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Abstract: What is the importance of the decentralization of business services in a
Parisian metropolitan region that is known for its inherited monocentricity? Using
revised statistical and cartographic methodological tools, I try to answer two ques-
tions: Is the new Parisian metropolitan economic geography one of dispersal or of
polycentricity? Does decentralization mean the decline or the reinforcement of
the cconomic core? If secondary suburban economic centers benefit from the decen-
tralization of business services, neighboring spaces of the municipality of Paris, such
as the inner western suburbs of La Défense and Boulogne-Billancourt, are affected,
too. This article demonstrates that polycentricity is not opposite to the constitution
of a new golden triangle within the dense part of the agglomeration. This means
both that economic centrality still matters (and thus that dispersed cities may not
be the twenty-first century’s metropolitan archetype) and that an enlarged core busi-
ness district (CBD) straddling Paris and the western Hants-de-Seine département
is being reinforced (thus invalidating the theory of CBD decline). Thanks to the
widening of the business district from Paris to La Défense, the labor market remains
integrated; meanwhile, secondary economic centers in the Outer Suburbs tend to
create fragmented subregional labor markets of their own.

Key words: business services, economic decentralization, polycentricity, spatial
differentiation, labor market subfragmentation,
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The location of business services is under-
going a mutation at both the international
and 1'ntrametr()p(>litzm levels. From Peter
all’s (1966) world cities to Sassen’s
(1991) “global city,” research on worldwide
metropolitan regions has been blossoming.
According to Sassen, the dynamics of glob-
alization, characterized by both the
increasing importance of international
exchanges (including financial flows) and the
reorganization ()fcorp()mte strategies to gain
access to this world market, have led to the
constitution of particular metropolitan
regions, such as London, New York, and
Tokyo. These regions are all characterized
by the importance of financial and service
producers’ activities, which have been taken
as indicators of the degree of globalization
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of cities. The more important the share of
service producers, the more global a city is.
In this regard, Paris has been the focus of
an ongoing debate. Although Sassen (1994)
included it in her list of global cities, some
specificities of the Paris metropolitan region
seem to contradict such a choice. Going past
this “global city” argument, Veltz (1996)
established that the Paris region belongs to
what he called an “archipelagic economy,”
which tends to associate key economic
regions in a global network. Such networks
have been studied by the Loughborough
Group Analysis of World Cities (GaWC) (see
Taylor 2003; for the case of London, sce
Beaverstock, Smith, and Taylor 2003), which
illustrated that the strategies of multinational
tirms rely on specific nodes that are
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cnibodicd a1 some major urban regions: i
this rankine Paris comes second in Western
Jovrope. just adter London. Danicels (1993)
l)()l]l(t (ot how the <1\|1(11m(s observed at
the international Tevel are Tinked to the
reconlignration of intrametropolitan geog-
raphy.

As carh as the 1960s, Gottmann (196 1)
alirencly ocoarapher. Tocused on the intrare-
gionab levelb i his analvsis ol the megalopolis,
\\ln( hhedepictedas o multicentere s vrban
mmnn/ itron strete l\mv from Boston to
W d\ll]ll“l m in o which l]n(‘ strongly interre-
lated ceonomic conters benefite (1 from the
functional and spatial division of the produe-
tive svstenn. binee then, urban and cconomic
ccographons have endeavored to document
the reorganization of productive systems us
secondiny cconomic conters have grown in
often-traditionally monocentric <1t\ 1(‘(f1(ms
In the case of North American me {1()1)()111(111

regions. forinstance. the suburbanization of

serviee producers has been theorize s hv the
te rmmml«m\ ol “third wave” dece mmh/(ltn)n
(Corvern 1989): that is. business services
tend 1o leave the historical core business
district -0 BD) for more attractive periph-
cral suborban places and. in so doing, follow
the carhier departure of populdation, manu-
facturing and household services. However.
i the enistence of this dynamic is well vecog-
nized o ithe seientilic commmnity, it has
raised bwo ocographic debates that are still
unscttled namelv whether the new Parisian
me h()lmhl wmeeconomic ge ()Uml)h\ s one
ol dispersal or o polveentricity, and whether
decontralization means the decline or the
reinforcement of the cconomic core. This
article addresses these debates by looking at
the case ol the Paris region.

Reevaluatling the
Deconcentration of Business
Serviees

First the importance of the decentral-
ivzation of business services in 1‘(‘sllz1l)ing
the ceonomic geography ol cities must be
ovaluated 'I‘In‘ North American CBD-

centered nrban agelomeration is sometines
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deseribed as a form ol the past. The “corpo
rate exodus” in New York. for example, has
led some authors to [)r(‘(li(‘l the death of
cities (Jacobs 1963). In this context. what
new spatial patterns do metropolitan regions
adopt? IFor some aunthors (Gordon and
Richardson 1986, 1996a), the Californian
examples of Silicon V le("\ and Orange
County demonstrate the constitution ol
dispersed irban regions inwhich CBDs tend
to be small, as il they are anable to compete
with vast fast-growing suburban arcas. Other
case studics have shown that spatially Timited
suburban economic conters, known as “edoe
cities” (Garrcan 1991). are cimerging in
peripheral arcas and creating polveentric
metropolitan regions. This ccographic
debate questions the imeaning ol centrality.
If cdg(‘ cities are still ecconomic concentra-
tions, even if thev are on the oulskirts ol
urban ;m;gl()nl(‘[“lli()l]& trends in (!iﬁl)(‘l'hi()ll
signify the end ol “economic contr alitv™ as
1(1157(‘ noncentered subregions are he g
constituted.

Second, the interpretation ol decentral-
ization processes is pll'/.'/.ling Some ULy,
authors (sce. c.oo., Garrcan 1991) brave
urglu‘(l that decentralization is [)r()o['()i. the
decline in CBDs. According to then,
traditional business districts have become
less-efficient ])lu(‘m unable to compete in
the global cconomic svsten: their office
nnllk(l is said not only to be inadequate wnd
too expensive, but also to sidfer the conse
quences of a negative image becanse ol
tratfic congestion and social tensions. Against
this p(‘rs‘l)(‘(‘ti\*(\_ some Canadian rescarchers
have contended that the CBD s heing rein-
forced (Coffey, Polese, and Drolet 1996). 1
major Canadian urban regions face the
decentralization ol business services, this
process cannot be explained by factors that
are identificd as heing specilic to US, eities.
as is illustrated in tho case ol Montreal
(Coftev. Drolet, und Polese 1996). Rather,
the departure of business services from
CBDs indicates the selective consolidation
of the traditional CBD that manages to move
low value-added services to peripheral Toca
tions, and henee to keep hivh-order activi
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ties concentrated, thanks to expensive office
markets.
The s‘trengthening of the competition for
central location is not to be taken for granted.
As information and computer te(,hnolog_,les
(ICT) and telecommunications develop and
as transport costs decrease, one could
assume that location does not matter as
much as it used to (Cairncross 1997).
Indeed, to locate a firm on the periphery
of a major metropolitan region is a way both
to benefit from agglomeration economies
and to reduce the diseconomies of central
location. In other words, it allows compa-
nies to be closer to the workforce and to
decrease real estate costs but to be still
strongly connected to the central economic
center and to major national and interna-
tional gateways, such as airports, railway
stations, and highways.
However, the literature has emphasized
that centripetal forces work against decen-
tralization processes, as illustrated by
changes in the global economy and the reor-
g_’anlmtlon of firms. In an internationalized
economy, a firm must find a balance
between the global and the local scale (the
term glocalization has sometimes been
used). Corporate strategies attempt to main-
tain an equilibrinin between the necessity
to centralize decisions in order to increase
efficiency and gains in productivity, and to
be decentr: all/ed enough to react to the
specificities of regional markets—hence, the

