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Abstract : Overview
Industrial restructuring and the postindustrial city. The metropolitan core constituted the principal arena for the comprehensive transformations of the metropolis over the 1970s and 1980s among advanced urban societies. The postindustrial core was defined by (1) processes of industrial restructuring, comprised of the collapse of Fordist production and labour, and the rise of a specialized, intermediate services economy; (2) an ‘asymmetrical respatialization’ of the metropolitan core, marked by a centripetal pattern of investment and redevelopment skewed toward the Central Business District (CBD), accompanied by disinvestment, industrial decline and social upgrading in the inner city; (3) the production of a dominant modernist urban form, represented by the growth of the CBD’s office complex, the supreme expression of the functionalist ‘machine city’ of advanced capitalism, (4) a reordered division of production labour, comprising the expansion of a highly segmented and hierarchical office labour force, and (5) the ascendancy of a postindustrial social class, largely along the lines of the axial principles first enunciated by Daniel Bell, supplanting the old industrial elite.

New trajectories of urban change. Resonances of this comprehensive and wrenching postindustrial transformation can readily be discerned in the contemporary city. But since the early 1990s a new cycle of changes have begun to reproduce the spatial structures, production systems, labour force, landscapes, and imageries of the central city. As in the round of postindustrial shifts of the 1970s and 1980s, we can discern a complex mix of economic, social, and policy factors at work in this new phase of urban change; but, also as in the late-20th century experience, processes of industrial innovation and restructuring are central to urban transformation. The asymmetrical postindustrial core, characterized by a ‘hyperspecialized’ intermediate services economy ensconced in the CBD, has been reconfigured by (first) the markedly slower growth of the office sector and increasing market and technological pressures on office occupations, and (secondly) by emergent economic trajectories. These emergent trajectories include the technology-driven ‘New Economy’, the ‘cultural economy of the city’, and flows of international immigration which increasingly shape the labour markets of transnational cities. 
The New Economy of the Inner City: Industrial innovation and restructuring.  Where these new trajectories come together in particularly consequential and theoretically-significant ways are in the former derelict (or obsolescent) districts of the CBD fringe and inner city. The New Economy of the inner city includes not only ascendant industries such as computer graphics and imaging, software design, Internet services, and video game production; but also established cultural industries like architecture, industrial design, film and video production, and graphic design. The growth of these creative, increasingly technology-intensive and knowledge-based industries has: reconfigured the space-economy of the metropolitan core; generated important new divisions of production labour; reshaped the spatiality and landscapes of the central city; and contributed to the re-imaging of inner city spaces and the metropolis at large. The scope for scholarly investigations of processes and outcomes in the New Economy of the inner city can be demonstrated by reference to several of the most influential contemporary social science research orientations. These include, in the domain of economic geography: the cultural turn, associated here with the rise of the urban cultural economy, creative class, and importance of ‘cultural products’; (2) the interest in relational processes of innovation and urban change, which speaks to the unique richness and intimacy of social interaction, culture, amenity and environment within the new production spaces of the inner city; and (3) the institutional perspective, which in the New Economy of the inner city encompasses the density of institutions and agencies engaged in shaping or managing new industrial enterprise and innovation. Key reference points within urban geography and urban studies include (1) global-local interaction in place-making within the city, including the community impacts and re-imaging potentials of new industry formation; (2) the interdependencies between market, social and policy factors in the reconstruction of urban landscapes and built form; and (3) the implications of new industry employment growth and occupational trends for the city’s social morphology and class structure, including new expressions of gentrification.   
The New Economy of the Inner City: Purpose and scope of the book. The guiding principle of The New Economy of the Inner City: Regeneration and Dislocation in the 21st Century Metropolis is to place New Economy experiences more firmly within the discourses of industrialization and their manifold implications for broader processes of urban change. Its disciplinary approach seeks to establish crucial connecting points between economic and urban geography to advance an understanding of relationships between industrial restructuring and the transformation of the city. This perspective enables an appreciation of restructuring episodes (such as the rise and precipitous crash of the so-called dot.coms) not simply as transient episodes ‘of the moment’, but as sequences in a significant reassertion of industrial production in the inner city. In this interpretation, the redefinition of the New Economy assuredly synthesizes technological, cultural and environmental, and institutional factors, observed in the revival of inner city industrial districts. These comprise elements of the metropolitan core, not only among the postindustrial landscapes of London, New York, San Francisco and Vancouver, but also among the urban ‘growth economies’ of the Asia-Pacific, including Tokyo, Shanghai, and Singapore.
The New Economy of the Inner City: Theoretical framework and lines of inquiry.  The trilogy of ‘foundational theories’ established to explain the defining processes and elements of the late 20th century—postindustrialism, post-Fordism, and postmodernism—constitute the conceptual points of departure for this study, which will follow lines of scholarly inquiry which include: (1) Restructuring experiences and periodizing urban change: although some have characterized the ‘end-game’ of postindustrialism as an era of chaotic urban change, we can follow the injunctions of Paul Knox, Sharon Zukin and others to emphasize the periodicity of industrial restructuring in the inner city, including (a) the collapse of Fordist production and labour; (b) the recolonization of the inner city by artists and creative workers, (c) the establishment of applied design precincts by the late 1980s, (d) the ‘tech boom’ exemplified by the rise and fall of the dot.coms, and (e) the proliferation of hybridized creative, technology-intensive industries and firms in the early years of the 21st century; (2) Centrality of culture to the metropolis: both orthogenetic cities (Beijing, Kyoto, Hanoi, Rome) and heterogenetic cities (San Francisco, Singapore, Melbourne) function inter alia as centres of cultural production and transmission, but Allen Scott argues that cultural industries and ‘cultural products’ now constitute a more central trajectory of urban development, seen in the contemporary city as the social (and cultural) reconstruction of the central city; (3) The layering of capital and the reconstruction of the city: the spatial shift of capital and development from the postindustrial CBD to the CBD fringe and both established and ‘frontier’ zones of the inner city represents an important new phase of development in the metropolitan core, a process which facilitates regeneration and new accretions of industrial activity, but also produces social dislocation and intensified class conflict; (4) Spatiality, built form and creative industry development: the distinctive micro-scale spatiality, landscapes and built form characteristic of new industry formation in the inner city demonstrate a critical dimension of the relational geographies of production in the contemporary metropolis.    
Case studies: a global phenomenon and local contingency.  The international manifestation of inner city New Economy sites suggests the contours of a global phenomenon. But a closer examination of exemplary cities discloses important variations in growth trends, industrial composition, and impacts—economic, social and environmental—so there is an exigent need to identify local aspects of contingency, as well as more generic trends and factors. To this end, The New Economy of the Inner City combines theoretical critique and synthesis, and a careful review of the burgeoning research literatures on new industry formation, with intensive comparative analysis of the inner city New Economy in four exemplary cities: London, Singapore, San Francisco, and Vancouver. These cities occupy different echelons of the global urban hierarchy, and present contrasts with respect to urban scale, development history, governance systems and policy cultures; but are theoretically linked by (1) global-local interaction, (2) industrial restructuring trajectory, including increasingly professionalized workforces, (3) the proliferation of new inner city industrial sites,(4) the social reconstruction of the inner city, and (5) sustained significance within urban studies literatures. 
Structure of the book and chapter outline. The New Economy of the Inner City: Regeneration and Dislocation in the 21st Century Metropolis comprises two principal parts, the first addressing theoretical issues and the role of industrial restructuring in defining processes of urban growth and change; and the second presenting a set of instructive and consequential case studies. Chapter titles are as follows.
Part l     Trajectories of Reindustrialization in the Inner City 
1
The Reassertion of Production in the Inner City: Theoretical Issues
2    Clustering and the Relational Geographies of Production

3    The Revival of Inner City Industrial Districts

4    Beyond the Postindustrial City: New Divisions of Production Labour

Part ll    Experiences of Regeneration and Dislocation  
5    New Industry Formation in a Global City: Reindustrialization within London’s ‘City Fringe’

6   The New Economy in Singapore: Pioneers and Mimics in Telok Ayer

7     Innovation and Displacement in the South of Market Area (SOMA), 

       San Francisco

8     ‘Place Matters’: Regeneration and Dislocation in Vancouver’s Inner City

9     Retheorizing Space and Production in the 21st Century Metropolis  
[for chapter descriptions, see pp. 16-30 of this prospectus]

Beyond the Postindustrial Metropolis:
Industrial Restructuring and Urban Transformation
Over the 1970s and 1980s, long-established models of urban development and spatial structure derived from the concept of the industrial city articulated by the Chicago School’s practitioners were comprehensively subverted by far-reaching industrial restructuring processes. The configuration of the postindustrial city incorporated a markedly asymmetrical core, comprising a high-growth Central Business District (CBD) corporate office complex, and terrains of disinvestment and deindustrialization within the CBD fringe and inner city. The collapse of Fordist production and related employment, and the rise of an urban postindustrial social class (Bell 1973), constituted essential preconditions for gentrification and its dislocations within inner city communities. While industrial restructuring was not confined to the central city, the core served as the defining locus of fundamental change in the metropolis, giving rise to an urban policy crisis and a trilogy of influential theories: postindustrialism, post-Fordism, and postmodernism. These theories were, to be sure, contested on polemical, theoretical and empirical grounds, but each served to influence a generation of urban scholars and principal lines of urban research and policy studies.
In the early years of the 21st century urban scholars are presented with conditions of theoretical disjuncture associated with new experiences of industrial restructuring and broader shifts in urban development trajectories. The trilogy of theories cited above remains influential, but over the last decade or so the postindustrial metropolitan core has been subject to processes of change that require a thorough interrogation and conceptual reformulation. The suburban (and exurban) zones of the city-region can no longer be considered mere residuals of urban change, but the persistent saliency of the metropolitan core as a critical terrain of metropolitan transformation can be demonstrated by the following processes:
1.   Development trajectories.  The ‘universal’ industrial restructuring processes of the postindustrial period (collapse of Fordist production and labour; rise of specialized intermediate services and constituent workforce) have been increasingly supplanted by new trajectories, including the imprint of the technology-driven ‘New Economy’, the ‘new urban cultural economy’, and the ‘transnational’ urban economy and society (Smith 2001), driven by international immigration and the formation of diasporic networks linking cities, societies, and markets.
2.    Urban structure. The asymmetrical postindustrial urban core, dominated by the corporate office complex of the CBD, has been supplanted in many cities by a reordered core in which investment has shifted to the CBD fringe and inner city. Here we find a complex mosaic of land use, and contingent processes of regeneration and dislocation or ‘splintering’ (Graham and Marvin 2001), including: urban mega-projects (Olds 2001); new production sites, including ‘New Economy’ spaces and ‘cultural quarters’; and new spaces of amenity and consumption.
3.    Urban form.  The 21st century urban core among advanced cities presents a ‘sublation’ (after Jencks 1992) of urban form including the high-rise, modernist CBD office complex, the principal residual feature of the postindustrial core, but increasingly subject to local policy regulation, market pressures, and adaptive re-use for housing and mixed use development; as well as a postmodern heterogeneity and complexity of land use and built form. The ‘new inner city’ exhibits an increasingly intimate juxtaposition of new industries and social groups, producing variously both positive spill-over effects (knowledge transfers and labour market information), as well as social tensions and dislocations. 

