





Dimitra Kondylatou and David Bergé

NEW KINDS OF SPACE MAKING

Public space design and governance have been gearing increasingly
towards privatization and exclusive management in many European
cities. This iteration of BAUTOPIA proposes, through theoretical frame-
works and examples of specific practices, different ways of imagining
and constructing the everyday culture and our spatial surroundings.

In BAUTOPIA 2, a European Creative Hubs Network publication that
brings together newly commissioned and existing writing, we propose
bold and compassionate practices for creating new kinds of spaces,
designed along with the place and its human and non-human users,

in a sustainable and long-term way. While some of these initiatives are
externally funded, others are sustained by voluntary work and direct
action. They are all ignited by the persuasion that different modes

of space-making can and do exist beyond the current and dominant
institutions and policies, actively involving the agency of the people and
their participation in both the design and use of public space.

BAUTORPIA 2 raises questions about whether such initiatives inadver-
tently reinforce the very system they seek to challenge and the role of
community in such endeavors, where each individual’s actions contrib-
ute to the collective outcome. The publication looks at spaces that are
in constant transformation by the agency of those who live, move, work,
and act in them, through examples of different forms of organization,
interaction, and communication.
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Carolina Pacchi

NEW WORKSPACES IN EUROPEAN
CITIES AS ALTERNATIVE
ENVIRONMENTS

New working patterns, and thus new workspaces have been gaining
relevance worldwide, already before but especially during and after the
Covid-19 pandemic, when a growing number of workers — and not ex-
clusively those in the most advanced creative and digital sectors — have
been experimenting with opportunities to work remotely. Research
about such spaces has been focusing on their nature, evolution, and
the urban role they play in various parts of the world, not the least in
European cities. Coworking spaces, hybrid workspaces, maker spaces,
fablabs, etc. have been analyzed through different perspectives, even
though the main dimensions highlighted were their collaborative nature
(shared workspaces) and supposedly alternative function, in the face of
traditional workspaces in the tertiary sector.

New workspaces have been seen as an expression of new working
patterns, initially concerning a small minority of knowledge workers, a
niche characterized by a loose relationship to the working environment,
the lack of need to work in a fixed location, a cosmopolitan allure, and
a quest for freedom. This trend can be linked to the fundamental shifts
in the production models towards a knowledge-intensive economy

or cognitive-cultural capitalism (Scott 2014); the latter requires highly
skilled workers and increasingly propels structured employers against
tight connections and towards more fragmented and precarious
careers, while at the same time it relies decisively on the use of digi-
tal technologies, thus freeing workers from the need to be present in
specific places.



After Covid-19 pandemic and given the changes that it has entailed,
the attention towards this new type of workspaces has significantly
increased (Mariotti, Di Marino, and Bednar 2022), also in relation to the
wider range of workers potentially involved, and in the context of shift-
ing patterns of relationship between work and residential decisions (Di
Marino, Lilius, and Lapintie, 2018).

the freedom these workers enjoy is an aspect of a

growing sense of precarity and insecurity

In light of this renewed attention and taking into account the strong
potential all this might have for the lives and career paths of an increas-
ingly broader umbrella of workers, the topic has clearly taken center
stage in the reflections on urban policies and labor, as well as in a more
specific debate about the real potential and impact of these shifting
models on the lives and choices of many workers. On the one hand,
public discussion has strongly accentuated the innovative, alternative
character of such spaces, their potential to liberate workers from tra-
ditional, hierarchical ties with their employers, and the possibility they
offer to those same workers to establish collaborative, horizontal bonds
with people in the same situation (Montanari, Mattarelli, and Scapo-

lan 2021). On the other hand, the freedom these workers enjoy is an
aspect of a growing sense of precarity and insecurity, so in view of this
collaborative workspaces only provide precarious shelters from a harsh
job market — in some cases, they do so by trapping people in complex
relational environments grounded on a mix of cooperation and compe-
tition, raising high expectations concerning the role of community ties
(Pacchi and Mariotti 2021).

From this point onward, it is possible to formulate a number of ques-
tions that firstly have to do with the way in which new — collaborative
— workspaces will be evolving across European cities in the near future;
secondly, we may ask how alternative they actually are compared to
the usual work scene in those same cities and territories, both in terms



of offering different jobs and ways of dealing with the job market, and
the production of common/public goods and the relationship with the
urban space. Ultimately, it is important to try and assess the possible
impacts these types of spaces may have even beyond their boundaries,
regarding the transformation of the very neighborhoods and contexts in
which they are located.

The first point opens a wide array of possible answers, in that the
evolutionary paths of new workspaces across Europe are very diverse.
In larger metropolitan regions, such spaces typically follow a bifurcat-
ed path, becoming either large, structured office spaces managed

and run by corporate actors, or tending to become more informal,
small-scale spaces, with a distinct contextual nature, stemming from
the characters of each individual city or neighborhood, and building
substantive relationships with them — drawing a distinction between

a neo-corporate and a resilient model (Gandini and Cossu 2021). This
difference has characterized new workspaces since the very beginning
of their diffusion in the mid-2000s, but it is becoming more polarized as
real-estate market actors are seizing the opportunity to enter this sec-
tor, as is consistently the case in cities such as London and, to a lesser
extent, Milan. On the other hand, in some cities (we can mention Berlin,
Barcelona, Athens, among others), these workspaces have frequently
been stemming from the counter-cultural scene, and/or serve a distinct
social purpose at local level, offering shared services across a gamut
of fragile populations. In both cases, a certain emphasis is put on the
concepts of community and community building, through rhetorical
constructions that underline them as the key distinguishing characteris-
tics from traditional or mainstream workspaces. The nature, formation,
and evolution of such communities should be an object of attention and
investigation. A strand of literature insists, for instance, on highlighting
the collaborative dimension of such spaces as their predominant fea-
ture, while others see this as an element ultimately hiding the structural
difficulties of an increasingly polarized job market.

If we look more closely to different urban contexts in Europe, the pecu-



liar combination of the external factors affecting the economic, political,
cultural, and institutional sphere, and the agency of different actors in
the creative and cultural fields, gives way to some interesting observa-
tions.

In Milan, in parallel with the emergence and diffusion of large corporate
new workspaces, several initiatives were born at the intersection be-
tween public sector agency and social innovation actors: This interme-
diate way of creating welcoming and (possibly) innovative spaces for
knowledge workers and creative projects has been a typical outcome
of a long phase of intense collaboration between the Municipality and
different private and civil society actors. An interesting example is
BASE Milano, a hybrid space that is located in a former train produc-
tion factory and hosts different creative and cultural projects both on a
temporary and on a permanent basis, together with a cafe and a small
hostel. In this case, as in many others across the city, the Municipality
owns the premises, which are leased to private actors with short-term
contracts, thus opening up opportunity spaces but within a clear insti-
tutional framework.

In Berlin, the new workspaces scene is extremely mixed, in that spaces
range from small, self-organized collectives or groups of cultural and
creative workers to more structured hubs for start-ups and digital
nomads; at the same time, there is a number of hybrid spaces that
perform different functions, often changing form and location over time.
An interesting example is the Agora Collective, an artistic and creative
group interested in promoting alternative types of collective cultural
practices, which has housed in different spaces in the Neukoélin district.
At some point, the collective also hosted a shared workspace and a
cafe, which served as a meeting place for diverse users, more or less
connected to the core group activating this site. In this case, the fluid
nature of the team and its ongoing practices has influenced the chang-
ing and experimental nature of the whole endeavor.



The second point investigates the potential of such new workspaces to
represent a real alternative to traditional or mainstream ones, in terms
of physical settings, in terms of daily practices that take place in those
settings, and in terms of labor models. The issue can thus be tackled by
breaking down the concept of the ‘alternative’ in different aspects, and
then discussing the ‘alternative’ potential for each of them.

three different spheres with different degrees of closure
and publicness, moving from the actual workspace in the
strict sense 1o the urban public space

One first important dimension that can guide us to identify and discuss
how such alternative places may be considered is the type of physical
settings that characterize new workspaces. They very frequently result
from processes of reuse and rehabilitation of spaces previously devoted
to other functions, such as former industrial buildings or spaces devoted
to public welfare; more rarely, they result from the reuse of residential or
tertiary space. Only in the case of large corporate establishments, new
workspaces are located in recently constructed buildings or buildings
designed for this purpose. Apart from the actual areas devoted to

work, they frequently have an array of spaces and services that cater
for different needs, such as common kitchens, spaces for rest, leisure,
training, and in some cases dedicated services for their workers, such
as childcare. In general, it is possible to identify three different spheres
with different degrees of closure and publicness, moving from the actual
workspace in the strict sense to the urban public space. Firstly, there is
the inner space devoted to work practices (in turn, open plan space or
more traditional working rooms). Then, there are spaces of interaction
and exchange, and finally there is the opening towards urban public
space. Such spheres can be distinguished on the basis of their formal
features and spatial organization, as well as their modes of use and

the characters and profiles of their users (Bruzzese and Pacchi 2018).
Interestingly, in terms of alternative functions, the intermediate spaces



of interaction and exchange become a buffer zone between the com-
monly defined workspaces and the urban space, which takes the form
of a cafe, a bistro, or any other place open to a broader public. Overall,
new workspaces enable a wider array of daily practices as compared to
traditional office spaces, including some related to personal life, with a
risk of blurring boundaries between the personal and the worksphere.

Lastly, in terms of the job market, we can critically discuss the nature of
labor, and thus of worker attitudes and practices, and of the job market
dynamics emerging in such spaces. More seldom than not, these spac-
es do offer a real alternative to the precarious and difficult careers of
knowledge workers, freelancers, and workers in the creative industries,
because it is very difficult for such workers to build a collective voice, to
organize themselves to fight for their rights, and to improve their condi-
tions within the extreme fragmentation of such job markets. Moreover,
we may focus on the actual system of relationships (the ‘community’ or
the ‘collaborative space’) that apparently single out the job dynamics in
such spaces.

The changing nature of labor in contemporary societies has been
highlighted with different accents, in a quite extensive debate. We can
certainly observe how the increasing need for self-branding and in-
dividual entrepreneurship that characterizes the contemporary labor
panorama, not just in the realm of technology and innovation, but also
in the creative and cultural industries as well, deeply influences and
shapes the way in which such workers can engage with their daily labor
practices, career paths and expectations, salary dynamics, and types
of contracts they sign (Bandinelli 2020). If these workers “trade security
for freedom” (Spinuzzi 2012), the ways to circumvent challenges in their
career and work-life balance are not always clear. In this, their relation-
ships with other workers (the ‘community’) are complex and ambiguous,
in that both individuality (and subjectivation) and sharing processes
emerge at the same time. Such workers tend to stay alone when facing
the harsh power structures of neo-liberal job markets; thus, at the same
time they are in need of sheltering from such dynamics (by, for instance,



participating in supportive community building activities), and enhancing
their distinctiveness, because their individual position guarantees they
can survive a strong competition in a very difficult market.

