NEOLIBERALISM

ACRITICAL URBANIST LOOKS AT THE GLOBAL CITY

DOUG YOUNG

In 1975 Do

2 Young fulfilled a bovhood dream and graduated from the University of Toronto with a bachelor’s degree

inarchitecture, In those days the program, born in the 19605, was open ended, student centered
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thing hard o magine at big institutions today, But his first day at his first job was one of the most depressing

and was nothing like what he imagined architecture 1o be. A few vears later he drifted away from architecture and into

urban planning, first for the city of Toronto, then for a nonprofit housing organization, and finally as a teacher

1 studies and planning ar York Universiny, is finishing his Ph.D.. and is working at the Cin

Institute, a recently established research center at York (www.vorku.ca/ciny) where people in all

e different departments

doing urban-related studies can connect with each other. He's also a member of Planning Action, a radi rraup of archi

lanners, and concerned citizens that believes that AT has more to do with the retention and presers

traditional neighborhoods (and their residents) than with rubberstamping expensive development projects (see

DESIGNER hilder, July/August 20065, In a conversation from his base at York University, Young shaned with us the journe,

he has taken from neophyte architect

planner and critica

DESIGNER /builder: How did your disillusionment with There’s an architect in Britain named Edward
ditional architecture unfol Cullinan whose work 1 like, 've met him a few times

DOUG YOUNE: The first day on the job 1 was He sa

given a plan for a piece of p

il of all the graduates of architecture programs
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clever arrangeme

Ider in giant offices. | felt

for wealthy people and houses for poor people, At like: part of the fodder, given tiny, boring, minute

the end of the « I showed it 1o my boss, who said tasks, I worked for small offices with neurotic rela
verv nicely, “This is not how development takes tionships among the staff and the boss. 1 found it ven
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was not going 1o happen and the streer plan was oo than others. One firm did social housing, and that

unusual. There was a template to follow that I wasn't was kind of fun, except as the junior 1 think the most !

aware of and if vou were going to do that kind of exciting thing [ was given was (o come up with some |
work vou | 0 fo the template. 1 remember decorative brickwork for this apartment building
going home absolutely devastared. All those vears | | was getting sick of what appeared to me to be

had dreamed of being an architect and it all came the rale of architects in fa 12 how citie

dlown o satisfying some market idea of what hous- built and what thev looked like. 1

ing should be like. As I worked for other architects | friend who worked for a practice where the partner

became increasingly disenchanted once asked him o come into his office and said, “I
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resally want vou to spend a long time designing this
hig building, I want you to spend a whole day onit.”
And I think thar's pretty typical. It's just product.

5o left the last firm thar Tworked forand did a bit
of Ireelance work with a friend. Six months later T was
hirec by the city of Toronto planning department 1o be
a kind of architectural support to the other people
who were trained as planners. It had dawned on them
that here were planners reviewing projects and archi-
tectural drawings and they had no idea how to even
read a drawing, making it very difficult to comment
and negotiate. I was lucky in that it was 1979, the tail
end of the most progressive era in municipal planning
in Toroneo that had been instituted in the early 19705,
The city was very much into having neighborhood
satellive offices away from city hall and citizens
involved in the planning process. In the city that was
then about 700,000 peaple, at one point there were
thirteen satellite planning offices ourside of city hall.
That was one affice for every 0,000 to 60,000 people.
When L arrived there were five, Now, in the city, which

People in their neighborhoods and some plan-
ners started to understand that planning is not a
science. It is political; it is contested. And there
are different ways of knowing a city and different
ways of thinking about planning.
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i5 ahout 2,6 million, there are a toeal of four. In the eady
days, they were all engaged in coming up with new offi-
cial neighborhood plans, and they truly believed they
should be out there talking to people who lived in
those districts and having them be almost equal part-
ners in determining whar was good planning

[ was also lucky in that I became atcached o this
small group of very interesting people who were
pretty much all politically on the lefi, That was part of
the eraas well, This new batch of planners had come
out of the universities in the early 19705 having been
exposced as students to what was a neo-Marxist kind
of radical critique of traditional methods and ideas
about planning.