constitution of a multilayered network of

world cities that are part of a hierarchical
international urban system. For some
authors, the logic underlying this decen-
tralization of multinational firms relies on
the necessity to be in contact with clients
and partners, since one characteristic of the

service sector is the involvement of

consimers (hlring th(’ Ijr()(]]]('ti()n pl‘()(‘,(%ss
(Bonamy and May 1994). Consequently, the
development of ICTs induces that nonstan-
dardized information that can be collected
only through face-to-face contact is always
more strategic (Graham and Marvin 1996;
Castells 1996). Therefore, the closer the
service producers are to their clients, the
more productive the organization. In the
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French consulting industries, the numerous
openings ()fsccondzuy offices in Lyon, I ille,
Toulouse, and Marseille during the 1990s
by Paris-based headquarters illustrated
this necessity. At the intrametropolitan level,
the face-to-face requirement pleads in favor
of the most central locations in the city-
region. However, in the Paris region, this
factor must be balanced by public planning
policies. Indeed, the regional schémas
directeurs (guiding schemes) have been
trying to develop a more polycentric urban
organization that is based on a network of
villes nouvelles (new towns) and on public
investments in railway and road-transport
infrastructures. The effects could promote
the decentralization of activities.

Paris: A Test Metropolitan
Region

The aforementioned debates on the
intrametropolitan reconfiguration of main
cities in the world have led to many case
studies of the urban regions of Sydney
Copenhagen, and London, to name but a
few. The Sydney study (Pfister, Freestone,
and Murphy 2000) showed how trends in
deconcentration were effective in a metro-
politan region that is characterized by low
density and long distances. Being far away
from the main economic center seems to
make it easier for a secondary economic
center to dcvclop. In the case of
Copenhagen (Illeris 1997), the study of
advanced business producers attested to the
reality of trends in decentralization by
showing how a large subregional quadrant
benefited from such dynamics, especially in
ICT industries.

Hall (2003) proposed that the results he
observed in London could be generalized to
a set of Western European metropolitan
regions (see the introduction to the
2003-2006 Interreg I1Ib POLYNET
project): rejecting the North America-based
model of edge cities, which does not seem
to be efficient in deplctm(r old historical
cities that have been rebuilding themselves,

rather than expanding indefinitely (sce
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Cattan. Pamain, Rozenblat, and Saint-Julien
1994 Tluet 1998), he argued that in the
London. Randstad (the Netherlands), Rhine-
Rhur and Rhine-Main (Germany), and
Brusscls regions, decentralization may be
characterized as “concentrated deconcen-
tration.” The decentralization of the metro-
politan cconomic core benefits mainly
scecondan cconomic poles of the metropol-
itan regron. In this context, there have
been fow studies of the Paris region, since
urban and cconomic geographers have been
reluctant to analyze a metropolis that has
been deseribed as unchangingly mono-
centric,

It is trone that the Paris region area is
denser and more compact than are common
world cities (such as London). Even if subur-
Danization Processes are 1()ng historical ones,
some of which can be dated to as early as
the second half of the nineteenth century,
no suburh stretehes over endless distances.
The Paris administrative region (Ite-de-
IFrance) is 12,000 |<nr—that is, as big as
tllv London ln(,tl()puht(n1 area (IAURIP,

2002)- but onlv 20 pereent of it is urban.
\’\’11]1 such asmall size and a high density

(the regional average of 900 111]1(11)1t(1nts

per ki effect lndt s o much more impor-
tant urban density in the agglomeration), the
Paris revion is unlike Iy to (lewl()p trends in
the decontralization of business services
because the development of sceondary
cconomic centers in the agg](mwrution
requires competition with an historically
predoniint central core that is only a few
kilometers away.

Morcover, as the political, cconomic, and
cultural capital of France, Paris is not only
the fivst metropolitan area in a MACTO-
cephalic urban system (Paris is seven times
the size of Lyon, the second-largest French
citv), it also concentrates many n‘mondl level
activitics. The state government, national
and multinational headqguarters, and cultural
centers have long been located within the

5 ki ol the City of Paris. For these
reasons the study of the hypothesis of the
decentralization of business services using
the case of Paris is even more relevant, since
this metropolitan region seems resistant
enough 1o test the intensity of the subur-
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banization of business services. Indeed,
the work of Beckouche (1999) and
Beckouche, Damette, and Vire (1997)
demonstrated how the western districts
(arrondissements) ol Paris were no longer
the only economic concentration, sinee the
business district La Défense, for instance.,
was gaining in importance. /\]\'(*rgm‘ and
Shearmur (2002) proposed a detailed
study of employment by business serviees,
They observed a trend toward decentral-
ization that was characterized by diffusion
and concentration logics. Nevertheless, their
approach did not go beyond the economic
sector analysis 411(1 did not interrogate the
spatial division of Tabor within the region.

The Decentralization of
Business Services in the Paris
Region: A (A()mplcx Spalml
Reorganization

Against this background. [ now analyze
the ;ﬁeog_?mph\ of l)usm( s services by
mcamllng_,11()t(>|1|v the nnl)ml(m(( ol tre n(lx
in decentralization, hut also the effects of
these trends on the relationships hetween
the nmain ceonomic core and other secondlary
centers, as well as on the geography of the
regional labor market. Inso doing, | attenpt
to answer the following questions: As decen
tralization occurs, is the spatial division of
labor getting more intense? What role is
played by the traditional center: is it still the
decisional core of the metropolis? Ave ne wly
developing secondary econonic conters
merely obeying orders from the traditional
Lentol or attrac (mg more npm(u]\( L activi-
ties? Finally, what is the nature of the rela-
ti()nship between economic centers: indif-
ference, competition, or cooperation? The
Paris region used to be praised for its rela-
tive integration in a sing]v mo(r()l)()lit;m labor
market (Rousscan 1998). [s subregional Trag-
mentation, such as has been deseribed in
some of North America’s urban regions
(Godfrey 1995}, oce urring there as we ” )

The scale of analysis ()l)\l()us]\ matters
in understanding transformations in melro.
politan cconomic geography. Against the use
of what scems to he too wide a S[)AU al agore-

(el
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gate in some North American studies (mainly
hecause of the nature of available data), T
mapped economic data not only at the broad
scale of metropolitan areas, (the city and
its two peripheral rings), but also at much
finer levels. The use of different scales
allowed me to go beyond a mere center-
periphery approach that most authors aspire
to (see the recommendations by Gordon and
Richardson 1996b) and to provide new
insights into the complex reorganization that
affects metropolitan economic geographies.
Indeed, the use of municipality-level maps
allowed me to depict these transformations
more precisely.

Moving Off Center: A Center-
Periphery Analysis

The most common methodological

approach to studying the decentralization of

jobs is center-periphery analysis. For
example, Gordon and Richardson (1996b)

Busintss SErvicrs DECENTRALIZATION IN ik Paris REcion 385

concluded that Los Angeles represented the
norm, rather than an outlier, of a decen-
tralized urban region, thanks to a scientific
protocol that compared population and
employment geography among three areas
they defined as the Core City, the Primary
Metropolitan Statistical Area, and the rest
of the Consolidated Metropolitan Statistical
Area. This represents the easiest way to study
trends in decentralization because most data
are available on this broad metropolitan
scale.

