economic prospects

-Urban policies designed to address urban problems 

-Shift in stakeholder involvement: creation of non-elected redevelopment agencies, PPPs. 

Quality of life – need to recruit the creative’s

Example: intensification in former brownfield sites as part of re-urbanization and sustainability 

-Too often, property-led?

Who’s making decisions of public funds and public lands?

From managerial to entrepreneurial cities through Neoliberalism, urban change and urban governance 

Who’s your city? Inequality is mostly seen in creative cities (relates to economic restrucing and job polarization)

Creativity is the new engine of growth 

3 T’s of technology, talent, tolerance 

“Attract and retain the creative class and power forward the new economy”

Work of Richard Florida very influential - “creativity as the central force of our economy” (p. 26) 

Qualities: the downtown (historical buildings, 

The rise of Richard Florida 

-The flight of the creative class 

Creative class struggle – artists and scientists getting paid less and less 

The Bohemian index

The Mosaic index  - ie. Toronto is over 50% foreign born 

The Tech-pole index – a regions share of national employment in high-technology industries to the region’s overall share of national employment ie. Montreal (Aerospace) – governmental regional development investment 

Can we separate the old and new economy? The post-doctrine example (assembly line run through service code) 

Debates/critiques 

-Selective definition of creativity 

-Privileges certain places and certain people 

-Coheres with neo-liberalism 

-Neglects inequality 

Neoliberal urban governance links well with creative cities – inter city competition

Do cities create talent or attract it? 

Critique from the right? Support of social movements

Critique from the left? Glorifying peccaries labour

Critique of being focused downtown when most of Canadians live in suburbs 

Week 8: The “shiny” side of globalization 
Santa Fe: Different from informal vendors, Residential and business enclaves, Closed spaces linked by private highways, Planned corridors- fragmented planned spaces 

The “flipside” of the coin 

-Precarious living and employment conditions: 

60% live informal settlements 

60% work in informal sector 

-“bootstrap” economy and “forced entrepreneurialism” 

-Long commutes by public/mass transit 

-Social inequality (informal and lower-income housing)

Fragmented internal geographies, “splintering Urbanisms”

Land accessible to the urban poor: peripheral, remote, exposed to industrial or natural hazards, unserviced, illegally sold or occupied

“Slum sprawl” versus “suburban sprawl” hybrid landscapes where you cant define/read the urban and rural 

Urban governance

The rescue program – what’s happening in the downtown core in Mexico City in what we have talked about in entrepreneurial urban governance?

Selective planning – focus on historical centre, focus in generation of profit, segregation of vendors (space people need for their everyday life)

Private- public partnership (state directed seeking public investment) 

Place promotion through reimagining it as a Mexico Broadway – spatial dynamics of who belongs and who doesn’t 

Carlos slim*  

Policy incoherence – Crossa article 

Mexico city (federal district) managerial and entrepreneurial? 

Targeted social programs to address inequalities (right to the city charter (2010), 

Crossa article (2009)

Street vendors struggle in historic centre 

-entrepreneurial urban governance and socio-spatial exclusion of certain groups 

-role of agency and social organization in resistance 

-multiple resistance strategies 

Path dependency –different points of resistance 

Historic centre of Mexico City – a area of multiple histories and symbolic representations – Crossa article 

Highly-organized in central areas to “defend” territory 

Entrepreneurial governance - Most vibrant and formal markets are happening in the west – “richer neighbourhood” 

A battle of streets – building valuable only as storage 

Housing improvement program (2001-)

-Small, interest-free loans to improve housing 

-Work with NGOs, participatory design 

-Focused on “marginal” neighbourhoods 

-Scaled up to include Barrio Improvement Program (art centre, mural painting for youth, leisure playground)
Right to the City Charter, Mexico City (2010) 

Xochimilco: Canoes to cars in 20 years (story of a nativo)
-Fast growing peripheral municipality 

-Pre-Hispanic pueblo settled in 10th century 

Human made site – largest remaining chinampas zone in the Federal District, part of UNESCO World Heritage Site 

-Integrated into expanding city in 1960s 

Ampliacion San Marcos, Xochimilco 

-developed informally on privately-owned land with consent of chinampas owners who acted as social agents of development 

-Annexation? Two-pronged process: expansion of pueblo & of city 

-Geographic descriptions (“periphery”) can be problematic  

-Relatively consolidated, informally settled community of approximately 8,000 once chinampas 

-South East- developed with owners’ permission on private land but without official planning permission 

-Outer municipality near pre-Hispanic pueblo, south eastern periphery 

The urbanization of a chinampas 

-Once part of chinampas zone that is now World Heritage Site 

-Settlement began in the 1950s and increased in pace in 1970s 

-Desiccation of chinampas (hybrid landscapes)

Property and Settlement 

-chinampas a type of private property dating to colonial times 

-Passed in by word-of-mouth for generations among nativos

-socially-regulated land development process

Consolidation of Community 

“grow houses, instead of food” 

Politics and planning – legitimatizing development 

Where are your clients? Community and other parts of the municipality 

Housing as a social and economic asset

-As a base to access city/work 

-As a base for home-based businesses 

-As a source of rental income

-Flexibility of informal housing a process: diverse livelihood strategies

-Value of housing  

Summary 

Complexity of cities and urban space

-Power is disputed and space is contested 

-Role of social organization in building the city and in defending spaces of livelihoods 

