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Forward L ook

The ESF Forward Look will enable Europe' s scientific community to develop medium to long term
views and analyses of future research developments in multidisciplinary topics The Urban Science
Forward Look amsto developan urban science policy programto guide and initiate urban research
in European universities, to frame a research agenda for future urban research, to coordinate urban
research and network urban scholarsand research ingtitutes, and produce comparable dataon
European cities. The chalenging new term “urban science’” ams to draw under one program
various disciplines from humanities and socid stiences to naturd sciences, medicine, engineering,
and architecture. Theam is adso to bring together key scientific actors, funding agencies and cities.
The writing of the ESF Urban Science Forward Look program will proceed through a series of
workshops and a summary conference The outcome of workshops and the find conference will be
areport which can provide areference for the future and action plans for developing urban science
in Europe.

There will be five workshops in 2004.

Workshopl:Urbanization: From Yesterday to the Next Day, in Milan 49 May, chaired by Guido
Martinatti, guido.martinotti@unimib.it

Workshop 2: European Citiesinthe EU: Social Fabric, Inequalities, Agency and Poalitical Order,
What Sort of European Society in the Making? in Pais 11-12 June, chaired by Petrick Le Galés,

legd es@mah-parisfr

Workshop 3: Urban Risks: Inequalities and Managing U ncertainties, inLepzig 24-27 June,
chaired by Roger Kell, rkell @yorku.ca
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Workshop 4: Urban Science: Re-Negotiating the Boundaries between Science, Technology and

Society, in Manchester 1-2 1y, chaired by Smon Marvin, smarvin@sdford.ac.uk
Workshop 5: Urban Civilization: Where Culture Meets Commerce, in Prague 23-24 September
2004, chared by Jri Mus| with Ludek Sykora, ceu.musi@volny.cz, sykora@nature.cuni.cz

The firgt workshop, Urbanization: from yesterday to the next day, will investigate current trendsin
urbanizetion, the European urban system and the qudity of life. It will assess criticaly the present
datidtica practices and the production of urban knowledge. It will dso discuss issues of urban
planning. The second workshop, European cities in the EU: socid fabric, inequdities, agency and
politica order, what sort of European society in the making, will andyse European cities as part of
European socities, and through comparing European cities to American and Asan cities
investigate the future European cities. The main issues discussad in this workshop will be socid
gructure and political order of European cities, including topics of integrating mechanisms, socid
cohesion, excdusion, inequaities, governance and actors. The third workshop, Urban risks:
inequdities and managing uncertainties, will anadyse urban problems like congestion, poverty,
segregation, margindization, pollution and crime from interdisciplinary perspective. It will engage
socid and naturd scientidts, aritical theorigts, policy makers, academics and urban activists. Among
the topics thisworkshop will discuss are urban infrastructure, urban services and various urban
risks. The fourth workshop, Urban science: re-negotiating the boundaries between science,
technology and society, will discuss the experience of urban programmes carried out by various
inditutions, like UN, WHO, World Bank, and nationd research councils. It will involve the key
inditutions and users of urban research. It will critically compare competing dsaplinary
gpproaches to urban issues and discuss disciplinary gpproaches to urban science represented by
naturd science, engineering and technology, the socid sciences and humanities. Thefifth
workshop, Urban civilization: where culture meets canmerce, will discuss Urban Civilization, the
possbilities thet cities offer, cities as positive and innovative places, the long European urban
tradition from Virgil to Cicero and Dante.

The am of the workshop discussionsis to explore, define and suggest important topics and
guestions for future urban research, urban science research and teaching methods, stimulate nove
thinking about urban issues and prepare the agenda for the main conference to be hdd in Hlsinki in
April 2005.



The questions that can be asked in the workshops and when inviting participants can be, for
example, the following:

- What are the important research questions for future European cities?

- What are the research methods for andyzing these questions?

- What are the best teaching and education methods?

- What are the most important theories, gpproaches, definitions and texts concerning urban
questions?

- How to bridge the gap between various urban disciplines and between academics, consultantsand
urban managers?

Participants of the workshops (15-25) will be urban scholarsin different fields of science
(sociology, economics, geography, palitica science, architecture sudy, history, natura scientigts,
medicine, and culturd sudies), and professionds (like planners, red estate brokers, civil servants,
mayors, representatives of government departments). Participants will be leading urban scholars,
cregtive thinkers, urban activists and citizens. The participants will be from various European
countries, from the North, South, UK, Continenta Europe and Eastern Europe, and dso from

America, Asaand Africa

The working methods of the workshops can be different. The chairs can ask participantsto send in
advance afull paper or just an abstract and count more upon free discussion. Theworkshops can
explore exigting urban theories and make different approaches to chalenge each other.

The output of each workshop will be an agenda of urban science topics, research and teaching
methods, and suggestions for strategies (including convincing arguments) in promoting urban
research and studies in research councils of European countries and European Union. The
workshops can aso produce publications, articlesin journds, newdetters and newspapers.
Workshops can aso recommend seminarsto be arranged to discuss more degply the issues
identified in the workshop. Workshops can aso suggest the succeeding workshopsto continue
discussing the issues the workshop has found important.
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There will be continuity between the workshops. The chair (Anne Haila) will circulate to the

Steering Group and the workshop organi zers written reports after each workshop. Steering Group
members and workshop organizers are invited to comment and send suggestions to the chair.

In the following there will be a more detalled description of the workshops. The chair (Anne Haila)
will atend al workshops. Workshop organizers and Steering Group members should indicate if

they wish to attend particular workshop. Steering Group members and workshop organizers can

a0 send suggedtions for participants a each workshop to the rdevant workshop organizer or the
chair. For example, it would be chalenging to have a participant from EMRC and PESC at thefifth
workshop and a participant from SCH at the third workshop. Members from the COST project
could participate any of the workshops.

Workshop 1:

Urban civilization: from yesterday to the next day.

Chair: Guido Martinotti, professor, Bicocca, Milan
Tuesday 4™"-Sunday 9" M ay 2004
Location: Universita degli studi di Milano-Bicocca UNIMIB,

The workshop will be organized in partnership with the International ssminar on Mind, Space and
Society (provisond title) to be held in the same period and place by the TASC (Themeétic Area
Standing Committee) on Environment, Space, and Society in the Doctoral program QUA_SI.

Two modds of urbanisation face one another in the emerging European Urban Space. On one hand
the traditional European modd, dbeit with itsinnumerable variations, but with a common basic
unity rooted in the ancient blueprint revisited during the late Middle Age and the Renaissance. On
the other, the North American metropolitan core-ring type, evolved in indudtrid times, mainly
around productive settlements and encircled by avast urban sprawl patterned by Daily Urban or
Functional Urban Systems (DUSs or FURS). Both models are currently experiencing the same

pressures toward the formation of energy gobbling large scde conurbations, pushing outward the
4
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edges of the urban frontier in many directions. This process depends on the diffuse availability of

trangportation means and of reatively chegp energy, but it unfolds in combination with anumber of
intertwining changes affecting the organization of work, family and housing Structures and
lifestyles, consumption patterns, and communication practices. It is not clear whether the European
township mode will be able to adapt efficiently to the emerging metropolis, avoiding the dangers of
socid and territorid segregation that accompanied the development of the North American
metropolitan areas, while retaining the rich cultura heritage that characterized its urbane way of life
during many centuries. But there is little doubt thet both models, as well as urban sysemsin other
regions of the world, are subject to the same structural factorsthat tend to thwart the origina
specificities and traditions. On the other hand, in a highly interdependent world of boundary-
pounding markets, locd traits are often given new life and displayed in refurbished fashion. Thus
the economy merges with the culture of citiesin new and chalenging ways.

