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1 ABSTRACT

Metropolitan level indices (competitiveness, lividhj etc.) don't translate well in any visceral planning
sense. This is because the referenced spatialnonihally exists only as a statistical artifact; farct,
metropolitan regions are made up of individual sphees, each with local character and local dyreamic
The purpose of this paper is to implement a motistimapproach toward measuring a city’s livalilit the
local level by identifying measurable criteria andteria’s indicators extracted frorirban Vitality,
Symbiotic Processes, and Urban Rhytiweories, that, although addressed independamtllyis paper, are
very much co-dependent of each other and when ngrtagether, can effortlessly spot life patternsin
city. This will be accomplished by first selectifgur cities that reflect different social, economand
physical characteristics within the South FloridatMpolitan Region boundaries and contrasting thesed
on their local livability levels. Findings shoulélp to identify if (1) a city’s livability levelsan be measured
by its own local traits and uniqueness and (2héfse three theories are a good place to start ehakstic
approach that is able to recognize each city iddily by its own livability traits and contrastviith other
cities of similar spatial characteristics rathertmanking them and rewarding some while ignorittgeis.

2 INTRODUCTION

Livability (or liveability) is a concept on the @s As with most concepts, livability takes on eifnt
meanings at different scales. For example, sontheoinost visible livability efforts are those asisted
with the ranking of world cities, while others hadeveloped their own livability indices to use as a
measuring tool to identify change and/or in publecision making to increase the quality of lifeangéas at
different levels (state, county, and local). Liddapias a socio-economic concept has a great, initeld,
cache. In the postmodern world of “city sellinfgwever, the efforts of Mercer, EIU, Monacle, armvn
Philips have great meaning for politicians and hucgats. However, for the most part, they are éatrat
the metropolitan scale and use less than rigoratss discussed below. This is in keeping withrtfstated,
but not marketed) purpose: to rank the desirghaftplaces for trans-national companies to sebrgmch
offices. These macro-scale indices are for emtie¢ropolitan areas, but it is also known that ngsghitan
areas are not uniform entities, and that therargel variation along virtually every dimension afspible
description (economic, social, environmental, etc.)

The research question addressed here is whetisguassible to disaggregate the socioeconomic aesf
livability to scales less than the metropolitanaadeie to the findings of inconsistancy patterntghatcity
level, and if a different approach (holistic) asitdem the metropolitan-wide indices can produceetdn
representation when used at the local level. We¢hdoby creating an “analogous” livability indesoim
criterias and indicators found Wrban Vitality, Symbiotic Processes, and Urban Rimgand using them as
a measuring tool to identify the traits of fouresgéd cities of the South Florida Metropolitan RegiUSA.
This paper is organized in five sections. The fisttion reviews the livability metaphor and disassthe
reasons for not relying on a metropolitan-wide idead the need to partition these areas. Thegeetion
explains the three selected urban theories basditiecature review. The third section states tegearch
problem. The fourth section demonstrates the tiBesioeconomic Statistics (SES) and findings based
the extracted criterias and indicators from eaaomh The last section focuses on the discussiah an
conclusion of findings as well as a reflection be study and a suggestion for future research.

3 THE LIVABILITY METAPHOR
3.1 A General Discussion about livability and its indies

3.1.1 Livability
As mentioned earlier, the concept of livability eatly has become a hot topic that has capturedttbation
of public officials and policy makers around therld as an alternative tool for making decisionswdver,
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the definition of livability includes a wide rangé issues that are underlined by a common set iofirgy
principles such as patrticipation, equity, and asibéity, all of which can define livability at mgrdifferent
levels. But what is urban livability exactly? Retéterature has used livability interchangably witjuality
of life’, which conveys different meanings and imptions at different scales of interest. The rssiubm a
specific scale of measurement may not reflect &meesconditions of a different scale, and neithdr avie
style of measurement generate the same resultsotlien scale (Hovey 2008). Livability also refeosthe
‘quality of life’ that is experienced by the peoftheat reside within a city or region, which is bdsm the
ability to sustain the quality of life that peoplalue or to which they aspire (Ji, 2006). McCand0&), on
the other hand, argues that urban livability is'idealization’ of the dynamic of urban neigborhoacatsd
geographical competition among ‘livable’ and ‘cregt cities with the aim to nurture, attract, amdain the
‘creative class.” Pacione (1982, 1990) views itaasneasurement of equity and justice, which aims to
improve the quality of life of cities by decreasingercrowding and mitigating natural hazards foergv
inhabitant.