4.   Divisions of labour.   The contemporary central city labour market presents marked contrasts with that of the postindustrial period. New social, spatial and technical divisions of specialized production labour are observed in the ascendant creative, technology-intensive industries of the inner city. Within the office economy of the CBD, the expansionist, highly-segmented labour force of the 1970s and 1980s has been subject to pressures from competition, mergers and acquisitions, and technology, in the form of substitution of labour by capital. 
5.   Urban social class.   There is evidence of continuity in Daniel Bell’s axial principle of the supremacy of theoretical knowledge, but in the urban core and city at large there are also processes of social class reformation, as seen in: the advent of the urban ‘creative class’, described by Richard Florida, Andy Pratt, Ilse Helbrecht and others; the rise of an immigrant professional and entrepreneurial class; as well as a growing underclass of homeless, unemployed and marginalized populations congregating within the interstitial zones of the inner city. (summarized from Hutton 2004a). 
The production of transcendent theories along the lines of models of earlier phases of urban development is, however, constrained by increasing complexity and volatility of the urban condition, and by highly differentiated vectors of urban development, shaped by distinctive global-local interaction and by contingencies of policy and governance systems. 

New Industry Formation as an Entrée to Retheorization

Industrial restructuring processes were central to the formation of the postindustrial city, with the saliency of industrial change evidenced in the comprehensive reshaping of zonal structure and land use, the urban space-economy and spatial divisions of labour, housing markets, landscapes and built form, and social class (Scott 1982). Similarly, recent processes of industrial innovation and restructuring constitute what Ed Soja describes as the ‘still-evolving discourse’ of industrial urbanism in the metropolis (2000). There is a need to come to terms theoretically and empirically with the demonstrably volatile nature of industrial enterprise in the core, as seen in the rise and fall of the so-called dot.coms. Rather than over-emphasizing the episodic or transient aspects of contemporary industrialization, however, this study places the sequence of experiences in the urban core firmly within an appreciation of the logics of industrial change, linked to larger processes of urban transformation. At the same time, this study encompasses allied social, cultural and policy factors, rather than a reductionist emphasis on purely economistic features, reflecting the organizational complexity of contemporary industrial production in the city. A multiperspectival study of new industry formation in the urban core, situated within the relational geographies of specialized industrial production and allied features of urban change, can contribute in significant ways to theoretical enterprise in the early years of the 21st century.
The sequence of new (or reconfigured) industries, production networks and labour situated within the core areas of advanced and transitional societies represents a significant reassertion of production in the postindustrial inner city, and comprises the following elements and domains of impact. 

1.   Industrial restructuring and new development trajectories. 
The inner city terrains of many advanced and transitional cities include residual Fordist industries and artisanal, craft-scale production, as well as ‘outlier’ concentrations of mainstream intermediate business services, such as legal, accounting and consulting firms. But the defining and generally ascendant features of the new economy of the inner city are ensembles of hybridized, knowledge-intensive firms. These include relatively new, creative and technology-based industries (communications consultants, computer software design, computer graphics and imaging, computer networking, Internet services, multimedia), as well as established, increasingly technology-intensive creative industries, exemplified by: advertising, architects, fashion design, graphic artists and designers, industrial design, film and video production and postproduction, music, and print media. In general, these industries and firms powerfully exhibit contemporary processes of convergence in advanced cities and urban production systems, expressed in: (1) a synthesis of cultural and technological factors in production processes; (2) a more intimate articulation of services and manufacturing in the fabrication of high-value ‘cultural products’ (after Scott 2000); (3) the marked interaction between production and consumption within the postmodern inner city; (4) the (not unproblematic) interface between the arts, ‘high culture’ and ‘edge cultures’ practiced by new social actors in the inner city (Zukin 1995); and (5) the blending of factor inputs derived locally, and from external sources via advanced telecommunications.  
2.   The revival of industrial districts in the inner city

The rise of New Economy industrial ensembles in the metropolitan core involves a fundamental reorganization of inner city space, including ‘primary’ new production sites as well as place-based production networks and sets of linked industries (see Graham and Marvin 2000). The space-economy of the 21st century metropolitan core incorporates new territorial forms of specialized industrial production, including: (1) production districts, extensive terrains of inner city space which encompass both dispersed and more concentrated distributions of New Economy industries and firms (e.g. the ‘City Fringe’ in London, ‘Multimedia Gulch’ in San Francisco, Chinatown and the CBD fringe in Singapore, and Lower Manhattan in New York); (2) new economy clusters, which take the form of more compact inner city sites within which New Economy firms agglomerate, including both (a) essentially spontaneous clusters, in which small firms and individual entrepreneurs comprise the chief motive factors, and (b) induced New Economy clusters, in which governments and public agencies (state and local), and/or development corporations, assume leading roles in New Economy projects, across a spectrum of interventions ranging from zoning and land use changes, to full equity participation; (3) ‘signifying’ New Economy Precincts, compact sites which encompass leading edge firms, together with distinctive consumption, cultural and environmental amenities, and which effectively demonstrate both the commingling of the ‘social’ and ‘economic’ worlds of the inner city, associated in turn with cycles of urban place-making.
      As might be expected, new industry sites proliferate within the derelict or obsolescent inner city districts of postindustrial cities in Europe and North America, including London, Glasgow, Hamburg, Berlin, Barcelona, Milan, New York, Montreal, Toronto, San Francisco, and Vancouver. In these cases, new industry formation can be seen as a revival of inner city industrial sites, or as a new phase of the urban services economy. But we can also identify new industry formation as an increasingly significant process of urban change among the ‘growth economies’ of Pacific Asia, including Tokyo (Shinjuku, Ropponggi, Shibuya), Seoul (district of Kangnam), Shanghai (East Bund, Suzhou Creek), and Singapore (Telok Ayer, Far East Square). The emergence of New Economy sites in the inner city can therefore be constructed legitimately as a global phenomenon, albeit one shaped by distinctive aspects of contingency, including specificities of global-local interaction and contrasting policy responses and emphases. There are also features of volatility within the new industrial spaces of the inner city, associated with pressures of market competition and cost, the sensitivity of emergent industries to new technologies and their destabilizing influences, and the operation of local property markets, which may in some cases favour high-end housing over employment-generating land uses. 
3.    New divisions of labour in the central city

Emerging divisions of production labour in the 21st century central city represent in several important ways a marked contrast with the labour markets of the postindustrial urban core. During the classic postindustrial period, c. 1965-1995, the restructuring of the central area’s labour market incorporated (first) a calamitous decline in long-established Fordist manufacturing industries and allied industrial labour; and, secondly, the rapid expansion of a highly-segmented office labour force. This office workforce was dominated by an elite cohort of managerial and professional workers, but included within lower echelons of this hierarchy supervisory personnel, sales staff, clerical and secretarial labour, technical workers, and janitorial and maintenance workers. 
      The office workforce is still the largest element of the central city labour market, but we can discern significant shifts in the divisions of production labour. Office employment has come under increasing pressure in many cities, with downward effects on some of the largest cohorts. Corporate mergers and downsizing have tended to concentrate corporate power among cities at the peak of the global urban hierarchy, and have cut significantly into managerial occupations, while the intensification of capital (in the form of new communications technologies) has severely impacted clerical labour. Overall, the generous staffing of offices prevalent during the peak of the postindustrial period has been supplanted by much leaner employment configurations, a tendency reflected in the dramatically lower levels of speculative office development in many cities.
      At the same time, the comprehensive redevelopment of the old CBD fringe and inner city has produced new social, spatial and technical divisions of production labour. As observed above there are aspects of both complexity and volatility in the New Economy, and features of continuity as well as discontinuity, but for purposes of illustration we can illustrate the restructuring of labour elements in the inner city as follows: (1) emerging social divisions of labour in the form of ‘cultural product’ sectors (goods and services), consistent with Scott’s hypothesis concerning the urban cultural economy (1997a), and corresponding to the contemporary and historical roles of the inner city as site of artistic production, creativity and applied design; (2) a reordered spatial division of labour (after Massey 1984), with the revival of production labour within the inner city, presenting a more balanced spatial profile of employment in the core, relative to the spatial asymmetries of the postindustrial urban workforce dominated by the office workforce of the CBD; and (3) new technical divisions of production labour, which take the form of ‘neo-artisanal’ labour (after Norcliffe and Eberts 1999) emphasizing production process synergies between the arts, creativity, technology and entrepreneurship. These new social, spatial and technical divisions of production labour in the inner city are in important ways complemented by the growth of employment in consumer industries (for example in retail businesses, restaurants and coffee houses) and institutions (design schools, galleries, NGOs and CBOs) which support the operation of the New Economy of the inner city, illustrating one dimension of the relational geographies of specialized production in the 21st century urban core.
4.     Economic Impacts

The rise of new industry formations within inner city districts of the metropolis can generate the following sets of economic impacts:

 (1)   Reconfiguration of the metropolitan core’s space-economy, redressing to some extent the spatial imbalance of the postindustrial core, and partially offsetting job losses in key central city industries and occupations;

(2)   Local area regeneration, in the form of new investments in business start-ups, infrastructure, and human capital, and injections of entrepreneurship in lagging areas of the inner city deficient in these attributes;

(3)   Regional development impacts: research has disclosed important linkage patterns between inner city clusters and other sites within the metropolis; these can include (a) centripetal (or ‘inward’) linkages between inner city industries and firms located within the proximate CBD; and (b) centrifugal linkages, as observed in subcontracting relations between small- and medium-size firms in the inner city, and larger corporations in suburban  and exurban sites;

(4)   Economic base impacts: the competitive advantage of inner city districts for design, creative and knowledge-based industries provides a platform for penetrating export, as well as domestic, markets, facilitated in part by the Internet; and
(5)   Complements with broader metropolitan trajectories: beyond the substantive areas of economic noted above, the imageries associated with the ascendant industries of the inner city, and allied consumption and spectacle, contribute to the metaphors of urban transformation, as seen in descriptors such as the ‘cultural economy of the city (Allen Scott), the ‘creative class’ (Richard Florida), and the ‘New Economy’. These imageries of innovation and enterprise are deployed by municipal officials in efforts to attract new investment for regeneration, and to herald new, more hopeful visions of the urban future. [summarized from Hutton 2004b]
5.    Social and environmental impacts
Social impacts include the putative formation of the ‘creative class’ popularized by Florida and others, although there is skepticism regarding both the true empirical dimensions of this cohort, as well as its status as an autonomous group, distinct from the ‘new middle class’ which comprises the dominant social class of the central city (Hamnett 1994; Ley 1996). 

      Impacts of new industries can include the social benefits of local regeneration effects of new industry formation (see above), but experiences of dislocation and displacement may also be significant. Dislocation can take the form of (a) direct displacement of residents from communities infiltrated by New Economy firms, as experienced in the South of Market Area of San Francisco in the late 1990s, (b) the gentrification of older residential neighbourhoods by New Economy actors, or (c) overspill pressures on land prices in areas proximate to New Economy sites.

