Sheffield
Hallam
University

Disparate life chances in central Sheffield.

WALKER, Simon P.

Available from the Sheffield Hallam University Research Archive (SHURA) at:

http://shura.shu.ac.uk/20487/

A Sheffield Hallam University thesis

This thesis is protected by copyright which belongs to the author.

The content must not be changed in any way or sold commercially in any format or medium
without the formal permission of the author.

When referring to this work, full bibliographic details including the author, title, awarding
institution and date of the thesis must be given.

Please visit http://shura.shu.ac.uk/20487/ and http://shura.shu.ac.uk/information.html for
further details about copyright and re-use permissions.


http://shura.shu.ac.uk/information.html

«Sheffield S1 1WB

101 844 601 X

Return to Learning Centre of issue
Fines are charged at 50p per hour

16 MAY 2007
Lji~ v

REFERENCE



ProQuest Number: 10701134

All rights reserved

INFORMATION TO ALL USERS
The quality of this reproduction isdependent upon the quality of the copy submitted.

In the unlikely event that the author did not send a complete manuscript
and there are missing pages, these will be noted. Also, if material had to be removed,
a note will indicate the deletion.

uest

ProQuest 10701134

Published by ProQuest LLC(2017). Copyright of the Dissertation is held by the Author.

All rights reserved.
This work is protected against unauthorized copying under Title 17, United States Code
Microform Edition © ProQuest LLC.

ProQuest LLC.

789 East Eisenhower Parkway
P.O. Box 1346

Ann Arbor, MI 48106- 1346



Disparate Life Chances in Central Sheffield

Simon Walker

A thesis submitted in partial fulfilment of the requirements of Sheffield
Hallam University for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy

December 2006

‘Q‘S‘P;}? Sy J n)G
“y ‘QL%

0
'''''' o
D e

s s
}(‘;‘{‘(n

s



ABSTRACT

This thesis explores the nature of the global/iocal nexus: how economic globalisation

influences a particular locality and the lives within it. Consequently it addresses the |
relative neglect of the local and the specific in discussions on economic globalisation
and its effects. The research asks two questions: how does economic globalisation
influence urban inequality within a specific location? Secondly, how are the life
chances of people living within the specific locality influenced by economic

globalisation?

In order to capture the complexity of change the research draws upon multiple
methods for the analysis of a single city case study of Sheffield and selected
residents. Chapter one discusses economic globalisation and British social and
urban inequality. Chapter three introduces the Sheffield city case s’tudy to
contextualise the dialectical approach that is taken in this research. Descending
further from the global to the local, chapter four (a community profile) contextualises
the contemporary forms of urban inequality through an examination of contradictory
urban forms: public degeneration and private regeneration. Two disparate forms of
housing tenure are selected - a post war residualised council estate and a private
adjoining gentrified district: Contemporary social inequality is examined through an
analysis of life history interviews with males residing within one of the two respective
housing developments. These males left secondary education during the 1980°‘s

when economic globalisation emerged.

Analysis of the life histories (chapter five) draws on thematic matrices as well as the
material from the previous chapters. The research findings highlight the dynamic
nature of urban and social inequality under the aegis of economic globalisation. The
role of ‘marginal gentrifiers’ is highlighted, but the very efficacy of the term
gentrification is challenged when used to refer to those who reside within such
developments. The notion of an inner city council estate ‘underclass’ is also

challenged.
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INTRODUCTION

The research that is presented in this thesis explores relationships between the global
and the local levels of social science analysis in a specific location. The research is
ambitious because it explores some of the relationships between economic changes
occurring at the global level of analysis with those occurring at a more specific local
level. In particular, this thesis explores the relationship between economic globalisation,
urban and social inequality within the city (Sheffield) with the aim of understanding how
changés associated with economic globalisation influence life chances. It is crucial to
state that the thesis is by no means representative of all the people who reside within the
community researched but attempts to highlight significant factors influencing their life
chances and life worlds. The fieldwork element of the research into life chances and life
worlds is based upon what are termed ‘thematic transmission factors’ that both express
and determine life chances and life worlds: education, employment and residential

mobility.

A theoretical gap exists between the global and the local and therefore novel methods of
bridging the gap are utilised to illuminate the research. The research is conducted within
a qualitative framework and is grounded in a classical Marxist dialectic methodology
drawing upon interdisciplinary academic sources." The research consists of what
Burgess calls ‘multiple strategies’ (1984: 2) and utilises a range of qualitative research
methodologies: literature review, ethnographic-style fieldwork, city case study,
community profile and life history interviews. This research adopts the life history
methodology of Dex (1991) to explore the life chances and life worlds of the research

cohort.

The research explores how economic restructuring at the global level influences urban
inequality occurring at the local level and how these structural changes influence the life
chances of young men residing within a particular locality. The overall aim of the
research is to unite within a ‘totality’ the global‘ and the local; the somewhat abstract

' The research can broadly be termed ‘Urban Studies’, an interdisciplinary field that brings

together urban sociology, city and regional planning, urban geography and cultural studies. In
addition, local historical documents from Sheffield complement and illustrate the arguments of the
thesis.

A |



II

tendencies of economic restructuring commonly known as globalisation with specific

local urban inequalities and unequal life chances.

The existing literature on the relationship between globalisation and urban change has
produced a wealth of case studies on cities e.g. Knox, 1995; Douglass & Friedman,
1998; Lo & Young, 1998 and Marcuse & van Kempen, 2000. However, while this body of
work exemplifies the importance of local context it has concentrated almost exclusively
upon the so-called ‘global’k or ‘world’ cities and analysed social and urban inequalities
- frequently on the flawed basis of a ‘Dual city’ (Mollenkopf & Castells, 1991). While the
growth of social and urban inequality is frequently synonymous with economic
globalisation there is still, as yet, a relative dearth of illustrative examples, or
‘measurements’, of the influence of globalisation updn people’s lives and specific
neighbourhoods. Noting this incongruity Short and Kim (1999: 8) refer to how ‘there are
lots of speculative comments about the globalizing world or about the global-urban
connection but fewer examples of careful measurements of globalization’. Short and Kim
call this incongruity the ‘dirty little secret of world cities research’ (p.8).2

The lack of empirical research linking globalisation and developments within a specific
locality represents an opportunity to make a valuable contribution towards a neglected
area. With this in mind this research heeds Short and Kim'’s call for more detailed
empirical research into the influence of globalisation. In addition, Eade advocates
locating ‘globalisation as local process’ by grounding globalisation and global/local
processes through engagement with the ‘everyday lives of people in the global city’
(1997: 1). Consequently the originality of this thesis lies in illustrating changes brought
about at the global level within a specific time and place through thé prism of a particular
locality and a group of male residents’ life chances there. In short the thesis offers a
‘measurement’ (see chapter two, page 42) of the influence of economic globalisation
upon places and people. The research also makes a further original contribution by
studying what might be termed a ‘non-Global City’ (Sheffield) in the currently defined
sense. In doing so the research explores how contemporary patterns of social and urban

inequality are more complex than binary concepts like the ‘Dual city’ suggest.

2 With regard to this reference to ‘World Cities’ research by Short and Kim the term ‘Global Cities’
is frequently used interchangeably. The latter term seemed to supersede the earlier one with the
emergence of economic globalisation.
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On a more personal note this research was inspired by the protracted economic, social
and urban developments manifest within Sheffield’s city centre. Since the late 1970’s the
city’s economy has undergone, and continues to undergo, a fundamental restructuring of
its economy. These changes have subsequently had large social and urban
repercussions within the city. These protracted developments are in a very real sense
part of my own life history. The catalyst to my academic interest in urban studies was
Mike Davis’s seminal City of Quartz (1990). The combination of a native son’s reportage,
theory, history and photo-journalism is widely acknowledged as seminal. Consequently
the prospect to conduct research into contemporary processes occurring across time

and space in Sheffield was too good an opportunity to miss.

The research hypothesis (see chapter two, page 37-38) is framed around what appears
to be a contradictory development: namely that between revolutionary advances in
telecommunications and computer technology, manifested in the globalisaiion of
commodity production, and a simultaneous regression in male life chances (a
decreasing incidence of social mobility). Economic globalisation has utilised
unprecedented advances in computer and telecommunication technology over the past
three decades and brought about the greatest advances in labour productivity in human
history (Wolf, 2005). However, over the same period the incidence of upward life
chances for working class British males has regressed (Aldridge et al, 2001).
Consequently this research asks two interrelated questions: how does the emergence of
economic globalisation influence urban inequality within a specific locality? Secondly, we
ask how the life chances of people living within that specific locality are influenced by
these accumulative changes. The selection of the research questions is ultimately to
offer a ‘measurement’ of the influence of economic globalisation upon urban inequality
within a specific locality and upon the life chances of a small selection of males who live
there, but within disparate residential communities. In keeping with a dialectic approach
the measurement of both urban and social inequality is both quantitative and q'ualitative.



Qutline of Chapters

The literature review chapter (chapter one) opens the thesis and focuses upon economic
globalisation, urban and social inequality within the city. Initially chapter one discusses
how Marx and Engels understood the city at the time of the industrial revolution in their
classic work. The discussion in this chapter is brought up to date by exploring the
emergence of a Marxist Human Geography and Urban Studies in the early 1970’s. Once
this basic approach has been established in the chapter we discuss the literature
concerning the relationship between economic globalisation and {he contemporary
British city. However we discuss at this point the situation prior to the emergence of
economic globalisation in a section entitled The Keynesiah City because in keeping with
a dialectic approach we can only understand the present if we understahd the past from
which the present emerges. The next section in the chapter is entitled The Globalizing
City and explores the relationship between globalisation and the contemporary city and

brings the discussion up to the present peridd. Once the nature of the relationship V
between globalisation and the city has been established the chapter elaborates on

Urban and social inequality within the ‘Globalising city. We explore the literature on |
urban and social inequalities within the concept of the ‘Dual City’ and ‘Global Cities’
approaches. The literature review chapter is designed to become progressively more
specific in time and space and so we explore two particular contemporary expressions of
urban and social inequalfty within the British city: Gentrification and Residualisation.
These disparate phenomena are introduced because they will be explored more
specifically in time and space in the following chapters. A chapter conclusion seeks to
draw the discussion together concerning the nature of the relationship between

globalisation, urban and social inequality within the city.

Chapter two (The Research Approach chapter) explains and justifies the methodological
approach adopted. This chapter establishes how the thesis is to be conducted and
presented in a series of subsequent chapters which explore from the global level of
spatial analysis down to the local level. The dialectic design has been selected in an
attempt to bridge the large theoretical gap between the local and the global levels of
analysis. The chapter explains how by utilising interdisciplinary academic sources, a

range of qualitative research methodologies and local documentary research for the
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different spatial levels of analysis the design draws together the local and the global

within a fotality’.

Chapter three (The Sheffield City Case Study) and chapter four (Community Profile) .
draw upon a series of interviews and informal discussions conducted with what we term
‘Sheffield stakeholders’ from local public and private organisations. After the general
discussion of chapter one we become more specific by exploring how economic
globalisation has influenced a particular British city. The aim of the chapter three is
twofold: first, it provides a specific illustration of how economic globalisation influences a
particular British city and the urban and social inequalities within, and secondly it
provides the necessary context for the community profile and life history analysis
' chapters (chapters four and five) that follow and which focus the discussion further in
time and space. Chapter three opens the discussion with Sheffield steel in historical
perspective exploring how the city became the foremost steel producing city of the
Industrial Revolution and armourer to the British Empire. We discuss the city’s cutlery
industry as an example of a local manufacturing sector destroyed by emerging forms of
internationalised production. We discuss Sheffield steel manufacturing After World War
Il during the Keyensian period of demand management. The chapter then explores how
the new forms of production organised by transnational corporations effectively finished

the Sheffield steel industry as a mass employer of local labour.

To understand how economic globalisation influences urban and social inequalities
within Sheffield we discuss the response of the local authority to the collapse of the steel .
industry and their dramatic political about-turn in the same chapter. We establish an
understanding of urban and social dynamics in Sheffield’s city centre and we briefly
discuss the Victorian city centre so we can more thoroughly understand contemporary
city centre dynamics. Once more looking into the past to more completely Understand
the present we discuss the Turn of Two Cities, a sub-section which discusses how
Sheffield developed historically into a city with marked socio-spatial segregation
between the classes. Moving on to more recent dynamics the discussion moves onto the
post war council estate construction on the city centre periphery as the hig'h point of
Keynesian intervention in the 1960’s. Developing the discussion moré specifically in time
and space we discuss the decline of Sheffield’s city centre after the collapse of the city’s
industrial base and explore the changes that occurred within and around the city centre
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during the 1980’s and first half of the 1990’s. Bringing the discussion up to date the
penultimate sub-section of the chapter is named after the 1999 Urban Task Force report
Towards an Urban Renaisance, but the sub-section is subtitled Gentrification and
Residualisation in order to indicate the disparate tendencies occurring within and on the
periphery of Sheffield's contemporary city centre. A conclusion draws together this

extensive discussion.

Moving once more from the general to the specific, from the global level of analysis
down to the local level the fourth chapter presents a Community Profile of a district on
the periphery of Sheffield’s city centre. This district contains both a residualised inner city
council estate called Woodside and a newly gentrified district renamed Kelham
Riverside. We explore the industriél history of the now gentrified district in order to
understand how economic globalisation has rendered the areas ready for gentrification.
We discuss Sheffield’s vanguard gentrification project Cornish Place and Brooklyn
Works situated within Shalesmoor and the later Riverside Exchange which followed

shortly in the wake of the vanguard project’s success.

The other side of the community profile is located at Pye Bank on the city centre
periphery where the Woodside council estate was built in the early 1960’s. The chapter
explores the circumstances of the rise of the estate and its subsequent fall into
residualisation and ultimately into demolition. In conjunction with an exploration of the
spatial fabric of the two disparate housing developments we attempt to compile a
general understanding of the socio-economic circumstances of the people who live
within their confines. A number of photographs and maps are included in the Appendix
at the back of the thesis to illustrate the issues discussed in chapter four.

The fifth chapter concerns an analysis of the life history interview data from residents of
each housing development featured in the previous chapter. In semi-structured
interviews | discussed with individual residents’ their patterns of thematic transmission
factors namely education, employment and residential mobility. These factors were
chosen as both expressions and determinants of an individual’s life chances and life
world. Initially the chapter discusses the ethnographic-style fieldwork that furnishes and
contextualises the interview data from residents. The chapter presents a series of brief
profiles of the respective residents from both Woodside and Kelham Riverside and in the
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appendix for each resident is a thematic matrix that chronologically catalogues their
individual patterns of education, employment and residential mobility. Once we have
established residents’ profiles and thematic matrices we discuss the emerging trends
and tendencies from both cohorts concerning each thematic factor in turn and in the
penultimate section of this Qhapter we discuss the emerging trends and tendencies in
the light of the changes brought about by economic globalisation. A conclusion draws

together this extensive discussion.

