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The Tale of Two Cities:
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London: Roman era

Roman London

Thames
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Manchester: Roman era
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London: Mediaeval era

Plan of
London about 1300
Scale 1:30000
500 0 1000

Feet

Dissolution of monasteries

» allowed spatial expansion of city beyond
Roman Walls

« opened up more river frontage to trade

Mercantile ‘Guilds’ established
« exclusive club for artisans, NOT trade unions

« controlled free right to trade in & out of
London

» powerful to this day - qualifications,
Chartered professions, university




Manchester: Mediaeval era
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Gunpowder Plot (1605) and Civil War (1642-1651)

London 17t Century: #1

Gunpowder Plot - plot to kill Scottish Catholic heir to English throne & prevent England being ruled by a Catholic

Civil War (x 3) = battle for power between Monarchy (2 Kings) and Parliament

IMPACTS

(@)

established the principal of ‘parliamentary monarchy’ ie. a non-political monarch

Act of Union in 1707 created Great Britain (Scotland lost monarch in Civil War)

Freedom of Religion Act - a civic right to religious diversity & tolerance (except Catholics, due to Gunpowder Plot)
split military from politics - still not allowed to act politically if a serving military officer

Stability - didn’t have monarchy-parliamentary revolutions that swept Europe in 1800s - enabled focus on
economic growth & commercial prosperity (incl commercial exploitation of war!)




London 17t Century - #2




London 17t Century - #3

erchants & guildsmen
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Manchester 17t Century

population 10,000
European-wide reputation for quality textiles

reputation for progressive radicalism & religious tolerance eg. home
of world’s 15t free public library (Chetham’s)

supported Parliament in Civil War, not monarchy
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ad no fortifications or regiment (army), killed a weaver

lion - illustrates extent of cultural immersion

taken away in 1660 and not restored until 1832

) ic

h London kept AND controlled

anchester’s ability to create trading power
onor ic wealth relative to London



Manchester: home of Industrial Revolution

h & 19th Centuries

technical innovation + damp climate + cotton - world’s 15t
mechanised production processes (eg. Arkwright’s Mill)

o population from 10,000 to 700,000 - including Dutch, Irish,
Germans, Italians, Chinese, persecuted groups eg. Jewish,
Hugenots, etc...

o reputation for radical thinking and cultural tolerance grew

o 1894: new Ship Canal gave sea-faring ships direct access to Irish
Sea - Port of Salford became 3" largest in UK (60km from the sea!)

“ Cottonopolis ”
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lay in Australia and New Zealand all textiles are known as ‘Manchester’



Manchester: 18t & 19th Centuries

tificial waterway

ester and to the River Mersey & Irish Sea




Manchester: 18th & 19t Centuries
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Manchester: 18t & 19th Centuries

1830: world’s 1%t Passenger Railway

The Manchester-Liverpool Railway - 2 tracks, all
engines (no horses), timetables and stations

Manchester terminus station still exists (part of
Museum of Science & Industry/ ‘MOSI’)

....but 1%t railway death ® William Huskisson, MP for
Liverpool, was run over by the 15t train - George
Stephenson’s ‘Rocket’



Manchester: macro political impact

1840s: Engels met Marx in Manchester

Engels sent by textile baron father to ‘cure his liberal
thinking...

> Engels wrote “The Condition of the Working
Class” in 1845 (at free public Chetham’s
Library)

» Marx researched & drafted “Das Capital” in the
city on dangers of capitalism and excess of
industrial servitude

» jointly drafted 1st ‘Communist Manifesto’ in
the city
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Manchester: 19th & 20t" Centuries
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Manchester: 19th & 20t" Centuries

1948: world’s 15t
Programmable
Computer (‘Baby’)

Built by Alan Turing out of
war surplus materials






Manchester: Influence on Civil Reform

erchant = 1807 UK Abolition of Slave Trade Act

::::::

rs’ rights

% aceful protest

m Nn city, mass representation of workers (unlike London Guilds)

ociety for Women's Suffrage; 1903 - Emmeline Pankhurst founded Women's
) rds“)




Manchester: 18t & 19th Centuries

The Guardian newspaper - established by non-conformists after Peterloo Massacre in 1819

& | signin ‘-’45uhscnbe Q, | search dating more~ International ~
-

theguardian

On Saturday, the 5th of May, 1821, will be Published,

Prico Seven-pence,

No. 1 of a New Weekly Paper,

T0 BE ENTITLED "%

Brexit crisis
"The faster it goes, the

The Manchester Guardian.

