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Which Britain? Which England?
Which North?

If a dog bites a man in Bond Streer, that’s news; if a man hiteg
a dog in Chorlon-com-Hardy or Stoke-on-Trent, that is
merely to be cxpecred.
(old Fleet Street dictum; Hopkins 1957:12)
All geographical locations in England are equal bot some are
more equal than others,
{Dodd 1986: 4)
The City, the West End and Wesuninster are the boundaries
of opinion-forming Britain.
{Adonis and Pollard 1997 100}

To focus upon the geographical dimension within Britsh pelitico-
cultural studies is to engage with a number of problemarics. On the
political side there are simple spatial images such as the ‘North-
South divide' bur once the nuances of culture are added new layers
of complexity are creatcd, The resull is thar the politico-cultural
spaces of Brirain are confusing both to the British people in general
and ro those who study their collective quests for idenrtity. [n fact we
can begin by problematizing the very idea of there being a ‘British
people’—certainly Lthere is a segment of hamanity who have (or
will have when they reach the age of 18) the nght to vote in United
Kingdom general elections, but this siate citizenship cannot be
translated automatcally into a British natiun who celebrate therr
‘Britishnesy’. In fact Bntish national practices are most conspicuous
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in the unionist communities of Northern Ireland, the only part of
the UK which is geographically outside of the island of Britain!

If not simply British, who age the natives of Great Britain? The
reality is that when it comes to defining ‘nations’ you can pick any
number between t and 7 10 describe the constiment indigenous
people(s) of the UK

+ one nation—British {imperial and unionist view);

= wo nations—English and ‘Celis” (' Anglo-Saxon’ view);

= three nations —BEnglish, Scottish, and Irish (Scottish view—see
Steed (1986));

 four nations—English, Welsh, Scottish, and lrish {sometitmes
denoted WISE as anti-immigraat, extreme white view);

e five natwns—English, Welsh, Scottish, Ulster unionists, and
Irish nanonalists (all "nations” explicitly represented in Parlia
ment, cxcept, of course, the English);

s six narions—English, Cornish, Welsh, Scottish, Ulster union-
ists, and Irish nationalists (the Cornish nationalists have won
some local political representation};

e seven  nations—'Southern’ or ‘Real’ English, ‘Northern'
English, Cornish, Welsh, Scottish, Ulster unionists, and lrish
nationalists (for such a division of the Bnglish, see Osmond
(1988))

Of course, these various ‘nations’ have variable contemporary cred-
ibility bur in the modern cultural maelstrom none can be ignored.
This complex national stratification interacts with the simpler
‘North-South’ geographical model—which permeates so much
popular and scholarly discourse on divisions of Britishness—1o gen-
erate further conceptional tangles. The Home Counties are the
focus point of this spatial configuration in a pattern of nested
spaces al four geographical scales: (1) the Home Counties—
London’s metropolitan region- s formally past of (2) England,
which is tormally part of (3) Britain, which is formally part of (4)
the United Kingdom (was the British (sles, now Great Britain and
Northern Ireiand), The clarity of this conceplualizarion is in the
identification of the Home Counties as core area; compared to
other states it is a particularly comprehensive core, dominant polit-
ically, economically, and culturally However, given our nested
spaces, which space is it that the Home Countics ate core of—
England, Brituin, or the United Kingdom? The answer to this ques-
tion affects what the North is and can seed confusion. For instance,
in his chapter emtitled “The North-South Divide in England’ Rob
Shields (1991) uses the terms ‘British North’ and ‘North of England’
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interchangeahly—his North-South divide map (p. 209) includes
Wales but not Scotland in the arca shaded as ‘British North' In
strictly locational terms, of course, the north of Hngland is ‘middle
Britain’, the area berween the Bnglish core and Scottish border
(Taylor 1993).