The concluding chapter (chapter six) to the thesis aims to draw some provisional insights
and suggestions from the evidence presented. In doing so this chapter offers answers to
the two research questions posed in the methodology chapter by offering a
‘measurement’ of the influence of economic globalisation upon urban inequality within
Woodside and Kelham Riverside, and the life chances of those who reside within those

two developments.

Thus the thesis aims to provide an insight into how economic globalisation influences
urban inequality and life chances within Sheffield’s city centre. After establishing the
ontological standpoint of the research the thesis begins with a discussion of the relevant
theoretical issues and subsequently works down through the different spatial levels of
analysis exploring the global / urban connection by descending from the global to the
local, from economic globalisation to the sub locality and the individual life chances

within.



CHAPTER ONE: ECONOMIC GLOBALISATION, URBAN AND SOCIAL
INEQUALITY

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This literature review chapter contributes towards an understanding of the
relationships between economic globalisation and urban and social inequality within
the city. This relationship goes to the heart of what has become known as the
‘globalisation debate’. The relevant academic literature is reviewed through the
classical social theory of Marx and Engels. The discussion explores how economic
changes occurring at a global level of spatial analysis influence urban and social

inequality at the local level of the British city.

The term globalisation has experienced a meteoric rise since the early 1990’s.
Engaging in the relevant academic debate we go ‘beyond the buzzword’ (Scholte,
1996: 43) and define economic globalisation. We then explore the ‘global-urban
connection’ (Short & Kim, 1999) and its influence upon the city and urban and social

inequality.

The Iiterature. review informs subsequent chapters on the nature of the relationship
between the global and local levels of spatial analysis by establishing the classical
Marxist understanding of the capitalist city and the dialectical relationship between the
global and the local. We then define ‘economic globalisation’ and survey its
implications for urban and social inequality within the contemporary British city.
Specific themes of urban and social inequality are introduced: gentrification and
residualisation. They are elaborated upon in subsequent chapters but are introduced
here to inform the discussion. The chapter concludes with pointers for future chapters.



1.2 THE LOCAL AND THE GLOBAL: A DIALECTICAL RELATIONSHIP

‘Marx and Engels believed that the capitalist city, in and of itself, cannot be understood
outside of a theory that comprehends human society as a whole. Consequently they
did not consider it necessary to develop a specifically urban theory of the city as a
thing in itself. To them the urban question must be subsumed within a wider analysis
of factors operating in society, whereby the city ‘is analysed not as a cause, but as a
significant condition’ (Saunders, 1995:15) Cities are the location for the productive
forces and are therefore the home of social classes, their residences, places of work,
etc. A dialectic method comprehends the ‘totality’ as a unity of contradictions, such
that is impossible to understand any one aspect of reality without exploring the whole
and also how each parf contributes to the whole. Accordingly, a dialectical analysis of
the city and its attendant social and urban inequalities requires a discussion of the

development of the productive forces within the city.

1.2.1 CITIES AND THE PRODUCTIVE FORCES

The Victorian city, with its simultaneous and not infrequently closely juxtaposed wealth
and want, palaces and pigsties, was for Marx and Engels ‘the hothouse of capitalist
contradictions’ (Saunders, 1995: 25). The city is not in itself responsible for social and
urban inequality; responsibility lies with the mode of production. Engels (1973: 150)
remarked that ‘the great cities really only secure a more rapid and certain
development for evils already in the germ’. Regardless of individual histories and
idiosyncrasies each city expresses, however unevenly, general trends determined by
a universal process. Social and urban inequalities created by the capitalist mode of
production find their starkest forms initially between the social classes and class
fractions. The districts, residences and tenures of the disparate social classes reflect
this inequality. While the Victorian industrial city was home to the greatest advances in
the capitalist mode of production and consequently productive capacity it was also
home to its worst regressive tendencies — want, squalor and ignorance. Marx
explained that the development of the productive forces under capitaliém seemed to
turn everything on its head.' He explained how the contradiction between the forces

' ‘On the one hand, there have started into life industrial and scientific forces, which no epoch
of the former human history had ever suspected. On the other hand, there exist symptoms of
decay, far surpassing the horrors recorded of the latter time of the Roman Empire. In our days,
everything seems pregnant with its contrary: Machinery, gifted with the wonderful power of
shortening and fructifying human labour, we behold starving and overworking it; The



and relations of production manifested themselves in the incongruence between
uneven socio-urban conditions and technological productive advances (1969:500).

The city concentrates disparate social layers within its boundaries and thereby
renders more visible the stark inequalities between their social and urban existence.
What is essential about the early work of Engels is his ability to connect the
development of urban form to the industrial revolution. He clearly demonstrates how
changes in the organisétion of city spéce affect social relations within and between
social classes and he understands that the new urbanisation has its impetus within
changes in manufacturing. Katznelson (1993:147) believes Engels’s most important
discovery was his connection between the social structure of capitalism and the
spatial structure of the city. For the German émigré, the principal characteristic of
British cities he visited were the new forms of socio-spatial segregation. Praising his
morphology of Manchester, Katznelson writes how Engels pioneered an analysis of
cities’ spatial structure, including their zones and radial axes, their geography and the
condition of their housing. However, ‘unlike the way these issues have been treated
subsequently in various academic studies, Engels consciously linked their origins to
the large scale development of industrial capitalism’ (1993:151). Likewise during the
course of this thesis we will explore changes in urban and social inequality within
Sheffield through the development of economic globalisation.

Engels’s focus upon commodity production and the logic of capitalist accumulation
underpins his conception of urban space as a dynamic and changing terrain,
constantly in flux. His urban formulations show how humanity and societal space are
engaged in a constant dialectic. Katznelson describes the dialectic relationship thus;
‘this space helps impel these activities, and these activities contain spatial elements
within them’ 1993:154). Engels pioneered what Cannadine describes as 7inks
between the shapes on the ground — the physical form which the evolving city took —
and the shapes in society — the nature of the social relationships between people who
lived in the towns’ (1982:235).

newfangled sources of wealth, by some strange weird spell, are turned into sources of
want...This antagonism between modern industry and science on the one hand, modern
misery and dissolution on the other hand; this antagonism between the productive forces and
the social relations of our epoch is a fact, palpable overwhelming, and not to be controverted.’
(Marx, 1969: 500)



1.2.2 THE EMERGENCE OF A MARXIST URBAN STUDIES: CITIES AS
PRODUCTIVE FORCES

When Henri Lefebvre? published La Revolution Urbaine (1970) urban analysis in the
social sciences was still largely descriptive. When it aspired to theory, most notably in
the work of the Chicago School, it remained at the level of empirical generalizations
rather than theory (Smith, 2003). But inspired by the political events of the late 1960’s
some geographers re-examined their discipline's ontology and concluded that
geography had effectively become a means to preserve bourgeois political power.
Lefebvre, however, rejected classical Marxism, believing that the effects of technology
upon production and human relations had refashioned spatial relations and granted
urban space an unprecedented autonomy (Katznelson, 1992). Lefebvre attempted to
redesign the dialectic in terms of space, whereas dialecticians like Marx and Darwin
‘prioritised time over space and both of these over any conception of place’ (Short,
2001:17). Instead Lefebvre believed that ‘space holds the promise of liberation:
liberation from the tyranny of time’ (Smith, 2003:xiii).> Lefebvre (1970:15) asked
rhetorically ‘Can urban reality be defined as a “superstructure” on the surface of the
economic structure...? The simple result of growth and productive forces? Simply a
modest marginal reality compared with production? Not at all'. Instead he argued that
by the 1960’s urbanism had supplanted industrialisation and consequbently the city
was entering a post-industrial stage.* Urbanisation had become the progenitor of
industrialism. According to Lefebvre ‘industrialization might have bred systematic
urbanization’ but ‘urbanization now engendered industrialization’ (Smith, 2003:100).
For Lefebvre, industrial capitalist society had been transcended by urban society and
urban space had ceased to be a built environment and had instead become a force of
production — ‘Urban reality modifies the relations of production without being sufficient
to transform them. It becomes a productive force, like science’ (Lefebvre, 1970:15).

2 Lefebvre (1901-1991) was influential in philosophy, sociology, geography, political science
and literary criticism throughout the twentieth century. He helped popularise Marx in France,
translating some of his work into French in 1933, during which he developed his own humanist
reading of Marxism. '

3 Harvey points out that Lefebvre ‘thought he had found the key in his celebrated comment that
capitalism survives through the production of space, but he unfortunately failed to explain
exactly how or why this might be the case’(2005:87).

4 Smith explains his approach thus ‘the problematic of industrialization, which had dominated
capitalist societies for more than two centuries, is increasingly superseded by the urban’(2003:
xi).
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Writing an introduction to Lefebvre’s The Urban Revolution (2003) Neil Smith points
out that contrary to the writings of the Frenchman urbanisation does not globalise itself
nor supersede production as the driving force of historical change. Smith clarifies how
the inexorable development of the productive forces brings about the growth of
industrial cities, not vice versa he writes In a global sense urbanization has not, of
course, supplanted industrialization; all of the products that fuel urbanization are made
somewhere in the global economy’ .(p.100).

Lefebvre’s urban sociology was essentially neo-Hegelian because it attempted to
return the dialectic to one that might have existed prior to the development of the
historical insights of Marx without which it was impossible to develop a consistent
materialism — i.e. dialectical materialism.’ Marx corrected Hegel’s idealism putting him
on his feet, while Lefebvre wished to put him back on his head. By attempting to
revive Hegel Lefebvre increasingly called into question the emphasis placed by
classical Marxism on the determining role of the economic base and came to view
superstructural arrangements as essentially autonomous.6 Encapsulating Lefebvre’s
turn away from classical Marxism Smith (2003:xv) laments ‘Space in the end retains

an optimistic Hegelian a priorism vis-a-vis nature’.”

The first of Lefebvre’s contemporaries to respond was one time protégé Manuel
Castells, whose ‘critique was triple-barrelled’ remarks Smith (2003: xvi). Castells’s The
Urban Question: A Marxist Approach (1972) was, regardless of the title, actually
influenced by the Structuralism of Louis Althusser® rather than Lefebvre’s neo-

® Merrifield describes Lefebvre’s urban sociology as an oxymoron — ‘Hegelian Marxism’
g2000a:74). :

In opposition to Althusser's (Castells’s early mentor) Structuralism Lefebvre became the
leading exponent of neo-Hegelianism within the French Communist Party. After the publication
of Lenin’s notebooks on philosophy in French in 1955 he saw neo-Hegelianism as a means to
de-Stalinise the party.

" Compare the attitude of Lefebvre to that of Lenin on the issue of space and time ‘the theory
of space and time is inseparably connected with the answer to the fundamental question of
epistemology: are our sensations images of bodies and things, or are bodies complexes of our
sensations’ (1949: 180). In other words space is objective not subjective ‘matter in motion
independently of our mind’. Earlier he wrote ‘There is nothing in the world but matter in motion,
and matter in motion cannot move otherwise than in space and time. Human conceptions of
space and time are relative, but these relative conceptions in their development, move towards
absolute truth and approach nearer and nearer to it’ (p.177).

8 Althusser wished to purge Marxism of dialectics and re-read the major works, or to read the
silences’. Althusser rejected the idea that Marx developed his philosophy by inverting Hegel
and consequently developed a new theory about the nature of contradiction. He called his new
theory ‘over determination’ a concept adopted from Freud’s analysis of dream images. But ‘over
determination’ is not really a form of contradiction at all but rather a theory based instead upon
multiple factors of determination which in an un-dialectical method views the world as divided
up into separate departments with their own autonomous sphere of influence. :



Hegelianism or indeed classical Marxism. Susser explains how ‘Castells insisted that
cities have to be understood as the historical manifestations of power and production’ .
(2002: 3). Castells complained that Lefebvre’s vision of the urban verged upon a
spatial fetishism, thus expunging Marxism from his analysis. He accused Lefebvre of
reifying the city as ', a thing in its own right outside of capitalism (1977:87). He
challenged Lefebvre’s notion that the urban represented a coherent scientific object of
study outside of capitalism in general, reminding him ‘there is no theory of space that
is not integral of a general social theory’ (p.115). In terms of the concerns of this thesis
by rejecting capitalist accumulation Lefebvre rejected any notion of structure and
agency (Katznelson, 1993:102).

Castells soon abandoned his  Althusserian tendencies in favour of a Weberian
influence. Susser mentions ‘Castells’s shift from Marxist analyses to a less
economically based and more cultural approach’ (2002: 7). Marcuse perceptively
notes ‘Castells’s evolution is indeed reflected in the evolution of his book titles’, before
elaborating; ‘Thé movement from Marxist concepts, issues of class and oppositional
political and social movements to a preoccupation with technological developments
and their multiple manifestations is clear’ (2002:135).°

David Harvey’'s critique of Lefebvre was more orientated towards Marxist political
economy. His Social Justice and The City (1973) dealt with Lefebvre and also critiqued
the bourgeois complacency of geography as an academic subject. Harvey opposed
Lefebvre’s conceptions stating that the extraction of surplus value (profit) remained the
driver of urban change. The manmade space of the urban built environment had-not
created its own interior logic of development. However, Harvey later departed from
classical Marxism by rejecting historical materialism and instead adopting what he
calls ‘historical-geographical materialism’. He believes that place should be given a
stronger role in historical materialism 7 have long argued that historical materialism
should be better thought of as historical-geographical materialism and that historical

7

geography, particularly-of capitalism, should be the primary subject of our theorising

® Marcuse identifies Anthony Giddens as the ‘best known representative of the ideological
position that results from’ (2002:135) Castells’s work, a point also noted by Callinicos (2001: 3).
Whilst Abell (cf. Crabtree: 2002) derides Castells and Giddens shared tendency to make
longwinded, abstract and effectively meaningless statements, reviewing Giddens’s The Third
Way (1997) the Economist described it as ‘awesomely, magisterially and in some ways
disturbingly vacuous’ (cf. Elliott and Atkinson, 1998). Marcuse (2002: 136) also highlights
Castells inconsistency ‘For any one particular quote, one can generally find another, apparently
contradictory quote elsewhere. Everything that should be said is said somewhere or other in
the three volumes — but so is its opposite. The evidence that is adduced to prove one point
often contradicts a point made elsewhere’.