      Important environmental impacts include (1) the preservation of individual heritage buildings via adaptive reuse for the New Economy, (2) the larger-scale reconstruction of inner city landscapes, and (3) the reterritorialization of inner city space, with new industry formations contributing to the reconfiguration of established inner city districts (Hutton 2000). 

The New Economy of the Inner City: Purpose and Conceptual Framework
A burgeoning research literature (see below) has disclosed important features of new economy formation in the inner city, emphasizing the importance of specific industries, situated within a range of instructive cities and sites, and offering profiles of innovation and enterprise within discrete time periods. There is now a clear need for a deeper study of new economy development in the inner city, including consideration of localized impacts and implications for the larger metropolis, situated more centrally within industrial urbanism as a genre of urban studies and geography, and more explicitly directed toward theoretical conjecture. There is also scope for rigorous comparisons of new industry formation in cities situated within different regions and echelons of the global urban hierarchy, to identify both pervasive and more contingent conditions and experiences. The New Economy of the Inner City: Regeneration and Dislocation in the 21st Century Metropolis builds on streams of new industry scholarship; intersects urban and economic geography at the frontiers of redefining change; and contributes to the development of new theory for this contemporary period of complex urban change. Specific objectives of the monograph are as follows:

1.    To critique, consolidate and synthesize current research orientations on the processes of reindustrialization in the postmodern urban core, as well as larger implications for the transformation of cities and urban regions;

2.    To develop critical analytical perspectives on generative processes of change in the metropolitan core, emphasizing the saliency of industrial restructuring and new industry formation, but encompassing critical social and policy factors;

3.    To identify new models of advanced industrial production in the metropolitan core, with special emphasis on ascendant industries and new social, spatial and technical divisions of labour, and aspects of inter-industry complementarity and competition in the New Economy;

4.    To interrogate the role of these specialized industries in: the formation of new industrial districts and precincts; the simultaneous and contingent experiences of regeneration and dislocation; and larger processes of multiscalar change in the urban core and metropolis at large;
5.    To propose robust, integrative new models of urban structure and land use in the core, derived from: theoretical engagement; literature review and synthesis; and a rich program of field work and site visits conducted within important and influential city case studies.

The central research questions which shape the investigation are as follows: In what ways does new industry formation, together with related social dynamics, contribute to the respatialization of the inner city and the reconstruction of the postindustrial urban landscape? How can we characterize (and model) trajectories and sequences of new industry formation, including the emerging forms of territorial production in the inner city? Can we identify ‘global’ or universalizing tendencies in new industry formation within the inner city? What are the principal contingencies of difference in process and experience, including scalar considerations, industrial structure, and overall stage of development, as well as local, regional and state policy factors? And, more specifically, is the dominant effect of New Economy formation one of regeneration, or, alternatively, dislocation or ‘splintering’ (Graham and Marvin 2001), in terms of space, labour market impacts, and externalities for social groups? Finally, how might an appreciation of these complex processes and outcomes contribute to a retheorization of the 21st century city, in a (post)postindustrial setting?

Research orientation and reference points
The potential scope and thematic richness of scholarship on processes and outcomes of new industry formation within the inner city can be demonstrated by its manifest connections to several of the most influential contemporary social science research orientations. Within the realm of economic geography, we can readily discern a significant interface between the reindustrialization of the inner city and: (1) the cultural turn in economic geography (see Barnes 2001), associated with the rise of the urban cultural economy, the putative emergence of a ‘creative class’, and the increasing centrality of ‘cultural products’ (Scott 1997) to the economic base of the advanced city-region; (2) the emphasis on ‘relational’ processes of industrial innovation situated within urban-regional space (Amin 1998), configured by complexities of ‘actor-structure’ relationality, ‘scalar relationality’, and ‘socio-spatial’ relationality, replete with ‘interconnections and tensions’ (Yeung 2005); and (3) narratives of industrial innovation embodied within the ‘institutional perspective’ (Amin 1999), which in the New Economy of the inner city encompass the extraordinary density or ‘thickness’ of institutions and agencies established in whole or in part to promote, manage or regulate new industry formation. These include special-purpose agencies, educational institutions and programmes, units of local government, and non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and community-based organizations (CBOs), although there are to be sure conflicts in the mandates and operations of these institutions.
Economic geography may constitute the lead discipline for research on the New Economy. But the clustering of new industries within certain districts of the inner city contributes to the reconfiguration of urban space and social morphology, establishing the clear saliency of this phase of reindustrialization for urban geographers. Key reference points for research on the New Economy within urban geography include: (1) global-local interaction shape new industry formation which contributes to ‘place-making’ in the city, as disclosed by observations in London, New York, Cologne, Seattle, and other cities; (2) the new industry formations which underpin the reconstruction of urban landscapes and built form; and (3) the implications of new industry employment growth and occupational shifts for the reformation of urban social class, and for a new expression of gentrification within the 21st century inner city.  
The scholarly platform for this study incorporates the author’s sequence of investigations of interdependencies of industrial change and urban transformation, including earlier work on the processes and implications of the postindustrial central city (see for example Hutton and Ley 1987; Davis and Hutton 1991). But the direct lineage of this study is derived from more recent investigations of the economic structures of the contemporary inner city: the historical and contemporary importance of creative industries in the shaping of production landscapes (Hutton 2000); the influence of urban theory on planning interventions designed to reshape inner city production, consumption and residential landscapes (Hutton 2004a); the synergies of technology, culture and place in the ‘New Economy of the Inner City’ (Hutton 2004b); the interrelationships between spatiality, built form and creative industry formation in the inner city (Hutton forthcoming); and the theoretical implications of evolving production models in the reconfiguration of the metropolitan core (Hutton 2005a). The research methodology has included theoretical engagement, critique and synthesis, and an ongoing programme of field work in principal sites (London, Singapore, San Francisco, and Vancouver) conducted since 1998. Site visits to cities such as Cologne, Milan, Florence, and Seattle have enlarged an understanding of the scope of new industry formation, together with an ongoing dialogue with colleagues working primarily in other cities. 

The problem focus and orientation of this study has also been shaped by the work of influential scholars, including: (1) explanations of knowledge-intensive industrial innovation and enterprise, notably work on relational interdependencies, collaboration and the role of proximity, exemplified by Cooke and Morgan’s perspective on the ‘associational economy’ (Cooke and Morgan 1998), Amin’s research on globalization and regional development (Amin 1998), Boschma’s critique of proximity and innovation in advanced industrial systems (Boschma 2005), Grabher’s inquiry into collaboration and the ‘ecologies of creativity’ (Grabher 1993; 2001; 2002), Gertler’s explication of proximity, culture and tacit knowledge exchange among advanced economies (Gertler 1995; 2003); and Beyer’s research on advanced services and the New Economy (2000); (2) studies of generative new industrial processes and the reconceptualization of cities and urban space , for example Molotch’s work on Los Angeles, 1996; Helbrecht’s examination of the ‘creative metropolis’ in Munich and Vancouver 1998; Pratt’s ongoing work on London and San Francisco, see for example Pratt 1997a and 2000; Bathelt’s examination of clustering processes in Leipzig (Bathelt 2005), and Capello and Faggian’s analysis of ‘collective learning and relational capital’ in local innovation in Milan and Piacenza (Capello and Faggian 2005) ; (3) case studies of new industry formation and experiences in exemplary cities and sites: see for example, Indergaard’s study (2004) of ‘Silicon Alley’ in Manhattan, and Pedro Costa’s analysis of the imposition of new media industries on the old cultural quarter of Lisbon, 2004; (4) employment and labour market implications of new industry formation in the inner city, including Post’s work (1999) on London’s ‘City Fringe’, and Schön, Sanyal and Mitchell’s examination of high-technology industry impacts on low income communities; (5) the affinity of New Economy workers and firms for inner city amenities and landscapes (Mugerauer 2000), and (6) studies of governance, public policy and institutions, designed to shape new industry formation, or to address important externalities of development (see Gertler’s treatise on ‘manufacturing culture’ and the ‘institutional geography of industrial practice’ (Gertler 2004), Dionne’s study of the Cité Multimédia in Montréal (Dionne 2001), Leslie and Rantisi’s analysis of governance issues in Montréal’s design sector (Leslie and Rantisi 2004); and Pratt’s critiques of policies for the creative industries, 1997b and 2005. This outline demonstrates a clear trend line in research orientation, from a single-minded emphasis on technology as the principal motive force of New Economy formation, toward richer, multiperspectival approaches that take in the complex social, cultural, physical and policy factors that underpin new industry formation within the textured landscapes of the inner city.
Shaping the book: concept and constituencies

The proposed monograph is intended to place the processes of new industry formation reshaping the ‘new inner city’ firmly within a narrative of industrial change in the advanced metropolis (see for example Scott 1988; Rantisi 2002). This perspective acknowledges the thematic density and complexity of new industry formation, and informs innovative theoretical conjecture on the evolving city. This project entails a rigorous re-examination of the cogency of the major foundational theories of late-20th century urban change: postindustrialism, post-Fordism, and postmodernism. The starting position is that each still has much to say about the configuration of the metropolis, but they are in urgent need of refurbishment. A careful assessment of the theoretical implications of the streams of research noted previously can materially assist in this venture. This review can also disclose the contingencies associated both with the processes of new industry formation, leading to explanations of differentiated inner city industrial structure within cities, as well as with the highly contrasting economic, social and environmental effects of reindustrialization experiences in the metropolitan core. 
New industry formation in the inner city also represents particularly fertile ground for testing concepts designed to explain processes of industrial experimentation and innovation among advanced economies, notably the significance of relational assets, the importance of proximity, and the role of ‘institutional thickness’. The suitability of the inner city as a testing ground for conceptual innovation in these domains is defined by qualities of scale, built form and spatial intimacy; by the complexity of industrial organization and institutional structure; and by the markedly social nature of production and work in the central city (Evans 2004). In structuring the themes of the book, the first section of the volume will accordingly present chapters on the relational geographies of production in the inner city, the revival of inner city industrial districts, and new divisions of production labour.
The second overarching purpose of the book is to disclose the extraordinary empirical richness of the new industry experience within the inner city districts of the 21st century metropolis. The heart of the empirical dimension of the narrative and analysis will be generated from the extensive programme of field work and site visits undertaken over the last eight years in key cities. This extended programme, supported by two grants from the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council of Canada (SSHRC), and one from the UBC Hampton Fund, entailed (1) detailed survey work on new industry formation in exemplary sites within each city (London: Shoreditch [London Borough of Hackney], Clerkenwell [Islington], and the Bermondsey Street Conservation Area (CA)[Southwark]; Singapore: Telok Ayer and Far East Square; San Francisco: South Park and adjacent areas of the South of Market Area [SOMA]; and Vancouver: Yaletown, Victory Square/Gastown, and False Creek Flats; (2) semi-structured interviews with new industry managers and workers, with special-purpose NGOS, and with local policy planners responsible for land use, development, and industrial innovation in each city; and (3) documentary analysis, focusing on the sequence of local planning and policies proposed to support, regulate or otherwise manage the development of new industries within the inner city. This programme of field work conducted in each city since 1998 takes in several cycles of industrial change, enabling perspectives on the temporal dimension of reindustrialization over this critical period of transformation.

