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Abstract:

The CBD is an urban model which emerged from the 19" century capitalist United States and then was diffused to
the rest of the Western world, supported by the functionalist architectural ideal and state-led urban planning. Its
demise began in the United States from the first half of the 20" century and it was threatened in Europe by the
reconfiguration of the neoliberal state. However, there was a resurgence of CBDs in global cities, where they are
directly embedded in the flows of global financial capitalism, embodying the new topographies created by the
urbanisation of global capital.

The planning of contemporary CBDs has been branded as a strategic tool to foster growth, but they have often
been built in isolation from their local surroundings, leading to the development of two-tier cities, were
inequalities are growing, reinforced by the neo-liberal approach to planning. CBDs have become a very profitable
model for developers and a very efficient system for multinational corporations of the FIRE sector — central and
linked to traditional powers, connected to fast communication networks, accessible worldwide. However, the risks
and, for some, the innate unfairness of this model has been clearly highlighted by numerous critical approaches of
the city. In this essay, we have tried to follow a common thread running through these studies and show how
CBDs are at the forefront of the demise of public realm and public ownership of space. Through what their private
owners allow and forbid, as well as through their “ambient qualities” they do not sustain a democratic experience
of the city, or a common social and spatial project.

The photographic essay gives an account of the extent of these processes in the main “global cities” but it also
displays some processes of CBDisation in secondary cities, especially in the European context. We have illustrated
how the landscapes found in central areas of globalisation became a standard for the design of cities, large or
small, central or standing on the margins of globalisation. Thus, the pictures show not only the branding of major
cities around the urban forms produced within the CBD but also how some distinctive features of the
contemporary CBD, such as iconic architecture or tall buildings, are instrumented by secondary or minor cities to
convey images of urban dynamism. In doing so, those distinctive features act as powerful cultural norms on the
production of the current built environment.

Le CBD est un modéle urbain qui a émergé a partir du 19éme siecle et s'est diffusé depuis les villes Nord-
Américaines dans le reste du monde Occidental, soutenu par l'architecture et I'urbanisme fonctionnaliste et
l'urbanisme de I'Etat centraliste. Son déclin a commencgé dans la premiére moitié du 20éme siécle aux Etats-Unis,
alors qu'en Europe, il fut provoqué par la reconfiguration de I'Etat, dans sa forme néolibérale. Cependant, nous
avons assisté a une résurgence du CBD dans les villes globales, ou ces quartiers s'inscrivent dans les dynamiques de
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circulation du capitalisme financier globalisé, figurant de nouvelles topographies et paysages de |'urbanisation de
ces capitaux.

L'aménagement des CBDs contemporains a été publicisée comme un outil stratégique pour stimuler la croissance
économique, mais au prix d'un isolement morphologique des quartiers adjacents, amenant a la création de villes
duales, ol les inégalités s'intensifient, accentuées par une approche néolibérale de I'aménagement. Les CBDs sont
devenus des modéles trés profitables pour les promoteurs immobiliers et des systémes trés efficaces pour les firmes
multinationales du secteur des FIRE (finance, immobilier, assurance).

Dans cet article, nous avons essayé de suivre un fil conducteur commun aux différentes publications relatives a ce
sujet et de montrer comment les CBDs sont a I'avant-poste de la disparition de I'espace public et de son
appropriation collective. A travers I'étude de ce que les propriétaires privés autorisent et interdisent, mais
également a travers les "ambiances" qu'ils créent ces espaces ne permettent plus une expérience démocratique de
la ville ou un projet socio-spatial commun.

L'essai photographique rend compte de |'extension de ces projets dans les principales "villes mondiales" mais
montre également des exemples de CBDisation dans des villes secondaires, en particulier en Europe. Il illustrent
comment les paysages construits dans les centres urbains de la mondialisation contemporaine sont devenus un
standard pour la conception des villes, y compris des villes moyennes situées en périphéries des dynamiques du
capitalisme globalisé. Ainsi, les photographies montrent a la fois la reconstruction identitaire des principaux centres
urbains autour des formes urbaines propres aux CBDs et comment certains traits distinctifs de ce CBD
contemporain, comme l'architecture iconique et les tours sont instrumentalisés par ces centres urbains secondaires
ou mineurs pour transmettre une image de dynamisme urbain. Ce faisant, ces traits distinctifs agissent comme des
normes culturelles puissantes pesant sur l'actuelle production de I'environnement urbain.