Dfb: Can vou talk about what this philosophy lookerd
like, this critque?

BY: Flanning had been considered a rational science
where planning experts knew everything about
everything in a city and made wise decisions.
Beginning in the late 19605 and early 19705, some

planning activists and theorists began to critique this
view: People in the streets in the 19605 in the United
Stares and Canada knew that that approach o plan-
ning had not delivered the good city it had promised.
There still were lots of problems. Peaple in their
neighborhoods and some planners started o under-
stand thar planning is not a science. 1t is political; it is
contested And there are different ways of knowing a
city and different ways of thinking about planning,

S0 Twent to work with this group of planners. It
wais very exciting and I had fun. I thought what T was
doing was goodd work. [ was working in the public sec-
tor for the benefit of the peaple of Toronto, [ thought
[ could help produce a better city. But even though
we saw ourselves as working with the people and for
the people, we still were technocrats who just gave
professional expert advice to politicians who would
decide on things, | remember one councilor called
those of us who would be working in his part of the
city down o his office and said, “ITwant to make it very
clear. This is my ward, T don’t want any of vou to think
that you're some kind of advocate planner stirring
things up out there. This is my part of the city, and
what happens h

e will be what [ want to happen
here," Another time I went to a public meering with a
councilor who, as we walked in, turned to me and
asked, "Whar do I think abour this project?”

S0 1 became increasingly frustrated with my
inability to actually effect any kind of real change. 1
would produce reports that went nowhere, or 1
would give advice to developers. A developer would
come in with a proposal, Twould look at the draw-
ings and say, "I think you should make these
changes.” He would go away and do them, and then 1
thought, okay, what I've really just done is made it
sasier for this guy o sell these apartments or to rent
this space. T've just helped him make more money. T
became really troubled again by this role of merely
being a support o private-sector development. And
even though 1 was now operating from the puhblic
sector, Iwas just reacting to these developments that
came in through the door, but couldn’ on my own
initiare what I thought would be something goad for
the city. 3o 1 decided in 1984 10 take some time out, 1
went to England to study planning, thinking T really
wanted a deeper, theoretical understanding of what
planning’s role is or could be in a capitalist society:

Dbz Wby clidd vou go to England?

DY: | was really eaper to have an experience outside
of Canada. It was a choice herween MILT. and The
Architectural Association (AA) in London. | decided
to go to another continent, The AA was founded in
the 1840 in the spirit of independent thinking. Ir's
generally known as an important school of architec-
ture, and at the time it also had a very small graduate
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planning program. It was taught entirely by extreme-
Iy radical critics of planning and critics of capitalism.
It was a brilliant, wonderful experience

D/b: Whar did you come away with?
BY: A very clear, radicalized understanding of the
role of planning in a capitalist sociery. [ saw that the
stare’s role is to assist in accumulation and legitima-
tion to help capitalists continue to thrive, It does
things like establish a legal svstem and a banking svs-
tem so that the capitalist system in general doesn’t
dissolve into toal chaos, It enforces contracts and it
sets rules about banking, etc. It also gets involved in
planning citics where capitalists operate. A Marxist
wiould sav this is a svstem that is inherently unequal,
coercive, and hierarchical. 1t's a system that treats a
lot of people very poorly. And so planning, in sup-
porting this system, also treats people very different-
ly; it assists in the enrichment of some people and
the impoverishment of others

Ihe legitimation function of government is 10
make people think that even though the system is
inherently unegual in the distribution of benefits
across sociery, iU's not such a bad life afrer all and
maybe one day they, too, will be able to move out to
the suburbs to a new house, Government OCcasion-
ally makes concessions to poor and working-class
people. It will open a daycare center in a poor neigh-
borhood or call public meetings to discuss planning
proposals, giving people the illusion that their voice

matters in the planning process

Dib: What did you do after you got your planning
dlegres?