The following are some of the major socioeconomimoepts of livability, based on indices that are
recognized globally and that are followed by mdjansnational corporations around the world. Eaatec
examines its conceptual model of index, its citesind indicators, and some of its typical resufid a
reviews.

3.1.2 Mercer

The quality of living survey produced by Mercerthi® most popular survey of measuring livabilitydas
released annually. Its release garners attentioidwiale from businesses, industries, and governsnantl
serves as a matter of pride for those cities wipothe list and as a motivator for those who do fbe
survey is composed of a set of 39 criteria usetbtopare over 220 cities around the world; the psepaf

the survey is to allow multi-national businessed artlustries to determine cost of living and operain
these cities based on a number of categories atamr$aThe categories are: political and sociairenwnent,
economic environment, socio-cultural environmentedimal and health considerations, schools and
education, natural environment, public services @adsport, recreation, consumer goods, and housing
Each category is divided between additional factord a system of weighting is involved based on the
determined importance of those factors. While tieeyy uses objective data, this weighting systesniyvdd

by Mercer’s experts, causes the survey to becoijedive. The survey assigns a baseline score ©ftd0
New York and then rates other cities in comparistmthe latest survey released in 2010, the tajti&s
were: Vienna, Austria Ci), Zurich, Switzerland (2‘) Geneva, Switzerlan(ﬂd), Vancouver, Canada (tied
4™, Auckland, New Zealand (tied™ In recent years of the survey, European cities terstbminate the top

of the rankings and United States cities tend tpatarly; in 2010, the highest-ranked US city wasblalu,
ranked 48. Critics of the Mercer survey state that it fadstake into account the needs and interests of the
inhabitants themselves and relies entirely on thigions of experts that may have perhaps nevetedishe
cities being judged to determine firsthand the trature of the cities. Quality of living in a lownked town
could actually be much higher than the survey deslaecause of civic pride, native familiarity, dhd true
ability of the city to serve its people in waysttbaly understood by its inhabitants (Mercer, 2011)

3.1.3 The Economist

The Economist Intelligence Unit produces an ansualey which is based upon Mercer’s data but uses a
different weighting system which gives greater imgoce to the cities’ widespread availability obds and
services, low personal risk, and effective trantgimm. An interesting fact is that along with expe
creating the weights of the factors used, a fieldaspondent from each city is also used in ordeget a
true sense of the city. The survey weighs scoreengin five factors, stability, healthcare, cultuaad
environment, education, and infrastructure to “quign the challenges that might be presented to an
individual's lifestyle” (EIU, 2011). The Economisttelligence Unit states a bias towards cities witlower
perceived threat of terrorism. This shift in fastteing observed, in contrast with the Mercer syrabows
Canadian and Australian cities to dominate the uppsitions of the rankings, with all but one oé tiop ten
being either Canadian or Australian. The top fitées of the EIU survey are: Vancouver, Canad$, (1
Melbourne, Australia (¥), Vienna, Austria (%), Toronto, Canada {3, and Calgary, Canadals5 The
New York Times criticized the eiu’s survey as bemgerly anglo-centric, stating that "the (EIU) dlga
equates livability with speaking English." desphes statement, however, US cities again perforpuatly
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among other cities with Pittsburgh reachind’ 28ace in 2011. Other critics take note of the thett the
highest ranking cities of the EIU’s list are notdigner- or kid-friendly, have population growthaths
limited, controlled or non-existent, and have cadtiving and taxes that are above average (EQL13.