The central theme chosen for the festival was @eBuisiness Districts,e. the unique area of
massive concentration of activities and focus lierpolarization of capital, economic and
financial activities in cities. Writers have anagsthese areas, also known as downtown or
financial districts, in various ways. Its growthdatkelimitation have been studied by economic
geographers such as R. Murphy and J. Vance (19%djeas J. Goddard (1968) analysed the
spatial organisation of the City of London. At tihetropolitan level, urban historians (Jackson
1985; Fogelson 2001) assessed the competition betteeritories in urban America, stressing
the importance of power relations between the downtarea and the suburbs, which gained

more and more economic autonomy from the 1920s.

Being new landscapes of poweEBDs embody the capital accumulation which totace in
American city centres during the Industrial Revioiot Then, the American downtown area
started to decline in favour of a polycentric lacajse of economic accumulation embedded in

the Los Angeles model, where the CBD became mditesdd. However, globalization of

%In the new era of capital reinvestment in the eendowntown emerges as a key luminal space. uitisiitally, its
redevelopment straddles public and private poweually, the redevelopment process eliminates aoriporates
the segmented vernacular into a landscape of pof@ekin 1991, 95).



financial businesses resulted in a rejuvenatioteotral business districts in global cities from
the 1980s. It provided the opportunity for manyeseshers to examine the changes brought
about by globalization in central areas of citl®gbsequently, S. Sassen (2008) challenged the
landscape dichotomy inherited from the models ofdod Chicago and made the case for
“reassembling the urban” through “repositioningtbatea-specific constraints and visual orders
as intermediary variables”; in other words, shetes/the reader to assess critically those
dispersed and agglomerated urban environmentsghriie study of the underlying economic
dynamics which produce and support them.

Drawing on this stimulating approach, this papet photographic essay attempt to assess the
legibility of the contemporary central businesgrilis and the extent of its homogenisation. The
purpose of the essay is to underscore some visdad@cial features of those unusual spaces in
different global and not-so global cities. This paplso intends to investigate the current
evolutions of CBDs which raise issues about howctirgemporary city is developed along with
its opaque understanding of who is eligible to eigmee it. In particular, it addresses the
processes of displacement caused by the expanstbe oreation of CBDs, the transformation
of public space in European CBDs and what we hdewrtified as a process dbdisationin

secondary cities and peripheral areas.
Planned and unplanned: a retro-manifesto for the CB?

The origins of the CBD€entral Business Districts are now a very comnaature of many
metropolises throughout the world. It has develogidly over the last twenty years, and cities
have witnessed a significant number of new busidesscts being built. Originating in

industrial America, it is often associated with generic space of the American downtown: a
place which was first a business district, “higbbmpact, extremely concentrated, largely
depopulated” (Fogelston, 2001) and valued at peaks This area attracted most of the

American urban population either for work, shoppangntertainment.

What about EuropeRfter the Second World War, Central Business [ittrbecame an
essential feature of planning in many Europeae<itModernist principles with the separation of
functions in urban planning became highly influehtContrary to its American equivalent,

European CBDs were strongly supported by the cestate, at a time when state-led



development of capital cities was common in EurdjaeDéfenseon the outskirts of Paris, is a
significant example of this process: a state-ofdheplanned business district or “quartier
d’affaires”. It was built in great respect of modist architecture and functionalist urban
planning: concretdallesfor pedestrian routes, concrete buildings to accodate different state
administrations, and a certain sense of monuménthliough the staging of th@rande Arche

which echoes thArc de Triomphe

The literature about the history of this distrippaars most of the time to be focused on the
institutional framework and its evolution, or higtits the technical aspects of this bold
modernist statement. However, the evaluation ottral state policies regarding the dwellers
aroundLa Défenseells a different story. As J. Gardin (2006) mens it in its study of the
western margins of the Parisian metropolis, theéraéstate considered the slums of Nanterre
useful as long as they were fostering the workdrs were actually buildinga DéfenseBut

when the National Liberation Front of Algeria, frammere the majority of the residents of the
slum originated, started to organise politicallg glum-dwellers, a process that led to the
demonstration of 1961. Not only did the state trohkheir relocation all over the metropolis and
cleared the slums to provide better housing camuhtto a population it had barely given
attention so far, but it also helped to control Bnebk the political links that emerged in these

places.