Much of the geographical confusion inbercnt in Britushness
stems from a particularly dominant conception of Englishness
which Colls and Dodd (1986) have shown was only consiructed
between 1880 and 1920. In this chapter I caplore the guestion as Lo
whether this century-old, imperial politico-cultural outcome is ripe
for revision under contemporary conditions of globalization—is
1980- 2020 to be another watershed for Britishness as profound as
the imperial one? I this is indeed the case then this is a pernod of
fundamental politico-cultural choice for the citizens of the UK.
Hence the argument of this chapter is vrganized through three
questions ordered by geographical scale: which Britain? which Eng-
land? which North? In the first section § discuss the ‘English pre-
sumption” which equates just part of Britain with its whole; the
second section deals with the ‘rural presumption” which idealizes
villages as the essential England; and the third section approaches
the manolithic presumption which treats ‘the North® as a singular
and inferior region. Each section concludes with a fin de siécle chal-
lenge to thesc ‘traditional’ positions: devolurion, Cool Britannia,
and shopping malls respectively. Since this is an argument about
choices, the chapter concludes with 1y own politico-cnltural pref-
erence in a discussion of which world. Under conditions of con-
temporary globalization, I promote a very different geography of
identity, not territorialist but city-centred in a global and Hurupean
space of flows.

Before 1 emburk on thus questiommng there are two important
disclaimers 1 have to make. First, 1 will not be deahng with the
United Kingdom as a whole, clearly the cultural and poliucal issues
surrounding the contested location of Northern Ireland in the UK is
a distinctive topic in 1ts own right which deserves many more words
than [ wouid be able to allocate to it here. Second, as readers may
have guessed by my listing of possible “indigenous nations’ above,
the multiculturatism consequent upon ‘the empire coming to Brit-
ain’ is not addressed until a fina) brief discussion of a fin de siécte
opportunity offercd by casmopolitan citics.
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Which Britain? The Land of the English versus
Multinational State

England, it has been said, has too much history (Grainger 1986_: 12).
'This intriguing observation makes the English the obversc of Eric
Wolf's (1982) description of non-Europcans as ‘peuple wirhout
history’. Putting to onc side exactly why the English mj ght be in this
particular privileged position, we can add a further complicating
fact: there is oue prominent European people withour history- the
Bratish! Obviously there is some compensation going on herc; the
surfeit of English history is in licu of the lack of British history. It
seerns the Rritish created the largest cmpire in the world but some-
how failed to create a British history to accompany it. Instead,
English history flourished and assumed the mantle of the necessary
historical backeloth for imperialism: it was the 'expansion of Eng-
land’ that led to the British Empire. Only recently-—since the polit-
ical rise of non-English nationalisms in the 1970s—has this geo-
graphical anomaly been seriously addressed with the beginning of a
new school of explicitly ‘British history” (Grant and Stringer 1995;
Taylor, 1997a). All this is symptomatic of what ]. H. Grainger (1586:
ch. 4) calls ‘the Bnglish presumption’.

As the largest component of Britain, especially in populabon and
wealth, England, in many foreign languages and in English itself, 1s
commonly taken to mean the whole of Britain. For instance, on 14
August 1914, newspapers reported ENGLAND DRCLARES WAR ON
GERMANY (Grainger 1986: 50). This was during the premicrship of
Viscount Asquith on whose gravestone it states “Prime Minister of
England, 1908-1916". Actually there has never been a Prime MirTis-
ter of England; the office of Prime Minister only evolved alter
England disappearcd as an independent political entity through
amion with Scotland in 1707. It is testament to the power of the
English presumption that this early rwentieth-century, Scorttish-
born Prime Minister of the United Kingdom of Great Britamn and
Ireland could be posthumously celebrated as the political leader of
just part of his realm. Of course, such geographical errors are never
neutral. The English presumption—in Bernard Crick's (1997 15)
words, treating ‘English as the adjectival form of citizenship of the
United Kingdom —rturns the Scots, Welsh, and Irish into mnvisible
peoples, hidden by an everyday political lexicon (Haseler 1996: 3 1).

Formally the relationship between Britain and England is quite
straightforwurd: the former defines a state, the latter one of its
constituent nadons. In reality, however, the siniation is usually con
fused. One rare picce of evidence on comparative uses of British
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and English can be found in the Britain in Pictures’ series {pub-
lished in the 1930s and 1940s hy Collins). In Table 8.1 books are
classified by their titles in terms of whether their subject matter is
designared as British or English, e.g. British Sport and English Cricket.
Of the original eighty-nine titles, four have na place designation,
two refer to ILondon, lwo to Scotland with one each for Wales and
Ireland, leaving seventy-nine divided between Britain anJ England
in the ratio 48:31. But the interesting point is that the balance
between English and British varies greatly by subject matier. British
is more represcnied in environmental (as an island) and stare topics
as might be expecred but the intriguing area is in cultural matters
where the balance is even. Visual and intellectual culrural persons
tend to be British, languuge and artistic cultural persons tend to he
English. But the latter is particularly conspicuous with matters per-
laining to home: country houses, gardens, garden flowers, at table,
and, of course, women and children are all “linglish’. Hence.
although the people are “British® in ‘I'able 8.1, many of the key
rraditional attributes for narional scll<identity are "English’.