(1987: 376). But for Marx and Engels historical materialism demonstrates that the
great dynamic of human society is its economic development, i.e. changes in the mode
of production and exchange and the consequent division of society into separate
classes and inevitable class struggle. In short, production is paramount. Harvey on the
other hand privileges space with equal emphasis and accordingly his concept of the
‘spatial fix’ asserts that capital goes from one fix’ to another to avoid crisis. Space
becomes a space of flows for capital, commodities and labour not a space determined

by production, the extraction of surplus value and labour (DeFazio, 2003: 17).

Various urban researchers have described the global/local or global / urban theoretical
conceptualisation in their own terms according to their theoretical standpoint ‘global-
local connection’ (Beauregard, 1995), the ‘global-local interplay’ (Dunford & Kafkalas,
1992 and the ‘global-local nexus’ (Tickelll & Peck, 1995)." Harvey writes how:

‘Globalization’ is the most macro of all discourses that we have available to us
while that of ‘the body’ is surely the most micro from the standpoint of
understanding the workings of society...these two discursive regimes -—
globalization and the body — operate at opposite ends of the spectrum in the
scalar we might use to understand social and political life. But little or no
systemic attempt has been made to integrate ‘body talk’ with ‘globalization talk.’
(2000: 15).

Harvey argues we cannot choose between particularity and universality as have many
in their contribution to the structure/agency debate. Instead he writes how Within a
relational dialectics one is always internalised and implicated in the other’ (2000: 16).
But Harvey’s dialectical method represents an overly abstract argument. Peter-Smith
argues that Harvey expunges human agency - ‘As for the role of people in this grand
narrative, we never know who lives, works, acts, and dies in Harvey’'s urban spaces
since people are seldom represented as anything other than nostalgic romantics or
cultural dupes’ (2002: 111)."" In addition, Harvey’s idea of a closed dialectic, in the
form of ‘spatio-temporal utopia’s’ (2000: 31) is non-dynamic and non-dialectical.
Marx’s dialectics understands social processes and spatial forms as continuously and

° The scalar terms global and local serve as shorthand through which economic globalization
and local development are implicitly characterised: Global = general, universal, abstract,
structural, disembedded. Local = unique, particular, concrete, agency, embedded, it provides
an elegantly simple conceptual framework through which to organize an immensely complex,
multifaceted historical analysis’ (Brenner, 2001: 133).

" In reference to both the work of David Harvey and Manuel Castells Michael Peter-Smith
continues to critique their method ‘they have reproduced a totalizing binary framework in which
the global is equated with the abstract, universal and dynamic (i.e. “capital”), while the local is
invested with concreteness, particularity, and threatened stability (i.e. “community”). Such a
discourse of capital versus community treats the global a priori as an oppressive social force
while constructing localities in more positive, albeit more static if not anemic terms’ (2002:11).



simultaneously subjects and objects of cﬁange and therefore their closure is
impossible. Because everything exists in time and space and existencé itself is an
uninterrupted process of transformation, time, which Harvey seeks to expunge
through a closed dialectic, is therefore of paramount importance. As a consequence a

closed dialectic, which implicates the abrogation of time, is utopian.

We require a synthesis between the global and the local, brought together in one
analysis whereby the local retains its particular idiosyncrasy whilst simultaneously
manifesting universal global tendencies. A dialectic approach seeks to balance a
concern with both the local and the global within one theoretical totality without
abandoning regional and local context, nor expunging the dialectic manner in which

humanity simultaneously creates the world, whilst it creates us.

'1.2.3 A DIALECTIC MATERIALST APPROACH TO THE LOCAL AND THE
GLOBAL

In contrast to Harvey’s utopian closed dialectic Merrifield offers a more orthodox
Marxist methodology.'? Merrifield has initiated a more fruitful attempt, up to a point, to
| elucidate the global/local phenomena by initially utilising classical Marxism. He
explains how the dialectic is a ‘critical view of the world and a workable method of
studying problems in our cities’(2000:132). Merrifield (2000:132) adopts the dialectical
approach that change is central because matter in motion exists in time and space
and is therefore in a process of continual transformation: as Marx and Engels explain
‘All that is solid melts into air, all that is holy is profaned’ (1987:19). Simultaneously the
world is interconnected and interpenetrating at all levels. Accordingly Marx viewed all
social phenomena holistically and Merrifield explains:

‘Under such circumstances, the macro and the micro, capital and labour, use
value and exchange value, cells and body, mutually constitute each other...It's
impossible to figure out different interrelated parts without seeing how these
relate to each other as part of the whole — or as part of the totality’ ( 2002a:
26).

2. Merrifield calls his method a ‘negative or ’dystopian dialectic’ because ‘A modern Marxist
politics, particularly a Marxist politics of the city cannot be -based upon a utopian politics’
(2002b: 14). Later he refers to his ‘metropolitan dialectic’ (2002a).



Consequently for Marx and Engels only a ‘concrete totality’ (Merrifield, 2002a: 26) can
grasp the world in a comprehensive manner. Only such an understanding, they
argued, can turn perceptions and images into concepts — ones that are abstracted
from the world of people and place. This abstraction, explains Merrifield (2002a: 26),
‘fleshes out parts in wholes, but equallyvspots wholes in parts, specificity in generality,
universality in particularity, neighbourhoods in cities, cities in neighbourhoods, cities in
global capitalism, global ‘capitalism in cities’. This interconnecting and interpenetrating

vision is how we wish to unify the global and the local levels of analysis in this thesis.

Merrifield argues that the experience of urbanism’ (2002b:8), by which he méans the
everyday lives of urban dwellers, is a profoundly political experience. But, for
Merrifield, the term urbanisation has a commonsensical usage, mostly describing an
inexorable and natural process. However, his work seeks to establish ‘a more
complex, many sided, and inescapably political understanding of this process’ (p.9).
He wishes to thoroughly contextualise ‘urbanization’ as an all embracing theory of the
city. Referring initially to what he calls ‘urbanization’ and then ‘urbanism’ Merrifield

explains the relationship between the two in the following manner:

It is the clash of this particular world-historical process — how it unfolds over
space and time — with the reality and experience of peoples lives in those
spaces and times, that forms the subject matter...Put differently,
this...explores the dialectic of urbanism and urbanization...Thus the paradox:
urbanization destroys individuality; and yet, out of this destruction, new forms
of individuality emerge...With urbanization, the windows are smashed and the
modern person can breathe in the open air. What unfolds in this open air is the
metropolitan experience itself, the experience of urbanism’(2002b:9-10).

Merrifield simultaneously theorises and empirically explores the interrelationship
between the abstract dimensions of space and time on the one hand and on the other
the concrete reality of human life. In short he describes what we have previously
termed the global and the local. Merrifield insists that ‘scholars interested in ciiies are
presented with a special dilemma in comprehending the dialectic of urbanization and

urbanism’ and crucially ‘in keeping hold of the contradiction’ (2002b:11).

Merrifield discusses the dialectic in terms of ‘between urbanization and the city —
between urbanization and urbanism’ (2002b: 14). He means by this a dialectic
relationship between the city, or, as he puts it, the process of ‘urbanization’, in its
entirety — the city’s political, social, spatial and economic relations together with the
~ human experiences lived within these relations, understood as the experience of
‘urbanism’. He identifies a crucial contradiction ‘we might say that cities are gigantic



1V

exchange value entities wherein the process of urbanization is inextricably wedded to
the “general law of capitalist accumulation”...And yet, at the same time cities are also
the places where people live, establish communities, raise kids and put down roots’
(2002b: 155/156). Merrifield defines these two disparate processes as exchange and
use values. -The former characterises the city’s encapsulation of the profit driven
dynamic of the capitalist city and the latter the everyday experiences of those who
reside within. Merrifield shows how conflicts ‘in and over’ the city can be reduced to
‘use versus exchange value dramas’ (p.156) that are still mediated by state institutions

and social and cultural circumstances.

Merrifield’s method is crucial to establishing the ontology of this thesis. He shows the
essential unity, a totality, of the interrelationships between global structures breathing
down the neck of the city and the local institutional filters which mediate those
pressures, however unevenly, with their repercussions for life histories within those

social and spatial relations.

Drawing upon Marx Merrifield understands capitalism dialectically, as simultaneously-
a thing and a process, with both an observable outcome and an unobservable law of
motion. Marx believed that to understand the world of capitalism we must
conc‘eptua‘lise the experience and production of the world not in the manner of
either/or but rather as both simultaneously. There can be no separation of mind from
matter, subject from object or cause from effect. Marx urges us to understand
perceptible experience, the specific and imperceptible processes, the general, as one
and the same — a ‘concrete totality’ (Merrifield, 2002: 159).

This thesis considers residenfs’ life chances as a living expression of the universal
tendencies occurring at a higher level of spatiality, constituting both the social and
urban, local and global, backcloth to real lives. Their lives should illuminate and
illustrate those general tendencies. Each resident has a biography, a specific life story
if you will, but while idiosyncratic, it remains one experienced and fundamentally
shaped by structurally unequal social life chances and disparate urban life worlds.
Biographies emphasise a story, how the individual copes with social and urban
inequalities, socio-economic pressures, rather than how society systematically
structures lives. Research requires a balance between the  global/objective and
local/subjective polarities. The individual is not a passive receptacle of their
circumstances but neither are they at liberty to fashion their circumstances at will. As
Marx himself wrote ‘Men make their own history, but they do not make it as they
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please; they do not make it under self-elected circumstances, but under
circumstances existing already, given and transmitted from the past’ (1852:1).

The dialectic relationship between the local and the global is an uneven yet combined
process and economic globalisation is integral to the nature of specific local social and
urban circumstances even though it operates at a universal and somewhat abstract
spatiality. The global and the local constitute a dialectic relationship rather than a
dichotomy or binary opposition. The global / local or global / urban connection does
not simply imply that outside forces enter places and change social relations and the‘
built environment. This mechanical thought operates on a simple dichotomy between
a general and a specific, the former being a space of economic change, the latter the
place where its effects are felt. Lovering (1997: 68) calls such mistaken conceptions a
‘Simple Story’ and accuses them of being ‘severely oversimplified’ and operating upon
a ‘dualistic spatial conceptidn’. The local (over here) versus the global (over there)
obscures the understanding that actors respond and plan, regulate and ameliorate,

but must do so under the aegis of economic globalisation.

~ This research theorises, makes connections and expresses the interrelationship
between economic globalisation and social and urban processes in a particular
locality. The dialectic approach involves the theoretical critique of the development of
existing ideas together with an empirical and ethnographic investigation of existing
social and urban inequalities. MacBride summarises the dialectical method as ‘A
movement from broad generalisations to endless specifics to generalities qualified by
facts’ (1977:56).

1.3 GLOBALISATION AND THE CITY

In the 1970’s Lefebvre, Castells and Harvey wrote about what Smith terms ‘The
Keynesian city’ which ameliorated and regulated social and urban inequalities by
underwriting ‘wide swathes of social reproduction’ (2002:85). But the efficacy of
Keynesian economics declined throughout thaf decade as the emerging globalisation
of commodity production reduced the scope of national and local government
economic autarky." Exploring this emerging relationship between world economy and

' Economic autarky refers to semi-autonomous forms of national economic development. The
classic British example occurred approximately between 1945 and 1975 and is commonly
referred to as the social democratic or social reformist Keynesian planned economy.
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the contemporary city Hall (1966), Cohen (1981) and Friedmann (1986) laid the
context for Sassen’s The Global City (1991). Globalisation was said to bring about the
spatial dispersion of corporate distribution and exchange which was accompanied by
the concentration of command and control functions in a handful of cities, integrated
by financial services (White, 1998:452).

Smith welcomed Sassen’s (1991, 1998, 2000) work on the global city as ‘a welcome
alternative to the blithe optimism of globalized utopias’ (2002: 84) but suggested a closer
examination of the term. Dissatisfied with its. onus upon finance capital he asks of the
term ‘presumably their definition is implicated in the process thereof’ (p.85). Asking
‘What exactly is globalizing at the beginning of the 21st century?’ (2002:85) Smith rejects
commodity capital because both Adam Smith and Karl Marx recognised a ‘world market’
(p.85) in their own lifetimes; ‘The need of a constantly expanding market for its products
chases the bourgeoisie over the whole surface of the globe’ wrote Marx and Engels ¥t
must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connections everywhere’
(1987:19/20). Not finance capital either because as Smith explains ‘the global expansion
of stock and currency markets and broad financial deregulation since the 1980’s may be
more a response to globalization than its cause’ (p.85). Culture is likewise rejected as
defining a global city which ‘feaves us with production-capital’ and ‘the extent that
globalization heralds anything new, the new globalism can be traced back to the
increasingly global — or at least international — scale of economic production’ (p.85).
Smith explains how up until the 1970’s most commodities were produced in ‘one national
economy’ (p.85), but by the 1990’s that model was ‘obsolete’. He stresses the crucial
role of transnational corporations who have harnessed computer and telecommunication
technology to reorganise their productive facilities. Smith explains that definitive sites of
production for specific commodities become increasingly difficult to identify because
‘production is now organised across national borders...The idea of a “national capital”
- makes little sense today, because most global trade across national boundaries is now
intrafirm: it takes place within the production networks of single corporations’ (p.86).
Utilising classical Marxism Smith asks what is qualitatively new about economic
globalisation and successfully challenges the existing global city orthodoxy that cities are
defined according to their financial and service sector rather than by their participation in

the global production of surplus value’ (p.99).
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Rosenberg (2000) believes any serious theory of globalisation must stand upon the
" shoulders of social theory’s founding fathers." Smith advocates a classical Marxist
attempt to understand the genesis of economic globalisation from developments
within capitalist commodity production. Capital, explained Marx (1887), exists in three
forms: money capital, productive capital and commodity capital. The history of
capitalism involves the internationalisation, then globalisation of these three forms of
capital. The expansion of production in the 19" century witnessed the globalisation of
capital in the commodity form, as the commodities produced by the factory system
and farms were sold on the growing world market. By the end of the same century the
rise of industrial capitalism brought in its wake the expansion of banking and finance
capital, which increasingly became globalised through the development of
international investments. However, while both commodity capital and money capital
became increasingly globalised, productive capital remained confined, by and large,
within the framework of the nation state. This is the point expressed by Smith
concerning national forms of production during the 1970’s. While the surplus value
extracted from labour, and embodied in commodities, was increasingly realised on the
world market, and the money capital, derived from this process, was reinvested by
banks and finance houses on a global scale, the actual process of surplus value
extraction continued to take place within the borders of a given nation state. The
advent of globalised commodity production, understood in a classical Marxist sense,

means this no longer hold true.

