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Foreword

´
´
Milica Bajic-Brkovic
President 2012-2015
Belgrade, July 2015

Founded in 1964 by a group of visionary and passionate professionals from several
countries in Europe, ISOCARP has gradually evolved into a global association of urban and
spatial planners with membership in more than eighty countries, and recognised as a leading
organisation by many private and public bodies, academic and research communities,
international and national organisations.
The founding fathers of ISOCARP believed in collaboration and exchange among planning
professionals and acknowledged international networking as an important part of it. As truly
passionate professionals they jointly worked on strengthening the planning profession
and contributing to its international recognition. Fifty years later the ISOCARP members
nourish the same values. Working together and creating and sharing knowledge remain the
backbone of ISOCARP’s philosophy and existence.
Discussions on aims and objectives of the planning profession and the intensive
introspective exploration of planning theories and methodologies, typical for ISOCARP’s
work during the 1960s quickly broadened in scope and content, and culminated in an
extensive array of themes and topics the Society got involved in. Planning at the global
level, regional management, empowering people and developing informed democracy as
part of the planning processes, or restructuring planning to meet the requirements of a
multi-stakeholder environment in search of economic and social progress, were followed
by focusing on the information age, challenges of acute urban explosion, resilient cities
and issues of climate change among others. The most recent debates on carbon cities,
the hyper-dynamic age and changing frontiers of planning illustrate the variety of issues
ISOCARP is exploring and the aspirations the Society stands for.

ISOCARP has always been forward-looking and at the forefront of the planning profession.
Its congresses, seminars and professional forums have been places where awareness on
critical topics of its time had been raised, and the future of urban and spatial development
had been debated and explored. ISOCARP technical training and on-demand projects
are viewed as state-of-the-art exercises capable of contributing advanced and liveable
solutions, and meeting the highest professional standards. Its publications are recognised
and welcome by many from academia, research and professional practice, and are
the flagship of the Society. The International Manual of Planning Practice – IMPP which
assembles the overviews of planning practice from more than a hundred and twenty
countries provides unique material for learning, cross-comparison studies and exploration.
Each year, the ISOCARP Review identifies and publishes successful planning projects and
best practices from around the world to complement the annual congress theme findings.
Indeed, taking a journey through the fifty years of ISOCARP’s existence provides a unique
experience of exploring urban and spatial development globally and the evolution of the
planning profession over half a century.
The book you hold in your hands is a testimony of the long trajectory ISOCARP has crossed
till today. It speaks about its commitment to making cities drivers of development and
creating liveable places with a long term development perspectives. It also demonstrates
how joint actions and collaborative work can contribute to it. It tells many stories about the
planning profession and how it has evolved over the last five decades. This book sends
many valuable messages on cities and space, on planning and planning profession, and
inspires to engage in the exciting journey of professional exchange, working together and
learning from each other.
Preparing this publication has taken a significant investment of time and effort from all the
participants. It is my great pleasure to thank, personally and on behalf of ISOCARP, Judith
Ryser who did so much to make this book possible. Thanks to her dedication, passion and
love for ISOCARP, the readers will enjoy the unparalleled experience of going through time
and space over the fifty years of ISOCARP’s existence. I am indebted and grateful to all the
authors and colleagues for their contributions, cooperation and support. My special thanks
go to Gaby Kurth and the Secretariat staff who provided much needed technical support and
help.
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Foreword

Jef Van den Broeck
Chair of the 50th Anniversary
Celebration Committee

With this publication Judith Ryser is looking back at the history of the planning discipline
during the last 50 years in relation to the changing social-political context and situating
ISOCARP as a professional organisation within this context. It is certainly a ‘flagshippublication’ of the celebration programme because the reader can learn about the
fundamental issues which were at stake during this period, how the society and planners
reacted and dealt with the social, cultural, political, economic and spatial realities, and which
visions, concepts, strategies and solutions were developed and designed to create a better
and more sustainable living environment. In the publication the relational nature of planning
becomes increasingly apparent. Indeed already at the end of the nineteen-sixties and
certainly in the nineteen-seventies people were asking for participation, collaboration and
later for co-production in decision making and implementation. The ISOCARP congress topics
during these decades confirm this evolution proving the importance of the involvement of
people in planning and its human dimension. Other topics focused on visions, concepts,
strategies and the planners’ toolboxes showing the growing professionalism of the planning
world.
The author used not only ample sources to characterise these different episodes but also
the speeches of the 15 presidents which were witnessing the way planners, practitioners
and academics, and ISOCARP generally tried to understand the object of the profession and
which tools and instruments could be used to influence spatial change within a given context
and atmosphere not always favourable to spatial quality. The author calls for attention to the
huge responsibility of the planning discipline and its ethical dimension dealing with equity,
social justice and public interest.
4

In the publication ISOCARP’s history is presented as a barometer of the evolution of the
discipline. It was founded as a ‘study group of friends’, reacting against the bureaucratisation
of the discipline and asking for more attention to the content of planning issues, to the
quality of space and place. It becomes clear how the Society changed from in a certain
sense a ‘closed’ group of professionals focusing on Europe, into a global movement bringing
together all kinds of stakeholders from all over the world who are dealing with fundamental
issues such as ‘climate change, sustainable urbanisation, planning with people…’.
I wish to thank and congratulate the author Judith Ryser for this huge work. It is a fundamental
contribution in this anniversary year which can be the start of a deep discussion of the
planning discipline and the future of ISOCARP.

Ruben Bianchi’s drawing on Calle de las Flores(Córdoba). Córdoba ISOCARP Congress, 1992.
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This book is proudly showcasing the achievements of ISOCARP over the last half century.
Over two generations of ISOCARP members have contributed significantly to raising the
excellence of planning and the quality of the planning profession and ISOCARP contributing
to the next generation at the 50th anniversary congress. The founding generation is passing
away and with it its outstanding passion for the role of planning in creating wellbeing in a
sustainable and equitable environment. Their words of wisdom remain pertinent and this
book is honouring their contribution. The next generation was operating in a very different
context beyond the cold war in a globalising world. ISOCARP members were instrumental
in broadening the scope of ISOCARP and spreading it to all continents. They were bridging
orthodox planning ideas with new challenges for planning due to rapid urbanisation and
uneven development within global interdependence. Their innovative perspectives and
interventions constitute the core of the book. Uncertainty characterises the contemporary
world in which the current ISOCARP generation has to find a pertinent place for planning.
Their visions are symbolised in the abstract images which accompany the chapter heads.
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This slim book can only give a very incomplete impression of the overwhelming
contributions ISOCARP has made to planning and the planning profession. The synthesis
produced in 1990 on ISOCARPs quarter of a century existence by then Secretary General
Charles Delfante remains a unique critical analysis of planning and the work of ISOCARP.
Other anniversary publications synthesising ISOCARP’s contribution to the state of the
profession and its congresses have also assisted the production of this book. This includes
the most comprehensive overview toward the 40th anniversary of ISOCARP in 2005 initiated
by then president Alfonso Vegara co-edited by Waikeen Ng and myself which remained an
inspiration for this book. Too many ISOCARP members made generous active contributions
to ISOCARP over the last fifty years to be named individually, but their legacy can be traced
in ISOCARP’s publications and on its website.
It was a challenging responsibility to write and edit this book on fifty years of knowledge
creation and sharing and I would not have been able to rise to the task without the generous
assistance and support of ISOCARP members. My particular thanks go to Jef Van den
Broeck in charge of the ISOCARP 50th anniversary celebration who encouraged me in this
daunting task. My gratitude is also with Gaby Kurth who tirelessly assisted me in obtaining
documentation on ISOCARP’s activities right back to its origin. I would like to thank Jan
Goedman with whom I edited the 30th and 35th anniversary publications to contribute his
conceptual work with Wil Zonneveid as confirmation of ISOCARP’s involvement in theoretical
as well as practical planning activities. I am grateful for the generous offer of Ruben Bianchi
to include his drawings from the congresses and the designs of Remmelt Oosterhuis.
They reflect both atmosphere of place and the artistic side of planners. The memories of
many other ISOCARP members have been instrumental in making this book reflect real life
moments of excitement and friendship which are such a fundamental asset of ISOCARP. It
was a pleasure to work with the book designer Paula Blanco Ballesteros who contributed her
own creativity to a long lasting contribution of ISOCARP and with Gabriel Pascariu to arrange
the printing. It was an honour to be entrusted with this book for which I thank ISOCARP.

INTRODUCTION
Planners and Planning
Judith Ryser

Editor

“AMBITIOUS WORLD” by Remmelt Oosterhuis
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A. CONTEXT OF PLANNING
1

Drivers during Isocarp’s Founding Years: the Nineteen-Sixties

“Isocarp: Fifty Years of Knowledge Creation and Sharing” have evolved during the cold war
in their first half opposing planned economies to capitalist economies, and in a globalising
world dominated by free markets until now. It was initiated during the last decade of the
‘trente glorieuses’,1 a period of unprecedented wealth creation and peacetime. This
geopolitical context has influenced the thinking of planners as well as the shift of Isocarp
from a European based professional society to a global one. Selected decade-based snapshots are attempting to illustrating this process.
With hindsight, the optimistic, almost euphoric nineteen-sixties are at odds with the new
millennium which seems to struggle with assessing the merits and drawbacks of 20th
century planning, and especially what is worth retaining from it. As a working hypothesis,
planning can be construed as a product of the 20th century, which may have enjoyed its
greatest influence after the Second World War.
50 years ago, no longer considered as “not-so-gifted colleagues of architects”2, planners
were expected to create an adequate setting for the new post-war society which was
thriving on growth, technological innovation and full employment. Isocarp was founded
in an atmosphere of plentiful in 1965. Put in the driving seat of urban development and
renewal, planners were fostering the planning profession, forging its identity and specifying
the services it would provide, laying down the requisite conditions for planning to function.
Isocarp was to contribute to this by exchanging experiences between recognised and highly
qualified individual planners from the world over. Through their international network, they
were to promote planning, to advance planning research, theory building and education, and
to bring the planning debate into the public realm. These remain the objectives of Isocarp.
The nineteen-sixties underwent many short term changes. In the early sixties, planning was
still carried out as if it dealt with war damage. Nevertheless, dissenting voices started to
denounce ‘bulldozer’ planning, perceiving it more destructive than the war itself. Student
revolts were rife. They had a profound impact on the public realm and triggered the debate on
‘the right to the city’ led by the likes of Henri Lefebvre3 and Manual Castells.4 While youth in
Paris in 1968 called for ‘imagination au pouvoir’5 scientists committed themselves to social
responsibility.6 Political debate increased the time-lag between planning decisions and
implementation. Regardless, ‘pret-a-penser’ planning continued to operate with certainty,
remained growth-oriented and public sector led.
La Defense in 1977 Paris (left) and ‘future’ (right)
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2

The Crisis-Prone Nineteen-Seventies

The seventies were putting a stop to that. While the
economy was still growing exponentially during
the early seventies, dissenting voices like the Club
of Rome7 warned of the limits to growth.
Mathematical modelling had found its way through
redundant NASA physicists into planning which
aspired to become a science. Planning theories
developed in California, travelled to British
universities and practice and later to continental
Europe. This technocratic approach thrived during
the property boom but was overtaken by the arrival
of management ‘science’ in the public sector
during the first oil shock and the ensuing economic
crisis. OPEC’s8 quadrupling of the oil price sent
tremors through the foundations of planning
based on the supremacy of the motor car.
Increasingly, decision makers were no longer
willing to seek ‘rationality’ in a panacea of
Habitat Vancouver 1976
‘scientism’ and subordinated their thinking to the
computer industry. Douglas Lee’s ‘Requiem for large scale planning models’9 marked
another turning point away from single solutions toward diversity and localism with which
the post-modernists challenged the certainty of modernity later on. The post 1968 reforms
had bred a new generation of community activists who joined forces with the ‘greens’ and
got world exposure at the UN environment conference in 1972. Conservationism had
colonised architectural heritage, but these movements also paved the way to immobility
and ‘nimbyism’.10
In the depths of the new recession, material preoccupations were once more displacing
idealism in the mid-nineteen-seventies, as the longitudinal work of Futuribles’11 on European
values demonstrated. Thus, the altruistic plea for “shelter for all” endorsed by the 1976 UN
Habitat conference in Vancouver remained unanswered. As was the demand for greater
quality of the built environment and fulfilment of citizens’ needs.

3

The Turbulent, Austere and Divisive Nineteen-Eighties

Erratic economies with wildly fluctuating inflation and debt levels which politicians seemed
unable to tame, together with preoccupations with the nuclear threat at the height of the cold
war raised awareness of worldwide instability. Planning was confronted with unprecedented
complexity which enabled other professions to enter the field. Getting into disrepute during
the short lived property booms planning strove for arbitration powers between the conflicting
forces which intervened in the built environment with negligible political control.
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During yet another world recession individualism and materialism were encouraged
by many governments of the North as they postulated greater competitiveness. The
Brandt “North-South Report”12 challenged this in 1980 by reminding world society of
its global responsibilities. Protectionism and unshared wealth was opposed later by the
Brundlandt Report13 which, in 1987, advocated worldwide solidarity and cooperation,
including on environmental protection and problems of rapid urbanisation. While national
governments were confronted globally, cities and regions, assisted by social movements
were challenging national governments, claiming a ‘right to cultural identity’ and more
independence in working towards recovery, when planning seemed to get in the way of
development. The unexpected end of the cold war with the symbolic fall of the Berlin wall
in 1989 changed the perspective of the nineteen-nineties. Optimistically, planners were
expecting unprecedented opportunities from the repercussions of world peace. However,
Italian postmodern departure from deconstruction14, the pursuit of architectural quality
at the urban scale by the likes of Docomomo15 and project-based sensitivity elsewhere
resisted takeovers by neo-liberal principles.

4

Hopes and Disappointments of the Nineteen-Nineties

The demise of communism in Eastern Europe brought with it the desire for instant gratification.
Global capitalism was conquering the East at breath-taking speed and jeopardising
planning in the handling of the peace dividend. International bodies such as NATO, CSCE, the
WTO,16 the World Bank, regional geo-political agencies and the EU with its emerging single
market had to readjust to the ‘Asian tiger’, as well as to the plethora of local conflicts and
genocides which triggered massive destruction and human displacement in an uncertain
and unstable world. Eventually, the world had to cope – de facto - with the domination of a
single hegemonic power and its radical fallouts. Planners had several options. They could
convert themselves into negotiators between politicians, developers and the public. Or they
could become ‘footloose’ planners, remedying man-made and natural disasters top down
wherever they occurred. A minority preferred to become ‘barefoot’ planners, working directly
with local communities from the bottom up.

Berlin Wall by Teresa Casamayor.
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During ever shorter and steeper boom and bust
cycles combining recession with austerity-drive or
‘stagflation’, crisis management became the order
of the day in a world of merry-go-round mergers
and acquisitions driven by opportunistic corporate
behaviour. While high unemployment was stubbornly
resisting structural economic change lasting rifts
emerged in society, together with an underclass
and rising fundamentalism with all its dangers of
frustration, rebellion and lawlessness. Perhaps as a
reaction to such turbulence, planners sought a more
inclusive approach to planning at Habitat II17 and
developed comprehensive criteria to plan a better
future for cities at URBAN 21.18

Moscow desolate housing estates

‘Sustainability’ had become the ‘buzz’ word at the end of the nineteen-nineties. Reality
points rather in the opposite direction though. Deregulation, liberalisation, global markets
and physical as well as social segregation invited short lived quick fixes. The promising
information age increased the divide between information poor and information rich,
compounding other geographic and political inequalities. What role, if any, were planners
to play? There was little chance of becoming the sole genitor of the public interest, nor
to command the authority of arbiter between conflicting interests with so much at stake
outside democratic control. Yet, arguably even more than the demise of the cold war, the
effects of post cold war hegemony could provide planning with a new lease of life and tasks
beyond current thinking.
Alternative green London + ‘Green Lorry’
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Disillusioned Expectations of the New Millennium

Just when collective memory was brushed aside as a hindrance in an increasingly neoliberal world at the turn of the century the seeds of fragmentation were sown, akin to
the turn to the 20th century described by Barbara Tuchman.19 She showed how scientific
discovery and social change promised prosperity and equity for the 20th century. However,
Europe, and later the whole world chose to use these assets for unprecedented destruction.
Even Kondratieff’s long wave cycles20 of change triggered by technological innovation and
progress were linked to wars.
12

At the dawn of the 21st century, geo-politics
presented various perspectives, ranging from
the laudable peace and reconciliation approach
of post-apartheid South Africa to pre-emptive
armed aggression in the Middle East. China’s
Hu Jintao said no to hegemony, no to politics of
force and mega-coalitions, no to the arms
race.21 Instead China’s bi-lateral initiatives with
India, Pakistan and North Korea were an
indication of its policy to build trust, reduce
Squatter settlements in Constantine.
difficulties, develop cooperation and avoid
confrontations.22 Conversely, contested occupation and tribal feuds perpetuated rebellion,
torture and death. War against terrorism became ‘capitalism of fear’23 leading to war on
freedom and civilised ways of life. The UN millennium development goal of ‘one million
homes for the poor’ remained unfulfilled. ‘Poverty made history’ demonstrations seemed
powerless against blanket imposition of neo-liberalism on weak economies. To name but
one example publicised at the time, shrimp farming in Asia enriched the elites whilst
inflicting further destitution upon the population at large.24 Brutal regimes went unscathed,
propped up by ‘development’ aid tied to capitalist self-interest. Force seemed to keep the
upper hand over social justice and human rights. This is a far cry from the great expectations
for the 21st century raised by scientific advancements in micro-biology, genetics and
communication technology. They were going to produce positive social change and
widespread material wealth, notwithstanding the unknown ethical issues they raised. Yet,
as early as 2001, 9/1125 managed to shatter hopes of a humanistic golden age resting on
eternal peace. Unpredictable terrorism became truly global with devastating local
repercussions in cities and localities the world over.
Despite these global turbulences and diverse geopolitical strategies, the first decade of the 21st century
promised uninterrupted economic growth including
in emerging countries like BRIC, until the unexpected
global financial crisis started to bite in 2007. Before
that, many planners had benefited from globalisation
which enabled them to expand into the rapidly growing
emerging countries where they applied their growthbased planning approach, disregarding the debate on
climate change, by contributing to the unsustainable
expansion of mega-cities based on car traffic and
ubiquitous business districts constituted of ever
higher skyscrapers. However, the global financial crisis
induced in part by the real estate property crash in the

Athens, preparation for the Olympics,
unfulfilled hopes or legacy.
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21st century during the mid-nougthies and the ensuing and prolonged austerity period
appear to have inflicted a more fundamental and possibly lasting sea-change on planning
and the planning profession. Recovery turned out to be slow, different from previous cycles
and planners had to adjust.
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The Ups and Downs of the Twenty-Teens

After the global crisis, the economies of the emerging countries slowed down and alternative
voices got heard. Even China started to include sustainability into its political vocabulary
and explored the merits of ‘smart’ and eco-cities.26 Taking advantage of the crisis, the
environmental lobby was able to raise its voice of caution and managed to engage both the
developed and the developing world into renewed politics of climate change. This offered
innovative departures for the planning profession which could contribute the strategic
dimension of the built environment to what often remained too much of a technical debate
at the level of buildings.
Other descending voices manifested themselves in the Occupy movement, first in New York
in 2011, followed by London27 and all over the world.28 The spontaneous and sporadic spatial
manifestations of this like-minded community linked globally by social media was a sign
of change in spatial behaviour. Planners and their clients needed to find new responses to
such unpredicted and unpredictable uses of space which was unfortunately also practiced
by groups of insurgents and their devastating destruction of lives, places and civilisation.
Such spatial practices are in total contradiction with the approach to planning which aims to
predict, define, regulate and moderate future use of space.
The question for the planning profession now is what could replace the traditional objectives
and instruments of planning to deal with these fundamental, possibly ‘unplannable’
changes. Some planning academics29 proposed a return to the original purpose of planning,
which according to them was delivery of fairness and promotion of collective wellbeing.
They postulated five radical changes: planning is about wellbeing not just growth, planning
powers need devolution, usefulness of planning regulations has to be recognised, need for
land reform, and tackling democratic deficit in planning. Isocarp is well placed to take up
these challenges when planning its own future over the next fifty years.