As anecessary condition for ddliberate and effective paliciesin the direction of successfully
meeting chalenges posad by these developments, systematic knowledge on urban processes a the
European level hasto be framed in the context of world urbanization trends. Luckily this endeavour
can be rooted in agrowing body of literature devel oped with particular vigour by European
scholars, particularly in the last few decades. But additiond knowledge is sorely needed,
particularly from the point of view of cataloguing the factors propelling generd trendsin
urbanization. Specid care is requested because the field is fraught with mythical popular visons,
hyperbolic anticipations of crenges, especidly in the technologicd area, dramatic visons of
collgpse, and obsolete interpretation schemes,

Not surprisingly so, one might add, since changesin settlement patterns deeply affect the symbolic
gphere of millions of common persons. Besides, dl large scale processes of thiskind, being holigtic
in nature, affect interactively innumerable aspects of socid life, from economy to cultureto
persondity and politics and go from higtory to planning, at different levels of emergence, from the
locdl to the planetary. It isthus difficult to fine tune anayticd tools capable to readily identify
causes, and operationdize remedies, but that is exactly the task the scientific research program of
the ESF is st to perform. A task to which this workshop intends to contribute not by in-depth
andysis of the European urban system, which is the specific task of another workshop, but by
shedding light on the continuity in urban civilisstion, and by atempting to draw a profile of the
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urban society shaped by current trends.

The following pages outline the proposa of aworkshop that will investigate current trendsin
urbanization and the progpects of the formation of a EUS by looking a the following interrelated

aress. The workshop will explore severd aspects of the European urban world at asystemic leve,
particularly the emerging structure of the economic and political European entity in the frame of
world urbanization trends, and the quaity of urban life in the European region. In fact these two
aspects are drictly connected in the sense that changes in the globa economy, and in particular its
financid dtructure, are expected to affect deeply the qudity of life in different population strata and
in different locdities. Under which conditions the qudity of life can be improved within the overal
economic change becomes a centra question in aquest for the 'City of Tomorrow'. In the ESF's

NECTAR group'stermsit is necessary to find equilibrium among three competing vaue-variables
growth, socdl equity and qudity. In the end the issue isthe interplay between characters deegply
rooted in the past and new urban forms. The workshop will explore the following themes:

1.
2.

© ® N o o ko

From the culture of citiesto culturesin cities

Roots and growth: general trendsin the European Urban System in the frame of world
urbanization

Metropolitan mor phology and economy

The metropolitan ecosystem and the quality of life

Mobility and lifestyles

Social morphology, social exclusion and inclusion

Participation and communication in the new technological context

From metropolitan Government to eGovernance

Plans for the future

1) From the culture of cities to culturesin cities

Thiswill bethe introductory theme and it isintended to map current socid science thought on

contemporary urban life, aswell asto provide the leitmoatif of the workshop.

2) Roots and growth: trendsin the European Urban System in the frame of world urbanisation
In this sesson the god will be to sketch the parable of urban civilisation. We want to capture the

essence of urban society and culture by going back to its basic characters. Language and

communication, the first settlements, the origind political organization of the city date and its
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evolution through the European peculiar experience of the Medievd urbanization, the Renaissance

and the present change from the city to the second and third generation metropalis.

In order to understand the metropolitan transformation it is necessary to investigate its major
underlying structurd trends. Tradtiondly the European Urban System (EUS) has been interpreted
by the modd of the Blue Banana (Brunet, 1987) which traced a main backbone of the urban
stlement from the Southern part of the British Idands, to the Northern shore of the continent (from
the Lowlands to the Hanseetic area) down to Northern Itay, through the Lotharingic spine.
Urbanization in this areais old, based on thriving independent city states and atight network of
highly interconnected urban markets. These supported the largest portion of the European indugtrid
settlements and gtill mark the location of the mgor physica and human capitd in the region, with a
strong trangportation and service infragtructure. In recent years, however, new structures have
emerged. The so caled Sun bdt or North-of-the- South belt condtituted by a chain of strong
emerging urban systems from Barce ona to the Eastern Alps and beyond overlgpping with the
Southernmost tip of the Blue Bananaiin the Po valley. Thistransverse is characterized by clusters of
new indudtries, particularly in the service sector and of the SME type, and by high levels of qudity
of life and environmentd attractiveness. Two additional channels are emerging; one isthe Eastern
Bdt from the Bdtic States to the Balkans which encloses previoudy peripherd citiessuch as
Berlin, Prague, Viennaor Trieste, now posed to creste a crucid interface with Eastern Europe, and
the other is the Northern Belt from Helsinki to Glasgow based on high tech and strong human
capitd development. (Nuvolati, 1998.)

The European Urban Space is founded on these structures representing the longue durée, but as
Giddens writes, the city has a gpecious continuity with the past (Giddens, 1990: p.6). There are
indeed &t leadt three urban formations intermeshed in today’ s territorid redity, particularly in
regions with millenary urban history such as Europe. The oneisthe traditiond town, with dl its
historica variaions. Thisis settlement in which the commune, or the ingtitutional and physica
morphology, coincides with a community, asociologicd entity defined by interactions among
individuas, groups, classes and organizations. As articipated by N SBGras “the large town, the
outganding town...dowly grew into the economic metropolis’ (NSB Gras, 1922:p.181). The mid-
XX century metropolis was embodied in the idea of metropolitan area. An entity lesseasly
definable than the traditiond city, but till fairly recognisable as afunctiond system, large, but
limited in area (dbeit with uncertain borders) and dominated by a center-periphery (core-fringes)
morphologicd structure. In its exploded version, it was Jean Gottman's Megal opolis. And findly a
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new entity that is gtill difficult to grasp and that as been varioudy defined as World city, Global city,

Exopolis, a Edge City (S0ja,1992) an open network with no centrd places, or with a plurdity of
"nodes’, not necessarily arranged in aclear hierarchical order. No maiter what exact definitionswe
accept for the new urban form, many of the socid proldems of contemporary metropolitan societies
depend on the coexigtence and superimpogtion of these three "urban layers’ (Martinotti, 1992). The
first generation metropolis has not totaly subdtituted the traditiona towns, and thenetwork city, o
second generation metropolis, dill contains towns and metropolitan areas, while apossblethird
generation metropolis projected on the globd arena, is dready looming & the horizon. Isit possble
to outline a European urban space (EUS) cgpable of optimizing sustainable growth, socid equity

and ahigh leve of qudity of life? (Masser et al, 1990.)

3) Metropolitan morphology and economic base: fromrural to cultural

This sesson focuses on the economic base of the new metropolitan entity, but aso onits
morphologicd traits. It isimpossible to separate the two aspects because precisdly the territorid
structure of the contemporary metropolis (corefringe, Functional Urban Region) dictates many
agpects of its economy. Thisis particularly true of the low -density, large-radius character of the
metropolitan settlement. For 58 of the 60 odd centuries of the history of European human settlement
the relation between the rural population and the rest has been 9 to 1. In recent timesiit has been
completely overturned and today is generdly closeto 1t0 9. Such change did not occur without a
profound change in the nature of either entity. True metropolitan economy is ill highly

intermeshed with agricultura production and in turn environmenta qudity is gtrictly dependent on
the management of rurd resourcesin the area. As Berardo Cori reminds “ Still today sameoneis
surprised. ...that in the Gottmanian metropolis the wood covered surface is more extended than the
urbanised one’ (Cori, 1997). Actualy we often forget that urbanization is the daughter of the
agriculturd revolution, as Paul Bairoch putsit (Bairoch, 1985) dthough the sequence has been
recently chalenged (Soja, 2000).

