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Report on Workshop 2
Resistance to socio-residential segregation

A summary of objectives

Starting with the phenomenon of growing sociaeestial segregation, both in the
major cities of Western Europe and in those of tlesver member States, where it is
reinforced by the absence of urban developmentesfies, the aim of this workshop was to
fuse apparently disparate realities into a singleogcupation: what can be done about
increasing inequalities in the urban space? Howcdaens interact to preserve public space,
which is more and more threatened by privatisatiamg to promote equality, without
attempting to take over the role of the authorities
Moderators: Dimitar Vatsov, Elise Leclerc, Sreckortat
Rapporteurs: Michael Petrakis, Johanna Eisenberg

Overview — obstacles

This workshop dealt with a very broad theme, Wwhiould be approached either on
the level of architectural and town-planning issaefrom the sociological and environmental
point of view. It was shown that defining socioidestial segregation is no easy matter, but
that some central points can nonetheless be agmeeand that in particular (according to a
majority of participants) segregation is not coatirnto poor people living on the outskirts of
large cities, disconnected from urban centresalsd involves people on high incomes who
shut themselves away in secure zones, which leadsgregation, and to the privatisation of
public space.

The participants in the workshop agreed thatipiggace could be defined as a forum
that brings people together and gives them thet righparticipate in the elaboration,
monitoring and evaluation of policies. They alsaemgl that segregation is not a natural
process. There was some debate as to whether ¢éin@emlenon had worsened in recent years,
or had simply become more heterogeneous and taken greater variety of forms. But to
define this question with precision, and then pdevan answer to it, would require a good
deal of further research at the local and Europeagls.

Whatever the case may be, major European citiesegperiencing a problem of
segregation that is not always confined to subudoaas. In Berlin, for example, it is to be
found in the centre of the city. In this contexhat/action can be taken?

Should diversified environments be created, incividifferent social classes mix, or



would it be preferable to favour the emancipatidnnalividuals within their given social
groups? The Dutch case is interesting, in thaepresents an effort to create diversity by
building low-rent housing in well-off areas, whiédso creating infrastructure such as schools
wherever necessary.

Then comes the question of the State's role. dsetla need for strong governmental
intervention combined with local knowledge? Can aorty thought-out initiative by the
authorities be counter-productive? In Romania, égample, the State built high-quality
housing in ghetto areas; but this actually amplitiee phenomenon of segregation, due to the
fact that no prior urban planning had been carowtd

Is segregation linked to "ethnic" questions? Gagr talk about cultural segregation?
Religious segregation? The participants in the wslook stressed the fact that segregation is
first of all economic, and that it has to do witletsocio-economic status of city-dwellers.
Economic problems have a tendency to be "cultwdlisfor example in the case of the 2005
riots in France. It is in this kind of context thalhenomena of "insularisation" have to be
looked at.

In zones and areas that are completely cut ofhfurban centres, people who are
excluded from political life and decision-making chanisms simply create their own
policies. Scope for action by central governmemntivecomes reduced. In such contexts,
people develop strong relationships to the tegritbey occupy, in part due to their fear of
being evicted from it. When action is taken to kahiate such zones, it is essential to take
this type of local culture into account. And resitdeshould not be subject to a new process of
isolation during the rehabilitation phase.

Recommendations and proposals

In general, resistance to socio-residential sggren is a question for States, not just
local authorities.
There is the question of equal access to educamh{o education of equal value. At
the centre of the struggle, the participants inwloekshop insisted on the importance
of an ambitious educational policy. State interw@ntis crucial if the school
authorities are to avoid segregation as far asifglesd'he introduction of corrective
mechanisms and incentives into the school systeam igsrgent matter. A number of
studies have shown that students in socially difredsschools get better results than
others. Segregation in schools is not an ethnia@imenon, but a social problem:
irrespective of ethnic mix, parents are always at@ot to send their children to
schools where educational and "social" standarel$oar
2. Following on from the above, the priority mustdiven to social infrastructure, the
development of urban mobility (transport rightsjiianeans of communication, as well
as access to information.
3. Major exclusion zones, often associated wigtgdll urban expansion, cannot be left
in a state of non-visibility, as is often the casdarge cities. Local authorities and
government must acknowledge their existence andiséeyolicies based on
improvements to infrastructure, in cooperation vidibal residents.

Modes of action
The creation, at the European level, of databasesouio-residential segregation,
notably with the creation of early-warning mecharss
2. The study of segregation at the European laughlving researchers and civil
society, with a view to creating models for comioatisocio-residential segregation.
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Further documentation used for this workshop:
1. Contribution ofMilena lakimova of the University of Sofia's faculty of sociology,
during the introductory session, which was held 18 of July at the Conseil
Régional lle-de-France.

“Milena lakimova set out the issues for discussiothe second workshop, on socio-
residential segregation, with a trenchant portrayalegregation in Europe. Trenchant,
because it was based on a view from a new memhantrgo Bulgaria. But extreme
cases should serve as a way of looking at othemtsins which, though less
contrasted in formal terms, are similar in esseridee city is a locus for the
concentration of a certain heterogeneity. It grovith the arrival of new migrants and
rural populations who often settle on public larghdttos, waste land, etc.) and
misappropriate public amenities (electricity, wat@&ut there is also movement in the
opposite direction, with people drifting away frasity centres. Some areas become
more middle-class, and enjoy a considerable degfresecurity. Public resources are
privatised, and local taxes are no longer handexst twv the districts, which cease to
take charge of roads, water supplies and infrastrec The effect of privatisation is
that the urban fabric ceases to be homogeneoussdgidl bonds are the only means
of solving urban problems, and so a situation argbere there is an acute deficit of
citizenship, participation and involvement in thie lof the community; which also
implies a deficit of power, in the sense of joigtian. The community is expected to
take responsibility for everything, and attentiesnfocussed on broken windows and
the lack of policing. It is forgotten that the commnity must take care gbolitical
guestions, social bonds and public space.

Milena lakimova thus drew a link between two typéghettoisation: that of
migrants who simply do what they must to survivethwthe result that they are
accused of misusing public goods, and that of tieh, rwhich results in the
privatisation of natural resources and public sEwi This extreme type of segregation
exists in many European cities, where gentrificatis becoming more and more
widespread, and less privileged populations arewgpeelegated to the suburbs.
Elsewhere in Europe, similar situations are hawimg same destructive effects on
social bonds, creating phenomena of withdrawal giettos and utilitarian urban
logics.” (remarks summarized by Héléne Bouchardeau)

2. Minutes of the preparatory conference, in the seHatre Villes et Métropoles.
«Ecole, transports: ségrégation? intégration?en line at www.paris.fr and
WWW.paris-europe.eu

1. Minutes of the preparatory workshop in Sofia, sooaur web site.

2. Minutes of the opening and closing sessionsn line atvww.paris-europe.eu