B. ISOCARP’S PERCEPTION OF PLANNING AND PLANNERS
Isocarp developed its own vision of planning against the background of the evolution of the
planning profession and Isocarp’s early debates included a continuous exploration of the
planning profession and its role of promoting it. Opinions were and remain divided about the
meaning and use of planning among the political decision makers, those at the receiving
end of planning, as well as among planners themselves, including Isocarp members.
14

1

Origins and Evolution of Planning

Some conceived planning as an act of destruction.It had to eliminate first what is there,
wilderness or man-made landscapes, existing buildings or infrastructure, to replace it with
new physical solutions in response to demands from society or interested parties. Yet,
such drastic and resource squandering actions often failed to satisfy the expectations of a
changing and increasingly affluent society.
There are conflicting schools of thought about whether planning is a young profession or
an old trade. Arguably, cave men had to plan their days and nights according to nature’s
rhythms. Over millennia, humankind invented a paraphernalia of tools to cope with and
transform nature and inspired by Francis Bacon aimed to dominate nature through scientific
rationality since the enlightenment.30 A glance at Benevolo’s ‘History of the City’28 shows that
from the New Stone Age onwards, about 10’000 years ago, mankind organised permanent
settlements. Cities arose while societies were planning their own development.
Cultivating land, becoming sedentary and producing surplus collectively brought its own
problems. Starting in the Near East surplus was distributed and traded in planned cities
under an emerging ruling class which ensured technical and military hegemony over the
countryside.32 Walled capitals of empires such as Babylon were built around 2000 BC as
seats of priests and kings, as opposed to Egypt’s physical separation between the living and
the dead. Many consider the ‘free democratic city’ in Ancient Greece the origin of civilised
coexistence. Its planning criteria were a single
entity with a public realm within its confines,
leaving nature untouched outside, and keeping
contained growth at a human scale. Benevolo
sees some link between the orderly and bustling
Greek city and the modern city. Richard Sennett
emphasises the symbolic as well as real links
of the Greek city with the people who inhabit
them, including those without rights to the city,
another dialectic relevant today.33 The Roman,
Medieval and Renaissance cities developed
organically from there, until the industrial
revolution with its massive population increase
was running rough-shots through their ordered
Casal’s plan of medieval city .
concepts.
During industrialisation in Europe health and hygiene criteria generated 19th century
planning34 besides easier circulation arguably for military purposes and crowd control.35
Municipal socialism and post First World War planning provided much of today’s hard and soft
15

urban infrastructure. Physical planning attempting to bring order to liberal development36
came into its own after the Second World War when a devastated world was in need of
reconstruction. Inspired by architects, the Modern Movement, the CIAMs37 and the Athens
Charter38 influenced urban design. What Benevolo calls the ‘post-liberal’ city ruled by the
state had travelled to the colonies and with the modern and post modern movements
worldwide in the 20th century. How cities were used by different cultures varied widely and
each socio-political ‘progress’ had its own impacts on urban development.
Rapid urbanisation worldwide brought about its own contradictions. It led to both integration
and disintegration39 and intractable lack of compatibility between those trends. The world
was undergoing polarisation at the global scale, between countries and regions, within cities
and neighbourhoods. Mobility became global, driven by unprecedented economic growth
until the international financial crash, alongside ongoing humanitarian and economic
migration40 owing to many geo-political conflicts. Global competition was exacerbating the
‘pulsar effect’41 of seasonal mass tourism or hosting global events like the Olympic games,
world football cups, universal exhibitions and the likes. Related spatial development
processes were likely to support displacement and gentrification seemingly inherent in
large scale regeneration projects.42 Such urban transformations were inflicting extreme
fluctuations on physical and political environments and compounded managerial tasks of
planning with fiscal and financial requirements. Dependent on international investment
implementation was spreading over several business cycles, in opposition to political
cycles. It meant that ownership was often changing hands and political goals were likely to
shift, thus making evaluation extremely difficult and leaving planning with a poor evidencebase.
1965 Cold War Geo Divide.

The information age43 imposed other unprecedented requirements on planning, not least
the need to include virtual into material spatial considerations and to understand the impact
of instant communication on development. Even more traditional planning issues, such
16

as the future of industrial regions required broad contextual knowledge, encompassing
new governance structures and complex legal instruments beyond traditional planning
systems44. Planning strategies at regional level tend to be long-term and about general
principles, so their progress is difficult to assess. and leaving the evaluation of planning
wanting.
After many changes in the planning world cities were reasserting their crucial position
as driving forces of economies, social progress and cultural excellence. The urbanisation
process remained buoyant in many parts of the world, although some cities started to
experience decline in societies with more mature economies. In both cases planning adopted
a new approach to the evolution of cities, attributing increasing importance to sustainability
and promoting governance with greater accountability to the citizenry45. Arguably the
biggest challenge of planning remains civic society. Disillusioned by the political class
and assisted by social media and crowd sourcing civic society became more vocal and
demanded a greater say in the change and care of its living environment over which it felt
justifiably powerless46. At the receiving end of these processes and experiencing changes
for the worse people kept questioning the legitimacy of planning.

2

Isocarp’s Contribution to the Planning Debate

It was only natural for a society of professional planners to elaborate its own aims and
objectives, especially after it had distanced itself in 1964 from its previous function as an
IFHP standing committee of professional planners. Isocarp’s 1967 ‘Lyon Text Programme’
was full of foresight. It identified the key issues of planning as the global nature of planning,
sectoral interdependencies, the risk of segregation and social disparities and the need of
urban networks47 and they remain topical to this day.
In 1992, Isocarp defined planning in its first International Manuel of Planning Practice48 as:
“Planning is a continuous process of thought anticipating and preparing for
foreseeable future change. City and regional planning – as a procedure to
manage such change in spatial terms – makes arrangements for future demands
on land use of publicly and privately owned land. Different time horizons exist
for future demands on land and its use, ranging from long term sustainability
to accommodating urgent development programmes. Therefore planning must
safeguard flexibility towards future changes in material means and in value
orientations, but it must also be capable of acting on short term demands. This
requires a broad spectrum of instruments to keep future options open and to
transform plans into reality. Operationally, planning as ‘management of change’
is a political process by which a balance is sought between all interests involved
– public and private – to resolve conflicting demands on space. Based on an
enforceable system, it defines goals of planning, designates the authorities
17

which have to establish the balance between conflicting demands through
plans, types of changes concerning planning, rights of intervention into owners’
rights, as well as planning procedures, including public participation, higher level
approval and objections.”
No doubt the outcome of the 2015 Isocarp congress debate on the future of planning
will come up with a very different concept of planning, focusing more on quality of space,
sustainability and, most importantly, quality of life and wellbeing of those who live, work,
learn and play in these planned environments.
In the early days of Isocarp, the emphasis of planning was on practice and implementation.
During its congress debates, Isocarp tried to reconcile plans which are essentially static
instruments with a dynamic world awash with uncertainty. In its perception planning shifted
from product to process. It moved from rigid long term statutory plans or masterplans for
specific developments to a more negotiated and interactive process with clients of planning
as well as with ‘the planned’ based on negotiations about spatial development and mediation
of change49. This is a far cry from two dimensional zoning plans with building regulations as
basis for development control, practised by traditional planning authorities which froze the
future for long periods of time.
Throughout Isocarp’s existence, the effectiveness of different planning interventions
depended on the state of the economy. In ‘bust’ times, there was no development pressure
and little means to implement plans. In ‘boom’ times, developers but also politicians
considered planning as a barrier to progress. In extreme cases, the statutory planning
powers were suspended or curtailed to make way for private investment and development.
Scarcely accountable urban development corporations were created to allocate land,
decontaminated and serviced with public money, at undisclosed prices to private developers
to build on it without planning constraints, moreover with substantial tax concessions.
The corporations were able to compulsory purchase land banks acquired with tax payers’
money from local public authorities which had used them as collateral value to provide urban
services and subsidised housing for which they remained responsible. This process fired
land speculation and real estate price inflation, curbing access of the many to increasingly
gated workplaces and communities. Poor public infrastructure such as communal transport
exacerbated spatial segregation50. This led Isocarp to reconfirm that planning was needed
to guide the impact of economic, social and technical progress on physical structures and to
identify how physical structures and policies would influence non physical dimensions of
urban 51. A still outstanding contention remains whether planning has ‘universal’ attributes
which form part of the planners’ toolbox, or whether planning is far more dependent on the
places, societies and scales at which it operates and thus requires planners with specific
cultural backgrounds and knowledge52.
18

3

Evolution of the Planning Profession: the Isocarp Perspective

The decision to focus the speeches of Isocarp’s departing presidents on the state of the
profession formed part of Isocarp’s strategy, as was the inclusion of the profession in the
early congress debates. It was taken up again when planners were challenged by decision
makers, ‘the planned’, and from the perspective of the new world53. In particular, lack of
planning education in the developing world and the fact that its planners were trained in
the developed world were considered
adverse to appropriate planning in their
home countries54. By applying external
and thus in their view inadequate
assumptions, methods and values they
felt ill equipped to satisfy the specific
requirements of urban development in
emerging economies.
Changes affecting planning over the
last fifty years tended to spawn new
challenges for the planning profession
1976 Vancouver Forum
and led planners to adjust their skills55 and
change their expectations. Tackling these changes involved a wide range of protagonists,
‘lay planners’ – individuals, groups, societies and their masters or political representatives,
as well as technical experts, but increasingly professional land-use planners56, spatial
planners, strategic planners, comprehensive planners, regional planners, advocacy
planners, community planners, specialist planners, interactive planners, urbanists.
Planners considered their skills as instrumental in the spatial development process,
despite tensions with transportation engineering57 and later managerialism58. In response
to competing professions, planners aspired to turn their profession into a ‘science’. They
resorted to modelling and statistical approaches, assisted by the influx of scientists
migrating from the NASA programmes after ‘man on the moon’ had been accomplished.
These trends took place mainly in ‘the North’59, while the design professions continued to
dominate planning in ‘the South’.
Later planners turned their interest to the environment
inspired by the UN conference on the environment in
Stockholm60. They got involved in risk assessment
when trying to anticipate responses to natural and man-made disasters61. Geo-political
changes, such as the global ‘energy shocks’ of the early nineteen-seventies and -eighties
and later preoccupations with climate change affected planners who had to revisit their
role and expertise in urban resource management. They had to branch out into husbandry
of scarce resources on behalf of governments, and into managing the built environment
increasingly for the development industry while staying clear of people protests.
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Dealing with globalisation and large regeneration, often linked to a pulsar effect planners
had to become proficient in fiscal as well as financial skills to elaborate solutions for long
term positive legacy. Growing influence of the development industry imposed further
structural changes on planning62 requiring yet other planning skills63. Macro-economic
transformations and trends towards privatisation and deregulation changed the balance
between the public and the private sectors in the capitalist world and many planners had
to move from the public to the private sector. Not all planners concurred with this view as
they felt that working with stakeholders had to include civil society, considering that many
activists were well organised and had acquired expertise, sometimes with the support of
planners.

4

Reinventing planning skills

In 1996, the Habitat II Forum of Professionals and Researchers64 went beyond reforms
promoted by Isocarp. It demanded a radical change in traditional economic and political
logic and behaviour at every level of social responsibility and thus a radical revision of the
role of the planning profession. For the Forum, planners had to reconcile the requirements of
a sustainable environment with democratic principles securing public participation at every
stage of the planning process. In fairness, environmental impact assessment had become
a planning instrument for large scale developments for some time and public participation,
or at least ‘public consultation’ were incorporated in planning legislation in many countries.
Due to these changes planning instruments and skills formed part of Isocarp congress
debates and became central themes in recent times of the most recent Isocarp congresses65.
They are representative of the challenges of the planning profession, including eurocentricity which had dominated planning for a long period of Isocarp’s existence. Most
crucially, planners everywhere had been displaced from what many of them considered
their deserved driving seat in the development process. They were side-lined by their
political masters who, in turn, were under pressure from market forces, demographic
expansion, rapid urbanisation and globalisation. Not only did globalisation ‘shrink space’
but it was changing power relations worldwide with direct implications for nation states
and cascading down to regions and cities affecting planners and planning at every level.
Just when planning had adjusted to climate change issues, the global economic crisis put
paid to this and the ensuing austerity became the latest hurdle for planners. During these
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processes of urban transformation planners had the choice to remain the custodians of the
public realm or join the private development world where it was sometimes difficult to uphold
professional ethics. Planners were continuously exposed to pragmatic career choices. They
often found solace in common grounds established by Isocarp for the professional future
of planners.
A mute point remained the lack of research input to the planning process. Agreement
seemed difficult to reach on the relation between planning research, practice and education
on the one hand and their link to political decision making on the other hand. These relations
were mainly discussed at seminars attended by academics.66 The only congress attributed
to planning research67 dealt with the development of research to improve planning practice,
together with evaluation methods of practical planning results. Open to non planners, it
was attended by other professionals and researchers, but unfortunately not by elected
representatives who are the ones in a position to initiate such research. The reasons
identified for weak planning research were that it was not compatible with market logic and
tended to be carried out in isolation. The main causes though were attributed to the fact that
neither businesses nor politicians seemed to recognise the value of research and preferred
opinion surveys with narrow objectives. Nevertheless, Isocarp concluded that only multidisciplinary urban research could provide necessary understanding to avoid repeating
mistakes and contribute much needed knowledge and wisdom to planning. The forthcoming
cooperation between Isocarp and AESOP is expected to progress this.
All this meant that planners were under pressure to shift from planning as a public function
in the public interest to planning as a tool to facilitate urban change by the development
industry, despite the long standing tradition of planned urban change as a means to
improve quality of life for all and safeguard nature and natural resources. At the occasion of
its fiftieth anniversary in 2015 Isocarp intends to reinvent planning and to redefine the role
and responsibilities of planners.
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1. OBJECTIVES AND MISSION
The International Society of City and Regional Planners (ISOCARP) is a global association of
experienced professional planners. It was founded in 1965 to bring together recognised and
highly-qualified planners in an international network. It is a Non Governmental Organisation
recognised by the UN, UNHCS, the Council of Europe with formal consultative status with
UNESCO. It comprises individual and institutional members from over 80 countries. As a
politically and commercially independent network of professional planners ISOCARP has
grown into a world-wide organisation while keeping a strong European emphasis.
The objectives of ISOCARP are to improve cities and territories through planning practice,
sharing knowledge, training, education and research. ISOCARP promotes the planning
profession in all its aspects, stimulates and improves planning research, training and
education and enhances public awareness and understanding of major planning issues at
a global level.
The annual World Congress is the main event of ISOCARP. It focuses on a globally-significant
planning theme and takes place in a different country each year. The other key activities
of ISOCARP are to organise smaller seminars in its regions; to foster Young Planning
Professional Workshops; to assist sponsor organisations with its Urban Planning Advisory
Teams which offer the extensive experience and expertise of ISOCARP members to work
on important local or international planning projects, programmes and policy initiatives;
to participate actively in cooperative projects with other agencies, to foster partnerships
with international organisations involved in planning issues, to contribute to events of
other planning bodies. ISOCARP is represented at major international planning events and
disseminates its activities in its own publications.

Oprichtingsprotokol with signatures: ISOCARP Founding Protocol 1965.

Founding members: Sam an Embden, Sir Robert Grieve, Juru Heuza, Mr & Mrs Lamoise, Haerman
Herwig, Werner Aebli, Gerd Albers, Carlos Carvalho Dias, ick Siebos, Jannis Despotopoulos, Mr & Mrs de
Groodt, Max Guther, Edgar Klutz, Wim Wissing, Gerard Lange, Victor can Michel, Harald Mjöbert, Jan de
Ranitz, George Skiadaessis, Mrs CIA Stam-Beese, Prokopios Vassiliadeis, Robert Verbanck, Lanfranco
Bergili, Athanasios Aravantinos, Manuel da Costa Lobo, Werner Hebebrand together with Jopp den Uyl
(Municipal Official), Wieger Bruin (Dutch Association of Planners), Mr Geipke (Secretary General IFHP),
Prof J P Thysse, Cor can Eesterem (Intern Union of Architects), Jo Saankhuisen, Frita can der Sluijs, Co
Mulder (Director of Spatial Planning Amsterdam), Jan Kuiper.
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2. INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS
ISOCARP is a global network of committed City and Regional Planners who have an
international vocation in their planning profession and who benefit personally and
professionally as members. ISOCARP individual members come from more than eighty
countries worldwide. They include practitioners involved in some of the most innovative
planning projects and urban initiatives, city leaders and chief planners of major cities and
regions, professors from some of the most important universities and research centres,
and many other professionals with keen involvement in planning issues. The individual
members are the backbone of ISOCARP and their professional contributions and support
make ISOCARP a truly global centre of planning excellence.

3. INSTITUTIONAL MEMBERS
Besides its invidivual members ISOCARP has also set up an international network of
institutional members and associates. They include: national and international planning
associations, national planning authorities, cities, regions, public agencies, universities,
student planning associations, private consulting firms and other corporate bodies.
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4. MEMORANDA OF UNDERSTANDING
ISOCARP has entered Memoranda of Understanding with international organisations which
share interests with ISOCARP to their mutual benefit.