3.1.4 Monocle

Monocle, an international affairs magazine, produite annual list based on similar factors of therdér
and EIU surveys: safety, availability of goods awdvices, traffic congestion, air quality, housiagd
conservation. However, Monocle’s survey offers umnamtional twists such as “urban renaissance and
rigorous reinvention in everything from environmarpolicy to transport.” (Monocle, 2010) These enih
allow their list's top five to be the only one tortain an Asian city, Tokyo; however, the top oé st
remains mostly occupied by European cities, anditeeappearance of a US city, Honolulu, is at bem
13. Monocle’s top five of 2010 were: Munich, Germa(l®), Copenhagen, Denmark "{g Zurich,
Switzerland (3rd), Tokyo, Japan"4and Helsinki, Finland {%. It should be noted that in 2009 Monocle’s
top 25 contained 2 other US cities, Minneapolis Bodtland, but neither made the cut in 2010 (Moaocl
2011). Critics state that Monocle’s quality of tigi survey is hardly science-based, and therefaeldmot
garner much merit. Other critics state that thigazine for jet-setters focuses more on its targdiemces’
idea of livability and ignores costs of living atakes.

3.1.5 Philips (A Latecomer, but Aggressive Player in khability Market

Philips, a multi-national company and industry-leladn energy technology and electronics, surveys
livability in its livable cities index. Philips’ gbal index surveys regional trends in livabilitydathe state of
health and well-being. Philips’ Center for HealtidaNell-being maintains this survey of livability order

to assist in improving people’s lives, a companysitn. The Philips’ index observes five factord,jo
community, physical health, emotional health, aadify/friends. It utilizes these factors to detemmi
patterns of health and well-being in regions, Isuhot specific to cities. In the patterns that @ppe their
index, the biggest surprise is that “emerging marke the Middle East and India are doing betterfra
health and well-being perspective when comparedome of the world’'s more developed economies”
(Philips, 2010). The US does not fair well whennigecompared to the rest of the developed worldhén t
factors covered by the index. Philips’ index, whilgeful in determining regional patterns of livikil is
limited in scope, and is not precise enough to iplea system for ranking cities. The Philips’ inds»able

to compare livability in some world cities, but dagot reach the amount of cities compared thafoamed in

the other surveys. The index fails to put togethénal analysis that would allow any overall compan of
the chosen cities and the livability of the citidsntified in the study is open to interpretati&hilips, 2010).

3.2 The Need to Partition

Just as nations are dominated by their metropoligaions in virtually every important socioeconomic
attribute, metropolitan regions are themselves dateid by their sub-metropolitan nucleations anttieir
local administrative structure. However, this comilgoexpected phenomena does not translate well when
evaluating the livability level of cities by usirdpta at the metropolitan regional level. Even tlotigs
commonly used approach has been promoted and iraptech by well known companies such as Mercer,
EIU, Monacle, and Philips, their results tend tadeus to the wrong impression about cities as agll
ignoring their individual traits and characteristicThis paper argues the need of partitioning opelitan-
wide approaches into a local level focus with thient to address some of the issues generatedeby th
misrepresentation. Among the many issues that eageberated by using different scales on indides, t
paper only touches the surface by devoting spati@htion to only the issues of places'taading places”,
local territorial capital, and the fading of lodahnding.

3.2.1 ‘“Local Territorial Capital”

Local territorial capital represents the natural developed resourceSECD, 2000). It can also be describedfa@
tangible (physical, financial, etc.) and intangildegnitive, social, cultural) resources availainlean area.
These local territorial capital indicators generatenpetitiveness among cities in an effort to bezdhe
most recognized city globally. These local teridbcapitals can be constituted either as asseatermstraints
that either way rely on the collaborative efforfsewery stakeholder at the national, regional, ladl level.
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Because these elements are in constant flux, theythe ones responsible for the attraction andier t
disappearing of both people and business to the &gffinger & Stallbohm, 2009) Local territoriahpital
characteristics are valuable indicators for livitipiindices that rely on financial rankings. Redass of the
collaborative effort among cities and stakeholdgrall levels, these livability indices use regilostatistical
data to recognize only one city as the best livaldee in the region; in this way they are ignorihg rest of
the cities’ local territorial capital that in sorfem were responsible for the success of the laedted city.