Today, however, & the end of along history of successive cycles the daughter seemsto be on the
way of killing the mother as* The railway-begotten giant dities...in dl probability [ are] destinedto
such aprocess of dissection and diffusion as to amount amost to obliteration. .. within amessurable
further space of years. These coming cities...will represent a new and entirely different phase of
human digribution. .. The city will diffuseitsdf until it has taken up considerable areas and many of
the characteritics of what is now country... The country will take itsdf many of the qualities of the
city. The old antithesis...will cease the boundary lines will atogether disappear.” (Wells, 1905.)
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Welswas incredibly anticipatory, but his vison took long time to be accepted or even understood.

Particularly because in the popular image, as Staffan Hemfried writes, urbanites consider the
countryside as their own public garden, and “would like to find in the countrysde the product of a
rura world living in perpetud harmony with itself and with Nature, immutable and forever frozen

in aperenniad Golden age’ (Helmfried, 1996:p.20). Helmfried remarks that urban dwellers accuse
farmers to corrupt this nature with their productive practices increasingly dependent on
mechanisation and the use of polluting chemica products, disrupting the traditiond rurd wor Id. But
it is precisdy the impetuous urban growth that has put the pressure on the agriculturd world to
increase production.

Thereis, however, another transformation taking place at the same time. Asthe avallability of
chegp energy, and today of chegp and highly managesble informetion, is rgpidly incressing across
the board, cities sruggle to kegp ther traditional dominance in production. To use the old time but
highly reslient Colin Clark’ s tri-phase evolutionary scheme, urban economy goes from secondary
to tertiary sectors (Clark, 1942,1967). Again, however, the change is S0 sweeping that neither sector
remainsidentica. It isnot Ssmply that the quantity of nuts and bolts manufactured is being reduced
and that of books and newspapers increased. The very concept of nuts and bolts as well asthat of
books and newspaper mutates “ beyond recognition”. And at the same time the places where
production occurs follow the same trgjectory. This process has been varioudy described as post-
fordism, advent of the service economy, knowledge economy or network society. All these terms
are somehow true in the sense that they point out at processes that aff ect contemporarily the type of
goods being produced, immateriad and symbolic rather than materid, the process of producing

them, increesingly based on extensve use of information systems, the location of production,
increasingly decentralised, the socid composition of the producers and their required skills, flexible
manpower with sound educationa background.

4) Mobility and lifestyles. Metropolitan ecosystems and the quality of life

The metropolitan community is by definition an area.of high energy consumption and world
urbanization isin continuous expangon. At the beginning of the xxi century more than 50% of the
world population livesin cities. These cover dightly more than 2% of the planetary surface. It isnot
asmal area because the urban surface carries a gigantic environmenta “shadow”. To provide food
and wood for the activities of its inhabitants today’ s London reguires a territory equivaent to 58
times the surface of its municipa land. The wald urban environment produces 78% of the
anthropogenic carbon emissions, uses 76% of the tota industrid use of wood, ad 60% of the world
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tap water. (O’ Meara, 1999.) Establishing a sustainable metropolitan ecosystern with ahigh

environmenta qudity is one of the centrd chalenges to the planning for the future of the new
metropolis.

Human activity has dtered the water cycle on the earth; thisis particularly truein the large
conurbations. The water cycle is deeply influenced by human needs. The trend in modification of
water cyclein aconurbation isto totaly diminate the surface water runoff and to capture springsto
provide tap waters and to drain city sewer systems. Anthropogenic pollutants emitted in the
amosphere generate environmenta problems, which will be more and more important in the future.
Acid rain, greenhouse effect, ozone hole are known problems which affect the quaity of ar and
consequently the way of living of millions people. At the same time contamination of the soil by
indugtrid waste and other traditiond remedid actions (excavation, pump and treatment) for the
recovery of contaminated Stesare not redidtic at dl existing Sites. In the last years, microbiological
trestment of contaminated Sites has proved to be an effective and versdtile dternative. Asthe new
metropolitan morphology develops, it is dear thet the “old antithes's” disappearsin the traditiond
physicaly separated form as part of the agricultura production becomes integrated in the
metropolitan context. However new complex relations between the agricultura production world,
the metropolitan system and the entire ecosystem on which urban life relies arebecoming ever more
gringent and difficult to understand.

The new socid morphology of the contemporary metropolis can be better understood if one makes
an effort to abdract from the limiting straight jacket of traditiona socid ecology and dass andyss,
better equipped to sudy theindudtrid city and theearly metropalis, both largdly based on the
gpdtid didribution of inhabitants and commutersand of their ratification patterns. Today large
metropolitan centers and their economic functions are increasingly affected by growing populations
of city users. Rather than cities for the inhabitants these are increasingly cities for guests and
vigtors

Thus we have two processes which push the limits of Edge city (Garreau, 1988) incressingly
outward. Tre firg is the metropalitan expansion. "Imagine - write Sudjic - the force field around a
hightension power line, crackling with energy and reedy to flash over and discharge 20,000 volts at
any point dong itslength, and you have someidea of the natureof the modern city asit entersthe
last decade of the century” (Sudjic, 1993: p.334). As Sudjic notes the force field projected by the
centra city on the territory is not continuous, but it extends for hundreds of kilometers around the
core city. Many factors contribute to the outward push. On one hand the transformation from the
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work concentrated in large factories to diffused productive activities (Bologna and Fumegdli,

1997). On the other the growing need for space in homesincreasingly organised with new
technologicd tools for a better qudity of life, including the access to mass media and data
networks. As Masser points out the built up areain Europe grows severd time faster than the
population (Masser et al, 1990). In the end the trend will follow the French pattern in which by
2001 more then 51% of the population livesin theperiurbain (Pumain et Godard, 1996). The
second trend is connected to the growing portion of urban population which is temporary and highly
mobile as a consequence of the globdization processes. (Sassen, 1990,1992,1993).

These developments pose alarger problem to the scientific community, even in countries where
metropolitan area (or FUR of some sort anyway) satistics are currently available. Useful asthey
might be- and they areindeed - they seem now inadequiate to properly describe the urban
phenomenon of today. The observation tools provided by officid Satidtics, largdy based on
punctud plotting of individuas and organization on space, fail to account for awiderange of
components of the new urban phenomenon. They show us the socid compostion of the dor mant
aity, with glimpses on that of the wor king cities, but nothing or very little on the socid aspects of
thegenerdly active city. Thiscondition is somewhat asif contemporary astronomers were il
regricted in their observations by the use of visble light-band tools, thus missing agreet ded of the
events that we today know populate the universe. From this point of view urban scholars have an
important task aheed, in intellectudly influencing the way in which officid datistics are planned
and collected, asacrucid step toward the achievement of that knowledge that we dl beieveisan
important prerequisite for the solution of issues of governance. But they aso need new
observationd tools like the observation of traces with GPS and models like Mobilis developed a
the Ingtitute of Physics of the University of Bologna

5) Public spaces: participation and communication in the new technological context
Theissue of participation inthe new urban entities becomes crucid both for the comprehension of
current dynamics and for the actions to be taken to influence the future socid morphology. The
issue can be stated as follows. Globalization trends tend to homogenize cities the world over.
However, this generd trend does not necessarily mean that localities have lost their relevance. On
the contrary, as David Harvey points out, the process of "socid (re)congtruction of places’ is
complementary to the globalization of capital. Precisaly because globa competition is becoming so
generdised, locdities need to offer some particular item, both in term of symbolic identity of places
and products. But since the adminigtrative borders of the traditiona centres (cities, communes, and
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sometimes even regions) have often become obsolete in the course of the current urban dynamics,

the andytica and actud definition of the entity that serves as the basis for the territoria support of
such competition becomes crucid. At the same time the definition of this entity isaso crucid for
the identification of actors and actions in the democratic process. So far loca democracy was
largdy undergtood in terms of some varition of the origind idea of political community or
Gemeinschaft, but now, the vaidity of this concept isincreasingly submitted to erosion by the
emerging socid and physica morphology of the city.