MoUs 2014
•

MoU with ICLEI, Local Governments for Sustainability, founded in 1990 as the
International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives, (2014) to support a framework
for collaboration and understanding, and to increase the cooperation between the two
organisations. A new initiative was set up: Urban Resilience Task Forces.

MoU 2012
•
•
•
•
•
•

MoU with ITA, the International Tunnelling and Underground Space Organisation (2012).
The general objective is to foster the achievement of the participants’ respective
objectives in the field of underground space planning and underground space use.
MoU with the Russian Urban Planning Association (RUPA) (2012). The organisations
share common objectives to promote sustainable urbanization in every sphere of public
policy, physical planning and public and private investment.
MoU with the Kazakh Research Planning and Experimental Institute of Earthquake
Proof Construction and Architecture (2012). The purpose of the MoU is to establish a
collaborative arrangement between the parties to achieve common goals and objectives.
MoU with Nairobi Ministries of Housing, Lands and Nairobi Metropolitan Development
(2012) for continuous collaboration in diverse areas.
MoU with the City of Wuhan, China (2012) with the intent to establish an ongoing
working relationship between the city and ISOCARP.
MoU with the Deutsche Messe AG (2012) to strengthen the knowledge partnership
concerning the display area “Metropolitan Solutions” at Hannover Messe 2012. Each
year since then ISOCARP is having a special ISOCARP Event at Metropolitan Solutions.

MoUs 2011
•
•
•
•

EUROGI, European Geographic Information Community, Netherlands
TCPA, Town and Country Planning Association, United Kingdom
Hannover Messe 2011 – Metropolitan Solutions
Abu Dhabi Planning Council (UPC) for an intensive training seminar for Young Planning
Professionals.
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MoUs 2010
•
•
•

Wuhan Land Resources and Planning Bureau, China
UN-HABITAT
Universidad Iberoamericana, Puebla, Mexico

MoUs 2009
•

Towards an International Knowledge Centre for the Sustainable Future of Cities
and Territories: with IFHP – International Federation Housing and Planning, INTA –
International Urban Development Association and ISOCARP – International Society of
City and Regional Planners. The aim is to establish an intensification of cooperation
between ISOCARP- IFHP and INTA.

MoUs 2008
•
•
•

Government of Belize (represented by the project development company)
AESOP (Association of European Schools of Planning). ISOCARP and AESOP have a long
time relation. Joint seminars have been held in the previous years (Monte Vérita, Visby
and Genua).
IFHP (International Federation of Housing and Planning).

ISOCARP has signed earlier Memoranda of Understanding with the following bodies:
IFLA – International Federation of Landscape Architects –
IAIA – International Association for Impact Assessment
Urban Planning Society of China (UPSC)
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Publication Partners
ISOCARP has the following publication partners
ROUTLEDGE Publishers, Oxfordshire, United Kingdom www.routledge.com
TOPOS Magazines, Munchen, Germany www.topos.de
SCAPE Magazines, Wageningen, Netherlands www.scapemagazine.com

ISOCARP Liaison Offices
ISOCARP has two Liaison Offices, one in Belgium and one in Kenya.
The Brussels Liaison Office in Belgium was opened in 2007. It gathers information and
develops activities in relation with European institutions in planning related fields. Initiating
and implementing partnership projects co-financed by the European Union presents a
new opportunity for members, both from Europe and elsewhere, as partnerships are in no
way limited the countries of Europe. The Nairobi Liaison Office in Kenya was created at the
professional centre.

External Relations
ISOCARP has an accredited status with several International Organisations:
UNECE in Geneva and New York, UNESCO in Paris, COUNCIL of EUROPE in Strasbourg, UNHABITAT in Kenya, EUROPA NOSTRA and ICOMOS in Belgium .
ISOCARP has a formal consultative status with UNESCO (MOST - Management of Social
Transformations Programme).

Endorsed Events
As part of our Society’s commitment to bring together highly-qualified planners in an
international network, ISOCARP endorses a wide range of national, regional, and international
planning events, including conferences, exhibitions and award schemes.
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5. ISOCARP PRESIDENTS 1965 – 2015
ISOCARP has been led by fifteen very dedicated presidents during its 50 years existence.
After a decade of leadership by its founding president, ISOCARP instituted three year periods
for its presidency. The Presidents were selected from among the most actively involved
ISOCARP members and more recently elected by its membership.

Sam van Embden

Netherlands
Period of Presidency: 1965-1975
Sam van Embden was professor of architecture at the Technical
University of Delft. Besides he had his own planning practice
which later became OD 205. He not only was a national pioneer,
but also an international one. In 1965 he founded the International
Society of City and Regional Planners and remained an inspiring
leader for ten years.

Gerd Albers

Germany
Period of Presidency: 1975-1978
Gerd Albers was professor of town and regional planning at the
Technical University of Munich, Germany, from 1961 onwards.
Prior to this he worked as town planner in municipal service for
11 years.

Lanfranco Virgili

France
Period of Presidency: 1978-1981
Lanfranco Virgili started as Architecte - Urbaniste Conseil in the
Eastern regions of France and in Paris. Later on he was responsible
for the French ‘départements Moselle et Meuse’. He was invited
professor at the ‘Institut d’Urbanisme’ in Paris.

Derek Lyddon

United Kingdom
Period of Presidency: 1981-1984
Derek Lyddon started as architect planner in Coventry and
Belfast. From 1967-1985 he was Chief Planner of the Scottish
Government Department. Together with Adriana Dal Cin he edited
the “International Manual of Planning Practice” (IMPP).
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Manuel da Costa Lobo

Portugal
Period of Presidency: 1984-1987
Manuel da Costa Lobo started his career as civil servant at
the Study Centre of the General Direction of Town and Country
Planning in Lisbon. In 1963 he became full professor of urban
and regional planning at the Lisbon Technical University.

Karl Otto Schmid

Switzerland
Period of Presidency: 1987-1990
Karl Otto Schmid was lecturer at The Universities of California
(Berkeley) and North Carolina before he worked as town planner
in Switzerland. In the eigthies he became Director of the Zurich
Planning Agency, Switzerland.

Javier de Mesones

Spain
Period of Presidency: 1990-1993
Javier de Mesones worked as an architect. In 1963 he set up his
private practice. His main specialisation was sustainable urban
and territorial planning and the preservation of the natural and
cultural heritage. He was professor at several Spanish and foreign
universities. Together with his wife Adrianan Dal Cin he founded
PLAN & DESIGN S.A.L.

Serge Domicelj

Australia
Period of Presidency: 1993-1996
Serge Domicelj was born in Argentina of Slovenian and IIalo-Czech
parents. He studied and worked in Europe and became regional
advisor to the UN Economic Commission for Latin America in
Santiago de Chile. In 1975 he became professor in town and
country planning at Sydney University, Australia.

Halûk Alatan

Turkey
Period of Presidency: 1996-1999
IIn the sixties Halûk Alatan worked as Advisor to the Regional
Planning Department of the Ministry of Reconstruction and
Settlement. Later he became lecturer at the Middle East Technical
University, Faculty of Architecture, in Ankara.
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Max van den Berg

Netherlands
Period of Presidency: 1999-2003
Max van den Berg worked as architect-town planner in Amsterdam.
Later he became head of department for urban planning, land
management and public works at the Municipality of Amsterdam
and after that Director of the Department of Town and Country
Planning of the Province of North Holland. He was also parttime professor of the Utrecht University, faculty of planning and
development.

Adriana Dal Cin

Spain
President-elect 2003
Adriana Dal Cin was professor of urban design and urban planning
at various universities in Argentina and Spain. Since 1973 she
collaborated with her husband Javier de Mesones. Deeply
committed to intercultural understanding, she initiated and
edited the “International Manual of Planning Practice” together
with Derek Lyddon, published by ISOCARP.

Alfonso Vegara Gomez

Spain
Period of Presidency: 2003-2006
Alfonso Vegara is President of Fundación Metrópoli, a Spanish
foundation dedicated to studying, developing and sharing urban
innovations. Alfonso Vegara was professor of Urban Planning at a
number of universities in Spain and has lectured at universities
worldwide.

Pierre Laconte

Belgium
Period of Presidency: 2006-2009
Pierre Laconte was Research Assistant at the Catholic University
of Louvain (UCL), Belgium. Later he became Director of different
programmes. He was also an international visiting lecturer and
consultant. He was Secretary General then President of the
International Union for Public Transport (UITP). He is President of
the Foundation for the Urban Environment.
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Ismael Fernández Mejía

Mexico
Period of Presidency: 2009-2012
Ismael Fernandez Mejia is a Mexican Architect, Urban Planner,
Consultant in Urban Development Projects and Infrastructure.
Over more than 35 years he was involved in projects for the
private and public sectors in the fields of urban and regional
planning and design, spatial analysis, and design and integration
of Infrastructure and real estate development projects.

Milica Bajic-Brkovic

Serbia
Period of Presidency: 2012-2015
An architect and planner Milica Bajic- Brkovic is professor of urban
planning and design at the university of Belgrade, Serbia, She has
also taught at other universities in ex-Yugoslavia, Italy and the
West Indies. Her interest and experience are in urban physical
planning and sustainable development and design, spatial
transformation of urban areas, new planning and design theory
and methodology, including virtual cities and Internet based
professional communication.

Ric Stephens

USA
Period of Presidency: 2015-2018
A planner with a degree in psychology and physics Ric Stephens
is principal of Stephens Planning & Design LCC and Cascadia
& International. He is vice chair for special projects in the
international division of APA. His professional experience is
in planning, design, and creating meaningful and memorable
communities. He taught planning at a number of universities and
is currently adjunct instructor at University of Oregon.
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1. ISOCARP’S TRAJECTORY
ISOCARP has pioneered topical planning issues of international as well as local relevance
during 50 years. Its annual congresses were the main vehicle for these explorations.
ISOCARP was often in the forefront of the planning debate. This became already apparent
in Charles Delfante’s critical assessment of 25 ISOCARP congresses.1 Bogdan Wyporek’s
findings of 34 congresses2 confirmed how often ISOCARP was ahead of its time. A critical
analysis of the congresses by Judith Ryser accompanied by summaries of congresses
from 1990 to 2005 occupied a central part of the 40th anniversary publication3 among a
comprehensive account of all ISOCARP activities. The purpose of this chapter is to highlight
what ISOCARP congresses4 have contributed to planning and the planning profession over
the last 50 years. It concentrates on ISOCARP’s recent past, as ISOCARP activities5 have been
consolidated into a comprehensive and openly accessible archive on the ISOCARP website.6.

1

ISOCARP - international

From the very outset, ISOCARP had adopted an international outlook. Its founding members
came from a wide range of countries, worked on various continents and communicated in
several languages with each other. They brought their extensive international experiences
to ISOCARP’s critical planning debates to reassess mainstream planning approaches
and methodologies in the light of rapidly changing planning contexts. Early on, ISOCARP
established links with UNESCO7 which supported a number of ISOCARP activities, including
three congresses in the developing world.8 Gradually, ISOCARP expanded its membership
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Ruben Bianchi drawing, showing Cipria e Roseto.

outside Europe and organised congresses on other continents addressing global themes.9
Recent congresses, their venues and their themes confirm that ISOCARP has become truly
global, notwithstanding their local relevance. Having grown across space ISOCARP was
aiming to consolidate its activities over time. A goal of the 2015 congress is to create greater
continuity between congresses through active participation of its members globally. A first
step is to contribute ISOCARP’s collective knowledge to international initiatives, such as
Europe 2020,10 and the UN Habitat New Urban Agenda to be debated at Habitat III in 2016
in Quito Equador.11

2

Changing Purpose of ISOCARP Congresses

ISOCARP congresses were conceived as conducive places for planning professionals to
create and share knowledge. Their early format12 had evolved over the years. Congresses
started as exchanges of planning know-how and professional knowledge around concrete
planning tasks presented by members. Study visits to places with planning in progress
complemented these exchanges. Over recent years, practical projects tended to give
way to more academic papers, reflecting the increasing number of ISOCARP members
engaged in planning education. This does not signify that ISOCARP had ignored education
and professional learning, it always saw a role for itself in the pedagogy of planning.13
Professional teach-ins for planning decision makers were floated at the first Mayors’
Summit during the Geneva congress in 2004. Others mayors’ summits followed14 and will
continue at the 2015 congress in Rotterdam. One of the remits of the ISOCARP Institute is
to develop learning about planning for decision makers.15 Adamant about the importance
of continuous dialogue with decision makers16 ISOCARP mobilised politicians as keynote
speakers and sought their active participation, also at mayors’ summits.17 Exploring changes
in governance, ISOCARP engaged with an
ever broadening range of stakeholders18
from the development industry, other
built environment professions, the
private sector, government and nongovernmental organisations.
ISOCARP congresses were underpinned
by political challenges at an ever larger
scale for which planners were expected
to contribute spatial solutions.19
Inspired by keynote addresses, often
presented by creative minds outside
the planning profession, the congress
debates focused on selected case
studies critically assessing situations
and elucidating solutions. The high
attendance of congress workshops,

Porto, concert hall.
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regional seminars and other joint events with other professional bodies is proof that
ISOCARP is fostering a valuable exchange of professional experience and knowledge. Case
studies and academic papers have been made openly accessible on the ISOCARP website.
During his ISOCARP presidency, Alfonso Vegara introduced the ISOCARP Review to garner
the most innovative and outstanding planning solutions relevant to the respective congress
themes. The ‘Carfax and later the Routledge Poster Competition’ and the Gerd Albers Award20
for the best published writing of ISOCARP members is giving ISOCARP congresses global
exposure in planning and political circles. So are the ISOCARP awards of excellence for best
achievements by leaders of innovative planning. ISOCARP congresses continue to provide
a conducive setting for individual members from the world over to network, nurture mutual
support and undertake cooperative ventures and forge friendships. The 2015 congress is
experimenting with on-line interaction to mobilise as much participation as possible before,
during and after the congress.

3

Reaching Out

Gradually, ISOCARP congresses initiated dialogues with a broader constituency involved
in producing or deciding changes for the built environment. The session with the UN/ECE21
Habitat Committee with decision makers and national administrators at the 2004 Geneva
congress were a new departure. Active participation in ECTP-CEU’s22 drafting of a new
‘Athens Charter’ at a joint session of the ISOCARP congress in Gelsenkirchen, Germany 1999
gave ISOCARP greater international exposure. ISOCARP initiated joint seminars with other
international organisations dealing with the built environment: e.g. with AESOP and ECTP on
planning education (Genoa, Italy 2004); with AESOP23 on planning for the 3rd millennium
(Ascona, Switzerland 1997); with the Council of Europe (Strasbourg, France 1979) on
planning and energy. ISOCARP also led the Forum of Professionals and Researchers at the
UN Habitat II (Istanbul, Turkey 1996) and is involved in the Forum towards HABITAT III.
Young Planners’ Workshops mobilised by former president Serge Domicelj and initially
sponsored by UNESCO became a regular feature of ISOCARP congresses since 1991
in Guadalajara, Mexico. Other initiatives by young planning professionals, such as TAN
(Temporary Autonomous Network) prepared the content of the 2001 congress on “Planning
in the information age” and propelled ISOCARP into cyberspace. Implementation workshops
with local politicians (Utrecht, Netherlands 2001) and mobile workshops (Bilbao, Spain
2005) were other innovative activities for its members. These initiatives were developed
further with the assistance of the ISOCARP project secretariat sponsored by the municipality
of Sitges which organised a ‘teach-in’ on regional transportation planning (Sitges, Spain
2005). Other teach-ins for young professionals were held in the UAE. International
cooperative projects diversified ISOCARP further with institutions which had entered
Memoranda of Understanding with ISOCARP. 24
40

Ruben Bianchi’s drawing on Sacrè Coeur. Paris ISOCARP Congress, 1986.
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4

ISOCARP Knowledge Creation and Sharing

ISOCARP continuously broadened its substantive outlook into new sectoral functions of
planning, ranging from design to conservation, mobility, leisure, well-being, deindustrialisation
and, in particular, the environment and energy.25 Responding to globalisation and focusing
on the interdependence between spatial strategies and economic transformation ISOCARP
dealt with the role of planning in geo-politically driven global events like Olympic games or
societal changes like the shift from industrial to knowledge society.26 All these planning
aspects were considered also from the perspective of the developing world and the need to
adapt the ISOCARP planning dialogue to the specific requirements of ‘the South’. Although
ISOCARP was involved in all scales of planning,27 it always acknowledged the importance
of cities, not only for plan making but for the realisation of spatial transformations and their
interplay with their users. ISOCARP congresses continuously explored the most important,
arguably the most intractable aspect of planning: how to plan for people?28
Last but not least, debates on the planning profession, its knowledge base, its technical
competence and its role and responsibilities were a permanent feature of ISOCARP
congresses and were specifically addressed by the presidents in their outgoing speeches
on the ‘State of the Profession’ discussed in another chapter. The chapter on ISOCARP
congresses can only give an overview of this rich material. It groups the congress themes
into sectoral issues, changing scale, breadth and pace of planning, climate change and
environmental concerns, planning for all, planning for and with people, and the key role of
cities, all with focus on this century.

2. SECTORAL ISSUES OF PLANNING IN A CHANGING GLOBAL CONTEXT
Sectoral aspects of interest to planning were the subject of many congresses. They included
planning approaches aimed at specific urban activities or physical aspects in particular
places at particular times.29 Early congresses focused on the material side of planning,
physical aspects, design principles (Torino 1968, Athens 1877), aesthetics (Goteborg 1972,
the form, size and character of cities (Braga 1984, Athens 1977), the concrete outcome of
urban design strategies (Zuerich 1973), conservation vs new additions, regeneration and
preservation of the existing urban fabric (Edinburgh 1975). Mobility was another recurrent
physical issue (Dusseldorf 1969, Basle 1989). All these spatial planning interventions
brought about conflicting demands on land (Helsinki 1976, Taormina 1988). Other sectoral
preoccupations were the environment (Warsaw 1990, Porto 2009) and energy (Strasbourg
1979). More human activities-related issues relevant to planning were leisure Cancun
1991), wellbeing (Glasgow 1993), culture and social change Cordoba 1992).