To ensure comparability, I used the same
methodological approach by defining three
study areas: Paris City, a metropolitan area
that I refer to as the Inner Suburbs (Petite
Couronne), and a larger metropolitan area
that I refer to as the Outer Suburbs (Grande
Couronne) (see Figure 1). To track the
changing localization of service-sector activ-
ities, I used employment statistics from the
Institut National de Ja Statistique ct des
Etudes Economiques (INSEE—the French

Val d'Oise

e
5 ot
Aoty ?

.

Yvelines

Essonne

B Paris City

Inner Suburbs

Seine-et-Marne

0 510

20 30

Figure 1. Administrative map of the Ile-de-France region.
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(‘(;ui\'nivni of the U.S. Burcau of the
Censust for the Tast three censuses (1982,
1990, and IS)S)S))A analyzed al activitics
that conld he defined as producing services
sold iy to firms that belong to what has
< the “1)(‘ri[)r()(hlcti\’ﬁ” sector in
the STRATES team’s dll(ll\tl(d] <TH([
(Bee |\()|w he and Damette 1993). llm Ne
main tvpes ol cconomie sectors are involved

boen ealle

in Lhis « ategory: business services, such as
managemoent, marke ting, accounting, legal
Mlirs information technology (IT), real
estate. and rescarch and development
(R&D) banking-finance-insurance; and
transport and telecommunications. With
around .85 million jobs in 1999, these
accountcd for over 40 percent of the total
cmploviment in the He-de-France region.,
The mnber of jobs had inereased since
FO82 (2.5 percent per year) by more than
GA0,000 new jobs, even thmwh there was
stronger erowth in the fnst intercensus
pe II()(I FOS2--1990) than in the second
(1990 1999, The localization ()fpr()dllc(‘r—
service activities was shared more or less

cqually htween Paris and its two suburban
The 485,000 producer-

services jobs in Hn‘ Outer Sn])m})s were

rings (sco Figure 2)

Ocroser 2004

only slightly Tess than the 635,000 and
700,000 of Paris City and th(‘ Inner
Suburbs, re spe ctive 1\' o oan inherited
monocentric dmfl()m( ration, this situation
can be cx) Jlaine (l only by an intense spatial
le()lg_’dn]/atmn of t]l(‘ [)1()(111( tion systen.
Over the 1982 to 1999 pe wiod il e
overall growth ol periproductive jobs was
strong, it was unequally distributed. Pavis
City, for instance, the traditional center of
(31111)1())/111( nt for producer services in the
metropolitan region, did not benefit from
this positive trend; the proportion ol
producer-services jobs decreased 0
percent per year. In contrast, the rest of
the region (\]mn(l((l steadily. The Tnner
Sul)ml)s gained 300,000 I)m(lu( Cr-SeTVICes
jobs, \\1111 a variation of +45 percent per
)7(‘/<lr, (]l(ll)]”]g |t t() l)( COMe more llllI)()l -
tant in sive than Paris City. The Outer
Suburbs showed the highest variation rate
over the period. with +6.1 ]x reent per vear,
that is, a net vain of 247 (
tive jobs. lh( se figures re ((1|| obscrva-
tions by North American authors that there
isa 1]1(,(101)011((111 decentralization gradient
that benefits most “I)(\riplwr:ﬂ” areas.

I)( I]I)I()(lll(

Outer Suburbs

Inner Suburbs

Figure 2. Center—periphery distribution of periproductive employment in the Paris region (1999).

Source: INSEE/IAURIF,

National Census 1999.
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A More Complex Geographic Pattern

This description is simplistic, however,
since the center-periphery gradient is not
sufficient to explain mutations in the metro-
politan economic system. When the scale of
observation is changed, the decentralization
processes appear more complex. To demon-
strate this fact, I focus on statistical data at
the départemental level. The He-de-France
region is subdivided into eight départements
(equivalent to counties). Paris is a départe-
ment by itself, whereas the Inner Suburbs
include three (the IHauts-de-Seine, west of
Paris; the Seine-Saint-Denis, northeast of
Paris; and the Val-de-Marne, southeast of
Paris), and the Outer Suburbs have four (the
northwestern Val d’Oise, the northeastern
and eastern Seine-et-Marne, the southern
Cssonne, and the southwestern Yvelines)
(see Figure 1). In 1999, départemental
figures showed a distribution of producer-
services employment that was still dominated
by Paris (see Figure 3). The only départe-
ment that was able to compete with the
French capital was the Hauts-de-Seine, with
368,000 producer-services jobs (20.2 percent

Periproductive
Employment in 1999

O 100,000

O 25000
O 10,000
1,000 Saint Quentih ",

enYvelines .

Location Quotient
(100: Regional Mean)

60 90 110 140
b

lle-de-France total : 1,850,000 jobs

J Communes with fewer than 50 periproductive jobs

Business SERVICES DECENTRALIZATION IN THE PAris REGION
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of the regional total). The six other départe-
ments were far behind, their producer-
services employment ranging from 100,000
to 180,000 jobs, that is, from 5 percent to 10
percent of Ile-de-France’s total. These
data indicate that the actual center of the
metropolitan economy in 1999 was no longer
Paris alone, but the two départements of
Paris and the Hauts-de-Seine. Somehow, the
regional economic core had been enlarged
to the first western Inner Suburbs.

The départemental variation between
1982 and 1999 allows for more subtle obser-
vations (see Figure 4). If the four Outer
Suburbs départements benefited from steady
growth (between +5.3 and +7.3 percent per
year), thus confirming decentralization
processes, the situation in the Inner Suburbs
was much more unequal. The trends were
widely different between Val-de-Marne and
Seine-Saint-Denis, where variation over the
same period only slightly exceeded the
regional average (+3 percent per year),
and the Hauts-de-Seine’s spectacular growth
(+6.2 percent per year). This finding
confirms the imbalanced pattern of growth
in the center of the agglomeration between

K

&L ™

Figure 3. Map of periproductive employment in the Ile-de-France region (1999).
Source: INSEE/IAURIF, National Census 1999.
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Paris
Val-de-Marne
Seine-St-Denis
Yvelines

Val d'Oise
Seine-et-Marne

Hauts-de-Seine

-1 0 1 2 3 4 5

Essonne

6 7 8

Growth over the period 1982-1999 in percent per year

Figure 4. I)(/)mlu/z(nl(l/ pe ]II)I()(III( ive (mpl()\m( nt variation rate (1982-1999).

Sources: INSEE/IAURIF,

the fast- crowing western halland the slower-
deve |(>]>mw castern part. Conse que qthe, the
départemenial approach indicates that obser-
vations that are made at a simple conter-
periphen Tovel do ot allow (m any defing
tive conclusions, Slightly (Ild]l“llI‘T[l]( scale
of analvse feads 1o A difforent |1|1(h rstanding
ol the P odnetive system sn(() mp]l\ In [lns
case. the decline of the center against [as(-
Um\\mw cuburbs, asserted by the center
I)( ||})'I( [ HI()(I( I |\ [ Il l]]( Il”( (1 l)\ d\l( W I]l
which the Outer Suburbs™ strong dovelop-
mentis not the ()l)l)ostl( of the e n](ug( moent
o the cecnomic conter from Paris to the
Hauts-de Seine (/('/n/r/()m('n/ The most
precise spatial aggregate given by the
INSEI s that of the mumu[)alllux
(commuaines in French). With over 1,300
nnmi(‘i[mh[n's in the Paris region, it allows

one (o draw an accoarate ';n'l()(fru])]l\' of

producer services cmploviment. The ain s
to umderstand the form taken by the trend
tovward decontralization. l]nmtthu(*s ion

must be ashed: s the metropolitan region
alfected by the dvnaniies ol dispersion that
produce o large subregional producer-
Services « m|>l(>\m( i area, or is it limited

to s few ceonomic centers, that s, the disper-
the “concentrated deconcen-
tration™ ificon?