What makes the CBD central'he Centrality of CDBs has resulted in the con@itn of

capital -economic, human and social- shaped bgpams systems. This centrality has been the
result of market forces and the play of politicaiyer. Without the huge amounts of public
money poured into infrastructure development, aseab as Canary Wharf ba Défenseould

not have developed in the way they.dMother example of the role of political power in
creating centrality to foster the growth of senvilwgustries within a purpose-built area is that of
Stockholm, where political powers in place rebthi existing centre to make room for a CBD.
The City Plan of 1946 brought about a time of egtezdemolition of the inner city to increase
vehicular traffic and helped the construction @& tity subway, sparking a wave of protests
among local residents who opposed the destrucfitireaexisting local communities. Following
the theoretical framework suggested by D. Harvé®g$), we can see these investments in urban

infrastructure as both contemporary instanceskKe#ynesian system of debt-financed



infrastructural urban improvements and part ofratsgy for infrastructure development required

under the contemporary coercive regime of urbanpetition.
From the 1980s and onwards: CBDs in the globalarfinancial capitalism

Having been the result of a set of state-drivenmulag actions in Europe, CBDs in North
America followed a different path after the Secdvdrld War. Challenged by the growth of
edge cities, urban sprawl and a new spatial orgéiniz of urban labour markets within city
regions (Scott 2001; Dear 2002), central CBDs dedibetween the Second World War and
1980s. The urban modalla Chicago was seen as specific to the growth ot¢meres of
industrial America whereas the dispersed LA modes wlentified as the spatial outcome of the

growth of services and knowledge-based economies.

Following the successive financial market deregutapolicies, the growth of financial services,
from the late 1970s led to the expansion of theatial footprint within urban central areas
during the 1980s. Various studies have shown tip@itance of proximity and networking in the
exercise of these types of activitgonsequently, they tend to organise in spatigters. In this
process of expansion of clustered financial adtigjtCBDs became central again. How did this
process affect urban fabrics? The financial integnded to the expansion of FIRE
(finance/insurance/real estate) industries in CBdliker in purpose built developments such as
Canary Wharf or th€hamartinarea in Madrid, or historical financial, commet@a
administrative districts rebuilt around those atitg, such as the City in LondyriheTriangle

d’or in Paris orLa Défense

Securitization of debt and availability of capiteder the last thirty years has led to massive
investment in the built environment, describedtas ‘Urbanization of capital” by D. Harvey
(1985), who developed H. Lefebvre’s theme of thectsdary circuit of capital”. According to
D. Harvey,surplus of capital produced in the primary cirafitcommodity production flows into

the built environment. Therefore, investment e tbuilt environment is undertaken not only

* On the patterns of communication among elite bemkethe City of London and the importance of femdace
meetings, formal and informal, in the circulatidnirdormation, see Aeron Davis, “Media effects dhd active elite
audience: a study of communications in the Londonksexchangeiuropean Journal of communicatic2005,
20(3), pp. 303-326.

°For a detailed account of the impact of the develemt of finance on the urban environment, see Bumtl
Whimster (1992) and Fainstein (2001)



for use-value reasons, but also for purelyrfaial reasons. In this context, CBDs and their
expanding office markets become a financial prodlice predictable outcome of this evolution
was a series of booms and busts since the 198@l§mgsn a more volatile real estate market.
Competition to service the world economy resultethvestment in global infrastructures to deal
with material and immaterial flows of goods andvsass and allow capitalism to physically
expand. Singapore epitomizes this associatioma@eis a node for both global finance and Asian
financial flows — the island has three CBDs - artoh one of the main hubs for container

traffic.

CBDs and their urban context
Linkages?