In the conclusion, the observations and findings from the author’s field work and site visits, set against the reports of colleagues working in other cities, will facilitate the proposal of new typologies and concepts of urban change in the 21st century city, together with implications for planning and local policy; and for an emerging research agenda in this rich, complex and important social science domain.

Rationale for the case studies: cities and sites

The cities selected for the extensive programme of field work—London, Singapore, San Francisco, and Vancouver—occupy different echelons of the global urban hierarchy, are distanciated by urban scale and by vast tracts of space, and are characterized by contrasting forms of governance and local planning systems. These contrasts will of course account for a significant measure of difference in new industry structures and experiences, although the emergence of multiple New Economy sites in each case offers a superficial demonstration of the global nature of the phenomenon.

But for the purposes of this project, London, Singapore, San Francisco and Vancouver also exhibit important developmental commonalities and theoretical connecting points, with respect to:
1.     Global-local interaction and interdependency: London stands with New York at the apex of the global urban hierarchy, but for each of these four cities experiences of industrial change and community reformation are increasingly shaped by interdependencies between (a) global processes (FDI, the role of multinationals, international trade), (b) transnational urbanism (international immigration, growing expatriate populations, the city as inter-cultural production and transmission site), and (c) local factors, including governance structure, developmental histories, spatial structure and environmental factors.

2.     Industrial restructuring trajectories:  each of the four cities in the sample has assumed a distinctly postindustrial trajectory, with manufacturing in a state of secular decline, and with 80-85 per cent. of the metropolitan labour force engaged in services work. In three of the cities, London, Singapore, and Vancouver, postindustrialism has constituted a policy value of the state and/or local authorities, and each has endeavoured to support the emergence of new industries in the city by means of a suite of policies and regulatory initiatives, although the policy models exhibit significant elements of differentiation.
3.    Proliferation of new industry sites in the inner city. While the experiences have been subject to volatility in each case, each of the cities in the sample represents an important global example of inner city new industry formation, with multiple sites situated within the metropolitan core. These sites vividly exhibit the range of reindustrialization processes observed within the ‘new inner city’, exemplified by distinctive structures of industries, firms, labour and production networks.
4.    Social reconstruction of the inner city: In London, Singapore, San Francisco and Vancouver, the past two decades have seen the social reconstruction of the inner city, strongly associated with the hegemony of the professional, managerial and entrepreneurial elites of the new middle class, as well as the more recent ascendancy of New Economy workers. These cohorts are powerfully linked to continuing gentrification processes, and to the intermingling of the social and working worlds of the inner city.
5.    Theoretical significance: each of the cities in the sample offers a rich social and historical setting for contemporary new industry formation processes and experiences, and is imbued with wider theoretical significance and sustained urban studies interest; see for example Glass 1963, Hall 1962, 1973 and 1998, Sassen 1991 and Hamnett 1994 and 2003 for London; Perry, Kong and Yeoh 1997, and Ho 1994 and 2005 for Singapore; Brook, Carlsson and Peters 1998, Brechin 1999 and Hartmann 2003, for San Francisco; and Ley 1996, Olds 2001 and Hutton 2004a, for Vancouver). 

These connecting points suggest the importance of each city for scholarship on the New Economy of the inner city, and more specifically the suitability of the selected cities for comparative study. 

This outline of inter-city commonalities, coupled with both the central and more contextual issues and problems outlined in this prospectus, suggests the nature of constituencies for the book. The core constituencies of interest for The New Economy of the Inner City will be urban and economic geographers, reflecting the key thematic intersections of industrial change and its contemporary imprint upon the city, as well as urban studies, given the book’s multiperspectival approach which takes in social, cultural and physical, as well as economic, factors and outcomes. There will also be a significant secondary audience among urban planners, in light of the normative content of the monograph, and the attention paid to the role of planning and local policy in the shaping of inner city new industry formations. For teaching purposes, the book would be a useful addition for curricula for senior undergraduate Geography courses, as well as for teaching at the graduate levels in Geography, Urban Studies, and Urban Planning. 
Theoretical framework and lines of inquiry
The Investigator’s project on inner city industrial enterprise has sought to establish important connecting points between economic, urban and cultural geography as a means of interrogating the singular richness and complexity of reindustrialization within the metropolitan core. This study will therefore be situated within the following avenues of scholarly inquiry, synthesized from the preceding discussion of conceptual reference points and emerging scholarly orientations.
Restructuring sequences: periodizing urban change. 
The ‘end-game’ of postindustrialism has been characterized by some scholars as a period of essentially chaotic, disorderly and centreless postmodern urban change, as outlined by Michael Dear and Stephen Flusty (1998). This profile of apparently random locational tendencies may have had some resonance in the ‘incipient’ phase of postmodern urbanism, but more recent research has disclosed emergent urban development patterns that are certainly complex, but by no means chaotic. Following the injunctions of Paul Knox (1987 and 1988), Sharon Zukin (1988) and other scholars to deploy theory in the service of periodizing defining phases of urban change, we can identify a sequence of industrial restructuring processes in the inner city quite clearly linked to logics of location and larger experiences of urban transformation. These include, for the purposes of illustration: (1) the collapse of Fordist production capacity and labour in the 1970s and 1980s, acknowledged as a defining feature of postindustrialism; (2) the subsequent recolonization of inner city residential and industrial neighbourhoods by artists, consistent with processes and theories of gentrification; (3) the establishment of precincts of applied design and creative services by the late 1980s, signifying the reassertion of production in the inner city, and the onset of the ‘new cultural economy’ elucidated by Allen Scott, Harvey Molotch and others); (4) the phenomenon of the ‘dot.coms’, characterized as an episode of industrial experimentation in the late 1990s, but with more durable consequences including the ‘technological deepening’ of the production economy among advanced urban societies, and (5) the proliferation of hybridized industries and firms combining creativity and technology in the fabrication of ‘cultural products’, presaging the revival of industrial districts in the inner city, with constituent new production networks, and allied spatial, social and technical divisions of labour. As part of this exercise in linking industrialization processes to broader experiences of transformation in the core, the study will rehearse the complex workings of intermediate services in the CBD, including the pioneering theoretical work of Jean Gottmann which depicted the linkage patterns of offices in the central city (Gottmann 1970), as well as later empirical research on the importance of inter-industry relations and agglomerative tendencies within central office districts (see for example Daniels 1975; Goddard 1975). This discussion will also provide important context for studying the role of inner city New Economy firms in the evolving space-economy of the larger metropolitan core.  
Centrality of culture to the metropolis. 
The city has always functioned in part as a crucible of cultural expression and production, as exemplified by orthogenetic cities such as Paris, Rome and Beijing, as well as (in both similar and different ways) by heterogenetic cities like Los Angeles, Melbourne and Singapore. But a deeper association between culture and the city is articulated in Allen Scott’s model of the urban cultural economy (Scott 1997; 2000), and is manifested in the rise of an associated urban ‘creative class’. This creative class can positioned as an extension of the ‘new middle class’ of elite service workers (Ley 1996; Hamnett 2003), or, alternatively, as an essentially new cohort, with distinctive skill sets, lifestyles, residential preferences, and identities (Florida 2002). There is a lively debate about the extent and durability of the cultural economy (Ley 2003; Scott 2003), and about the efficacy of supporting policy interventions (Evans 2001; Markusen and Schrock 2004)). But the notion that the cultural inflection of production favours the metropolitan core, with its unique mix of agglomeration economies, socio-cultural diversity, amenities and heritage landscapes, seems tenable. For this study the key reference point is the social reconstruction of the urban core and its influence on the reshaping of the metropolitan space-economy (Zukin 1998), as observed in the relational geographies of production and consumption in the central city’s knowledge-based economy.
The layering of capital and the reconstruction of the city. 
The reconfiguration of the economy, spaces and landscapes of the central city is shaped in large part by the relayering of capital, observed at the urban zonal level as a shift in investment from the CBD to the CBD fringe and inner city. This spatial reorientation of capital (public as well as private) has endowed the inner city with a ‘New Economy’ comprised of creative, increasingly technology-intensive sectors and industries, and the ‘revival’ of inner city industrial districts and production landscapes (Hutton 2000). The relayering of capital has also generated new housing (urban mega-projects [Olds 2001] as well as adaptive reuse and live-work studios), and consumption amenities, in the form of museums, stadia, galleries, restaurants and the like. Historically, the relayering of capital in the city has produced social dislocation and intensified class conflict, as powerfully articulated in David Harvey’s evocation of redevelopment, displacement and communitarian action in Paris in the Second Empire (Harvey 2003). The reconstruction of the contemporary inner city is replete with analogous outcomes, as Hamnett has elucidated in the London case (Hamnett 2003). For this study, the investigation will examine the competition for capital between new industries and high-end housing in signifying inner city precincts, notably in Clerkenwell (London) and Yaletown (Vancouver), which (as Soja [2000] notes) imparts instability to urban production spaces and the ‘social mosaic’.
Spatiality, built form and creative industry formation in the inner city. 
The reconstruction of the inner city, as a significant demonstration of theory on the production of space pioneered by Henri Lefébvre (1974), involves complex, multiscalar interactions between capital, financial intermediaries, entrepreneurs, policy actors and both NGOs and CBOs. The study will further demonstrate that an appreciation of the distinctive spatiality and environment of the inner city can contribute to a larger understanding of industrialization processes and specialized labour formation in the metropolitan core. Here we can identify a conceptual framework which includes (1) Ed Soja’s idea of the ‘industry-shaping power of spatiality’ as a corollary to the more widely-acknowledged ‘space-shaping power of industry’ (Soja 2000: 166), interpreted here as the boundedness of inner city space and the intimacy of inner urban landscapes; (2) Ilse Helbrecht’s hypothesis (2003) concerning the complementarity of ‘representational’ space (after Thrift 1999) and ‘material’ or physical space in the formation of inner city production landscapes, and her contention that knowledge production within the textured landscapes of the inner city is a physical, as well as intellectual, process, as it typically includes the sensuous and the tactile, as well as abstract thought; and (3) Thomas Markus’s taxonomies of historical building types, function and social meaning (Markus 1994). The particular significance of Markus in this setting is his narrative on the ‘durable taxonomies’ of historic building types which provide vital clues to the (not unproblematic) recovery of public spectacle and social diversity, as well as industrial production, in the inner city. Place is demonstrably a defining feature of the new production economy of the 21st century inner city, and ‘place’ in this context ineluctably comprises ‘material’ and ‘representational’ space. The nexus of theoretical integration in this domain lies in the construction of new three-dimensional industrial landscapes and knowledge-based production territories comprised of spatiality and built form.  
Structure of the Book and Chapter Outline
                                                                                                                                                                           The New Economy of the Inner City will comprise two principal parts: the first addressing theoretical issues and the role of industrial restructuring in defining processes of urban growth and change; and the second presenting a set of instructive and consequential case studies, situated in major cities positioned at different echelons of the global urban hierarchy. 