The basis for these British English distinctions can be found in
the historical cultural politics of Britain. With the formation of
Great Britain in 1707, the Scots entered the Union as ‘north British’
but the idca of the English as “south British' was never a starter.
In the cighteenth century the English resisted the use of the
name Bntain to replace England in international affairs {Colley
1994: ch. 3} but gradoally a wmodus operandi evolved whereby
Britain became accepted for most foreign purposes—relations with
an exrernal Other—but with few ar no dumestic implications. This
remarkable political achievement was made possible because
[tthe Britsh polity refrained from major internal enterprises [and)
did not press definitions of identity’ (Grainger 1986: 52-3) result-
ing in a state ‘cultural politics’ which patronizes the non-English
(Crick 1997: 15). That 15 w0 say, the English presumption may be
insidious but it has remained just what it says it is, a presumpuon
not a dictare,

The result ot this culrural politics is a confusing mixwre of
national identities. Ouiside England, dual identities have been con-
structed, so thar, for instance, Scottish identity exists alongside Brir-
ish identity; a person may call themnselves "Scottish and Bratish'. But
the equivalenc phrase “English and British’ has no meaning since,
for the English, to be English is to be British (Osmond 1988). This
has been called a fused identiry and provides the culrural underpin-
ning of the tnghsh presumption. This fusion is hardly a conscious
aduplion; in a recent mterview with Richard Hoggart asking him
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Table 8.1. What is ‘British’? What is "English’?

British

English

(a) ‘Natural’ phenomena

Horses
Birds

Wild flowers
Wildlife
Marine life
Insect life
Doqgs
Islands
Trees

(b) State and state-wide institutions

Government
Statesmen

Rebels and reformers
Trade unions

Seamen

Soldiers

Merchant adventurers
Battlefields

Postage stamps
Universities

In the air

Red Cross

{c) Cultural institutions and proctices

Dramatists
Romantic artists
Portrait painters
Cartoonists
Photographers
Historians
Osientalists
Philosophers
Saentists
Medicine
Botanists
Journalists

Clubs

Polar explarers
Mountaineers
Spert

Maps and map-makers
Craftsmen
Furniture-makers
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Weather
Landscape

Bible

Church

Social services
Education
Public schoals

Poets

Novelists

Letter writers

Music

Bailet

At table

Country houses
Gardens

Inns

Villages

Cities and small towns
Sporting pictures
Water-colour painters
Cricket

Pottery and china
Books

Essayists
Popular/traditional art
Wamen

Table 8.1. continued

British English

Drawings Children

Pacple Life

(d) Ecanamic practices

Sea fishermen larming
Railways Rivers and canals
Engineers

Parts and harbours

Note that England/Britain is already *deindustrialized”!

about his identity he adinits to being ‘puzzled by the difference for
an Englishman between Fnglishness and Britishness” (Anon 1997).
If such an vutstanding social thinker about England and the Bnglish
as Hoggarr is perplexed, we can begin to appreciate just how deep
in English culture the fused identity lies. Many orher examples of
such confusion could be quoted. Perhaps the most notorious is that
of Raphael Samuel (1989) in his monumental survey of patriolism
who tells us in the preface of a late decision to change the ‘patria’
from England to Britain it is hard to imagine anyone other than an
English person not being surc what (o ¢all his or her nation (Taylor
1991: 147). We can conclude that there is an important identity
divide in Britain, not just in terms of national identities, but also in
the manner in which Britishness is handled.

Fin de siéde challenge: devolution. Contemporary constitutional
reforms are undermining the English presumption. Devolution to
Scotland, Wales, and Northeru Ireland provides political identities
to their respective cuttural distinctive characters. This process is nor
particularly new: ‘Home Rule all round” was part of the Liberal
solution to 1rish resistance to British incorporation from 1885. The
failure of this policy with the establishment of the Irish Free State in
1922 put the issue of Scottish and Welsh political autonomy on the
back-burtier untl the rise of their respective nationalist parties in
the 1970s. Ironically the result of devolution is that the English
presumnption has peliticaily backfired: in the new multinational state
only the English have no parliament or assembly of their own; the
Scots, Welsh, and Irish MPs in Westminster can vote on many Bng-
lish matters where Fnglish MPs cannot reciprocate because power
has moved to Edinburgh, Cardiff, and Belfast.
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Which England? The Land of Villages versus
Political Modernizers

It has not gone unnoticed that the English do not have a ‘homeland’
as such, rather they have the Home Counties, a cormer of the
country masquerading as representative of the whole. This reflects
the tendency towards cxclusiveness in the practices of Englishness
(Haseler 1996). Unlike other nationalisms where ideology and
acrions promote the inclusiveness we call nation-building, English-
ness has never been a typical form of narional identity because it
has been intrmsically linked to class divisions. In this way exclusivity
has been central to the {ormatiun of Englishness. The classic
example is in the nse of langnage where, unlike other nations
who usc language to unify, English accents are all important ro
differentiate hierarchically. At the rop is RP (reccived pronunciation,
otherwise known as ‘posh English’ or BBC English), the English
spuken by the Home Counties’ npper classes who constitute about
3 per cent of the population but wield an exorbitant amount of
power (McCrum et al. 1992: 3-8). This very real association with
power means that in England we have language schools to teach
English speaking to English people— elocution lessons are sold on
the understanding that social and economic advancement depends
on how you sound. But it is almost certainly the case that if you
need elocution lessons it is too late; rcal power derives from attend
ing exclusive public schools with their well-trodden pathways into
the ancient universities, the guards, and the City. All of this is very
class-selective as are the prime summer haunts where the ‘English’
need to be seen: Royal Ascot, the Henley Regatta, Wimbledon, the
Lord’s Test, Cowes Week, Epsom Derby Day, and Glyndebourne.
These social events are all highly concentrated geographically in the
Home Counties, a throwback ¢o the ‘Scason’ when aristocraric fam-
ilies visited thar London homes. And at the centre of this social
whirl is the monarchy residing officially in Buckingham Palace and
relaxing at the family home, Windsor Castle. Tom Nairn (1988) calls
this world the Crown Heartland, a social realm which is distinct and
separate from most of England and the vast majority of the English
but, nevertheless, has taken on Englishness as its mantra.

Behind this social strucrure there is an Ungland of villages, a
presumption that everything good about England is rural. This is
the great irony of the Dnglishness constructed a century ago: a
rural make-over for the most urbanzed country in the world
(Bowkins 1986). In } 1. V. Morton’s (1927: p. xi) phrase, the English
village is still ‘the unit of development’ behind Britain’s greatuess,
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the necessary spiritual underpinming of England, This has created a
unique national image which excludes mast of the peuple, the non-
rural. Furthermore this rural idyll has a specific regional setting. the
tharched cottages and village greens are most definitely not in the
north of Bngland. For the latter there is the space myrth which
Shields (1991 ch. 5) has described: excluded England as the ‘Land of
the Working Class’. industrial, urban, and northern. This was the
geographical outcome of the Indusmal Revolution being remrer-
preted us an histurical aberration, quintcssentially un-English
{Wiener 1981; Taylor 1996).

There is a real sense in which this exclnded England is England’s
Other {Taylor 1993). The exclusive Englishness of the rwentieth
century has developed precisely to eliminate the dirty, unpalatable
working parts of England from influence and power, vsing class
leadership to define the nature of English nationalism to be the very
opposite of the expericnees of the majority of the English peuple.
This unique nadonal project has therefore succeeded in defining
national Sell'in opposinon to an internal natonal Other. In so doing
it has dismissed most of the English as sccond-rate people living in
secondrrate places m their own country (Horn 1970: 37-8). From
being the land of the future in the md-nineteenth century (Taylor
1996}, the North was relegated to a working adjunct, necessary in
war but otherwise to be looked down upon. There is a wondestul
example of this m H. V. Moriun's (1942} I Saw Twoe Englands. Writ-
ten to contrast pre-war England with wartime England, the book
unintentionally ells us much more about differences in space than
of time: it is the geographical differenices which most canspicuously
define his ‘rwo Englands’. A total of 187 pages are devoted (o
describing his 1939 sumumer trip from Kent (as ‘Garden of England’)
in a circle to Northamptonshire (as an ‘agricultural shire’) via Sus
sex, Hampshire, Oxfordshire, Bedfordshire, and Huntngdonshire.
The monarchy, aristocracy, and church, feature greatly in stories of
great buildings used as historical stages for stories of Bnglish herocs
and heroines. This is the ‘pre-war England’ which needs saving
from foreign mvasion. Therc are 84 pages on his 1939 autumn trip
which goes west, and then up through the Midlands to the North.
Because of wartime restrictions locations are less precise, but m the
west he visits an aircraft factory, a Hying school, a naval base and a
tank exercise en Salisbury Plain. in the “dreary, red brck, industrial
Midlands, a region always hideous and deformed’ (p. 238} he visits
factories rmaking tanks, shells, and anti-aircrali guns In the "‘North
country’, which is a ‘queer country” and found to be “strange’ (p.
251}, he visits 2 munitions factory, a large shipyard, and a fishing
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port. This is Morton’s “wartime England’ inhabited by ‘the average
provingial' (p. 232) gearing up to protect ‘pre-war England’ “’iﬂ"l its
surfeit of history. Going info scveral editions, this popular wartime
book put the ‘two Englands’ firmly into their respective places.

Fin de siécle challenge: “Cool Britannia’. In a speech in 1993 John
Major evoked rural England ("old maids cycling to holy communion
through the morning mist’) in a way which recalled his prime min-
isterial predecessor Stanley Baldwin’s famous speech on England in
1924 (‘the corncrake on a dewy morning’) (Paxman 1998: ch. 9).
The 1997 clection ushered in a new government of self-ascribed
modesnizers for which the tradirional rural presumption had ne
attraction at all. Inytead we have the idea of "Cool Britannia’, the
very opposite of traditional, at the cutting edge of new styles and
fashions in a high-tech world. This political conflict is reflected in
the elimination of hercditary (largely rural landowning) peers in the
House of Lords and the plans to abolish hunting by hounds. The
fact that the British beef industry could be almost destroyed by
incompetent government with hardly a protest while fox-hunters
were able to mobilize hundreds of thousands 1o march rthrough
London illustrates the imporrance of the ‘cultural’ as opposed to
the ‘ccopomic’ in the comstruction of the traditional English
counrryside.

Which North? Inferior Industrial Region versus
Cities of Consumption

Following Bdward Said’s (1978) logic for Buropean construciion of
the ‘Orient’, we can identify a southern English construction of the
“North’: this was the process whereby industrial Britain was ‘north-
ernized’ as an inferior place. This external scripting means that ‘no
coherent “north country” has becn invented in its own right: it
exists mainly in contrast ro southern Bngland’ (Paxman 1998: 157).
One implication of this is that regional political assertion as trad-
iionally conceived may not be the best way of returning culural
dignity to middle Britain. As a regional label, the North (or North-
Hast or North-West) has no meaning except with respect to the rest
of England; it is a compass point not a people. it is hardly surpris-
ing, therefore, that when questions of rcgional autynomy or
devolution are discussed there is confusion as to exactly what the
North refers to geographically In the 1991 ‘Fnglish Regional
Government’ debate in the House of Commons, for example, it
was the North which dominated proceedings but there was no
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agreement on such basic martters as where were its houndaries,
where was ils “capital city’, and whether there was one ‘big’ North
or several ‘little” norths (Hansard 1991; Taylor 1993}, As these MPs,
largely from northern English constituencies, debated, an oursider
might well wonder whether there really was such a place as the
Nerth.

Within Englishness the Naorth has been constructed as a simple
monolithic concept. The North = industry equation drew a curtain
across the country and hid the grear contemporary variety of land-
scapes which make up middle Britain: the Don Valley and the Lake
District provide typical contrasts. Of course when the cultural cur-
rain was opened to (southern) English visitors they shielded their
eyes from the industry and saw only pre-industrial historical sites
(Taylor 1991). In his immcnsely popular I Search of England, Fl. V.
Merron (1927; 24 reprints to 1937, and published as a Penguin
paperback as late as 1960) purposively ‘skirts Black England’ (p. 181)
in order tu see ‘the real north’ {p. 207) of ancient cities (Chester,
Durham, York) and countryside where ‘monsier towns and citics of
the north of England are a mere speck in the amazing greenness of
England’ (p. 186). But the North is much more than this ‘black
versus real” English duality It is largely made up of grear
ninetecnth-century cities which have spent much of the rwentieth
century trying to come to terms with the decline of their industrial
base. This is the real ‘real norih’ as experienced by the vast majority
of people who have lived and contnue 10 live in middle Britain, not
that ‘real north’ embodicd in the southern scarch for something
comfartably like themselves in an ahen land.

[t seems to me that any construcrion of new geographies of
idenrity to challenge ‘inferior, monolithic North’ must begin with
the "mere specks’, the great modern arics of middle Britain which
have been the prime geographical victims of craditional cwentieth-
century Fnglishness. In this new geographical imaginanon an
amorphous northern region gives way ta a land of city regions
centred on Manchester, Liverpool, Newcastle, Leeds-Bradford,
Sheflield, Hull, Middlesbrough, Preston, and Carlisle. This is a
world of ‘multiple norths” which derives from the geuhistorical
developmenr of the area as specialist production complexes during
the Industrial Revolunon. Each city and its hinterlund developed
their own industrial character as they supplied the world marker
with different mixes of manufactures. Blanket designation as the
North has not created a new humogeneity: Liverpool is as different
from Manchester woday as it has ever been. This variety has cou-
tinued to be recognized in literature and art which focuses upon
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‘working-class heroes” bur it is 4ll lost in the prime image of the
North as England’s internal ‘Other’.

Of course, Englishness was invenred precisely to subvert the
image of a land of cities. Behind the rural anti-industnalism there
lay an antithesis to cities as centres of power and culture, As Pagx-
man (1998: 162) notes: ‘'Having invented the modern city, not only
did the English monied elite recoil in horror, they pretended it had
nothing to do with them,” Hence, Paxman goes on to argue, there
has been no development in the twentieth century of an ‘English
urban tradition’ (p. 174). He quotes D. H. Lawrence:

The English character has failed to develop the real urban side of a man, the
civic side. Sienma is a bit of a place, bur it is a real city, with citizens
intimately connected with the ciry. Nottingham is a vast place sprawling
owards a million, and it is nothing more than an amorphous agglomer-
ation. There is no Nottinpgham, in the sense that there is Sienna. The
Englishman is stupidly undeveloped as citizen. (p. 165)

For industrial-Midland Nottingham read any northern town or city.
There was, of course, a civic tradition which developed in the cities
of industrial Britain—the great Victorian town halls, city parks, and
public hospitals remain as monuments to this era— but that was
before the rural make-over of England which has dominated the
twentieth century.

Seeing middle Brituin as a land of citics immediately subverts the
space myth of the North as the Land of the Working Class. Cites
define functional not homogencous regions: ity regions are
socially coherent entiies inchusive of ail classes, not unitorm lower
class ghettos. Hence simplistic North-South divide rhetaric 1s
undermined by the existence of affluent northern city suburbs such
as ‘comfortable Didsbury’ and ‘handsome Hallam’ {Shields 1991:
239) for the simple reason that all the major aitics have their little
Surreys'—this is how Tynesiders refer to their poshest housing
estate, Darras Hall, But the affluence of these citics has reached far
beyond these tew richest places in fanctional city regions.

Fin de siécle challenge: consumer modernity. In a recent survey of
British shopping centres ranked in terms of turnover, Oxford Sireet,
London, is histed second behind Tyneside's Metro Centre (Hether-
ington 1996). This triumph for an out of-town shopping mall is a
reflection of the Americanization of British everyday life but it also
tells us about the transformarion of northern cities (for consumer
Newcastle, sec Davis 1991). Therc arve other successful malls—
Meadowhall and Trattord Centre near Sheffield and Manchester
respectively—as well as vibrant shopping centres in Newcastle
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{Eldon Square), Leeds (with its ‘exclusive’ Harvey Nichols men’s
store), and a redeveloped Manchester (courtesy of the IRA). As
consumer modernity has replaced industrial moderniy throughour
the western world, the old North-South divide looks more and
more like 4 parochial Brish obsession with an old myth. The
contemporary Rlaimte political project can be interprered as
representing consumers, both north and south.

Which World? Territorialist versus Network Identities

Devolution, Cool Britannia, and shopping malls cach in their differ-
ent ways have recently undermined the image and nawure of the
Britain, the Bngland, and the North bequeathed by late Victorian
and Edwardian forcbears. But to understand fully -the processcs
involved in these transformations we nced to lock outside the
bounds of the UK at what is happening in the wider wortld. The
three challenges identified above at this fin de siécle are each
constituents of wider social forces which have come o be called
globalization. A highly integrated world ecomomy combining
global production with global consumpuon based upon global
exchange, distribution, and communication has created opportun-
ities for some, difficuliies for many, and disasters for the rest. Gen-
erally speaking, as part of the core zone of the world economy, the
UK has experienced more than its fair share of opportunities. This 1
maost abvicusly the case for London and the Home Counties.

With New York and Tokyo, the City of Londen is one of the
three great financial centres of the contemporary world economy.
Beyond bhanking and finance there are an additional range of
advanced producer services (e.g. accountancy, comumercial law)
which constitute global cities (Sassen 1991). Working m 4 glohal
labour market, practiticiners and professionals providing global city
services have commanded ‘global salaries’—levels of pay previously
assaciated only with the ‘stars’ of that precocious global industry,
Hollywood films. There was a time when millionaires were meas-
ured by their total assers; today salaries and bouuses adding up to
more than a million pounds a year are commonplace in the City
Adonis and Pollard (1997) term these people the new "Super Class’.

In other countries, the Super Class may be geographically spread
as in Germany and the USA within their numerous global or world
cities, but i Britain London completely dominatcs—Adonis and
Pollard estimate that ‘upwards of three-quarters of the 8,500 top
private sector earnetrs’ work in or are associated with the Ciry This
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concentration of wealth and economic power means that London is
probably more dominant in the UK today than even when it was the
imperial capital of the largest empire ever constructed (p. 100),
However, as before,

Britain beyond the Home Counties does nut fearure on its collective hori.
zon; yet within that natrow sphere, the size of the Super Class is suft
ficienty large for it to have equipped itself with a highly developed
infra-structure of private schools, hospitals and leisure facilities. {p. 100)

Samc pattern but a different process: the tome Countics were the
home-basc for the British ¥mpire, now they are 4 home-pad for
servicing global capital.

What does this mean for the rest of England and Britain? T have
previously argned that there is 2 sense in which the UK may not be
large enough to accommeodate both London and England (Taylor
1997b). There are many circumstances where the City of London's
global interests might well be at deviance with those of the rest of
the country. Are we leading towards the curivus sitnation where the
capital city is the enemy within? This is where the North, and
indeed England and Britain m general, viewed as a land of many
citics, is so important. As the capital city, London was always an
exception to the blanket condemnation of things urban within Eng-
lishness. After all it was the central place around which the "Season’
unfolded every summer. Globalization thus far has favoured
London and Cool Britannia has been a truly metropolitan phenom-
enon, but the consumer revolution shows that Britain's provincial
cities have nor becen immune to the recent development of a
highly integrated world economy. The question is, how can these
lower-tier cities of Britain compete with global London?

Most rusistance Lo globalization has been cultural, invoking
national particularity against a supposed universal globalism as rep-
resented, for instance, by the role of the English language in global
media. National political mobilization is typically territorial in
nature, using boundaries (o resist transnational processcs. It seems
te me that this spatial strategy is inappropriate for the Britain
beyond the Home Counties core. It is not just that there can be lirtle
language resistance in the UK (even in the "Celuc’ nations English is
casily the majority language) but territorial organization may in fact
be intrinsically counter-productive for such a highly urbanized
population. Alongside the tradition spaces of territories, globaliza-

tion promotes new spaces of flows in what Castells (1996) calls 2
network socicly. Ar one level this is a world city network within
which a Buropean city nctwork is nested with London ar s apex.
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And it is at this continental level that the emergence of compuetition
between alternative spatial configurations is occurring as nerwork
versus territorial sirategies.

This competition is expressed as a choice between a Europe of
Regions and a Furope of Cities. It is best iltustrated in north-cast
Spain where Catalonia and Barcelona are embarked on quite differ-
ent geographical strategies (Morata 1997). Afier the Catalonian
regional government eliminated its major political rival, the Barce-
lona metropelitan authority, in 1988, the city of Barcelona devised a
city-hased strategy called the Cé nctwork linking Barcelona to five
other cities (Montpellier, Palma de Mallorca, Toulouse, Valencia,
and Zaragoza). In contrast Cataloma has set up a western Mediter-
ranean Euro-region, a contiguous cross-border territory including
Languedoc-Roussillon and Midi-Pyrénées. The C6 nevwork and the
Bury-region are alternative temlencies in the contemporary reshap-
ing of Buropean space (Morarta 1997; 287). in general, with the
Maastricht ‘Ircaty setting up the Committee of Regions the terri-
torialist strategy has a head start over the Buro-cities approach but,
in contradiction to this, contemporary forces of globalizarion
wonld seem 1o privilege a space of tlows in 2 world ciry network.
The balance between these two forms of space in the reshaping of
Burope, and with it Britain, is yet to be decided.

