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2tworking, sectoral
economy and social

= Integration? Three Themes and Four
Disciplines

m David and Meric’s debrief: “To what extent,
and in what ways, do governance

mechanisms and processes define a city-
region’s development trajectory over time?”




C usters 1o Clty reglons

C]‘ty—regwrb conceptualized as economic,
SEcIeiRa/a political spaces: “development
[AJECteres™ Wi/ be contested

CRII 2°s Three Themes (innovation,
diversity, Inclusion) cross a long-standing,
multi-disciplinary debate in the city-region

development literature
At issue: conceptions of the “social” and

modes/purposes of governance in economic
development
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2. Polanyifane Pouble Movement

m  [rackingpis Legacy
Two City-Region Development Narratives

1.  Social: Busines (?vorks or class coalitions?
2.  Governance: Assoclational or Meta?

3. Disciplinary Home: Econoemic Geography/Business or Political
Science/Urban Planning?

m A conceptual bridge? 7he Work of Cities
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SRCIUSLENS 10 "/~r'~gions. anges the meaning
OINOCAINLENT: Jf/ andithe analytical challenge
Clty-regionNs a secial space with economic
angipoNtical dime sions

=Xpect contestation over the terms of social
interactio 1 and trajectory of economic
development

MCRI 2 Themes engage such contestation
(Innovation, diversity, and inclusion)

m Governance processes In city-regions are
about “settling” these contests




VIERI 2: Conte
NG ECLOIES

2. Market economy: tending not to stasis and
equilibrium but to crisis and change

3. Research focus: “capitalist stability/change” in
different places, periods, and governance
mechanisms

4. Two big Socioeconomics thinkers: Schumpeter and

Polanyi (Amin and Thrift, 1995; Cooke and Morgan,
19008)



MICR 2 rerIUﬂ
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Ehumpeter and Polanyi both empha3|ze
ezl o] eJJJr Jfglomr\ Nange @d Institutional
Mediauenpel crises”
- But they part vv’/' ON:

‘_

m Economic drivers
m Social dynamics
m Governance processes

Result: Alternative Socioeconomics traditions
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=i I their analytical breac ), MCRI 2 Three
IMEMESIENCE ,Hn‘J [77'SECI0ECONOMICS
Lradiens

' -quugang l\/ RI 2 In the Schumpeter-
e Jrur\ [an “debate” reveals possibilities in

our resear '

1.  Different configurations among our three themes
2. Variation in our city-region development trajectories
3.  Dialogue across our four disciplines



, IcS: Soclalization of the
Innovation Process

Specialized and systemic knowledge applications
drive capitallst transformations



REICRYIEIININEGEILTON (Polanyi, 1944)
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REcOnemIc Prvers: Disembedded Market
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SellFrequaniy, ///F/f/(«—' af Ults ihoc/a/, cultural, and
gdadlaejiczlf grzlgele) e
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- nar ics: Double Movement and
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ICS
10| Process

Political mobilization and social ethos of reciprocity
restores balance in development
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CS: ‘cd@mic Geography and

Propblematic: Regional
espons globalization’s current round of creative
destructi

Empirical Updating: Inter-firm knowledge flows
and non-linear Innovation

m Institutional Filling-In: Innovation requires
geographically present mechanisms/networks for
product and process learning
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al Logic: Alignment of city-region
prod hancing actors

] Governa ce Form: Associational Governance for
business Innovation and creative talent

(Cooke and Morgan 1998; Maskell and
Malmberg 1999; Gertler and Wolfe 2002)
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On Associati JfJ al' Governance

JV/ie associanonaleperioleavolves two institutional innovations
WEISIIIVOIVES e AEVOIULIoN. Of power within the state
SysteroiNeEnioLle central aepartiments to local and regional
Hers e aieNdeLter: p/aced to forge aurable and interactive
re/anosaIl] ffo[ S, helr associations, and other cognate
OOUIES SSECOMHAN, L 11 vo%s delegating certain tasks, like
enternprsessup)s rt services, for example, to business-
ledl associations because the jatter have far more
Kriowleage. of; and credibility with, their members than a state
agerncy. ... POWer neeads to used. in such way that it empowers
others, that Jt /s used to build ‘capacities for collective action,’
where this /s unaerstood to mean ‘mutually coherent sets of
expectations, bullt into conventions, which underiie
technological-economic spaces, permitting the actors
/nvolved to develop and co-ordinate necessary resources”’.