Part I, ‘Trajectories of Reindustrialization in the Inner City’, elucidates the purpose and objectives of the book, situates the recent experience of industrial restructuring and the new mix of production regimes within an historical context, reaffirms the central city as a unique and signifying domain of urban change, and identifies both pervasive and more contingent aspects of industrial change.

Part II., ‘Experiences of New Industry Formation: Regeneration and Dislocation’, offers deeper case studies situated in four metropolitan cities which have constituted important sites of theoretical enterprise and policy experimentation: London, Singapore, San Francisco and Vancouver. The chapter outlines for Part ll. below include the essence of the story-lines for each of these case studies.  
Part l.   Trajectories of Reindustrialization in the Inner City

1.       The Reassertion of Production in the Inner City: Theoretical Issues
The introductory chapter will set out the principal conceptual, empirical and normative framework for the book, emphasizing the key points of thematic intersection in contemporary urban scholarship. The saliency of industrial restructuring in the inner city as an entrée to disclosing the rich empirical dimensions of urban change will be explicated, together with opportunities for conducting imaginative and integrative retheorization of change in the 21st century metropolis. The research model and methodology underpinning the monograph will be adumbrated here in this introductory chapter, with a more detailed outline provided in an appendix to the book.          

      The scholarly orientation and research questions which position this monograph within the relevant genres of urban and economic geography will be addressed in this introductory chapter. Chapter 1 will also include a review and critique of the contemporary relevance of the trilogy of foundational theories of late 20th century urban change: postindustrialism, post-Fordism, and postmodernism. This exercise then leads logically to a critique of putative successor concepts or models, including the idea of the New Economy, the ‘cultural economy of cities’ in its contemporary expression, and the rise of transnational urbanism as a complement to globalization. The objective here will be to assess the extent to which these concepts can be adapted to (or accommodated within) the foundational theories cited earlier, acknowledging continuities and discontinuities of production structures and systems of the central city. The discussion of the principal urban transformation theories of the late 20th century will also provide an essential point of departure for introducing influential concepts of contemporary industrial innovation, notably including the relational perspective, the importance of proximity in knowledge production, and the significance of institutional density or ‘thickness’ to complex industrial organizations and territorial innovation systems.  
      Chapter 1 will conclude with a description of the structure and content of the book, including essential linkages between theory and processes, (Part One) and the selection and presentation of the case study chapters (Part Two). More specifically, the strengths and limitations of the case study cities and sites will be addressed, stressing the rationale of theoretical and normative significance common to each, but acknowledging as well important contrasts which require an investigation of persistent exceptionalism and localized contingency, and the production of typologies of change rather than universalizing theories designed to fit highly differentiated urban conditions.  
2.       Clustering and the Relational Geographies of Production

The locational tendencies of New Economy industries and firms within the 21st century inner city exhibit the familiar forces of economic agglomeration, driven largely by the strength and density of backward linkages common to industries within the metropolitan core, as well as the distinctive clustering propensity observed among contact-intensive intermediate service industries within the postindustrial CBD. Established theory pertaining to industrial location therefore serves as a useful point of departure for depicting the spatial behaviour of creative, technology-intensive and knowledge-based firms which comprise the ascendant industries of the ‘new inner city’, as innovative industrial regimes demonstrate elements of continuity, as well as discontinuity (Camagni 1991). 
      The establishment of new industry formations within inner city districts has been identified as a key feature of urban change among a growing number of cities within both advanced and transitional societies, suggesting the contours of a new facet of globalization. Further, advanced telecommunications technologies facilitate the sourcing of key inputs from distant locations, and are deployed in the global recruitment of skilled workers in crucial New Economy occupations. But proximity to suppliers, clients and the local creative and professional labour force is still demonstrably important for many inner city firms, so the emergence of new industry formations within the inner city represents a particularly evocative example of global-local interaction and interdependency.  

      What distinguishes the clustering tendencies of New Economy firms within the inner city from the behaviour of long-established industries is the far richer and more complex relational geography of specialized production, including interdependent social, environmental and institutional factors. The highly localized nature of these relational attributes accounts in large measure for the significant variation in industrial structure at the district and ‘micro-level’ space-economy of cities. This chapter offers a systematic review of the literature on the relational geographies of the New Economy in the inner city (see for example Amin 1998; Bathelt and Glückler 2003) including the author’s extensive record of interviews and field surveys conducted since 1998, incorporating the following relational attributes of cluster formation: (1) spatiality and built form (including siting within the metropolis, and both ‘material’ and ‘representational’ environmental features), (2) institutions (including NGOs and CBOs, as well as special-purpose educational and training institutions, local regeneration bodies and other public agencies), (3) housing (incorporating live-work, work-live and other innovative housing forms, as well as loft conversions and adaptive reuse), (4) amenity and consumption linkages, (5) key infrastructure elements, including transportation and communications infrastructure, (6) the behaviour of the local property market, as a principal influence on land use and redevelopment in high-demand districts, and (7) the legacy value of localized industrial trajectories and traditions. These established craft-scale and residual Fordist industries can in some cases serve as a platform for New Economy industries and firms, although there are experiences of industrial succession and dislocation to acknowledge, and perhaps in a majority of cases industrial displacement and employment contraction represent the dominant impacts on pre-existing industries and firms.
3.       The Revival of Inner City Industrial Districts

The literature on the New Economy has generated a proliferation of new terms to describe the spatial dimensions of new industry formation in the inner city, including, to illustrate: ‘new media spaces’ (Pratt, Indergaard), ‘theatricalised sites’ of the new economy (Scott), ‘reconstructed production landscapes’ (Hutton), or ‘cultural quarters’ (Costa; Evans). This apparent promiscuity of usage can be attributed in part to the different analytical lens through which the formation of new industries is viewed (e.g. urban studies, cultural studies, economic geography), as well as to the novelty and volatility of these industries. In this regard Andy Pratt has described the multimedia sector as a cluster of industry groups ‘in the making’ (Pratt 2000), underscoring the epistemologically ‘slippery’ nature of industrial experimentation, innovation and enterprise in the New Economy over the past decade.
      The continuing evolution of inner city production sectors, structures and systems militates against the feasibility of theoretical conjecture along the lines of those proposed for more stable periods of urban development, although part of the argument of this monograph is that the foundational theories of the classic postindustrial period are by now themselves in need of refurbishment. As a means of grounding theoretical conjecture on the implications of industry formation, the sequence of New Economy episodes since the early 1990s will be situated within the literature on Marshallian industrial districts. This posture will enable a more robust appreciation of both contemporary and historical cycles of industrialization, growth and decline within inner city sites, through the initial experience of the classic ‘industrial city’ interpreted by practitioners of the Chicago school of urban ecology, and the apogee of Fordist production in the early postwar years, followed by the wrenching and redefining episodes of industrial restructuring of the 1970s and 1980s among advanced urban societies. 
      This positioning exercise will offer an effective platform for interpreting the complex processes of succession, innovation and transition over the past decade and a half which can be characterized as the ‘reassertion of production’ in the inner city, several decades after the collapse of Fordist production and allied labour and social groups, as well as the ‘revival of industrial districts’ in the 21st century inner metropolitan core. The experiences of inner city reindustrialization will be viewed through a refinement of the classical industrial district model, linking new generative processes of urban development to new territorial forms of specialized production. Another critical reference point is the structure of specialized intermediate services production in the CBD, which constituted the most important element of the space-economy of the postindustrial metropolitan core. There is evidence that some of the new industries and firms of the inner city are linked to clients in the CBD, while in other cases they may act as subcontractors for larger corporations situated within the more peripheral zones of the metropolis. 

      Part of the task involves an identification of ‘durable’ features of the industrial district model, as well as those which have been subverted or modified in the contemporary industrialization experience. One signal contrast lies in the relation to local property markets: during the classical industrial period, industrialization clearly shaped inner city land use and property markets, with housing (especially working class housing) an ancillary feature. Evidence from London, Vancouver and other cities, however, suggest that high-end housing (in the form of adaptive reuse and new projects) can command higher rents than industry, inverting the classic property relations calculus. There are also important changes in the linkage patterns between inner city industries and networks of clients and suppliers in the CBD, within the peripheral areas of the larger metropolis, and within export markets, to consider in structuring profiles of ‘new industry districts’ within the urban core.
      Provisional nomenclature for a typology of industrial districts will include an adaptation of the author’s hierarchy of production territories, including (1) extensive production districts, (2) more compact clusters, including both spontaneous and induced clusters of creative and cultural production, (3) ‘signifying’ precincts of commingled production, consumption and lifestyle, and (4) ‘incipient’ New Economy sites, exhibiting early stages of new industry development. The sample of urban new industry experiences will include Manchester, Birmingham, Milan, Munich, Leipzig, New York, Toronto, Montreal, Tokyo and Shanghai, which will enable an appreciation of the breadth and variety of inner city reindustrialization experiences.  
4.       Beyond the Postindustrial City: New Divisions of Production Labour
Major shifts in the division of production labour represent one of the most defining and consequential features of the New Economy of the inner city, and offer salient contrasts with the labour structures of the classic postindustrial metropolis, circa 1965-1990. The lens of analysis for this chapter incorporate a synthesis of changes in (1) the social division of production labour (including new product sectors associated with the cultural economy of the city); (2) spatial divisions of labour in the reconstructured metropolitan core, reflecting the pressures on the CBD office sector and the rise of New Economy clusters in the inner city; and (3) emergent technical divisions of production labour, privileging dynamic occupational cohorts which combine the arts, creativity, technology and entrepreneurship in reconfigured skills sets of constituent New Economy industries. 

      Three distinct but related lines of inquiry will elucidate the most consequential features of labour reformation within the production sectors of inner city industrial districts. First, the chapter offers a succinct rehearsal of the origins of labour formation in the industrial city, establishing the centrality of such processes in the reshaping of the inner city, as well as pointing to new developmental trajectories in the larger metropolis. This narrative recalls the importance of Fordist production labour to the evolution of the tripartite urban structure of the Industrial City (manufacturing, ancillary industries and services, working class residential communities), and to the city’s space-economy and export base.

      Secondly, the employment consequences of the postindustrial city will be presented, as a prelude to the more detailed analysis of the labour dimensions of the New Economy of the ‘new inner city’. This segment will emphasize the formation of a hegemonic, highly-segmented office workforce within the corporate complex of the CBD as the defining feature of the postindustrial city’s labour market, together with the precipitous contractions of the inner city Fordist industrial labour. Historically, the rapid growth of office labour in the 1970s and 1980s is conventionally seen as a direct consequence of changes in the division of production labour among advanced economies, but can also be interpreted as the apogee of a longer process of growth in financial and commercial employment, with its modern provenance in the initial high-rise office booms of late 19th-century Chicago and New York, and in the incipient world city status of Paris, Berlin, and (especially) London during the belle epoque.