In Britain, this choice of spaces 1s epitomized by two campaigns
for constitutional change: the City Region Campaign and the Cam-
paign for a Northern Assembly. The former campaigns for a muldle
laver of governmenr which is city-centred, the latrer for an assembly
for the official Nourthern Region. This is a territory defined by cen-
tral government ¢onsisting of the five most northern counties of
England. It is not ar all clear how any new sense of wentity can
be developed in an area whose main communality seems o be
remateness [rom the staie officials who defined it (Elcock 1997
430}, The alrernative for this area is three city regions (based upon
Carlisle, Newcastle, and Middlesbrough) reflecting the spatial
viganization of the lives of the people who live in the region. My
preference for this cily solurion 1s based in part from the facl that
- wbanized Britain developed in a past space of flows defined by frec
trade and imperialisin and declined precisely when designated in
. territorialist terms as the monolithic North. But the important
g questions relale to the present and the future.
~ London is blding a position at the apex of a world city network
i which will include, wathin the Luropean sector of the world ceon
¢ omy, Paris and Frankfurt and possibly one or rwo other cities such
¥ a5 Milan and Berlin. This apex will nor exist al the top of u simple
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ciry hierarchy as some have suggested; rather ther.e will b.c a com-
plex network of niches and layers with cities finding their unigue
locations in the new information-led world economy. But.wﬂl the
apex cities rule this arrangement in the sense that their interests
prevail? With London, Paris, and Berlin aboard, it would seem we
could expect little resistance from the three strongest European
states. But what of the otber cities? London versus Newcastle or
Manchester is no contest but co-operation berween cities in differ-
ent strata could well even things up polirically. Manchester, New-
castle, and Leeds, with Birmingham, Glasgow, and Edinburgh,
might find they had common interest with the likes of .Bordea.ux
and Marseilles, Cologne and Stutigars, Seville and Valencia, Venice
and Turin, and so on, against London and the rest of the apex. Such
leagues of cities might create a very new European balance of
power in a world space of flows. o

Fin de sidcle opportunity: cosmopelitan cities. With cities to the _fo.rc,
cosmopolitan identities can again begin to rival national 1d_ent1ues.
The world of global cities is also the world of gliobal dxasPoras
Jeading to multiple layers of idenury with state, national, regwnal.,
diasporic, and ciry identities all available. In the case of the English and
their British state, the rural English presumption has acted asa geo-
graphical exclusion to non-white citizens, concentrated in cities and
with no historical kink ro the idealized English landscape ?Kmsman
1995). A multicultural Britain needs to identify with its cties.

Further Reading

Hasseler, S. (1996), 1'he English Tribe, London: Macoullan. This provides a com-
prehensive survey of the peculiarines of the Fnglish and their Englishness
and emphaszes the need for fundamental political change. . _

Osmond, J. {1988}, The Divided Kingdom, Tondom: Constable. Vv_’nth c}{apten an
all the major ‘pations’ of the UK inciuding the narthern Bnglish, this volume
represents the palitical and cultural concerns which emanated trom the
rediscovery of the North-South divide i the 1980s. . -

Paxman, J. (1998}, The English; A Portrait of a People, London: Michael ]os;p_u ‘1 :
comprehensive review of tradivonal Englishm_:ss. and_ s r:urreut crisis n1
identity. Good on the sbsurdities and mntrad.lctl_c-ns in this most upusua
natonalism, the author nevertheless s aptirmst ic for 1ts future .

Shields, R. (1991}, Places on the Margin, ‘mdon:'Routledge. This important
book attempts to locate place at the centre of social r.hcory and uses t}}e

‘space-myth’ of the North of England as onc example ta illustrate his th::;lsi

Taylor, . J., et. al. (1993), ‘Political Geography Debate No. : The B!rcak—up o
England'; Pelitical Geography, 12. This comptises a lead paper on the .me.an%
ing of the North’ followed by six romments and reply to provide a varicty o
vicws on the position of the North in the UK.

Peter J. Taylox
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