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uneven development were nonetheless main-
tained under the rubric of US global hegemony
and Cold War geopolitics.

During the early 1970s, however, the key link
petween (national) mass production and (national)
mass consumption was shattered due to a range of
interconnected trends and developments, including:
the declining profitability of Fordist sectors; the
intensification of international competition; the
spread of deindustrialization and mass unemploy-
ment; and the abandonment of the Bretton Woods
system of national currencies. Subsequently, the
Fordist system was subj ected to a variety of pres-
sures and crisis-tendencies, leading to a profound
shaking-up and reworking of the forms of territo-
rial organization that had underpinned the “golden
age” of postwar economic prosperity. The global
political-economic transformations of the post-
1970s period radically destabilized the Fordist
accumulation regime, decentered the entrenched
role of the national scale as the predominant locus
for state regulation, and undermined the coherence
of the national economy as a target of state poli-
cies. This reshuffling of the hierarchy of spaces has
arguably been the most far-reaching geographical
consequence of the crisis of North Atlantic
Fordism in the early 1970s.

SPACES OF NEOLIBERALIZATION:
CITIES

The preceding discussion underscored the ways in
which the worldwide ascendancy of neoliberalism
during the early 1980s was closely intertwined
with a pervasive rescaling of capital-labor relations,
intercapitalist competition, financial and monetary
regulation, state power, the international configura-
tion, and uneven development throughout the
world economy. As the taken-for-granted primacy
of the national scale has been undermined in each
of these arenas, inherited formations of urban
governance have likewise been reconfigured quite
systematically throughout the older industrialized
world. While the processes of institutional creative
destruction associated with actually existing
neoliberalism are clearly transpiring at all spatial
scales, it can be argued that they are occurring with
particular intensity at the urban scale, within
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major cities and city-regions. On the one hand, cities
today are embedded within a highly uncertain
geoeconomic environment characterized by mon-
etary chaos, speculative movements of financial
capital, global location strategies Dby major
transnational corporations, and rapidly intensifying
interlocality competition. In the context of this
deepening “ global-local disorder,” most local gov-
ernments have been constrained — to some
degree, independently of their political orientation
and national context — t0 adjust to heightened
levels of economic uncertainty by engaging in
short-termist forms of interspatial competition,
place-marketing, and regulatory undercutting in
order to attract investments and jobs. Meanwhile,
the retrenchment of national welfare state regimes
and national intergovernmental Systems has
likewise imposed powerful new fiscal constraints
upon cities, leading to major budgetary cuts dur-
ing a period in which local social problems and
conflicts have intensified in conjunction with rapid
economic restructuring.

On the other hand, in many cases, neoliberal pro-
grams have also been directly “interiorized” into
urban policy regimes, as newly formed territorial
alliances attempt to rejuvenate local economies
through a shock treatment of deregulation, priva-
tization, liberalization, and enhanced fiscal auster-
ity. In this context, cities — including their
suburban peripheries — have become increasingly
important geographical targets and institutional
laboratories for a variety of neoliberal policy
experiments, from place-marketing, enterprise and
empowerment Zones, local tax abatements, urban
development corporations, public-private partner-
ships, and new forms of local boosterism to work-
fare policies, property-redevelopment schemes,
business-incubator projects, nNew strategies of
social control, policing, and surveillance, and a
host of other institutional modifications within the
local and regional state apparatus. As the contri-
butions to this volume indicate in detail, the
overarching goal of such neoliberal urban policy
experiments is to mobilize city space as an arend
both for market-oriented economic growth and for
elite consumption practices. Table 1 schematically
illustrates some of the many politico-institutional
mechanisms through which neoliberal projects
have been localized within North American and
Western European cities during the past two
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