Understood through the writings of Marx and Engels the globalisation of production
refers to the mobility of productive capital, engaged in the process of surplus value
extraction, on a global scale. It signifies not simply a quantitative increase in the

international activity of corporations, as argued by Hirst and Thompson (1996)", but

" Rosenberg describes the progress of the term globalisation within the social sciences as fittle
short of spectacular’, adding ‘the claim that the world is becoming unified as never before seems
to have established a powerful hold’ (2000: 1). But later he concludes ‘The wild, speculative
debut of this discourse cannot go on forever. At some point, the normal rules of intellectual
coherence must re-assert themselves. And when they do, the message for globalisation theory
will be the same for every other grand theory which has strutted and turned on the stage of
soc:al science: substance, soon, or silence’(2000: 165).

° These globalisation Sceptics deny the emergence of a globalised economy, calllng it merely
international rather than transnational, and contend that the world economy is more accurately
characterised by increasing regionalisation. The arguments of the sceptics can be conflated into
a series of claims; globalisation is a myth; there is nothing qualitatively different or new about the
structure of world trade today; the world economy is international and was always thus. In order
to prove this contention Hirst and Thompson take up the theme that the world economy was more
internationalised under the gold standard regime and the free movement of international capital,
which prevailed in the period preceding the outbreak of hostilities in 1914. Steger (2003, 15)
likens those who deny the existence of globalisation to the blind scholar in the Buddhist parable



i1t

instead marks a qualitative transformation in the mode of production. For the first time in
the history of the world economy, productive capital, like money and commodity capital
in the 19" century, is able to move around the world. It involves the disaggregation of
previously unified production processes associated with the British Keynesian city, their
dispersal to different parts of the world, and the integration of these disaggregated
processes across national and indeed continental borders. What is distinctive regarding
globalised production is that a given production process takes place simultaneously, in
real time, on a world scale. Harnessing the revolutionary advances made in computer
and telecommunication technology the transnational corporation has transformed
commodity production (Dicken, 2003)."® The global'isation of productive capital has
achieved what Marx referred to as the ‘annihilation of space by time’ (1857:524). This is
the significance of the globalisation of production which abrogated Keynesian economics
and what Smith calls the ‘Keynesian city’. This understanding of economic globalisation
is crucial to the thesis in understanding the evolution of Sheffield and its manufacturing

industry over the last quarter of the twentieth century.

In contrast to this classical Marxist understanding of economic globalisation Harvey does
not consider ec'onomic globalisation a qualitative shift in the organisation of the
productive forces."” Instead by focusing on space and ‘spatial fixes’ rather than capitalist
production Harvey (2000:54) understands globalisation as simply ‘geographical
reorganisation’. Alluding to the Communist Manifesto, he writes ‘Capitalism cannot do
without its ‘spatial fixes’...Capitalism thereby builds and rebuilds a geography in its own
image’. Highlighting Harvey’s neglect of human agency ‘The bourgeoisie,’ explain Marx
and Engels, ‘cannot exist without constantly revolutionising the instruments of
production, and thereby the relations of production, and with them the whole relations of
society’ (1984: 83). The classical Marxist emphasis is upon commodity production not
space. Instead of globalisation Harvey wishes to substitute ‘uneven geographical
development’ (2000:68). But the intrinsic uneven development of capitalism is

exacerbated by economic globalisation as ever more interconnecting and

who occupying the empty space between the elephants front and hind legs gropes in vein for the
elephant. Finding nothing he accuses his equally blind colleagues, who are groping about with
different parts of the animals anatomy, of making up a fantastic story about non existent things,
asserting there is no such thing as an elephant!

Friedman quotes the label of a computer component sent to him by a friend as an example of
global production: ‘This part is made in Malaysia, Singapore, the Philippines, China, Mexico,
Germany, the U.S., Thailand, Canada and Japan. It was made in so many different places that
we cannot specify a country of origin’ (1999: 40).

‘I find myself thinking that it was the financial press that conned us all (me included) into
believing in ‘globalization’ as something new when it was nothing more than a promotional
gimmick to make the best of a necessary adjustment in the system of international finance’ writes
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interpenetrating. The concept of ‘uneven development’ was utilised by Marx, Engels and
Lenin, but Trotsky understood a more complex contemporary phenomenon, that of
‘uneven yet combined development. Smith explains ‘uneven development is the
hallmark of the geography of capitalism’. He continues ‘uneven development is the
systematic geographical expression of the contradictions inherent in the very constitution
and structure of capital’ (1984:xi). Uneven development is exacerbated by the
globalisation of commodity production and is not an alternative explanation for the new

global economy.

1.4 THE KEYNESIAN CITY

Smith argues how ‘the Keynesian city’ has fundamentally changed because ‘two
mutually reinforcing shifts’ have restructured the ‘function and active roles of cities’
(p.86). The first shift described by Smith is informed by a classical Marxist
understanding of economic globalisation: ’

'systems of production previously territorialized at the (subnational) regional
scale were increasingly cut loose from their definitive national context, resulting
not just in the waves of deindustrialisation in the 1970’s and 1980’s but in
wholesale regional restructuring and destructuring as part of a reworking of
established scale hierarchies’ (2002: 86/87).

Smith explains how a fundamental shift has .occurred from national/regional forms of
organising commodity production to one where ‘production increasingly centers on
extended metropolitan centers, rather than on larger regiohs’ (p.86). He continues
‘Whereas the traditional industrial regions were the backbone of national capitals...these
new, huge urban economies are increasingly the platforms of global production’ (p.86).
Smith argues that the global integration of production diminishes the significance of
national markets in comparison to a global market to which production is increasingly
orientated. The new global economic relations provide an objective impulse towards the
disaggregation of national economies. Globally mobile capital has given smaller
territories and cities within national states the ability to link themselves directly to the

world market.

Harvey (2000: 61).
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The socio-urban significance of these qualitative changes in commodity production lies
in a second shift recognised by Smith which has implications for how we understand
developments in local government and urban inequality within Sheffield. He writes ‘This
rescaling of production toward the metropolitan scale is an expression of global change;
at the same time, it lies at the heart of a new urbanism’ (p.87). He explains how the
Yiberal urban policies that dominated the central decades of the twentieth century in the
advanced capitalist economies’ (p.87) are finished because Keynesian economics and
social democratic interventions cannot be carried out under these new global conditions
of production. He explains how ‘national states are reframing themselves as purer,
territorially rooted economic actors in and of the market, rather than external
compliments to it’ (p.87). Consequently social and economic restructuring incorporates
spatial power over who is empowered and who is not. The power of the local state, like
the national, to intervene progressively is severely weakened by economic globalisation.
Harvey describes how the advent of Keynesianism during the immediate post war period
entailed a 'shifting of gears for capitalism, from a ‘supply-side’ towards ‘demand-side’
urbanization’ (1985:202). Economic globalisation would seem to bring about a sharp

reversal towards a supply side urbanism.

Social reproduction refers to the provision, maintenance and reproduction of workers
through education, health care, infrastructure, housing etc. But the contemporary new
urbanism, concomitant upon economic globalisation, entails the sacrifice of these
policies designed to ameliorate and regulate social and urban inequalities. Under new
conditions the local state has eschewed any pretence of regulating capital, no longer
modulating the wishes of private capital but instead fitting directly into the grooves
established by the global free market system. According to Smith economic globalisation
transforms the local state into a ‘highly active partner to global capital’ (p.81) and the
‘new urbanism’ replaces what he calls the ‘iberal policy’ of the Keynesian period and
‘increasingly expresses 'the impulses of capitalist production rather thah social
reproduction’ (p.81). This tendency towards local government shaping urban space for
globally induced restructuring Swyngedouw (1997) terms the ‘glocal state’. These
assertions concerning the contemporary role of local government will prove useful when
we come to discuss the role of Sheffield's local authority and the exacerbation of urban

and social inequality in chapters three and four.

The emergence of economic globalisation and the changed relationship between world
economy and the city has been the subject of much academic attention. But the
tendency to focus upon cities such as London and New York makes it difficult to
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extrapolate from these cities to provincial cities like Sheffield lower down the
conventional global city hierarchy (Short et al: 2000). Frustrated by the lack of research
into provincial cities Clarke and Gaile write ‘We do not yet grasp how globalization is
experienced in Tacoma, Cedar Rapids or Huntsville’ (1998:36). The term has tended to
obscure rather than illuminate an understanding of the global/urban nexus beyond
financial capitals. In addition, the concept infers that other unranked cities are somehow
uninfluenced by globalisation. This thesis explores how Sheffield is affected by

. economic globalisation.

1.5 THE GLOBALIZING CITY

Marcuse and van Kempen prefer the term ‘Globalizing Cities’ (2000) because they
‘view globalization as a process, not a state, and a process that affects all cities in ‘the
world, if to varying degrees and varying ways, not only those at the top of the “global
hierarchy” (2000: xvii). A shift from ‘global’ to ‘globalizing’, a shift from static to fluid in
keeping with a dialectical analysis, encourages comprehension of ‘how cities are
affected by globalization’ (Short et al, 2000:319). Accordingly, Marcuse and van
Kempen also prefer the change in emphasis from an end state to a process ‘because
we treat both cities that do and cities that do not make it into the “global cities”
categc)ry’ (2000:xvii). For this thesis their point is pertinent, Sheffield does not qualify

as a ‘global city’, but instead it should be understood dialectically as a ‘globalizing city
when we understand economic globalisation through classical Marxism.® '

In their first foray into the possible existence of what they term ‘a new spatial order’
Marcuse and van Kempen (1997) acknowledged the importance of the globalisation of
production upon urban spatial form. They suggested that the p'rimary reason io expect
spatial changes within cities is the ‘changing nature of economic activities and the
concomitant shift in location of parts of the production process’ (p.287). They noted
how the changing role of the public sector under the aegis of economic globélisation
regressively influences public built environment, housing and infrastructure. Whether
or not a new spatial order had emerged as a result of economic globalisation they

declined to comment upon.

'8 Castells (1996) raises objections to the hierarchical definition of the contemporary city but
his opposition is based only upon his wish to enlarge the supposed top division of
‘informational cities’ rather than the actual definition of the term ‘Global City’.
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Writing again on the same subject three years later the same authors formulate the
hypothesis: ‘that there is a new spatial order within cities, as a result of the process of
globalization’ (p.xvii). But they conclude that the hypothesis cannot be sustained
because although ‘there are some common trends ascertainable as a result of
globalization, but that neither in uniformity nor in scale do they justify the description: a
new spatial order’ (p.xvii). They recognise ‘Of course cities are in a constant process
of internal change...Spatial divisions of themselves are nothing new, but they are not
stable in their causes, in their appearance, in their scale, or in their effects’
(2000:1/2). The authors emphasise constant change within the spatial order, the city
breathes, districts rise and fall, industries wax and wane, immigrants arrive and
emigrants depart. An urban theory adhering to a dialectical approach should explore
and identify change within essential continuity. Understood through a dialectical
approach the authors recognise a quantitative change has occurred within the spatial
order. But they deny that this protracted quantitative change amounts to a

revolutionary qualitative shift in urban spatial form.

However, after stressing the historical continuity of social and urban inequalities within
the city and how they are intrinsically linked to changes in the mode of production,
Marcuse writing alone, admits ‘But much is new’ (1995: 245). We concur: social and
urban inequalities within cities have existed since their emergence; they are not a
recent phenomenon. However today, much within the mode of production is indeed
new Marcuse and van Kempen (2000) note how significant urban changes started to
become visible at the beginning of the 1970’s. It is no coincidence that recognition of
exacerbated social and urban inequalities should surface shortly after the emergence
of the circumstances that gave rise to economic globalisation, i.e. the breakdown of
the Bretton Woods agreement and the re-assertion of the tendency of the rate of profit
to decline. Any discussion of contemporary socio-spatial dynamics must, by dint of its
purpose, articulate historical change within the city and carefully identify specific
change within general historical continuity. Marcuse and van Kempen ask whether a
‘new spatial order’ has been established within cities. Following a dialectic method we
might ask whether the qualitatively new forms of commodity production have, through
the impulse of gradual quantitative' change, given rise to qualitatively novel spatial

order within the city?
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Marcuse and van Kempen acknowledge cities do not exist within a vacuum, separate
from the larger society and so decisions made on a higher spatial level have a direct
influence upon the urban fabric. They describe fundamental changes that constitute a
qualitative shift thus; ‘an important reason to expect spatial changes within cities is the
changing nature of economic activities and the concomitant shift in location of
components of the production process’ (2000: 5). Inward investment may influence
the spatial order of cities and ‘Some areas profit, some others don’t: uneven
development is characteristic of capitalism. The possible spatial implications of these
changes are manifold’ (p.6). Like Engels they believe we can distinguish spatial shifts
in the production process and spatial changes in residential patterns that result from
these shifts. This thesis will explore this relationship in chapters three and four.

1.6 URBAN AND SOCIAL INEQUALITY WITHIN THE ‘GLOBALIZING CITY’

Bauman notes ‘the widely noted, increasingly worrying polarization of the world and its
population is not an external, alien, disturbing, ‘spoke in the wheel’ interference with
the process of globalization; it is its effect’ (1998a: 93). Globalisation, social and urban
inequality are recognised by Bauman not simply as synonymous but as integral to one
another. Marcuse and van Kempen ask ‘How can globalization influence social
inequality?’ adding ‘And, more specifically how can it influence the division within
cities and life within neighbourhoods?’(1997:286); In keeping with a dialectic vision of
the social and the spatial we will not seek to arbitrarily separate the discussion of
social and urban inequality within the city but instead discuss them together. Social
inequality is intrinsically expressed spatially within a society divided by social classes,

what we might call socio-spatial segregation. '

What White calls the ‘Global city/Dual city’ (1998:451) hypothesis suggests that a new
class structure emerges within the global city whereby the upper class growé and is
served by a new service sector class.”’ The skilled and semi-skilled working class
(especially industrial) shrinks while the poorest sections of the class (ethnic minority or
immigrant) are subjected to increasing insecurity as an underclass grows. The image

" Wessel believes ‘social stratification and residential segregation must be theorized
independently: rich people need not live in rich areas, and there is no one-to-one relationship
between social and geographical mobility’ (2000: 1947). While Savage and Warde assert 7t is
rare indeed to find millionaires living alongside unskilled labourers’ (1993: 64).

? periding the ubiquity of the ‘Dual City’ concept Hamnett (1994:404) claims it ‘has become
almost the conventional wisdom’.



conjured up by this social class dynamic is one of ‘social polarisation’ with growing
- polarities of rich and poor and a disappearing middle class: a dual city of the rich and
poor. Initially the concept of social polarisation was popularised by Friedman and
Wolff who wrote ‘The primary fact about world city formation is the polarization of its
- social class divisions’ (1982: 322). They write how world cities enjoy a coalescence of
financial and business services and therefore professional and managerial business
elites, while at the other end of the social spectrum the world/global city witnesses a

growing underclass.