      The third and analytically deepest section of Chapter 4 presents a profile of the fundamental reformation of the labour markets and employment structures of the contemporary metropolitan core. This exercise opens with an overview of the shifting spatial centre of gravity in new labour formation in the core, with the CBD fringe and inner city playing more salient roles in the specialized labour market of the metropolitan core. Global market competitive pressures, the corporate downsizing consequences of mergers and acquisitions, and the substitution of capital (technology) for office labour has produced discernibly ‘leaner’ staffing structures of the CBD office workforce. The central office district has also been ‘colonized’ in some cases by small New Economy firms following the flight (or contractions) of corporate office firms, and has also been subject to adaptive reuse in favour of residential conversions. But the focus will be on the labour force of the ‘new inner city’, defined both by industrial and occupational change. Here, technology and technical skills have clearly become more important to the inner city’s labour force, but the author’s interview findings, reinforced by the work of other scholars, tends to underscore creativity as the defining feature of this specialized workforce. The analysis of specific skills sets, task orientations and occupational classification of New Economy labour draws on the work of Glen Norcliffe and Andy Pratt, as well as the author’s extensive program of interviews since 1998 with representatives of firms within the following industries: architecture; advertising (corporate design and branding); graphic artists and graphic designers; computer graphics and design; industrial design; multimedia; and video game production.        

Part ll.   Experiences of Regeneration and Dislocation
5.       New Industry Formation in a Global City: Reindustrialization within
          London’s ‘City Fringe’
London has been positioned at the global vanguard of transformative urban change in the postwar period. A vast and influential research literature underscores London’s significance as primary site for a series of redefining and often deeply problematic shifts, which include: (1) the seminal regional plans and postwar social and physical reconstruction programmes; (2) the decline and eventual collapse of heavy manufacturing and allied industries commencing in the 1960s, impelled by market and policy forces; (3) the onset of gentrification in inner London boroughs, associated with the shifts in London’s class structure and the existence of a ‘rent gap’ in inner city housing markets, first reported by Ruth Glass in 1963; (4) the rapid growth of banking, finance and producer services over the 1980s, accelerated by the monetarist policies and the deregulation of financial markets; (5) London’s emergence as both a 1st-order global city and transnational metropolis, driven by important (and highly contentious) state policy shifts in Britain and in other neo-liberal states, by London’s preeminence in highly specialized financial functions, and by new echelons of international immigration; and (6) the comprehensive transformations of industrial and residential landscapes of the inner city over the past decade and a half, including new spaces of production as well as consumption, amenity and spectacle. Each of these phases of transformative change have been accompanied by large-scale experiences of dislocation and displacement, but at the same time the last half century has also demonstrated London’s capacity for securing new economic vocations following episodes of restructuring and contractions of capacity and labour.

      The evolution of London’s space-economy represents an important dimension of restructuring and overall transformation. At the broader regional scale we can identify ‘mega-scale’ clusters of specialized production and labour, embodying world-scale export roles, propulsive corporations, and thousands of linked firms and enterprises, situated within the City of London, Westminster, the Docklands, and Heathrow. The capital’s manufacturing districts (including those established in the 19th century, as well as some of the sites in north-west London developed in the inter-war period) suffered huge contractions in plant and labour, with wrenching impacts on associated social groups and working class communities. But over the last decade and a half or so new industry formations have emerged within a number of inner London boroughs, including the expansion of creative and media services in the established Soho district in Westminster, as well as districts situated within the ‘City Fringe’ on the northern crescent of the City of London, including sites in Islington, Hackney and Tower Hamlets. Within these areas we can trace residual features of traditional industry as outlined in Peter Hall’s history of London’s industrial districts (Hall 1962), but creative and knowledge-based enterprises represent the ascendant economic base of the City fringe. These sites cannot compare with the major regional-scale clusters identified above in terms of corporate and employment densities; but they collectively represent an important new phase of London’s development, with signal implications for new developmental trajectories, global-local interaction, and the re-imaging of place. 

      This chapter presents a comparative analysis of three exemplary New Economy sites in inner London: Hoxton (Shoreditch), Clerkenwell (Islington), and the Bermondsey Street Conservation Area (CA). Within these areas we can discern elements of the typology of new industrial spaces described in Chapter 2: industrial districts within the City Fringe, compact clusters (creative design firms in the northern part of Bermondsey Street), and signifying New Economy sites (notably Hoxton in Shoreditch). These new production spaces also vividly exemplify what Morgan has termed ‘territorial innovation systems’ (Morgan 2004) which facilitate through proximity essential information production and exchange.  
      At one level there are clearly important developmental commonalities among areas incorporated within this sample. Each district bears the imprint of contemporary processes of industrial, socioeconomic and physical change, including the IT-driven economy, the ‘cultural economy’ of the metropolis, the relayering of capital in the city, and the influence of transnational urbanism. Indeed, there are some apparent similarities in the industrial structure and transitional experiences in each of the three sites. But structural forces are interpreted and experienced in different ways in each of the sites, and interact both in visible and more subtle and nuanced ways with highly localized conditions to produce what Scott has evocatively described as the ‘ever more finely grained patterns of locational and differentiation and specialisation’ in the metropolis (Scott 1997b: 74). Thus, while each site conforms broadly with the widely-observed structures and imagery of inner city creative, knowledge-based districts, observation and empirical investigation readily disclose significant contrasts in the composition and distribution of firms, in linkage patterns, and in transitional experiences, among other outcomes. In Shoreditch, for example, we can observe an enclave of small design and creative services, with larger corporations (telecommunications, banking, property development located on the three arterials (Old Street, Great Eastern Street, Curtain Road) enclosing the enclave [Figure 1]; while the space-economy of the larger Clerkenwell district encompasses multiple clusters of specialized production, including artisanal workshops, creative design firms, arts and crafts, and large banking and financial corporations, the latter associated with the rent structure and changing divisions of services labour in London (Hutton forthcoming) [Figure 2]. There are also important environmental and social impacts to investigate, given the proximity of these sites to marginal communities (especially for Hoxton and Bermondsey Street), and the social conflicts of land use exacerbated by the workings of the local property markets.
      The central story-line for the chapter is the influence of local factors in the shaping of distinctive New Economy sites within inner London, developed within the broader context of London’s restructuring sequences, and acknowledging the signifying global status of London in cycles of reproduction in the New Economy. The narrative and analysis will incorporate the complex relational attributes and interdependencies cited in Chapter 2 (see above), with special reference to the following factors: historical legacies and traditional production regimes; spatiality and built form; property markets and the relayering of capital; local planning and policy orientations; and institutional factors. With regard to the latter, comparative study will include an examination of borough policies, as well as an analysis of special purpose institutions and agencies situated in each of the three sites under consideration which are endeavouring to support creative production and skills development: the Clerkenwell Green Association, Clerkenwell, the Prince’s Foundation, in Shoreditich; and the Delfina Trust, in the Bermondsey Street CA. 
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      These agencies aspire in large part to support the viability of craft-scale artistic and artisanal production within their respective districts, but the operation of local property markets (and in particular demand for upscale housing) works against this aim by facilitating the entry of ‘highest and best’ uses which inflate rents. A new generation of ‘supergentrifiers’, including the most successful of the new professional classes and wealthy immigrant cohorts, has exerted enormous pressure on the Central London property market, underscoring the growing importance of exogenous, as well as local, influences on social upgrading processes in global cities. (Butler 2005). The infiltration of larger intermediate service corporations and firms, attracted by the aestheticized imageries shaped by cohorts of artists and artisans, the latter implicated in an earlier process of displacement in working-class neighbourhoods, represents another destabilizing influence. The complex relationships between new industries in each area, and sites of spectacle and consumption, and housing markets will be investigated, as a means of identifying both complementarities and conflicts among these ascendant activities in London’s reconstructed inner city.      

6.       The New Economy in Singapore: Pioneers and Mimics in Telok Ayer 

As is well known, Singapore represents the classic model of the Asian ‘developmental city-state’ (Perry, Kong and Yeoh 1997; Ho 1997). Over the past four decades the national government and its key development agencies have undertaken vigorous policy experiments and regulatory reform to reshape the structures of Singapore’s economy and trade orientation, in support of modernist visions of industrial progress, social advancement, and globalization. For the first half of this extended sequence of policy innovations, the sectoral emphasis was on export-led manufacturing growth, complemented by enormous investments in infrastructure associated with Singapore’s regional entrepôt trade. During this period Singapore emerged as one of the signal successes of the paradigmatic Asian industrialization experience. Corresponding investments in education and public housing constituted a comprehensive national commitment to social development, to building the city-state’s social and human capital, and to extending key elements of Singapore’s regional competitive advantage. A sharp recession in 1985, however, demonstrated the limits of this vocation, and the state embarked upon a new development policy orientation, favouring high-value, exportable services such as banking, finance, and producer services, as well as increasingly technology-intensive manufacturing, a pioneering model of services-led development in the Asian context which has been emulated in part by other nations in the region (Hutton 2005b). 

      These policies have materially facilitated the establishment of Singapore as the dominant global city within Southeast Asia, derived from its strength in corporate control and regional offices, international gateway functions, and finance and intermediate services. This policy supports have enabled Singapore to at least selectively compete with Hong Kong, Tokyo and Shanghai for shares of key service markets in the region. As in other highly service-oriented economies, there have also been important consequences for Singapore’s social morphology. The status of advanced services as the growth leader in the Singapore economy is strongly linked to a dominant social class trajectory of professionalization, expressed in the formation of a postindustrial ‘new middle class’ which has largely supplanted the old industrial elite (Baum 1999; Ho 2005). The occupational succession process has produced a highly educated, meritocratic elite which exercises substantial power and influence within the upper echelons of Singapore’s government and business sectors, and (as Ho has demonstrated) shaped ideas of citizenship and identity. 

      Singapore’s dominance within Southeast Asia, although well-established, is by no means uncontested. This contestation has a global dimension, seen in the penetration of regional service markets by American and European firms, as well as from more proximate sources, evidenced (notably) in Malaysia’s commitment to globalization and modernization realized in part by the major investments in infrastructure and systems in Kuala Lumpur and the ‘multimedia corridor’. These grands projets embody their own risks and contradictions (see Bunnell 2002), but the progress of other regional economies has instilled within the Singapore Government a commitment to relentlessly pushing forward the city-state’s development frontier. As rival economies succeed in making inroads into Singapore’s established industries, the state (through the agency of the Government executive and the Economic Development Board [EDB]) strives to identify and support emerging sectors for which Singapore may achieve regional competitive advantage. In the most recent phase, Singapore’s development orientation has included a form of ‘cultural turn’, which includes policies for the knowledge-based society, cultural economy and creative industries, supported in part by state-funded partnerships with leading international universities (Olds and Thrift 2005).

      An examination of the evolution of New Economy industries within Singapore’s CBD fringe and inner city heritage districts yields pertinent insights, both into the spatial expression of industrial innovation and enterprise in the city-state, as well as into the complex global-local interactions and tensions associated with this contemporary development mode. Within the compact Telok Ayer site, one of the four designated (1989) areas within the Chinatown Heritage District, a sequence of new industries (which pre-date the state’s policies for creative and cultural industries) exhibit the inscription of global restructuring and diffusion of innovation, and embody contested cultural meanings (Yeoh and Kong 1994). This sequence included the recolonization of 2- and 3-storey 19th century shophouses by creative design firms by the mid-1990s, followed by the familiar rise and rapid collapse of the so-called dot.coms, and the prompt reentry of creative design industries displaced for a time by the dot.coms. Telok Ayer demonstrates the resilience of the inner city as a zone of experimentation and innovation, as well the intimate relational geographies of specialized production situated within Morgan’s concept of territorial innovation systems (2004). Interviews conducted by the author during several episodes of field work 1999-2003 disclose a close affinity of creative, knowledge-intensive workers for the district’s distinctive micro-scale spatiality and historically-resonant landscapes and built form, and for the proliferation of consumption amenities which abound in Telok Ayer and Singapore’s Chinatown generally. ‘Relational assets’ are manifestly crucial to new industry formation and knowledge production within Singapore’s inner city. 