DY: When | came back, 1 made the mistake of going
back to my old job. I'd taken a leave of absence
rather than quitting, because 1 think 1 was just afraid.
But I was even more frustrated now because [ was
this radicalized planner. Yer how could I speak those
words of a radical planning critique within the
bureaucracy of a huge planning department. It was
very difficult. I more or less kept it all inside me, But
when I reviewed a planning application, [ was very

explicit in my own mind abour who would win and

who would lose, who was going to benefit if this was
approved, and how could we possibly change this o

benefit different people or more people?

Db Were vou able to make a difference?

IO¥: 11 one neighborhood Tworked on an issue where
huilders had illegally created tiny apartment units that
were known locally as bachelorettes. A studio apart-
ment in Toronto is called a bachelor apartment and
these were even smaller. Topically somebody got a
building permit to put an addition onto an old house

and create a rooming house with maybe thirty rooms.
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In a rooming house vou could either have a bathroom
or a kitchen attached to vour room, but not both
They would generally show drawings with the bath-
room and then sneak in a litde kitchen. There were
also questions of bribes. The result was a neighbor-
hood with many buildings comprised of 150-, 200-
stjuare-fool apartment units, with no parking, with no
amenity space within the building for tenants, etc
ut [ felt

Somehow the situation had o be legalized, b
that whatever we did we should not punish the ten
ants, who could not afford to live anywhere else. My
view wias there are IaAny E'Il.'(ll}ll' 1 O S |("I\'.'|:| who
cannot afford even the cheapest product that is legally
produced on the housing market. Either they get help
from government, live in illegally created substandard
housing, or live on the street. It's not their fault. 501
tried to develop a policy that would guarantee at least
a minimum standard of quality housing but do mini-
mum damage to the living situation of the tenants,

We decided to identify those units thar were

below the Ontario Building Code, which I think fora

[Capitalism] is a system that treats a lot of
people very poorly. And so planning, in Sup-
porting this system, also treats people very dif-
ferently; it assists in the enrichment of some
people and the impoverishment of others.

studio apartment is 275 square feet. When people
actually moved our and units became vacant, we then
could combine units to create bigger ones that met the
stancards. In this way we would gradually upgrade the
housing, we would not evict anvone, and we would
minimize the upward creep of the rental coses by keep-
ing units very small, In the end we would ger legalized
housing of at least minimum standard with as few peo-
ple as possible de-housed. 1 felt good about that

Bur I came to realize T was a tiny bureaucrart in
this huge organization. My day-to-day power was o
decide which file in my in-basket would go to the
top, IF an ordinary citizen came in 10 see me to @alk
about how 1o pur an addition of one room on the
hack of his house, I could give him a lot of my time
and be very helpful. [ realized that one power [ had
was knowledge of the system. I could actually read
the zoning bylaws and understand them, make them
comprehensible to an ordinary person, and help
him get through the system.

But 1 also realized that this was no way to have
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any impact on the city in which Tlive. 5o T contacted a
nonprofit organization called the Cooperative
Housing Federarion of Toronto (CHFETY, which in
those days developed nonprofit housing co-ops and
also provided support services to those they had
helped build as well as others. 1just called them and
said, “Twould like to work for you people.”

I equit my job as a city planner in 1989 and went
to work as a project manager at CHFT, They some-
how thought, *Oh great! We have a planner. He'll
cut through all the red mape in the planning process
that we have to go through with all of our projects.”
The late 19808 was a period of really generous finan-
cial support from the provinee and from the federal
government for nonprofic housing. It was very
stressful work because 1 had to deal with privare-
sector builders, private-sector banks, and bureau-
crats in the provincial Ministry of Housing. But at
the end of the process, | saw people move into their
affordable housing units, and it was wonderful. It
brought together my interests in planning, architec-

Do we really think all we need to do is create
some glamour zones downtown, and that's doing
a good job of making a good city? What about the
neighborhoods where most people live? Don't
they deserve good planning?

ture, housing, and public policy. It had been a long
journey from that first day on the job as an architect,
bur I reached a point where 1 was pretty happy with
whart I was doing.