The concept of the global city was adopted by Sassen (1984,1991), who argued that
the decline of manufacturing and rise of financial services ‘brought about changes in
the organisation of work, reflected in a shift in the job supply and polarisétion in the
income and occupational distribution of workers’ (1991:9). This new job market
cohprises a disparate mix of highly skilled, highly paid jobs with low skilled, low paid
jobs, what Sassen called a ‘polarized occupational structure’ (1991:9). Focusing upon
the new social and spatial division of labour, Sassen’s model comprises polarisation
between occupational and income distribution at the opposite polarities of the class
schema and a decline of employment opportunities in the middle. While this picture
might capture the orthodox ‘Global city’ it is doubtful how much explanatory value the
model has for ‘globalising’ cities like Sheffield without a critical mass of high level

business and financial services.

Concluding The Informational City (1989) Castells argues ‘The global city is also the
dual city’ (p.343). He suggests a new elite has usurped the bourgeoisie, the traditional
owners of the means of production because ‘informationalism’ creates a new elite of

hi-tech knowledge workers (1996:379). These entrepreneurs’ utilisation of ‘networking
apparently undermines traditional capital and corporations.zl1 Castells concludes that

2 Webster responds ‘Rubbing my eyes in bewilderment’ then ‘eaping from my chair’ at the
‘crass technological determinism’ adding he awaits a day when a fist of the world’s leading
corporations is composed of radically different names than those which predominate today, a
list of leaders which, by the way, has been remarkably stable for the past fifty years and more’
(2000:111). Castells complains Webster ‘has been influenced by too much exposure to
Fortune, Business Week and publications of the Rand Corporation’ (p.112). Crabtree notes
how Castells’s ‘arrival in California coincided with the beginnings of what would soon be called
Silicon Valley’ and ‘that something very important was going on’ (2002: 50). It seems this
brought about, not to put too fine a point on it, Castells going native. The fabled network
entrepreneurs, who Castells believes have usurped the bourgeoisie, resemble nobody so
much as the Spaniard himself. Eminently flexible, jetting around the globe from one conference
to another, between honorary posts at various world renowned institutions - Castells has
effectively elevated his own social milieu to the pinnacle of contemporary class schema. He
has managed to fashion a fetish out of his own form; the transformation of work and a veritable
cult of the supposedly free worker.
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the diffusion of advanced information technology makes ‘greater the need for an
autonomous, educated worker able and willing to program and decide entire
sequences of work’ (1996:241). However, he offers little evidence that informational
workers are actually a wholly new category of worker, or that they constitute anything
more than approximately 10% of the world’s workforce (Webster, 2000). Understood
through classical Marxism Castells concept of ‘informationalism’ is bereft of genuine
novelty because it does not represent a qualitative progression from previous forms of
employment and nor are these workers represented in sufficient quantity to bring forth
qualitative changes in the field of employment. Consequently the concept lacks
dialectic credibility. Rather than creating new employment opportunities, creating in its
wake an expanded middle class, economic globalisation achieves the opposite by
shrinking the middle strata (Gray, 1999). Flores and Gray (2000) have utilised the
term ‘portfolio working’.to denote the end of the traditional middle class career and
highlight their descent into the insecurity, loss of status and declining incomes that
denote their fall into the working clas‘s, a process understood in classical Marxism as

‘proletarianisation.

Marcuse (2002a) and Webster (2001) have both remarked upon Castells protracted
retreat from left radicalism and his hewly found proximity to Anthony Giddens and the
Blairite “Third Way'. Blair believes ‘our task is to allow more people to become middle
class’ (Adonis & Pollard, 1997: 16). Rather than Castells’s egg timer shaped model of
society, with burgeoning polarities of rich and poor and a shrinking middle class, the
Blairite class model extrapolates from notions of ‘social exclusion’ and is more akin to
a squashed diamond with an expanding middle class, an underclass at the bottom
and the super-rich at the apex. In this thesis chapter three, the Sheffield case study,

explores the veracity of this social class model.

Over the last twenty-five years many professionals, especially those employed in the
public sector have become known as ‘knowledge’ workers i.e. teachers, lecturers,
librarians and researchers. They have suffered a precipitous drop in income, prestige
and status. Webster states ‘Bluntly, the rise of ‘informational labour’ has done little if
anything to limit the determining power of capital in the realm of work or anywhere
else for that matter’ (2000:78). The notion of ‘social polarisation’® suggests a more

plausible explanation for the growth of social inequality than ‘social exclusion’ and

2 The term ‘polarisation’ derives as metaphor from the language of electrolysis and

magnetism where the tendency for materials to be attracted to poles set up an opposing force-
field between these poles’ (Savage & Warde, 1993:86).



encapsulates a classical Marxist dialectic understanding of contemporary social class
dynamics: The growth of social inequality in the form of social polarisation is a fluid bi-
polar phenomenon rather than uni-polar as implied by the notion of social exclusion
with its emphasis upon the poor at the expense of an analysis of broader dynamics.
The concept of social polarisation asserts that income and wealth dynamics at either
social class polarity are intimately related.?? Plainly the rich cannot become richer still
without other members of society becoming yet poorer.?* Marx wrote how the logic of
the relations of capitalist production concerning owners and non-owners of the means
of production inevitably brings about ‘Accumulation of wealth at one pole is, therefore,
at the same time accumulation of misery, agony of toil, ignorance, brutality, mental

degradation, at the opposite pole’ (1887:604).%°

Castells’s elevation of informational labour to the peak of the class hierarchy supports
‘Third Way’ thought by supporting the notion of a meritocracy, in the words of Webster
that success hinges not on inherited advantage but on ability plus effort in the
education system’ (2001:76). Castells (1996) intimates that everyone has the
opportunity to access upward life chances and for the Third Way inequality cannot be
challenged since it is deserved and meritocratic. Webster (2001) notes Castells
repudiation of the classical Marxist class schema. We shall explore these issues in

contemporary terms in subsequent chapters.

Blair has spoken of ‘A middle class that will include millions of people who traditionally
may see themselves as working class, but whose ambitions are far broader than
those of their parents and grandparents’ (White, 1999: 3). His vision of society will be
achieved by the ambitions of the upwardly mobile working class and the ever
expanding progressive middle class’ (p.3). Meritocracy is held up as the answer to
social exclusion. Blair says of a ten year program to tackle social exclusion ‘At the end
of it, | believe we will have an expanded middle class, with ladders of opportunity for

2 On this subject Ray Pahl perceptively writes ‘Whilst it is relatively easy to measure, analyse
and report on the form and pattern of the bruises in society, it is equally easy to ignore the fist
that makes them. If we spend all our time on easily-funded bruise studies, we may be colluding
with those concerned to keep the power of the fist unchanged’ (2001:883).
2 This understanding is an inversion of that promoted by the political right, namely that you
don’t make poor people richer by making rich people poorer’. Plainly you can, and as the
Guardian’s economics editor Larry Elliott once asserted this fallacy was promoted by the rich to
defend their privileges. After twenty-five years of trickledown economics a more truthful
statement would read ‘you make rich people richer by making poor people poorer’.

° Discussing the unfortunate choice of book title Globalization and its Discontents
(Sassen,1998) Peter Marcuse (2002a: 133) laments how it ‘can imply that globalization .is a
dominant process from which some unfortunately did not benefit, rather than a contested
process in which winners gains were directly connected to losers’ suffering. “Globalization and



those of all backgrounds. No more ceilings that prevent people from achieving the
success they merit’ (p.3).% But contemporary social mobility patterns point in the
opposite direction to that envisaged by the ‘Third Way’ approach. Research suggests
that upward social mobility from the working class has almost ground to a stop since
the late 1960’s (Aldridge, 2001; Ermisch & Francesconi, 2002; Gray, 1999; Blanden et
al, 2005). Rather than the working class experiencing upward social mobility into the
middle class, it is a diminishing middle class experiencing a descent into the working

class. As Gray points out:

In an ironic inversion of the confident forecasts of countless sociology
textbooks, the middle classes find themselves closer to the condition of
working people a generation or more ago. They are being integrated into a
working class that new-right policy has re-proletarianised’ (1996:27).

But social polarisation is both a vague and undefined term claims Hamnett and as a
concept fails to respond to the wider literature on changing occupational structure of
advanced capitalist societies’ (Hamnett, 1994:405). In addition 7t has become an all-
purpose general signifier of growing urban inequality and social division with the
consequent disadvantages of ambiguity and lack of clarity’ (2001:167). Hamnett
damns both ‘social polarisation’ and the ‘dual city’ concepts as insufficiently examined,
imprecise and ill-defined terms (2001:168). He is equally dismissive of the term
‘underclass’ frequently utilised within the Dual City rhetoric. Instead he argues that the
emergence of the global city signifies the shift from an industrial to post-industrial
society with concomitant shifts in the occupational structure. According to this line of
argument while the working class declines the middle class grows through an
expansion of professional, managerial and technical groups creating a ‘new middle

its victors and vanquished” would give a quite different impression’.

% The overall tone of such a discussion is one whereby a desirable society consists of the
dissolution of the working class through upward life chances into the middle class. The tenor of
Blairite ‘social exclusion’ is essentially Dickensian, both literally and metaphorically. The
language and practical policies of social exclusion are reminiscent of the free market Victorian
attitudes of the mid 19" century. Third way policies share with novelist Charles Dickens a
tendency to view upward social mobility as the sole answer to poverty/social exclusion.
Dickens'’s anger at poor social conditions and indeed his contempt for bourgeois political and
legal process were however accompanied by a complete resistance to suggestions that class
structures should be ameliorated or that inequality should be reduced. Upward social mobility
was always the source of salvation for Dickens’s characters, as indeed, they were for the writer
himself. Pip in Great Expectations is probably the best known proponent of salvation via this
route (Abbott and Bell, 2001). The ‘social exclusion’ model offers a vision of society consisting
of an enlarged middle class as the overwhelming majority, a fluid and meritocratic elite with
only the residue of a former working class, in the form of an underclass, spurning opportunities
offered by the meritocracy. But because the working class was created by the emergence of
capitalist commodity production, as the non-owners of production, the class cannot be
dissolved outside of the end of capitalism.



class’ (Butler & Savage, 1995). The numbers in the workforce with higher educational
- qualifications has grown in conjunction with such developments and Hamnett calls the
result a more ‘professionalised’ class structure (2003). To deny that employment and
education patterns have altered since the emergence of economic globalisation would
be naive, but this does not necessarily mean the middle class grows while the working
class shrinks. Arguing against such a vision of class Amin et al point to a contradiction
whereby the new knowledge/service economy produces its own proletariat’ after
listing proletarian service sector occupations they reaffirm ‘there is something of a
dualism built in to the high-tech knowledge economy itself (2000:22). In other words
most of the jobs created by the new economy are actually proletarian, many routine
and conventional but also included are many jobs traditionally considered middle
class. John Gray expresses a similar sentiment when he writes about the tendency of
globalisation ‘to reproletarianise sections of the working classes while
debourgeoisifying parts of the middle classes’ (2000:33). Highlighting the folly of the
Blairite ‘Third Way’ vision with its echoes of Castells, Amin et al continue ‘it would be
wrong to reduce the social structure to a simplistic dichotomy between the new
professionals on the one hand and a stratum of low-paid service providers on the
other’ (2000:22). This complex understanding of class dynamics and social mobility
will be explored further in subsequent chapters utilising the classical Marxist

understanding of social polarisation.

1.7 URBAN AND SOCIAL INEQUALITY WITHIN THE ‘DUAL CITY’

Charting the emerging inequalities of New York City Mollenkopf and Castells (1991)
believe the global city magnifies social and urban inequalities. The emergence of what
they call ‘informationalism’ brings about a ‘Dual City’ through the polarisation of rich
and poor, a condition exacerbated by severe cuts to social services and welfare
provision.”” They highlight ‘emerging patterns of inequality in the postindustrial city

7 Castells recognises that America illustrates the contradiction between technological advance
and the regression of social and urban conditions. America is the most advanced economy on
the planet, yet ‘it is also a society that has displayed, in the last two decades, a substantial
increase in social inequality, polarization, poverty and misery’ (1998:128). Guarding against
exceptionalism he argues that current American affairs ‘may be a sign of the times to come in
other areas of the world as well, and particularly in Europe’ (p.128). The old world, he argues,
will be the first to experience such social and urban phenomena because it most closely
follows the American free market model and the inexorable imperatives of economic
globalisation. Britain in particular ‘While sharp inequality between the upper and lower levels of
society is a universal trend, it is particularly blatant in the United Kingdom’ (p.129).



and their causes and consequences’ (p.4).? The economic changes driving New
York’s inequality is perceived as the wholesale shift from production to information
services. Declining manufacturing and a rising service sector bring about drastic
changes in the labour market and together with changes in the city’s demographic and
ethnic composition create further divisions and inequalities. ‘These transformations’
referring to the explosive growth of wealth and income inequality, ‘had a strong impact
on space and place’ (1991:8). Inadvertently illustrating combined yet uneven
development Mollenkopf and Castells describe how while Manhattan’s opulence
became increasingly stark public facilities and poor neighbourhoods simultaneously
crumbled - ‘a paradoxical mix of splendour and decay’ (p.8).% In the Informational City
(1989) Castells argued that the ‘Dual city’ image had long been a classic theme of

urban sociology.*

The editors admit that the ‘Dual city’ concept is flawed as an analytic approach’
(1991:11) but that the two cities’ are not distinct and instead ‘deeply intertwined
products of the same underlying process’ (1991:11). The concept ‘challenges us to
explore the dimensions of growing inequality and explain the sources of the
tendencies toward polarisation’ (p.11). Elsewhere the Dual city has been derided for
its ambiguity and vagueness (Fainstein et al 1992; Hamnett 1994; Marcuse 1889),
Mooney and Danson note ‘of late the dual city metaphor has become a popular
means in academic and media circles of describing urban spatial change and the
growing divide between rich and poor, or affluent and “socially excluded™ (1997:73).
The term ‘social exclusion’ is frequently utilised for regressive ‘underclass’ like social
sentiments. Mooney and Danson add. ‘The key organising concept which serves to

link debates about urban poverty and polarisation is the “underclass” (p.75).>' By way

3 Anticipating criticism regarding the term ‘postindustrial’ to describe New York the authors
claimed their approach could not be reduced to that of Daniel Bell's writings on a ‘post-
industrial society’ whereby knowledge/information replaces capital as the organising principle
of the economy. But, as Frank Webster points out regardless of these protestations of
innocence Castells ‘technocratic viewpoint elevates the ‘informational mode of development’
g2000 109) above the capitalist mode of production as the driving force of change.

Writing about the demise of what he calls ‘The Collectivist City’ Short invokes Galbraith’s
(1958) earlier denouncement of the growing disparity between public affluence and public
squalor and he notes how today ‘In many cities around the world the disparity seems to be
growmg ’(2000:25).