[n 1999 the cartography of producer-

SION Ve

serviees jobs showed the predominance of

a trinnele shaped arca that was centered

National Census 1982-1999.

on Paris and its adjacent western muanici
p;x]iti(*s see Fignre D ) The three sunnmits
of this triangle were lh( weslern arrondisse
ments (districts)y of Paris. known as the
FMinancial City (215,000 periproduetive jobs):
La Déense economic center and its neigh
boring municipalitios, located in the middie
of the Tauts-de Seine départenent (165,000
poril)r()(lu('{i\(\ jobs); and Boulogne
Billancouwrt/Issv-les-Moulincany/Paris's
southoem (listri('*lﬁ, located nmslly in the
castern 1);11'! of the Hauts-de- Seine départe
ment (120,
of the western districts of Paris and of the

000 periproductive jobs) The rest

municipalitios linking Paris to La Défense
(Nenilv-sur-Scine,

Clichy) must be added to depict whal is
th(‘ new golden trinngle of the Paris region,

Levallois-Perret. and

Altoge t|1< o, they accouant for no less than
610,000 pe 111)1()(111(11\( lt)im almost 10
percent ol the regional total.

In addition, “sceondary cconomic conters”
(Cervero 1989) can he identified: the 12th
and 13th (11‘/‘())1(/1'5:\‘())11(’)zlx on the castern part

of Paris (77.0(
two allpmts ol Orlv and Roissy (34,000
and 50.0
villes novvelles (the Parvis region’s new
towns) castern Mame-la- \‘1||< ‘e (37000
peri )1()(111(“\( jobs), southeastern vy and
Scénart (30(
western me[ Quentin-en-Yvelines (30

p(*ri[)r()(lm‘li\(‘ i()l)sk the

00 periprocductive jobs) and the

0O periproductive ;()l)\ s(mlh

periproductive jobs), wnd northwestern
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Periproductive Employment Variation 2
(1982-1999 Period)
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Figure 5. Map of variation in l)(‘,ri})l'()(luctiv(', employment in the Ile-de-France region (1982-1999).

Sources: INSEE/IAURIF,

Cergy-Pontoise (26,000 periproductive jobs).
To what extent is this description related
to the spatial mutation of the regional
economic system between 1982 and 19997
During that period, Paris’s business district
was atfected by a decline in producer-
services employmcnt Between 1982 and
1999, it lost 77,000 jobs, or over a quarter
of its original size. On a broader Parisian
scale, only the eastern districts of Paris
(mainly the 12th arrondissement) were able
to keep up with the pace of regional devel-
opment (+3.1 percent, a gain of 27,000
periproductive jobs). In contrast, the middle
of the Hauts-de-Seine département, pulled
up by La Défense, had the strongest regional
variation (+7.9 percent per year, a gain of
94,000 periproductive jobs). The southern
part of the Hauts-de-Seine département was
not far behind, with an additional 44,000 and
17,000 p(\npmductlvc jobs, respectively, for
Boulogne-Billancourt/Issy-les-Moulineaux
and the south IHauts-de-Seine. Economic
development spread on a spatial-contiguity
basis, leading to the formation of the

National Census 1982-1999.

triangle-shaped core straddling Paris and the
Hauts-de-Seine département. 1f this
phenomenon was noticed by some authors
before (Beckouche 1999), it has never been
demonstrated so clearly.

From 1990 to 1999, the spatial expansion
of the Paris region CBD seems to have bene-
fited other municipalities as the Hauts-de-
Seine cane close to being saturated. This
pattern is obvious in the two northern
municipalities of Saint-Denis and
Aubervilliers (9,000 periproductive jobs
gained from 1982 to 1999), yet it remains to
be demonstrated in the other municipalities
surrounding Paris along the internal
expressway (the “Périphérique”). However,
recent data on office market geography have
tended to confirm this trend (Bertrand and
Diziain 2002).

The Outer Suburbs faced the same
dramatic geographic transformation from
1982 to 1999. Although residential areas
were hardly affected, two main economic
trajectories can be observed. First, relatively
isolated secondary economic centers grew
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vigoron They spread in only a few
summn(lmu mumicipalities, such as H()lsw
(4 10.7 percent per year, a gain of 32,0

periy m)(lm tive jobs), Cergy <+8 I perce m
per yvear o gain of 15,000 penpl()(lu(tl\ e
]()IM. and Iu\w (+11.9 percent per year, a
gain of 153,000 periproductive jobs). In other
parts of the nu—‘tml)olitun area, 1)1‘()(1110()%
services corridors were l)eing constituted
that linked two or more secondary economic
centers cither together or to the central
lll(‘tl'()})()ll[(“l h‘iill]g](\. Elempl()s are in tll(x
castern part of the region, with Marne-la-

Vallée (1198 percent per year, a gain of

29.000 periproductive jobs), and in the
south, with an axis stretching from Saint-
Quentin en-Yvelines to Saclay (a cumulated
gain ol 50,000 periproductive jobs).
However this (%xennp](& of the constitution
ol an iniportant sccondary periproductive
ared is n(>ihing in comparison to the exam-
ples of Lurge subregional dispersion in
Californin

I'rom 1982 to 1999, then, the decentral-
ization ol producer-services employment or,
more exacth . the distribution of this growth,

seems to have favored a reorganization of

the metropolitan cconomic geography. From
amonocentric agglomeration predominated
1)) A sinele P(UISI(II] husiness district at the
beginning of the 1980s, the geography of the
cconomic svstem became one of a metro-
politan region whose structure, far from
being dispersed (as seen in some North
American cities), was p()lycm’m’i(: by 1999,
This change confirms that central location:- -
or, at least, cconomic ()entrulity whether in
the middle of the agglomeration or on its
edges— still matters.

The Limits of Deconcentration:
The City-Center Reinforcement
Hypothesis

What explaing the decentralization process
that affects producer-services jobs? Is the
business district sulfering a decline that
benefits other areas of the metropolitan
region, oris this deconcentration process
testimony ofits increasing strength? The
answer Lo this question will vary, depending

Ocrosrr 2004

on the indicators that are used. The fivsi diffi-
culty, then, is to establish a scientifically
shared definition of which activities cmbody
today’s cconomic centrality. Most anthors
agree on a list of business services that are
()ft(en described as “high-order services active
ities” or “advanced services prmlu(-(‘rs“
(Coftey, Drolet, and Polese 1996). Behind
the labels, however, it is sometimes dilfieult
to be sure either of the exact content of the
data that were used to localize such markers
of economic centrality or ofits comparahility
with the data of other case studics.