3.2.2 “Trading Places”

As mentioned earlier, metropolitan areas are themsegart of an overall network; individual juristdons
within metropolitan areas are part of an overativoek of places. The new economic geographer Bogar
argues that “trading places” would be a more a¢eutascription of how metropolitan regions arecttrred
today, (Bogart, 2005), where each city interadth the other during their trading of goods and/eas. An
essential part of this is the movement of peomenfone place to the other to either produce orwnesthe
good and services. The important point is that rafrthe sub-metropolitan spaces are, by themseiotsly
self-sufficient in terms of having all of the goodsd services that are needed by a particular ithaay
and/or family unit. Complete autarky (self-suféiocy) is, simply, not possible at the scale of viutlial
political jurisdictions within a metropolitan areaEvery city cannot have a hospital, a large set of
recreational facilities, a university, etc. Metrtitgm areas are not homogeneous units, and shatlden
treated as such.

3.2.3 ‘“Fading of Local Branding”

City branding is a highly debatable topic in therature and the practice. Many researchers atgighe

true aim of city branding should be to increaseldwels of people and business in the area byctitita
more investment, tourism, and community developmergssence, this is an economic marketing apjproac
(Parkenson and Sounder, 2004) Like territorial tedpthis urban trend is the result of competiventmsit
forces cities to become equal at any cost. Tay2®0q) argues that city branding should be basethen
uniqueness of the city and what it is known fore3é economic marketing approaches support a uniform
thinking tradition of global market concepts thaiceurage sameness and monotonous cities that are
regarded as cities without ‘soul’. We argued thhilevsome cities are only becoming recognized dube
collaborative effort (solicited and unsolicited) it§ regional partner cities, they are on the vesfésing
their identity by allowing others to rank them bdigm inaccurate levels of measurements (regionauge
local).

HENCE, A DIFFERENT PERSPECTIVE

There are many cities around the world that arablie based on their native physical, social, caltuand
financial standards of living, but when comparethvather global cities at livable ranking systerastsas
Mercer, EIU, Monocle, or Philips which purposelgfis on global marketing and financial recognitidrey
become ‘invisible’ among their region and the m&fsthe world. The following theories were selecteith

the intent to help address the three earlier meatiodiscrepancies which come from implementing the
higher measuring scale system (metropolitan-wideg smaller administrative level (local) space.sT¢an

be accomplished by identifying how three commonkedi urban theorie®Jrban Vitality, Symbiotic
Processesand Urban Rhythmare used as intended, by identifying local measgucriterias and indicators
extracted from each concept.

3.3 Urban Vitality

Urban vitality can have different definitions anavia a variety of approaches; however, the overalining
remains the same: the life and soul of an urbacespgharacterized by its conditions and its inhalsta
culture, skills, and strength. A vital urban spaae be based on its diverse population, culture,spaces,
with multifunctional activities available to every®, and a wide range of mixed-use buildings andegsla
that promote high density (Jacobs, 1961). Sincdasiedecade, urban vitality has been seen fronoie m
holistic approach that focuses on the people’svéieess, desires, motivations, imagination andtieré
that makes a place functionally alive and prodeciivstead of focusing only on the location and ratark
access (Landry, 2000; Landry & Bianchini, 1994)slthe role of the transaction as both an outcanta
manifestation of urban physical culture, the foewsund which activity takes place, the identity and
expression of the notion of the place, the pariicaieaning attached to streets, and the spacdsamndban
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public realm (Montgomery, 1995; Montgomery, 1998ore recent views describe it as a new source of
urban competitiveness that focuses on embracinggheific pre-conditions of the space such as ityssc
recognition of its own beliefs and values, the @se of multicultural ‘patchwork’ (people comingrfn
different places), a vision-driven approach inste&@ technical one (land-use codes), and the et
innovation and custom-based redesign of stratep@ruplanning (Laundry, 2000).