Phil Cohen points to the now multifaceted nature of the term when he writes ’The theme of
the Dual city, first popularized by the Victorian urban explorers, has not ceased to multiply its
terms of reference in the twentieth century. To the cities of rich and poor, bourgeois and
proletariat, indigenous and immigrant have been added cities of night and day, youth and age,
estab//shed and outsiders (2000: 316)".

' David Byrne believes the opposite to be true ‘The expression ‘social exclusion’...has
replaced that pejorative US import, ‘the underclass’, in discussions about the poor in ‘post
industrial’ society’ (1999:1).



of illustration Castells refers to the socially excluded as ‘drifting toward the outer
regions of society, inhabited by the wreckage of failed humanity’ (p.74).

Castells’s notion of ‘social exclusion’?

is heavily influenced by ‘underclass’ theories.*®
He asserts that not only are the poor socially excluded but also uncivilised and
increasingly doomed to an existence within a ‘Fourth World’ inhabited by those cut off
from informational so'ciety.34 They are excluded, non productive and consequently do
not constitute a Marxist reserve army of labour. Under the subtitle ‘When the
underclass goes to hell’, the implication is clear: the underclass is not of this earth.%®
Webster notes ‘It is an account which draws unashamedly on rather right wing social
scientists who assert that there is a link with the underclass and criminality’ (2001:74).
In chapter four we go beyond simplistic underclass notions to a more nuanced
classical Marxist presentation of social class in line with the dialectic advocated here.

Alcock (1997) argues persuasively against both ‘underclass’ and ‘social exclusion’
concepts. Social exclusion was initially concerned with the poor being excluded
through a lack of financial access (Room, 1995). But focusing sole attention upon the
poor social exclusion is frequently utilised to furnish underclass arguments whereby
the poor are said to exclude themselves.*® Alcock asks ‘perhaps we should adopt a
terminology that reflects this broader context. Social polarisation...suggests not just

exclusion at the bottom, but accentuating divisions throughout the whole of society
(1996:96).%” A classical Marxist understanding of social inequality cannot satisfy itself

%2 For Levitas the term social exclusion is ‘fundamentally Durkheimian’ because ftreating social
divisions which are endemic to capitalism as resulting from an abnormal breakdown in social
cohesion which should be maintained by the division of labour’ (1996:7). Levitas notes how the
discourse of the social exclusion, like that of underclass, is attractive because ‘it allows the
recognition of the continuing existence of poverty — which can hardly be disguised — to coexist
with arguments or assumptlons about the attrition of class and class divisions in the main body
of society’ (p.6).

3 Elucidating upon the existence of this so-called Fourth World’ Castells is not above using
racist sentiments ‘it would seem that the standards of work and pay that many poor blacks set
from themselves, often resulting in complaints and dissatisfaction while performing a job,
backflres in the perception of their prospective employers’(1998:140).

3 Concerning Castells ‘excluded’ Peter Marcuse asks ‘one might raise the question of whether
the excluded are really excluded from the system, or whether they are in fact quite useful for it
but simply excluded from its benefits’ (2002a:139)

® It sounds like a belated follow up to Edward Banfield’s Unheavenly City (1968) an early right
wing denunciation of the post war settlement and a precursor to work by James Q Wilson and
Charles Murray. Castells writes how ‘The making of a sizeable proportion of the underclasses
young men into a dangerous class could well be the most striking expression of the new
Amerlcan dilemma in the Information Age’(1998: 149).

® In a sustained critique of New Labour social policy Colley and Hodkinson deride this
tendency as ‘self-exclusion’ (2001:340).

7 On this subject Peter Townsend opines ‘The problem is one of social polarisation, or, as
some described it, ‘The Growing Divide’ and not just growing poverty’ (1996: 46).
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with only a vision of the polar extremities of rich and poor.®® Therefore ‘social
polarisation’ seems a more accurate term to describe how the growth of wealth and
income inequality which brings about a stretching of the traditional class schema: a
shrinking middle class and growing polarities of rich upper class and an increasingly

poor working class.

However, classical Marxism understands that urban form does not automatically
correspond with the social tendencies determined by economic globalisation.*
Marcuse and van Kempen realise ‘Gloablization is not automatically translated into
spatial patterns, even in the case of a growing social polarization’ (2000:7).%° In their
conclusion Castells and Mollenkopf try to capture the essence of social inequality in
the ‘Dual city’ (1991: 401) but settle essentially for the rich and poor. But both rich and
poor are not members of homogenous social classes, the poor only actually constitute
a class fraction within the working class and a minority fraction at that. The false
dichotomy implied by the ‘Dual city’ underlines the inadequacy of using the term to
describe urban divisions and spatial segregation within the city. The term is not
dialectical; it is static and avoids complexity, nuance and chénge in favour of binary
opposites. The notion of two disparate sides to the built environment is overtly
simplistic and does a disservice to the intricate patterns of contemporary urban
inequality. The claim that there exist only two contrasting polaritiés of the built
environment, even when sharply contrasting urban spaces exist in close proximify and
invite dichotomous contrast, does not adequately summarise patterns of urban
inequality. Used to express spatial inequalities the ‘dual city’ simplifies intricate and
continually changing urban form. Like the actual heterogeneous nature of social
classes residential areas are a mix of many types of housing tenure, type, age and
ownership. Mooney and Danson (1997:85) note how like social exclusion the ‘Dual
city’ supports ‘poor versds the rest’ type of argument which serves to obscure the

fundamental relations of power and profit in the modern city”.

% In a footnote Marcuse and van Kempen (2000) crucially raise the heterogeneous nature of
social classes. They argue that while polarization and fragmentation might be between the
super rich and the poorest in society it is less clear what will happen to what they term ‘middle
groups’ who they describe as those Wwith incomes neither very high and nor very low’
(2000:21). They continue to explain that ‘Cities generally have a majority in this middle range
and it has still to be discovered how their social and spatial proximity to those above and below
will develop. Disaggregating the “middle” into different subgroups...is a first step’ (2000:21).

% Pointing to its lack of clarity when applied to the spatial order and how the term is almost
always used to refer to segregation, Walks complains ‘it rarely distinguishes between differing
forms of segregation or between differing typologies of social ecology’ (2001:410).

® The attractive yet essential incompatibility of ‘Dual City’ type spatial conceptions derives
from what Soja calls ‘the lure of binarism’(1996:61) a desire to organise complex phenomenon
into simple categories.



Byrne praises Marcuse because he ‘challenged the notion that there is a simple
bipolar space with two separate kinds of social order within cities’ (1999:109).
Marcuse criticised Castells’s ‘Dual City’ metaphor as ‘muddy’ (1989) and instead
pursued an ideal type alternative of a ‘Quartered City’. Rather than social polarisation
bringing about tendencies towards a dichotomous city it is instead divided into
quarters: ‘Cities today seem fragmented, portioned — at the extreme, almost drawn
and quartered, painfully pulled apart’ (2000b:270).*' The cohtemporary city consists of
a luxury city, the city of the gentry, a suburban city, a tenement city and finally the
abandoned city. Together with van Kempen Marcuse explains how ‘the locations of
the new gentry’ (2000:13)* i.e. gentrified neighbourhoods near downtowns are
‘particularly affected by the changing productive structure of the economy’ (p.13). Like
Sassen (1991) they attribute this to ‘More high-level jobs in the service sector imply
more households with high incomes’ (p.14). While this may be the case in an orthodox
‘global city’ it has much less resonance with cities like Sheffield existing outside that
group. We shall explore issues of class and employment in the subsequent chapters.

1.8 GENTRIFICATION AND RESIDUALISATION

Marcuse highlights the class fractions amongst residents of the ‘gentrified city’
(2000b:273) and partly nullifies Stouten’s critique that ‘One problem with Marcuse’s
division remains...the fact that considerable heterogeneity can develop within some
‘quarters’ (2000:355). Residing within the gentrified quarter Marcuse lists
‘professionals, managers, technicians, yuppies’ but crucially for the purposes of this
thesis he points to a contradiction when he refers to them as those who have been
doing well themselves yet work for and are ultimately at the mercy of others’ (p.355).
Ostensibly they are middle class .yet are exploited as proletarians and this issue raises
questions concerning the term ‘gentrification’ with its overt middle class overtones.
Indeed some now question the efficacy of the term such as Hackworth ‘Contémporary
gentrification is different from what it was before’ (2002:839) who points to changes in
its use, so that today ‘it is now very difficult to isolate’ (2002:838). The direct
displacement of working class residents described by Glass (1963) no longer retains

41 Marcuse is alluding to the medieval form of punishment ‘hung, drawn and quartered’

whereby the human body is systematically hung by the neck then carved from top to bottom
and side to side.

2 When Ruth Glass (1963) introduced the term ‘gentrification’ it was intended to point to the
emergence of a new ‘urban gentry’ paralleling the traditional rural gentry, the petit-bourgeois
beneath the aristocracy.



as much salience in the contemporary context of corporate gentrification. However,
the process of converting inner-city and city centre space for the more affluent can still
be termed gentrification because the essential purpose remains to create a middle
class community, only now by pre-emptive exclusion. Marcuse and van Kempen note
how national and local governments enact policies ‘with the aim of increasing the
appeal of inner-city living for the new middle class’ (2000:14). Not only gentrified
housing but also the axiomatic appendages - ‘shopping malls in places in or adjacent
to parts of the central business district, for exam,ble on disused tracts of land in
harbour areas or former industrial sites’ (p.14). This contemporary understanding of
gentrification®® was pioneered by Sassen connecting ‘orocesses of spatial, economic
and social restructuring’ (1991:255) together.** She explains how Glass’s traditional
understanding was increasingly obsolete when residential developments became -
associated with wider changes in urban redevelopment (1991: 255).

By identifying areas of the city with the social milieu of their residents, Marcuse and
van Kempen are bringing the social and the urban together: what kinds of people live
in what kind of housing? This is a theme pioneered by Engels and pursued throughout
this thesis. Marcuse and van Kempen acknowledge the heterogeneous nature of
‘traditional working class areas’ (2000:16) where both white and blue collar workers
reside side by side with the unemployed. Such districts they recognise are constantly
in flux due to the relationship between social and residential mobility (2000:16).

But distinct from traditional working class districts are what the same authors call
‘Ghettos of exclusion’ (2000:18) which, when viewed from the outside’, have only a -
negative relationship to the social, political and economic life of the rest’ (p.19). Initially
this approach can be delineated from Castells’s ‘Fourth World’, which asserts their
complete isolation from bourgeois society, because they add the cavéat that some
residents are ‘connécted to the economy and social and political life of the reSt of the
city’ but adding ‘the majority are not’ (p.18). Similar accusations to those made against
Castells (Webster, 2000) can be levelled at Marcuse and van Kempen. Their new
ghetto is an ‘excluded ghetto’ (p.19) not one of hope, expectation and protest but

4 Regardless of re-defining gentrification for contemporary circumstances we should not lose
sight of Savage and Warde's Weberian description ‘Gentrification, like other forms of
segregation, is an expression of inequality and social closure’(1993: 85).

“ There are two principle explanations for the emergence of gentrification. Neil Smith (1979b)
views gentrification as a product of the urban land and property market, specifically in terms of
the emergence of an expanding Tent gap’ between the current value of property and the
underlying value .of the land. In contrast Hamnett (2003) forwards an explanation that
emphasizes a shift to a post-industrial society, associated changes in the class structure



instead W J Wilson’s vision (1987, 1996), i.e. one of ‘despair, oppression and
impairment’ (2000:18).* Alluding to Castells’s vision they approvingly write of ‘black
holes of human misery in the global economy’ (1997:2). Any residual doubt regarding
their conception of the relationship between residence and class is abrogated when
they elucidate upon ‘Older forms of the ghetto’ (2000:19) that remained integral to the
economy while containing heterogeneous social layers including a reserve army of the
unemployed. The new ghetto they believe does not conform to such benign

description.

According to Marcuse and van Kempen the lower working class are excluded from
s;ociety and the economy and do not constitute Marx’s reserve army of labour’ i.e. a
fluid section of the lower working class drawn into and out of the workforce as market
conditions dictate and thereby essential to capitalism as a means to suppress wage
demands. For Marcuse and van Kempen they exist outside of capitalist society and its
economy and therefore outside the conventional class schema because they are no
longer periodically. pulled in and out of the economy according to market conditions,
but are instead permanently excluded: an ‘underclass’. Within this thesis we reject
underclass type explanations and explore the heterogeneous nature of the working

class, especially in chapter six (see page 205).

. However Marcuse and van Kempen suggest ‘residualised’ (2000:10) social housing is
a component part of working class ’housing rather than separate. Residualisation
refers to a process whereby council / social housing, especially high-rise, high-density
inner city estates built during the 1960’s and 70’s, becomes physically dilapidated and
home only to those who cannot afford to reside elsewhere, in short, poor housihg
stock for poor people (Harloe, 1997; Power, 1999; Forrest & Murie, 1988).“ However,
Marcuse and van Kempen also acknowledge the nuanced incongruities of inner city
gentrification and residualisation which ‘might result in new elite enclaves in
redeveloped parts inside or next to deteriorating neighbourhoods and housing
inhabited by the poor and elderly’ (2000:17). Jock Young (1999: 9) has described
such socio-spatial incongruence as “chic’ by jow!l’, and Hamnett suggests a similar
picture (2003: 177). But regardless of such qualitatively new forms of socio-spatial

brmgmg about an expanded middle class with certain cultural tastes and consumption patterns.
® Linda Morris (1994) has explained how Wilson ultimately rejected the term underclass as
ldeologlcally biased and instead now uses the term ‘urban poor’.
® Chris Hamnett coined the term ‘socio-tenurial polarisation’ (1984) to describe the tendency
for people with limited resources to bringing about an expanded middle class with certain
cultural tastes and consumption patterns.
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segregation Marcuse and van Kempen (2000) reject ‘a new spatial order’ (in dialectic
terms a rejection of a qualitative shift in urban form). Instead they exaggerate urban
continuity; the city has always been like this they claim, but in saying so they minimise
the importance of the genuinely novel. Concluding, they assert ‘The market
segregates by price, as it always did’ (2000:252) but this free market type assumption
fails to incorporate the role of urban planning which Smith (2002) was at pains to
expléin is changing under the aegis of economic globalisation, from an emphasis upon

reproduction to one of production.

