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Uncertain Globalization

Evolutionary Scenarios for the Future
Development of Cultural Industries
Lampel & Shamisie
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TABLE 171
Seenarios of Globalization In the Cultural Industries

Fusien Hybridization
Coatrol Monolithic conglomerations Symbiotic conglomeration
- Large hierarchical conglomerates - Large hierarchical conglomerates
controlling most cultural industries control distribution and retail
- Control exercised from source to - Production of cultural goods is
market through pervasive vertical largely in the hands of loosely
integration affiliated small entrepreneurial
independents with high mortality rate
Access Dominant agglomeration Virtual agglomeration
- Cultural industries are dominated by - Cultural industries are shaped by a
powerful production clusters complex web of networks linking
different locales and different artistic
communities
- These clusters cooperate to shape - New technologies, in particular the
relatively standardized products for Internet. permit complete
global consumption disintermediation; cultural producers
and consumers can communicate
directly without the mediation of
commercial entities
- Power in this scenario is based on - The same technologies permit remote
access to cluster collaboration and exchange of ideas
- Clusters are dominated by a mixture
of strong firms supported by an
ecology of small firms
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& 3JE : control
FEER - A Flcontact® E £ hybridsf1 2 14

MIEERNRHRSFEH T, MeFRRER
BIRXLE @, REBEIN (B, FTE)F

]

PR EE

a0 2 T 1557 0 & R] 48 K 1k XX Bl EE mm B9 22 7
ABERIEREEENNEIERATEEANER,

A

miKFE /N E E SRR S

23



BIHE 3 : Dominant Agglomerations
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BIHE4 - Virtural Agglomerations
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