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Welcome tdntroduction to Urban GeographyThe formal description for this course is
concise: “City systems and theories of urban lacgtinternal spatial structure of the city;
commercial and industrial location; social areasghbourhood and land use change; urban
trends and public policy.” In the short time wesddoday, I'll offer a very short preview of
some of these topics. Contemporary urbanizationaking urban geography ever more
fascinating, relevant, and important. As the praent urbanist Ed Soja observes,

“This may be the best of times to be an urban ggawr. ... Never before has a
critical spatial perspective been so widespreadpsased on cities and urban life,
and so generative of new ideas about economicsicpptulture, and social
change more generally. Today, no scholar of amyestan afford not to be, to
some degree, an urban geograpfier.”

I'll begin with a set of brief vignettes, and ther’ll consider some formal definitions of the
subfield of urban geography. Then we’ll talk absaine of the details of course logistics and

! Ed Soja (2011). "Beyond Postmetropolititban Geographyd2(4), 451-469, quote from p. 451.




bureaucratic stuff.
“We Need a New Map.”

Not long ago, the third United Nations World Urlfaarum brought together hundreds of
delegates from around the world to Vancouver. uiiclg all audiences for the related events
that went on outside the formal conference hadl,ébent attracted some 8,000 participants,
ranging from the predictable battalions of policgnks, academics, and political appointees to
more surprising attendees:

“As chatter in different languages filled the extidn halls, voices outside the
building were rallying for the key issue of affoldi@ housing.

A 20-year old who gave his name as Smoke and whks bn Vancouver’s streets
was among them. But in what might seem as unctearstic for a homeless
man, he shook hands with a delegate waiting outsdiere asking permission to
record an interview with him using a Sony PD-17fthcarder.

‘What brings you here today?’
‘What do you think of this homeless problem?’
‘Do you have anything to say about welfare rates?’

His subject answered his questions and Smoke filtredtl For $14 an hour, he
said, ‘I'd much prefer to work with a camera thackpup needles and condoms
off the sidewalk’ for Street Youth Job Actiof.”

Smoke was filming material for what was describedhe world’s first website run by and for
street people -- developed by Daniel Cross, a Mahfiimmaker who sought to mobilize the
creativity of those who are often cast as invisilbjects of policy debatésHomeless Nation
launched in November, 2005, and the project hasived support from Canada’s National Film
Board, Concordia University, the Canada Arts Couacid Human Resources and Skills
Development Canada.One of the many items postedHomeless Natiogame from Sandy
Cameron, a Vancouver poet who had also been, atuggpoints, a prospector, a miner, a logger,
and a teacher working in various parts of nortl@@nada, from Labrador to Yukon. Cameron
presented his poem, “We Need a New Map,” part aElwgoes like this:

“We need a new map.
The map we inherited isn’t any good.
The old roads mislead,
and the landscape keeps changing.
People are confused,

2 Matthew Kwong (2006). “Tackling a Crisis in theets.” Globe and Mail June 20, S1, S3, quote from p. S1.
3 See http://www.homelessnation.org
* Kwong, “Tackling a Crisis,” p. S3.



and drift from place to place ...
The old map tells us to look for gold in the city,
SO we go to the city
and find a garbage dump.
We need a new map,
with new roads,
and a new destination .>.”

Unfortunately, | never got the chance to meet Sa&myeron before he died, in October, 2010.
For several years now, however, his longtime padean Swanson has helped me learn about
Vancouver’'s Downtown Eastside and the politics @fgty in Canadian citie’.
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Vancouver March for Housing, Hastings and Main, April 2009 (Elvin Wyly). @8 in the wealthy countries of
the “Global North” have been transformed by themse capitalization of property markets and capitastment.
Unfortunately, economic growth often makes thingaftordable, and so there is a growing movemeunities
across the world that asks, are cities for profifor people? The leading force in this movemesrat coalition of
scholars, and activists known as the “Right toGiitg.” See http://www.righttothecity.org/

®> Sandy Cameron (2006). “We Need a New M#foimeless Natiaravailable at
http://homelessnation.org/node/2249. Last acceSeptember 4, 2007.
® See Jean Swanson (200Ppor-Bashing: The Politics of Exclusiofforonto: Between the Lines Publishing.



An Urban Future, Today

This is one vignette among hundreds or thousaratshiht at the precarious balance between
optimism and pessimism for cities and urban liomeless Natiois only the tip of the iceberg
of urban social movements devoted to new waysiokitg about, living in, and improving
cities; there are many others focusing on the amscef different groups of urbanites in cities of
the wealthy but unaffordable zones of the ‘GlobaltN,” and in cities of the (generally)
impoverished but dynamic, rapidly developing urbagions of the ‘Global South.” New visions
are on offer, and exciting, hopeful new possil@siti But the pessimists will remind us that this is
thethird World Urban Forum. The first was held in Vancauwvel976, and one of its legacies
was the creation of a Centre for Human SettlemantéBC, a research centre that is still part of
the School of Community and Regional Planning. 3éeond was held in Istanbul in 1996, and
then Vancouver again hosted the event in 2006 h Bathese events reflected the major
concerns of the day, and much was learned by m#&eythere has been far too little
coordinated action on all the careful policy pragde®ffered at these conferences by urban
experts working at universities, and by activisid arban experts working with non-
governmental organizations (NGOs). It has provareedingly difficult to alter the ongoing
trajectory of urbanization in any fundamental way.

In 2007, the world We must keep trying, however, and thus Sandy Camsro
TN absolutely right: we need a new map. If we armake
crossed the flfty urban life better, we have to understand urbanrtheAt
percent-urban the same time, we are seeing something of an urdidan
threshold. For the first of theories across nearly every field of studyentf
: . . engineering to economics, from poetry to politeknce,
time in human hIS'[OI’y, from statistics to sociology. In 2007, the wortdssed the

a majority of the fifty-
world’s population percent The World’s Most Populous Cities,
lives in cities. fhreshol 2010

the first

time in human history, a majority of the
world’s population lives in cities. Some
experts quibble over the details of how larc Sao Paulo. Brazil 20.26
a settlement has to be to qualify as a city, , O : '
and, to be sure, some of these technical . Mumbai (Bombay), India ~ 20.04

1. Tokyo-Yokohama, Japan, 36.67 million
2
3
4
discussions can be quite interesting. But 2 Mexico City, Mexico 19.46
7
8
9.
1

. Delhi, India 22.16

there is no disagreement on the unmistaka 6. New York-Newark, USA  19.43
broad trend of global urbanization. Europe 7. Shanghai, China 16.58

the Americas, and most of the Middle East 8, Kolkata (Calcutta), India  15.55
are already highly urbanized, and we are Dhaka, Bangladesh 14.65

now seeing the rise of hundreds of large
cities across China, of scores of multi- 0. Karachi, Pakistan 13.12

million “megacities” all across Asia, Latin
America, and Africa. Today, the world’s
largest city-region -- the extraordinarily

Source: United Nations (2009)orld Urbanisation Prospects, 2009
Revision. New York: United Nations.



dense agglomeration between Tokyo and YokohamanJaphas almost 37 million residents.

At this density, the entire population of Canadao(a 33.3 million) could be packed into Tokyo-
Yokohama -- with room left over for still anotheetropolis with the population of Vancouver
and the entire Lower Mainland. By 2015, the rosfarrban regions with more than twenty
million inhabitants will include Tokyo-Yokohama, Whbai(Bombay), Lagos, Shanghai, Jakarta,
and Sao Paulb.Projections suggest that within fifty years, tihisds of the global population

will live in cities® What this all means is that in almost any dorméth an interest in society,

or in the relations between people and the physiealtonment, the questions and priorities are
being urbanized: political and economic questamesbecoming urban questions; cultural
debates are becoming debates about cultural peadticities; questions about environment and
sustainability are becoming questions of how citiais best be designed or re-designed.

Predicting Urban Futures

And what will the world urban future look like? &lved from the vantage point of current
events, it's sometimes hard to see the broad tramaigst all the fast-changing events of the day.
Prime Minister Stephen Harper’'s address to theiogesession of the World Urban Forum, for
instance, had to deal with the sudden and dramational political conversation that erupted
after the arrest of 17 suspected terrorists in fitarghortly before the conference; for Harper, the
arrests “reminded us that the potential for hatgidd violence in Canada is very redl.But

Harper nevertheless defended Canadian diversityratigculturalism, declaring that “Canada’s
diversity, properly nurtured, is our greatest gjtbhand noting that in contrast to the different
problems of United States and European cities, W&/&rgely avoided ghettoization ... and the
impoverished, crime-ridden, ethnically polarizedgmzones*® These parts of Harper's speech
were fairly well-received; but many of the delegat®m cities in the Global South were more
than a bit puzzled by other key points Harper madigs announcement of a crackdown on street
racers, a bit of new money for cities from the fadlgoods and services tax (GST), and changes
to the formula for the allocation of revenues frtta federal gasoline tax. Context matters.
Delegates from Global-South cities had to be muohensoncerned with the basic foundations
of urban life -- clean water, food prices, san@atiand economic strategies to improve the lives
of millions living in the slums of megacitiés.

It's worth considering the contrasts in some ofdtiger urban visions offered by experts
commenting on the World Urban Forum. Hank Dittnedrthe U.K. Prince’s Foundation for the
Built Environment, suggests that “In 2050, | wohblope to see cities that restored a more
intimate relationship with the countryside aroundr both in the use of local materials in
building construction and local traditions of atebture,*? but of course so many trends in the
globalization of property markets and commodityichaeem to be running in the opposite
direction. Stephen Graham, a prominent human ggbgr and coauthor @he Cybercities

" Mike Davis (2004). “Planet of SlumsKew Left Revie®6, 5-34.

8 British Broadcasting Corporation (2006). “Viewpts: The Urban World in 2050.” Available at
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/5094602.stm?ls

° Quoted in Rock Mickleburgh (2006). “Harper Defsr@anadian Diversity.Globe and Mail June 20, A1, A7,
quote from p. Al.

9 Mickleburgh, “Harper Defends,” p. Al.

Y Mickleburgh, “Harper Defends,” p. A7.

2 Hank Dittmar, quoted in BBC, “Viewpoints.”



Reademwho visited UBC’s Urban Studies Program in May2606, addressed the issue of
whether technology would render cities and certasibbn obsolete. “There was a lot of hype in
the last 30 or 40 years somehow implying that tbeenmmportant your technology and more
important your information technology, the less &®$ that you need to meet face-to-face with
people and the less and less you need to relyenaitth ... The evidence seems to go completely
against that expectation. ... the evidence indg#tat the more economies, social interactions,
and cultures rely on advanced technologies, themities seem to grow® And Michael Dear,
Professor of Geography at the University of Soutl@alifornia, portrays a world urban future

of extraordinary inequality and polarization:

“One of the effects of global capitalism is theatren of an increasingly
polarized world. On the one hand you have whataolgague Mike Davis calls
a planet of slums, and on the other hand you hdat we call cities of gold.
While these terms can apply on a global scale, theyalso apply to cities, such
as Los Angeles and Mexico City, where there ig@fslum and a lot of gold.
What this polarisation within cities creates is wheall post-modern urbanisation
and | think we're going to see a lot more of it2§50.™*

Defining Urban Geography

This course is an introduction to urban geograp@gography is the study of the physical and
human/social environments of the earth, while uribgniry focuses on the processes and people
of cities and towns. Urban geography, then, issthdy of relations among people, and between
people and their environments, in cities and toasress the world.

Both the “urban” and “geography” have been debatetiredefined over the years. The ‘urban’
is often contested and dynamic, as people struggladerstand what is distinctive and
fundamentally urban about the important socialitical,
Urban aeoaraph economic, and cultural transformations of our tinBaut there is
geography no doubt that the urban is at the heart of mangidief inquiry.

1S th_e StUdy of One of the most prominent urban geographers suntiseufpistory
relations among  this way:
people, and

“The study of urban places is central to many docia
between people sciences, including geography, because of theibitapce
and their not only in the distribution of population withimentries
environments. in but also in the organization of economic produgtion

. ’ distribution and exchange, in the structuring afigb
cities and towns reproduction and cultural life, and in the exer@$e
across the world.  political power. Sub-fields of the different sd@aience
disciplines were established in the decades dfeer t
Second World War to study these separate compgnents

13 Stephen Graham, quoted in BBC, “Viewpoints.”
4 Michael Dear, quoted in BBC, “Viewpoints.”



such as urban anthropology, economics, geogratiyicp, and sociology; later
attempts were made to integrate these under theallmktle of urban studies:

Second, the ‘geography’ part of the phrase brirgysito interesting territory. Many people
don't really understand what geography is, othantthe elementary-school memorization of
countries, capitals, and commoditi@sDon’t we already know where everything is? Butre
once we get past the widespread popular miscomeeptit is still difficult to categorize
geographers. “Like other aspects of human geograplaul Knox and Linda McCarthy write,
“urban geography is concerned with ‘local varidpiWithin a general context.” This means that
it is concerned with an understanding of bothdiséinctivenessf individual places (in this

case, towns and cities) and tlegularitieswithin and between cities in terms of the spatial
relationships between people and their environ€nEnvironment means both the physical-
natural and human-social worlds, of course, rafigcthe shared heritage of human and physical
geography. In turn, the human-physical dualitthia field hints at the sense of ambiguity that
you probably detect when you talk with geographengy're pretty hard to pigeonhole, not only
because some of them study physical phenomenaateljmvers, mountains, forests) while
others focus on human processes (social, econpuiitical). But they also seem to go about
their work in very different ways, using differeibls, languages, and styles of communication.
As a result, geographers might very well be bestmeed as undisciplined members of an
elusive discipline. David Livingstone describe®#s to write a history of the field this way:

“Because the term ‘geography’ means, and has mddfierent things to different
people in different times and places, there isgreed-upon consensus on what
constitutes the project of writing the history bistenterprise. Moreover, while
the story of geography as an independent schadstypline is inescapably
bound up with the history of the professionalizatad academic knowledge since
around the middle of the nineteenth century, diésr that the history of
geography as a discourse not only operates withueht constraints but also
reaches beyond the historical and institutionafices of the modern-day
discipline. Of course geography as discourse @updine are interrelated in

15 Ron J. Johnston (2000). “Urban.” In R. J. JobmsDerek Gregory, Geraldine Pratt, and Michaeltsyads.,
The Dictionary of Human Geographyourth Edition. Oxford: Blackwell, 870-872, qadrom p. 870.

5 Don’t get me started. See my discussion of haldte, great Peter Gould dealt with this issuailable at
http://www.geog.ubc.ca/~ewyly

" paul Knox and Linda McCarthy (2005)Irbanization Second Edition. Upper Saddle River, NJ:
Pearson/Prentice Hall, p. 2, citing also Ron Jaimgt984). “The World is Our OysterTransactions of the
Institute of British GeographerdS 9(4), 443-459, quote from p. 444. When yagKkrdown the full text of
Johnston'’s article, things get interesting. Hei&this way: “The basic thesis of this papehat the enthusiasms
of geographers over the last thirty years, printyighough not entirely those of human geographease resulted
in an unfortunate bias in their work towards theagal and away from the unique, leading to a dishiinig
awareness of the variability that makes up thd tneald.’” ... We need to redress the balance loysing more
geographical work on the variety of unique situaithat comprises our subject matter. ... We stusss both the
general and the unique, but should not descerftetsihgular.” The unfortunate bias of which Jobnstpoke in
1984 has, many believe, reversed, such that mamgamgeographers have become too cautious in geatia;
but Johnston’s plea to strdssth the general and the uniquemains a widely shared aspiration.



intimate ways -- one might even say that the pwemdsa discipline is precisely to
‘discipline’ discourse *?

But if geographers seem to be undisciplined antdgper a little disorganized, we are not alone.
Scratch between the surface of almost any fieldyandl find quite a bit of ambiguity and
anxiety, even at the level of the simple words we t@ begin the conversation.

It can be frustrating, or amusing. Crack open yaiationary, and seek out the word “urban” to
see where it takes you. There you find it hidiigdtr belowurb and the French chemist Urbain,
Georges (1872-1938), and right above urban enserganes, urban guerrilla, and Pope Urban Il
(c. 1042-1099). From the Laturbanus of the city, “of, relating to, belonging to, or
g characteristic of a city or town or of people ligim a city or

DIC_'[IC.)I‘.laI’y town.”® But “city” gives us “an important town,” while 6tvn”
definitions of gives us “a place consisting of an agglomeratiohafses, shops
urban geography and ot”her btjil_dings; b_igger“than a village but Ulgisamaller than
can be confusing a city, a_nd village” yields “the houses and otloerildings of a

' community of between about a hundred and a fewstuaa
because there are people.® Hmm. When you look up the word “redundant,” does
many questions itlsay, I;SG(; refdtl;ndant”’.: _Everlything seemts reltc_l.‘;?‘j]/erytr;ing
“ else. Each of these entries also goes on to nmeissaes o

about what “the community, density, economic activity and trade emunicipal

urban” really governments granted certain legal rights by higimits of the

means. state. All of these things are important themesrban

geography, while the many different meanings indiotionary
definitions reflect disagreement, for instancewdere to draw

the line between urban, small town, and ruraleettints. In a review of recent theoretical
debates, the distinguished urbanist Robert Beatdegsdes that “if the literature is any
indication, theory-building mainly involves integating the ‘urban.*

And things get even more delightfully complicatekdem we consider the many metaphors that
have been used -- in academic writing, as welbamplism, literature, poetry, and cinema -- to
describe cities and urban life (see next page).

18 David N. Livingston (2000). “History of Geographyin R. J. Johnston et aDjctionary, 304-308, quote from p.
304.

19 Lexicon Publications (1990)The New Lexicon Webster's Encyclopedic Dictiondrhe English Language
New York: Lexicon Publications, p. 1082.

20 | exicon PublicationsThe New Webster'sarious entries.

%L Robert A. Beauregard (2011). “What Theorists Dorban Geographyforthcoming, p. 2.



Arena
Babel
Babylon
Body

Bohemia
Cesspool/sewer
Circuit/flow
Fabric

Forum
Fragments
Galaxy

Game

Hell

Jerusalem
Jungle
Kaleidoscope
Labyrinth/maze
Machine/system
Market/bazaar
Melting pot

Mosaic/patchwork

Network
Nightmare
Organism
Text

Theatre
Theme park
Urban village

Metaphors Commonly Applied to Cities

A place of contest between different irkegeoups
A cacophony of discordant, non-communicptioices
A place of luxury and affluence, but alse, corruption, and tyrrany
A living organism — healthy or sick -- witirculation through various arteries, limbs, boweatsl
control centers
A place where people defy social conoaisti
A dirty insanitary place of ptgsand moral decay, squalor, and corruption
A place in which money, people, gisp services, and ideas continuously circulate
A place with many interwoven elementst(tf@m also be tattered and torn)
A democratic place in which people can gixpression to many diverse opinions
Diverse, randomly placed and discondesgiaces (as in ‘postmodern’ cities)
A widely dispersed set of diverse elemémssn large, sprawling cities)
A place in which economic and social devakt is like a lottery, casino game, or Monopoly
A nightmarish place of punishment
A potentially Utopian place of salvation
A threatening and dangerous place in wihielinexperienced and unwary may not survive
A continually changing mixture migiges
A confusing place from which #hés no escape
A set of interrelated parts thatle analyzed and controlled
A place in which goods and sesvige exchanged, often exotic, mysterious, andiagti
A creative place in which diversar@t groups mix together producing new culturafrfer
A diverse set of residentigiaarand land uses with distinct patterns
A conjunction of many overlapping websso€ial and economic interaction
A disturbing mix of almost surreal imagad experiences
A living system with a hierarchy of sell
A mixture of landscapes and images thatoeaimead’ like a book for cultural meanings
A city of diverse sets and backdropshicivpeople play out different roles
A place of fantasy, spectacle, acierent
A place of many small communitiesvihich people have close personal contact

Source: Paul Knox (2003)Jrban Social GeographyFourth Edition. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prestitall, p. 7.

To help make sense of all these definitions, ltelpful to consider the work of Canadian urban
geographers Pierre Filion and Trudy Bunting, wheniify seven fundamental properties of
cities -- foundational concepts and processeshidat defined the meanings and functions of
cities in the past and tod&3.

1. Production. In certain times and places, some cities emergeddiitical or cultural reasons.
Yet the overwhelming imperative of urbanization bégays been production: the need to
produce goods and services to sustain the livetis@d people living in dense settlements. The
“urban revolution” of Mesopotamia, about 5,500 yeago, involved the development of an
agricultural surplus in the fertile river floodptai between the Tigris and Euphrates Rivers; cities
developed with a specialization of labor -- an @agtural surplus allowed some people to stop
farming, and in turn to do other things (like dephg ways to organize and keep track of the
growing agricultural surplus). Urbanization alladvihe production of something new -- in this
case, a certain kind of management expertise tcthadd not be produced by a society where all
members were devoted entirely to farming. After tindustrial revolution,” of course, cities
became crucial for the production of manufacturedds. More recently, even as a massive
wave of industrialization showcases the produdtioperative of cities across India and China,

2 See Pierre Filion and Trudi Bunting (2010). “Fanméntals of Cities.” In Trudi Bunting, Pierre Bili, and Ryan
Walker, edsCanadian Cities in Transition: New Directions et Twenty-First Century, Fourth EditiorOxford:
Oxford University Press, 4-18.



cities in Europe and North America have been reeatidy de-industrialization. So-called
“postindustrial” cities have tried, with varyingviels of success, to reposition themselves by
producing certain services needed by global conesaamd investors: banking and finance,
research and development, advertising, legal sesyand the like.

2. Proximity. Cities are defined by the need for certain adgigito locate near one another
(and the corresponding need for some activitidseteeparated by larger distances). Proximity
matters at multiple scales. In urban historyesitmerged and thrived in those locations that
were most favorable in terms of transportation tnade routes, or strategically advantaged for
defense and control of territory. Whenever condiichange — when empires rise or fall, when
transportation technologies shift — cities findrtiselves with a new set of proximity
considerations. From the perspective of any padiccity, history is an ongoing struggle of
adaptation and reinvention, of adjustment to evamnging circumstances of proximity.

Within cities, proximity shapes the daily conditgoaf life. In preindustrial cities where the main
modes of transport were by foot or by animal-draart, all sorts of activities and social groups
were forced into close proximity. Density has mamjues, and it is the essence of urbanization;
but without sufficient safeguards — especially ublic health and public safety — it can also be
quite risky. Go to any city that’s more than atceyold, and ask the locals to tell you about the
Great Fire. You'll always get a good story, beeaegery great city had a Great Fire. The dates
and details obviously vary from place to place.Lédmdon, the Great Fire (or at least the greatest
among many great fires) was in 1666. In Vancouver Great Fire was on June 13, 1886: “In
twenty minutes, Vancouver had been wiped off théhéd> But the power of proximity in a
continental and global context prevailed: Vancolsviecation as a superior deep-water port on
the West coast of the North American section ofd&mis global empire meant that the city had
to be rebuilt, and indeed it was: “In twelve hoiinsas rising again®*

Changes in transportation technology have dranigtiezshaped the meaning of proximity
inside cities. Horse-drawn carriages, then radsoand street railways — “streetcars” — allowed a
massive re-sorting of different land uses and $g@t@ups. For most people living in cities, the
most crucial factor of proximity is the daily joaynto work. As transportation technologies
evolved, and as cities were built and rebuilt tcomemodate new kinds of movement — city
residents saw new choices and constraints in wbdnee, where to work, and how to get from
home to work and back again each day. From tkeenliaieteenth century up to the present day,
this story has mainly involved dispersal and deedimtition — with a massive shift from
collective forms of movement (public or mass trgrtsi private, individual mobility (the private
automobile). Some parts of some cities have mahtagdefy this trend. If you live in central
Vancouver or anywhere along its dense transit@ors, then you’re living in one of these
exceptional places. But the Vancouwegionalso has its share of lower-density suburbs where
daily life is impractical for anyone without regulaccess to a private automobile.

3. Reproduction. To survive, cities must be re-produced. Thistweo related meanings. On
the one hand, the city’s population must reprodisedf: people move into a city, others leave,

% Alan Marley (1976). “The Great Fire.” In Chuclkais, ed.The Vancouver Bookvancouver: J.J. Douglas,
Ltd., 26-27, quote from p. 27.
24 Marley, “Fire,” p. 27.
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some die, and others are born. The factors afigthese aspects of demography -- for instance,
the catastrophic plagues and fires that swept a@itiss in medieval Europe -- have profound
consequences for the trajectory of urbanizatione @minent historical urban geographer James
Vance puts it eloquently: “The mortality of persarontrasts sharply with the immortality of
cities.”> But reproduction also refers to something muafaber -- what political economists
refer to as “social reproduction.” This is the omg construction and re-construction of
yesterday'social relationsfor today and tomorrow. If today’s city has aiteglwealthy
powerful elite alongside a vast, poorly-paid wogkitlass population, for example, then the
various institutions created by and serving theferdnt groups will tend to “reproduce”
themselves. Aging powerful leaders will look foet

Fundamental Properties ‘new generation’ to take their place, for examplbijle

of Cities: today’'s working-class parents unable to afford aimgt
) else will likely send their children to educational
institutions that prepare them for jobs in the waogk

1. Production. class.
2. Proximity. . 4. Capitalization. Cities involve people and activities
3. Reproduction. coming together -- in ways that create intensity an
4. Capitalization_ density. Concentrating all these things means majo
5 Place investments -- in buildings, factories, roads alwvays,

' ] and all sorts of other crucial needs. In turn,eodensity
6. Governance. increases in an urban place, being at or nearethiecof
7. Environmen the action becomes very valuable. “Because urdnaah i

scarce, it becomes the object of substantial dapita
investment so its use can be maximiz&d.”

5. Place Geographers often define ‘place’ as a portiogpaice that is invested with human
history, practice, and meaning. While cities nurstduce to survive, individual people only care
about them because of the sense of place. Imetdmes hard to pin down exactly what sense of
place is, and how it works -- and yet everyonedrastuitive understanding of place, and can
describe their feelings about cities and neighbodsahey’ve experienced.

6. Governance As concentrations of people and wealth, citezgiire a variety of

administrative structures and political processemdke key decisions. When people are
brought together into urban settlements, thereheilall sorts of disagreements; various kinds of
governance structures have been created to dénthveise disagreements. Moreover, the
governance of urban areas interacts with polippcatesses at different scales: in some national
settings, certain large cities have a lot of powenther cases, cities are subordinated to other
levels of political organization, like provinces siates.

7. Environment. Today urban production, and the rising consuomptieeds of middle-class
and wealthy urbanites, have enormous consequeocdsefphysical environment. At the origin
of cities thousands of years ago, the survivalrb&o settlements was deeply shaped by the

% James Vance (1990Fhe Continuing City: Urban Morphology in Westerivilization. Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press, p. 4.
% Filion and Trudi Bunting (2010). “Fundamental(.
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possibilities permitted by the physical environmelnt the fertile river valleys of Mesopotamia,
the bounty of river floodplains allowed the prodantof an agricultural surplus that enabled a
growing number of people to survive without engggimfarming themselves; on the edges of
vast deserts in North Africa, by contrast, theres wa local surplus available, and so cities
emerged only where it was possible to coordinatepaiofit from long-distance trade routes that
linked various regions with complementary agrictdtigoods.

Contemporary discussions of energy use and envieatahsustainability have enormous
implications for cities. On the one hand, anyrafieto control global warming will affect cities
-- and will have different impacts on different &sof cities. On the one hand, re-orienting the
ways of life of companies, workers, and consumersss the globe will require a major
restructuring of the geography of the human popratOne of the most effective ways of
reducing the per-person environmental consequesfdasman life is for people to concentrate
in cities. Unfortunately, urbanization is bound-ajin contingent, variable ways -- with
economic growth and affluence. And the prevaiegsumption patterns of the wealthy are
fundamentally unsustainable.

Crossing Boundaries and Asking Questions

If sharp boundaries and organized definitions laeegibal, then we’re headed for frustration. But
once we realize that the boundaries are contestegh be quite liberating to cross them. The
advantage of geography’s apparent lack of a “dis&d discourse” is that the field doesn’t have
a lot of defensive mechanisms -- and so it is quiten to new ways of doing things. In turn,
urban geography is particularly receptive to new fascinating ways of seeing and
understanding cities, places, and urban procegsed.everything indeed is related to everything
else.

But this is a recipe for exploration and discoveryt frustrated resignation of the impossibility
of understanding. Indeed, many years ago Walddefeas trying to use then-new computer
technologies to map the changing distribution s population growth, and at one point he
explained the assumptions he was using to build@eiby invoking “the first law of

geography: everything is related to everything digt near things are more related than distant
things.™’ “Tobler’s First Law” quickly became an influertii#f sometimes playful, way for
geographers to describe the kinds of questionghbatlike to ask; it probably ranks as the most
famous one-liner about geograffiy.

Keep these principles in mind -- be cautious alolidiplining boundaries, stay open to new
ways of seeing things, explore connections betweiags distant and near, and always
remember that the questions you ask are usuallg mgrortant than the answers you get. In
this course, our fundamental task is “to make sehsiee ways that towns and cities have

2" Waldo Tobler (1970). “A Computer Movie Simulatiblgban Growth in the Detroit Region Economic
Geography6, 234-240.

28 But like all one-liners among academics, this atemns that it is the subject of considerable @eb&ee Daniel
Z. Sui (2004). “Tobler’s First Law of Geographsx Big Idea for a Small World?’Annals of the Association of
American Geographe@4(2), 269-277. Sui edited a special forum on &0blFirst Law, with commentaries by
Trevor Barnes, Harvey Miller, Jonathan M. Smithchéel Goodchild, and a response by Waldo Toblesélifn
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changed and are changing, with particular referémtie differences both between urban places
and within them.®® We tackle four distinct, and yet inter-relateetssof questions.

Me & City. Shanghai, China, March 2010 (Elvin Wyly).

First, how do cities and other kinds of human settleswgaty across time and space? How has
the evolution of cities reflected prevailing histad conditions? What are the crucial differences
between cities within particular regions or cowgriand between different countries? How do
certain cities reflect the distinctive circumstasmoé their
Urban geography geographical context?
explores four key
questions: how are Second v_vhgtr(_egula_rltlesumte seemingly dlffer(_ent cmes? _V\{hat
. : are the similarities in patterns, processes, aladiosaships within
cities Umq_ue_? how different cities, and in networks between cities?
are they similar?
how do they shape Third , how do social relations shape the form of thgcit
. Studying how particular activities, land uses, aadial groups
soc!ety? how does 4re distributed among a nation’s cities, or withiparticular city,
society shape is a good way of learning about the society of tizton or
them* region. Indeed, some experts argue that the by tinteresting
about the city is that is a reflection of the society that produced
it. One implication of this line of thinking is thit understand a society, we need social theory

29 Knox and McCarthylUUrbanization p. 2.
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but not_urban theoryif the city is just an expression of social telas, then strictly speaking,
there is no such thing as urban theory.

Fourth, how does the form of the city shape social reteg? For other experts, while a city may
indeed reflect the society that produced it, thew@need for explicit urban theory: when certain
things happen in cities, the urban context doesenaadtifference, and the city can shape social
relations in meaningful ways. People who explbesée issues ask a range of interesting
guestions. How do spatial constraints and locaticansiderations, for example, influence the
way that people decide where to live and wheredck® How do the geographies of cities
created in previous generations influence the @ew@f today’s corporations, investors, and
governments as they gradually crea¢svurban geographies?

In this course, | approach these questions whife@tiog three crucial commitments.

“Behave,” the urban commercial landscape alwys B {0 be 'telling us. West Edmonton Mall, EHmhtn,
Alberta, August 2010 (Elvin Wyly).

First, we pay close attention to the interplay betwddraad new urban realities, experiences,
and conditions. As Derek Gregory reminds us, ustdeding the hopes and horrors of today
“requires us to rethink the lazy separations betwssest, present, and future.” Gregory’s priority
involves the history of colonialism, which is oftemstakenly seen as part of the distant past;
there are deep and lasting “continuities betweercttionial past and the colonial present. While
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they may be displaced, distorted, and (most oftenjed, the capacities that inhere within the
colonial past are routinely reaffirmed and reac¢&dan the colonial present®

But asecondpoint is also crucial. We must consider the pisey and mutual strength of both

old and newways ofanalyzingcities. The ‘urban’ has been at the heart ofyeweajor
transformation in the field of geography over tast Ihalf century, and the same might be said of
several other disciplines as well. New theoretaal political movements have brought
valuable new insights, approaches, and methodadgibear on pressing urban questions. But
the development of new schools of thought has@sised quite a bit of disagreement.

Although debate is surely a sign of health and dyem, it does sometimes make it easy to lose
sight of some of yesterday’'s important contribusiosnd their relevance to urgent issues we face
today. | have been influenced by many differenysvaf doing urban geography; my approach
thus combines methods, approaches, and stylesvieoyrdifferent generations and schools of
thought.

Finally, the logical implication of both of theseipts -- the interplay between old and new
realities, and the synthesis of old and new thear® techniques -- suggesthiad insight.

New cities, new urbanisms, are constantly undestraation. Cities are in constant flux, even
though in many cities the rhythms of change cam slegades or even centuries for particular
kinds of processes or patterns. Elsewhere, tlastrtaphes of so-called ‘natural’ disasters,
terrorism, and war make it quite clear that newaargeographies are being created. What this
means is that we dive into urban geography at pecgsly exciting time, at the beginning of an
urban century in which we can clearly see thaesitepresent both the best and worst of the
human experience -- and where we can decide to $ane of the tools of the trade to
understand cities and to make them better. Saadye@n is right. We need a new map. Get
out your pens and pencils, because in this couese\going to explore different ways of
creating new maps for new (and old) cities.

Pens and pencils? Yes, | know what you’re thinkingn't we just go to Google Earth and get
the maps there? Of course we can. But why shealdutsource such a joyful, exciting
enterprise to a computer, to a giant corporatitls2 machines when they're appropriate, but
don’t allow your humanity to be automated. Andgk&emind that the most important new
maps are of cities that do not yet exist -- andesofrthese maps can’'t be rendered by fancy
computer software, but must be described in prarspoetry, or pictures, or numbers. We live in
an exciting and changing world of new maps, newsitand new possibilities.

Policies and Possibilities

In the final moments we have today, I'll tell youia more about my background and my
approach to cities. We’ll then discuss the cosidlabus, logistics, and our expectations for this
course -- yours and mine. Please read the sylledmasully, because you will be responsible for
following the rules and procedures specified thereloapologize for the harsh bureaucratic
language -- “procedures specified thereon”! --ibaan’'t be helped. Like all institutions, UBC
loves its bureaucratic rules, which are imposederjust like you.

30 Derek Gregory (2004)The Colonial Present: Afghanistan, Palestine, Irddxford: Blackwell, p. 7.
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