42

The Future of Industrial Regions
For a complex planning task like the regeneration of the dilapidated and polluted area with
20% unemployment of its 500,000 population in 1999, the choice of planning methods was
a challenge (Gelsenkirchen 1999). In the light of the existing context and constraints decision
makers took the opportunity to create an IBA (International Building Exhibition) in the vast
region of Emscherpark ending in 1999. IBA is a form of Enterprise Zone benefiting from public
subsidies and exemption from existing planning with a ten year lifespan. The Emscherpark IBA
planning strategy opted for an ecological solution. The question was whether it could generate
the critical mass needed to rise this Phoenix from the slag heaps. The ISOCARP congress
concluded that plans and procedures had to evolve flexibly during their implementation to
achieve sustainability. Land decontamination was the basis of the chosen integrated planning
process, but achieving ecological goals was not a panacea for local economic recovery
and adjusting redundant industrial densities to new local demands presented a fiscal risk.
Discrepancies between planning regions and political administrative constituencies were a
serious obstacle to plan implementation. Above all, the vitality and will of local people were
indispensable to ensure sustainable renewal which had to include economic, social, cultural
as well as physical long term objectives. This meant exceptional and long term efforts to turn
such a large and dysfunctional region around.
Fifteen years down the line, expectations and the political landscape had changed dramatically
putting economic recovery into the centre, even as criterion of the evaluation process of the
IBA planning strategy which had been based on different objectives. Large scale, long range
projects are susceptible to such hazards which tend to blame planning rather than the planning
aims. The workshop of the 2015 congress in Dortmund will revisit this area and assess the
impacts of the IBA planning strategies on its economic, social and environmental wellbeing.
The theme of post-industrial planning strategies becoming relevant also in more recently
industrialised countries is addressed at the workshop of the 2015 congress in Eindhoven
which used to be a ‘company town’ run by Philips.

Ruben Bianchi’s drawing on Sydney’s Opera House. Sydney ISOCARP Congress, 1995.
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At a larger scale and a more abstract level sectoral congresses dealt with deindustrialisation,
the pulsar effect, climate change and the information age. Planning had to cope with
expanding demands in fields where planners had neither training nor experience. Planners
were confronted with the choice of broadening their knowledge base or cooperating
more closely with other professions (Prague 1997). Although these sectoral congresses
concentrated on local aspects, comparisons between international examples showed
interdependences as well as the global impacts on localised planning problems.
The Pulsar Effect
In planning terms, ‘pulses’ are defined as “peaks, troughs and recurrent or repeat events
which have a distorting effect on the day to day operations of the modern city”. Pulses lead to
heightened anticipation, often followed by anti-climax with long term negative consequences.
Conversely, pulses are able to generate innovative thinking without traditional institutional
hindrances. ‘Pulsar’ effects emanate from both top-down political decisions and local
development strategies with less immediate visible consequences. ‘Pulses’ initiated by local
people, such as the revival of Genoa (Genoa 2005) differed from those imposed from the
outside, for example by opportunistic developers. Mega-pulses include recurrent world events
such as Olympic games, football world cups, or mega-infrastructure projects like the channel
tunnel or the Bosphorus bridges. Serial pulses happened to places like Canberra, while mass
tourism or second homes are provoking recurrent seasonal peak and trough pulses worldwide.
Each of these types of pulsar events require different planning responses. ISOCARP engaged in
the development of adequate planning tools to cope with the pulsar effect on urban services,
facilities and infrastructure. Planners were resorting to risk assessment and management
techniques while combining planning for ‘pulses’ with ecologically sustainable development
requirements. Uncertainty was seen as the common feature of the pulsar effect. It became
clear that the traditional planning method of ‘survey – analysis - plan’ was inadequate to
deal with pulses like intense political pressure, sudden climatic or seasonal change, cultural
upheaval or economic turbulence. Conversely, pulses lent themselves to unorthodox and
untested approaches albeit with high risks.
Hosting the 2004 Olympic games in Athens (Athens 2002) was a graphic demonstration
of how decisions bringing prestige to politicians overstretched a city and its population as
broken promises of long term benefits brought dire repercussions on the local citizens and
their livelihood. However, the show can go on because evaluation - of crucial importance to
attenuating pulsar effects elsewhere - rarely takes place, not least because it requires a long
timeframe. Conversely, such exceptional planning circumstances may lead to new operational
arrangements and forms of governance, as well as new approaches to participation and
partnership and greater involvement of planners in multi-disciplinary teams.
In 2013, an ISOCARP planners exchange workshop organised by the ISOCARP UK national
delegation in London explored which planning strategies and evaluation methods were
needed to implement the legacy promises of the 2012 Olympic games in times of scarcity.
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Structural changes of the economy in the context of growing globalisation displaced
production, usually to the developing world. Such shifts were the major reason for the decline
of the Ruhr area which used to be the powerhouse of Germany (Gelsenkirchen 1999). The
developed world was the first to be affected, but the Asian ‘tiger countries’ did not remain
sheltered from continuous global economic change. Steadily growing prosperity and higher
expectations of the local labour force started to affect even China and led it to restructuring
its own economy and re-planning its built environment (Dalian 2008, Wuhan 2011).
Declining ports due, inter alia, to changing trade relations and technological innovations
of sea transport were another widespread phenomenon which could benefit from the
comparison of planning solutions (Gdynia 2014). Geo-political and societal change had
considerable impacts on planning. It had to deal with local effects of worldwide phenomena
such as globalisation and its ensuing pulsar effects, as well as deindustrialisation and the
emergence of the knowledge society. Increasing global concerns about human-induced
adverse effects on climate change formed part of new planning issues.
Planning in the Information Age
A new challenge for planners in the information age was to deal with cyberspace. How could
the protagonists of physical and spatial planning and custodians of the built environment
adjust to the requirements of a virtual world and the shrinkage of space and time which had
penetrated not only international business and high tech activities but behavioural patterns
of everyday life?
A group of young planners had prepared the substantive framework of the millennium
congress on the new age (Utrecht 2001). They formed a Temporary Autonomous Network
(TAN) to devise a model of thinking and a manifesto for the role of planners, their working
methods and technological know-how in a network society with fragmented powers. TAN
proposed three concepts: design based ‘arche-citta’, movement based ‘cine-citta’ and
cyberspace related ‘tele-citta’ to deal with cultural identity, spatial segregation, dynamic
networks and nodes, cyberspace and fragmentation. The relational ‘tele-citta’ model aimed to
facilitate the understanding of the connection between death of distance and power of place,
between spatial diffusion and global economy, between real events and virtual images of
space. It was a matter of reconciling ‘hard-ware’ e.g. networks, such as (tele-) communication
infrastructure, ‘software’ e.g. management tools, with ‘org-ware’, a concept they had invented.
Their reflections were intended to assist the planning profession in the information age.
Criticised for rational-scientific and control-driven planning, under pressure from real estate
markets and privatisation, planners had to adjust to real world hyper-concentration and
a-spatial communication. This meant changing their models of thinking from ‘genius loci’ to
‘genius fluvii’.
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Spaces for the Creative Economy

Bilbao (poor housing before Barakaldo -left-,
Deusto Bridge -middle- and Fosteritos’ Metro -right).

A key feature of the information age was to spur creativity. Planning had transformed
redundant urban spaces into waterfront developments and brown field sites into clean and
high-tech workplaces. Yet, evaluation research showed that such planning interventions did
not necessarily produce resilient urban areas. New uses could be short lived and continuous
interventions were needed to ensure sustainability of regenerated areas through constant
innovation and creativity.
Bilbao (Bilbao 2005) was one of the many cities which deliberately harnessed human as well
as physical resources to turn its economy round. However, the ‘Guggenheim Effect’ was only a
first step of a long term development process towards competitiveness and liveability. A twotrack strategy aimed at innovation of governance and long term, large scale comprehensive
planning. A compact between public sector institutions at national, regional and city level
secured self-financing development of urban projects acting as acupuncture points in all parts
of the city-region to reach the population at large. While many urban regeneration projects are
concentrating on a single area, Bilbao regenerated its medieval city centre, its 19th century
extension and, most importantly, improved neighbourhood for the population affected by
industrial decline. Regeneration was planned to reach the conurbation as a whole by providing
regional public transport and creating complementary polycentric city networks throughout
the region. Without neglecting traditional expertise in engineering and technical education,
these interventions had to spread over decades to secure structural change toward a creative
competitive economy in the information society.
The 2015 congress workshop in Delft is building on the knowledge base of its large
internationally connected institute of technology to create a knowledge region based on
greater synergy between the university and the polycentric network of cities to which it
belongs.

Planning approaches to structural challenges, such as the pulsar effect and the shift to
the knowledge society varied widely within regions and between them (Utrecht 2001,
Bilbao 2005, Athens 2002). They ranged from the improvement of the environment (Porto
2009), to managerial methods (Geneva 2004), city marketing to attract inward investment
(Brisbane 2013), and technological fixes (Perm 2012). Design solutions were only one
among many other measures, within the broader context of seeking a balance between
economic restructuring and social needs, as well as between all the actors actively involved
in the planning and design process and civil society (Antwerp 2007).
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3. CHANGING SCALE, BREADTH AND PACE OF PLANNING
During the 50 years existence of ISOCARP the human-made environment underwent changes
at an ever accelerating pace and urban thinkers outside planning were conceptualising the
process. In the modernist nineteen-seventies Lefebvre saw this as rhythms transforming the
‘urban’ in his reflections on the “production of space’.30 For him, space was a social construct
produced by and for people,31 or rather by bodies and minds ‘perceiving, conceiving and
living space’ in continuous movement.32 In the post-modernist nineteen-nineties Soja talked
of thirdspace, using the notion of trialectic ‘real-imagined-lived’ space33 when revisiting
Lefebvre’s triad ‘perceived-conceived-lived’. Since Lefebvre’s writing, the nature of spatial
change mutated beyond recognition, construed as ‘transitional’,34 ‘in-between’,35 infraordinary,’36 edge peri-urban space37 and even ‘non-place’.38 Moreover, the increasing pace
and scale of spatial transformation emaciated existing institutions. This affected planning
and its attempt to shape and control the production of space. Traditional instruments and
territorial powers were no longer suited to regulate or steer localised growth and decline, as
they were overtaken by flows, nodes and networks in a globalising world.39
The geographic scale of ISOCARP congress topics evolved from planning preoccupations at
the local level40 to the regional level,41 notwithstanding that ISOCARP had dealt with both
city and regional planning from its outset, due to the broad professional background of
its members, encompassing design, geography, economics, as well as mathematics and
computing. With increasing international membership, ISOCARP broadened to the global
scale of the development process.42 It recognised that forces outside the control of planning
affected physical development at an increasingly large scale and rapid pace the world over.
Furthermore, it realised that a-spatial phenomena were affecting planning globally, notably
virtual reality and its growing role in world-wide communication and transfer of knowledge.

Ruben Bianchi’s drawing. Taormina ISOCARP Congress, 1988.
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1

City Planning

Even in places and at times when cities were locked into a top down hierarchy, cities were
always the focus of planners and their conceptual ideas. In the past, they imagined that
planning could produce an ideal, a beautiful city, or at least a balanced, coherent city.
When cities were perceived as being in crisis and planners sought remedies, they realised
that the complexity and specificity of cities did not allow for universal solutions. ISOCARP
congresses enabled planners to compare cities on which they worked and identify common
deficiencies. They found that coherence lacked between socio-economic changes and
spatial structures hampered by their inherent inertia; between ineffective urban planning
and independent physical development; between structural components of cities due to
incompatible old and new allocations of land; between national and regional policies and
between sectoral plans for lack of coordination; between plans and the public for which
plans tended to be incomprehensible, premature or open to misunderstandings which made
implementation problematic. The separation of functions advocated by planners following
modernist principles came under criticism, not least by non planners such as Jane Jacobs43
and Gody Suter.44 Unable to agree on a classification of cities, ISOCARP concluded that what
was needed was the democratisation of planning, greater flexibility, an interdisciplinary
approach to plans and a more human approach to the objectives of planning (Athens 1977).
Many characteristics of cities and urban
forms followed each other. Urban sprawl
and dispersal of people and activities,
especially of larger cities led planners to
inquire whether a renaissance of the city
was possible (Stockholm 1981). A planning
question was how to deal with urban and
metropolitan peripheries. Discovered by
social science researchers edge cities made
their appearance in the USA outside the
influence of planning. ‘What are cities for’ was
asked time and again. The socio-economic
drivers of urban development and change
overpowered spatial planning and the rise of
multi-culturalism in cities exacerbated this
further (Prague 1994). Most importantly,
economic planning and the provision of legal
certainty were determining land use (Antwerp
1971) for local authorities, especially during
periods of economic recession, inflation,
high unemployment and the gradual erosion
of public funds.
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Ruben Bianchi’s drawing.
Basilea ISOCARP Congress, 1989.

Although the quality of the environment of cities became topical (Warsaw 1990) other non
physical aspects became more pressing for urban citizens, such as well being (Glasgow
1993) and being safe in cities (Ogaki 1997). Social scientists took an increasing interest
in cities and exposed them as divided and fractured cities,45 or places of conflict and
contradiction.46 Conversely, cities were seen as part of broad abstract systems of nodes
and flows.47 In response to these new perceptions of urban systems, ISOCARP focused on
the knowledge based city when it looked at planning in the information age (Utrecht 2001).
It went on to explore the creative city when dealing with ‘the creative economy’ (Bilbao
2005). When researchers identified a trend of the return to the city,48 planners advocated
the compact city.49 The latter brought with it different deficiencies, such as inappropriately
high densities due to inner city land values which may well become the slums of the future.50

2

Regional Planning

Regional levels and political competences vary enormously between countries, and
planning at an intermediary level between national policy and local implementation is very
diverse. Regional competences are often sectoral and socio-economic rather than physical.
Nevertheless, many urban planning objectives such as public transport, infrastructure
provisions, drinking water, sewage, energy, waste disposal and landscape can only be
resolved at regional level in an integrated way.51 Politically the regional level can act both
as a buffer and a mediator, but despite this critical role the regional level tends to be weak
with little formal political powers, except in countries which have opted for devolution or
federalism. Other disciplines besides physical spatial planning are active at the regional
level, including in research which seems to have informed planning theory more than local
action research at city or community level.52

Shifts in the urbanisation pattern inspired a range of planning theories about hierarchies
of settlements. To name but a few, the Chicago School of functionalism53 was followed by
gravity models54 and their decay functions to justify urban sprawl. Christaller’s central place
theory expressed in settlement hexagones, tested on an existing example in Southern
Germany55 could be seen as an extension of settlement patterns based on traditional trade
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journeys and market functions of cities. Many other models of hierarchic urban functions
followed central place theory during the seventies when planning had ambitions to become a
science.56 Later, modernist rigid separation of functions devised by architects was replaced
by the notion of mixed development57 as an outcome of social science research.58
Where did that leave regional planners? Despite all the challenges which city planners had
encountered over the last fifty years, regional planners had a harder time. While dialogues
between urban planners and city politicians were common practice, establishing such
relations at regional level was difficult, as activities and powers were far more diffuse at the
regional scale which was often ill defined. Meaningful dialogue with the population affected
by interventions at the regional level remained problematic. Yet, it was clear to ISOCARP
since its inception that cities were not islands and belonged to a wider settlement structure
in which planners have a legitimate role to play.
When setting all the urban development issues in the regional context (Coimbra 1966) it
became clear that considering solely physical aspects in planning was not adequate for
development, management and maintenance of the human-made environment at a broader
scale. Socio-economic requirements often overshadowed physical and spatial concerns
(Athens 1977) and planning had to find ways of incorporating them at regional as well as
local levels59 often assisted by collective and institutional efforts. The Regional Studies
Association60 remains a major protagonist of planning at regional level with emphasis
on economic development and growth, conceptions of territory and its governance and
problems of equity and injustice; as is the Regional Science Association International61
with its focus on economic development, energy and environment, transportation and
infrastructure, and sustainable communities. The New Charter of Athens of 200362
incorporated the regional level, while concentrating on the political and administrative
dimensions of regional planning rather than spatial development.
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3

Poly-Centricity

Poly-centricity was a natural next step for regional development, creating new relationships
between town and country. It was central to the European Spatial Development Perspective
(ESDP)63 which aimed to reconcile global economic competitiveness and social inclusion
in Europe. In spatial terms this meant curbing excessive concentration of populations,
economic, political and financial power, and especially the global high performance
functions which are concentrated in Europe’s core area in the north-west, the Pentagon.
Conversely, only the Pentagon was considered a viable region for global competitiveness.64
According to ESDP a polycentric urban structure would be more appropriate to harness the
potential of all the regions of a wider Europe. In 2006 at its urban and regional research
conference on ‘quality of urban life and polycentric development’, UNECE,65 in cooperation
with CEMAT66 and ISOCARP as its knowledge partner, was redefining the public interest for
territorial development in greater Europe and examined the ability of poly-centricity to
improve functional integration. The key strategy was the balance between competition,
complementarity, cooperation and coordination within polycentric city networks which
could span over vast regions across national
boundaries. This approach had been taken up
widely by intergovernmental bodies, researchers,
practitioners and politicians. With inputs from
ISOCARP, Building the European Diagonal67 was
an initiative of Fundacion Metropoli, fostering
action-research between the mayors of six
cities to share knowledge and expertise in
regional planning towards a meta-spatial vision
The European Diagonal , Fundación Metrópoli
for development in Southern Europe.
Regional planning and management based on city networking is a crucial instrument to
reconcile competition with cooperation, foster complementarity between participating cities
and coordinate their efforts to the overall benefit of an urbanised region as a whole. Such
poly-centricity requires innovative administrative structures to support equitable sharing
and redistribution of diverse regional resources.68 Their strategies would aim to balance
healthy competition and cooperation between cities within an urban structure.
Existing administrative structures may resist such changes and incentives, and EU fostered
cross border projects may be necessary to achieve regional cooperation. The workshop of
the 2015 congress in Maastricht will reassess the preconditions of successful cross border
planning, supported in that tri-national region by the EU for some time.
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Regional Management
Regional planning is intrinsically linked to regional management. Geneva was an excellent
place to study regional management across nations (Geneva 2004). The region was
cooperating on large scale infrastructure projects, motorway bypasses, airport extension and
international high speed rail networks. One way of involving the population in perceived abstract
planning was live experimentation, such as changing traffic management and rebalancing
transportation modal mix. Experiments extended to social aspects of regional development to
accommodate multicultural human relations. Efficient management of urban regions and their
people as a whole required physical and social integration. Urban regions with a wide range of
cities were considered favourable for dynamic development and the construction of a regional
identity. Regional planning recognised the essential role of ‘intermediary’ cities and advocated
synergy between medium size and small cities with large metropolises which remain the key
drivers of the economy. Such a strategy was expected to attract and retain population in all
parts of a region, rejuvenate its overall economic base and strengthen common values while
preserving diversity. Operationally, the success of urban regions depended on their ability
to act decisively and generate rapid tangible results beyond their boundaries; steer projects
towards territorial complementarity; and mobilise the local population to share objectives and
a sense of belonging to a new regional identity.
Planners had to work closer with politicians and citizens and learn modern administrative
and management practices adapted to the requirements of a city region. Only thus could
they contribute to attract new dynamic human resources; create a powerful image of the
city region; foster continuous social mobilisation and interaction; conceive infrastructures
for clusters of excellence and flagship districts; and initiate partnerships between local and
external protagonists across a city region.