3.4 Symbiotic Processes

In urban systems, symbiotic processes can takeuttipfa personalities as long as there are muteakbts
from two different spaces (neighborhood, city, urlaaea) or activities where one gains something fitoe
other. However, it is not impossible to spot systemmere at some point in their lifetime one haseai
something while the other loses. Symbiotic processe also be identified during an exchange of sippo
things and integrating or fusing them together levbimphasizing the respect for each other and &ining
their political and/or administrative distances rfitaa & Tokita, 2004). In urban systems, symbiotic
activities are based on collaboration, culturalietyc communication, and consensus (Lin & Mele, 00
The most common areas for symbiotic activities than realms are land, labor, and capital ruraldurba
integration in special land ownership and regia®ali grain market (Amith, 2005; Pacione, 2005). On a
smaller scale in an urban setting, symbiotic atiisiusually attract other activities to benefiithsuccess
and survival, such as having ice-cream shops, cataigs, and restaurants near a movie theatelpwelf
shops and gift shops near a hospital. (Tan & Klas2@07; Montgomery, 1998).In the past decade thase
been an increase in symbiotic processes in urbi@ingsedue to the integration of urban principalsts as
Smart Growth and New Urbanism that promote the afixises. This has helped improve neighborhood
safety by encouraging the ‘eye-on-the-street’ apgino(Jacobs, 1961). This movement has fused social
systems (capitalist & socialist), cultural systefnsligion, ethnicity, race, education, etc.), anesm
importantly have bridged the gap between humanrgénas and cultures (Tamura & Tokita, 2004).

3.5 Urban Rhythms

Urban rhythms vary among the cities around the dvarhey are each unique to their physical, soeiadi
cultural characteristics of a place, even thougitghare times when external conditions (locatiosativer,
economy, trends, politics, human migration, etdghnhbegin to portray cities as comparable. Indhse of
New York and Milan’s similarly fast paced lifestylieir urban rhythm patterns are far from similalrtban
rhythms act like a medium through which a particdam of culture can be expressed (Hansen, 2008).
Urban rhythms can be observed and studied by wabtkirough the ‘myriad rhythms’ of our modern sogiet
and its footprint to identify the ‘convergent antvadgent’ spatiotemporal history of a space (Befijam
2003; Parson, 2003). This represents each cityistant repetition of circumstances which can basued

at a certain frequency. Lefebvre (2004) identified different types of rhythms. The cyclical rhythiinat,

like Hansen (2008), deal with the continuous datterns such as day and night whereas alternating
rhythms deal with the flow of information from orsource to another (People, television, internet,
newspaper, etc.). Urban rhythms are also reflettiemligh the city’s economic landscape; post indaistr
urban cities, for example, have increased thewrla@lemand due to a faster time frame of productaayre
time, and services (Tan & Klassen, 2008). The dagliyaviors of the city’s inhabitants are uniquentdiers

of a city's urban rhythms. Examples include the ami@f time spent moving from one point to anotber
accomplishing daily tasks, the migration from rualirban spaces to minimize mobility and to haseeas

to multifunctional space, the high level of stremsd high levels of air and noise pollution (Lefeh\1996).

4 RESEARCH PROBLEM

The research problem is to explore notions of litgbin four selected areas within the South Fdiari
metropolitan region and measure them based onXtraceed criterias and criteria’s indicators frohet
before mentioned three urban theories.
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5 FINDINGS
CRITERIA AND INDICATORS CITIES
Boca Raton Coconut Creek Miami Gardens Riviera Beac
Characteristic
Year incorporated 1925 1967 2003 1922
Land @ee 27.2sqm 1155sgn 20sgm 8.3sgm
Water aee 19sgm 0.24sqm 0.0sgm 15sgm
Elevation 131t 13 ft 7 ft 13 ft
Demographi
Population, 200 74,76 43,56¢€ 100,80¢ 29,88
% Age <18 18.9% 18.00% 34% 29.2%
% Age > 6! 19.8% 26.50% 7.8% 15.0%
Median ag 43 41 33 3¢
Bachelor's degree or higher 44.2% 27.10% 17.7%
Economit
% Houstownership rat 75.6% 75.50% - 59.2%
Average household size 2.26 2.16 3.2 2.6
Median household incor $60,24! $43,98( - $32,11:
Per capita incon $45,62! $25,59( - $19,84°
Median value of housing unit $230,200 $141,800 0,880
% Private workers 83.6% 84.1% 78.9%
% Government workers 8.5% 11.4% 15.7%
% Self-employed 7.5% 4.1% - 5.2%
Social
Violent crime (incidents per 1,000 people) 248 206 1009 1771
Property crime (incidents per 1,000 people) 3845 3528 6074 6833
% Persons below poverty 6.7% 7.1% 14% 23%
Mean travel time to work 20.7 26.3 30.1 243
% Persons using private vehicle to w 89.2% 95.1% - 88.8%
% Persons using public transit to work 0.9% 0.7% 4.3%
% Persons walkir to work 2.0% 0.5% - 2.2%
City bus acce! nc yes yes nc
County bus direct access yes yes yes yes
County rail (Tr-rail) direct acces yes no no nc
Airport (within 10 mile radius yes yes yes yes
Water (self-dependent/dependent) self-dependent  f-depkndent dependent self-dependent
Firerescue (independent/she seltdepender depender depender seltdepender
Police department (self-dependent/dependent) spléadent self-dependent selfdependent self-depende