Owver a period of seven years 1 was responsible
for something like 1,000 units of nonprofit housing
being developed. In seven years as a planner, what
did I produce? A lot of reports. In five years on the

jobr as an architect, what did | produce? Some build-
ingrs that I'm not really chrilled o think that T had a
hand in. In seven vears with CHFT 1 produced hous-
ing for prahably 2,500 people, housing that will
probably last a hundred years. So it's like 250,000
person years of housing, And I'm really happy about
that, not in any way to brag about it, but just in terms
of having made or helped create marerial impacts on
the lives of ordinary people.

But in 1995 a radically right-wing provincial gowe
ernment was elected in Onrario, Within a week they
announdced they were canceling all funding for new
social housing construction. Subsidized housing so
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contravened their ideology that the private market
should provide housing and thart ic's the individual’s
responsibility to take care of themselves, to house
themselves. They should not look 1o government. It
wias not government’s business to provide housing,
S0 avear later [ was out of a job,

Today Lsee an absolute crisis in housing afford-
ability in Ontaric. Twenty years ago, homelessness
wias notan encemous problem, Now vou kind of step
over homeless peaple. Tlive in a very middle-class
neighborhoad in the center of the city, and adjacent
to it is a very wealthy neighborhood, My apartment
building looks onto some very nice bits of parkland
with some very dense shrubbery. There are many
homeless people who live there. Thad noidea until 1
moved into this neighborhood. ICs very interesting,
Middle-class people leave my building heading off to
the subway station in the morning, and then you sec
the homeless people moving through the neighbor-
hood. I starred recognizing the homeless people as
my neighbors. 1 would see them shaving in the
ren's room of the food court under the office build-
ing where I take the subway. It's just extracrdinary
the social damage that eight years of radical right-
wing government has done in this province - the
damage it did to the city in terms of levels of poverty,
people sleeping in the street, people begging.

D/b: What is vour critique of Toronto as a new global
city?

BY: While Toronto is going after new-cconomy
knowledge workers, what is it doing abour the old-
economy factory workers, of whom there still are
tens of thousands? Aren't they important 1o the city
af Toronto? Do we really think all we need 1o dois
Creane soime HIHI'II(ILII' SOITES {ll’)l‘-'[][{ﬁ\.‘.']’l_ ;,'II'II'_i |.|'|;,|.E._\'
doing a good job of making a good city? What about
the neighborhoods where most people live? Don’t
they deserve good planning? Don't they deserve
investment in public resources? Don't they deserve
good public transit? Don't they deserve beauriful
parks, libraries, and schiools?

In terms of the new kind of approach 1o plan-
ning, I think it goes back several decades and tries to
de-democratize the planning process. It now is virtu-
ally impossible for an ordinary person to participate
meaningfully in a public planning debate. The new
discourse is all about the idea of heaury and creating
beautiful places. Gone are such things as density or
height lirmits. The idea is all we should care about is
design and whether or not a building “fies,” If a
wirld-famous architect stands up at a public meet-
ing and says, “T believe that my proposal for g seven-
ty-five-story condominium is a heautiful one thar firs
perfectly with this neighborhood,” how does an
ordinary non-expert resident of that neighbarboad
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challenge the opinion of the expert architect? Ir's
impossible. It becomes “he said, she said,” or “in my
opinion and in vour opinion.” and the whole dis-
course is geared to being globally attractive and glob
ally successiul. It's geared toward, “We need build-

ings by Daniel Libeskind and Frank Gehry and any of

these internationally Bamous architects.” How canan

ordinary person, living in a very ordinary house,

stand up and challenge Daniel Libeskind and say, 1

think your building is uglyv?” Who is going to be
believed? I think this has just completely gurred any
kind of democratic process

I tried to get involved in a development propos-
al in the neighborhood where T'was living until abouw
six months ago. [ spoke against it at the public meet
ing and realized as [ was speaking that I couldn™
actually make an argument that would be recognized

as @ solid planning argument against this building.