Ultimately, we can underline how new workspaces alone are not able

to address the challenges opened by neo-liberal job market dynamics,
such as the growing income inequality (even in the case of highly skilled
workers), forms of precarious work, and the erosion of worker rights.
Such job markets can generate job insecurity, limited benefits, low

and uncertain wages. While new workspaces offer alternative spatial
arrangements for daily work life, and some forms of protection mainly
sustained by a community of peers, they don’t necessarily address
these systemic issues.

new collaborative workspaces may play a different role in
the urban web only when they explicilly and consciously
design new forms of interaction with their surroundings

Adding to the above, the (questioned) alternative role of such spaces
exceeds their boundaries, to inform the nature of the relationships

they entertain with their neighborhood (in urban contexts) or with their
surroundings by and large. Here it is important to understand if and how
they can influence the labor environment even beyond what happens
within their walls. In general, new collaborative workspaces may play a
different role in the urban web only when they explicitly and consciously
design new forms of interaction with their surroundings. That said, many
co-working spaces and, broadly put, collaborative workspaces tend

to stay on the mainstream side when secluded from the urban space,
much like traditional office spaces.

Eventually, a very interesting dimension added to the possible alterna-
tive nature of such spaces emerges when they actually engage with their



surroundings, particularly at neighborhood level: the organization of cul-
tural events that spill over into the urban space, the (temporary) transfor-
mations of the surrounding public space, or the building of robust bonds
with local communities and their grassroots initiatives, among other
initiatives are good examples, even if they are not decisive in tackling
the aforementioned difficulties. In such cases, new workspaces enter a
relationship with the urban space drawing on the idea of porosity, in that
they act like a sponge, absorbing and giving back to their surroundings
forms of self-organization and local innovation.

Carolina Pacchi

Carolina Pacchi holds a PhD in Urban and Environmental Planning, and she is Associate Professor in
Urban Planning at DAStU Politecnico di Milano. She is Vice-Rector for Institutional and Community
Relations, she coordinates the MSc Programme in Urban Planning and Policy Design, she is Board
member of the PhD Programme in Urban Planning, Design and Policy. She has done research on the
transformation of urban governance in European cities, on forms of alternative politics and grass-
roots activism at local level, and she is engaged in research on the transformation of workspaces
and their impacts on territories in Italy and other countries in Europe. She has been involved in a
number of EU-funded research projects on governance in urban, environmental, and local devel-
opment policies. She has been a visiting researcher at the Kingston University, London, and at the
Technical University, Berlin.

References

Bandinelli, Carolina. 2020. “The Production of Subjectivities in Neoliberal Culture Industries: The
Case of Coworking Spaces.” International Journal of Cultural Studies 23, no. 1, 3-19. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1367877919878449.

Bruzzese, Antonella, and Carolina Pacchi.2018. “Spaces and Social Practices in the New Forms of
Labour.” Urbanistica 158: 130—4.

Di Marino, Mina, Johanna Lilius, and Kimmo Lapintie. 2018. “New Forms of Multi-Local Working:
Identifying Multi-Locality in Planning as well as Public and Private Organizations’ Strategies in the
Helsinki Region.” European Planning Studies 26, no. 10: 2015-35.

Gandini, Alessandro, and Alberto Cossu. 2021. “The Third Wave of Coworking: ‘Neo-Corporate’
Model Versus ‘Resilient’ Practice.” European Journal of Cultural Studies 24, no. 2: 430-47.

Mariotti, llaria, Mina Di Marino, and Pavel Bednar (eds). 2022. The COVID-19 Pandemic and the
Future of Working Spaces. London: Routledge.

Montanari, Fabrizio, Elisa Mattarelli, and Anna Chiara Scapolan. 2021. Collaborative Spaces at Work.
Innovation, Creativity and Relations. London: Routledge.

Pacchi, Carolina, and llaria Mariotti. 2021. “Shared Spaces or Shelters for Precarious Workers?
Coworking Spaces in Italy.” Professions and Professionalism 11, no. 1), 1-16. https://doi.org/10.7577/
pp.3911.

Scott, Allen John. 2014. “Beyond the Creative City: Cognitlve-Cultural Capitalism and the New
Urbanism.” Regional Studies 48, no. 4: 565-78.

Spinuzzi, Clay. 2012. “Working Alone Together: Coworking as Emergent Collaborative Activity.”
Journal of Business and Technical Communication 26, no. 4: 399-441.






André Forte | Head of Business Development - Arts
at UPTEC, at Creative Skills Week at University of Ap-
plied Arts Vienna, 10-11 October 2023, photographer
Paul Pibernig

UPTEC

UPTEC is a meeting point between the
University of Porto and businesses
from business development support
to connect them with global worth
networks. In order to increase the
interaction between our vibrant com-
munity, we are connected with strate-
gic partners and actively organising
events and networking oportunities.

https://uptec.up.pt/

previous page: carolina / Urb_0016



Marcelo Rezende

PARTICIPATORY, CONTEMPLATIVE, AND
ALCHEMICAL

In the exceptional, groundbreaking, sometimes turbulent, yet surpris-
ingly gracious history of Brazilian museology over the last century,
there has been a clear inclination to revise the idea of what a museum
could and should represent, particularly with regard to its social, cultur-
al, and political role. This drive for transformation was evident not only
in the industrial and political hubs of the country, such as Sdo Paulo
and Rio de Janeiro, which were significantly influenced by the impact
of modernism, but also in the arid regions of the ‘Sertdo’ or among the
waterfalls in the Chapada Diamantina in the northeast of Brazil, where
few institutional museums even exist.

In these areas, new interpretations of art, artists, and collections arose
due to individual or group voluntarism, facing unthinkable historical and
economic pressures. These unofficial, unacknowledged, or illicit muse-
ums, even though they were not supported by regulatory cultural poli-
cies dictated by the government, were still considered as museums and
existed outside the established power structures of the state. They are
there dealing with the Brazilian circumstances, regardless of whether it



was under democratic or dictatorial regimes, the same circumstances
where Museu do Mato (Scrubland Museum), established in 2015 in the
State of Bahia as a “museal sculpture,” serves as both a continuation
and a disruption of this narrative.

What is meant by a “museal sculpture?” Could it refer to Joseph Beuys
and his 1980s ecological campaign “Difesa della Natura,” where he
collaborated with the Italian-born Brazilian modernist architect Lina Bo
Bardi, and was observed by an astonished Antonio Gramsci, captivated
by his belief in cultural resistance and the establishment of a count-
er-hegemonic cultural position?

a museum-atelier-forum, opposing the

ideO O]C a museum as a monument

20

To attempt to answer this question, we must step back in time to a
specific moment (the city of Sdo Paulo during the period from the late
1940s to the mid-1970s), when the idea of a Brazilian art museum —
opposing the traditional Western model — began to take shape in the
minds and hands of Lina Bo Bardi and Pietro Maria Bardi, with the cre-
ation of the Museu de Arte de Sdo Paulo (MASP) in 1947. The brilliance
of curator and art critic Walter Zanini shone fifteen years later, when he
decided to transform the Museum of Contemporary Art of the Sdo Pau-
lo University (MAC-USP) into a museum-atelier-forum, opposing the
idea of a museum as a monument. Bahia entered the picture between
1959-64, when Bo Bardi organized the Museum of Modern Art of Bahia
in the capital of that state, Salvador, as a radicalized process that chal-
lenged the economic power of Sdo Paulo and placed the impoverished
Brazilian Northeast at the center of the cultural movement. Looking
through the lens of the present, this entire journey seems almost unreal
indeed.



In all its limitations, the cultural and political struggle in Brazil through-
out the 20th century and the first two decades of the 21st century can
be summarized into two distinct possibilities: accepting the notion of
Brazil as an underdeveloped country that needs to follow the models
of a Western order (with all its implications), or promoting the idea that
Brazil should embrace its differences, seeking a unique Brazilian model
that refuses to replicate the old and instead creates something new,
drawing from its Afro-Portuguese-baroque-indigenous history. This
battle has been present in every political putsch that Brazil has experi-
enced. Every time Brazil becomes more essentially Brazilian, an ‘order’
has been re-established through force. This was evident in the military
coup of 1964 and more recently in the parliamentary putsch of 2016,
when then-president Dilma Rousseff was impeached by the Brazilian
parliament despite not being found guilty of any crime. The museums
— and this cannot be emphasized enough — have also been part of this
same process, sometimes oscillating between positions: imitating or
refusing to imitate, depending on their own context, European or North
American museums.

Museu do Mato emerged from the historical and cultural context out-
lined above, having its origins in the procedures initiated at the Muse-
um of Modern Art of Bahia (MAM—-BA). The initial museum’s program,
developed by its founder Lina Bo Bardi, championed the concept of

a museum as a space where communities could take center stage,
dismissing the hierarchical narratives of art history and empowering
underrepresented groups, such as the popular classes. When Bo Bardi
departed the MAM-BA in 1964, following the military coup, the entire
program began to diverge from its initial objectives, and the museum
gradually transformed into a ‘standard’ institution, akin to those in the
northern hemisphere. In 2013 (under President Dilma Rousseff), the
museum, under new leadership, opted to revive Bo Bardi’s original prin-
ciples. The challenge was to achieve this without fostering any form of
nostalgia, but rather by examining its potential in addressing pressing
contemporary matters and inquiries.
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As a consequence, numerous events transpired over the span of
2012-2015. This is when the museum’s archive was organized for

the first time, while the team got access to the manuscripts left by

Bo Bardi. A bimonthly magazine was created to publish the research
conducted, and the museum brought back the Biennials in Bahia — a
process that had been interrupted by the military dictatorship in 1968.
Also, the MAM—-BA began to ‘dematerialize’ itself, working beyond its
historical building and across the state, among other gestures aimed
at desacralizing the museum as a normative institution. However, due
to new political turbulence (both local and national), everything started
to disappear once again, in a strange and dramatic re-enactment of Bo
Bardi’s years.

The question arose among a group of former workers at the Museum of
Modern Art of Bahia: How to continue the project initiated at the muse-
um, expanding it in the name of an alternative model for a museological
institution? What then needed to be done?