Hospital (self-dependent/dependent) self-dependent  dependent dependent self-dependent
College & university (sel-dependent/depende selfdepender self-dependet selfdepender depender
Library (self-dependent/dependent) self-dependent epeddent dependent self-dependent
Theater (self-dependent/dependent) self-dependent  ependent dependent dependent
Museun (self-dependent/depende seltdepender depender depender seltdepender

#'s Cultural & Community Centers 2 1 1 6

# Parks and recreational facilities 51 21 39 9

Tablel.Cities Socioeconomic Status (SES): Criteréhladicators. Source: U.S. Census 2000, FBI Uniforim€Rate 2008,

Cities’ website database

5.1 Urban Vitality & “Local Territorial Capital”

“Local territorial capital” is both the tangible @nntangible trait of a city that, in most casesused in
commonly known financially-oriented livability raimlg systems as constraints rather than assetdyingg
priority only to those cities advanced in technglagfrastructure, development, and which provitiee @end
quality amenities and services that attract tratismal businesses to the area.The theorydoban Vitality
was used to help us identify vital indicators eflility in a city based on the city’s own socifdhancial,
and physical traits (criteria).

The City of Boca Ratonvitality levels appear to be higher compared wiid test of the cities measured. It
is the second oldest (1925) city of the four tisatasily accessible and has a vibrant aged artthigethat
attracts tourists to the area while making it apontant landmark for the region. More than 40%tef i
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population has high levels of educational attainnaenwell as the highest median household and quatac
income. The city has a wide range local amentdies services that serve not only its local reskléxit
neighboring cities’ residents as well. More tha®®6f its population is either self-employed or wdok

private firms. It has the highest median housee/albmpared with the others cities, and the lowesegy

levels and the second lowest crime rate. (Bese 1)

The City of Coconut Creekvitality indicators are almost parallel with thigyaof Boca Raton. It is the third
oldest city (1967) and the second smallest in desal and water). It is easily accessible and thesonly
one that has its own city bus to encourage pulbdiosit, decrease traffic congestion, and lower aarb
emissions. It is characterized by a newer architecstyle that is environmentally conscious as aslla
vibrant set of amenities and services that combiitie the city of Boca Raton to provide a wide rargje
alternatives to their residents. Like Boca Rattsi1house ownership is high, and it has the secagitest
median household and per capita income as welbasiig value. It has the lowest level of crime émsl
second lowest level of poverty after the city ofcBdRaton. (Se€able 1)

The City of Miami Gardens vitality indicators seem to fall between the aifyCoconut Creek and Riviera
Beach. The information available irable 1.is based on available data and projected caloualdtom the

city of Miami Gardens. The last U.S Census wasgoeréd prior to when the city was incorporated biack
2003 and the available data only shows Miami Gasden an unincorporated Census Designated Place
(CDP). However, despite the inaccuracy of datacityeof Miami Gardens has the highest populatibthe

four, exceeding 100,000 inhabitants. Its land @edhe second largest after Boca Raton, and whéeatea

is easily accessible, its rundown neighborhoodshdinded areas make it uninviting to investors smdists

to the area. It has the highest average houselz@d32) and highest crime and poverty levelsrdfie city

of Riviera Beach. (Se€able 1)