-Cooke and Morgan (1998)
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sRDISCIPlINARY IHOMES: Political Science and
Yggeigl Pleinlallale) %

u Dev
responses t |SE C Jec gIObaIization

= Empirical Updating: Collaboration for socially
sustainable economic development (SSED)

m Institutional Filling-1In: Holism requires
geographically present mechanisms/networks for
cross-class dialogue and goal integration
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sPECOonemIC Perfermance: SSED tied to quality
; a;&n and policy trade-

B SecIINPYmamIc: Cross-class/multi-sectoral
rElations -
m Orga '“7?_1;'5“0 Collaboration among
- economic, social, cultural, ecological actors

m Governance Form: Metagovernance that joins-
up for holistic development

(Healey, 2007; Sorensen, 2006; Jessop, 2004)
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| ///a,r,gj VeranceNs: a. Wway, ol e GIg coordinated governance in
ANIEIIICIILea. PolIbeaI Sy Ster vasea on a high degree of autonomy
[Of bl OF S A dyE Ing newvorks and institutions. Although
soverelgryeNnaeales iotal top-aown control over all aspects of
Soc/elal geyerianee) Incluaing process ana outcome, metagovernance
IS QlINAaIEEII O] #:/, nance thar /s exercised by influencing
Varnous ProLESSes ol Sel-go. I/@@nce. As argued by Bob Jessop,
Wetagovernianeerdoes not amount to! the installation of a monolithic
mode. o governance:. Rather it involves the management of plurality
and complexity.” This /s done. through “the organization of self-
organization. ... It sfioula be clear now that the move from government
to governance ralses both democratic problems and potentials.
Whether governance will undermine or increase democracy depenads
very much on two /SSUes: the actors who exercise metagovernarnce and
the manner in which it /s exercised.”

-Sorensen, 2006.
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'rJ UinPELEan

SIyFIEdionias teEcnnological-e enomlc space with
SECLOralfaSSEEaNoNS/NEetWorks

Associatibhal governance (Theme 3) seeks to align
phUSIness innoYation aMl:reatlve talent in
development strategy

CSS
0)0Jf
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Polanyian

m City-regioni as fragmented political space with
plurality of self-governing networks

m Metagovernance (Theme 3) seeks to integrate
Innovation and inclusion goals in development
strategy
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Gliplications (1)

Jg/mzaroreuru gdata across our
WIERIES We might consider:
a cs of development are

. organizational logics best capture
relations arr. ong the actors?

m Which institutional mechanisms adefine
governance processes?




Cii 'r/dr_xg]Jr 0e\ /eJJQf(JJTr";_ ajectorles cohere

aieiRErSchumpeteran or Polanyian logics?

S from London:

Compare Toronto:

Metagovernance through Toronto City Summit Alliance:
multi-sectoral collaboration for innovation (TRRA),
aiversity (TRIEC), inclusion (SNTF) and broad
development agenada (Polanyian logic)



an continuum could help

Jmoezerwm -Poelanyi
“rfegion development

rl comjpare: city

Howamighit we' locate our city-regions on the S-P
gevelopment continuum?

Useful conceptual framework in Susan Clarke (Political
Science) & md Gary Gaile (Economic Geography): 7he
Work of Cities, 1

m  Social dynamics and institutional relations are “context
structuring processes” varying across city-regions
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I HESE SUUICIIIIIGNPIOCESSES ale! /1o tous: they yireld a

fraImewornIreaE/d) ity Al SPells out the players, decision
TUIES N PIEEEAUIES, anad Valles to. be included in economic
AEVEIBPITIenL 0Es/S/0! processes. Different frameworks present
alfferent Incermuyves, barganing aavantages, and trade-off
opportunItes mar /nfiuence these goals and strategies ... These
frameworks arel epern. to challenge, of course, but they shape
the development po@/ clhioices made by cities, the voices heard
In the process, ana wio gains ana loses from city efforts.”

(Clarke and Gaile, 1998)



urJr § Processes:
W

Cliyaregion develepment in relation to:

%

- BHnstituyenRalTogICs: relation of market and
cleru CIALICIValUEes In ec omlc governance?

-
m Framework Links: tightly or loosely coordinated
acress Innovation, diversity, inclusion goals?

m Development Coalitions: who decides logics and
frameworks?



COMpPEratiVE City-region “thick
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ieN o1k ol Cit/es Identifies and compares

Y

- mClevelanesVarket institutional logic and tightly
coordinaeaiiamework around our Theme 1
Schumpetenian development trajectory and
assoclationall governamnce)

B [acoma: Democratic institutional logic and loosely
coordinated framework incorporating Themes 2 and
3 (Polanyian development trajectory and
metagovernance)



N sum?

Hayisich e Sl é?er—Po/an )i
lraaionsand linking them to
CORLENIporary.spatally- sensitive,
IASULLILBRANY-IAformea economic

- development frameworks helps address
the coriceptual cnallenges arising from
the VVancouver meetings.

\
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