I propose that a mere analysis of cconomnic
sectors is not sufficient. Most of the tine,
high-order services are defined as a set of
economic sectors, such us headguarters or
knowledge-intensive business serviees. A
nonexhaustive list would include jobs in
management, accounting. |<\g;1| alfairs.
finance, and real estate (Alvergne and
Shearmur 2002). But even in such seclors,
all the employees are not highly qualificd
professionals. Some emplovees, sometinies
a majority, of this force as desceribed by a
SIC code, such as in many head quaarters, are
only l)mll\' qualificd (¢ Jerical workers, Tor
instance). Therelore, studies ol hich-order
services are otten biased, taking into account
jobs that arc not relevant to the question, To
map the “advanced service l)m(luu s, it s
thus necessary to analyze at the sane time
both cconomic scectors and husiness fine-
tions.

It is possible to do so in the Paris case,
thanks to the STRATES statistical tool.
which allows one to obtain two picces ol
information for eve rvjob: the cconomic
sector, which describes the main activity of
the fnm that emiploys the Tabor force (lmx( d
on the Freneh equivalent of SIC codes). and
the prolessional function, which details the
spedific activity of each emplovee within a
firm (Illdlld“( vial stafl, technicians,
researchers, aml so forth). The aim of this
tool is not only 1o go bevond a simplistie
economic (1(*3(11[)11()11 that onits x(u)n(Lm
and tertiary activities, but also to add func-
tional information to sectoral analvsis. In the
case of Paris, “advanced services producers”
have the ly()ll()\ving characteristios: thev
belong to the cconomic sectors of cither
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production (manufacturing, building, and
agriculture) or periproduction (business
services, finance-banking-insurance, or trans-
port and telecommunications); they deal
with the functions of justice, culture,
research, management, engineering, or 10gis—
tics; and they are in the upper professional
categories (highly qualified white-collar
workers).

According to this description, in 1999 the
Paris region had about 700,000 high-order
services jobs, representing 15 percent of the

regional labor force. Business services

du)()unted for more than half the total, much
more than the manufacturing (20 percent),
banking (12 percent), and transport and
telecommunication (11 percent) sectors.
In terms of functions, management is
predominant (33 percent), followed by
marketing (17 percent) and R&D (16
percent).

Geography of Advanced Services
Producers in 1999

In 1999, high-order services were slightly
more concentrated in the geographic center
of the agglomeration than were the producer
services. Paris City and the Inner Suburbs
had 240,000 and 284,000 high-order services

jobs (35 percent and 41 percent), respec-
tlvdy of the regional total. The Outer
Suburbs lagged behmd with only 24 percent
of the Ile- (le France region, a low figure
compared to their share of a third of the total
regional labor force. Location quotients,
calculated as the ratio between the share

of high-order services and the share of

periproductive employment, testify to this
more central location. The Paris location
quotient is close to 1 (indicating no partic-
ular specialization in high-order services),
that of the Inner Subwrbs is 1.25, and that
of the Outer Suburbs is only 0.74.

The départemental analysis details this
observation. With 28 percent of the region’s
high-order services employment, the propor-
tion of such ]obs in the Hauts-de-Seine is
close to that of Paris, followed by 10 percent
(70,000 high-order services jobs) in the
Yvelines, (the western and southwestern
département of the Outer Suburbs), a

Busmviss Skrvicrs DicuNTraLIZATION IN THE Paris Recion 391

proportion that is twice as high as any of the
remaining départements. These findings
indicate not only the predominance of Paris
and the Hauts-de-Seine (the latter départe-

ment’s location quotmnt is 1.41) as the core

of the regional cconomic system (63 percent
of He-de-France’s high-order services jobs
are in these two (lc;r)artement.s) but also
the enduring nature of an east-west imbal-
ance, the Yvelines and the Hauts-de-Seine
(lépartem(znts representing over 60 percent
of the region’s high-order employment
outside Paris (their cumulated location
quotient is 1.69).

The cartography at the scale of munici-
palities gives a more precise view (sce Figure
6). First, the central metropolitan nature
of high-order services is confirmed: the
center of the metropolitan region is where
the highest number of jobs are concentrated.
With 361 ,000 high- ()rdm services jobs in
1999 (over half the rcgl(mal total), the golden
triangle, mentioned earlier in ml(m()n to
periproductive activities, was not ()n]y the
business core of the Paris metropolitan
region, but also the region’s most important
decision-making center. In contrast, the
castern Parisian districts and their neigh-
boring municipalities in the north and east
of the Inner Suburbs had only a few high-
order services jobs. In the Outer Suburbs,
high-order services were not numerous. Yet,
secondary centers and corridors—such as
Cergy, Roissy, and Noisy-le-Grand (Marmne-
la-Vallée), with 9,000 to 12,000 jobs cach—
could be observed. However, the most
impressive concentration was located in the
southwestern part of the metropolitan
region—mainly the corridor linking Saint-
Quentin-en-Yvelines to Vélizy-Villacoublay
(33,000 high-order services jobs) and the axis
between Massy and Saclay (16,000 high-
order services Jobs).

1982-1999: Reinforcement of the
Center?

High-order services grew steadily in the
Ile-de-France reg_,lon from 450,000 jobs in
1982 to 700,000 in 1999, or a gain of 3.35
percent per year over the pu]()d. This vari-
ation must be compared to the evolution of
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Figure 6. Map of variation in high-order services e mp[()\nn nt in the Ile-de-France region
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U‘I(»l)'ll [abor foree, which increased 0.4
pereent per vear in that same period. In
otherwords. high-ovder services targely
contributed to t|1<‘ overall variation in th(*
labor force hetween 1982 and 1999, its share
rising from 10 percent of the region’s total
workforee to 15 pereent. If the Taner
Suburhs and the Onter Suburbs gained
127K ( and 92,000 lli(f]I~()]‘(1("l‘ services '()l)x
{or L7 percent and| () r percent pe ve ar),
respectivel . Paris also benefited from this
gencral frend, with an inerease of 34,000
jobs (0.9 percent per vear) (see Figure 7).
However Paris suffered a decline relative
to other parts ol the metropolitan region,

(ronm 7 percent of the region’s high-order

Services <‘m]>|()\ ment in 1982 to 34 perceent
1 1999, At st glanee, one would think,
(‘()I\Si(l(‘l‘lllt’_ the cente r-perip shery dppl(m(,h,

that the ceonomice core declined. A finer

.\'lmliu] ;m:ll; sis tends to show the contrary.

To measnre the importance of the trans-
formation ol the Tocation of high-order

services within the metropolitan region, |

AURIF, National Census 1982—-1999.

refer to the cocflicient of concentration.! [n
1999, its value was 55 Tov the He-de-
France population, 88 for the region’s entire
labor force, and 171 for high-order services
jobs. This finding confirms that high-order
services were more concentrated than the
labor force, which was more concentrated
than the ])opuluti(m. Between 1982 and
1999, the coefficient decreased (Gt was 253
in 1982): in 1999, high-order services jobs
were distributed to more municipalitics. This
ﬁndillg is not (tn()llgll to confirm a decline
of the Parisian center, however.