Inequality expressed through the built environment is as old as the city itself, but for a
dialectical understanding continuation does not necessarily mean repetition, i.e. new
urban inequalities are not a straightforward continuation or replication of older urban
disparities. A continuation is never just more of the same. Over a protracted period it
represents a development or intensification at the very least. The division of cities
between unequal social classes is nothing new, Plato described such conditions, but
the city expresses new disparities in novel ways and accordingly development
proceeds in spirals rather than in a linear manner - with leaps, spasms and even
breaks in continuity. Contemporary urban inequality like gentrification and
residualisation, especially when they occur within incongruent proximity, reveal the
transitory nature of such urban developments. They are not final or sacred urban
forms but instead, in the fullness of time, will succumb to the uninterrupted dialeétic
process of becoming and passing away; the infinite ascendancy from the lower to the
higher. In short, the aforementioned incongruity, not to mention frequent close
proximity between what.Byrne succinctly terms ‘the contrary but intimately associated
processes of gentrification and residualisation’ (1999:111) under the aegis of
economic globalisation, is possibly a manifestation of an emerging new spatial order.
According to classical Marxism urban form is not eternal; it is determined by shifts in
the mode of production. With the advént of economic globalisation a qualitative shift
has occurred within the world economy and the spatial order belatedly reflects these

changing circumstances.

Marcuse and van Kempen (2000:257) introduce the concept of ‘soft locations’ (see
chapter two, page 41-42) described as a particular type of urban location where the
process of globalisation has a particular impact. It is a subject the authors believe
requires further research and we concur. The urban locations especially susceptible to
change ‘are: waterfronts, centrally located manufacturing areas, brownfield sites,
central city office and residential locations, central city amusement locations and



tourist sites, concentrations of social housing, locations on the fringe of the central
business districts, historic structures and public spaces. Chapter four in this thesis
studies a district of Sheffield that contains all of these types of urban development. But
the authors do not believe ‘soft locations’ constitute ‘a new structural spatial order’

because they represent only ‘a continuation of pre-existing trends’ (p.258).

Smith, however, believes that a fundamental shift has occurred within the built
environment because the ‘New Globalism’ brings about a ‘New Urbanism’ (2002:83).
Usurping the ‘Keynesian City’ this new state of affairs ‘comes with a considerable
emphasis on the nexus of production and finance capital at the expense of questions of
social reproduction’ (p.88). Contemporary neo-liberal urban policy means the local state,
like its national counterpart, has expunged attempts to mediate urban inequality from its
‘political manifesto and has instead fitted into the grooves already established by market
logics, becoming, in effect, a junior if highly active partner to global capital’ (p.81).
Globalisation, argues Smith, has brought about a new ‘special nexus...between global
and urban change’ (2002:83) and he describes how this brings about a new form of
gentrification as a manifestation of the universal process of global production - ‘what
might be called the generalization of gentrification as a global urban strategy’ (p. 90).
Gentrification is now a widespread phenomenon as chapter three (see page 91)

illustrates.

Smith contrasts Glass’s (1963) definition of gentrification with the British governments
Towards an Urban Renaissance (1999) where the discourse of renaissance and
regeneration has become a euphemism for new build and refurbishment gentrification.
Byrne (1999:110) also.points out how gentrification is now public policy in the UK. The
1960’s gentrification described by Glass now seems quite benign whereas the new
gentrification is ‘a central goal of British urban policy’ (p.92).

But this contemporary state led gentrification is one that dare not speak its name.
Reminding the reader how the term gentrification refers to the displacement of
working class residents Smith writes ‘Indeed, the class nature of the process,
transparent in Glass’s version of gentrification, is assiduously hidden in the verbiage
of the British Labour government’ (p.93). The class based strategy ‘has become a
dirty word’ (p.93); New Labour - new gentrification so to speak. For Smith the novel
relationship between a globalising economy and the new gentrification finds its
‘ultimate expression in the language of ‘urban regeneration’ (p.98). Blair's New Labour

government, he argUes, is in the vanguard reinventing gentrification as ‘urban



renaissance’, at the forefront of ‘the most ambitious attempts to incorporate
gentrification into the heart of transnational urban policies’ (p.97). What Smith calls
‘third wave gentrification’ increasingly expresses ‘the rescaling of the urban vis-a-vis
national and global scales’ (p.97). The relative autonomy enjoyed by cities throughout -
the history of the world economy, an autonomy which during the post war period
allowed the Keynesian state to ameliorate social and urban inequalities is past. The

city now has unfettered relations with the global economy.*

Smith’s ‘third wave gentrification’ is a general response by local governments, but
crucially for the design of this thesis he argues that specific locations and practice
cannot be ignored ‘Insofar as it is an expression of larger social, economic and
political relations, gentrification in any particular city will express the particularities of
the place in the making of its urban space’ (2002:97). Smith’s advice does not go
unheeded; this relationship between the general and the specific is demonstrated in
chapter four where we discuss a specific manifestation of gentrification and
residualisation within Sheffield. Expressing the dialectic relationship between the
global and the local Smith asserts ‘The reach of global capital down to the local
neighbourhood scale is equally a hallmark of the latest phase of globalisation’ (2002:
97).

Keil and Ronneberger suggest ‘globalization should not be fetishized and reified as a
steamroller that rolls over “local places” (2000:228). Economic globalisation does not
create pastry cutter cities, a caricature of globalisation sometimes painted by some of
its opponents. But it does create a very definite context that influences the city in
predictable ways. All cities have their own idiosyncratic history of social and urban
inequalities and these are not made anew but instead exacerbated by globalisation.
Short and Kim explain how ‘Cohtenﬁporary urban dynamics are the spatial expressiqn
of globalization, while urban changes reshape and reform the processes of
globalization’ (1999:9). Similarly Wilson writes of this dialectic relationship between

" This new relationship between world economy and the city invites a further debate

concerning the re-emergence of city-states. According to a report by the Henley Centre’s
Planning for Local Change cities will soon replace countries as the basic units of international
power in the 21st century. That report concludes ‘The city has really got to deliver, although
image is very important. They may have pockets of social exclusion, but they will need to solve
their problems for business.reasons - a high crime rate will deter investment’ (Anon:1998:9).
Merrifield agrees with the emergence of city-states and notes how this rhetoric is one ‘good
business climate dictates’ (2002a:12). On the other hand, contravening Merrifield Smith argues
that ‘No one seriously argues that the twenty first century will see a return to a world of city-
states — but it will see a recapture of urban political prerogative vis-a-vis regions and nation-
states’ (2002:89).



the global and local ‘cities are never passive in the face of globalization but always
mediate it and negotiate it in complex ways. In this sense, cities are unpredictable

landscapes that shape globalization’s character as they also reflect it’ (1997:12).

Smith asserts how ‘Third-wave gentrification has evolved into a vehicle for
transforming whole areas into new landscape complexes that pioneer a
comprehensive class inflected urban remake’(2002:97). Combining his writings on the
‘Revanchist city’ (1996), whereby the upper middle classes vengefully re-conquer the
city centre, together with the current British government discourse of ‘regeneration’
Smith notes how an appeal to white middle class self interest is made. In contrast to
Smith Schoon believes there are essentially two methods to reduce urban poverty:
one is the dispersal of the poor, but this he rejects as too costly. Instead ‘Dilution is a
“better bet’ (2002: 29) and seemingly unaware of contemporary developments he
continues, ‘gentriﬁcétion and a genuine urban renaissance would see it take place on
a very large scale...state-sponsored gentrification should become a key weapon for
urban regeneration’ (2002:29/30). Katz provides almost a caricature of such notions
when he advocates encouraging the rich to move into deprived areas as a cure for
poverty and thereby creating ‘neighbourhoods of choice’ (Partridge, 2004:15). Katz
never mentions that what he advocates is gentrification.*®

Gentrification as national government policy seems to be an attempt to produce a
petty bourgeois socio-spatial landscape, in the words of Marx and Engels ‘a world
after its own image’ (1888: 84). Summarising a pamphlet sent to advertising agencies
and companies by New Labour Maguire states ‘Labour’s membership is made up of
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rich young people living in trendy loft apartments’ (2003:11 City centres are

8 The notion that an infusion of the wealthy attracted by the desirable location of a deprived
estate or district will end deprivation wrests upon free market nostrums — what the poor require
is civilizing, rather than more money, poverty is self inflicted rather than structural, that the rich
will utilize public services and thereby improve them and generally, and most damningly, that
social and urban inequality is a somehow organic rather than based upon unequal social
classes. Katz, a vice-president of the Brookings Institute and visiting professor at the LSE, also
hides the fact that what he advocates is how the more traditional forms of gentrification began
and the result is not an end to poverty but merely its dispersal as the rich converge and the
poor retreat from an area they can no longer afford.

9 Tony Blair, as Loretta Lees (2003: 573) points out, was an upper middle class gentrifier
himself, in Barnsbury, Islington, one of the first London neighbourhoods to gentrify. Drawing
attention to his residential mobility and gentrification in London the journalist Andy Beckett
noted ‘Blair has been part of this process for a quarter of a century, since its relatively early
stages, and has benefited from it and been influenced by it politically. You could call New
Labour the gentrifiers’ party, the party of a new British middle class: expanding, work-driven,
once modestly-off but now increasingly prosperous, once leftwing but now closer to Liberal,
and which has moved into the inner districts of British cities while the working class has moved
out.’ (2004: 2).



increasingly planned around the demands of the new economy “so that they will attract
workers in these industries — especially younger managers and professionals who will
give the city the buzz’ write Amin et al (2000: 22/23).° But Byrne reminds us -
‘Exclusive development is meant to exclude after all’ (1999:111).%" Particular

manifestations of gentrification and residualisation are explored in chapter four.

1.9 CONCLUSION

What is the nature of the relationship between economic globalisation and urban and
social inequality within the city and how does it affect cities like Sheffield? This
literature review has evaluated explanations in the light of a classical Marxist
perspective and argued that the world economy is undergoing structural changes as
fundamental and panoramic as those associated with,ihe industrial revolution at the
end of the 18™ century. The industrial revolution created the great British cities (Hunt,
2004) during this period and economic globalisation is today exacerbating their

inequalities.

The technological developments in computer and telecommunications that have made
possible the globalisation of commodity production over the last quarter of the
twentieth century are historically comparable only to those of the industrial revolution. -
While the invention of the steam engine fuelled the industrial revolution, revolutionary
advances in technology associated with the microchip have facilitated the
globalisation of commodity production. Utilising the work of Marx Neil Smith has
established an understanding of what exactly constitutes economic globalisation and
in addition its influence upon social and urban inequalities within cities. Economic
globalisation has brought about the greatest édvances in labour productivity witnessed
in human history. But by disaggregating national and regional production processes
this qualitative development has pulled from under the ‘Keynesian city’ the high
degree of economic autarky and emphasis upon social reproduction enjoyed between
approximately 1950 and 1975. Transformed by the ‘Globalising city’ social

reproduction increasingly takes a back seat as a concern for local and national

% In a letter to the Sheffield Telegraph asking ‘If the buzz in Sheffield depends on the
redevelopment of the city centre’ John Haigh noted ‘Sheffield council taxpayers should recall
the buzz is often the last thing we hear before being stung’ (2002, 14).

3 Deborah Orr questions the role of regeneration to reduce social exclusion. Writing about
Islington where the Blair's lived she writes ‘To a huge extent these areas are privatized, and
the socially excluded, far from being “lifted out of poverty” are excluded all the more’(2001: 5).



govevrnmentv whilst facilitating free market production becomes paramount. The
emergence of a direct ‘global-urban connection’ brings economic developments at the
global spatial level into direct influence upon the city’s social and spatial order.

Understood in a dialectic sense this represents a qualitatively new development.

Turning our attention to contemporary urban and social inequality within the city we
find a startling incongruity in comparison to the advances in productive technology.
Over the past quarter century, since the demise of the ‘Keynesian city’, the growth of
social inequality has taken the distinct form of social polarisation: the accumulation of
great wealth at one social pole and increasing deprivation at the other. This is
accompanied by a diminishing of the lower middle classes and the increasing
impoverishment of the poorest section of the working class. Together with this we find
a contradictory mix of urban decay and splendour, redolent of disparate wealth
distribution, has returned to the city. Simultaneous private gentrification and public
residualisation is a concentrated expression of such developments within the built
fabric of the city. A specific manifestation of the relationship between economic
globalisation, social and urban inequality, between gentrification and residualisation

will be explored in the following chapters with reference to Sheffield.

We suggest -that the relationship between economic globalisation and urban and
social inequality is indeed a contradictory one as suggested by the research
hypothesis; revolutionary advances in the productive forces which have facilitated the
greatest leaps in capitalist production have simultaneously greatly exacerbated both

urban and social inequalities.
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CHAPTER TWO: THE RESEARCH APPROACH

2.1 INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this chapter is to explain and justify the research approach adopted in
this thesis - a classical Marxist dialectic method. This approach has been adopted as the
most suitable to explore the relationship between the global and the local levels of social
science spatial analysis. In this chapter we explore how the different research strategies
were conducted and how they fit together to bridge the theoretical gap between the local
and the global.

2.2 RESEARCH DESIGN

In order to explore the dialectic relationship between the global and the local the
research design illustrates how the two are internalised and implicated within one
another and maintains the sense of change and contradiction within the research
phenomena. The design synthesises the local and the global by the manner in which
the chapters are constructed, whilst simultaneously, in Merrifield’s words, ‘keeping hold
of the contradiction’ (2002b:11). Consequently the research design employs a series of
levels of social scientific analysis in order to connect processes operating at different
spatial levels and capture both the universal and the particular. These different spatial
levels of analysis are designed to dialectically ‘combine syllogisms in such a way as to

bring our understanding closer to the eternally changing reality’ (Trotsky, 1971: 66).

The research hypothesis présents an apparent contradiction between the global and the
local levels of analysis: technological advances shown in the globalisation of commodity
production and the simultaneous regression in British male working class life chances.
The global level of analysis and how it interacts with the local level was introduced in
chapter one. In particular, the relationship between economic globalisation and urban
and social inequality within the British city was explored. The intervening mezo-levels of
analysis i.e. the community and city have one chapter each devoted to them in the form
of chapter three (the Sheffield case study) and chapter four (the community profile). The
local level of analysis is explored in chapter five through an analysis of life history
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interviews with a selection of male residents who lived within two disparate housing

developments.

The series of methodological stages are designed to synthesise the different layers of
research and analysis so that each is both informed by and in turn informs the other
chapters. Consequently they provide a series of intermediary layers of analysis between
. the global and local levels. Each chapter provides a necessary context and location for
their interrelations - the global, the city, the community and the resident. The literature
review provided the general contextual discussions, while the city case study, the
community profile and life history analysis (chapter three, four and five) provide a
specific location and particular patterns of and interrelations between the research
phenomena. The chapters are designed to link the differént spatial scales ranging from
the global to the local in an analysis of economic globalisation, urban inequality and life
chances. Descending from the somewhat abstract and general level of a global analysis

the chapters become more specific and culminate in the analysis of life chances.