The City of Rivera Beachvitality indicators seem lower than the rest ¢f ttities despite being the oldest
(1922) city of the four. Even though its populatiaverage age is 38, it has the lowest housing @higer
rate and housing value. Its median household andgmita income are low while its crime and povéetel
are the highest among the cities and the stakecks in physical character; it does not contaim@ersity,
cultural or civic center, so it is no surprise thatlevels of educational attainment are lowhds the highest
level of residents working at the public sector #mellowest levels of residents working for privatgities.
Even though the city has the smallest area (laddnaater) of the four, it is easily accessible anthie only
one that has direct water access through its porhzarina. (Seg@able 1)

5.2 Symbiotic Processes & “Trading Places”

“Trading places” is simply the trading of goodsyvéees, information, housing, or places; in essence
anything that one city trades or exchanges withtheroregardless of the cause. Financially-oriented
livability ranking systems seem to ignore this gsg that we argue is perhaps the most importaat aft
identifying a city’s unique assets, because ofdli@nce on collaboration. The theory®fmbiotic Processes
was used to help us identify the cities’ levelslependency upon other cities, counties, and Statasler to
provide the best livable levels of services thatcdn to its residents. The criterias were the three
administrative levels (city, county, state) whilenmse of the indicators were water, electricity, eation,
hospitals, housing, entertainment, among others.

The City of Boca Ratonis an independent city in regard to basic pubdicvises (water, police, fire,
universities, etc). However, both of its only aghle modes of public transit are at the countyllelgeen
though the city manages most of its own servica$ amenities, it relies on neighboring residents and
tourists to contribute to the its finances. It ates the highest number of parks and recreationahdies
and is the only one with an executive airport. (Salele 1)

The City of Coconut Creek like Boca Raton, relies on both of the countyelevansit systems, however,
this is the only city that has its own bus systdrat tworks only during the week to decrease traffic
congestion. It is the second most dependent cittheffour in regard to some basic public serviced a
amenities (hospital, fire rescue, libraries, museett). Even though it has half the amount ofghiks and
recreational amenities that Boca Raton has, thepiae of the main attractions for tourists. ($able 1)

The City of Miami Gardens also relies on county level transit systems. Harekecause Miami Gardens
is located in Miami-Dade County, the most congesiaginty of the region, Miami Gardens has additional
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alternative transit options also provided by thentg. Miami Gardens is the most dependent cittheffour
in regard to most of its basic public services amiknities (water, fire rescue, and hospital, usiter
museum, etc), but it has the most parks and résnedfacilities after the city of Boca Raton. (Seable 1)

The City of Rivera Beach,like the other cities, relies on the county letrahsit system. It is the second
self-dependent city after Boca Raton in regardasidopublic services, except for university andurally
related services. Even though it has the lowestheurof parks and recreational facilities, it is trdy one
that offers water sports and activities all yeawadl as the only that manages and controls its ovanina
which invites many boaters from neighboring citi¢SeeTable 1)

5.3 Urban Rhythms & “Fading of Local Branding”

“Fading of local branding” is when cities startilugtheir identity to become like the best rankéits in the
world. Financially-oriented livability ranking syshs encourage an unparalleled competitiveness among
cities that not only persuade them to focus onifigdthe best ways to market and sell themselves
internationally, but also forces them to ignoreirtheots and culture in order to follow others gestl. The
theory ofUrban Rhythmsvas used to identify each city’s unique charasties and use them as their own
marketable tool. Some of the criteria were weekdayd weekend activities, location, architecturejnsh
smells, while the some of the indicators were st@ed business hours of operation, climate, trafifica,
fauna, culture, among others.

The City of Boca Ratonrhythms falls under a corporate, business, angdeusity atmosphere during office
hours (8:00am — 5:00pm) and a more upscale culematrtainment, and retiree community duringiaies.