Today large metropolitan centers and their economic functions are increesingly affected by growing
populations of city users. Rather than cities for the inhabitants these are increasingly cities for
guests and visitors. The palitical consequences of these developments that bring with them ade
facto disenfranchising of the dweller population should be mor e carefully invedtigated. The new
city is an hogpitable city, but this hospitdlity is disquieting, because behind it we perceive the not so
invisble hands of the " Science of Mdling", rather than the plurdidtic forces of the traditiond urban
marketplace

No doubt, the new city needs a redefinition of public spaces. The Mall has become the hated
counterpart of the public, "politicd” square, and the digita technology the new vehicleto
dehumanisation. Asin many other smilar cases of laudationes temporis actis, we haveto resst
grongly the tendency to idedlise the “public” function of “lapiazza’ dong dl of higory. In limited
periods of time, and in arestricted number of societies with well developed burgherlich characters,
the square or other smilar public places have been “the heart of the city”. As Marco Romano
pointed out, however, the“public” character of these places, as spaces for democracy had to be
negotiated. Moreover thisis not the only space in whichdemocracy works. In some societies“la
Plazza’ was the main public arena, but as Guicciardini reminds us decisons were taken within “il
Palazzo” (Romano,1991). Today there are other spaces, including the immaterid ones, in which the
democracy of our times hasto be renegotiated. In a city in which agrowing part of the populaion is
trangent and largely service oriented, new forms of participation and even before that, of
identification will have to be worked out (Body-Gendrot,1998).

6) Social morphology, social exclusion and inclusion

We know a greet ded about the socid gratification of the inhabitants of the indudtrid city, and this
knowledge carries over to the resdentid portion of our contemporary metropolis. But the models of
socid conflicts and cooperation that helped us understanding the socid morphology of the

indugtrid city are rgpidly loosing their explanatory power, and we know alot less about the socid
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traits of the new metropalis. For instance we know very little about the commuter populaion which

grew in the 20" century, although we know a greet desl, especially from the socio-ecological point
of view, about the socid morphology of human settlements in metropolitan aress, or first
generation metropolises. We can surmise that the commuter population in the U.S. tendsto be
midde-class and it is different from the one in Europe, where it tends to be lower-class. We know
very little indeed about the socid morphology and the socid characters of the new trandent
populations affecting dl large metropolises. We know that in growing numbers immigrants from
the less developed regions of the world migrate to the European cities. And recently a growing body
of research points to the formation of vast aress of socid exclusion in connection with the shrinking
of the middle classes due to the waning of large-scae productive organisations. At the sametime,
however, cities retribdise, and the socid morphology of dties indudes a growing number of
different trandent populations with nomeadic characters. Populations rather than classes seem to
definelarge portion of the contemporary third generation metropalis.

7) From metropolitan Gover nment to eGover nance

The degp changesin the structure of contemporary urbanization raise the problem of socid,
economic and political governance of the emerging large metropolitan complexes. Traditiona
municipa policies and ingtitutions seem inadequite to achieve the am of governing these new
entities. In large regions of the world, such as Europe, even nationd governments appear
increasingly inadequate in governing urban systems evermore dependent on an integrated world
economy, and often capable to move autonomoudy on transnational markets. The weakening of
traditiond socid formations, such as class-based ecologica units, tends to affect long-ganding
practices of locd government, as economic and socid actors congtituting locdities are increasingly
outward looking. At the same time the search for socid identity appearsto trandate itsdlf in
oftentimes paranoid locdigtic clams. A specific focus of the research should investigate the role of
locd governmentsin the governance of the metropalis. In recent years, floods of empty words have
been forthcoming, proposing reform schemes that revesled themsdlves not more worthy than the
paper on which they were written. The truth is that metropolitan governance is a complex action,
and the best ways to handle it are probably dready there in innumerable best-practice innovations
working in many European cities. It should be the task of research to identify, compare, and
evduate them, rather than to draft another empty and ineffectud theoretical box. One trend which
hasto be explored iswhat | cal eGovernance, rather than eGovernment. The latter term has been
used to describe the betterment of loca services and administrations made possible by the use of
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ICTs. But another important development is the transformation occurring in the notion of

eGovernment in a pardld fashion to that followed by Government to Gover nance. Namely the
redlization that the introduction of ICT's both requires and promotes a high degree of participation
by the periphera units of the system and at the same time renders available ahost of potentidities
through “customization” — according to Mitchell, one of the five Strategic processes in E-Topia For
indanceit is possble to vary road pricesin order to better govern the flows a various time of the
day or according to various needs and dispositions. But above dl the openness and unbounding of
the system induced by the various e-technologies (including televison) is a strong factor in

inducing tweway, highly interactive decison-making process.

8) Plans for the city

| cal thislast session of the workshop “Plans for the city” rather than use the more familiar term of
“planning” on purpose. In fact there is a discusson around the issue whether some form of
comprehensve planning is still possible in large urban areas. On the other hand there are actors
with definite plans whose actions will influence the shepe of the next day metropolisin a complex
and interactive way. The am of this sesson will be to identify these actors and to try to dicit their
visons of the future city.

Tentative program

Tueday 4th, 2004, Afternoon, arriva

18.00-19.30. introductory plenary session, 1

1) Fromthe culture of citiesto culturesin the city
Presentation Guido Martinotti

Outline of the ESF Program, Anne Haila

Postion paper Anthony Giddens. “ Cities, atheoretical forward look”
Wednesday 5, 2004

9.30-12.30 Session 2

2) Roots and development: general trendsin the European Urban System in the frame of world
urbanisation

ChalesLi , Origins speciesand language

Mario Liverani, Thefirst city

Mogens Herman Hansen, Thecity statein history

Marcel Roncayolo, From the city of old state to the modern European city
Edward W. Soja, Fast-forward

14.30-17.30 Session 3

3) Metropolitan morphology and economic base: fromrural to cultural.
Paul Bairoch, From rurd to services

Roberto Camagni, The network of cities

Terry N. Clark, The Entertainment Machine

Richard Florida, The crestive scene

David Harvey, Socid Recontruction of places

Lila Leontidou, The mediterranean metropalis

Thursday 6", 2004

9.30-12.30Session 4
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4)Mobility and lifestyles. Metropolitan ecosystemsand the quality of life

Gianfranco Bettini, The city ecosystem

LeoVan Den Berg, City markting

Susan Feingein, Vistors

Bruno Giorgini, Mobility and cronotopoi

Alain Gras, Technology and sugtainability

Richard Urry, Thetourist gaze

5)14.30-17.30Session 5

5) Public spaces. participation and communication in the new technological context
Sophie Body -Gendrot, Security and violence

Nicolo Costa, The hypertourist city

Thierry Paguot, Culture and time

Stefano Rodotd, Governing the cyberspace

Richard Sennett, T he public space

Dayan Sudjic, 100 milescity

Friday 7", 2004

9.30-12.30 Session 6

6) Social morphology and social exclusion and inclusion
Robert Klosterman, New people new enterprioses

Enzo Mingione, Poverty, citizenship and the welfare Sate

Harmut Hausserman, Segretation and inclusion

Emilio Reyneri, Migration in the new city

Serge Paugam, Stepsinto poverty

14.30-17.30 Session 7

From metropolitan Government to eGovernance

Ash Amin, Diagrams of Power

Sabino Cassese, Locd government

Peter Hall, The newtecnologicd city

Bill Mitchell, Etopia

Marisol Garcig Fragmentation and citizenship

Nigd Thrift, A mobile politics

Saturday 8", 2004

9.30-12.30 Closing Sesson 8

Plansfor urban civilisation the European space

Idedlly wewould like to have urban planners or architects like Sir Norman Forster, Vittorio Gregotti, Jordi Borja,
Renzo Piano or Michael Sorkin, a successful mayor like Jordi Pujol or Walter Veltroni, and alarge scae builder like
Gerdd Hines, and vision personslike Manud Castells or Saskia Sassn.
Giuliano Amato, if possible, as specia guest

15



16
WORKSHOP 2:
European Citiesin the EU: social fabric, inequalities, agency and political order, what sort of

European society in the making?