PRINTED AND PUBLISHED DY J. GARNETY, MANCHESTER. | delayec, sy Hollade

The Pruce of Publication will be announced when the necessary arromgesends are compleled; and, in the mean lime,
Orders, Advertisements, and Communications, will be recelved by Mun. Sowrmw, Bookseller, St. Ann's Square,
Meurs, Bosrxsox axp Eruie, St. dan's Place ; and Me. Joux Forp, Market-sirect,

AAAAAAA Jan 2016: 45.8m readers worldwide

PROJPECTUS. 5th ; :
-most read online newspaper in the world
IT may safely bo asserted, that no former period, in the history of our Country, has boon marked by i
the agitation of questions of & more important character, than those which are now claiming the attention of 2"-most widely read English language newspaper in the world

A UK world sport football opinion culture business lifestyle fashion environment tech travel

tho public. To any one, who regards, for & moment, tho conflicting viows and wishes of the Commercial
and Agricultaral Interests,—the considerations which may arise out of the existing Laws for the regulation
of our Currency,~the present and the anticipated pressure of the National Dobt and of Taxation,—this
«statement will bo sufficiently apparent,



Manchester: innovation

s today, the rest
loes tomorrow”

British Prime Minister, in 1844
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London 18t Century onwards
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UK’s and world’s Mercantile Capital

1800s London handled 80% of England imports and 69% of exports

COLLINS STANDARD MAP OF LONDON.
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London 19th & 20th Centuries

nufacture - banking & finance, insurance, etc

()
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Ky

lative lack of industry (esp. heavy industry) - unlike the

'&’V%M%ﬁ-’?/ﬁ

pbanking Sectors aided by significant Central Government policy support;
) . . .
ack pport to industry & manufacturing

new mass transport (railways & underground system)
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Manchester: 20t" Century change
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Impact of global industrial restructuring

o increasing global competition textiles from 1930s

o badly bombed during WWII - destroyed most of remaining Mediaeval &
Georgian history

o 1966-1975 lost 25% of its manufacturing employment; 1978-2008
declined a further 37.6%

o Population fell from almost 800,000 in 1941, to 374,000 by 1990s

— has had to reinvent itself as a service-led city - a process
still happening...
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Manchester: 20t Century
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Manchester: now

Graphene - ‘the miracle material’

Created at University of Manchester in 2004
The ‘miracle material’ that .
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elm and Novoselov's work earned them the Nobel Prize in physics In 2010 and
today researchers are in a race Lo realize its technical and commercial capabilities,

STEEL
— A CRﬂTAlLlNE Auo‘non crm




Manchester: now
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Manchester: physical consequences
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Manchester: physical consequences
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London: physical consequences

t city - less industry dominant
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Physical consequences

" PHILADELPHIA

What US city
populations would fit
into London?

= DALLAS
WASHINGTON DC DEFROIT ‘

SAN
. FRANCISCO

/ SEATTLE

./ CHICAGO




Physical consequences

{E ESTONIA
gvllﬂil:m'\_/\\'

What countries’
populations would fit
into London?