In the first three global cities, CBDs are the hefithe working metropolfs Shinjuku station, in
Tokyo, is the busiest transport node in the wosldere 500 000 commuters meet every day. In
London, coming from the whole South-East regiorf) 800 people commute on a daily basis to
reach their workplace in the City, and this commgpopulation is growing, despite criticism
coming from architects, planners and environmestialivho have shown the unsustainability of
this pattern. Recent economic and demographic sren@entral London contrast sharply with
the assumption of a dispersal of economic actwitiethe wider metropolitan region, even if we
have witnessed over the last decades a procegxehialization of administrative procedures
carried out to produce financial and business sesviTherefore, although routine occupations
have been decentralised to peripheral areas, ctvatien and clustering of top-level
headquarters functions increased in many CBDsaSseh (2008), among others, examined how
“the evidence shows that globalized firms and geatontain both agglomeration and dispersal
moments in their spatial organization”, leadingtoincrease in the spatial concentration of
certain activities in the CBD. As a result, everwie might agree with the claim tHate need a

radical change from the assumptions on which tbkitacture of cities in the nineteenth and

® To visualize commuting pattern to Wall Street i¥f Bee:http://hairycow.name/commute_map/map.html#to: 10005
[28 February 2011]. Manhattan’s CBD is still theahteof the working metropolis. In this case, 45%taf working
population of the metropolitan area is located imithmiles of its CBD.




twentieth century was basélive also need to bear in mind the current procesfses

agglomeration within CBDs and the built-up envir@mnthey produce.
Exclusion/replacement/displacement

Promoting international and then globalized corfeachitectural style, these districts are often
built without any sensitivity to the local architeral context. Th&€hamartinarea, in the north

of Madrid, is a prime example of this processo#térs four new towers designed by architects
of international fame, which echoes the style foimthe two London financial districtsBut
looking at CBDs from their margins, we can expeceethe stark contrast to their surroundings.
The area of Spitalfields epitomizes this juxtapositand the threat of the expansion of the CBD,
especially if we bear in mind the future developtr&rCrossrail and its consequences on the
local urban, social and economic fabric. In thisegahe arguments presented by the various
groups heard during the campaign against the aani&tn of Whitechapel statidmprovide the
basis for realizing how the local social networkdtin marginalized areas are directly
threatened when these areas are (re)connectedréostnategic places; in other words, when
exchange value outstrips use value. The buildingisfmajor infrastructure may eventually lead
to the redevelopment of the sites surrounding thigos and might bring about a new
Docklands-like area, or at least, a new urban enwirent of built-in gentrification, something
similar to what could be found in the redevelopneithe banks of the Thames, studied by
Loretta Lees (2005).

The eviction of local communities caused by theamgion of the CBD is a controversial issue.
The case ofa Défenséhas proved emblematic in the last few years. UWatiently, Paris second

business district, located on the margins of tiséohical centre, was a relatively and a unusually

"This claim was made by the former head of the gechire firm DEGW, one of the main designers aikérs of
office space in CBDsttp://www.urban-age.net/10_cities/01_newYork/ @sthewYork LM+WP_quotes.html
[28 February 2011]. It was made on the assumpkiah“co-location and synchrony no longer correspaith the
realities of these [global] businesses”, whichrtygartially true when we consider the currentalyrics of
agglomeration within CBDs.

8 Indeed, the City of London has consecrated a el ktyle from the 1980s that went global and beca
extremely influential: the corporate high-tech efyhich is made of apparent structures, somethiaigmight be
seen as metaphor for the role of the building®eal linfrastructures connected to the hyperspagtobilised
capitalism.

°For a detailed account of the consequences ofehestation see the audition of petioners agairespthject,
which can be read &ttp://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200607select/cmcross/235/6012401.htm
[28 February 2011].




mixed CBD, boasting 180,000 workers with no legs1tB0,000 inhabitants, housed in both
private et socially rented accommodations. The,diteeamany others in Inner Paris (Clerval,
2008), had experienced gentrification led by yoprgfessionals working in other parts of the
capital, but social housing maintained a relativiélerse population. However, the recent
inclination of the authority responsible for plamgiin La DéfensdEPADESA) to revitalise the
business district leads to a strategic revisiolocdl land uses. Thelan de Relance 2015ased
on the restructuring of existing towers and theevatbpment of prime sites to provide 4,7
million square feet of office space was launcheith fanfare by Nicolas Sarkozy and political
figures from EPADESA in 2005. Among the numerougsskaper projects, one of the most
iconic is the Foster designed Hermitage Towers,ttwn high-rises to be built on the site of 250
socially rented homes. The project is highly comgrsial on two grounds: firstly, luxury housing
and hotel rooms will replace accommodations for io@ome households and secondly, these
very people are in the process of being displaseaxdhier part of town. This is exemplifying a
renewed planning and political tradition of theaavéhere national ambitions are overarching
local needs and conditions. On the opposite, irs&els, the creation of a new CBD, around
international political activities, did not leadaamassive eviction of the local residential
population. In fact, M. Van Criekingen (2009) haswn how the gentrification and
displacement happening in the inner city of Brusseds driven by young single professionals
rather than members of the international elite waykn the European District who rather reside