4

City and Regional Governance

Urban development in post-industrial city-regions lacked adequate governance. Cities and
regions tended to resort to public-private partnerships, with exceptions like Bilbao (Bilbao
2005) which deliberately experimented with new forms of public-public governance for its
large scale, long range redevelopment to make its city region competitive in the information
society. A quasi governmental development corporation, RIA 2000 was created as the
operational arm of land assembly and reclamation, strategic planning, financial project
management and real estate sales, reinvesting receipts entirely in further infrastructure
and urban projects. Private inward investment and real estate production formed part of the
development process which was guided by a long term economic and socio-spatial strategy.
Clearly, the implementation of any spatial strategy straddling regional or national borders
requires innovation of existing fragmented governance structures. Meanwhile, the planning
process cannot wait for such remote and long term changes to take place and needs to
prepare at least conceptual strategies for regional development. At earlier congresses urban
management was associated with risk assessment (Ogaki 1997), focusing on natural
rather than man-made disasters.
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Lessons learnt about planning and governance at the regional scale from ISOCARP
congresses were that successful urban regions were dissociating the notion of urbanity
from built up density. Discontinuities had become new values of urban organisation and
the public realm became an indispensible part of balanced places distributed throughout
the urban and rural parts of a region. Cooperation between discrete urban entities helped
preserve human scale, local values, social cohesion and solidarity.69 Such voluntary
cooperation was equally conducive to curbing congestion and securing greater efficiency
of urban activities in the whole region. Akin to modern enterprise governance, city regions
required competent and participatory management. Keys to successful management of
urban regions resided in better self-knowledge, in-depth understanding of all constituent
elements of a city region, coordinated distributive development strategies, free flowing
communication, transparency, and open democratic decision making among all interest
groups; most crucially it required innovative governance. The 2015 congress workshop in
Deventer seeks innovation of vertical and horizontal cooperation between planning layers.

Ruben Bianchi’s drawing. Ogaki ISOCARP Congress, 1997.
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Trialogue Planning
New intra-urban forms of spatial cooperation were not just a matter of urban management
but required innovative governance such as urban trialogues (Antwerp 2007). ‘Trialogue’
signifies co-productive ways to relate visioning to strategic urban projects with active citizen
engagement during the urban transformation process. This practical approach was to resort
to visioning as a way of framing concrete actions; urban projects as a way to transform
reality in sustainable and qualitative way; and co-production as a way to involve all actors
in policy making and implementation. This approach required a multi-actor and multi-level
governance, under continuous negotiation and mediation (Sydney 1995). Such all embracing
flexibility bears inherent risks, when vested interests lie too far apart and divisive politics are
overtaking progressive ones. Those with power over physical transformation may not produce
spaces which would fulfil local expectations or be conducive to economic and socio-cultural
innovation. The urban ‘trialogue’ approach had to confront contradictions between short term
expediency and long term perspectives, control-led planning and ad hoc tools capable of
responding to turbulent change.
The workshop of the 2015 congress in Antwerp will throw a new perspective on the
interdependent ‘trialogue’ concept supporting the city’s interdependent aim to bring urbanity
to brownfield sites and jobs to decaying inner city areas.

5

The Global Scale - A-Spatiality - Uncertainty and Local Repercussions

The nation state and local authorities, the pillars of spatial as well as economic and
social regulation were challenged by supra-national forces which generated growth as
well as decline beyond settlements across regions and borders on the one hand, and
by wilful protest-based claims of self-determination and self-management at local level
on the other hand.70 The globalising world had produced ungovernable mega-cities and
independence seeking networks of cities with self-generated polycentric physical, a-spatial
interdependencies, connected by global digital social media. Scale of change increased
unevenness of development and living conditions in many parts of the world. Concentration
of activities and powers found their expression in new urban structures alongside intense
fragmentation in spatial as well as social terms (Istanbul 2006). ISOCARP branched out
into the global scale when it asked itself what planners could contribute towards providing
‘habitat for all’ (Istanbul 1982). It continued to include the global scale ever since. 71
Globality does not necessarily have to be geographic. Many global problems which
ISOCARP took up at its congresses had a material as well as virtual dimension. Such
a-spatial phenomena raised complex issues beyond the competence of spatial planners.
Cooperation with other professionals was necessary (Brisbane 2013) to comprehend the
impact of virtual networks, the use of social media, digital communication, etc. on material
spaces and their uses and thus on planning. Assumptions had to be devised to assess
the repercussions of these societal changes on planning even though opinions remained
divided and longer lea-ways may be necessary to reach conclusive judgements.72
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Ruben Bianchi’s drawing. Istanbul ISOCARP Congress, 1982.

Examples include the impact of homeworking on conventional workplaces in cities, Shifts
from remote work places to distance-working were affecting spaces at both ends and
changing the use of traditional homes as well as conventional office space. Hot-desking
was transforming commercial areas in cities with impacts on commuter behaviour and
transportation demand. Thus what started as an a-spatial change had many spatial
repercussions which may require new approaches to planning.
Deindustrialisation in developed countries meant pressure to create built spaces in the
developing world while leaving behind disused land in post-industrial cities. In postindustrial societies, accelerating mobility among the working population in many fields of
activities across all income scales, ranging from building workers to heads of international
corporations was affecting planning. Added to that were global migratory flows of refugees
and those seeking a better life. This new nomadism enforced unprecedented demands on
the built environment and its uses which could transform the city fabric considerably. With
growing job uncertainty different criteria could affect people’s choices of where they live and
work. Other factors of global concern, such as policies to tackle climate change and global
warming were affecting planning locally. These examples show the great interdependence
between what could be conceived as a-spatial or global phenomena and very localised
consequences of importance to planning, possibly a topic for future ISOCARP congresses.
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4. CLIMATE CHANGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS IN PLANNING
At whatever scale planning and development takes place, it is constrained by the carrying
capacity of planet earth. In 1972 the UN Stockholm Conference on the Human Environment
raised global awareness of environmental fragility. In 1987, the Brundtland report of the
World Commission on Environment and Development defined ‘sustainable development’
and proposed remedies for environmental protection. These debates were of direct
relevance to ISOCARP.73 In 1990 it started to focus on the need for more ecological aspects
of development to preserve a viable environment for future generations.74

1

Climate Change Awareness

More recently, climate change and the adverse effects of human actions on climate and
nature became a major concern at international, national and local levels.75 Planning is
affected by every aspect of this and finds itself in the spider-web of conflicting interests
which seek to influence environmental policies, the built environment and its uses. Planning
is caught between scientists and climate sceptics, the energy industry, the corporate sector
and its government lobbies, the financial sector which sees new gains in carbon trade, as
well as the environmentalists. Global bodies like the UN, the International Environment
Agency and others are negotiating global targets to reduce greenhouse gas emissions;
nation states are setting their own targets; and many cities are trying to outbid the other
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two levels.76 Targets are not reality though and implementation requires a long and arduous
path with many targets slipping, techno-fixes giving way to carbon trading, and the polluterpays principle eroding.
Low Carbon Cities
It is undeniable that international congresses generate unsustainable ecological footprints.
The contradiction between ‘green objectives’ and the unsustainable environmental impact of
gathering participants from all over the world was recognised in the debate on mitigation and
adaptation to climate change in Porto (Porto 2009). Yet, sharing knowledge between those
who aimed to achieve low or zero carbon cities was considered some compensation. Exchange
of experiences, such as ecological land use planning, community solutions for energy waste
and recycling, energy efficient design and rising eco-awareness of building users would
stimulate innovation and the transfer of technical solutions. While many methods to reduce
carbon emissions in buildings were applied widely and their effectiveness monitored, there
existed far less knowledge of climatic behaviour of spaces between buildings, the public
realm and open landscapes, or microclimates at neighbourhood level, let alone whole cities.
Many technological advances had curbed emissions from cars and to some extent from public
transport. However, attitudes especially toward personal mobility remained unsustainable
and the planners may have some responsibility for initiating change despite pressures from
the automobile industry.
In planning terms, curbing adverse climate change in cities required a combination of
interventions, ranging from improving the energy efficiency of the built environment to
managerial measures and new institutional instruments. The need for more local involvement
in decentralised measures to curb energy consumption, reduce waste, generate energy and
produce food enjoyed wide consensus. However, without change in individual and collective
behaviour progress seemed precarious. Seven ingredients for low carbon cities were identified
to assist planners in producing more environment conscious strategies and urban designs.
Most relevant among them were a renewed recognition of the importance of research findings
as evidence base for public policy, the need for change of both individual behaviour and
collective cultures, and carbon conscious design.

Many adverse effects of climate change are laid on the doorstep of the built environment
and human mobility. ISOCARP congresses dealt with ecological issues mainly at city level,
identifying environmental concerns and finding innovative measures to meet them.

Porto
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Sustainable Water Management
Among the largest interventions in cities are transformations of their waterfronts. They
present a great opportunity to introduce sustainability in both energy and water management.
Whether the climate change debate managed to change the approach to waterfront renewal
remains a mute point. Already in 1976 at the Forum of UN Habitat I77 Barbara Ward warned
that water scarcity would become the determinant time bomb, far exceeding that of scarcity
of land and even shelter.78 Meanwhile, during deindustrialisation numerous waterfronts
were regenerated without due regard to sustainable treatment of water. Although waterways
were decontaminated to some degree, together with polluted soil many of them were buried
and built over by inward investment for high returns on real estate, thus depriving these
environments of one of their vital assets. When climate change concerns became all pervasive
they influenced waterfront regeneration strategies as well and led to more environmentally
conscious planning and design for contemporary waterfront regeneration which constituted
the core of the Gdynia congress (Gdynia 2014). Gdynia had put efforts into providing open
access to its reclaimed waterfront from the displaced port, but like many other waterfront
regeneration projects, it adopted ubiquitous skyscrapers in the hope to finance public facilities,
although high-rise buildings were alien to this unique example of an interwar modernist city.
Information exchange included technical aspects like complete water management, energy
efficiency management of eco-cities, new transportation technologies for restructured
ports, and sustainable public transport, the latter planned locally to integrate Gdynia, Gdansk
and Sopot into a polycentric ‘Tricity’. Now as then, waterfront developers seemed reluctant
to exercise due diligence toward low carbon solutions, let alone issues of social equity.
Nevertheless, congress contributions attributed great importance besides hard technical
aspects to soft social-cultural considerations and, while not achieving a perfect balance,
many examples showed efforts to accommodate a wide range of local populations in these
new developments.

2

Sustainable Urbanisation in the Developing World

In the early stages of the debate on ecological capacity and sustainability, the world tended
to be divided into developed countries which were expected to bear the brunt of the fight
against adverse climate change, and the developing world which, for reasons of fairness,
would be allowed to grow economically and physically without environmental constraints.
Recent ISOCARP congresses79 showed a noticeable shift to this approach, interestingly
initiated by the developing world. One example is the evolution of the notion of eco-cities.
During the rapid growth years eco-cities were de facto large scale, high rise developments
located essentially on green field sites, usually designed by western international
consultancies with some token green features.80 During the economic slow down such
projects were revisited, often adopting more genuine ecological features at least on the
margin.81 In some instances, ideas of change in the emerging countries seemed far more
daring than those of the developed world. Urban sprawl, for example, had been tolerated
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for decades in advanced economies while China was seeking to square the circle of
growth without sprawl (Dalian 2008) and adopted liveability as a key objective of planning
(Wuhan 2011). Risk assessment and management debated earlier (Ogaki 1997) became
an integral part of sustainable planning strategies, possibly due to increasingly extreme
weather conditions and would warrant to be taken up at future ISOCARP congresses.

New Planning Approaches in the Developing World

Dalian

Urban Growth Without Sprawl
At the Dalian congress (Dalian 2008), a joint venture between ISOCARP and the national
Chinese planning association, debated diverging design solutions against sprawl. The two main
tendencies were the pursuit of the compact city, with high densities, mixed uses but without
ultra-high buildings; the other consisted of clusters of very tall buildings, simply concentrating
on two dimensional land use, instead of integrated ecological criteria. Less expected were the
many planning responses which sought to curb sprawl worldwide as a means to improve
the quality of life in the fast growing areas of such cities. Nevertheless, dissenting voices
challenged both the negative definition and ills of sprawl and others accepted spatial and
social differences as an unavoidable by-product of rapid overall economic betterment.
Others still saw equally damaging ills in compact cities and high-rise living. The transfer
potential of planning techniques were explored to attenuate adverse effects of sprawl, social
fragmentation and spatial inequality.
Liveable Cities
At the Wuhan congress (Wuhan 2011) a shift became apparent between blanket urban
renewal and the value of historic parts of cities, not just for local inhabitants but as assets of
economic development and cultural heritage for future generations. One way of achieving this
was careful ecological management of cities and their built environment. More genuine people
participation in the shaping of urban change was seen as an important means of achieving
this. However, to what degree such participation should form part of planning varied widely
and more evidence-based research was requested to identify how greater local say could lead
to more responsive urban governance as custodian of more sustainable development.
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Sustainable Cities
In cooperation with UN Habitat, Nairobi was the obvious place to gain an overview on how to
plan sustainable cities with emphasis on the developing world (Nairobi 2010). ‘Green growth’
was at the heart of new ideas to reconcile economic and environmental goals.82 Undergoing
unstoppable urbanisation, the developing world became the key to global sustainable
development. However, eliminating poverty and inequality remained an overarching
preoccupation. Examining development processes in rapidly growing cities, the congress
touched upon governance as well as financial issues. However, it concentrated on the role and
instruments of planning and urban design in devising sustainable urbanisation policies, built
forms, infrastructure and disaster prevention.

At all the recent congresses in the developing world implementation of sustainable planning
was the main preoccupation. The key issue was how to move from control-oriented to
supportive and context-relevant forms of development. In practical terms, the developing
countries questioned whether traditional land use planning, zoning and building standards
were adequate means to improve large scale informal housing areas which make up some
60% of the built up areas worldwide.83 The devastating effects in conflict zones were also
evoked as an issue of sustainable planning in a globalising world and how to make cities
affected by conflict more humane.

5. ONE PLANET: PLANNING FOR ALL
Over the last decade the majority of ISOCARP congresses took place outside Europe on four
continents.84 Accordingly, their themes focused on planning issues of relevance to the
developing world and Russia. Rapid urbanisation remained central but with sustainability
concerns. In this sense, the developing world shared planning preoccupations of the
developed world, albeit in a different form and at a far greater scale and pace.

Despite the wealth of knowledge shared at ISOCARP congresses, the question remains
whether globalisation has made development planning truly interdependent worldwide,
or whether geo-regional differences will persist. Nevertheless, cities the world over are
the places where the contradictory forces of globalisation have the most tangible impacts.
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Tackling Rapid Urban Growth
While ‘planning for growth’ was being reconsidered in developing countries, Russia seemed
to remain faithful to the traditional growth model. The Perm congress (Perm 2012) uncovered
the ‘black-for-white’ interchanges and contradictions between the developing world and
Eastern Europe, meaning that the learning process from this congress was of equal relevance
to both sides. The Perm congress showed that entrapped in their acquired mind-sets,
planners were finding themselves increasingly trailing behind the speedy interventions of
the global corporate real estate industry operating in, and contributing to a hyper-dynamic
context of urban change. When trying to keep up with changes in the real world planners
kept resorting to the ‘economy-efficiency-effectiveness’ model, which has not been able to
deliver sustainability, social inclusion, community participation, or self-determined quality of
life. All these legitimate urban objectives repeatedly claimed by the ‘planned’ were put very
much on the slow track by this process. The question was raised of how reconstruction could
be fast and successful, when evidence showed that realisation of resilient and long lasting
regeneration depended on intensive involvement of affected communities from the outset,
as a condition to endorse technical innovation which required cultural change. Despite this
proviso the focus remained on how to put high-speed into planning to remain abreast with
hyper-dynamic market mechanisms and societal processes.
Not surprisingly, fast forward planning attracted most contributions from the rapidly
urbanising developing world, although planning for the communist heritage which had led
to slow decline of many cities in Russia and Eastern Europe was also addressed. Speeding
up planning seemed to be the panacea to deal with all situations, even with ‘slow motion’
natural and man-made disasters. Was the Perm congress a step toward yet another ‘monorail’
planning approach? Or was the wide range of requirements identified and reflected in the
diverse backgrounds of the participants hard to reconcile with such a reductionist approach?
Could there be consensus on reducing planning to a common denominator believed to cope
with widely contradictory trends? One conclusion was that rapid urban transformation needed
fast planning based on shared best practice, alongside mitigation of threats. Nevertheless,
the most important outcome was the need for rapid change of the ‘modus operandi’, mind-set
and value system of planners and decision makers, a shift from growth to quality, as only
thus could urban development strategies be translated into eco-efficient, post-oil and postgrowth lifestyle choices. Failing this, the increasingly large amount of deprived, displaced and
disenfranchised urban populations may well rise in rebellion against their desperate living
conditions.
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1

Shared Planning Issues in a Globalising World

Despite the wealth of knowledge shared at ISOCARP congresses, the question remains
whether globalisation has made development planning truly interdependent worldwide,
or whether geo-regional differences will persist. Nevertheless, cities the world over are
the places where the contradictory forces of globalisation have the most tangible impacts.
This is where ‘homo urbanis’85 is exposed to integration and disintegration and its spatial
repercussions86 Under increasing pressure from global competition for volatile international
capital,87 cities are becoming commodities of global markets, competing for international
events, top rank status for international inward investment, receptors of mobile human
resources. However, a ‘copy-and-paste’ planning approach does not necessarily assist
cities in these pursuits. Quite the reverse, under global pressure cities are more likely
to evolve into pastiche heritage repositories, corporate showcases for ubiquitous
merchandising dependent on endogenous capital for their collective services. According
to Stiglitz88 unplanned and arguably ‘unplannable’ effects of globalisation have created a
chasm between gated communities and segmented slums; between the rich and the poor;
between those able to live of income and an urban underclass contributing to the informal
sector, civic rebellion and sometimes civil war.
Integration and Disintegration
Spatial-social disintegration is harming cities and their image and the Istanbul congress
(Istanbul 2006) was looking for remedies and what planning could contribute to improve
this situation. The congress resorted to theoretical thinking about these adverse processes,
together with concrete examples of counteracting these powerful trends. One proposal was to
avoid disintegration in urban regeneration projects, so often led by the development industry
rather than city governments to the advantage of their citizens. Another was to cooperate
more openly with self-organising local communities which are contributing their resources to
urban regeneration albeit not always in compliance with traditional planning criteria. Overall,
the tension between integration and disintegration, especially in the fast growing cities of the
developing world seemed overwhelming and needed the support of far more than the planning
profession to get resolved.