Conceived and coordinated by Luciana Moniz (former executive direc-
tor of MAM-BA) and the museum’s graphic designer Dinha Ferreiro,
Museu do Mato emerged from these distinct circumstances — and also
in a truly unparalleled location: the village of Mucugé, in the Chapada
Diamantina, an area in the heart of the Bahian State, where the scenery
is molded by mountains, waterfalls, scrublands, and layers of unchart-
ed memory, dispersed amongst tiny settlements and families. The
founders of Museu do Mato share a personal bond with the location,
where their families have resided for generations in the vicinity of the
village, together with 8,889 inhabitants. Thus, they did not arrive as
outsiders, but as a duo capable of grasping the unique dynamic of the
area.

The history of Chapada Diamantina originates from the Brazilian colo-
nial era. Mining in the region can be traced back to 1710. In the second
half of the 19th century, an economic surge occurred due to the ex-



ploitation of diamonds in the Chapada area. The discovery of diamonds
in Mucugé took place in 1844. However, the uncovering of diamond
mines in South Africa (1865) and the partial exhaustion of the region’s
soils led to the desertion of prospecting and trade. By the dawn of the
20th century, the cities of the diamond mines had lost the grandeur of
the past, and their population had dwindled by half.

Nonetheless, Chapada witnessed a cultural revival during the late
1960s and throughout the 1970s, when various alternative communities
arrived at the location seeking their own lifestyle dynamics, consis-
tently guided by a critical perspective of urban, consumerist Brazilian
society by means of organic agriculture, innovative pedagogy in the
schools they established themselves (fostering creativity and invention
as core objectives), and the conviction that it was essential to establish
a harmonious connection between the elements of nature and human
beings. For Museu do Mato, the recent past of Chapada and the experi-
ence of the Museum of Modern Art share a common aspiration.

A museum is an instance of legitimization, whose
purpose is 1o create and legitimize cultural/artistic
narratives, ideas, and logics

Despite its clear connection with the nature found in Chapada Diaman-
tina, Museu do Mato cannot be defined as one dedicated solely to local
flora and fauna. Instead, it positions itself as an institution aiming to
work from the perspective of resonance: researching how the inter-
action between the space and its inhabitants has created a precious
collection, composed of memories materialized in objects of any kind,
capturing the unique sensibility of the place. In a short presentation of
the project written in 2016, Luciana Moniz de Aragao defined Museu do
Mato as follows (my translation):

23
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“A museum is an instance of legitimization, whose purpose is
to create and legitimize cultural/artistic narratives, ideas, and
logics. The purpose of the Mato Museum is to produce and
disseminate reflections and poetic exercises on nature, time,
cycles, vastness, aridity, water, work, survival, memory, trans-
mutation (decomposition, understanding, and recomposi-
tion), living systems, space, enjoyment, the state of participa-
tion, unpredictability, and cosmos. New logics emerge from a
small circle, outside of urban centers, seeking some indepen-
dence from hegemonic instances and ideas. Poetic readings
of nature/culture relationships; perceptions, values.”™"

Therefore, as a museum dedicated to memory, human presence in
nature, and the unwritten history of a place and its communities, its
construction comprises different, sometimes disparate elements, much
like its collection, which is never assembled in a storage or exhibition
space. The museum believes that the collection and the exhibition
already exist, and the main task of Museu do Mato is to make it visible,
recognizable, and protected, rendering representable what has been
underrepresented within a hegemonic memory of the facts.

As described by Moniz de Aragéo, “the ‘Museal Sculpture’ is a con-
cept developed in the hybrid field between art and museology, based
on principles by German artist Joseph Beuys, and it has a plant-like
structure: roots, branches, flowers. ROOTS represent the past, mem-
ory, tradition, the alchemical Salt; BRANCHES represent mediation,
creation, adaptation, the alchemical Mercury; FLOWERS/POLLEN
represent the new, the potential of the future, the alchemical Sulfur.
This is also the functional structure of museums: past, present, fu-
ture — preserve, research, communicate. Art is a locus for articulating
subjectivities. Art is looking outward from the inner universe. Creativity
is capable of creating new societal models. The spiritual inheritance is
a poetic message, passed down from generation to generation, which



has the power to redefine human existence. The museum is a symbol-
ic space for transmitting fragments of these poetic messages. Within
the museum, it is possible to shape the future. Nature and its patterns
possess their own logic and a profound sense of balance and harmo-
ny. Observing biological systems and natural phenomena can provide
solutions to various everyday problems. Participatory and contempla-
tive experiences in the relationships between the individual and the
environment activate creative processes, broadening boundaries and
provoking new interpretations and meanings for art and life, as well as
new paradigms.”

As a museum that does not receive any financial support, be it public
or private, the first strategy for Museu do Mato was to determine what
sort of knowledge could be brought on location to address urgent
needs. The small museum team decided to assist in organizing private
archives (sometimes consisting of a few photos and an object), inter-
viewing the owners to create a document of personal memory, con-
necting it with the surroundings and the presence of the non-human.
Simultaneously, Museu do Mato began to gain “public” recognition,
not only among the inhabitants but also within local associations where
its proposal started to be assimilated: a museum to be, fundamentally,
experienced.

An institution addressing local memory while also
exploring intimate connections with the universe

This attracted the attention of artists developing projects in the loca-
tion, as well as curators and critics: “Day after day, Museu do Mato
abides just as such. Meaning gradually materializes through the sensa-
tions of the present, seeking elusive shadows. At a later dawn, we re-
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turned to the entrance after visiting the remnants of creative processes
that have recently been formed and shattered, both with equal intensity.
| handpicked random stones as we traveled the passages, selecting
them as treasures discovered in the depths of raw nature — randomly,
but thoroughly, and mostly instinctively. When we were near the spiral
of circles drawn on the ground, | removed the stones from my pocket
and placed them down, following the spiral pattern. However, | saved
one stone for later, keeping it for that empty moment when | would find
myself returning to my confines. | preserved that stone with the inten-
tion of placing it in my own chantry of ancestors, intertwined with the
intimate relationship | had just experienced with the universe.”®

An institution addressing local memory while also exploring intimate
connections with the universe — could this be a Brazilian response in
order to re-imagining the museological institution? Indeed, this expe-
rience of having a museum created through volunteerism, born from
necessity and far from any political or public order, could even be
considered a local tradition, particularly in the northeastern part of the
country. In small communities, it is not uncommon to find museums
dedicated to various subjects, simply because someone or a group
recognized the importance of doing so.

One exemplary case is Museu de Canudos, the site of a civil war in
Brazil between 1896 and 1897. Around 25,000 people died, with the
majority coming from the Canudos community in Bahia, who came
into conflict with the Brazilian Republic’s army. The civil war was fueled
by religious messianism, the interests of powerful farmers, and wide-
spread poverty. The village of Canudos (in Bahia) was submerged in
water when the Brazilian dictatorship decided to create a reservoir,
effectively erasing a significant piece of history. It was in 1971 when
merchant Manoel Alves took matters into his own hands. He was so
impressed by the history of the Canudos War that he began searching
for and preserving everything related to the episode. His collection
includes contemporary items from the Canudos War, such as old sew-
ing machines, clothes irons, keys, and a trunk. Additionally, it features



cartridges and bullets, rifles and revolvers, machetes, and sheaths that
may have been used during the war. It is no surprise that all of this was
accomplished without any institutional support. Everything displayed in
a small chapel built by Manoel Alves.

If Museu do Mato emerged from the experiences promoted by MAM—
BA, it is also part of the Northeastern narrative concerning the reasons
why a cultural institution needs to take shape in the name of cultural
and political paradigm change. Consequently, as Museu do Mato con-
tinually emphasizes, art and an artistic environment can take various
forms, as can collections and exhibitions. As a result, a new museum
experience can be offered — one without borders or walls, where the
cultural value is expressed and determined by its own communities.

Marcelo Rezende

Marcelo Rezende is a researcher, critic, and exhibition maker. He serves as the co-director of the
Archive der Avantgarden — Staatliche Kunstsammlungen Dresden (2017—-22), the director of the Mu-
seum of Modern Art of Bahia (2012-5), the artistic director of the 3rd Bahia Biennial (2014), and was
a member of the curatorial group (as an editor) for the 28th Sao Paulo Biennial (2008). Among his
curatorial projects, Rezende developed the exhibitions The State of the World — The Museum of the
South Atlantic (Galerias Municipais — Pavilhdo Branco, Lisbon, 2022); Is This Tomorrow? (Zentrum
fur Baukultur Sachsen — ZfBK, Dresden, 2018); More Courage (within the framework of “Exercises
in Freedom — Polish Conceptual Art 1968-1981,” Kupferstich-Kabinetts, Dresden, 2018); The Social
Space (Kinderbiennale, Dresden, 2018); Kaffee aus Helvecia (Johann Jacobs Museum, Zurich, 2017)
; and the essay series Reprise and Repetition, Methodologies of Teaching and Learning, Conditions
of Living and Working, Following the Instructions (Archiv der Avantgarden, Dresden, 2017-8). He is
associate curator at Museu do Mato.

Marcelo Rezende (S&o Paulo / Berlin) presents an initiative born after the collapse of many cultural
institutions in Brazil in 2015, when the employees of the Museum of Modern Art of Bahia (MAM-BA)
in the northeast of the country decided to informally continue their practice in the countryside, at
Museu do Mato (translated in English as “the Museum of the Bush”). Museu do Mato, for which
Rezende is an associate curator, was ignited out of the need to reinvent itself through oral history,
material culture, and the participation of people, far away from the white cube, as a counter proposal
to what a cultural institution can also be.
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Marianna Maruyama

THE CULTURAL HUBS WE NEED ARE
ALREADY THERE, IF ONLY WE COULD
RECOGNIZE THEM AS SUCH

TerminiTV: Stories from Places of Transit is an independent online
channel born in 2015 around Rome’s Termini Station. This medium has
no sponsors, no hired employees, and no official funding. The stories
it broadcasts attend to the spirit of places of transit as experienced
through migration, memory, and music. Its videos are regularly posted
on YouTube and social media, and it has a following that many cultural
institutions of a similar scale would envy. The interviews, performative
demonstrations, and artistic projects featured are usually situated in
Termini Station, but in principle TerminiTV is active around the world, in
countries such as Armenia, Egypt, and Bosnia.

To this day, TerminiTV operates solely through the voluntary efforts of
Francesco Conte, who also goes by the moniker Atopos (no place / no
territory), and a handful of close collaborators including Maaty Elsan-
doubi, Silvia Anti, Alice Santori, Morteza Hosseini, and Chiara Feliciani.
Back in 2015, Conte — a journalist himself —noticed that no ltalian media
outlets were willing to report on the condition of the Termini Station,
which started changing right after the Italian government approved the
privatization of 40% of Italy’s state-owned rail company Ferrovio dello
Stato.!" This change was even more noticeable later that year, when the
Paris attacks took place, prompting the Italian government to rapidly
militarize train stations in the name of increased security. Both the
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privatization and the high security measures contributed to changing
notions of public space and thus prompted Conte to raise awareness of
those changes among the civil society. Since he was in-between-jobs
at the time, Conte made use of his background, free time, and artistic
interest in the topic of transience, and decided to direct an independent
media station, building up a team of collaborators from the ground up.