in the old South bourgeois neighbourhoods. .
New spaces of consumption and the transformatigublicness

In Europe, the trend is now to encourage the difiegion of CBDs, mainly with commercial
and recreational functions. European CBDs are ther@ot only spaces dedicated to work but
also spaces of consumption.Ua Défensethe CNIT, one of the landmark buildings which had
been built during the first phase of the projedbéoan exhibition space for the French industry,
was recently turned into a shopping mall, whenRhagsian CBD was being rebranded as a
“‘commercial district”. In Berlin, Potsdamer Platashbeen hugely transformed around the Sony

Centre and the commercial area of Artkaden

The accessibility and uses of open spaces in thepwdis has been an enduring issue of

contemporary critical thought about cities. In tbisitext, the redevelopment of Potsdamer Platz



in Berlin triggered a debate in Europe about taéustof these kinds of new collective spaces
and their degree of “publicness”. R. Sennett cothedexpression “dead public space” (1974)
after the study of street level plazas, a recuri@agure of twentieth-century CBDs. This feature
characterizes an ideal of efficiency within CBDsamhpublic spaces are merely places to go
through. Since the 1990s, the subject was elaliblgteseveral studies on the politics of
exclusion in public space (Mitchell 1995), its @iization and the intrusion of the market into
the public realm (Davis 1990). The process of ediclg some parts of the public can be obvious,
through fences, barriers and doors, which are lysipal signs of privatization and urban
closure. But it acts as well in a more subtle manBpace can be physically open but privately
managed through specific rules and procedures wxiclude certain practices. This subset of
rules constrains collective behaviour in a morériets/e way than the laws framing the use of
publicly owned spaces. Gatherings for protestscemonstrations, for example, are restritted

Moreover, as mentioned in the case of plazas [§eRnett, architecture and planning can
strongly induce distinctive uses of space. Drawinghe specific example of the Sony Centre,
which stands on Potsdamer Platz, J. Allen (2006)oegs the way exclusion is produced “not
through electronic surveillance technologies orsoute-bound logic imposed from above, but
through theexperienceof the space itself, through ésnbientqualities”. He goes on to describe
how, trough the organisation of the open publicspés staging, the views it offers, planners
and developers are shaping a public space thatdeslthe part of the public that uses it for
shopping and entertainment, as much as it exclindeest of the public, which is denied any
sense of ownership: “power works in less than alwivay, through a logic of inclusion rather

than exclusion”.
Architectural stereotypes: mimicking the CBD and pinocess of CBDisation of urban places

One of the main features of the contemporary eimiutf the built environment of the CBDs is

the trend that has been called “iconic archite€tuoenicity is defined as the characteristic

9For a recent account of what is allowed in opengutalic space in London, see Dolan Cummings, “Howlic
is public space”Blueprint 2009,281, pp.44-52. The recent “protesting tafrTower Hamlets Uncut in Canary
Wharf demonstrates that gathering for politicalgmse within the CBD is not forbidden within thigar but very
closely supervised by the Police. Along with theecaf the G20 protests, the example shows hovsgheiaround
public space in CBDs is twofold: first, we needassess the extent to which the right to publichvslour
discontent is allowed in these areas and secoark th a case for assessing the way those praestinches are
policed and how policing techniques such as “kegtliare a way to limit the right to demonstrate.



attributed to some buildings that are “both famang have symbolic/aesthetic significance for

those in and around architecture and/or some sectibthe general public” (Sklair 2005).