Current untamed development processes and weak planning are affecting many fast
growing cities with all the dysfunctions of city growth impacting on the environment, as well
as vast amounts of urban population at a global scale. Engaging with the global scale first in
1982 with UNESCO ISOCARP asked what planners could contribute towards a ‘habitat for all’
(Istanbul 1982) and dealt with the global scale ever since.89 In Delfante’s view,90 it was not
wrong to address global issues, as long as planners did not expect practical transferrable
outcomes.
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Planning for a Globalising and Competitive World
Forces outside the control of planning are affecting physical development at an increasingly
large scale and rapid pace the world over. Cairo, a 20 million population mega-city in a
developing country represented a good place to explore whether and how planners could
influence development in a globally competitive context away from unsustainable and
socially divisive processes (Cairo 2003). The case studies, many from rapidly urbanising
countries, showed that mega-cities continued to grow at overwhelming scale and density,
edge cities became edgeless cities, and even small cities were affected by global competition.
Besides coping with urban sprawl, informal settlements and their pressure on resources
and infrastructure cities had to deal with numerous impacts of globalisation. They needed
to preserve sustainable tourism to protect heritage sites and open spaces, manage urban
services at city and regional levels. When resorting to economic attractors like ICT hubs or freeports under pressure from globalisation it was difficult for cities to preserve control over local
development. The visits to enormous private gated communities in the desert outside Cairo
which were diverting scarce resources such as water and energy from adjacent new towns
were seen as a sign of disintegration and segregation rather than a planning solution for rapid
growth.

Mass movements of people have given new meanings to urban space, community, growth,
planning. etc.91 International cooperation has a place in trans-national phenomena like
migration, but planners also need to establish what they can and cannot do at international
level. Their actions may be confined to places of departure and arrival of migrants, as
planning solutions need to suit specific local and regional conditions.

Egypt: new developments in the sand, ancient columns and shop.
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Planning for Migration
A large contributor to rapid urbanisation is migration from the countryside to cities, as well
as across countries from poor areas to more buoyant places. These mass movements
changed urban conditions at both ends, in places of abandonment as well as reception,
creating greater convergence of planning problems globally especially in cities. Against the
background of unprecedented levels of mobility and telecommunication and in the context
of the global economy, the congress in Jerusalem (Jerusalem 1996) was concerned with
the gradual disintegration of traditional spatial patterns which had been accommodating
essentially coherent local communities. Regardless of what was triggering it and whether it
brought problems or opportunities for those on the move, migration was on the increase and a
considerable contributor to these spatial changes.
The effects of migration became a planning issue in all parts of the world, albeit with different
repercussions. The question was what planners could contribute to accommodate or alleviate
impacts of migration at points of departure as well as destinations. Demographic and
sociological understanding of migration was a necessary prerequisite of spatial intervention
to prevent segregation and isolation and to foster integration of in-migrants with those living
and working in their arrival cities. Periods of economic buoyancy were less critical than the
current phase of austerity which exacerbates competition between existing populations
and newcomers with socially undesirable side effects. Planners have limited influence on
such large scale, often unpredictable movements, may not understand their multiple and
contradictory reasons and may lack adequate tools. Nevertheless, spaces have to be created
to accommodate migrants who arrive suddenly and often in large numbers, not to mention
those who are pushed underground by political migration restrictions. Conversely, planners
have to cope with places migrants left behind.

Repeated waves of migration over time have made the world increasingly interdependent,
transforming cities at both ends of population movements. Besides contributing to the
economy they can also create third world conditions in receiving cities while the places they
leave may be deprived of dynamic forces of development.
The workshops of the 2015 congress in Brussels, Antwerp and Amsterdam all deal in part with
the short term as well as long term effects of these migratory shifts when accommodating
the migrant population in their spatial development strategies.
Migration
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2

Quantitative vs Qualitative Approaches

The earliest ISOCARP congresses which took place in developing countries benefited from
the cooperation of UN organisations and were naturally influenced by their development
policies. This meant sometimes that planning issues of developing countries were related
to somewhat unrealistic targets. Also they tended to be considered essentially as physical,
quantitative necessities, such as ‘Habitat for all, what is the solution?’ (Turkey 1982) or
‘Planning and actions for shelter for the homeless’ (Delhi 1987). ‘One million new homes’
was UN’s social-human millennium target. Politically, raising an estimated extra 1% of GDP
worldwide towards this goal would suffice to solve the shelter problem at least in quantitative
terms.
ISOCARP considered land ownership more pressing than house construction often
undertaken by people themselves. It considered north-south cooperation of the essence
in mobilising political, economic and cultural forces to improve housing in the developing
world. Acknowledging its limited expertise in this field ISOCARP nevertheless pledged to
contribute specific planning and physical design solutions to alleviate the lack of shelter
worldwide. Toward the UN Year of Shelter for the Homeless in 1987 ISOCARP proposed
simultaneous action in rural, semi-rural and urban areas as in the view of its members the
destiny of the city depended on the countryside. Only later were congresses which took
place in the developing world exploring more qualitative and social aspects of ‘Planning
for a globalising world’ (Cairo 2003), such as the conflict between uncontrolled physical
expansion and large private gated settlements in unsustainable remote locations.
ISOCARP pledged to incorporate third world problems in all its congresses, offer free
member services to UNCHS projects, and participate in planning education in developing
countries. There was a pragmatic shift toward more local solutions and how they could
be transposed to other culturally and politically different situations (Dalian 2998, Nairobi
2010, Wuhan 2011). However, settlement problems remained acute and were seen to be
exacerbated by the unprecedented levels of global mobility and digital communication, and
their contradictory effects on gradually disintegrating traditional spatial patterns and social
cohesion (Istanbul 2006).
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3

Sharing, Transferring and Managing Essential Resources

Housing is the largest consumer of land globally (Helsinki 1976) but it depends on global
infrastructure to accommodate movement of people and essential resources such as
energy, water (Azores 1998) and food).92 Since the oil shock ISOCARP did not address
energy issues (Strasbourg 1979), nor regional and supra-national infrastructure needs
specifically. Some of these topics were not considered planning issues but the responsibility
of other professions in engineering, transportation, or agriculture. Yet, resource scarcity,
dislocation of economic activities, technological innovation and adverse environmental
impacts of transporting goods and people across the globe have local repercussions and
become planning issues. ISOCARP 2015 congress workshops are taking them up: green
energy strategies in Groningen, global connectivity through airports in Schiphol, and food
for cities in Wageningen.

4

‘Black for White’ interdependence in a Globalising World

Besides global penetration of digital technology, development was increasingly driven by
global capital, petro-dollars and other surplus capital seeking lucrative and safe returns.
The study visits in the Cairo region (Cairo 2003) illustrated what complex demands were
put on planners to satisfy requirements of international investors or intergovernmental
lending bodies. For professional survival, planners had to compete in this global market and
acquire specialist expertise. Post-colonial Europe had benefited from potential outlets in its
former dominions, but they became contested by newcomers, not only from Russia but
also from the developing world, and especially China which had surplus capital and practical
experience in planning and implementing environmental changes at great speed and to
budget to accommodate rapid urbanisation.

A ‘black-for-white’ reversal was under way, meaning that energy and initiatives driving the
development process had shifted from the old to the new world. Initially, the economies
of emerging countries were growing rapidly due to industrial mass production of low value
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goods for export. Increasing affluence, higher salaries and more indigenous consumer
demand led to structural change and production was climbing up the added-value scale,
competing with higher order goods and services of the developed world. With economic
slow-down a similar shift occurred from neglect of their environment due to pollution and
profligate non renewable energy consumption to more sustainable development strategies
with greater reliance on indigenous competences (Nairobi 2010, Wuhan 2011). In Asia
and to some extent in Africa many countries, albeit not all, moved from borrowing western
technological and design models to their own solutions. They resorted to eco-cities aiming at
energy efficiency without losing quality of life, ICT supported ‘smart cities’ with indigenous
technological fixes, and other more sustainable urban development strategies, possibly
leap-frogging some of the western development stages (Dalian 2008, Perm 2012). Perhaps
a little late, many cities in the developing world were changing their approach from bulldozing
whole neighbourhoods to greater care for their cultural heritage.
Threatened by economic melt-down and stagnation, the developed world - far from all of it
though - re-examined its habitual ways. Some cities seriously considered to start ‘making
things’ again for themselves and for export to the world market, relying on their own human
capital, advanced technological knowledge and local resources. The workshop of the 2015
congress in Rotterdam will show how the city is mobilising its indigenous SMEs into the
high-tech supply chain for goods produced again locally in synergy with the port.
These two-way moves between the developed and the developing worlds seem to blur the
boundaries of traditional local as well as geo-political division of labour and planning has
to take note. This does not mean a convergence to a single homogeneous world, but the
emergence of what may become major structural changes resorting to indigenous solutions
in the creation, management and maintenance of the man-made environment while sharing
good practice.

6. PLANNING FOR, PLANNING WITH PEOPLE
From the discussion of 50 years of ISOCARP congresses, it becomes apparent that they
focused on technical, spatial-environmental, sectoral, structural, strategic and policy issues.
Over the years congresses were about shaping the physical environment, creating spaces
and places, and later about incorporating econometric and other a-spatial dimensions in
plans to make them more implementable. Contrary to ISOCARP’s initial objectives, the social
or cultural dimensions tended to be dealt with later in the planning process and often rather
succinctly. Less attention was dedicated to what may arguably be the most intractable
challenge for planners, namely to engage with the people for whom they are planning, or
who are at the receiving end of their plans.
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1

Putting People First

Originally, planning was a rather top down, technocratic activity, but planners are also
people, so they ought to have some understanding for the need of interaction with the
planned. In opposition to blanket urban renewal and large scale development which involved
destruction of whole neighbourhoods people became more outspoken and demanded to
participate actively in all stages of the planning process, claiming a democratic say in the
future of their living and working environment. Their demand for a right to be informed and
to exercise greater influence on development affairs became a live issue everywhere in
the world. Participation or at least ‘consultation’ found its way into planning legislation in
many countries and planners had to concede the right to public involvement. A new breed of
planners, albeit a minority, such as advocacy planners and ‘planners for real’ who acted on
behalf of local communities were seeking genuine dialogue with those affected by planning
decisions.
One of ISOCARP’s avant-garde stance was its concern about people from the outset. For
Sam van Embden, founding member and leading light of ISOCARP, social issues belonged in
the centre of the professional responsibilities of planners. This concern was shared by the
Canadians a decade into ISOCARP’s existence (Montreal 1978). The relation between the
planners and the ‘planned’ is central to the development process and ISOCARP addressed
it periodically, but it looked at it sectorally: urban planning and political decision (Munich
1974), planning in relation to culture (Cordoba 1992), planning and mediation (Sydney
1995), planning for wellbeing (Glasgow 1993)/ Only later did it deal holistically with people’s
empowerment in planning (Cancun 2000).
Interestingly, the literature on ‘planning for people’ was focusing, initially at least, on
disability, frailness and socio-medical assistance, but rarely on the link between the built
environment and its conduciveness to its users - the people. Herbert Gans, a sociologist
was a pioneer in bringing together people and plans.93 In his view planning was for people.94
Only later did designers, such as Jan Gehl95 take up this theme in their planning work.
Academic studies were dealing with public participation in planning but, most importantly,
campaigns96 were lobbying governments for more equitable decision making on the
transformation of the human environment.
People Munich
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People in Planning
ISOCARP’s move into the new millennium was to put people first (Cancun 2000). The Cancun
congress adopted a pro-active stance aiming to empower people to play a more important
part in the planning process. It asked what effects people’s empowerment had on the training
and behaviour of planners. It looked into the institutional and legal consequences of public
participation and it discussed which tools had to be made available to people for more
effective participation. Examples showed that public participation was in fact making planning
performance more effective.
Looking for common denominators to improve participatory planning was challenging as
public participation is one of the area most affected by local circumstances, behaviour and
customs. What influences participation of people in planning is their socio-economic and
financial situation, besides local institutions and planning traditions. A new local development
paradigm seemed to emerge in which public participation became an instrument to improve
local governance and make it more open to multi-actor dialogue inclusive of the private sector.
Planners had to adjust their skills to this interactive planning process by becoming process
designers, information providers, facilitators, mediators and active collaborators in planning
related decision making. While interacting with the public planners had to learn to identify
different roles in groups and communities and contribute actively to transferring knowledge
between them. Such direct involvement was raising concerns that planners could lose their
privileged expert position and some demanded new ‘empowerment of planners’.
In this power game, institutions tended to adopt a defensive position. Enforced changes in
response to public pressure were not necessarily enhancing participation, not least because
public administrators had managerial limitations. In the developing world formal planning
seemed to be divorced from the informal process of settlement production which accounts for
up to 70% of abodes built by the inhabitants and thus constitutes a substantial contribution
to capital formation. Confrontational quasi judicial participation evolved into step by step
‘representative democracy’ as institutions realised that they could harness ‘free energy’ to
the benefit of better built environments more acceptable to the local population.
In reality not everybody was engaging in public participation which was often practised by
the most vocal groups and not necessarily in the interest of the local population as a whole. In
part this was due to those who did not wish to participate, something that had to be respected,
just as much as giving a voice to those who want one. Some were content with delegated
action but most passivity was due to lack of social cohesion and ambition for environmental
improvement and it would be up to the planning system to foster capacity to participate. It
was important to local communities that planners and local authorities did not hide behind
new communication technology which eliminated direct contact between planners and the
‘planned’. Moreover, It was felt that the way planners communicated information did not
always favour the understanding of those concerned and could increase segregation instead
of providing fair two-way information flows.
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Examining diverse forms of participation it was found that paradoxically participation from
the bottom up depended markedly on support from above, the state as well as experts. The
participation process had to establish a balance between the citizenry, the state and market
forces, all of which were increasingly involved in direct participation and lobbying. Participatory
planning amounted to a power issue, including the distribution of power among those who
claimed legitimacy of representation. Participatory planning processes were neither quick nor
easy. They did not necessarily improve democracy in practice but people’s direct involvement
in planning could make plans more sustainable in the longer term. Possibly, people’s
empowerment in planning would assist planning to focus on key issues while leaving the rest
to self-regulation.

2

New Approaches to Planning with People

Shifting from the binary concept of public participation in planning with its inherent potential
of confrontation rather than cooperation, the concept of ‘trialogue’ was introduced as a
more flexible instrument of interaction and cooperation between multiple actors involved
in the planning process. Its aim was to combine people with planning projects and process
(Antwerp). This responded to the shift from the binary opposition between planning in the
hands of the public sector and implementation left to the private sector which often did not
follow. A tri-partite approach to planning issues, essentially at local or city level was expected
to stand a better chance to be realised as all parties considered to have ‘ownership’ of the
strategy and the aims of the projects developed in common.
Changes of the relationship between planners and the planned tend to occur at local level
and many of the 12 cities hosting workshops during the 2015 congress are putting people
in the centre of their preoccupations.
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Occupy London 2012

7. CITIES ARE KEY
From its inception, throughout its existence, and much earlier than what became
conventional wisdom in the planning world97 ISOCARP attributed a crucial position to cities
and city regions in planning and development.98 In part, this could be explained by the fact
that when ISOCARP was created in the 1960s the planning profession occupied an important
position in the public sector, and in particular in cities.

1

International Shift toward Sustainable Cities and Urban Regions

A similar shift toward cities took place in international organisations such as UN Habitat –
which recently included ‘for a better urban future’ in its logo. It launched the world urban
campaign for ‘better cities, better lives’99 in preparation of Habitat III in 2016. It also
incorporated a page on planning and design on its website where many contemporary city ills
are attributed to the absence of urban planning strategies, frameworks and coordination.100
In 2014 the urban thinker campus101 in Italy explored ‘the city we need’ by re-defining
its principles: inclusive, at human scale, walkable, adequate, with affordable accessible
mobility, resilient, economically vibrant, with a unique identity and a sense of place, safe,
healthy, offering affordable rights to the city for all, well planned, financed and governed
at all levels with popular agreement. In particular the ‘city we need’ provides education
and economic opportunities for all, is open and has accessible public spaces, and is an
innovative and efficient site of knowledge production and dissemination. In reality cities
‘made for and by people’ remain a challenge as representation of the planned keeps wanting.
It often takes second place to preoccupations such as how to make cities economically
competitive, although successful economic competitiveness relies precisely on desirable
urban environments as they are deemed to attract and retain new economic, social and
cultural energy (Bilbao 2005).

2

The Art of Taming and Nurturing Cities

By far the fastest pace of urbanisation is taking place in the developing world where urban
agglomerations have grown into the largest mega-cities in the world and cities have been
mushrooming in breadth and height without restraint. However, growth cannot continue
exponentially for ever. Even in China the relation between economic-physical growth and
environmental concerns is changing. This paradigmatic shift became apparent in both
recent congresses in China, one in Dalian (2008) trying to conceive urban growth without
sprawl by using quantitative and qualitative restraint, a daunting challenge for planners; the
other in Wuhan (2011) aiming at making cities more liveable by comparing best practice
across the world. This amounted to rethinking planning and its objectives, the core theme of
the 2015 congress.
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During the many geo-political and macro-economic transformations over the last 50
years ISOCARP had been exploring urban and regional planning approaches to spatial
development to suit the many changes in society (Montreal 1978). This entailed less
technical solutions than new relations between planners and the public (Cancun 2000).
The fact that empowering people in planning reoccurred in so many congresses102 as well
as in ISOCARP President speeches on ‘the state of the profession’ points to two directions.
Either planners remained reluctant to engage in a meaningful and equitable dialogue with
the ultimate users of their plans; or civil society had become more demanding and people
more versed in making their claims heard and their vision for the future taken into account.
Planners had also to re-specify their position and relations vis-a-vis decision makers. To that
effect ISOCARP organised mayors’ summits and sessions with administrators to exchange
views on city planning.103 The many initiatives and congress debates on cities show that
ISOCARP had always been sensitive to urban challenges and responsive to changing
situations.