In addition to the spontaneous and planned interviews conducted with
people who live in or frequent the station, there are occasional creative
interventions in and around it including musical performances and artis-
tic processions. Every Sunday evening, the association Mama Termini,
made up of a small group of regular volunteers, cooks and distributes
meals to the otherwise forgotten and invisible people of Termini: the
unhoused. All of the labor, food provision, distribution, and cleanup is
voluntary and unpaid, with contributions coming out of the pockets of
participating individuals. Of the many artistic projects that claim to have
positively contributed to the discourse on migration, urban precarity,
human rights, and financial inequality, and which proudly speak of erod-
ing borders and reducing notions of otherness, in this rare example, the
people who are being talked about are not only getting help and visibil-
ity but are at the heart of the activity. But how sustainable is a project
like this — alternatively labeled as a socially engaged art practice or a
venture in documentary filmmaking — despite the fact that it has been
running for several years?

Before elaborating on this question, let us consider how other people
approach Termini, not only as a train station but as a place for art and
culture: The itinerant artist Melina Riccio installs impromptu works all
over the city of Rome, but especially in places of transit such as bus
stops, subway entrances, train stations, and parking lots, sometimes in
commercial and semi-private spaces in Italy’s capital. Unlike celebrated
street artists like Banksy, few people know this relevant and impact-

ful artist, much less see her as an artist in the first place. Her most
recognizable works are hand-painted or drawn on various surfaces
which she claims for her artmaking, and they read like prayers or secret



devotions to the city, its people, and nature. With white paint, red wine
or other found “inks,” she writes enigmatic messages in large strokes on
a variety of surfaces, including tree stumps and neglected signboards.
When you find an artwork by Melina Riccio is to feel as though you have
encountered one of Rome’s secret cosmologies. She has the reputation
of a mythical artist one never expects to meet in real life, an artist who
completes her works under the cover of night, appearing everywhere
and nowhere at once.

Some call her crazy, but as a friend of mine said, “you
are crazy if you don't know how to do anything.”

Francesco Conte has interviewed and filmed several artists and musi-
cians for TerminiTV over the years, and has had the chance to talk with
Riccio on a few precious occasions. “For years, I've seen your writing all
over Rome, and I've always asked myself how it would be to meet you in
person,” Conte says during a short video interview at the station. Riccio
sings a song from the heart and muses, “We have to take care of mother
nature.” She is then interrupted by a friend of Conte: “I knew her when |
was in Genoa working in construction. They called her ‘Mother Nature’.”
Other people consider her un’imbrattrice, Conte explains during the
interview, ie. someone who merely smudges paint around, and there are
even Facebook groups in which they ask her to clean the city ‘with her
tongue.” Some call her crazy, but as a friend of mine said, “you are crazy
if you don’t know how to do anything.”

Unofficially, Termini houses many artists, but not in the usual manner

of art spaces. No one is invited to perform, exhibit, or do a residency.
There’s nothing official or institutional in the way cultural support unfolds
rather the opposite: Among other measures aimed at ‘cleaning up’ the
station under Termini’s private ownership, it has become customary to
spray water on the ground where unhoused artists like Melina Riccio and
others rest their heads, so that they will be forced to move elsewhere.

33



34

On February 19, 2022, Conte and his collaborators organized an event
with live music, in order to protest against the aggression towards the
unhoused people living in front of the station. The independent politi-
cal initiatives Casetta Rossa, Nonna Roma, and Akkittate immediately
joined the initiative, which was accompanied by an online petition
demanding that the Grandi Stazioni company stops throwing water to
drive out the homeless, while Conte urgently addressed the crowd in
front of the station:

“Everyone can pass through; volunteers can give food. It’s a
place where we can be together, and we won'’t let it become
empty. [For a place to be] empty means having no dignity.
We want a community where we care about each other. [...]
Let this be the start of something, not just an event. We wish
there were music here every day, to enjoy this space, be-
cause it’s not just thieves, drug dealers, they’re humans here.
If you talk with them, they won’t hurt you or themselves.”

What if, instead of Termini Station turning into a commercial space,

it could be recognized as Rome’s biggest and most relevant cultural
space? A dominant rhetoric around the social impact of art emphasizes
the importance of dynamic hubs in urban environments, so that people
can meet, exchange ideas, perform, learn, appreciate art and music,
and enrich their lives; however, this rhetoric excludes the importance of
the unhoused as cultural contributors. What if these hubs didn’t need
to be newly constructed and weren’t under the guidance of advisory
boards comprising government officials, administrators, and cultural
workers (at best), or commercial developers and corrupt organizations
(at worst)? Consider the possibility that we might not have to build new
places. Instead of following a capitalist logic that extracts the most
profit out of public and private spaces alike, and seeks out lower rents
in less ‘desirable’ neighborhoods to reconstruct, might we notice that
many of these spaces might already be right before our eyes, in the



heart of the city? We tend to ignore them, much less question how to
support them. Instead of passing by as quickly as possible, stopping
only to grab a coffee or buy something, we could pause for a moment
like Conte and his crew to converse with and learn from the temporary
artist residents and other people inhabiting such spaces. The cultural
hubs we need are already there — if only we could recognize them as
such.

Transit hubs in the heart of our cities
are fertile grounds that need to be
profected as public, cultural spaces.

Transit hubs in the heart of our cities are fertile grounds that need to
be protected as public, cultural spaces. Then why are the people who
spend time there (whether they are unhoused or housed) often tired,

in unsafe conditions, hungry, lacking medical and mental healthcare,
devoid of agency, sometimes without legal papers, and therefore in
ultra precarious situations? To assess “sustainability” in this scenario
means to adopt the most literal sense of the word. Rather than taking a
specific political or environmental perspective, it means simply asking
how and if something — or someone — can continue.

Many important art spaces and communities begin in neighborhoods
outside the city center, a development that has historically contributed
to gentrification. In Rome, for example, the ‘bohemian’ Pigneto neigh-
borhood has long undergone this process. Tor Pignattara and Colle
Prenestino are on the way, while Trullo is perhaps not far off. Look at
the Museum of Other and Elsewhere (MAAM) in Rome’s Eastern sub-
urbs.? Museo dell’Alto e dell’Altrove di Metropoliz is a project that tries
to protect the unofficially-housed through the creation of an art space,
seeking cultural legitimization and validation in various and somewhat
predictable ways. Speaking of MAAM'’s aims, Giorgio de Finis, anthro-
pologist, curator of exhibitions, and former director of Rome’s well-
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known MACRO museum, has said that “[...] [w]e try to make ourselves
known. Last year, we participated in the Venice Biennale, and we are
currently collecting all the necessary material to present MAAM’s can-
didacy for UNESCO protection by the end of February this year.”®

The MAAM project offers a model of an art-living space on the outskirts
of the city, one that seeks cultural legitimization as a way of protecting
the inhabitants who have occupied the abandoned premises. In the
case of MAAM, sustainability is partly reliant on external validation from
the art world and heritage institutions like UNESCO, alongside other
factors such as legislation and community support. When it comes

to a project like TerminiTV, sustainability is dependent on some of the
same factors such as legislation and public support, but additionally,

its continuation relies on the personal motivation of its founder and the
protection of public spaces.

For Conte, who has a background in journalism, artmaking was a way
to circumvent the prohibitive restrictions that are bound to his profes-
sion. Working independently and outside established channels with
obvious spatial manifestations (i.e., art or media institutions housed in
devoted buildings; or biennials and art markets that always take place
in the same cities — Venice, London, Miami, New York, etc.), as he does,
means one might never gain significant visibility and support, and for
the purpose of this exploration of the relationship between TerminiTV
and sustainability, might struggle to continue without further support.

The question of financial support to practices of sustainability, while
not the main argument here, broadly connects the problematic way in
which Termini Station is increasingly becoming a commercial space, as
is the case with many places of transit worldwide:

“More than a quarter of the 1 million weekly visitors to Lon-
don’s St. Pancras station come to eat, drink and shop rather



than take a train, while Leipzig’s main station is also the city’s
largest shopping center. [...] ‘Destination’ stations with a large
retail footprint will need to create and maintain a welcoming
and safe environment with an exciting and dynamic retalil
mix” (33).

Whether it’s in Utrecht’s Hoog Catharijne station mall or in Tokyo Met-
ro’s countless underground shops, people who choose to travel with
public transport are forced to first pass through hundreds of square
meters of shopping malls before reaching the platform.

Current developments have made it even more difficult for Conte

to continue. The new private security team of the shopping mall the
Termini is quickly becoming won’t allow volunteers to offer meals to the
unhoused, even though Conte and his crew do it anyway. Contradicto-
rily, railway stations are promoted as shining examples when it comes
to the potential to create mixed used spaces that are environmentally,
economically, and socially sustainable. Consider the definition given in
the executive summary presented by thinktank Arup titled “Future of
Stations” where the prospective role of stations is described as being
full of blurred boundaries “between public and private, physical and
digital, the building and the city — and where stations are an enabler for
sustainability, well-being and opportunity.”® For all their potential, these
models are still limiting, as they disregard the presence of vulnerable
people such as those who live in the station and others who do not
participate in the economic activities of the station. Again, from Arup’s
vision:

“The future station is the heart of its district, with arteries
extending out into the surrounding neighbourhood. [...] The
future station succeeds because of integration, investment
and partnership. The city, transport operators, station
owners, developers and local communities work together to
design, assemble and evolve a reciprocal relationship of uses
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and functions. This benefits the environment, the economy
and local people.”

Without a singular use or a stable demographic, much less a narrow
definition of “local people,” Termini Station means many different things
to many different people and comprises an ever-evolving population.
Often it is the first place people encounter when they enter the city and
the last thing they see before leaving it. It is also a stopping point for
many who never make it further into the city, or who return to it partially
defeated. Some might end up setting up makeshift accommodation
under motorway tunnels, or on the sidewalks directly in front of the sta-
tion. It is a place people come ‘home’ to when there is nowhere else to
go. For those who have reached a personal terminus in their lives, it is
considered a safe space. Unhoused people live in and around Termini
Station or spend a good deal of time there for various reasons, which
entail a combination of political, social, personal, and economic circum-
stances — the exact same reasons that enable others to find a comfort-
able home. TerminiTV investigates these people’s stories one by one,
sharing them with audiences who do not dare to ask for themselves.