A cartographic analysis of the variation in
employment in high-order services between
1982 and 1999 clearly shows two distinet bt
compl(‘,m(*nizu’y trends. First, the places that

""The cocelficient of concentration, or
Herfindahl coelficient, equals the square sun
of municipal shares. The stronger the cocflicient,
the higher the concentration. 1 a coelficient is
high, then only a fow municipalities have alarge
part of employment.
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Figure 7 1)(7’])(1!‘[(17)1(?)1[(!1 variation ()f'high—order services empl()ym(ént in the Ile-de-France region

(1982-1999). Sources: INSEE/IAURIF, National Census 1982-1999.

had the most important variation in size were
La Défense (+50,000 jobs) and Boulogne-
Billancourt/Issy-les-Moulineaux (+25,000).
The first conclusion to be drawn is that the
decentralization of the Paris CBD benefited
mostly the two main economic centers of
the Tlauts-de-Seine département. In other
words, the metropolitan economic centrality
was enlarged. This broadening of the core
center did not hamper the development of
sccondary economic centers in the Outer
Suburbs. In the southwestern part of the
metropolitan region, Saint-Quentin, Vélizy,
Massy, and Saclay had the highest rates of
growth in the region (over 17 percent per
year for some of them, or an increase of
34,000 high-order services jobs), followed
by Cergy, Roissy, and Marne-la-Vallée (with
a gain of 6,000 to 10,000 jobs).

In conclusion, there is no such thing as a
declining central core in the Paris region.
Instead, one can observe a redistribution
of the region’s strong growth toward neigh-
boring western municipalities (chiefly La
Défense and Boulogne), a redistribution that
widened its extent. This expansion did not
prevent the development of secondary
economic centers in the Outer Suburbs,
especially in the southwestern suburbs. In
short, the renewed metropolitan economic
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geography is one of complex dynamics
leading to a new spatial division of labor.
£ I

Toward a Dissociated
Polycentricity?

To study the spatial division of metro-
politan labor (restricted in this case to
periproductive activities), I focus, in this last
section, on main concentrations of employ-
ment. The methodology was based on a two-
step protocol. First, T defined thresholds to
select main municipalities—at least 2,600
periproductive jobs and a density of
producer services and high-order services
jobs per built urban space—of more than 10
and 4, respectively; 100 municipalities met
these criteria. Second, I grouped munici-
palities into economic centers according to
spatial-contiguity criteria, economic profiles
{economic sectors as well as functions),
and the identity of their recruitment areas.
With this method, I identified 21 producer
services-economic centers in the Paris
metropolitan region. Amounting to only 8
percent of the region’s municipalities, they
represent 62 percent of the labor force, 72
percent of Ile-de-France’s periproductive
employment, and 79 percent of high-order
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services by, These figures are an indi-
cator ol Pavis’s me lr(>|)(>llt m p()l\c(nmul\

These coonomic conters differ according
to their 1<><xzii<m within the urban region.
their brineh sectors and functions special-
izations. aud the proportion of high-order
services coplovment in their Tibor forec.
These differences Ted me to develop a
tvpology of the metropotitan spatial division
of Tabor. o division that can be mnmlelri/.(‘d
as one of dissociated polyeentricity.” This
refers to the hivpothesis that there is a link
between the polyveentrie shape of cconomic
geography and the requirements of the
[)m(]u( tive svstem inwhich cconomic sectors
and functions are parth dissociated within
the intrassctropolitan space, 1 one reversed
the narrative. observing the division of Tabor,
one would assume an “int('gmi(‘d p()]_\'(‘(‘n—
tricity” hecanse cach ceconomic center would
lave a detnite role in the spatial organiza-
tior. This point cannol be settled wntil we
nanage to shed [igll( on the economic flows
hetween ihese places, sinee integration
requires dense and regular relations in the
t];l\—(() i f\m(‘li(mil]g’ of the cconomice
svstem.

The He de France's regional average
shows adiversified profile, \\111(1 has hoen
de pict ted i the literature {(Beckouche.
Damectic and Viee 1997). FFrom Ill(‘l‘(‘['\ o
large ceonamic sectors point of view, busi-

ness senices represent alimost 635 percent of

all |><\ri[m whictive jobs, tar ahead of trang-
porl and iclccommunications and linance-
[)xml\—mwr;mw (24 and 13 pereent, respec
tivelhvy buat when detailed economic
.\'ul).\'(i(‘!mu e examined, it appears that no
activity cneoeds 15 pereent ol the region’s
periproductive jobs (see Figure 8),
Transport hanking-insarance, management,
and wholesale trade are the four most inipor-
k. with ashare of 13 to 14 percent. With
valies only hall as big: [T telecommunica-
tions. and other general services to lirms
rank second, All other activities (R&DD,
marketine, and engineering) account for
minder s porcent of He-de-France’s peripro-
ductive conptovment. In terms of hroad fune-
tions. the abstract [)l‘()(lu(‘li(m activitics
(conception. management, and marketing)
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are more important than “concrete”™ ones (G4
pereent and 22 percent ol the region’s
periproductive jobs. respectivelv) (see Fignre
9). This finding indicates the wide extent
to which the Parisian productive svstem s
imvolved in the development of a knowle doe
intensive and information cconomy (Asce e
1995).

Among the 21 cconomic conters, only
few arce close to the regional average,
(;()nﬁrming an intense differentiation within
the metropolitan region. The near-average
cconomic centers are located in Paris City
(such as southeastern Paris. middle-castern
Paris, or castern Paris) orin the Inner
Suburbs (Créteil). All these conters are in
the dense part of the agglomeration and are
arban centers, sometimes with a I:ll'\t{(‘
number of producer-services jobs. Their
economic-sector profile is dive rsiliod their
functions are predominantly those ol abstract
production. and their share of high orde
services jobs is not especialhv strong,
However, these cconomic conters are iln*
exception in an cconomic svstent in which
s])ociu]imli()n is the norm. a
in the business districts.

b |‘()I' (‘\(l!lll)[(’w

Specializali(m of Economic Cenlers

Business Economic Cenlers, Business
centers are defined as having predominantiy
management and finance-hanking-insurance
activitics: abstract fimetions that Targely
exceed the regional average, espec dallv in
marketing and management: and a hiol
proportion of high- (n(l( rservices. Five busi
ness conters meet these eriteria in the
Paris region, four of which constitute the
central metropolitan triangle: Paris-Iinancial
City; the western districts of Paris: Ta
Défense: Boulogne-Billancourt/Issy - les
Moulincanx; 411(] in the Outer Suburhs,
Saint-Quentin-cn-Yvelines.

Slight differences distinguish these
cconomic centers. The Financial Cily and
the western districts of Paris are the tradi
tional fvancial and headqguarters conters,
For instance, in the Financial ity the
banking ind insurance industiv accounts for
35 percent ()('p(‘ripr()(]u('li\'("vm])l()'\ ment,
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Figure 8. Profile of the Ile-de-France region branch activities. Source: INSEE/IAURIF, National
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Figure 9. Profile of the Ile-de-France region
functions. Source: INSEE/IAURIF, National
Census 1999.
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while management activities represent 18
percent (see Figure 10). La Défense,
although a financial center, is home to a large
proportion of wholesale trade and IT compa-
nies. Boulogne’s economic center is more
specialized in the telecommunications and
media industries. As for Saint-Quentin-en-
Yvelines, its profile is in between two cate-
gories. It is impossible to deny its business-
oriented profile because management
activities are important (14 percent).
However, this ville nouvelle also has an
economic profile that is close to the high-
technology and R&D-oriented profile of
neighboring suburban economic centers.