It is home of major corporate headquarters, marsiness buildings, and the main campus for one of
Florida's largest universities. The City of Bocat®tais known internationally by its upscale shogpin
stores, restaurants, museums, art centers, and gitrdcting retirees and tourists to the areanBheugh
more than half of its population is relatively yauiit is not known for its night life; it relies asther cities
such as Coconut Creek for night entertainment asthurants that are open during late night hoGese (
Table 1)

The City of Coconut Creekrhythms seem environmentally oriented and guidedrbwth, innovation, and
entertainment. It is known for having the largesttéxfly aviary in the world, and for its advanced
environmental efforts despite being adjacent tanafill. It is the only certified Community Wildkf Habitat

in the region and the only among the four citieat thas designed, passed, and implemented more green
initiatives. It has a combination of mixed-used elepment, entertainment, technology centers, asthbss
centers that keep the city busy at all times. kriswn also for the Seminole Casino Coconut Créek t
entertains residents and tourists all year roundd#s per day. (Seeable 1)

The City of Miami Gardens rhythms can be seen and sensed around the aitygihiits effort and desire
for renovation, progress, and improvement, bothsfgay and social. Since 2007, the city is no longe
allowing low income housing development due togpeead of crime and recreational drug usage. e ci
has amended its policies and code of ordinancagpast its new vision of “progress”. Even thougk thty

is working very hard to reinvent itself, it nevardets to strengthen its roots and culture, whighary
strong elements of its new vision and mission. Grekends for example, more than 7,500 community
members gather in the region’s largest Baptist wiagah. (Sedable 1)

The City of Riviera Beachrhythms correspond with its geographical locatioecause of its proximity to
the Atlantic Ocean. It is home of the Port of P&8leach and the United States Coast Guard Statiancity
has a Caribbean flavor that can be representedghrits restaurants, stores, and population.khewvn by
its water sports, water events, and its businesgatattire that attract many water businessesramstors
to the area. The city is the perfect vacation datitn place for tourists, however, because diiiyh levels
of both violent and property crime, tourists andals visit other neighbor cities for night and acéd
entertainment. (Sekable 1)

6 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The purpose of this paper was to segregate comnkaohyn socioeconomic versions of livability scaite®
areas less than the metropolitan area and to ingpieenmore holistic approach that requires theaetitm
of criteria and indicators found in the theoriedJoban Vitality, Symbiotic ProcesmdUrban Rhythmsnd
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use them as a tool to measure the livability lewdlsa city. This paper argues that financially-ates
livability indices such as Mercer, EIU, Monacledaphilips, tend to lead us to the wrong impressibaut
cities when they measure them against metropolitde- data, and, as such, encourage them to behave
differently in the hope of being recognized as thest livable city in the world. We selected “traglin
places”, “local territorial capital”’, and “fadingf docal branding” urban patterns as some of thetmos
commonly altered when applying metropolitan-widalss to cities.

We would like to state that this research is noattempt to replace any of the more commonly known
livability measurements but instead present alter@aolistic approaches that can measure citigheit
scale. Through this research we were able to abidentify that cities can be measured at theitesbg
alternative approaches of measurement. Throughhtmry of Urban Vitality, cities were able to identify
their “local territorial capital” patterns by idéfying the traits that make them alive and funcéibiBased on
the available data, the cities of Boca Raton ando@ot Creek seemed parallel with strong vitalityels
compared to the cities of Miami Gardens and RiviBemch that each presented lowers levels of witalit
indicators, due to crime, poverty, income, and latkservices and amenities. Through the theory of
Symbiotic Processities’ “trading places” patterns were tracked ligppinting their level of dependency to
other entities at the local, county, and statellé®ased on the available data, the City of BoctoRand
Riviera Beach were the most self-dependent wheGhy of Coconut Creek and Miami Gardens depended
on both county and state levels efforts to enstuteast basic level of services. However, desitir tlevel

of dependency, we also found that they all depanéaxh other to survive financially. Lastly, throutpe
theory ofUrban Rhythmsgities’ unique and unparalleled “local brandinggne identified. However, in this
case, despite their unique traits, patterns oflanty were apparent. For example, both the cite8oca
Raton and Riviera Beach active time cycle seenfiali®between 12 to 15 hours a day, while somesanéa
the cities of Miami Gardens and Coconut Creek adatixcles operate 24 hours a day.

The findings in this project encouraged us to doemesearch about alternative livability indiceattban
produce the most accurate data that best repreaetityg’s true characteristic. It also raised thessgion
whetherUrban Vitality, Symbiotic ProcesseandUrban Rhythmgheories are reliable enough to develop a
more complex local livability index.
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