Termini Station is a metaphor — a station in life everyone passes
through, and where human experiences coexist in their full range: joy,
pain, injustice, tenderness, cruelty, misery, humor, and beauty. Witness-
ing life in the station or living under its wings doesn’t foster a romantic
sensibility but a brutally realistic one. TerminiTV features individual
stories of people living in and around Termini Station, as well as the
stories and perspectives of people passing through for the first or only
time. The numerous interviews effectively amplify marginalized voices,
bring attention to the most vulnerable and fragile members of society,
and highlight the rapidly shifting notion of public space.

Conte’s message that we are all part of a larger story, even if we refuse
to see or acknowledge it, is reiterated throughout the hundreds of vid-
eos he has produced and broadcast. Meanwhile, his assertion that the



railway station is also a town square is a simple but powerful reminder
that we still need to make use of forums in public spaces. But again,
can such a compassionate and socially engaged practice, artistic or
otherwise, operate under an agenda that is the foundation of current
societal values underpinned by capitalist logic and privatization? As a
project, TerminiTV is driven by personal devotion rather than external
validation or financial gain. People in positions of power, those who can
participate in democratic elections, and people with access to reports
and information about their local public spaces (which likely includes
anyone reading this), need to recognize what resources are already in
place and what is being lost when commercial interests, such as the
ones held by the multinational group Grandi Stazioni, come into play.

The question of how a project like TerminiTV can continue remains
open. Operating at the intersection of artistic practice, independent
journalism, and documentary filmmaking, it encompasses a wide
perspective on what culture is and in which spaces culture can flourish.
Sustainability in this context presupposes similar societal values, where
the governance of public spaces would encourage and support various
notions of culture, different kinds of artists and people, and life in gen-
eral. It would mean making a commitment to nurturing compassionate
practices or, at the very least, to stop antagonizing them.

Marianna Maruyama

Marianna Maruyama is an artist and writer situated in The Hague. She works with performance,
installation, and writing, and is interested in translation, as well as cultural constructs of identity,
nature, and heritage. She is deeply interested in Rome and its insect life. She has led and contribut-
ed to many research projects and collaborations, often concentrated in the Netherlands, Italy, and
Lithuania. Her work has been performed and exhibited in the Stedelijk Museum Amsterdam (NL),
at documenta 14 in Kassel (DE), at Manifesta 11 in Zurich (CH), in the Centraal Museum in Utrecht
(NL), at the IMPAKT Festival in Utrecht (NL), and in CAC Vilnius (LT). Selected publications include:
Performing Security (Het Vijfde Seizoen [The Fifth Season], 2019); “Translation as Method” (special
issue of Kunstlicht, Vol. 37, no. 3/4, 2016); Farocki’s Living Room (Harun Farocki Institut, 2018). Res-
idencies include: Nida Art Colony (LT), The Fifth Season (NL), and The Royal Netherlands Institute
Rome (IT).
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Stavros Stavrides

THE POTENTIALITIES OF

SPACE COMMONING THE CAPACITY
TO ACT AND THINK THROUGH SPACE

Concrete social realities have their spaces. They unfold in and through
space. It is by interacting with spatial attributes and char-acteristics that
the experience of individuals and groups unfolds. If every society re-
produces itself by reproducing the habits and structural relations of its
members, then the regulating of shared experiences is among the most
powerful means to pursue this goal. Spatial arrangements, however,
are more than containers of social life and shared experiences. Spatial
arrangements interact with social experiences both by giving them con-
crete context and by supporting representations of those experiences,
which actu-ally make them sharable.

By being an active co-producer of social life and of the experiences that
characterize it, space becomes a powerful means to control the distri-
bution of the sensible. Let us remem-ber Jacques Ranciere’s definition:
‘I call the distribution of the sensible the system of self-evident facts of
sense perception that simultaneously discloses the existence of some-
thing in common and the delimitations that define the respective parts
and posi-tions within it.”! This process actually channels sense percep-
tion to socially imposed patterns that are connected with meaning-ful
representations of the social world. The perception of spatial forms and
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characteristics is part of this kind of social order-ing. The normalization
process, which lies at the foundations of social ordering, tries to ensure
that future experiences will be shaped according to deeply embedded
‘dispositions’, a term Bourdieu uses to describe the results of socially
inculcated tacit knowledge.?

However, what makes space a means to control both the shared expe-
riences and their representations, gives space the power to shape pos-
sible experiences. A way of exploring this power is by thinking-in-imag-
es.? In this case, the power to con-struct representations of social life
through spatial qualities is used to project elements of possible social
worlds through thought-images of possible spaces of social life. We
know, of course, that the history of utopias is a history of utopian sites,
utopian worlds, utopian cities and utopian spaces, in many cases envis-
aged, depicted or narrated in the greatest of detail. What distinguishes
thinking-in-images from this history of utopian spatial projections is

the fact that thought-images can be hybrid combinations of thoughts
about a possible future and of spa-tial relations related to this future
(conceived diagrammatically rather than in full imagistic detail). The
term, which originated in the writing of the Frankfurt School theorists
(Benjamin, Adorno, Bloch, and Kracauer), ‘self-consciously exposes
the inescapable contamination of the theoretical by the figurative’.*
Thought-images, thus, do not offer (or seek to construct) depic-tions of
a possible future but rather shape arguments about the future devel-
oped through the processing of images. Here lies the emancipatory
potential of this process: A possible emancipatory future is connected
to both the concreteness of available shared experiences and to their
shared representations, as well as to that abstract generalizing reason-
ing that learns from such expe-riences and representations (and does
not use them merely as examples or illustrations).

If emancipation has to do with the envisioning and testing of specific
forms of social organization, possible spaces (under-stood as imagined
arrangements or as specific possible sites) may become the means of
both envisioning and testing those forms. Space, concrete and relation-
al, abstract and specific is truly con-nected to a crucial human capac-
ity: to understand experience and imagine the world through arrange-



ments of objects and sub-jects. Through space and spatial attributes
(for instance, distance) humans make their experiences meaningful but
they also long to reach beyond what they face as reality.

A comparison with the capacity of language may be instructive. This
capacity is considered to be innate: Humans may produce language
as part of their species-specific armature for survival.® Language, thus,
may take different forms in different historical periods but also differ-
ent levels of this capacity are being reached by different individuals in
different language com-munities. In all cases, however, language is an
area of potentiality. To use Paolo Virno’s suggestion, linguistic potenti-
ality is never exhausted in the specific utterance or ‘speech act’ that is
actual-ized in different contingencies. Potential becomes the measure
of what actually exists (in the case of language of what is uttered) but it
is also the very precondition of going beyond it.®

Potential becomes the measure

of what actually exists

What seems to be common to P. Virno and Giorgio Agamben is an ef-
fort to rescue human capacities from their direct exploitation by current
capitalism, which they consider not merely as a distinct production
system but also as a form of government based on biopolitics. They
both focus on language as the most important human capacity, which
connects and even directs all the other capacities. And it is language,
according to both, that is completely instrumentalized in contempo-
rary work relations and production relations as a generic ability that all
humans can employ. Actually, it is language, instrumentalized in the
form of an all- pervasive communicability, which subordinates human
communication to productive work (through information and tele-com-
munication technologies) and to the shaping of con-sumption habits
(especially through the mass media as well as the social media). Thus,
according to Agamben,
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[1n the society of the spectacle, it is this very communica-tiv-
ity [the communicative essence of human beings], this gener-
ic essence itself (that is language as Gattungswesen), that is
being separated in an autonomous sphere. What pre-vents
communication is communicability itself.”

For Agamben, to reclaim human capacities from direct capitalist ex-
ploitation, to restore communication as the ground of human communi-
ty means to restore the potentiality inherent to those capacities. Draw-
ing heavily from Aristotle’s problematiza-tion of potentiality (dynamis),
Agamben suggests that potentiality is not and should not be reduced
to its actualizations. For the ‘coming community’® to be different from
existing forms of social organization, which are based on ‘belonging’
and on identity cate-gorizations and hierarchies, we need to restore
potentiality as the basis of the common. ‘We need to secure a pure
potentiality that does not pass over into actuality.”® ‘We need to think
man ... as a being of pure potentiality (potenza) that no identity and no
work could exhaust.’™®

Pure potentiality becomes the power of means, the power of mediality,
once it is released from its necessary connection to specific social
ends, or, more specifically, once it is released from actuality as poten-
tiality’s necessary outcome. Politics, thus, becomes for Agamben ‘the
sphere of pure means’,'" ‘the sphere of a pure mediality without end
intended as the field of human action and of human thought’."2

It is in such a prospect that potentiality will become the common
denominator of shared life in a ‘coming community’. Singularities will
be shaped in ‘forms-of-life’, in ways of living in which ‘mediality’ (form
considered as means without end) is to become the only distinguishing
factor.

What is at stake then, is a life in which the single ways, acts
and processes of living are never simply facts [therefore
imprints for governance and rule making] but always and
above all possibilities of life, always and above all potenti-ality
(potenza).”

The capacity to produce spaces and to think through spaces is indeed



a human capacity which, as language, is never reducible to concrete
social realities. This capacity corresponds to a poten-tiality that tran-
scends any actual social reality. Virno believes that what he names as
‘potentials’ ‘attest to human beings’ poverty of instinct, undefined na-
ture, and characteristic constant disorien-tation’."* Stressing the impor-
tance of human disorientation as the condition of human life he insists:
‘Potential is intimately connected to disorientation’,'® which results from
the ‘lack of a pre-given environment in which we can take an innately
secure place once and for all time’.'® Following a different reasoning,
Agamben comes to a conclusion that can be considered as similar. For
him, man ‘appears as the living being that has no work, that is, the living
being that has no specific nature and vocation’.””

Potential is intimately connected 1o disorientation

However, the capacity to think and act by employing spa-tial attributes
and spatial denominators (such as, for example dis-tance, height, and
so on) cannot be rescued from its instrumental-ization in capitalist soci-
ety the way Agamben seems to suggest in referring to language and life
(life as form). Pure potentiality in terms of space will mean an absolute
emphasis on the mediality of space completely cut off from any of its
concretizations in lived human environments. Reduced to a means
without end, space will be closer to the abstract space of capitalist pro-
duction, which is so severely condemned as alienating by H. Lefebvre.'®

True, we can compare this abstract ‘spaceness’ of space to the pure
communicability that destroys communication, which Agamben links

to the conditions of capitalist exploitation of human capacities. And we
may assume that Agamben’s ‘sphere of pure means’ is not a sphere
separated from the rest of social life (the way communicability is in cap-
italism, resulting in the empty-ing of its human potentiality) but indeed
the centre of a coming community life.