Chair : Patrick Le Galés, Directeur derecherche CNRS, CEVIPOF, Sciences Po Paris.
Organisation: Direction scientifique de Sciences po avecCharlotte Halpern (Doctor ante,
CEVIPOF)

11" and 12" of June

Location: Paris, Sciences Po, Salle Goguel

This workshop dedls with the themes “ European citiesin the EU: sodid fabric, inequdities, agency
and politica order”.

The am of the workshop isto bring together professonds and academic sfrom different disciplines
and eight representatives of different international organisationsto frame aresearch agenda for
future urban research in Europe, to make suggestions for future ESF initiatives, to make suggestions
for the next round of European Framework programme, to come out with areport and publications,
and to disseminate this report through nationd research councils. The discussion is oriented towards
prospectiveissues, isinterdisciplinary and indudes questions of methods, data needs for ingtance.
Future research questions include puzzies, problems, and expected outcomes.

The Paris workshop concentrates on European cities as part of European societies. It therefore
focuses on generd issues related to the making of socid and palitica order, Sate restructuring,
inequdities, domination and control, governance, family, rdigion, work and leisure.

The future research agenda on Europeen dities is relaed to issues of globdisation, mohbility,
europeanisation and the pressure of market forces on the European modd of cities.

European cities were origindly modly cities that represented points of articulation between trade,
culture and form of politicd astonomy. Then, when the nationdate ganed a monopoly over
organizing culture, politicd power and different forms of exchange, European cities became
integrated into this nationd whole. Integration meant that the nation-state, which organized the

16



17
economy, became the man force influencing the future evolution of cities Different types of

political, technologicd, socid, culturd, economic changes are profoundly reshaping the conditions
under which actors within cities are able to act to face al those pressures.

European cities make a farly gened category of urban space, rdativey origind forms of
compromise, aggregation of interes and culture which brings together locd socid  groups
assodiations, organised interests, private firms and urban governments. Mot monogrgphs on cities
highlight awareness - espedidly on the part of councillors and organized interests within dities - of a
sort of Europeen city dandard, organized around a mix o public and private sector activity, public
intervention, economic development, culture, and anti poverty policies The pressures created by
property deveopers, mgor groups in the urban sarvices sector, and culturd and economic
globdlization processes provoke reections and adgptation processes of actors within European cities,
defending the idea of a farly paticular type of city that is not yet in termind decline. European
cities gppear to be rdatively robud, despite pressures from economic actors, individuds and deaes
(incduding welfare dates) being reshaped within the European Union. Processes of excuson,
drengthening and transformation of inequdities, segregetion, and dominaion are dso unfolding in
these cities The devedopment of resdentid suburbs separated from the city and of polycentric
cties, the isolaion of disadvantaged didricts the devdopment of culturd complexes, lesure
fadliies and shopping centres as wdl as divese culturd modds and migraions dl dealy
demonstrate the pressures exerted on the traditiond medium-szed city. Findly actors within cities
have been strongly mohbilized to direct the future of cities.

The workshop ams a rasng quesions about the future of European cities in terms of socd
gructure and in terms of politicd order as they increasingly become the locus of conflicts between

groups

The workshop isdivided into two parts

1) Inequdities and exclusion versus integration in European cities (Segregation, age, ethnic
minorities, labaur market, schools, welfare, entertainment, family, religion, sport)

2) Politicd order, policy and politics, state, urban policy, governance, citizenship, surveillance

17



1) Integration, social cohesion, assimilation, trﬁmationalism, mobility, inequaliti es

The rather lower levd of inegudities, measured in terms of income, is chdlenged because of long
term unemployment, immigration, middle classes exit drategies and the eroson of the welfare date.
The workshop would am a 1) review the theoreticd issues at stake about integration, assmilation,
inequdities; 2) sydemadicdly andysng the dimensons of inequdities in European dcities (income
education, gender, ethnic, age....).and 3) to frame the main research questions for the future. There
are cases of “fortress dties in the meking’, of “no children neighbourhood’, of “pensoners
resarved” and urban ethnic concentrations. It will examine the impact of economic globdisation of
the remaking of urban space.

The workshop would question Europeen cities and thelr impact on the socid fabric of the city

within a European framework.

The workshop would am a identifying the main integration mechanisms a play in European cities,
the methods to anadyse them and their falure together. A comparaive angle is required to compare
in paticular US and Adan cities. A whole set of mechaniams is a work in cities, combining
culture (fedivals, imeges), the politicad (contrects, dections, socid policy), the market (labour
market) and, to a lesser extent, the more socid mechanisms (family, community, didrict, religion).
It remains difficult to generdize about these and or to disentangle urban processes from more
genera  processes. Both the theoreticd and empiricdl debates on these quedtions raise many
dfficulties which would be examined. The interdependence between socid and political groups and
interests which have come out in different cases is also an indication of the drengthening of cities
as dte of integration mechanisms. But what an integrated society must nowadays be is far from
obvious. The workshop will smultaneoudy address the main pressure for didocation and idertify
key conflicts and inequdities for the future.

Issues of “europeanisation” of cities would dso be addressed in that section to identify mechanism
through which professond norms, modes of consumption or idess are transmitted and adopted.
Attempts to disentangle europeanisation from globdisation will be made here.

2) European citiesand agency: political capacity, collective actor s, modes of gover nance

The workshop would am a andysng the dimenson of “agency”, of dties as rdaivey
18
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autonomous politica actors able to ded with some problems and to extract resources from different

organisations.

It would point to the differentistion of urban systems within each nation date in the European
context and to the room for exit Strategies (in relative terms).

One way would be to show examples of inditutiondisation of collective action, the making of
collective drategy, policies aming a preventing increesed socid excduson processes, examples of
sodid regulations, or the inditutionalisation of conflictsolving mechanisms.

A second dimension here would be identify the democratic chdlenge here and the transformation of
urban democracies, to review both the eroson of cassic mechaniam of political participation and
the new forms of “associative democracies’, induding their falures, issues of citizenship. Changing
des (metropolitan governments in paticula) ae essntid here. The workshop would  dso
identify forms of politica disaffiliation and the rise of the extreme right vote in cities.