Southwestern “Technopolitan”
Centers. “Technopolitan” economic centers
(Benko 1991) are specialized in high-tech-
nology activities, such as IT, telecommuni-
cations, R&D, and engineering, in a way that
far exceeds the average of the Ile-de-France
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region. This specialization reflects an
upstream-activities orientation. Tn terms of
functions, it is no surprise that abstract
production dominates, with an overrepre-
sentation of research and conceptual jobs.
For this reason, these economic centers have
the highest rate of high-order services in the
region, outnumbering even the central core.
Straddling the Yvelines and the Essonne
départements, the “technopolitan” centers
are concentrated in the clearly delimited
southwestern part of the Outer Suburbs.
In addition to Saint-Quentin-en-Yvelines,
the Hauts-de-Seine Sud, Vélizy-Villacoublay,
Saclay, and Massy belong to this high-tech-
nology employment category. If each center
has its own specificities—such as Saclay, for
instance, which is dedicated to rescarch
activities—overall, they express the same
“technopolitan” specialization.

Downstream-Activities Economic
Centers. The remaining economic centers
all fit the same profile. In terms of economic
sector, downstream activities, such as
logistics and wholesale trade, are overrep-
resented. Incidentally, the material-produc-
tion functions, if not always prevalent, are
more important than in the regional average.
Moreover, employment in high-order
services is low.

Where are these secondary economic
centers located? In the case of the two
cconomic centers of Saint-Denis and the
north Hauts-de-Seine, they are located in
some traditionally industrialized places of
the Inner Suburbs that are undergoing
economic conversion processes. In these
centers, logistics and wholesale trade account
for over half producer-services jobs (against
a quarter for the regional average). Although
a bit more diversified, the villes nouvelles
(Saint-Quentin-en-Yvelines excluded) have
a high proportion of material-production
functions. Only Cergy in the north appears
a little closer to the regional average in that
it has a nonnegligible share of manage-
ment activities. Finally, Roissy and Orly
airports arc, as can be expected, special-
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ized in material production (over half their
jobs), which can be explained by the impor-
tance of logistics activities.

In sum, the functional- and sector-hased
analysis of the 21 main economic centers
demonstrates bold intrametropolitan special-
ization among a metropolitan core that is
dedicated to business activities and manage-
ment functions; a southwesterm “technopo-
litan” area that leads in high-technology
industries and R&D functions; and the
remaining downstream-activities centers in
the Inner and Outer Suburbs. How, then,
does this spatial division of the periproduc-
tive system change the labor market geog-
raphy? T explore this question next before 1
turn to my conclusion.

Subfragmentation of a Once-
Integrated Labor Market?

Regional and national planners, as well as
scientists, have long emphasized the role
of a large and integrated labor force to
explain the high economic productivity of
the Paris metropolitan region. At least as
early as 1965, with the “Schéma Dirccteur
d’Aménagement Urbain de la Région
Parisienne,” regional planning documents
underlined the necessity of an efficient infra-
structure system that would enable the trans-
portation of virtually all workers anywhere
in the region, thanks to urban highways or
the Regional Express Railway. The coher-
ence of a compact and interconnected labor
market has been put forward as a key expla-
nation for the higher productivity of the Paris
region over other French cities (Rousseau
and Prud’homme 1992).

The transtormation of the Paris agglom-
eration from a monocentric city to a more
polycentric metropolitan region can have
strong impacts on the (m(‘(—*—pmisv(] inte-
gration of the labor force. As has been shown

2The term integrated reflects the fact that most
municipalities of the metropolitan region were
sending an important share of their commuters
to the economic core of Paris.
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in North wmcerican mvtropolitun regions,
suchvas New York (Godfrey 1995), European
cities, which have traditionally been
deseribed as less fragmented than other
arban regions in the world, may be at a
turning pomt with the constitution of subre-
gional libor imarkets. To evaluate the reality
of such o phenomenon and to measure the
extent Lo which it can be explained by the
deconcentration hypothesis, I mapped
commniuting producer-services jobs of the 21
cecononie conters identified earlier. Two
simple cartographic indicators were used:
the “attraction range.” which is defined as
the nmber ol mumu[)(xlities sending at least
1O producer-services workers to the
cconomic conter, and the “p()]uriy.ing
intensity

their lmMuvvr—svr\'i(-(fs workers to the

ceonomic conter. The first indicator

measures the maximal g(f()gruphic range ol

the cconomic conter, and the second
measures s capacity to command a labor
market fallv or partly. Figure 11a illus-
trates hese two indicators: a municipality
belongs 1o the attraction range of an
ceononic conter it its color is everything but
whiter comversely, it is part of the 1)()]4“/( el
arca il s darkened.

Paris: A !)ccrcas‘ing Influence. In
1982 the influence of Paris’s Financial
C Il\ WS 1>|<‘<]()|111nu|1l within the u(fgl(nmw"
ation (scoe I icure [a), Its attraction range
excecdod 650 of the 1,300 nlllnl(,]l)(lhil(/.\
allowing 1t 1o receruit workers from far into
the Outer Suburbs, (‘S]wvin”y along the RER
A train fine. Hs influence was a bit stronger
in the northern half of the region, atfecting
as iy S8 mmicipalities in the whole
region. In 1999, the sitwation had changod
dramaticallv. 1 its attraction range had
increased slightly (10 percent) following the
expansion ol the me (ropolitan area, the
Financial City suffered a strong diminne
tion ol its capacity to command a regional
labor market, 1ts 1)()] wizing intensity (lll]llll
ished by hall hetween 1()82 and 1999, Tn
other words, il the Financial City was still
the bigeest ceconomic center in 1999, it was

which refers to the number of
municipalities sending at least 10 percent of

Ocroses 2004

not as predominant as it used to be as a labor
force recruitment arca.

All the other cconomic conters within
Paris secm to have suffered the same
decline. For instance, in 1982, central and
castern Paris (the 10th, 11th, and 19th
arrondissements) used to he the second
economic site i the He-de-IPrance region
in terms of both attraction range and
polarizing intensity (with 450 and 150 muanic-
11)(111t1(,5, respectlive I_\). Its )()Izn‘l'/,zltlon area
extended as far as the ()ut(‘r Suburhs’ [vinges
of a large castern half of the agglomera-
tion. In 1999, its I)()] wizing intensity had
crumbled, with a 75-percent (l( erease in the
polarization arca, and it commanded solely
its own districts and a lew small and far-awvay
municipalitics.