Until the second part of the twentieth century icip'' was, apart from the specific case of the
United-States, related to civic and religious binid, “largely driven by those who controlled

the state or religion (often together)”(Sklair, 3)0From the end of the &entury, although

the creation of architectural icons was not retddo central areas of CBDs and happened to be
designed in various contexts, iconic high-rises adten to be found in the CBDs landscapes,
first in America, then in Europe, culminating witike Gherkin one of the most cited examples

of iconic buildings. In the global era, as L. SKIE005) puts it, “iconic architecture tends to be
driven by the transnational capitalist class indbgporate interest and much more in the context

of the culture-ideology of consumerism than wawioesly the case”.

Cities are branding or re-branding themselves tjinaoonic high rise architecture. This trend
has been instrumented during the last ten yeac#typynarketers, be they developers, planners,
architects, or politicians to advertise promotelgiamism and change in cities. A visual
companion to the global city rhetoric, this arctitee has been widely supported in some cities,

London being one of the most striking examples.

As Gutman (1988), quoted by Sklair (2005) illustgtthe commaodification of architectural
culture, of which the starchitect is a facet, iSrmportant factor in extending the public of these

architectural operations of mass communication:

“By the late 1980s, 25-30 museums in the US haditapt architectural collections,
major publishers like MIT Press, Rizzoli and Pritacehad expanding architectural
programmes, and there were other manifestatiotfseeafommodification of architecture
and architects...As Gutman concludes: ‘There has begemmendous expansion in

opportunities to consume architectural culture dkerlast few decades’ (1988: 93).”

This trend has been picked up by cities arounamvibréd, including secondary economical
centres. We have noticed a proces€BDisationthrough architectural gimmicks echoing

contemporary corporate architecture. The casesveffhool and Barcelona are very significant.

™ This part is greatly indebted to the work of LesSiklair (2005, 2006) whose research focused oretagons
between iconic architecture, globalisation andetmergence of the transnational capitalist class.
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In Liverpool, the city has tried to rebuild its lnmss centre around new office-like buildings.
But they are actually residential developments toatvey a rather different message than local
business renewal: the West Tower developer deliviére project just before the property bubble
burst in 2008 and has since struggled to sell ##flhts of this 40-storey tower- Liverpool’s
tallest building. In Barcelona, local authorities attempting to boost economic growth on the
fringes of the metropolis, in the district of PoRiaa, I'Hospitalet de Llobregat, a former
industrial district. In this case, the architecttire local authorities have encouraged directly
draws on the architecture of the iconic high-riséding of the contemporary CBD in a rather

striking contrast and a deliberate opposition ®ldcal built environment.

Conclusion

The CBD is an urban model which emerged from tHeckhtury capitalist United States and
then was diffused to the rest of the Western waighported by the functionalist architectural
ideal and state-led urban planning. Its demise magée United States from the first half of the
20" century and it was threatened in Europe by thenféguration of the neoliberal state.
However, there was a resurgence of CBDs in glolias¢cwhere they are directly embedded in
the flows of global financial capitalism, embodyittg new topographies created by the

urbanisation of global capital.

The planning of contemporary CBDs has been braadexstrategic tool to foster growth, but
they have often been built in isolation from tHetal surroundings, leading to the development
of two-tier cities, were inequalities are growinginforced by the neo-liberal approach to
planning. CBDs have become a very profitable méatedlevelopers and a very efficient system
for multinational corporations of the FIRE sectarentral and linked to traditional powers,
connected to fast communication networks, accessiblldwide. However, the risks and, for
some, the innate unfairness of this model has bleanly highlighted by numerous critical
approaches of the city. In this essay, we haed to follow a common thread running through
these studies and show how CBDs are at the forefifidhe demise of public realm and public

ownership of space. Through what their private awadow and forbid, as well as through their
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“ambient qualities” they do not sustain a democrakiperience of the city, or a common social

and spatial project.

The photographic essay gives an account of theneafehese processes in the main “global
cities” but it also displays some processe€BDisationin secondary cities, especially in the
European context. We have illustrated how the leagkss found in central areas of globalisation
became a standard for the design of cities, largenall, central or standing on the margins of
globalisation. Thus, the pictures show not onlylirending of major cities around the urban
forms produced within the CBD but also how somémtitive features of the contemporary
CBD, such as iconic architecture or tall buildinge instrumented by secondary or minor cities
to convey images of urban dynamism. In doing soseéhdistinctive features act as powerful

cultural norms on the production of the currenttienvironment.
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