3

‘Cities Save the World’ - for and by People

The innovative structure of the 50th anniversary ISOCARP congress (Netherlands, Belgium,
Germany and Rotterdam 2015, ‘Cities Save the World – Let’s Reinvent Planning’) reflects
this evolution as it is putting cities in the driving seat where they will share planning issues
with ISOCARP congress participants who are expected to make concrete contributions to
twelve globally topical themes.
When 12 cities in the Netherlands, Belgium and Germany decided to host workshops
for ISOCARP’s 50th anniversary congress in 2015 which postulates that “Cities Save the
World”, they agreed to follow sustainability principles, namely to aim at a balance between
economic, environmental and social needs. This balance is reflected in the 12 themes
adopted by the host cities. It is interesting to note that all the cities attribute an important
role to people in their exploration of planning strategies and implementation opportunities.
ISOCARP may once more be at the forefront of planning practice.
ISOCARP 2015 Congress: Cities Save the World
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City themes
“How to Build the City in a Cooperative Way?” Amsterdam
“How to Rework the Productive City?” Antwerp
“How to Reconcile Local Expectations with Strong International Challenges when
Renewing a City?” Brussels
“How to Create a Sustainable Knowledge Region?” Delft
“How to Implement a Legal Framework for Local Integrated Planning?” Deventer
“How to Leverage Economic Growth from Spatial Projects?” Dortmund
“How to React When Traditional Industries Move Away?” Eindhoven
“How to Sustain Energy Resources?” Groningen
“How to Build a Trans-Boundary Urban System?” Maastricht
“How to Develop Unprecedented Port-City Synergy?” Rotterdam
“How to Sustain Connectivity in a Globalising World?” Schiphol
“How to Feed the World’s Metropolises?” Wageningen

8. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK
What were the most momentous economic and geo-political changes which affected
planning during ISOCARP’s 50 years existence? How has ISOCARP dealt with them? What
is urgent for planning and planners at present, and what lies in store for the longer term
future?

Geo-Politics
World peace, or rather no world war is arguably the single most important contextual feature
of ISOCARP’s 50 years existence. However, the cold war had dominated the world order during
half of this period followed, after the demise of planned economies, by comprehensive
globalisation and harshly spreading neo-liberalism. Economic growth and prosperity,
corporate concentration and free trade shaped this period, albeit disrupted by increasingly
deeper and narrower business cycles and a widening gap between rich and poor, together
with insurgencies driven by fundamentalisms, violence and intolerance.

Physical Processes and the City
Unprecedented expansion of world population, mass migration and breath-taking
urbanisation affected planning, mainly in the developing world. Planning was also confronted
by deindustrialisation and the shift to the service industry in the western world. Urban
sprawl tended to take place despite planning, hollowing out many cities and exacerbating
tensions among urban populations. More recently, the cyber-revolution raised a debate
among planners on the relevance of physical space and its use. Some wrote cities off as
locus of civilisation while others detected a renaissance of cities, with a return of dynamic
populations to cities who triggered physical change. Yet, time has an arrow and urban
regeneration brought with it new spatial and social segregation expressed in displacement
and gentrification. The right to the city remains at the heart of the ethics of planning, played
out in the dialectic between cities and people.

People and Protests
Development has always been unequal and spawned numerous protest movements,
many of them with a global resonance. The environmental movement, strong in California
in the 1960s was spreading throughout the world with, among others, Friends of the Earth
starting its environmental rights action in 1969, and Greenpeace linking the protection of
the environment to peace from 1971. While environmentalists objected to the destruction
of nature by urbanisation and lobbied for the preservation of the planet’s finite resources,
conservationists focused their concerns on the built heritage threatened by blanket urban
renewal. The peace movement was against comprehensive destruction. The ‘campaign for
nuclear disarmament’ (CND), initiated in 1957, the Greenham Common women’s peace
camp from 1981, and groups worldwide contested nuclear armament.
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Many others protest groups, such as feminists and LGBT were fighting against social and
spatial injustice. They were joined more recently by ‘Occupy’ which objects to the excesses
of financial capitalism and consumerism, claims greater spatial and social equality and
practises more sustainable lifestyles. Peaceful geo-regional revolutions of emancipation
and popular uprisings in favour of self-determination took many forms, to name but a few,
the Zapatistas in Mexico or the Piqueteros in Argentina, the Arab spring in North Africa, or
sit-ins in Hong-Kong. However, other minority manifestations, some against post colonial
western interventions, took more violent forms of terrorism and religious wars. All these
protest movements tend to be acted out in cities in very symbolic places and are sustaining
the debate on the right to the city.

Right to the City
Thinking about the ‘right to the city’ has preoccupied many thinkers during the whole of
ISOCARP’s existence. As cities evolve and change, the questions of how, why and whose
rights will permeate these changes. According to David Harvey:
“The right to the city is far more than the individual liberty to access urban resources:
it is a right to change ourselves by changing the city. It is, moreover, a common
rather than an individual right since this transformation inevitably depends upon
the exercise of a collective power to reshape the processes of urbanisation. The
freedom to make and remake our cities and ourselves is […] one of the most
precious yet most neglected of our human rights”. 104
Over many years Edward Soja was working with local activists in Los Angeles to explore
the right to the city in practice, with spatial justice in mind.105 Both are inspired by Henry
Lefebvre who saw the ‘right to the city’ as a transformed and renewed right to urban life,
as a new urban politics.106 Perceiving the city as a collective ‘work of art’ – ‘oeuvre’ - of all
inhabitants and users of the city, he attributed more importance to appropriation of space
by all than domination of those who own space.107 Although the debate about the right to the
city has been ebbing and flowing, struggles for the ‘right to the urban’ continue and planners
cannot be bystanders. In substantive terms, cities and people are likely to remain at the
forefront of further ISOCARP congress debates.

Planning Tools or Ethics?
Besides substantive planning issues, it is quite legitimate for a professional society to
pay due attention to the tools of its trade. At every congress they were given full attention.
Planning techniques have evolved enormously over the last 50 years and sharing how they
are applied in practice was one of the reasons for attending congresses. The debate about
the right to the city makes clear though that the role and responsibilities of planners are
not confined to producing techno-fixes. Quite the reverse, planners are posited amidst the
human contradictions inherent in the production of space, in the design and management
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of the built environment. Therefore, ethical issues of planning, and in particular the social
responsibilities of planners have always formed part of ISOCARP’s concerns. Dissemination
opportunities of quantitative or technical knowledge and know-how have grown beyond
imagination during the 50 years of ISOCARP. Expanding the society’s members to all parts
of the world and increasing their numbers sustainably would contribute to garner an even
greater amount of knowledge. However, exchanges on ethical issues tend to be of a more
personal qualitative nature, inherent in human relations, and possibly in contradiction
with large quantities of knowledge creation and sharing. ISOCARP has always been a place
where lasting friendships have been forged and mutual concordance on ethical stances
and sometimes even humility have permeated the society and its standing. Perhaps the
contradiction between big data manipulation and human relations cannot be resolved and
will form part of ISOCARP debates for many years to come.

Focus and Vision
Over ISOCARP’s 50 years of activities, both the perception of planning and the position of the
planning profession have changed considerably. Individual members, corporate partners,
ISOCARP presidents and various ISOCARP committees have initiated many new activities,
either in response to, or in anticipation of new issues relevant to planners. They were often
inspired by avant-garde debates at ISOCARP congresses and not least by what remained
unresolved. ISOCARP has managed to constitute an impressive and arguably unique
collective memory from its many activities, but essentially its congresses. ISOCARP has
continuously sought to ensure both continuity and excellence, as well as experimentation
and foresight. It remains pertinent to continue critical examination of planning practice and
its repercussions on those who live, work, play and learn in the human-made environment.
ISOCARP intends to challenge both planning and the planning profession when it will explore
how ISOCARP should approach the next fifty years and what the role and responsibilities of
its members may be. Revisiting ISOCARP’s achievements provides a basis for its vision for
the next 50 years which remains the task of the 50th anniversary congress to imagine.

“PEOPLE IS THE CITY”
by Remmelt Oosterhuis
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List of ISOCARP Congresses
Date / Nº

Topic

2015

Rotterdam & cities in
Netherlands Belgium
Germany

Cities Save the World – Let’s
Reinvent Planning

2014

Gdynia
Poland

Urban Transformations:
Cities and Water

2013

Brisbane
Australia

Frontier Planning: Evolving
and Declining Models of City
Planning Practices

2012

Perm
Russia

Fast Forward: Planning in a
Hyper Dynamic Urban Context

2011

Wuhan
China

Liveable Cities, Urbanising
World, Meeting the Challenge

2010

Nairobi
Kenya

Sustainable Cities –
Developing World
4rd Mayors’ Summit

2009

Porto
Portugal

Low Carbon Cities

2008

Dalian
China

Urban Growth Without Sprawl

2007

Antwerp
Belgium

Urban Trialogues

51

50

49

48

47

46

45

44

43
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Place

2006

Istanbul
Turkey

Integration and Disintegration
3nd Mayors’ Summit

2005

Bilbao
Spain

Spaces for the Creative
Economy
2nd Mayors’ Summit

2004

Geneva
Switzerland

Management of Urban
Regions
1st Mayors’ Summit

2003

Cairo
Egypt

Planning for a Globalising and
Competitive World

2002

Athens
Greece

The Pulsar effect

2001

Utrecht
Netherlands

Planning in the Information Age

2000

Cancun
Mexico

People’s Empowerment
in Planning

1999

Gelsenkirchen
Germany

The Future of Industrial
Regions

1998

Azores
Portugal

Land and Water

1997

Ogaki
Japan

Risk Assessment and
Management

42

41

40

39

38

37

36

35

34

33

77

Date / Nº

Topic

1996

Jerusalem
Israel

Migration and the Global
Economy

1995

Sydney
Australia

Planning and Mediation

1994

Prague
Czech Republic

Expanding Demands on
Planning

1993

Glasgow
UK

Cities, Regions and Well-being

1992

Cordoba
Spain

Cultural Identities and Unity

1991

Guadalajara
Mexico

Planning for Leisure

1990

Warsaw
Poland

The Environment and the City

1989

Basle
Switzerland

Communication Technology
and Mobility and their Impact
on Urban Structures and Form

1988

Taomina
Italy

Urban and Metropolitan
Peripheries

32

31

30

29

28

27

26

25

24
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Place

1986

Paris
France

Research for Urban Planning
Practice

1985

Berlin
Germany

Implementation of Planning, non
governmental actions in urban
development

1984

Braga
Portugal

Implementation of Planning in
Small Towns, Agents of Action

1983

Amsterdam
Netherlands

Implementation of Planning: The
Partners

1982

Istanbul
Turkey

Habitat for All, what is the
solution (Unesco-ISOCARP)

1981

Stockholm
Sweden

Renaissance of the City, How?

1980

Tunis
Tunisia

Planning and Education
(Unesco –ISOCARP)

1979

Strasbourg
France

Planning and Energy (Council
of Europe-ISOCARP)

1978

Montreal
Canada

Evolution of Urban and
Regional Planning with
Regard to Changes in Society

22

21

20

19

18

17

16

15

14
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Date / Nº

Topic

1987

Delhi
India

Planning and Actions for
Shelter for the Homeless
(Unesco-ISOCARP)

1976

Helsinki
Finland

Demands on the Land

1975

Edinburgh
UK

Planning for our Inheritance

1974

Munich
Germany

Urban Planning and Political
Decision

1973

Zurich
Switzerland

Integration and Segregation in
Urban Land Uses and Activities

1972

Gothenburg
Sweden

Visual Qualities of the Built
Environment

1971

Antwerp
Belgium

Physical and Economic
Planning

23

12

11

10
9

8

7
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Place

1977

Athens
Greece

Urban Change and Urban
Structure; how to regain
coherence?

1970

Aix-en-Provence
France

Education of the Planner

1969

Duesseldorf
Germany

The Integration of Public
Transport in Town Planning
Policy

1968

Torino
Italy

The Rules of Spatial
Composition

1967

Lyon
France

“Texte Progamme” of
ISOCARP

1966

Coimbra
Portugal

The Urban Developments in the
Region

1965

Amsterdam
Netherlands

Founding of ISOCARP

13

6

5

4

3

2

1
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Ruben Bianchi’s drawing. Paris ISOCARP Congress, 1986.
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3

KEY ORIENTATIONS
OF THE PLANNING
PROFESSION
Judith Ryser

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Preamble
Context of the Planning Profession
ISOCARP’s Approach to the Planning Profession
External Influences on ISOCARP Planners
New Departures Affecting Planning
Conclusion and Outlook

INTRODUCTION
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Editor

“WHAT’S OUR SCOPE?” by Remmelt Oosterhuis
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1. PREAMBLE
Over fifty years the fourteen ISOCARP presidents presented their vision of planning and
the planning profession. This chapter presents what ISOCARP has been contributing to the
evolution of the planning profession. The presidents and ISOCARP members expressed how
planners had to change and adapt their role and transform the image of planning in response
to new challenges, ranging from geo-political shifts to technological breakthroughs, from
public opinion swings to new opportunities and perceived threats. This panorama of
thoughts and actions is contributing to the on-going discussion among ISOCARP members,
informs ISOCARP’s future activities and is shared with planners worldwide.

2. CONTEXT OF THE PLANNING PROFESSION
Over two generations planning ideas have been hatched, transposed, tested, discarded,
discredited and taken up again in modified form. During the last fifty years, planners
conceived spatial development, ‘(re-) discovered’ the environment, tackled ‘ecology’,
turned their attention to ‘sustainability’ and explored virtual reality. In response to the
political issues of the day and their concrete planning implications, planners had to tackle
the contradictions inherent in the act of planning itself. Built up gradually – in part with the
help of planners – the environment remained a stubborn challenge. No amount of planning
theory or practice could guarantee that planners’ interventions would produce resilient
solutions, regardless of whether events followed planning or planning followed events.

1

Evolution of the Planning Profession

Even at the prime time for planners, others professions like transportation specialists and
civil engineers,1 subsequently systems analysts and mathematical modellers2 and more
recently information technologists gained influence over shaping the built environment.
When the development process reached out to cyberspace it attracted information and
communication professionals. With the preoccupation of climate change other scientists
followed, and with continuing globalisation and economic liberalisation real estate
professionals are having an increasing presence among planners. No matter how much
some futurists yearn for outer space and the planetary system as a potential escape from
an increasingly polluted earth, planners have to deal with the use and management of a
finite amount of land, together with natural elements like air, water, climate, topography and
energy and to shape space to accommodate the needs of people. Whilst resorting to the
latest technologies it remains their task to imagine solutions for a balanced and equitable
spatial allocation of finite resources in the public interest and to contribute to the attribution
of betterment owing to land development.
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How ISOCARP members experienced the evolution of the planning profession is linked to
the expanding geographic context of ISOCARP which reflects where the role and status of
the planning profession were most dynamically debated. At its inception in 1965, after its
severance from the IFHP3 ISOCARP gathered a small number of experienced planners mainly
from Western Europe who were at the forefront of innovative thinking and action. In the
nineteen-sixties, Europe was leading in this field together with other market economies and
exercised great influence on emerging countries, many among them from its colonial past.
From the outset, ISOCARP sought ties with other international organisations with similar
objectives. In those days planning, by definition, held a dominant position in planned
economies such as the Soviet Union, China and other countries in their sphere of influence.
The deliberations of the Committee of Housing, Building and Planning of the United Nations
European Commission for Europe clearly reflected the dichotomy between planned and
market economy backgrounds.4 Always inclusive ISOCARP started to have members from
what was then known as the ‘second world’. Subsequently a growing number of planners
from developing countries joined as well.
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2

The Object of Planning

Already on the IFHP Standing Committee of Professional Planners those who became
founding members of ISOCARP introduced topical issues for planners and continued to so
do for ISOCARP for years to come. Besides dealing with urban renewal they identified ‘the
task of town planning’, a ‘code of honour’ and remuneration rules. They also got engaged in
the ‘training of creative planners’. They sought international recognition of ‘town planning
designers’ while offering technical assistance outside their own countries and especially
in the developing world. From the outset, they related to other professions involved in
urban development such as social scientists and above all architects, a profession in which
many of them had qualified before becoming planners. To this day, ISOCARP continues
to expand its cooperation with other built environment professionals and academics.
ISOCARP maintained its initial professional objectives, yet it continuously adjusted and
expanded them to suit changed circumstances. ISOCARP should not be apologetic about
its initial Eurocentrism. It corresponded to world reality, substantiated in the IMPP5 which
demonstrates how the influence of colonial planning legislation persists to this day in some
of the developing world and how centralised planning philosophies still form part of many
countries although they have disengaged from their communist past. Trying to contribute
positively to the interdependence between the developed and the developing world,
ISOCARP’s revised Strategy builds on its past while raising to 21st century challenges of the
planning profession worldwide.
London 2015 Plan
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3

Who Plans?

Taking the UK as an example, a closer look shows that several professions were at work in
innovative and large scale development. Ebenezer Howard, a driving force of the garden city
movement6 was a developer in his own right and a founder of the Garden Pioneer Company
which developed Letchworth, the First Garden City Limited. Before him, Christopher Wren
and John Nash were surveyors, estate managers and developers on behalf of monarchs. The
former designed a plan for London after the Great Fire of 1616 albeit never realised, and the
latter conceived the ceremonial route built from St James’s Park to Regent’s Park. Raymond
Unwin, another surveyor and engineer conceived housing layouts based on infrastructure
efficiency,7 advised the Minister of Health on a plan for London in 1929, and reported on
the principles of decentralisation to the Greater London Regional Committee in 1933. He
was the first to advocate a green belt and to control ribbon development along main roads.
However, commenting on the 1932 Town and Country Planning Act, interference with the
operations of private enterprise was taboo according to Stephen Ward.8
Only after the Second World War became planning and development control a matter of
public interest with the 1947 Planning Act9. Influential planners like Patrick Abercrombie
insisted before that event10 that social, economic and strategic problems had to be included
in planning in order to deal with London’s congestion, contain its sprawl and curb the North
South drift of England’s population. Ironically the New Towns, planned to absorb London’s
surplus population as self-contained urban environments became part of metropolitan
London. The London city region was boosted even further when government policies
of the mid-noughties were promoting a massive influx of new housing in the South East
of England. At present London planners are trying to accommodate the 100,000 annual
population influx under an emaciated planning system while some planning academics are
proposing five radical ideas for a better planning system.11
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3. ISOCARP’S APPROACH TO THE PLANNING PROFESSION
ISOCARP’s conception of planning is strongly rooted in the 20th century. However, in later
years the presidents’ views were branching out beyond essentially spatial-physical
planning. They referred to global environmental concerns while not omitting social issues
and promoted a more inclusive and integrated approach to development relevant to an
interdependent globalising world. They dealt with the need to rethink ISOCARP’ internal
governance in the light of its own growth into a global society.
During this time, the centre of gravity of planning had shifted from the national level in
charge of overall development strategies when ISOCARP was founded to a more diverse,
multi-layered situation. It corresponded to the multi-varied evolution of planning and cities
assuming a more affirmative role in the development process. This is reflected in the
greater weight attributed to cities in recent ISOCARP congresses. Cities are indeed carrying
the brunt of the effects of globalisation which, far from creating a homogeneous world, are
concentrating wealth while exacerbating segregation, polarisation, digital divide. City and
regional planners play an important role in dealing with adverse legacies of accelerating neoliberal growth in their areas of competence, including unsustainable use of finite resources.
Despite the drastic geo-political changes that had occurred over the last fifty years, certain
constancies ran through the speeches of the ISOCARP presidents at the end of their term
of office on “The State of the Planning Profession.” They all addressed professional ethics
and values; the pursuit of consistency in the evolution of the planning profession; and the
paradox between long term and short term planning.
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1

ISOCARP’s Professional Invariances

Professional ethics constituted an essential and integral part of the planning profession
as promoted by ISOCARP. Ethics included professional integrity, truthfulness, solidarity,
high quality standards of output, impartiality, but also commitment to values like equity,
the commons, or social justice. While ISOCARP presidents acknowledged that planners in
different parts of the world and from different generations may interpret ethics differently
and attach varying degrees of importance to them, they remained convinced that shared
ethics and values formed the moral foundation of the planning profession worldwide.
A second invariance was the pursuit of consistency in the evolution of the profession as
perceived by planners themselves. Yet, three separate and not always coordinated strands
of planning seemed to have run in parallel through professional activities over the last half
century:
- reactive planning, exercising development control
- proactive planning, producing concepts, visions and actions
- interactive planning, collaborative planning and exercising a mediating role.
The third common ground was the paradox between planning as a long term activity, informed
by scientific inquiry and consultation, and planning as a short term response to contextual
and political pressures, sudden events, unpredictable problems and opportunities which
raise urgent issues in need of creative ideas and pragmatism, besides step by step
advances toward an intended future.
Arguably, these identified invariances may reflect unresolved or insoluble planning
problems. Sam van Embden, a key figure of ISOCARP proposed an ingenious way forward
when he suggested that planning was about “designing immovables to accommodate
ultra-movables”. Keeping this debate as a permanent feature of ISOCARP fosters in-depth
exploration of the planning profession and forms a collective memory, building on previous
insights which enables the profession to consolidate and continuously improve its image
and standing.