      The success of Telok Ayer as a site of innovative cultural production, with its clusters of small- to medium-size local firms and a sprinkling of MNEs, has in part inspired a more grandiose New Economy project. Far East Square is located immediately adjacent, on the eastern side of Cross Street which marks the boundary between the CBD and Chinatown. Although the built environment comprises a landscape of shophouses similar to that of Telok Ayer, Far East Square has been reconstructed and refinished as a domain of corporate New Economy industries, evidenced by the presence of global corporations such as Yahoo!, Nortel Networks and BBC International, as well as state sponsorship, including the participation of foreign governments and the Singapore EDB. Some of authentic feel of the Chinatown shophouses in Far East Square has been compromised by the contrived elegance of paint work and external renovation and finishing, in contrast to the careful but more individual restoration of the shophouses in Telok Ayer which accommodate the clusters of design and creative firms. Despite the common provenance and heritage environments, Telok Ayer’s creative industries display an ‘organic’ process of innovation, while Far East Square can be seen as a projection of the CBD, or even as an inner city analogue of a suburban business park. These physical contrasts are matched in part by the evident differences in the business cultures of the two precincts (‘business formal’ and corporate in Far East Square, more informal and individualistic in Telok Ayer), recalling Saxenian’s comparison of cultures of innovation in Silicon Valley and Route 128 (Saxenian 1994). Telok Ayer and Far East Square therefore present an exceptionally vivid and instructive basis for comparing the developmental pathway of a ‘spontaneous’ creative industry site, driven largely by local entrepreneurs and professionals (Telok Ayer), and the ‘induced’ New Economy site of Far East Square, with its overtly statist and corporate provenance and imagery.         
7.      Innovation and Displacement in the South of Market Area (SOMA),

          San Francisco
The San Francisco Bay area is widely acknowledged as a leading exemplar of territorial economic innovation, defined largely by the global-scale research and development and technology-intensive industries of Silicon Valley. The synergies between a major research university (Stanford), concentrations of research scientists at Palo Alto, and clusters of entrepreneurs in the San Fernando Valley east of San Jose created a model of industrial innovation emulated (to the extent feasible) by innumerable agencies and governments on every continent (Hall 1998). 

      The City of San Francisco is linked in important ways to the major innovation clusters in the broader Bay Area region, for example via financial flows, management services, commuting and subcontracting arrangements, but to a considerable extent lies in the shadow of Silicon Valley, an inversion of the more usual relationship between city and region. Further, key sectors of San Francisco’s economy have come under pressure over the last decade or so, exemplified by the shift of major state banking functions to Los Angeles, and the increasing competition for seaborne trade from Los Angeles-Long Beach and the Puget Sound ports of Seattle and Tacoma. As in other cities, manufacturing has been in decline for many years, and other sectors such as tourism and retail trade have experienced recurrent downturns. San Francisco was also seriously impacted by the downturn in the technology sector in 2000 and in subsequent years, and its recovery has been slow.

      That said, San Francisco occupies a distinctive (and in some ways unique) position in the evolution of advanced urban economies within the U.S. and in global urban systems. In particular, San Francisco presents a vivid and instructive example of the emergence of New Economy industries which synthesize culture, technology, and the relational attributes of place, and which demonstrate significant interdependencies with the arts community, urban lifestyles, and imagery. The abrupt shifts in industrial innovation cycles and transitions experienced over the past decade, together with attendant impacts on the City’s spatial structure, landscapes, social morphology and housing markets, constitute one of the most consequential experiences of inner city change within advanced urban societies. 

      Over the late 1990s, the South of Market Area (SOMA) emerged as possibly the world’s largest inner city New Economy territory (i.e. on a scale with Lower Manhattan and London’s City Fringe), driven by the boom in the technology and telecommunications sectors, defined largely by the rise of the so-called ‘dot.coms’, and seen at the time as a major new trajectory of urban development on the threshold of the 21st century. SOMA was depicted as the inner urban counterpart to the exurban technopole of Silicon Valley, with associated propulsive economic effects, new occupational categories, and social class reformation, privileging the ‘creative techies’ identified as the driving force of experimentation and innovation. Indeed there were important functional linkages between SOMA and Silicon Valley, as many of the computer software, graphics and imaging, animation companies and Internet services firms which located in the South of Market Area in the late 1990s served as subcontractors for large Silicon Valley corporations. 

      SOMA also conformed to the typology of new forms of territorial innovation and production (Chapters 2 and 3), including the reproduction of SOMA (‘Multimedia Gulch’) as a ‘new’ (or reconstructed) industrial district, with the formation of industrial clusters along 2nd and 3rd streets and in Northeast Mission, and with South Park, the only green space in SOMA, as the epicentre or ‘signifying precinct’ of San Francisco’s New Economy. South Park, with its origins as a London-style high-end townhouse neighbourhood in the 1880s, and a district experiencing a sequence of conversions down the urban land market to warehouse district and low-income immigrant community in the mid-20th century, was recast from a low-profile creative and consumption space, to the iconic site of a technology-driven New Economy, inscribed on the modest heritage landscapes and structures surrounding the Park. The green space of South Park itself was transformed from Lefébvre’s concept of a ‘mixed space’ of heterogeneous users, including homeless blacks, to the preserve of 20-something techies clad in irridescent blue designer shirts, the signifying emblem of aspirant dot.com millionaires. South Park thus emerged as a site of exchange of all manners of tacit knowledge among the social actors of SOMA’s New Economy, indeed functioned as an informal labour market, a forum for sharing news about ever more lucrative career opportunities in the emergent New Economy.
      Amid the extraordinary growth of dot.coms and associated ‘buzz’ of cutting-edge industrial innovation within SOMA were starkly contrasting episodes of wrenching dislocation and displacement, at different socioeconomic levels (Solnit and Schwartzenberg 2000). Within South Park and its environs, the communities of design firms and artists which had established in the area over the previous decade found themselves unable to compete with the ascendant dot.coms, and many were displaced by building owners and property companies eager to capitalize on the technology boom in the City. In addition to this commercial form of gentrification, the dot.coms also encroached directly on the marginal residential communities within SOMA, resulting in the evictions of low-income residents, forcing many into the most expensive housing market in the U.S. (Parker and Pascual 2001). As occupancy pressures on the supply of older heritage buildings in SOMA increased, developers constructed faux live-work studios with an ersatz techno-industrial veneer, but typically built with cheap materials to the construction standard of warehouses, rather than the more stringent codes for residential buildings in the City. Local resident associations, NGOs and community activists and City planners were unable to convince the Mayor and Board of Supervisors to intervene to prevent (or ameliorate) the encroachment of the dot.coms, as local politicians saw the dislocations in SOMA as an inevitable price of the progress represented by San Francisco’s New Economy boom. 
      The higher (and faster) the rise, the harder the fall. While the rapid collapse of the dot.coms was as ubiquitous as its ascendancy among many cities, the precipitous nature of the crash was particularly harsh in San Francisco, especially within SOMA. From a pervasive sense of bustle, buzz and boom in 1999, a short year or so later quite different landscape signifiers were evident, seen in the dramatic proliferation of newly-vacant buildings and ‘for rent’ and ‘for sale’ signs throughout much of the district. Underscoring the intimacy of association between the production and consumption sectors of the New Economy, many of the upscale Italian restaurants, latté bars and fitness studios established to serve an affluent, confident and self-regarding clientèle vanished as quickly as the dot.coms. The South Park area and its environs has begun to recover from the collapse of the tech-boom, led by creative and design services, some of which had been displaced by the dot.coms: a fashion designer I interviewed in South Park in 2003 proclaimed without regret that ‘the dot.coms have dot.gone’. Other firms (such as a number of industrial designers) survived the crash, through product and/or client diversification, and by means of achieving excellence in design innovation. But the recovery has been slow, reflecting the precipitous nature of the crash, the general malaise within the City’s economy, and a set of localized factors including the particularities of site, landscapes and built environment. (The siting of the South Park area within San Francisco’s metropolitan core contrasts with that of the New Economy districts in Singapore and Vancouver, for example, and has likely influenced the pace of the recovery process.) Throughout the wrenching experiences of the last decade, local planners have attempted to address the negative externalities and social distress associated with the boom and bust cycles, while at the same time developing a more strategic approach to land use which recognizes the more durable (as well as transient) dynamics of industrial restructuring in the New Economy. This chapter will explicate both the pervasive and more exceptionalist nature of the important SOMA case study as an episode of industrial urbanism, including a careful analysis of the local policy response (land use and community planning), and engagement of local NGOs and CBOs. 
8.       ‘Place matters’: Regeneration and Dislocation in Vancouver’s Inner        
          City

While suburban industrial and residential development constitute (as in other cities) important aspects of metropolitan development, a series of restructuring sequences since the 1960s within the central city have constituted the defining elements of Vancouver’s industrial and socioceconomic trajectory. Market forces and social forces, mediated or shaped at decisive periods by strategic planning decisions and public policy initiatives, have reproduced Vancouver’s central area in a sequence which includes (1) the 1970s expansion of the CBD’s corporate complex and development of a high-rise apartment district in the West End, combined with the municipal reconstruction of False Creek South from obsolescent industry to mixed-income, medium-density housing, which broke the established mid-century structure of the industrial city; (2) the globalization of the central area during the 1980s, driven by the ‘hallmark event’ of a world’s exposition in 1986, increasing foreign investment in Vancouver’s property market, and more particularly the purchase of the exposition site by Li Ka Shing, one of Hong Kong’s most influential magnates (Olds 2001); and (3) the emergence of a reordered central area since the approval of the Central Area Plan (1991), which sharply reduced and consolidated the Central Business District, privileging new housing districts on the CBD fringe and inner city, and providing for new public spaces and mixed use districts.