However, space as capacity is developed through expe-riences of
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actual spatial arrangements. The power to think beyond those actual ar-
rangements and their material existence is developed from within those
experiences. Thus, we may retain the effort to keep open the potentiali-
ties related to this capacity only if we continuously open possibilities to

experience different actual spaces. The actualization of spatial potenti-

alities further opens the field of potentialization.

Spaces, concrete lived spaces, are works (the result of labour), but
also the means to shape possible future worlds. If we connect this
perspective with Lefebvre’s idea that the city is the collective ‘oeuvre’
of its habitants,'® then the potentialization of space is always the result
of commoning, of sharing aspira-tions but also of working together, of
working in common. Lived spaces are shaped through human interac-
tions that develop shared worlds. To potentialize those shared worlds,
which means to challenge their meaning and their power to present
the distribution of the sensible as an indisputable order of life, people
have to activate the potentialities of commoning. And this essentially
amounts to the liberation of commoning from capitalist command.

Agamben thinks that in the feast ‘what is done—which in itself is not
unlike one does every day—becomes undone, is rendered inoperative
liberated and suspended from its “econ-omy™’,2° Similarly, dance is the
‘liberation of the body from its utilitarian movements’ and the poem is
rendering language inoperative, ‘in deactivating its communicative and
informa-tive function in order to open it to a new possible use’.?" In all
those cases, it seems, potentiality is really experienced as the expan-
sion of the field of the possible because there exist human movements
that are not dance and because there is a variety of human discourses
(human interactions through language) that are not poetic. ‘Inopera-
tivity” in this context defines a describ-able externality, although the
boundaries between the poetic and the non-poetic (as well as those
between dance and everyday gestures) are socially marked. The poten-
tialization of everyday gestures, everyday language or everyday acts of
survival does not happen, however, because we become able to render
them inoperative but, rather, because the externality of dance, poetry,
and feast, respectively, is only relative in terms of history: It is by con-
taminating everyday normality that art or collective joy may transform it.



Potentialization is a dynamic, contingent process that transforms habits
and not the restoration of an unpolluted, ontologically different beyond.

Possible Spaces

Thus, to think about space as potentiality is to connect experi-ences
of space to possibilities of expanding them and transcend-ing them.
To explore the potentialities of space is to explore the potentialities of
spatial relations and the ways those relations may happen. Materiality
is not merely an aspect of the actualization of spatial potentialities in
a specific context but an essential constit-uent of the potentiality of
space.

Space becomes potential
when it is performed

Space becomes potential when it is performed. And perfor-mance is
not only a process of repetition, of normalization based on spatially
acquired dispositions. Performing space, performing through space, is
always open to discovering space through per-formance, much like a
dancer discovers possible movements by dancing and an actor possi-
ble gestures by acting or by rehearsing. By performing space we may
transform actually existing spaces. Performing space actually means
performing social relations, it means experiencing them as concrete
unfolding realities, rather than as abstract definitions of social identities.
And this is a way to live potentiality by creating it.

Maybe ‘what is at issue in Agamben’s thinking of potenti-ality is simply
and intensely creation — creation in its most radical form, a form that, to
truly create, must make the complete of the dictated incomplete, must
grasp decreation’.??2 Creation, however, may become the substratum of
a multiple process of displace-ments and experiments that unfold in a
myriad of ways in every-day practices as well as in moments of rupture.
Creation, thus, is both mundane and heroic, as is the process of poten-
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tializing space. Rendering space inoperative is no way of discovering
possi-ble spaces. Destroying the instrumentalization of space imposed
by capitalist governance may possibly become the motor of the poten-
tialization of space. But this is something that is necessarily exposed to
the messy contradictions of lived reality.

One can even go further in challenging the emancipating promise of
pure potentiality: Potentiality should never be reduced to the actual only
because the actual always feeds potentiality. To go beyond what exists
we need to use the experiences and thoughts that are born in what
exists and struggle to transcend it.

Spatial capacity, the faculty to perceive through spatial attributes and
to think through spatial attributes, can be said to be part of the abili-
ty of humans to create their own history, to be members of societies
unfolding in history. This capacity shapes specific spaces but also
may support the projection into future pos-sible spaces of experiences
that unfold in the present. In Virno’s theory the process through which
potentials shape the present is not equated to actualization. For him
potential is pre-historical and non-chronological.?® It ‘is the unrealized
past against which the living measures itself while it lives’.2* Potential,
thus, cannot be connected to a certain moment in the past but it can
be evoked by memory as that which measures the present. Potential
always remains ‘unrealized’ but for this reason we can say that it gives
meaning and attributes value to actual experiences.

It is interesting to observe how Virno treats Benjamin’s approach to the
past. Benjamin’s theory on history is based on the idea that historical
time is full of discontinuities and ruptures and, therefore, a narrative
reconstruction of the past is only illusion-ary and mythologizing,?® More-
over, such a narrative approach is essentially part of the mythology of
continuous progress, which, transposed to politics, legitimizes a so-
cial-democratic view of social change as gradual and linear.?® Ruptures
indicate, for Benjamin, moments that reveal potentialities. Unrealized
potenti-alities in the past can provide us with a knowledge that is cru-
cial for the present: How to pursue a different future, an emancipa-tory
future, by taking advantage of potentialities that were not followed in
the past. By trying to win where others have lost.?”
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This approach to potentiality, to the potential, according to Virno, needs
to be supplemented by an interpretation of the present’s relation to po-
tential. It is because the ‘present moment itself entails the past-in-gen-
eral — potential — as one of its intrin-sic component’,? that the present
can be connected to a spe-cific past and thus become meaningful in
the prospect of social change. Potential makes the historical past a
dynamic challenge for the future. Potential keeps the past as an unre-
solved pen-dency in the present.

There is something very useful here for a possible theory of the potenti-
alities of space (or for space as part of the poten-tial): If past and pres-
ent experiences, shared (and thus social-ized) through representations,
actually provide people with the means to construct possible visions of
a different future, then it is important to see the past not as a finished
and fully describable reality but as a propelling force for the discovery
of potentialities in the present. Re-activating the past, thus, might mean
using, among other ways, images of the past, spatial configurations

of past experiences, in order to discover in them potential spaces and
potential spatialities. In the process of printing the images of the past
with the powerful developing solutions of the present (an image that
allures to a technology of image printing made obso-lete by contempo-
rary xerography), spatial characteristics acquire new meanings, appear
in a new light, and are being transformed or possibly distorted (but, of
course, an initial ‘authentic’ form of space is just as imaginary as any of
its projections). To put it in dif-ferent words: To see spaces of the past
as opportunities to rethink what may change or what should change,
necessarily entails the capacity to think through space, to construct
possible spatialities.

Considering space then, as a capacity to experience and to think of dif-
ferent forms of social organization, links space to the project of social
emancipation. This does not amount to reiterating that new societies
need new spaces. Emancipated societies, societ-ies in which human
emancipation unfolds, produce and need new spatialities, new ways,
that is, to understand and employ space as a crucial factor of shaping
human relations. Spatial potentialities support creative explorations of
possible human relations.



Space and Prefigurative Politics

By focusing on space as potentiality and by acknowledging the capac-
ity to think and act through space as a crucial human capac-ity we can
reformulate the problem of prefiguration and prefigu-rative politics. The
simple and historically most enduring way to conceive of prefigurative
politics is as those practices in which means reflect (mirror, look like)
the ends. In prefigurative pol-itics, visions of a different society are
supposed to shape strug-gles to establish such a society according

to the same values that support these visions.?® There is of course an
important problem that makes the comparison between means and
ends highly pre-carious. We experience acts as they unfold in time.
And we can connect them to scopes either judging by ourselves or by
taking into account words or other forms of expression that are used by
the subjects of those acts to explain what they aim at. There is, howev-
er, an unbridgeable gap between words and deeds, scopes and acts,
discourses and practices. Actually, what we try to com-pare cannot
really be compared.

It is because power relations take different forms
that we can distinguish between
different forms of relations between people

We can observe and judge acts (including the performance status

of enunciations) but scopes we have to infer. And words that declare
scopes merely do that: declare. Shouldn’t we then say that acts reveal
(according of course to an interpretative stance) scopes rather than
pre-figure them? Shouldn’t we realize that acts (including enunciating
acts) may indeed be considered as means to accomplish something
but that ends can only be inferred? And, surely, results of actions do
not necessarily establish (let alone ‘prove’) the scopes of those actions.

J. Holloway, in his subtle definition of prefigurative strug-gles, suggests
an interesting way out of this conceptual impasse. A ‘consciously



prefigurative’ struggle ‘aims, in its form, not to reproduce the structures
and practices of that which is struggled against, but rather to create the
sort of social relations which are desired’.?° By talking about the ‘form’
of struggle, Holloway may try to show that means can be considered as
forms rather than as concrete realities, the way the realities of acts are.
Focusing on the formal aspect of acts may establish a common ground
between acts and scopes. What need to be compared are, thus, not
acts and scopes but the forms of acts and the form of scopes. Values
in both acts and scopes can, therefore, be connected to their forms
through which they are embedded in social relations. And what seems
to differentiate those forms is power. It is because power relations

take different forms that we can distinguish between different forms of
relations between people. A certain society’s members enter into dif-
ferentiated social relations because of an overall arrangement of power
distribution that characterizes this specific society.

Direct democracy and horizontality are forms of rela-tions that con-
struct modes of social organization based on the values of equality.
Specific ways of distributing and controlling power are developed in

the spatio-historical context of groups or societies that establish such
relations. And, of course, those ways are being developed in time:
Forms characterize relations but in a way that is open to the historicity
of struggles — forms are open to transformation. Prefiguration is actually
being per-formed and prefigurative practices do not prefigure a future
condition but actually prefigure a future process by unfolding as a
process.

Commenting on the prefigurative politics of alter-global-ization move-
ment, M. Maeckelbergh seems to suggest exactly this. Namely, that
this movement was not creating ‘a prefiguration of an ideal society or
type of community or abstract political ide-ology ... [but] ... a prefigura-
tion of a process, a prefiguration of a horizontal decentralized democra-
cy, which is at once a goal and current practice of the movement’.®'

Returning to space as capacity: Spaces can be pre-figura-tive because
they can show possible arrangements of social rela-tions by way of
analogy: Spaces do not simply illustrate or repre-sent social relations
that may inhabit them, spaces contribute in the shaping of those social

53



54

relations. It is because space is both a medium (analogically able to
show possible new ways on inhabit-ing) and also part of the projected
future, that space can prefigure and materialize, at the same time, a
different social condition.

This gives the shared capacity to use space the power to contribute
to prefigurative politics by destroying the considered as indisputable
polarity between means and ends. In actual spaces. people can expe-
rience the future and the means to reach it. Space, when it becomes
enmeshed in prefigurative politics, is both expe-rienced and potential,
an actual materiality of arrangements and a dynamic construction of
possible human relations that unfold in the present. Space as potential
is more like a testing ground for the future: through real-time experi-
ments parts of the future are brought to the present.