Inner Suburbs: Too Strong a
Competition. The Toner Subuarbs
economic centers, located close to Paris,
faced the same difficulties. No matter how
fast growing they were, their influence within
the m(‘tl()p()ht m region did not strengthen
between 1982 and 1999, Créte 1|ﬁ l(n
elemp](‘ with an attraction range of T
municipalilics in 1982 and 173 in 1999 (||<1
not remlm( ¢ its capacity to command a local
labor market: in 1982, it polarized no nmmic-
ipalities but itself: in 1999, it was still Timited
to 10 small residential municipalitios ol its
immediate surroundings. This observation
on stugnul’ing cconomic centers is verificd
by a fast-growing center, such as Boulogne-
Billemc()u1‘[/[53}'»—](?&M()ulin(%zlu,\ foven
th()ugh that center had hecome a major
central economic concentration within the
nletl‘()politun business core, its 1)()];\1’iyi1w
intensity declined by over a third hetween
1982 and 1999, This obscrvation can he
extended to Vélizy-Villacoublay (Figure
11b ) an impor(;mt’ cconomic conter that
specializes mostly in high-technology indus-
tries. In conclusion, it seems tlml the
economic centers of the Inner Suburbs,
squeezed between Paris and the Onter
Suburbs, had lost their capacity to connmand
a well-delimited labor market arca. AH but
one.
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The Spectacular Growth of La
Défense. In 1982, La Défense had already
acquired a reasonable weight, considering
its short history, with the first office tower
having been built in 1964. With an attrac-
tion range of only a little under 400 munic-
ipu]ities and a polurizing mtensity close to
50 municipalities, it used to be part of the
sccondary economic centers in size,
following those of Paris. It managed to
c()mmdnd the labor market of its neigh-
boring municipalities and even a bit farther
in the eastern fringe of the Yvelines départe-
ment. In 1999, La Défense had vigorously
consolidated its position within the regional
labor market. Its polarizing intensity had
increased by 150 percent—one of the
strongest positive variation rates—a spec-
tacular result, considering its already large
size in 1982. In 1999, it ranked second, with
560 municipalities, closely following Paris’s
Financial City. In fact, almost the entire
metropolitan region was within reach of La
Défense. Moreover, with 150 municipalities
polarized, it commanded a large north-
western sector, if not the entire western half
of the region. Not quite as influential as
Paris, La Défense helped Paris maintain the
integration of a fragmenting regional labor
market.

Subfragmentation in the Outer
Suburbs. All the other economic centers
whose influence increased between 1982
and 1999 were in the Outer Suburbs; Roissy,
the five villes nouvelles, and Saclay mtnessed
a powerful runf()lcemcnt of their attraction
range, far exceeding the general metropol-
itan expansion. They consolidated their
polarizing intensity, thanks to variation rates
higher than 150 percent, figures that cannot
be explained only by the weakness of their
situation in 1982. Their polarization area did
not go toward central sites of the agglom-
eration, but rather in the direction of all
the municipalities of the Outer Suburbs.
Resisting the traditionally dominant Parisian
center and competing successfully with
intermediate economic centers in the Inner
Suburbs, they showed an evident ability to
become subregional labor market centers.
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Saint-Quentin-en-Yvelines, for instance,
went from commanding only a few neigh-
boring municipalities in 1982 to having :
broad influence over a large southwestern
part of the region in 1999. As a result, a
twofold phenomenon could be observed
from 1982 to 1999. At the regional scale, the
strong development of La Défense, while
making up for the relative stagnation of Paris,
tended to uphold the existence of a metro-
politan labor market, whereas at the more
local level, secondary economic centers,
located far enough from the metropolitan
triangle core, grew steadily and became
subregional labor market centers.

Conclusion

The metropolitan economic geography of
the Paris region changed dramatically from
1982 to 1999. To understand this complex
reorganization, I argued first about the
importance of carefully choosing the scale
of analysis. Zooming from analyses of the
CBD versus the Inner and Outer Suburbs
to analyses at the municipal scale enabled
me to shed new light on these changes. Four
main observations have been made. First,
the trend toward the decentralization of
business services affected the Paris region
even though its inherited geography seemed
to be resistant. Spatially, the form of this
decentralization was polycentric (“concen-
trated deconcentration”), not dispersed. This
polycentricism occurred within the limits set
by the specific geography of Paris, that is, a
small and dense agglomeration. Second, the
dynamics of decentralization did not
mechanically induce the decline of the tradi-
tional business district. The Paris case shows
that not only is economic centrality still a
key element in understanding contemporary
economic trends, but also that the central
metropolitan service pole has enlarged its
position and concentrated upper-market
activities. The strength of this pole is such
that it has tended to spread to neighboring
spaces (La Défense and Boulogne-
Billancourt/Issy-les-Moulineaux). Third, the
constitution of a more polycentric metro-
politan region is correlated with a strong
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Figure 11a. Map of the geography of periproductive labor market. Source: INSEE/IAURIL,
National Census 1999.
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Figure 11b. Map of the geography of periproductive labor markets. Source: INSEE/IAURIF,
National Census 1999.
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spatial differentiation of services activities
(what 1 hiove called “dissociated polycen:
frici ™) Homain business services are s still
located widened metropolitan core,
high-technology and R&ID activities are
concentrated in the southwestern part of the
region and most downstream activities are
concentraied insecondary economic centers
in the Toner and Outer Suburbs. Fourth, the
constitution ol a more polycentric urban
s to have induced a transtor-
mation of the Tabor market geography.
Whereas the core arca nunmge(l to 1((»(‘[) @
r(\;j;i()nul mtluence on the entire meh‘opo]is,

region secn

thanks niinly to the increasing influence of

La Défense secondary economic centers in
the Outer Subnrbs were able to organize
parthv or fully subregional Tabor markets.
I other words, both integration and frag-
mentation orends coexist.

Imast be staled thal it was not my inteu-
tion in s article to (?Xl)l:lill the factors
that have cansed the reorganization of Paris
metropolitan economic geography hut,

rather Lo detail as pre (Nl as p()ssﬂ)lc the
spatial dyviamics that have affected the
production svstem. Therefore, the analvsis
presentod lieve was the first step of a
rescarch aeenda in which T propose two
avenues for lurther analyses. The first is to
study somc fuctors that have been depicted
i t]w lm aature as ke v clements in un(l( -

st;\n(]nlu what seems to be a new metro-

politan coonomic geography. I Mmpl(s ol

the factors io be (\lldl\ redinclude corporate
organizational and spatial strategies, since
the chanee in market scale induces the
1‘(‘(‘<ml»ifgvn|r:1li<)n of the internal ()rg;mi'/,;l
tion of fivis in the context of globalization
(Mucchiollv 1998): the real estate market,
since there seems to be a shift from a
demand diven market to a more supply-
oricnted coonomy inwhich investors and
real estate developers arbitrate risks and
profits according to the Tocation within the
metropolitan region (Nappi-Choulet 1997);
and public mstitutions” principles of plan-
ning. which have been important in the case
ol Paris modeling the perceptions of other
kev actors and of actions {such as invest-
ments and territorial murketing) to promote

Ocroser 2004

a more polycentric pattern. The latter factor
is all the more contral today because a new
regional schéma directenr is in prepara-
tion.

The second step in my research agenda
aims not only to explain spatial dynamics,
but also to deseribe the day-to-day funce-
tl()nmg_’ of the wban system. In contrast to
a static “(‘()(T]dpll\ Whl(h informs onl\/ the
characteristics of spaces, a new ge ogm[)h)
is needed to improve our understanding ol
the spatial working of the production sv. sl( i
in its day-to-day relationships. Castells™s
(1996) te lmm()lotf , it is neeessary Lo go
beyond a geogr aphv ()f places to one ol flows.
Does a polycentric shupe indnce systemic
relationships? In other words, do cconomic
centers constituting the l)()l\/(-(\n{ri(* geog-
raphy ol the inctropolis actually exc ll‘lll(f(‘
flows of data, mnoney, information, an(l\\mk
forces? This issuc poses a challenge because
public statistics are not adequate for rescarch
at the metropolitun scale or at the level of
firms. Henee, it \\1” be necessary to develop
new sources of data. Qualitative studics,
based on interviows with firms or on theo-
retical work on networks of lirms, are one
way to achieve such a difficult goal (see the
GaW( analyses on global ne l\\(n ks, Taylor
2003). The otheris to create comprehensive
databases that record firms” {lows, as T am
currently doing with the French public
teleconimunications carrier in the case of
the Paris nu,‘,tr()p()]itml region.
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