      A dialectic synthesis of market, social and policy factors in Vancouver has shaped a paradigmatic central city over the past decade, consistent with the processes of industrial restructuring and interdependencies of cultural change and technological innovation described in Part One of the volume, and the City’s commitment to inserting public values and interests in cycles of reproduction (Hutton 2004a). The consolidation of the CBD, coupled with a series of corporate takeovers and mergers which have largely stripped the City’s head office functions, has produced a markedly ‘post-corporate’ central area. As in other Canadian cities, the speculative office market has dramatically shrunk, with little new building over the past decade, and, indeed, with office structures increasingly converted for residential use. At the same time, the extraordinary new construction of point towers for condominium-style housing in the CBD fringe and inner city has added about 13 million square feet of floorspace and about 30,000 new residents, for a total downtown residential population of approximately 70,000. This orientation toward a ‘residential downtown’ has been accompanied by investments in public amenity, provided both by the City and by developers via the municipal exaction process, which includes parks, recreation and an extensive network of pathways around False Creek and the Central Waterfront, as well as a profusion of restaurants, coffee shops, boutiques, fitness centres, and other accoutrements of the postindustrial urban lifestyle. As a measure of the success of the planning for Vancouver’s core, two decades ago an imbalance between the rampant growth of the CBD office sector and the constrained supply of land for housing was widely seen as the defining policy issue for the City, but this problematic employment:residential land supply ratio has now been effectively reversed.
      The overall trajectory of development for Vancouver’s central city, then, strongly favours housing and consumption (including local consumption and a large tourist sector), but there have also been important shifts in the production economy of the metropolitan core. Within the CBD, small consultancies, technology-based companies and educational services (including ESL [English as a second language] schools and private colleges, as well as operations of public universities and colleges) have recolonized the spaces left by departing or downsized corporations. But the most significant development in the metropolitan core’s production economy has been the rise of a New Economy sector, comprising multiple sites situated within several districts of the core [Figure 3]. As in other city case studies presented in this volume, we can place Vancouver’s inner city New Economy sites within a typology which includes (1) the production districts of the Downtown South, Downtown Eastside, and False Creek Flats; (2) clusters of specialized industrial production, including Victory Square and Gastown in the Downtown Eastside; and (3) the ‘signifying’ New Economy precinct of Yaletown, a heritage district ensconced between the new residential point towers of the Downtown South and the Pacific Place Mega-Project on False Creek North. Yaletown, a global exemplar of the synthesis of industrial innovation and urban lifestyle, encompasses 
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 Figure 3   Distributions of firms in selected industries, Vancouver Central Area
within its tightly bounded space concentrations of leading edge firms, up-scale housing, and high-end consumption outlets.
      The redefining influences of technological innovation and the urban cultural economy can be readily discerned in each of Vancouver’s inner city New Economy sites. But a deeper examination of the emerging space-economy of the core discloses significant contrasts in industrial structure, labour composition, and product sectors, again (as in the other cites in the sample) following Scott’s model of the increasing specialization and complexity of industrial organization in advanced urban societies. There are also quite differentiated local impacts of these sites, reflecting the industry mix and environmental attributes in situ, as well as the social morphology and development orientation of proximate communities: these together shape the nature of externalities at the localized level within Vancouver’s core. 

      The purpose of this chapter will be to offer an incisive examination of four principal New Economy sites in Vancouver’s metropolitan core, which collectively provides an empirically rich testing ground for investigating hypotheses connected with the transformation of the 21st century inner city: (1) Yaletown, an important heritage site and signifying high-amenity lifestyle neighbourhood, acknowledged as the epicenter of Vancouver’s New Economy, incorporating clusters of computer graphics and imaging firms, software design, graphic design, and multimedia; (2) Gastown, an established centre of film production and postproduction, as well as design services and tourism amenities; (3) Victory Square, adjacent to Gastown on the CBD fringe, with a significant low-income SRO (single-room occupancy hotel) population, but with a growing concentration of creative industries, firms and institutions which are rapidly re-imaging this neighbourhood; and (4) False Creek Flats, a former transportation and warehousing district on the periphery of the inner city, situated immediately to the south of the rapidly gentrifying Strathcona community, and identified by the City as a key New Economy site.  The comparative analysis of processes and experiences in these sites will include the pervasive influence of local contingency in shaping the structural forces of change in specific inner city sites and communities. In the Vancouver example, local attributes include, certainly, the role of entrepreneurs and developers, and the operation of an inflating property market, together with distinctive qualities of site, space and built form. 
      Local contingency in the Vancouver case also quite decidedly includes the influence of planning, public policy and institutional factors. The overarching policy influence has been the aforementioned Central Area Plan of 1991, which embodied a fundamental reallocation of land resources in the interests of producing a fundamentally new urban zonal structure for the City. But the City’s commitment to urban design as a means of shaping the quality of space and built form, heritage programmes, and sequence of local area plans have produced a greater degree of spatial order on the core as a whole. At the same time, the local government has entered into a unique policy collaboration with both the provincial and federal governments, endeavouring to respond to local development opportunities and social need. The limitations of the standard land use model is demonstrated by the social conflicts arising from the encroachment of Vancouver’s New Economy sites in the Downtown Eastside (DTES), where the logics of ‘Cartesian space’ as set out in the texts and schematics of City plans collide with the deprivation and resistance characteristic of the ‘Hogarthian space’ of the DTES, by most accounts Canada’s poorest neighbourhood by income. In planning and local policy terms, the emphasis has shifted from a reallocation of territory at the zonal level in the core as expressed in the seminal Central Area Plan, to the management of externalities and social conflicts at the micro-level within the core’s interstitial spaces.        
9.       Retheorizing Space and Production in the 21st–century Metropolis
The concluding chapter takes the form of three principal thematic sections, drawing on the richness of the case studies and preceding theoretical elucidation. Chapter 9 will accordingly include (1) a synthesis of experiences from the principal case studies, with regard to fundamental processes and impacts; (2) implications of the observations and analysis for retheorizing the 21st century city; and (3) directions for planning and local policy. 
      First, a summary of observations concerning the nature of contemporary reindustrialization in the inner city districts of the metropolis will be presented, derived from the multiple sites situated within the four principal city case studies, and informed by the review of case studies prepared by colleagues working in this domain of inquiry. This exercise acknowledges the markedly volatile sequence of industrial innovation and enterprise, and its ramifications for the somewhat episodic quality of inner city change since the postindustrial period. There is also a clear need to understand the contingent factors of new industry formation associated with differentiated local regeneration and dislocation outcomes. But there is an exigent need to recognize more structural features of reindustrialization sequences, associated with the inner city’s positionality within the metropolis as a zone of experimentation, and its comparative advantage for creative, knowledge-based industries and firms. To this end, typologies of inner city industrial formation incorporating industry mix and production regime, divisions of labour, and environmental attributes (spatiality and built form), will be presented.  

      Secondly, the theoretical value of these findings will be articulated, both in a reflection on the relevance and limitations of the ‘foundational’ urban theories of the late-20th century city, and also by means of conjecture on the prospective contours of new urban development models and concepts. Given the highly innovative nature, variegated impacts and public imageries associated with new industrial formations in the inner city, there is a demonstrated need to insert these tendencies or experiences into macro-level or ‘meta-theory’ of urban change. But the exercise can perhaps start with a more modest reconsideration of the implications of inner city reindustrialization and its associated social and cultural markers for the integrity of the postindustrial core. The emergence of new industrial districts and New Economy clusters within the CBD fringe and periphery of the metropolitan core, together with a larger reorientation and relayering of capital away from the CBD to the inner city, and pressures on the segmented workforce of the CBD’s corporate complex, presents a substantial reconfiguration of the classical, highly asymmetrical postindustrial central city of the 1970s and 1980s. As a related conceptual exercise, the rise of a neo-artisanal workforce in the inner city, with strongly-marked social behaviours and housing preferences, may be deployed to test the resiliency of the model of a ‘new middle class’ , a social construct designed to recognize the hegemony of (mostly) office-based professionals and managers—the service elite of the city. The central question here would be whether the New Economy workforce can be inserted into a reconfigured new middle class, or, alternatively, whether this cohort is sufficiently different from the white-collar members of the new middle class (as Florida and others suggest) as to require new conceptual nomenclature.

      As an ancillary theoretical exercise, the study findings can be mobilized to critique the tenets of ‘postmodern urbanism’, as applied to elements of urban structure and land use. Here, the point of departure might be the evident contrasts between earlier models of postmodernism, which stressed the essentially centreless urban form and chaotic locational tendencies of the early 1990s, with the discernible logics of location disclosed from the author’s field work and that of others studying new industrial formation in other cities and sites. To be sure, there is (as acknowledged) significant volatility in the sequences of reindustrialization in the core, as well as aspects of complexity, interdependency and conflict embodied in the postmodern ethos; but these do not inevitably imply chaos and randomness. Rather, the complex attributes of space, place, built form, agglomeration economies, and social factors can offer a basis for new conceptual architecture on the revival of industrial districts in the 21st century metropolis, and a contribution to a more robust, integrative retheorization of the city
      The final section of the concluding chapter will address the most salient local planning and public policy implications of the study. A complex interaction of global forces and local dynamics serves to exacerbate the nature of the policy challenge, as Frank Moulaert has demonstrated in the case of older industrial cities in Western Europe (Moulaert 2000). Certainly, the received policy models generated for the problems and issues of the postindustrial city, focusing on growth management for a rampant CBD office sector and associated externalities, and a corollary need to attract new capital for a relayering of the derelict postindustrial inner city, appear to be seriously compromised. A logical starting point for policy here is to consider impacts of new industry formation for urban structure and land use policy. At one level, the reindustrialization of the inner city might stimulate interest in robust new models of land use which can accommodate in a principled way the complexity and volatility of new industry innovation. But the intimacy of social contact and heterogeneity of social spaces also requires a more imaginative synthesis of land use policy and social and community planning, recognizing both social benefits (urban vitality, social interaction) and conflicts produced by such contact. The development of new industry formations within the inner city has inter alia contributed to the ‘filling up’ of postindustrial inner city spaces, and to the encroachment tendencies of a high-consumption, high-externality ‘new inner city’ upon the marginal populations of low-income communities. There is among the book’s principal case studies sufficient diversity in new industry siting and adjacency to provide a breadth of experiences in this realm. There is, on the evidence of the case studies presented in this monograph, considerable scope for engaging proximate communities in the development of reconstructed inner city industrial sites in ways that provide reciprocal benefits for resident populations as well as for entrepreneurs and professional workers. Finally, these diverse but related streams of policy direction can usefully inform more strategic urban development policy-making, linking the direct impacts of reindustrialization to the city of spectacle, consumption and lifestyle, and to progressive visions of the socially inclusive 21st century metropolis.
Appendix: Proposed dimensions of the monograph
I am proposing a monograph in the 95,000-word range, comprised of estimated chapter lengths, as follows:

Part One: Trajectories of Reindustrialization in the Inner City

1.   The reassertion of production in the inner city                            [ 7,500]
2.   Clustering and the relational geographies of production              [10,000]
3.   The revival of inner city districts                                               [12,000]

4.   Beyond the postindustrial city: new divisions of labour               [10,000]

      (subtotal, Part One: 39,500 words)
Part Two:  Experiences of Regeneration and Dislocation

5.   New industry formation in a global city (London case study)       [12,000]
6    The new economy in Singapore (Telok Ayer case study)             [12,000]
7.   Innovation and displacement in SOMA (San Francisco study)      [12,000]

8.   ‘Place matters’: regeneration and dislocation in Vancouver         [12,000]

9.   Retheorizing space and production in the 21st century city          [ 7,500]
        (subtotal, Part Two: 55,500 words)                                 
       Total                                                                                      95,000

Monograph to include approximately: 15 maps, 15 tables, 12 photos.
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Figure 1


Spatiality, environment and creative industries: Shoreditch, London Borough of Hackney





Figure 2


Spatiality, environment, and creative industries: Clerkenwell, London Borough of Islington�









