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Henri Lefebvre (1970):

"Complete urbanization”

Agriculture and villages = ”...integral part of
industrial production and consumption”

”...all part of the urban fabric...”

”...the only regions untouched by it are those
that are stagnant or dying, those that are

20

given over to ‘nature’.
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The change of urban-rural relations

* From “seas of countryside” with small
scattered islands of cities in the pre-industrial
era...

e ..to industrial cities with their hinterlands,
that gave them food, firewood and raw
material...

e ..to the large city-regions of today and “the
vast outlying lands”
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What has happened?

e A transition from local agricultural economies via
national manufacturing-industrial economies to a
global knowledge economy

 Economies of the former epochs were based on
spatially bound resources (land, forests, minerals,
rapids). The knowledge economy is not. It is
based on human knowledge. This is a
fundamental difference. People can move. The
digital products of the knowledge economy are
distributed across the world in seconds.
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The knowledge economy

* The knowledge economy, which includes
knowledge-intense industry, is based on
innovations and innovations are dependent on
new combinations of human knowledge.

e The need for face-to-face contacts increases

* Big city-regions gives the highest potentials for
face-to-face contacts and new combinations of
human knowledge. This is why the knowledge
economy contentrates in big city-regions.
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A new economy that gains the city-
regions

* The knowledge economy means a
fundamental difference compared with the
former epochs. For cities, the resources of the
hinterlands (land, forests, minerals...) have lost
in relative importance and the resources of

other cities (knowledge) have increased in
Importance.

* A global process!
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Why am | talking about city-regions?

* Cities are not just the city core anymore.
Suburbs, but also large rural areas, within the
positive influence fields of the cities, become
integrated to coherent city-regions, with a
common labor market and other regional
markets.

* The rural areas of the city-regions are both
residential areas and areas for city-close
agriculture.
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Three simple figures:

A. City and hinterland in the

@ pre-industrial economy

B. Cities’ interaction with
hinterlands and other cities
in the industrial economy
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C. City networks in the
knowledge economy with
negligible hinterland
interaction
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Countryside dissolves in two
categories

* The city-close countryside becomes integrated
in the urban fabric. This countryside grows.

* The peripheral countrysides (but also
peripheral cities and towns) are “slowly given
over to nature”. Too small population and
density to make endogenous growth possible.
Their only possibility: supply something that
there is enough external demand for.
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Can’t natural resources bring rural
development?

 Most often: not anymore!

* Exploitation of natural resources was once the
engine for rural development. Today it
becomes more and more capital intense and
automatized, which means less and less jobs.
Fly-in — fly-out labor increases also in mining,
oil industry and other remote exploitations.

* The exception: Tourism! Labor-intense (but
low payed jobs)
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The inner hinterlands become
integrated parts of the city-regions

The city-close hinterlands become integrated
in the metropolitan regions:

They become commuting areas with culturally
urbanized inhabitants (“gentrification”)

The agriculture there adapts to specialized
demand: farm shops, farmer’s markets, etc

The links between the city and the inner
hinterland increase to such an extent that a
city-region emerges
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The decline of the outer hinterlands

e The economic base determines the role of
hinterlands

* No potential for endogenous development —
only metropolitan regions’ demand can
initiate growth

* This holds not only for remote rural areas but
also for remote cities and towns, not big
enough to generate endogenous growth.



NEDZEHIIERT S

s BERREBICEDWTEETHMDERINAES

*Lé

« HIIRIIZEE T HRIRETEITAILY - ME— K&D
hiiEOEENREEFRRZTEL=-6LD5

« CHNEEIL, EfEHhIc ﬁ)é)ﬁﬁﬂbiﬁﬁﬁ'h

HTIEELDTITEL, BAWIZHET BIC
[FZ/NETEHEHOHATICEH TILES.




The post-urban world

* Thesis — antithesis — synthesis:
e Rural = thesis
 Urban = antithesis

* Synthesis = A world where the urban-rural
dichotomy has ceased to exist; with city-
regions integrating the close rural areas and

the rest is “nothing” — a post-urban world

The concept “post-rural” already exists (see e.g. (Murdoch & Pratt 1993;
Hopkins 1998; Halfacree 2009)
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General consequences for the
metropolitan city-regions

* Import of knowledge, new combinations of
knowledge and production of new knowledge
make large city-regions global innovation hubs

* Large city-regions are the most diversified
places in the world, but do they have a need
to specialize their knowledge production?
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Internal consequences for the
metropolitan city-regions

Growth by extension through improved regional
transportation infrastructure

Growth by densification within the existing region

The regional core-periphery relationship is replaced
by several cores of different size and peripheries of
different density (monocentricity becomes
polycentricity)

Increased importance of internal transportation
Specialization within the city-region
Increased importance of “creative neighborhoods”
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External consequences for the
metropolitan city-regions

Increased interaction and exchange with and
dependency on other city-regions

Increased international interaction and exchange
with and dependency on city-regions in other
countries

Increased importance of external transportation

A hierarchic city-system where dependency
upwards is stronger than at the same level or
lower levels
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Challenges for the metropolitan
city-regions

* Increased need for intraregional, interregional
and international transportation: How to
achieve fossil free transportation?

* City-regions are not only centers for
knowledge, creativity and culture, but also for
crime, corruption and conflicts. How to create
good and safe social environments and social

justice?
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In the non-metropolitan regions

Similar processes on a smaller scale:

" Concentration of people and activities to the
region center and its surroundings — thinning
out of outer smaller centers and countryside

" The region centers increasingly dependent on
connections with metropolitan regions — less
dependent on their own regions
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Prospects for non-metropolitan
regions in the post-urban world?

* Where does the growth threshold start?
Which population size is needed for
endogenous growth? Can some of them
become metropolitan regions?

* Below this threshold, only sufficient demand
from the metropolitan regions can generate
growth processes

* Various forms of tourism seem to be the only
growth engine for non-metropolitan growth



RART— N\ HRIZETA
JERETHIBORE(L?

¢ [k <9 D=0 HWEGZLEVMEITEDIERE
M BIXEREDOEOHICHEL ANORE

[FEDLGNHA? W DD D IERERT L KER
M HIE 272 Y 1§ 5 HV?

« COLESMELY/NSLMIEDIGE, KERT

NN+ REFEICEKO>TOHRE
RBErEAHITCENTES

 BRRIGHATOY—) X LAFFRERTH HE:
I2HETHHE—DREKENELGYFS

,<||||
3

ol




Thank you for your
attention!
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