A third point of this section deds with the redructuring of the nation date and the
inditutiondisation of the EU. Links will be made with the ongoing progress of the “New
ingruments of European governance’ from the FP 6". The implications of the move towards
regulatory states will be charted for cities and groups within then.
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Workshop 3

Urban Risks: Inequalities and managing uncertainties

Chair, prof. Roger Keil (University of York, Toronto, Canada)
24" _ 27" June

Location: Leipzig

Thisworkshop will discuss socid and environmenta problemsin cities. We can digtinguish the
threet of increasing inequdities and segregetion in European cities as wdl asthe increase of
environmentd threats to individuas and collectivesin urban regions. Often, these socid and
environmenta problems are linked. Therefore, dthough this workshop will anayse common ur ban
problems like congestion, poverty, segregation, margindization, pollution and crime, the gpproach
to these problems will be interdisciplinary. It must engage socid and naturd scientists, critica
theorists and policy makers, academics and urban activists. By bringing together scholars from
different fields of science thisworkshop will discuss urban risks as complex problems. This mode
of investigation isin line with the suggestion of French urban sociologist Henri Lefebvre, who has
telked about the ‘multifaceted complexification’ effected by the emergence of agloba urban
sodiety. ! The effects of this complexification call for complex, comprehensive but aso innovative
cross-disciplinary scholarship. No one problem can il be studied from the point of view of one
disciplineg no one sngular explanation will likdy suffice. For example, the finding of cancer
research that the incidence of cancer is higher in low -class neighbourhoods but is not corrdated
with the income (what cancer researchers cal ‘community effect’) is an interesting and chdlenging
puzzle for sociologists who have andysed segregation. In particular after 9/11/01, urban risk and
vulnerability have become a mgor field of study.?

European urban regions are now in aforce field, which is condituted by globdization. Also,
increesingly, over the past generation, neoibera, market-oriented policy regimes have come to

! efebvre, H. The Urban Revolution. Minneapolis: Minnesota University Press, 2003, pp. 167.
2 Fitzpatrick, K. And Lagory, M. (2000). Unhedlthy Places: The Ecology of Risk in the Urban Landscape. N.Y .:
Routledge; Cutter, Susan L. (2003) “Presidentiad Address: The Vulnerability of Science and the Science of
Vulnerability.” Annals of the Association of American Geographers, 93(1):1-12; Symposium on Urban
Terror, edited by Harvey Molotch, International Journal of Urban and Regional Research. 27,3, 2003, pp.
649-698.
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characterize urban governance in most urban areas® The combination of these two macro-processes

has led to an accderation of urban life and ade-gtabilization of the human condition. New risks and
vulnerabilities have appeared and partly replaced certain complacency, with which urban dwdlers
and decision-makers had lived through the 20" century. Most European cities developed
comprehensive urban sanitation systems, trangportation infrastructure, weter and wastewater
sarvices, urban hedth services, stable food supplies, energy supply networks etc The recurrence of
unhedthy urban living conditions (making the present cities resemble the unhygienic citiesin the
19" century that gave birth to urban planning) is partly the consequence of neolibera urban
policies and ther reliance on the market and the consequence of the privatization of urban
infragtructure, like water and eectricity. Urban services have deteriorated and urban
neighbourhoods have tended to become more unequd. Wefare regimes have been replaced by
workfare states.® Inequalities in urban neighbourhoods are related to inequaities of health and well-
being, and non-communicable illnesses with multiple causes issue the main chalenge for public
hedth. Many of these problems had been considered athing of the past: Tuberculoss, for example,
has now made regppearance among homeless and poor urban populations. In addition, the
vulnerability to infectious diseases has <o risen in aperiod of neoliberd polarization.

Europesn cities also need to be re-envisioned in aglobal context.® Except for times of war and civil
war (eg. Irdand, Spain, Yugodavia), most European urban ditizensin the post-World War |l era
have been without the dire needs and daily risks that inhabitants of citiesin developing countries are
exposad to congtantly. Even compared with the often polarized sociad and environmentd reditiesin
US dities throughout the 20™ century, Europeen cities have looked ‘hedlthy’, ‘cleant, well-run, just
and environmentally rather safe. Much of this has been changing. The return of ‘hot’ warfareto
parts of Europe (particularly Y ugodavia), the mgor upheavasin trandtiond societies and the
continued pressure brought on by globdization, continentdization (EU) and neoliberdization have
brought vulnerabilities and risks at a new scae to European cities. Open violence, mass rgpe,
genocide have now been added once again to the vocabulary of risk that one is prone to encounter

% Brenner, N. and N. Theodore. (eds.) 2002. Spaces of Neoliberalism: Urban Restructuring in North America and
Western Europe. Maden and Oxford: Blackwell; Marcuse, P.; van Kempen, R., Hrsg. (2001) Globalizing Cities.
Boston/ Oxford: Blackwell.
4 Gandy, M., 1999, The Paris Sewers and the Rationalization of Urban Space. Trans Inst Br Geog NS 24, 23-44.
Kaika, M., and Swyngedouw, E., 2000, Fetishizing the Modern City: The Phantasmagoria of Urban Technologica
Networks. International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, Val.24 (1), 120-138.
® Jamie Peck, Workfare Sates. New Y ork and London: The Guilford Press, 2001
® Patrick Le Gal“es, European Cities: Social Conflictsand Governance. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002.
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on the European continent.

In addition, globdization has increased the risk of exposure to infectious disease both in humans
(SARS) and animals (BSE).” New pests have been introduced into urban aress from faraway
ecosystems and are threatening loca ecologica baances. As a consequence, attention of urban risk
studies moving from more individudized risks (auto accidents, smoking, €ic —

“Wohl standskrankheiten’) to more generdized risk: water supply; energy (the Itaian blackout);
river pollution, food security. It isimperative that both analysis and remediation of urban risks and
vulnerability are now seen as globaly condituted processes and events that defy locd solutions
Specificdly urban intervention, that is multi-scale, complex mediation between globa and
individual spheres, must be sought by urban scientists and practitioners®

Aswe re-scae our view from the locd to the globa condtitution of ‘the urbari, we Smultaneoudy
need to invoke the urban region (bioregion, watersheds, learning region, the globd city region, the
commutershed) as the actua geo-politica unit of much of our research and practice in urban
environments today. As nationd jurisdictions are being re-regulated and boundaries are being
redrawn, the urban region has seen amarked increase in Sgnificance as ascade of regulation and
governance. Thisis, perhaps, most vishblein the regulation of urban and regiond natural
environments: urban sprawl, peri-urban growth, regiona water sefety, trangportation and trangt,
etc. are inevitably regiona problematics.®

Education and trangparency of public decison-making is crucid in democratizing urban ecologica
governance. It is necessary for citizens to understand the socio-environmentd fabric of the city in
which they live and to participate in the process of enhancing living conditions. On the one hand,
thiswill entall knowledge about qudities of life in certain places if there are ineguditiesin
neighbourhoods correlated with health should citizens be aware of these in selecting their
neighbourhoods? On the other hand, it will raise the question about what can be done to remedy the
Stuation: the dasscd exit or change options will apply. Urban science needs to bresk the

" Garett, L., (1994). The Coming Plague: Newly Emerging DiseasesIn A World Out Of Balance. N.Y .: Penguin
Books; Haggett, Peter (1994) “Gegraphica Aspects of the Emergence of Infectious Diseases’” Geografiska Annaler
76(2):91-104.
8 Henri Lefebvre, The Urban Revolution. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 2003.
9 Alan Harding (ed.) Rescaling the Satein Europe and North America: Repositioning Cities and Regionsin a Global
Era. Blackwell, forthcoming.
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traditional mould of its purdy sociologicaly or geographicaly defined understanding of socio-

spatia processes and needs to re-insert knowledge derived from urban (politica) ecology. Rather
than relegating urbannatural sciences to the sub-politica areas of |aboratories and technica
departments of municipalities, they need to be drawn into the public space; into what American
political scientist Tim Luke has called a* public ecology.” 2° Urban ecologica science, thus defined,
must gtrive towards the development of socio-ecologica dliances of knowledge production and

governance. Thistask, then, is also linked to the “search of new public domain” ™