’UXEMBOURG



London: physical consequences of scale

Key Diagram X Luton X Stansted

‘ London-Stansted-
London-Luto_nf“ Cambridge-Peterborough
Bedford Corridor — corridor

glicy 58.1
i Policy 5C.1

o almost 4x bigger than next UK city
o multiple ‘city centres’

o not easily walkable, or to map mentally Thames Gateway

Western Wedge ) U Policy 5C1
Palicy S5F1 . 1 N

T 8

Heathrow ™\
. ®

Wandle Valley

‘London's Strategic Open Space Network Palicy SE 1
Town Centres shown on mep 30,1 :
Blue Ribbon Network shown on map 4C 1 x Gatwick

Royal Parks and other Major Geeen Spaces shown onmep 303



London: physical consequences of scale

Potters Bar Cheshunt

Watford Borehamwood Enfield

Edgware Shamel Brentwood

o takes a long time to travel 3 Warley
relatively short distance e

Colne Valley Romford
Regional Park \Iford Hornchurch

Uxbridge Wembley
Barking Dagenham

Hayes

Chafford
Hundred

Richmond £

Twickenham Dartford R

. Sidcup
Kingston

upon Thames Bromley

Chertsey .
Weybridge Croydon Orpington

Map key - Travel Ti
ap key - Travel Time b

< 15 minutes 15 - 30 minutes Kingsdown
30 - 45 minutes 45 - 60 minutes

60 - 75 minutes > 75 minutes

Map data ©2016 Google = Terms of Use



Manchester: physical consequences
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Governance consequences

Structure of UK Administrative Governance

8% 25%

i Income from t b
- aorvices | : ok o UK cities have far less budgetary autonomy

than European cities

o Central Government control budgets and
‘purse-strings’, esp in England & Wales

o ideology and political bias of ruling
Government influences policies and individual
city budgets

o therefore less able to maintain consistency of
policy, programmes, etc

Only eight per cent of our income comes from council tax, and
less than a third of our spending is actually under our control.
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Governance consequences

London: 32 boroughs (municipalities) +

City of London Corporation g 10 boroughs
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Governance consequences

BRADFORD

Scale of London -vs- scale

of Greater Manchester BOLTON
STOCKPORT

ROCHDALE GRE ATER
MANCHESTER

BURY

OLDHAM

TRAFFORD
TAMESIDE

BARNSLEY
SHEFFIELD

SOUTH YORKSHIRE
ROTHERHAM

DONCASTER

MERSEYSIDE

WIRRAL




Governance consequences: London at an
advantage?

one

NORTH EAST

Regional Government (1998)
o London only city to be given an elected Mayor & Assembly

o new 2010 coalition government scrapped all Regional

Development Agencies... except London (“needed this
maintain position as attractor of global international investment”)

Having a Mayor gave London:-

o control over planning, public transportation & transport
policy, security & policing

o political influence (and power) with central government

No other UK city had such autonomy & power... until 2016



power than Mayor of London (but no Assembly)

s eg. Liverpool & Merseyside asking for same powers as Manchester



Manchester governance

> al d funding eg.

£5,426 per resident

eave’ result added a new dimension to this?






London: socio-economic consequences

Share of regional GVA growth

I 1997-2006 WM 2007-2011

Gap between Capital city GVA

London & rest of : London’s Share of GVA* growth disparity also
UK grOW]ng I Rest of UK I London and the South-east by far the
wider... and even highest in
faster since 2008 Europe...

economic crisis...

1997-2006 2007-2011

* Gross value added




Socio-economic consequences

London’s economy
1S same size as
that of:

D

NMARX

FINLAND

RUSSIA

EETONIA

LATVIA

. LITHUANIA




London-vs-Manchester: socio-economic
consequences

Orkney Shetland . . .
Islands Islands Comparison of Regional approximate

Gross Value Added 2012

Approximate Gross Value Added (aGVA) is a measure of the income generated by businesses, less their expenditure,
as estimated for the UK Non-Financial Business Economy by the Annual Business Survey (ABS).

London At
{ S (5 Q (o) (<)

£ per head

o port and guild origins > dominance in 3 25001040216
7 N 7 22,000 to 25,999 Scotlt?II;!d North East
/ to £83.2 billion .8 billion
service sector o micowsixe: I i 278 bil

) O 4%
o produces 22.2% of UK GVA (add The SE = | : prtoss  OR
38.1% GVA). Manchester & NW 9.1% Rl i Tk & The Humber

50% I 46%
28% 28%
14% D 17%
8% 8%

Manchester Northern Ireland East Midlands
5 : § £17.6 bllllon £59.2 billion
= industrial & production roots - huge GVA \_ g _
decline in 1970-2000 ~ : G Cie
| . . . West Midlands East of England
= now focusing on historic strengths in R&D I B gssobillon rasbiion
and innovation eg. recent growth in digital - ~i e %
& cultural technology (per capita largest , ' Wales__ London_
concentration in UK) b O — o

O 13%
Ol %

UK=£23304 South West South East
£63.0 billion £152.4 billion
Contains National Statistics data © Crown copyright and database right 2014 O D 55
Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database right 2014 O 16%
Source of boundary for Northern Ireland: UNEP (2014): UNEP Environmental Data Explorer. United Nations O 18%
Environment Programme. http://geodata.grid.unep.ch. ON % (<] KB




London: Socio-economic consequences

Population

Population of London (millions) London, as a share of the UK population

[
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Londaon

M Restof UK

Fopulation {im)
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1939 1981 20135




London: Socio-economic consequences

Population

37% Greater London
population born
outside UK (UK
average 13.8%)

est. >70% of resident
population not born in
Greater London

The changing face of London ~— Greater London

% increase in ethnic* population, 2001-2011 Ethnic* population as % of total, 2011

- [ 7 . R ] [ i [ | N

<30.0 30.0- 60.0- 90.0- 120.0- >150.0 <20.0 20.0- 30.0- 40.0- 50.0- >560.0
29.9 89.9 119.9 150.0 £9.9 39.9 49.9 &60.0

Sources: ONS; Based on 05 mapping AMO85/11 *Excludes British whites and Irish



Manchester: Socio-economic consequences

Population collapse, then renewal
Fell by almost 50% between 1950 and 2000, but now growing rapidly

Growth focused on wealthier & more diverse Central/South core

Figure2 Rate of population growth (%), 2001-10

England and Wales

2
N —
E
e
o
| =t
©
S
fu
=
o
Q
(=1
8
Q
z
m
=4

o

0%
i e e e i I I I I 11:}.-" _50,.-'
2000/02 2002/032 2003/04 2004/05 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 200910 o 1

Time period )
B 6% - 10% Stockport
Source: Mid-year population estimates (revised 2010), Office for National Statistics © Crown copyright -
11% - 15%

B 5% - 20%




London: Socio-economic consequences

Transient population and widening gap between rich & poor
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London: Socio-economic consequences

London Commuting - distance and diurnal patterns

e ‘i‘\ TR Greater London ® 1,322 - 1,859
o O "J T4 /F” ‘\ ® 958 - 1,321
SR ”T\A ® 724 - 957

> ® 567 - 723
L 1 ® 454 - 566

qt" ” - A ® 374 - 453
~ : - *311-373

® 248 - 310
e 167 - 247
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Manchester: Socio-economic consequences

Manchester Commuting

Greater Manchester |

® 248 - 296
o 167 - 247
50 - 166

56% of City of
Manchester’s working
population commute
in from other

Boroughs (189,000)

Inner London boroughs
= 80% (3.52m)

Manchester




Socio-economic consequences

Total jobs by MSOA, 2011
@ 20,001-51,184
@ 12,001 - 20,000
@ 8,001- 12,000

Central Manchester

4,001 - 8,000
2,001 - 4,000
631-2,000

Local authorities in PUA

Rochdale

Bolon Buyy  oigham

Salford Tameside
Manchester
Trafford Stockport

Manchester Airport

Manchester employment distribution - city centre,
Salford Quays/MediaCity and Airport as economic drivers

Data Source: http://data.london.qc

London’s Daytime Populationa

9,300,000

Daytime population

7,900,000

Top 5 Boroughs - Daytime Population Density

1. City of London (350,000 sq. mi.)

2. Westminster (120,000 sg. mi.)

3. Kensington and Chelsea (59,000 sq. mi)
4. Camden (55,000 sq. mi.)

5. Islington (62,000 sq. mi.)

Bottom 5 Boroughs - Daytime Population Density

29. Enfield (8,800 sq. mi.]

30. Richmond upon Thames (8,200 sq. mi.)
31 Hillingdon (7,800 sq. mj.)

32. Havering (4,900 sg. mi.)

33. Bromley (4,800 sq. mi.)

Top 5 Boroughs - Daytime Population

1. Westminster 980,000
2. Camden 460,000

3. City of London 390,000
4. Tower Hamlets 380,000
h. Southwark 360,000

Top 5 Boroughs - Day Trip Visitors*

1. Westminster 116,000

2. Camden 34,000

3. Kensington and Chelsea 32,000
4. Southwark 73,000

5. Lambeth 20,000

Other Daytime Data...

Most Aged 0-4: Newham 27,000

Most School Age Children: Croydon 53,000
Most Full Time Students: Barnet 19,500

Most Overseas Visitors: Westminster 65,000

N, i’-’\\:ﬁ

. This 30 map illustrates
{ the population density of
Boroughs by day.

e-population-borough

London
employment
distribution

- Central London
dominance



Socio-economic consequences

Incredible Aver :
Growing wealth in the UK 35000 . Number of times by which
exists alongside worem o aaterthanthe
unimaginable poverty

SINCE 20009...

N Pl - =

income
inequality
across UK

— 1

incorme of the bottom fifth

—

The number of billionaires in the Pay for top company directors ‘l ":Il || ” |
UK has more than doubled has increased by 40% il

'i' o 'ii 'i' 10000
IH. l'il 5000

o

The number of people using foodbanks has The average UK worker has
increased from 26,000 to nearly 1 million experienced a 9% real terms pay cut

What does this mean?

Wages for most people have fallen over the past five years, meaning that work is no longer
a guaranteed route out of poverty. More than half of the UK households in poverty contain
someone in work. But many at the top have not had to economise. The number of UK
billionaires has grown rapidly, as has pay for top company bosses. There is great poverty in
this country, but there are also great riches.

5
0

101-02
104-0

-11

2011

o
1
o
1
o



Socio-economic consequences

Unequal Wealth: Income distribution gaps in Europe

Income inequality is measured by Gini coefficient

A Gini coefficient of @ = perfect equality*

-

Income share held by
the wealthiest 10%
of the population

O <22.7%
O 22.7t025.9%

i The UK is now one of the most unequal
: countries in the developed world

B 259t027.5%
B >275%
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Socio-economic consequences

Average Income by London Borough in Thousands of Pounds Map2  Change inranking of areas between 2007 and 2010

WEBSTERPAC

Geography of
Income Inequality
in London and
Manchester

London Boroughs

1 - City of London

2 - Westminser

3 - Kensington and Chelsea
4 - Hammersmith and Fulham
5 - Wandsworth

& - Lambeth

7 - Soutwark

8 - Tower Hamiets 25 - Barking and Dagenham 3 Change in geprivation of LSOAs
S - Hackney 26 - Redbridge
10 - Isingon 27 - Newham

lative improvement by 1,501 10 6,650 (53)

_ Relative improvement by 501 to 1,500 (101)
11 - Camden 28 - Waltham Forest L e

12 - Brent 28 - Haringey Average Income, Thousands of Pounds = 5 :
Ri / ration by
13 - Ealing 30 - Enfield [ ] =22k-£25k "4 S S
14 - Hounsiow 21 - Barnet E Shk S8k Relative deterioration by 1,000 t02.390 (5)
15 - Richmond upon Thames32 - Harrow -
£35k - £55k

16 - Kingston upon Thames 33 - Hilingdon
£55k - £85k

17 - Meron -

18 - Suton B =ask - s10sk

o A I =105k - £137k Woodhouse Lo

20 - Bromiey

21 - Lewisham miles

22 - Greenwich

23 - Bexiey

24 - Havering

Relative improvement




10-economic consequences
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Socio-economic consequences

Growing gap between prices and affordability between South and North of UK

House price gap between Southern & Northern England

\

£175,000 \ / \ \///
MMM

£150,000

£125,000 [ [ ] @ @ @
Other UK cities:
AR M
population growth, 1m
£75,000
' 13.2 times earnings

£50,000 -




Socio-economic consequences

Growth in Private Rental sector - absolute and cost

UK rents v European averages

% of income spent on rent age monthly rent, euros

UK 39.1
I

Housing in the UK
Households aged under 30 by tenure
.)/U
50 Privately
rented

Switzerland 31.9
||

Spain 39.0

The Netherlands 28.5
I

Owned with
a mortgage

Germany 24.8 600
I

France 29.5 598
[ |
tenures
Sweden 34.8 500
I

Malta 29.0 4161
I SRS

Romania 34.7
[

0 ——"_———————————————————————————————————

1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009
Other tenures: includes owned outright, rented from local authority or registered social
landiord, squattars and unknown tlanure types
Source: ONS

Slovakia 13.2 239
-.- A4

Source: National Housing Federation



London: socio-economic consequences

S
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average UK house price now 7 x annual salary

average Greater London house price almost £0.5m

Hillingdon

= 13.8 x average Greater London salary

(inner London boroughs >20 x)

NB. max. mortgage lending = 3.25 x annual salary




London: socio-economic consequences

London borough house price growth:
12 months to January 2015

source: Land Hegistry

House price increase: Jan 2014 to Jan 2015

A 15t-time buyer needs a deposit
of £138,000 and an annual salary
of £106,000

(NB. average UK salary £27,400)

Hillingdon

26%-30%

Top S boroughs

1. Newham 23.4%

2. Waltham Forest 22.1%
3. Southwark 21.1%

4, Lambeth 20.2%

5. Ealing 19.3%




Manchester: socio-economic consequences

£
1,300,000

Manchester: Average house price £167,000

1,200,000
Average salary £26,600 100,000
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East Midlands
East of England
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South West
Yorkshire and
The Humber
Scotland

West Midlands

Northern Ireland



Summary: socio-economic consequences

C
s

// . .
transient population, lacks sense of community
.
social inequalities (esp housing, cleanliness, crime)
pensive, slow, crowded; not on your door-step

- ve’s

... job opportunities less numerous, salaries lower, poorer...

... lacks integrated metropolitan public transport

... fewer ‘national’ visitor attractions, weather worse than London!
... fewer big central parks than London



European city... or global city?




European city... or global city?

EU REFERENDUM
HOW THE UK VOTED

TURNOUT 72.2%

L =
LEAVE 51.9% 4
\

V _ REMAIN 48.1%
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European city... or global city?

Both traditionally strong left-wing cities, but...

Ma?\chestef"""’“

Chofley

"‘ London results

In the capital, 28 council areas
voted Remain and just five were
for Leave. Lambeth, Hackney
and Haringey were the strongest

supporters of Remain.
Turnout: 69.6%

Remain Leave
2,263,519 1,513,232

VOTES VOTES

BERE NEWS

; [} quringtin
Remain: 40.4%
Leave: 59.6%

‘mm




European city... or global city?

Clear demographic split: Clear educational level split:
How different age groups voted Attitudes to Britain's EU membership, by highest
o aducational qualification
L 5 ': o Hemain Hampm =g LEr ke

-

[ ]




st of UK, esp post-2008 Economic crisis?

idising London’s financial sector & getting nothing in return

g Leave
f"/,

.

/ entary really a proxy for protest at social exclusion?

lamental failure of political representation and politicians?

...... but analysis shows only in areas with recent




inward to rest of UK or just to Europe
f;~ (eg governance) but many more with



/
/// rhoods
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outhern neighbourhoods: wealth, power, culture



onal iness institutions may leave London (either

may > help start to rebalance UK economy

ce 2007 - but other parts of UK do

“lose gap with London?

0 break-up of UK = London will lose collective diverse power of UK

y culturally as well as in service sectors?