Space acquires its relational power, its power therefore to become a
medium but also an aspect of social relations, through the shaping of
its form: Space-as-form is connected in three ways in social life. Thus,
space-as-form connects to social organiza-tion (form-as-organization),
to the expression of social values and meaning (form-as-expression),
and to the processes of labour and technology (form-as-materializa-
tion).%2

It is because space is shaped as form through social prac-tices that
space may be potentialized in prefigurative politics. Space is part of
social life and not a way to establish a pure exter-nality to life as it
unfolds in a certain society. This is why space may be experienced and
thought as both an external and an inter-nal reality when it is part of
prefigurative politics. ‘Pre-’ does not exactly describe its status in terms
of time: (pre)figurative spaces unfold on multiple levels of temporality—
they may connect actual and remembered experiences with aspirations
and dreams. And this multivalence of practices may happen during the
process in which space is actually produced in action.

An activist fighting for indigenous rights in Mexican Chiapas is actual-
ly juxtaposing different temporalities in spaces that are potentialized
through collective actions of resistance:

A remembered space of community, a sought-for space for indige-nous



autonomy, and an experienced space of everyday struggle are co-pres-
ent in territorio Zapatista (Zapatista territory). ‘Alternative social ra-
tionalities’® emerge in Zapatista communities as new forms of social
organization and government are being tried out. This is a process that
sustains dissident ways of practicing poli-tics aimed at emancipatory
changes, which are developed against dominant neoliberal policies

of discrimination and ‘expulsion’.?* ‘We might best characterize the
Zapatista strategy, then, as the construction of another structure of
relation between a newly produced collective subject and space — a
new “territoriality...””.3% Zapatista territory, thus, does not exist outside
the capitalist Mexican state and the global flows that shape it. Zapatista
terri-tory emerges as an unfolding potentialization of dominant spatial
relations in an effort to create expansive networks of commoning and
self-governance. This is the meaning of Zapatista autonomy, which is
clearly distinguished from the declared autonomy of whatever state.

Prefigurative power is a propelling force for spatial figura-tion, which
happens in the re-configuration of space. In search for possible spaces
and practices of emancipation, we need to potentialize existing spaces
and to potentialize existing practices, which amounts to an inventive
re-appropriation of the power of commoning.

This text is going to be included in the author’s forthcoming book Com-

mon Spaces of Urban Emancipation (provisional title) to be published
by Manchester University Press.

This text is going to be included in the author’s forthcoming book Common Spaces of Urban Emancipation (provisional title) to be published
by Manchester University Press.
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COWORKING SPACES AS A DRIVER OF
THE POST-FORDIST CITY: ATOOL FOR
BUILDING A CREATIVE ECOSYSTEM

Abstract. Collaborative places nurture creativity and efficiency of cul-
tural and creative industries. Research in collaborative places revealed
they are essential for networking and cooperation in the creative eco-
system. The results of studies focusing on competitiveness of cowork-
ing spaces and their effect on boosting entrepreneurship are rather
vague. Furthermore, an awareness of how coworking spaces stimulate
coworkers to engage in urban regeneration through local community
initiatives is limited. Hence, this study seeks to provide an insight into
coworking spaces from the organizational perspective devoted to en-
trepreneurship and competitiveness. Simultaneously, the paper aims to
reveal synergies between creative communities and local development.
The method of data gathering consists of semi-structured in-depth
interviews with managers and entrepreneurs from selected countries of
the EU applying the grounded theory for their analysis. The results sug-
gest that coworking spaces indicate a boosting of the entrepreneurship
of the creative class through collective projects. These activities tend
to stimulate knowledge creation and open innovation in the creative
ecosystem that benefit local development. Coworking spaces also
represent a driving force to initiate and maintain a dialogue between the
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creative ecosystem and local authorities for cultureled urban develop-
ment.

Key words: coworking spaces, coworking, creative ecosystem, cre-
ative industries, post-Fordist city.

1. INTRODUCTION TO CREATIVE INDUSTRIES AND
COLLABORATIVE PLACES

The notion of the cultural and creative industries (CCI) was firstly ac-
knowledged by the Department of Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS,
1998) as a novelty concept based on individual creativity, skills, and
talent. Furthermore, the CClI are considered a driver for job creation,
mainly through the exploitation of intellectual capital (Florida, 2002).
The development of digital media raised awareness of the CCl as they
are linked with wider processes and sectors outside creative economy.
Therefore, they occur in traditional sectors with the use of ICT, while
many scholars (Chapain, 2010; Plum and Hassink, 2014; Chapain et al.,
2014) believe that these links make the CCI more innovative than tradi-
tional industrial sectors. According to the EU (2010) the CCI and their
innovativeness is associated with the creation, production, and distribu-
tion of creative products in non-creative sectors. Thus, innovativeness
is also stimulated by utilisation of talent, creativity and unique ideas
(Howkins, 2002). Concurrently, in the digital era, the CCI depend on the
culture and arts as they are often integrated in the process of produc-
tion (Jones et al., 2015). From the economic perspective this phe-
nomenon is associated with the changes in the relationship between
supply and demand among individuals and companies. Consequently,
these processes contribute to the shift of public policies towards an
advancement of creative economy. Further, the development of the
creative economy is also associated with the processes of de-industri-
alisation and the expansion of the service sector. As De Propris (2013)
mentioned, the concept of the CCl is essential for restructuring man-
ufacturing activities mainly after negative events such as a financial
crisis. Another aspect of emerging synergies between the CCl and the
service sector leads to the process of output commercialization these
industries generate (Martin-Rios and Parga-Dans, 2016). Furthermore,



the essential part of output commercialization is its’ uniqueness and
non-replicated nature (Jones et al., 2016). This eventually corresponds
to the process of cultural and creative education with the involvement
of users/customers in the process of creation. Involvement of various
agents create a favourable environment for crossover innovation that
comprises both internal and external features (Cooke, 2018). Moreover,
favourable an innovative and entrepreneurial environment nurtures
economic growth with preconditions corresponding to creativity and
interaction in time and place (Copercini, 2016; Farina et al., 2018).

Collaborative places currently provide favourable conditions for the
creative and cultural industries in certain areas. Coworking spaces are
such a type of new working spaces that unite independent freelancers
and micro-companies as they coexist at the same place. Furthermore,
they offer prospects for developing the creative economy and serve

as an effective tool for creating and nurturing favourable conditions for
the CCI with the focus on non-standardized production. Regarding the
favourable conditions, there is a great variety of activities that support
collective learning and education (Katz et al., 2015). Mutual activities in
collaborative places also rise public interest in active and passive par-
ticipation in the creative economy on both the local and regional levels.
Previously, studies were devoted primarily to conceptualising collabora-
tive spaces with their taxonomy (Mariotti et al, 2017; Capdevila, 2017).

Furthermore, research activities were focused mainly on the charac-
teristics of co-workers as knowledge workers in the entrepreneurial
ecosystem (Brown, 2017; Bouncken and Reuschl, 2018). The fact of
facing ongoing challenges of local development entails the need for
empirical contributions regarding coworking spaces as microclusters.
Moreover, coworking spaces denote the idea of third places with differ-
ent socio-spatial characteristics that might invent new ways of collabo-
ration (Kojo and Nenonen, 2017). However, Mariotti et al. (2017) argued
that the physical proximity does not necessarily lead to networking and
collaboration. Thus, coworking spaces and other collaborative places
often depend on competent managers and facilitators that contribute to
the creative ecosystem.

In addition, managers might develop synergic effects that stimulate



new ways of cooperation within the creative class that represent trust-
based community (Fuzi, 2015). Thus, the CCl and coworking spaces
could enable open innovation approaches that bring various actors to
collaborate on mutual projects in the process of production. Nonethe-
less, a combination of actors changes a view on working and leisure.
As Suire (2018) mentioned, this leads to an interplay of time, place and
social settings in knowledge work. This might underline the need for a
shift in governance not only from practitioners and managers but from
policy makers and local authorities alike.

This mi

not only
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Coworking spaces combine the CCI with places that have cultural

and social settings that develop a “local buzz” that is essential for
non-standardised production in terms of styles and trends (DeFillippi,
2015). Nevertheless, a local buzz and non-standardised production that
is specific for coworking spaces represent a local source that might
contribute to global knowledge through global pipelines (Bathelt et al.,
2004). Hence, the paper is build on the previously-mentioned empirical
contributions and aims to address a research gap regarding coworking
spaces as permanent and temporary work settings in boosting entre-
preneurship in the sense of competitiveness (Capdevila, 2013; Suire,
2018). Additionally, the paper discusses the implications for local devel-
opment through coworking centres, and their local communities and
initiatives for micro-scale physical transformations (Mariotti et al., 2017).
Considering that, the paper is intended to contribute to an overview on
coworking spaces as a part of collaborative spaces enhancing collab-
oration and knowledge interactions for policy implications in urban de-
velopment and social participation in decision-making for smart urban
regeneration (Parrino, 2015; Czupich, 2018; Babb et al. 2018).



2. COWORKING SPACES AND THE ROLE OF THE CRE-
ATIVE CLASS IN LOCAL CREATIVE ECOSYSTEMS

Collaborative spaces are an alternative way to a second place where
freelancers share flexible and part-time work placement (Kubatova,
2016). They are specific for their idea of sharing facilities and offices
that bring strangers to coexist. Nevertheless, the physical proximity
and coexistence could be summarised as the first stage of developing
collaborative spaces. More importantly, they denote the idea of collab-
oration that is unique and essential for the creative economy in terms of
the crossover of an innovation that utilises technologies and techniques
from other related industries (Cooke, 2018). Hence, managers of co-
working spaces face challenges of developing human capital in order to
achieve sustainability and viability in the long run. Human capital refers
to the accumulated value of investments in employee training, compe-
tence, and the future. Human capital can be further subclassified as
the employees’ competence, ability to build and maintain relations, and
values (Kannan and Aulbur, 2004). Furthermore, the relevancy of human
capital among coworking spaces is considered most important for
those that operate in complex and dynamic competitive environments,
where the ability to rapidly acquire and assimilate a new market and
technological capabilities is the key to having enduring advantage over
competitors (Hayton, 2003).