Linder earlier rules 1 could have, I could have said,

“There is a neighborhood plan that was produced

twenty years ago, after extensive consultation with
the neighborhood that determined that a building
shouldn't be taller than six stories or have a densiny
higher than three times lot area. And this proposal is
for a twenty-two-story building with a density of
nine.” And | asked, “What is the planning rationale
for quadrupling the height and tripling the densio?
But at the same time I was asking those questions |
realized under the new rules it doesn’t matter any

more. You do not have to justify the density or the
height. You just have to make, as the architect and

developer made, an aesthetic argument about this

heing a future landmark and a gateway 1o the neigh-

borhood, and that it supported the city’s policy of

intensification, which is pitched as being how vou
create a sustainable city. It's argued thar you have a
hlack-and-white choice: vou either accept hyper-
intensification in the city or vou produce an unsus-
tainable region of urban sprawl. There's no nuance

to that argument. There's no grav area in between

Dfb: And there's no proof of that.

BY: No, there's no proof, but so far it's been very
successiul for developers and for politicians and
planners who support these views. There is an unbe
lievable wave of intensification in the form of new

condominiums being built in the ciry,

O/b: Do vou think these politicians buy it on some
kind of rational basis or because their pockers are
being filled with campaign donations or whatever it's
called in Canadaz

IY: | think it's a mixture. I think the question of the
donation applics, in fact, more in the outer suburban
municipalities. A professor at York University did a

study of one municipality. He went through all of the
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donations and it was remarkable how many politi-
cians in the outer suburbs are entirely bankrolled by

development industry. [ think in the central city

it's more a belief in the growth machine. It's a belief
that this is good for the city, that investment is good,
development is good. In one sense nothing has
changed. It's the same kind of hoosterist belief thar
we need development and withoue I.II;_".'I.._'-ln.Il":I]II_'I"I Wi

have a crisis. But now it’s seen in a global context

where we're competing with Brussels, we're com
peting with Chicago, we're competing with Hong
wong. We need as many people living here as possi-
Kong. W 1 many people living |

ble. We need wealthy people. We need highly edu

cated people. And we've got 1o give them a g
orous, pizzazey city of glamorous condos and fancy

shopping and world-class cultural facilities or they

W

n’t come here, And if they don't come here, we're

a failure as a city. Thar's driving planning work at the
moment. Although they still go through the motions
of public meetings, etc. I think that kind of democra-
tic, neighborhood-based approach to planning has
heen gutted and replaced by a belief that there is a
global economic imperative and we have o comply

with it orwe dic as a city

|t now is virtually impossible for an ordinary person to
participate meaningfully in a public planning debate.

Dh: Meanwhile, prices go up, services ger cut back,

aces constant financial crisis, and it cannot

the city
afford any of the amenities that its people need.

BY: Absolutely, But it's so contradictory because on
the other hand, there are signs of extraordinan,
wealth and glamour. It speaks o the unevenness
inherent in capitalist development where, as the cin
gets wealthier, it also gets poorer. There are more mil-
lionaires than ever before. In Toronto, vou can read in
the same edition of the local newspaper that more
houses were sold at prices over a million dollars last

year than ever before. Then mirn the page, a

about how more people are sleeping in the streets
This region is growing at an extraordinarily fast rae
and the problems are at the point where they're
almost strangling it

Transportation is impossible, You would think
that the people in the far-out suburhs who drive
everywhere would demand more freeway speed
helts. You would think thar truckers, who carry
evervthing that we use in our daily lives, who are
stuck in traffic jams all dav long, would demand

some action. It takes me an hour, using public tran-
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sit, to travel about ten miles feom downtown to my
university. You'd think that we would have the power
to demand betrer teansit, ¥ou would think that ifa
region wants to be globally competitive, it would
understand that it’s got to move people around from
home o work and back again and allow trucks o
mowve freely. You would think that government
would actually open its checkboolk. But there is such
a political culture here of not raising taxes and of
wanting to spend as lictle money as possible that
apparently senior government is prepared to let six
million peaple choke on their traffic.