At the outset, it seems necessary to distinguish two kinds of risk associated with urban redities
today. One side of the study of risk in urban areas concerns security issues both persond and
callective. It entails safety from crime and from other forms of ‘socid pathology,’ safety from

traffic accidents, immediate violence such as common crimindity, gangs, youth crime, and drug-
related crime. But it dso includes the larger category of terrorism, which has captured the urban
imagination more than ever since the attacks of September 11 on Washington and New Y ork. While
much of the thinking that has informed our knowledge of security issuesistied to the technical
rationdity of states, police forces and the law, there are dso other traditions in planning and
engine=ring, which have a different tradition and will need to be taken into account. One of them is
the feminigt-inspired literature on ‘ safe cities', which includes security issues reated to gender (safe
houses for women, safe Streets, etc.). Yet, as Ben Wisner has warned us, taxonomic understandings
of risk and vulnerability have to be complemented with Stuationist andyses. For example “It is not
gender itself that marks vulnerability, but gender in a specific situation” 2

The other side of the study of risk isvery closdy rdlaed to thislatter tradition and involves lack of
protection from racidly and ethnicaly motivated violence, protection from State violence,
survelllance, privacy infractions and the negative consequences of security architecture, segregation
and excdluson from ‘ gated communities , etc. These risks are often individud in nature but more
often than not have a systemic character due to oppression by cdlass, ‘race, ethnicity, gender, etc.
They need specid attention as socid and environmenta conditions have become more polarized

101 uke, T., 2003, Global Citiesvs globa cities” Rethinking Contemporary Urbanism as Public Ecology. Sudiesin
Palitical Economy, Val. 70, Spring 2003, 11-33.

" Maarten Hajer and Arnold Reijndorp, In Search of New Public Domain, Rotterdam: NAi Publishers, 2001.
12 Ben Wisner, ”Notes on Socia Vul nerability: Categories, Situations, Capabilities, and Circumstances,” Environmental
Studies Program, Oberlin College, February 25, 2001.
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then in previous decades.

In the literature dedling with urban risk and vulnerahility, the equation Risk = Hazard x
Vulnerability is used as a shorthand for the complex of issues captured in the cases outlined above.
It has been pointed out thet the victimization of individuas and groupsin cities has been mirrored
by the tendency on the side of dlinicd professons, planners, socid workers, etc. to turn socidly
vulnerable groups into “ passve recipients’ of ingtitutionalized help. Wisner has suggested the
nation of “capatiilities for sAf protection and group action” as checking mechanisms for this double
victimization. Thisview lead to the amendment of the origind equetion as: Risk = [hazard x

vulnerability] — capebility.®

The am of the discussions about urban risksin thisworkshop is to foresee the problems and
dangersin order to direct future research programs and to manage such urban uncertainties develop
knowledge to solve problems and to discuss what kind of knowledge is needed. Bdlow isa
suggestion how to group our possible conversations into five related groups. It is envisoned to
achieve some sort of proportiond representation from these four interlocking areas of expertise at
the workshop in Leipzig in June 2004.

This workshop will operate on severd levels and address questions with varying methodologies:

1. Theworkshop needs to benefit from the newest socio-ecologica and urban ecologica
theories that attempt to provide a conceptua compass to the changes we see occur. There are
severd mgor critica theories that have been proposed. These theories are Sometimes
complementary, yet dso often in contradistinction to one ancther. European urban science
must be aware of and conversant with these theoretical approaches. Among them are:
eodogica modernization theory (particularly inits critical, discourse andyticd srand);
urban palitica ecology; urban ecologicd theory; socio-ecologica theory on the societal
relationships with nature (combining the materid and symboalic agpects of urban ecologies) ;
environmental justice theory, and so forth. The workshop will need to make an effort to

Bpid.
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identify and engage with these theories and make them part of the recommendations for the

Forward Look. **

2. Inaddition to urban ecologicd theory and urbanpolitical ecology, which is dso an atempt
a integrating naturd scientific and socid scientific concerns, we need to pecificaly engage
with theories of sodid risk and vulnerability. Thisindudes new thinking about ‘excluson,
risk and social control” *° Astheories of poverty and concentrated blight have cometo
emphasize complex and multidimensiona causes, policy responses have shifted from
income support programs:® to comprehensive and “activating” gpproaches prioritizing socid
and palitical over economic factors. Centra concepts of these new, often spatialy targeted
policies such as* socid capitd’, cgpacity building, socid cohesion and community policing
need to be criticaly reconstructed, and the effects of these policiesin terms of creating new
insecurities and vulnerabilities need to be acknowledged.

3. There neadsto be atention to critical anaytica methodologies both in the naturd and socid
stiences. Respondents to the survey by the ESF in 2002 mentioned a number of ongoing
activities in environmenta andytics that need to be understood as the basis for decison-
meaking in the fidds of risk and the environment. Among them are: Audits, emisson
cdculation methodology; sustainability indicators, GIS for environmenta purposes; energy
efficency technologies, urban ecologicd footprint anayd's, trangportation andyss,
ecotoxicology; epidemiology; biogtatitics, hazard and vulnerability assessment; moddling;
exposure research; urban health research, etc. These scientific and technical modes of
knowledge production must be part of an interdisciplinary course of study in the urban

sciences.

1 Heynen, Nik and Sywngedouw, E. (in press) Urban Political Ecology, Justice and the Politics of Scale. Antipode:
Cadtro, E., Kaika, M., and Swyngedouw, E., 2003, Water for Cities: A Political-Ecology Perspective - London:
Structural Continuities and Ingtitutional Changein Water Management. In European Planning Sudies, Vol.11 (3), 283-
295; Hassenpflug, 1993, Sozialokologie. Opladen: Leske und Budrich; Gibbs, D., 2002, Local Economic Devel opment
and the Environment. London, UK: Routeledge.
1 Benedikt Fischer and Blake Poland, " Exclusion, ' Risk’, and Social Control —Reflections on Community Policing and
Public Hedlth,” Geoforum, 29, 2, pp.187-197, 1998; Martin Kronauer, Exklusion. Die Gefahrdung des Soziden im hoch
entwickelten Kapitdismus. Frankfurt: Campus 2002.
%8| fact, social benefits have been reduced in al Europeen cities, while employment and work insecurity arerising
with the intensifying flexibilization and deregulation of labour markets, confronting municipdities with new challenges.
Cf. Michadl Krummacher, Norbert Wohlfahrt, ” Soziale Stadt, Sozidraumorientierung, Quartiersmanagement: Strategie
fur einen loka palitisch flankierten Sozia staatsabbau oder Revitalisierung von sozider Stadtentwicklung? Ms. 2003.
Y Margit Mayer, " The onward sweep of social capital: causes and consequences for understanding cities, communities
and urban movements,” International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, 27,1, 2003, pp.110-132; Volker Eick,
"Profiteure sozidlen Kapitals. Zur Genese lokaer Scherheitsregime durch Nonprofits, kommerzielle Sicherheitsdienste
und den lokalen Staat,” in: F. Kesd, H.-U.Otto, eds., Spacing Socia Work. Opladen: Lesket+Budrich 2003.
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4. Urban stience dedling with risk, vulnerability and sustainability must develop an ever

improving catalogue of amdiorative processes and technologies that form anormative

toolkit for the cregtion of better living conditionsin European cities (cutting back on risk

and vulnerability). Such processes will be linked to other efforts, such as the devel opment of
more democratic governance. It needsto clarify what worked and what didn’t in more than a
hundred years of urban planning; a critica assessment of planning doctrines and * L eitbilder’
needs to be part of this enterprise. Newly proposed panacess to the sugtainability of cities,
such as the compact city, new urbanism or smart growth need to be examined in light of past
successes and failures and in light of today’ s socio-ecologica and paliticd redlities.
Sudtainability astechnica policy intervention are part of this work: Air and noise pollution
downtown and suburbs; Prevention of traffic congestions, Green aress, parks, particularly
downtown; Preservetion of housing downtown; the control of urban sprawil; the
understanding of negative growth/decline/shrinkege; addressing ‘ Versiegelung’ — making
urban surfaces impervious; soil pollution/remediation and the management and regulation of
materid streams. Urban gardening, urban agriculture, etc. must be studied and likely be
furthered by urban science and practice.