2.3 RESEARCH CONTEXT

We concur with Harvey (2000: 15) who describes globalisation as the most macro of all
discourses. Therefore the first spatial level of analysis has been the literature review of
economic globalisation’s relationship with urban and sociallinequality within the British
city. Chapter one explored the contradiction between the general development of
globalised commodity production and the growth of urban and social inequality found at
the spatial level of the British city. The emergence of economic globalisation allows cities
to establish their own relations with the world economy, relations that were once dictated
through the nation state (Short & Kim, 1999: 128). Neil Smith (2002: 82-83) explains how
this transformation...is being expressed most vividly through an altered geography of
social relations — more concretely, through a rescaling of social processes and relations
that create new amalgams of scale’. Cautioning against considering the older amalgams
' as less relevant Smith wishes fo pick up on what seems to be a special nexus that is
being forged between global and urban change’ (2002: 82/83). As the globalisation of
commodity production disaggregates national forms of production the national becomes
a less significant unit of analysis (Reich, 1991). Brenner (2001: 134) explains the
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process thus: ‘Since the global economic crisis of the early 1970’s, this ongoing
“relativization of scales” has systematically decentred the entrenched primacy of the
national scale’. We wish to explore the global/urban nexus and therefore Sassen’s
(1990) approach, whereby the global economy is comprised of a series of national state
. containers within which are a further set of city containers, that Brenner (1998: 11) calls
‘statecentric’. In this sense Sassen’s model is similar to the now atavistic Westphalian
International Relations model where power resides solely within the national state
(Waters, 1995: 27).

Chapter one explored the global/urban nexus in a general manner of urban and social
inequality. As the chapter developed it brought to the fore a discussion of more specific
contradictions that arise later in the thesis when exploring chapter four, the
Woodside/Kelham Riverside community profile: namely that between private
regeneration and public degeneration and more specifically between private

gentrification and public residualisation.

The research context provided by chapter one is necessary for a dialectical approach
that explores social and urban inequality at multiple spatial levels of analysis. The
chapter established the dialectical relationship between the global and the local levels of
analysis and provides the global and national context to the following chapters. Chapters
three and four are thoroughly contextualised by the literature review and subsequently

able to develop the thesis more specifically in time and space.

2.4 SHEFFIELD CASE STUDY

Chapter three, the Sheffield city case study, focuses the research from the general to the
more specific by contextualising the changes explored in chapter one within a particular
British provincial ‘non-global’ but ‘globalising city’. The literature on the relationship
between globalisation and urban change has produced a wealth of case studies that
exemplify the importance of local context and initiatives in economic development.
Accordingly Merrifield approves of ‘grounding’ a dialectic analysis within city case
studies because their ‘narrative endeavours to put thicker texture to these processes

and urban experiences in order to better understand both’ (2002b: 15). The strength of a
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case study is that it avoids a unidirectional determinism from the global to the local,
pointing out local factors and initiatives in mediating the global/urban nexus. Case
studies reveal that not all parts of the city or their inhabitants are equally affected by the
impact of globalisation. Each city has its own idiosyncratic interplay of the global and the
local as local economic, social, political and urban conditions mediate global economic
forces. In such a spirit we agree with Short and Kim (1999: 129) who assert For a better
understanding and theorisation of the global-local connection we need more detailed
biographies of cities within a global context’. Chapter three, the Sheffield case study,
focuses and contextualises the general discussion from chapter one and subsequently
provides the general context for chapter four, the community profile. As part of the case
study we study the program of Sheffield’s city centre regeneration which involved
documentary research, following local developments in the local and national press and
attendance at annual events such as Sheffield Design Week. The case study draws

upon a variety of academic and local news sources.

2.4.1 PRIMARY AND SECONDARY RESEARCH

Primary research conducted through local documentary sources crucially informs
chapter three, the Sheffield case study and chapter four, the community profile. The
local studies section of Sheffield central library provided a host of pamphlets, articles,
books, newspapers, press releases and other miscellaneous materials. Whilst some of
this material, usually local history books, constituted secondary sources, most was of a
primary nature. Some relevant material involved only perhaps a casual reference or
incidental information but nevertheless each constituted a piece of the research jigsaw.

Primary research that also informs the Sheffield Case Study includes information
gleaned from a series of eight semi-structured interviews conducted with Sheffield
stakeholders from various local, economic, social and urban, public and private
organisations. Conducted in their respective places of employment between June 2000
and December 2001 the interviews involved contemporary and historic dynamics in the
particular interviewees’ field of expertise and employment. Beyond their involvement in
Sheffield’s development more specifically these interviewees were selected to illuminate
local education, employment and residential mobility issues. Consequently | interviewed
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senior representatives from Sheffield Riverside Development Agency (formerly Kelham
Riverside Development Agency), Sheffield First and from Sheffield’s Chamber of
Commerce. In addition, Senior Sheffield council employees from the Housing
Department, Burngreave Housing (responsible for Woodside) and Sheffield Council
Education Department with responsibilities in Burngreave were interviewed.
Representatives able to speak with authority from the Yorkshire Metropolitan Housing
Association (who rent properties at Woodside) and Gleesons the builders who converted
Cornish Place and Brooklyn Works in Kelham Riverside agreed to be interviewed. Each
interview had its own idiosyncratic themes and questions designed to utilise the
expertise and experience of the individual interviewee. The insights, opinions and
~ policies garnered from these interviews are analysed and incorporated into chapters

three, four and five.

In addition, during the embryonic stages of the research in early 2000 informal
discussions with various local stakeholders were arranged. The insights and opinions
garnered from these interviews, including those with the stakeholders, have  been
utilised, usually implicitly, but occasionally explicitly, to furnish and contextualise
chapters three and four. Informal discussions were arranged, to inform my initial ideas
and also with an eye upon access into the research field, with a former New Labour
Minister for Urban Regeneration, a couple of Sheffield councillors who represent inner
city wards, a senior housing officer from Burngreave Housing aé well as representatives

from community bodies in the area.

2.5 COMMUNITY PROFILE

In addition to their call for more detailed city case studies Short and Kim complain of the
existing case studies that ‘Few, however, propose any specified framework to examine
and measure urban changes influenced by globalization processes’ (1999:128-129).This
thesis addresses their corhplaint by using a classical Marxist framework. Marcuse and
van Kempen (2000:257) suggest a particular set of urban locations in which the
processes of globalisation is most likely to have a particular impact — see chapter one,

pages 31-32:
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. Waterfronts
Centrally located manufacturing areas
Brownfields (formerly industrial sites)
Central city office and residential locations
Central city amusement locations and tourist sites
Concentrations of social housing
Locations on the fringe of central business districts

Historic structures
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Public spaces

Marcuse and van Kempen (2000) have termed such places ‘soft locations’ because of
‘their vulnerability to change. They serve as markers for the direction and intensity of the
influence of globalisation and offer a ‘measurement’ of its impact. Chapter four focuses
upon a district within Sheffield's city centre periphery that includes all of these individual
soft locations and represents an aggregate ‘soft Idcation’. The focus upon such a sub-
locale provides the ‘specified framework to examine and measure urban changes
influenced by globalization processes’ suggested by Short and Kim (1999: 129). Within
the contours of the Sheffield ‘soft location’ are two disparate forms of housing tenure — a
post war residualised inner city council estate (Woodside) and an adjoining private
gentrified area (Kelham Riverside). Chapter four, the community profile chapter
contextualises contemporary forms of social and urban inequality through an
examination of these contradictory developments. The chapter offers a ‘measurement’
of the influence of economic globalisation upon urban inequality through an examination
of the disparate housing tenures and the ‘soft location’ within which they are located.

This ‘measurement’ in keeping with the dialectic methodology will be one that makes a
distinction between quantitative and qualitative change. In the transformation of quantity
into quality gradual quantitative change inexorably give rise to novel qualitative change.
Quantitative changes beyond certain limits become converted into qualitative but ‘To
determine at the right moment the critical point where quantity changes in to quality is
one of the most important and difficult tasks in all the spheres of knowledge including
~sociology’ (Trotsky,1971:65). Therefore the measurement of urban inequality will
carefully consider whether the protracted development of the contradiction between

private regeneration and public degeneration represents a deepening of the
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contradiction or whether a critical mass has been reached and has brought forth a
fundamental and unprecedented change from previous affairs. Has gradual quantitative
change brought about a qualitative new state of urban affairs, in the words of Marcuse
and van Kempen (2000) ‘a new spatial order?’ Towards gauging such a ‘measurement’
theoretical, empirical and ethnographic-style fieldwork research within the community

was conducted.

In addition, documentary research was conducted amongst local documentary and
press sources available at Sheffield Central and Burngreave Libraries. The material
indicated in chapter four largely consists of primary documentary sources garnered from
the local press and various other local sources. The primary material was synth'esised
into a coherent discussion but nevertheless this documentary research remains the key
to the chapter. The documentary research provides the foundation for a dialectical
approach to the sub-locale because it provides an understanding of the past out of
which present circumstances emerge. It helps us to comprehend Sheffield’s past and
the relationship between lived experience anyd structural changes and therefore the
documentary research facilitates a comparison with contemporary circumstances. In
particujlar the primary research material provides the nuances and complexities required
to illustrate change over a protracted period of time. However, without the secondary
sources much of this material would lack the necessary context and indeed salience it
acquires through their juxtaposition. The original juxtaposition of secondary and primary
documentary research together with the ethnographic style fieldwork and insights from
the stakeholder interview material constitute part of the research findings of this thesis.

2.6 LIFE HISTORY ANALYSIS AND THEMATIC TRANSMISSION FACTORS

The qualitative approach utilised for the local level research is life history analysis (Dex,
1991), a specific type of biographical approach. Biographies can be defined as ‘personal
accounts’ (Lancey, 1993) and encompass a wide range of interpretations and methods.
But what delineates the life history approach is the importance of the interrelationships
between the life of an individual and socio-economic structures. The life history
approach emphasises the interrelationships between the life of the individual and social
structures i.e. between agency and structure or between the global and the local.
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Explaining the difference between life history and biography Dex (1991: 2) inadvertently
describes the dialectical relationship between the global and local levels of spatial
analysis ‘Clearly individuals actions are reflected in their life histories and those of
others, but equally, individuals actions reflect the structural facts which impinged upon
them and moulded or constrained their experiences and actions’. This approach is
similar to that of Karl Marx who suggested that men make their own history but under
circumstances transmitted from the past. The aim of the life history research is to
explore the life chances and life worlds of residents through an analysis of thematic
transmission factors: education, employment and residential mobility and thereby
provide a ‘measurement’ at the local level of the influence of economic globalization.

In this sense Gramsci (1971: 324) wrote how individuals are a ‘product of the. historical
process to date which has deposited in you an infinity of traces without leaving an
inventory’. The individual navigates their life history within society, but society is very
much alive within their life history. Life history is a synthesis of the global and the local
and thereby encapsulates a suitable measurement of the influence of economic

globalisation.

The life history approach studies a protracted period and to reiterate a point made
previously, one can only comprehend the present when one understands the past from
which the present emerged. Dex (1991:1) explains ‘that for many sociological processes,
the past, or the lapse of time, is a crucial factor in understanding the present’. She goes
on to explain how in addition to informing the relationship between the individual and
socio-economic structures the life history method offers the possibility to ‘explore and
research social change through life histories. It is also possible both to construct and test
sociological, economic, psychological and historical theories using life histories’ (p.2).
She makes a similar point to Marx concerning how individual lives embody social
processes: ‘It has been said that individual’s lives are the stage on which societal
changes are played out’ (p.2). The measurement of life chances will consider whether
the research has revealed a qualitatively new state of affairs or whether the research
explores a continuation, possibly even a deepening, but not a fundamental shift from that

which went before.
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For synthesising the global and local levels of spatial analysis the interviews specifically
explore residents’ life histories of employment, education and residential mobility. The
three thematic transmission factors were selected because of their salience in
transmitting social class inequalities and consequently their implications for life chances
and life worlds. A contextualised discussion of the interrelationships between the three
~ transmission factors aims to understand how those accumulative changes occurring at

higher spatial levels of analysis influence residents’ disparate life chances.

The life history approach utilises semi-structured interviews as the primary data
collection tool because they are acknowledged to be the most appropriate means of
eliciting lengthy and -detailed narratives frorh participants. We acknowledge that the
research methodology has limitations - life histories are reliant upon the interviewees’
accounts and are an inevitably partial and one sided understanding of the life history.
We must also accept that not everything imparted by residents may have been true.
However, the substance of the interviews, a discussion of objective patterhs and history .
reduces scope for embellishment, half-truths and lies. It is more likely that information
they did not wish to give was obscured by partial accounts, strategic orhissions and
obliqueness. Ethically | was not compelled, nor comfortable, explicitly questioning the
reliability of accounts because | did not wish to place the resident in a vulnerable or
discomforting position. But | cross referenced the different thematic transmission factors
and correlated answers by repeating questions when summing up and asking for any
further information they thought might be useful. This provided a series of chronological
checks. Where appropriate probing was also utilised to establish the veracity of
information granted. Once an adequate life history had been constructed | explicitly
questioned the interviewee over areas they seemed to place the greater emphasis upon
and utilised this to encourage them to expand upon issues they seemed more reticent

about.

In terms of the veracity of information imparted during interviews the researcher must
trust their fieldwork instincts. Oakley stresses how the most effective interviews are
conducted when ‘the relationship of the interviewer and interviewee is non-hierarchical
and when the interviewer is prepared to invest his or her own personal identity in the
relationship’ (1983: 41). In an attempt to relieve pressure to live up, or even down to my
expectations | briefly relayed details of my own life history to the prospective interviewee
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prior to the interview. This sharing of knowledge and experience was also utilised at
awkward moments or when perhaps the sharing of similar experiences or circumstances
might increase trust and the lucidity of the interviewee.

The life history interviews were complemented by ethnographic-style fieldwork research
within the tw;) communities. The term ‘ethnographic-style’ has been utilised rather than
plain ethnography because | did not live within either Woodside or Kelham Riverside. |
could not live as a full participant. | therefore acted as an ethnographic fieldworker
- (Rosie, 1991). Instead the ethnographic-style fieldwork research consisted of immersion
within the communities, observing and contemplating, making contacts, taking field
notes and photographs. In addition | was employed as an adult learning education
outreach worker in Burngreave during' the course of the research which provided me

with further experience of educational issues amongst Woodside tenants.

The ethnographic-style fieldwork unfortunately took 6n much less magnitudeA in the
Kelham Riverside neighbourhood. It can be partially explained by the transient nature of
a newly gentrifying neighbourhood in a buoyant housing market and the general lack of
communal public spaces, amenities and activities in such an area.

2.6.1 INTERVIEW TRANSCRIPT ANALYSIS

The life history intervie<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>