We have nowhere to put our garbage, and
presently it's shipped to Michigan, Hundreds of
trucks go down the freeway every day carrving
Toronto's crap to a landfill site outside of Derroit,
Bur Michigan has recently announced that ics going
tor stop that a couple vears fram now. That's a big
issue. We have very serious air pollution problems,

In summer it’s unbelievably bad. We have a crisis in

Ifyou look at planning department websites for
cities around the world they all have the same lan-
guage. It's this fear of footloose capital: if you have
too rigid or too demanding planning regulations,
investors will go and build a shopping mall in anoth-
er city, in another country, on another continent.
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affordahility of housing, You read articles that trum-
pet how much the cost of housing went up last vear,
That's great if you're a developer or a landlord or vou
already own vour own house. But there are 70,000
households waiting for subsidized housing just in
the city of Toronto

Many people have written about the global city
and the dual economy. In the financial district we
have a huge core of giant office towers and the head-
quarters of Canadian banks. Then there's an army of
thousands of minimum-wage workers, many of them
probably illegal, scurryving around delivering things
and cleaning offices and living in crappy basement
apuartments and not able to take their kids 1o the den-
tist. Berween 1995 and 2003 there was a radical right-
wing provincial government that slashed welfare
rates by 20 percent, de-listed services from public
health care, and stopped building any more nonprol-
it housing. Thev also decided they would cut all finan-
cial support to local public trransit systems.

Dfh: Does Toronto impose impact fees?

DY: vos. But then the argument is if we ser ours (oo
high, development will go to the suburbs. There's a
local competition for investment and people
between the city of Toronto with abour 2.6 million
people and the outer suburtsan municipalities where
about 3 million people live.

Therd's also something called Section 37 bene-
fics. In the Cficial Plan, there's a section that says if you
approve a development that in some way exceeds the
zoning bylaws, vou can make up for it with a cash con-
tribution that would then be spent on some kind of
public facility in the neighborhood. Bur the counterar-
gument is that’s just a sort of checkbook planning
where a developer comes in and says okay, how much
o you want? It takes the onus off of government from
having any responsibility for building those social ser-
vices, those libraries, and those improved parks

D/b: Do they actually ever get built, or does that
money just go down the rar hole?

BY: No, they get built, but it seems not 1o be 3 goad
way of making a good city, I went to the opening of
an addition toa wonderful community center down-
town that does wonderful work and has fabulous
programs. But the city councilor, cutting the ribhon
to this addition, said, “Isn't it wonderful that vour
future neighbors have paid for this addition in the
form of the contributions that the developers made
in exchange for permission to build all of these high-
rise condo towers,” And | thought there’s a problem
here. We should be getting this addition without
having to accept this incredible hyper-intensification
of the center of the city

Dib: How is planning viewed roday?
BY: There is a general belicf that government
should step back and allow the market more free-
dom. In the 1950s, 19605, and into the early 19708,
while working within the context of a capitalist soci-
ety government saw that it could have an active role
in producing good cities and good nations and that it
should suppaort individuals in terms of social welfare
who could then go out into the market and buy a
house or buy a car or buy clothing or whatever.
Lthink since the 19705, there's been a global shift
away from that to this fear thart if you over-regulate
investment will go somewhere else. Production is so
global and so Aexible thar companies will, if they don't
like your regulations, just pick up and move some-
where else, 1f you look at planning department web-
sives for cities around the wordd they all have the same
language. It's this fear of footloose capital: if vou have
ton rigicdd or too demanding planning regulations,
investors will go and build a shopping mall in another
city, in another country, on another continent.
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Toronta is completely caught up in the whole
discourse of global economic competitiveness and
sees itself competing for investment with every
major American urban region and every major
region around the world, The discourse is: we need
o attract new-economy knowledge workers who
can relocate 1o anywhere in the world, so we have to
produce an exciting and attractive city for them. In
the past, government saw that it had an intervention-
ist role to play in producing a good city, Now, in
terms of planning, the rale is to completely loosen
up regulations to make it easier than ever to build a
glamorous, fifty-story condo tower or an office build-
ing, todraft a new official plan that encourages more
development than ever, and to cloak it all under the
guise of creating a sustainable and green city,

D/b: W impact has this had on existing neighbor-
hoods?