5. Reated to these technologicd and normative efforts must be the encouragement of political
and socid initiativesin civil society. They must not be afterthoughts of urban science but
must be centraly integrated. Urban archaeol ogy, |andscape ecology,
multiculturdism/pluriculturdism and landscape, environmenta justice concerns, must be
integrated. Sustainability must be seen as a process that involves al members of urban
society; decison makers and scholars of urban environments disregard this fact & their peril.
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Workshop 4

Urban Science: Re-Negotiating the Boundaries between Science, Technology and Society.

Chair, prof. Simon Marvin (SURF, University of Salford, UK)
1% — 2" July
L ocation: SURF, Manchester

Theraionde for this workshop is three-fold. Firg, it critically engages with the assumption that the
interaction between different disciplinary contributions to urban science needs to be intensfied.
Second, it examines what the implications of different forms of interdisciplinarity might mean for
researchers, policy makers and research funders. Findly it sets out alonger-term agenda for how
interdisciplinarity research could contribute to the development of research programmes in member
states, the ESF and the 7" Framework programme.

The workshop will critically compare competing disciplinary approaches to urban  research;
illugrate disciplinary contributions  through case dudies of naiond and internationd  urban
researches programmes and research projects, and examine how the rdations between nature,

technology and society can be better understood. This workshop represents the first serious attempt
to perform the above task on a dructured, comparative bass. Its am is to undersand the nature and

effects of, and limits to, the devedlopment of urban science h different disciplinary contexts through

aseries of gpecidly commissioned papers and presentations.

The core am of this workshopisto provide a critical assessment of the possibility, attainability and
desirability of new forms of interdisciplinary urban sciences in the medium to long term. There are
three specific objectives:

1 To citicdly review the resonances and dissonances between the four man disciplinary

gpproaches to urban science represented by natural science enginesring and  technology, the

socid sciences and humanities

2 Toexamine cases studies of urban research that attempt to transcend amono disciplinary
goproach the benefits and limitations of different forms of interdisciplinary urban science.

3 To condder the dedrability of renegdtiating the boundaries between naure, technology and

society in the development of urban science for the 7" framework programme.
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The participants and presenters will be up to 15 expert commentators from arange of different

disciplines and nationd contexts who specidise in urban research.

Each of the contributors will present case sudies that focus upon the development of research
quedions, programmes and methods from within particular 'disciplines but will locate their andyss
within ther particular nationa research context. Particular attention will be pad to the way in
which different disciplines and research programmes fadlitate (or condran) interdisciplinary
intigtives and condition the behavior of the key inditutions - nationd departments, research
councils, dities, univerdties, devdopment agencies, key companies privae sector umbrela
organisions etc. - whose efforts are needed to redlise them. The presentations will describe what
urban research means, in practice, and the effects that they have had upon cities. A broad reading
of the bendfits and limitations of particular approaches will provide the bass for internaiond
comparisons and for drawing out implications for the development o urban science.

The workshop has three themes:

Theme 1. Reviewing ‘Cognate Interdisciplinarity in Urban Research.

Thistheme will examine competing notions of interdisciplinarity from within the naturd sciences
enginesring and technology, socid sciences and humanities Speakers would be selected from
nationa research programmes that encourage interdisciplinary research within a particular
disciplinary domain. For example the Natural Environment Research Council urban research
programme funded different types of natura science — indudng hydrology, ecology, amospherics
etc within the context of an interdisciplinary programme. The speskers would therefore be asked to
address what interdisciplinarity means from within adisciplinary domain. Example of spesker
would indude ‘Urban Ecology’ NERC UK, ‘Urban Studies', and Norwegian Urban Development
Programme. This sesson will focus on a brief comparative overview of the main festures of the
cognate interdisciplinary in urban research programmes in different nationd and internationa
contexts. Key themeswill be the origin of the programme, the focus and methods used and the type
of outputs produced. The sesson will review the resonances and dissonances between cognate

interdisciplinary in urban science.
Theme 2: Comparing ‘Radicd’ Interdisciplinarity in Urban reseerch

Thistheme will focus on radicd interdisciplinarity thet is characterised by collaboration between
28
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researchers from across different disciplinary domains for example between socid science and

naturd sciences. Thistheme will focus on research programmes and project that have an explicit
remit to develop new forms of radica collaboration around the urban agenda. For instance thiswill
include researchers who have looked at dities through arange of different approaches including
science and technology studies (STS) and urban palitical ecology (UPE). The objective hereisto
understand what approaches and resources approaches use to more effectively understand the
relations between the socid, technica and naturd in an urlen context. In particular the sesson will
focus on the issues involved in such collaborations, the forms of knowledge produced and the type
of relations devel oped with users of the research. The sesson will build an understanding of the
issues, limitations and potentid of developing radica interdisciplinarity in urban science.

Theme 3. Re-Negotiating the Boundaries of Urban Science: Potential and Prospects

This theme will explore the desrability and practicdity of whether and how an interdisciplinary
agenda could be taken foreword focusing on the following questions: What are the advantages and
disadvantages of an interdisciplinary agendafor researchers and users? What modes are there for

interdisciplinary research collaboration and what consequences do they have for knowledge
production and use? How would such an initiative be taken forward? Who would need to be
involved? What substantive themes could be developed? Thiswill involve smal group and panel
sesson with urban researcher policy makers and nationa research funders from the ESF
membership.

The objective is to produce a report that will include an interdisciplinary assessment of the current
“date of the at’ practices in interdisciplinary urban research; the benefits and limitations of
dfferent types of interdisciplinary based urban research; and, the identification of gpecific actions
for developing the potentid for interdisciplinary collaboration in future urban science.

The workshop will be held in centrd Manchester in very close groximity to awide range of hotels
with convenient access by public trangport to Manchester airport.
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Workshop 5

Urban civilization: wher e culture meets commer ce

Chair: Jiri Musil, professor, European University and co-chair Ludek Sykora, professor,
Charles University)

23" -24™ September 2004

L ocation: Prague

Theam of thisfifth workshop isto discuss cities and societies, cities asforce of civilization, and
places of innovations, culture of cities, and images of cities. The workshop will investigate whether
cities with the optimigtic spirit they creste and Europeans love for cities can prevent aultures from
dying. Among the topics discussed in this workshop are dso the relationship betweenuniversity
and dities, culturd inditutions of cities, new spaces, and urban charisma. The workshop will dso
discuss conservation and urban history, and the meanings of the built environment. Among the
invited experts are authors, developers, academics, scientistssand architects. The disciplines brought
into discussion with each other are archaeology, literature, urban history and linguistics.

A more detailed program will be sent in February.
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