However, human capital describes the value of the know-how and
competences of an organization with competences, competence
improvement, staff stability, and the improvement of the capacity of
persons and groups (Montequin et al., 2006). Particularly staff mobility
is relevant for the creative industries that are associated with a wide
range of theoretical streams. Richard Florida is considered a pioneer of
the creative class with his book Rise of the Creative class (2002), where
he considered creativity as a crucial competitive advantage. Florida
distinguished professions with capacity to invent new and unique ideas
(ibid.) Thus, the creative class is a critical mass for collaborative places,
represented by individuals engaged in professions such as design,
architecture, software design, advertising, publishing, arts, crafts,
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fashion, film, music, theatre, research, TV, radio, and gaming. Florida
(2002) argued that these professions form the “creative core”, while in-
dividuals employed in finance, trade, law, and healthcare are perceived
as “creative professionals”. The creative class is considered more
openminded, flexible, and having higher levels of individuality (Kagan
and Hahn, 2011; Florida et al., 2013). Communities in which the creative
class is concentrated are more competitive and more inclined to adopt
advanced technologies (McGranahan et al., 2010). These are essential
feature of the creative class that are relevant for developing successful
coworking centres with diversity and sustainability of communities and
mutual activities. The creative class concept is also a subject of critique
mainly by economic geographers regarding the fuzziness of some of
the concepts and definitions (Pratt, 2008; Clifton, 2008). Nevertheless,
Florida (2002) argued that to attract the creative class, cities have to
pursue “the three T’s” consisting of talent, tolerance and technology,
along with a focus on details, such as diversity and individuality. The
attraction of the creative class is simultaneously based on two differ-
ent streams based on job motivated migration (Niedomysl and Clark,
2010), and the role of cultural amenities in cities (Lawton et al. , 2013).
Additionally, Florida (2002) developed the Creativity index as a tool for
describing how the creativity class is attracted to a city. The use of the
Creativity index is still highly limited due to the difficulties in identifing
some indexes (Kloudova and Chwaszcz, 2012).

Nevertheless, the current debates among scholars regarding the cre-
ative class are not limited solely to attraction per se, but rather to its’
retention in cities, where coworking might play a vital role for the local
ecosystems. Factors influencing the retention of the creative class are
associated with pleasant neighbourhood characteristics, local cultural
amenities, and the lifestyle in communities (Van Heerden and Bontje,
2013). Then, the factors influencing their retention in small and rural
places are community sense, outdoor amenities, and time with family,
which are reflected in the nature of coworking centres (Verdich, 2010;
Bereitschaft and Cammack, 2015). Hence, coworking centres might
facilitate the structural changes of cities, especially in post-Fordist cit-
ies that are based on the knowledge economy with flexible production



and human capital (Asheim, 2012). Furthermore, the links between the
creative class and coworking centres could be further developed by

a Neo-Schumpeterian Approach associated with the fifth wave cycle
characterised by information technology and innovation in post-Ford-
ist cities (Cooke and Schwartz, 2008). Sternberg (2000) argued that
post-Fordism is characterised by flexible and specialised companies
with new forms of working and technologies based on collaboration.

the ability to create new knowledge, results from
the collective ability of employees to exchange
and combine knowledge

Previous studies underline the eminence of creative cities, where the
creative class shall contribute to openness, globalisation, and deindus-
trialisation through flexibility and specialisation (Scott, 2006). Hence,
creative cities provide favourable conditions for collaboration and a
flexible specialisation approach towards customised goods. Thereby,
these principles underline the mutual interactions of various stakehold-
ers that contribute to professional relationships and social networks for
access to knowledge (S6pper, 2014; Vinodrai, 2015). Consequently, we
assume that knowledge-based competition requires more from free-
lancers and microcompanies than just the application of their knowl-
edge to generate creative solutions within post-Fordism (Jackson et al.,
2003; Amin, 2011). Thereby, they are required to identify the problems
to be solved, and present them in meaningful and compelling ways,
where coworking centres might play a vital role regarding exhibitions,
workshops, and presentations. This could be recognised as knowledge
sharing that affects business environment in which coworking centres
are located and operate. Generally, the ability to create new knowledge,
which enables firms both to innovate and to outperform their rivals in
dynamic environments, results from the collective ability of employees
to exchange and combine knowledge (Collins and Smith, 2006).
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3. THE RESEARCH GAP BETWEEN COLLABORATIVE
PLACES, THE CCI AND COMPETITIVENESS

In previous sections, we elaborated on the fundamental underpin-
nings of coworking centres and their role in post-Fordist cities, mainly
regarding socioeconomic transformations. These are being taken into
consideration within the concept of the creative economy that develops
economic and social activities in collaborative places that overlap a cre-
ative ecosystem. Additionally, collaborative spaces are based on both
competition and collaboration that create and develop a local creative
ecosystem with challenges for enhancing competitiveness and achiev-
ing long-term sustainability. Nevertheless, the issue concerning how

to create suitable conditions for socioeconomic development through
collaborative spaces in both central and peripheral cities remains un-
clear (Mariotti et al., 2017). Moreover, there is a limited insight into what
role do local and regional authorities have in local development towards
collaborative places, and what initiatives do local communities take in
order to contribute to microscale transformations. As a consequence,
there is a research gap regarding addressing the role of permanent and
temporary work settings in boosting entrepreneurship for which collab-
orative spaces arrange (Suire, 2018).

Hence, the paper aims to answer the research question regarding how
governance in coworking centres develops, and address the current
issues regarding entrepreneurship and what mechanisms are utilised
in order to achieve competitiveness of human capital. In addition, the
paper seeks to clarify the specifics of collective learning and knowl-
edge sharing in the creative ecosystem. The paper considers previous
studies that addressed similar research questions and helped to spec-
ify the research gap, primarily regarding a) human capital development
in coworking centres (Kubatova, 2016) with mobility of labour market;
b) the knowledge transfers in the CCIl and quadruple helix with insti-
tutional frameworks (Cruz et al., 2019); and c) the economic diversity

in coworking spaces regarding innovation and business development
(Vidaillet and Bousalham, 2018, Farina et al., 2018). Furthermore, the
paper follows empirical research concerning emerging workspaces



in post-functionalist cities (Di Marino and Lipantie, 2017) as a study to
investigate human capital development and collaboration between key
agents preferably in post-Fordist cities. Additionally, in order to address
the research gap, the paper focuses on collective activities to enhance
competitiveness, and adaptive resilience in coworking centres and
determinants to boost entrepreneurship (Durante and Turvani, 2018). In
order to focus on the research question, the paper is based on qualita-
tive research concerning the phenomena specific for conceptualising
new working spaces in local creative ecosystems. Finally, the paper
provides an insight into the interplay of time, place and governance in
different socioeconomic settings with a key methodological advantage
in the process of gathering and analysis extensive primary data of co-
working centres and their practical implications for entrepreneurs and
policy makers in developing local creative ecosystems (O’Connor and
Gu, 2014).

4. THE METHODOLOGY

The first step was based on a desk research to identify dynamic
coworking centres in the EU. Thus, the selection of coworking centres
was to highlight the similarities and differences in new working spaces.
The research sample was designed to included new working spaces
based on their specialisations, active periods, target groups, and so-
cioeconomic activities (Patton, 2014). Subsequently, respondents were
selected according to systematised efforts for proposal and implemen-
tation of public policies towards the creative economy as a source for
competitiveness local development. Even though countries included

in the sample were at different stages of policy implementation, they
shared a common goal of developing sustainable creative economy

as a driver for socioeconomic development. Purposeful sampling was
employed with the aim to include coworking spaces with experience in
human capital development through collective learning and knowledge
sharing. Hence, the respondents could share their opinions and exper-
tise in different settings for boosting entrepreneurship. As a final point,
the sampile reflects on collaboration with public authorities in order to
identify policy implications for urban development and regeneration. In
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order to address the research question regarding coworking centres in
post-Fordist cities, the paper includes new working spaces located in
both peripheral and central cities, where brownfields were recognised.
A new element proposed by the paper could be the diversity of human
capital involved in cultural and creative activities for enhancing compet-
itiveness and developing the entrepreneurial spirit among the creative
class. Subsequently, a key advantage of the methodology might be
marked in structure and analysis-focused interviews in different cultural
settings (Leavy, 2014). Data collection was performed with exten-

sive face-to-face semi-structured interviews that lasted 90 minutes
each, with management in order to address top-down and bottom-up
approaches in coworking centre development. The interviews were
conducted in 20172018, with the total sample of 20 observations (see
Table 1 for their list and selected structural indicators). The sample
included post-Fordist cities, more specifically capital cities Berlin, Co-
penhagen, Stockholm, Helsinki, Tallinn, Riga, Warsaw, and peripheral
cities Linz, Zlin and Trenc&in. Moreover, it was designed to be gender
balanced to avoid any bias in the creative class management and
development. The respondents were selected based on their expertise
in management of coworking centres along with best practices criteria
in the creative class development, which was reflected in sustainability
and viability of new working spaces. The best practices criteria were
based on desk research of coworking centres, which were intended

to support the development of the CCI along with their activities to
nurture the creative ecosystem. In addition, the selection respected
the approaches of local governments towards the creative economy as
a tool for local development and entrepreneurship. Hence, the paper
employed purposive sampling concerning coworking centres and their
characteristics, which was later enriched with the respondents causing
a snowball effect to widen the perspective on competitiveness and
entrepreneurship.

Interviews were structured into three blocks in order to address the
underpinnings of boosting entrepreneurship, knowledge sharing, and
the participation in local development. The first block of questions was
devoted to the involvement of local stakeholders in the creative eco-



system development and local development in terms of changes in the
scenery where coworking centres were situated. The second block was
concerned about knowledge sharing and collective learning towards
boosting entrepreneurship through mechanisms, mutual activities,

and constrains/opportunities. The third block of interviews was devot-
ed to the specific role of communities in local development through
engagement of various stakeholders in the process, along with an
insight into the mutual interactions of coworking centres and the local
milieu. In order to address volunteer bias regarding the respondents in
the sample, we had discussed the process in the research group with
a focus on errors of judgement prior their selection. Nevertheless, the
sample embraced differences in economic activities of the creative
class, where respondents were randomly selected by managers. Thus,
this procedure was intended to avoid volunteer bias in the selection of
entrepreneurs.

Considering the research gap mentioned above, the qualitative re-
search design employed a critical incident technique in order to learn
the perspective from the respondents. Furthermore, this procedure was
included to address positive or negative activities regarding permanent
and temporary work settings in developing human capital towards
entrepreneurship and competitiveness. In order to capture similarities
and differences among coworking centres, the survey entailed fifteen
questions regarding establishing, managing, and developing coworking
centres in post-Fordist cities, which were proposed and pretested in
order to comprehend responses and issues regarding semistructured
interviews. Additionally, respondents were asked about the motivations
to establish and develop coworking centres and the target groups they
were focused on in the initial stage and later in the process. Subse-
quently, the questions were focused on the criteria of localisation,
experience with collaborat