BY: Now we have a different provincial government
that is somewhat less conservative. There is 4 pro-
gram called the Neighborhood Action Plan where
the municipal and federal povernments are channel-
ing investment, however small, into thirteen neigh-
horhoods (our of a total of 1400 that have been iden-
tified as priority neighborhoods, But the damage is
very difficulr ro unde

As part of the new entrepreneurial approach, the
schol board made individual schools compete for
money. In one of these priority neighborhoods tha 1
have studied one of the schools was selected to serve
as a moddel, That school received exira money, which
means it can restart @ music program thar it used o
have but had to cancel. This is now seen as an extraor-
dinarily generous donation, or rather, not o donation
but an investment in this neighborhood school. Bt
you could also argue, why doesn't every school have
sufficient money to fund a music program?

It's a very clever strategy that you pick thirteen
neighborhoods and vou — meaning government —
channel money toward them, piddly linle amounts of
money compared o what would have been spent
there thirty or forty years ago in terms of social ser-
vices. The government can then say, “See, we care.”
And then private corporations, if they want to appear
o he socially responsible, can announce that they are
making an investment in one of the priority nejghbor-
haods, And they get a lor of press out of it. This begs
the question, what about the ather 127 neighbor
hoods? They're absolute losers. In this new approach,
the thirteen “loser” neighborhoods become the win-
ners, because they're getting the atention and the
money, however small it is. All other neighborhoods
are left to scruggle on their own with their crappy
schools, their crappy libraries, their crappy bus ser-
vice. The school thar got the extra money, I'm sure,
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shotldd he really happy. But somehow thar school, and
all other schools, and all other community groups
have to go public and political and argue that every
school deserves that level of funding, not just one
model schoal in one of the thirteen targeted neigh-
horhoods, All 500 schoaols deserve that money:

Dfh: Didn'e that money @o o g cuts?

BY: Exactly. The systemic problem is the cuts that
were made toeducation funding ten vears ago in this
provinee when our taxes were cut something like 20
or 30 percent. At the same time thar education fund-
ing was cut, transit funding was cut, welfare funding
was cut, and services were de-listed from public
health care, [ think the question i, and it's a ques-
tion thar was asked by those first radical planners in
the late 1960s: If vou want (o create o city or a society
of social and environmental justice, is planning the
way to do it? Maybe planning isn't. Mavbe ic's hroad-

er-hased political activity, which some planners will

| think the question is, and it's a question that was
asked by those first radical planners in the late 1960s:
Ifyou want to create a city or a society of social and
environmental justice, is planning the way to do it?
Maybe planning isn't. Maybe it's broader-hased polit-
ical activity, which some planners will want to join.

want to join, Maybe planning isn’t the way to a social-
ly and environmentally just and democratic city, 1
don’t think it is. I think planning is institutionally
incapable of being radical or progressive, [t can be
kind of reformist, Maybe under pressure, tweak this
or tweak thae. If all the planning rules and the plan-
ning policies have been rigged in favor of develop-
ment, there's very little room for an individual radi-
cal ar progressive or democratic planner to do any-
thing. I'm very pessimistic about planning as an insti-
tution or sate-regulated process o achieve whar 1
wionld consider a good city. ehink it has to come
through broader social movements and political
action. Planners can take part in that, Planners can
form groups like Planning Action in Toronto, What's
interesting in terms of framing Toronto as 3 case
study is that this is the city that used to be looked o
in the 1970s as a model of good planning, good gov-
ernance, good transit, etc, Ldon't think anvone looks
to Toronto as a model ofanything good any more, ™