2

Sharing Paradoxical Invariances

ISOCARP contributed actively to the debate on paradoxical invariances with which planners
have to cope by continuously appraising planning and the planning profession and
disseminating and sharing its findings in:
- its manifestos, mission statements and credos
- its publications and communications by electronic means
- through interpersonal networking.
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Thanks to many presidential initiatives, ISOCARP’s main means of conveying its professional
expertise to the outside world are its website (www.ISOCARP.org) and its publications. A new
edition of IMPP12 in book form and on CD presents practical applications of planning systems
in almost 130 countries worldwide. ISOCARP presidents were instrumental in publishing all
ISOCARP’s annual congresses, including case studies on CD, its seminars, young planners’
workshops, implementation workshops, anniversary celebrations and, more recently,
mayors’ summits, as well as one-off events and results of bilateral and multilateral
cooperation with other international organisations, such as UNECE,13 UN Habitat, UNESCO,
WUF14 and the EU to name but a few. They initiated Memoranda of Understanding with other
international professional organisations and close links with national planning institutes to
broaden ISOCARP’s network of planning professionals and promote planning by all means
possible. All these modes of communication to deal with the role and responsibilities of
planners aim to stimulate excellence within the planning profession and inform the outside
world about it.

3

Recurrencies

Recurrencies are complementary to invariances in planning. One of ISOCARP’s recurrent
debate is the link between nature and planning. Planners argue that nature is encapsulated
in land, thus influences land ownership, land use and, by extension, land use planning.
By continuously revisiting such interdependencies planners affirm the importance of
sustainable land use, quality of space and place, and thus of spatial planning, despite
outside challenges over the last 50 years. Put under pressure planners undertook
intellectual excursions at different times into a-spatial thinking to find out how economics,
social theory, human perception and environmental psychology impacted on issues of land,
space and place, their quality and uses. This enabled planners to reaffirm the unassailable
relation between land use and nature, and more recently the custodianship of nature in the
development process. The latter was one of the central themes in the presidents’ speeches
on the planning profession.

Brisbane
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4

Presidential Legacies

The ISOCARP presidents embedded their vision of the profession in the specific context
which had affected their period in office. They explored how the profession had to respond
to new outside influences while preserving the best of its ‘acquis communautaire’.
None of the Presidents indulged in nostalgia. They used their experience and views about
the profession as their knowledge base on which to build future strategies, activities and
achievements of the planning profession. They continuously contributed new insights to
ISOCARP’s collective memory. Over the last 50 years, probably the two most prominent
additions were:
- increasing consciousness of context
- inclusion of other players: people, politicians, developers.
This evolution was sometimes reflected in their own professional trajectories which mirrored
those of many ISOCARP members and, to some extent, the evolution of the planning
profession at large.

4. EXTERNAL INFLUENCES ON ISOCARP PLANNERS
Most ISOCARP presidents were internationalists. They participated in international
deliberations of planning professionals representing their institutions, public planning
offices, university departments and increasingly corporate private or public utility agencies.
ISOCARP in its vocation of custodian of the planning profession benefited from its presidents’
experiences and networks. Presidential outreach was a key route for ISOCARP to try to
influence external forces which had repercussions on the state of the planning profession.

1

Planners’ Responses to the Dynamic of External Influences

The dynamics of the production of the built environment and its direction led many planners
to revisit their professional position. They had to adjust and shift it in the light of new
circumstances and technological development. This made them acquire further knowledge
and skills to cope with future long term challenges. Starting as designers, many of them as
architects, they were seduced by the power of technology. During the ‘White Heat’ period
of the nineteen-sixties, technology was considered a panacea also for planning solutions.
Yet, planners became aware that socio-economic forces were more important in shaping
the political context on which planning depends. Repercussions of the energy shock and,
in the early nineteen-seventies growing ‘green consciousness’, resource awareness and
alternative technologies15 coming on stream counteracted development pressures of the
economic growth postulate. While market forces favoured ‘laissez faire’ and the reduction of
planning powers, there was also a shift to people power and the limits to growth movement.
In turn, this led to the emergence and later incorporation of negotiation and mediation in
planning, as opposed to top down planning.
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In response to socio-economic trends public sector planning gave gradually way to private
sector intervention. All this took place in the context of wildly fluctuating economic cycles
and increasing consciousness of East-West and North-South interdependence. The 1979
UN/ECE convention on trans-boundary air pollution was the first manifestation of the need
for international cooperation and knowledge sharing, as well as the acknowledgement of
symmetry of knowledge in the exchange between East-West and North-South with direct
repercussions on the planning profession.
Shorter term changes also affected the planning profession. An important influence was the
economic cycle in which the construction sector is first to dive but first to thrive, often followed
by the development industry as a whole. How much transformation of the built environment
was attributable to the implementation of planning and how much to the private market was
always a matter of debate. During recessions, the planning professionals were criticised
for the contested results of the building boom period. During economic recovery they were
crowded out by newcomers such as management consultants, economic strategists,
integrated design and build companies with engineers and project managers in the lead,
as well as investors and marketing operators. Often land owners with access to finance
were able to realise their own plans and land uses without qualified planners. Hampered by
government imposed austerity in the nineteen-eighties the public sector was forced to shed
professional planners and contract out shrinking planning work. During these chaotic times
it was easy to blame the planners for adverse development, negative equity, destroyed
environments and lack of infrastructure and services. This changing economic and political
context transformed the planning profession from its self-confident, sometimes arrogant
role to a player among many others in a treacherous world of astronomical potential material
gains and devastating risk to society and the environment.

2

Presidents’ Views of Planners’ Interaction with the Outside World

Sam van Emden’s lucid analysis of the planners’ dialectic with the outside world - mostly
out of their control - remains valid today. According to him the ‘is-state’ of this world was
user-dissatisfaction with their built environment and, by inference, the planning profession
responsible for producing it. Possible causes remained constant contextual themes of
the ISOCARP debate on the state of the profession. Some diverse views expressed in the
president speeches and shared by many ISOCARP planners follow below.
A recurring perceived adverse effect on planners was the weakness of the legal planning
framework, under constant pressure from politicians and money of powerful players, such
as developers, land owners and investors. However, some argued that in any case legal
planning frameworks were not suitable planning instruments to ascertain sustainable land
use and quality of space. Quite the reverse, their prime objectives were the creation of legal
certainty for land owners, legal relations between them, and the definition of building rights.
Other possible reasons for the controversy of the planning profession were planners’ own
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weaknesses, wilful displacement of history and arrogance in destroying collective memory
in their midst. However, many planners were resisting the temptation of personal gains,
deference to political power, and falling for fashion.

In public awareness planning was not innocent and right to be contested as it created
and destroyed values. Conversely, many planners believed that they were blamed when
things go wrong and not praised when they got it right. Views among ISOCARP planners were
too diverse though for them to agree with former president Derek Lyddon’s ’idees-forces’
instead of ‘idées fixes’ about the role of planners.
The illusion persisted among some planners that they were simply technicians. Some
presidents deplored the tendency of some planners to hide behind the imagined neutrality
of reductionist models and to claim that they were subjected to technological change outside
their control. Others pleaded that planners should not need to use rationality to legitimise
what could stem from their subjective creativity. Others disapproved that planners should
mystify the ‘planned’ with sophisticated tools such as computer generated images and
mathematical models, especially when considering that planning draws equally on social
sciences as hard sciences in different parts of the world. Others still pleaded for planning
with sustained compassion beyond science to improve the human condition everywhere.
A more pessimistic view was that planners may be confined to a narrow regulatory process
permitting only short term flexible responses to unpredictable requests.
Sam van Embden had concluded that planning should oscillate between rationality and
fantasy, between ‘raison de raison’ and ‘raison de coeur’. Fortunately, many planners
managed to maintain the capability of self assessment and redirection in response to
continuous critique.
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5. NEW DEPARTURES AFFECTING PLANNING
Although specific socio-economic and political changes affected planning during the three
year periods of ISOCARP presidencies16 reflected in the presidents’ departing speeches,
planning was driven by longer term trends with direct impacts on the planning profession.
In the light of the complexity of these changes, ISOCARP dedicated four congresses to
‘professional practice and its evolution’ with the aim to consolidate and strengthen the
planning profession.17 This theme was also central to the four preceding ISOCARP anniversary
publications18 and keeps a prominent place in this discussion on the presidents’ views on
the planning profession.
Attempts to establish legitimacy, authority and professional status for planners predate ISOCARP. Its founding members prepared the ground within IFHP since 1954. In the
nineteen-thirties, when both the architectural profession and the world were in crisis,
architects set up the CIAMs19 to specify good architectural practice and city design.20 In
1959, Team 1021 shed the shackles of the Athens Charter to “make imagination once more
triumph over common sense”. Thus, ISOCARP was aware that it had to steer between Cylla
and Charibdis when seeking global consensus on professional ethics and practice. This
was an arduous task at its inception, as planning arose from a culture of war damage and
was poorly prepared for peace time requirements. In vain, ISOCARP attempted to establish
its own Charter of professional content and conduct. Not succeeding may be attributed to
the fact that planning was gradually losing its long term nature and with it the viability of a
‘longue duree’ perspective of itself.
Globalisation and its unequal repercussions which fragmented and polarised societies
made the task of building consensus among professional planners worldwide even more
difficult. Seventy years after CIAM’s Athens Charter, the European Council of Town Planners
(ECTP) wrote a new Charter, a vision for cities of the 21st century22 with ISOCARP’s contribution
However, instead of seeking worldwide consensus on the aim and nature of planning and
the role and responsibilities of planners, ISOCARP may have to look for more differentiated
models of cooperation in the production and management of the built environment. It could
and should keep its network open to sharing of expertise and knowledge with a broad
constituency.
At its 25th anniversary ISOCARP critically examined requirements of planners both in the
developed and the developing world and found them to be:
- long term planning of the use and management of resources
- achieving planning objectives without economic growth
- improving public participation and implementation
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- influencing politics through better planning by developing an effective
planning system adapted to the needs of the public
- sustaining a robust professional ethic by subjecting it to perpetual
appraisal.
Some of these objectives appeared to have withstood the passage of time. Nevertheless,
after another 25 years, time may have come for ISOCARP to revisit these recommendations,
together with its professional ethics, values and inter-cultural relations. The theme of the
50th anniversary congress “Reinventing Planning” put such a debate at its heart.

Ruben Bianchi’s drawing. Warsaw ISOCARP Congress, 1990.

6. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK
In a context of dramatic geo-political divides driven by uncertainty and frenetic change, can
ISOCARP uphold its ethic principles and harness its professional commons while engaging
in necessary adaptations and adjustments of the planning profession? How can it best
draw on its diverse constituency to generate fresh knowledge and satisfy new and changing
demands of clients, ranging from politicians, public authorities to private developers and
end users of the built environment? Has ISOCARP exhausted all possible avenues when
dealing with dynamic situations which require creative understanding and innovative
planning skills?
During fifty years, ISOCARP contributed to the advancement of the planning profession
with foresight. It often raised issues before they became mainstream. Many of its themes
remain topical although it had omitted others. For example, ISOCARP concentrated on land
use planning but was less involved in integrating land use planning with transportation
planning despite recognising the importance of mobility and its interdependence with the
physical fabric.
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A mute point remains male dominated values in planning. Research on time budgets23
showed that planned built environments tended to be adverse to women. Started as a
gentlemen’s club ISOCARP should continue to attract more women,24 together with young
members and professionals from the developing world whose perspectives are needed for
harmonious and inclusive spatial development.
Despite its declared interest in planning research ISOCARP concentrated on practice.
Conventional wisdom still tends to postulate that the timescale of scientific reflection and
analysis is incompatible with the pressing nature of planning problems and the short term
time horizon of politics. Not surprisingly, planning is poorly backed by science and research.
ISOCARP could put greater effort into fostering analytical studies able to provide relevant
feedback to planning practice, and its newly created Institute may progress this. It could
enable ISOCARP to make a more active contribution to planning practice by feeding findings
from practising planners and applied research into planning education and skill training.
With its members from both practice and academia, ISOCARP is uniquely placed to narrow
the gap between planning practitioners and planning academics which the Bologna process
seemed to have increased.

Much remains to be done for ISOCARP during its next fifty years. Some of its activities will
remain relevant while new ones will emerge, especially as ISOCARP is keen to broaden its
constituency. ISOCARP’s history shows that it is not feasible to adopt a single position and
that there is a need to accommodate several strands of planning instead. During fifty years
of debating and campaigning for the planning profession, physical planning maintained a
central position, albeit interpreted differently in the North and the South. Some see it as
large scale architecture or urban design, others incorporate many non design aspects,
ranging from social analysis to economic budgeting and political programming, others still
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may opt for it as a coordinating function of planners as generalists. It is worth remembering
though that the bulk of physical development bypasses planners altogether. In the light of
this reality the planning profession has to work hard to establish and maintain its legitimacy.
When looking back on its achievements over the last fifty years, justifiably with pride,
ISOCARP is right to launch a debate on the role and responsibility of planners towards their
clients, the environment and, most importantly, the people for whom they conceive built
environments.
ISOCARP is pursuing its ambition as a truly global Society. This brings its own challenges as
planning requirements will always differ between countries and regions and planners from
these diverse areas will have different expectations from their international professional
society, notwithstanding practicalities like dealing with many languages and limited
resources. Perhaps out of idealism ISOCARP had ventured in the past toward unrealistic
professional uniformity and came under pressure to evolve from a unified to a more
decentralised and networked organisation. The advent of ICT made this easier and the
ISOCARP website was set up to facilitate direct communications between ISOCARP members.
One of the valued asset of ISOCARP though are the many friendships it had facilitated during
the face to face events.
Self-reliant local endeavours among members who share culture and language may be a way
forward for more local autonomy, provided they share their outcomes with the ISOCARP as a
whole. However, without some overall cohesion regionalisation may lead to fragmentation,
and thereby possibly undermine the very purpose of a global society which considers itself
as a beacon of excellence for the planning profession worldwide. As one among many other
global professional organisations, ISOCARP is aware of its need to network with others and
offer cooperation which, in turn, will keep it abreast in a fast moving world. A solid core of
loyal and active members, continuously joined by young planning professionals with
diverse backgrounds and experiences from an increasing number of countries is living proof
of ISOCARP’s resilience and will form a solid ground for its future.
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ISOCARP’S
CONTRIBUTIONS
TO BUILDING A
SUSTAINABLE
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5.

YPPs: Young Planning Professionals’ Workshops
UPATs: Urban Planners Advisory Teams
Mayors’ Summits
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Projects and International Collaboration
(Planning4All, Planning4Business, etc)
6. ISOCARP Institute
7. Cities are Key
8. ISOCARP Awards

INTRODUCTION
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“ENCROACHING INTERESTS (BUT NOT NECESSARILY CONFLICTING)” by Remmelt Oosterhuis
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During its 50 years of existence ISOCARP has made major contributions to planning and
the planning profession with its activities. They were evolving continuously and changed
emphasis, reflecting the transformation of the context of planning over the past 50 years
as well as the expansion of ISOCARP into a global society. It would be inappropriate to aim
at an exhaustive account of the many and diverse contributions ISOCARP has produced
during five decades. This short account collated towards the celebration of ISOCARP’s 50th
anniversary is only able to point to the highlights and is limited by fading memories as
well as incomplete records of often decentralised and spontaneous initiatives. It has built
on previous anniversary publications, information on the ISOCARP website and the many
contributions kindly offered by individual members. In this chapter, ISOCARP’s activities
are grouped into key initiatives, besides the congresses and the debates on the state of
the profession which are the core of ISOCARP’s contributions to planning and the planning
profession presented elsewhere.

1. YPP: YOUNG PLANNING PROFESSIONALS’ WORKSHOPS
The Young Planning Professionals’ Programme (YPP Programme) is a crucial component of
ISOCARP’s dedication to promoting and enhancing the planning profession. The objective is
to provide young planning professionals from all continents with an opportunity to learn and
work in a multi-cultural setting and share their experiences. The Young Planning Professional
Workshops are the main vehicle for that.

1

History

A major contribution of former President Serge Domicelj to ISOCARP was to promote the
younger generation of planners. ISOCARP members were mainly reputed senior planners
and he was keen to rejuvenate the membership by attracting young planning professionals
from all continents and involving them actively in ISOCARP’s activities. A practical proposal
was to organise workshops for young planners in connection with the ISOCARP congresses.
Former President Javier de Mesones took on the baton and initiated the first YPP at the 26th
congress in Guadalajara, Mexico in 1991. Such an inclusive pursuit was very suitable for the
congress theme: “Planning for People”. Estefania Chavez de Ortega obtained the necessary
logistic and financial support to realise this first workshop which was presented to the
congress at the plenary session where it was well received. ISOCARP has been organising
Young Planning Professionals Workshops (YPP) for over two decades. YPPs have also been
initiated by Dutch ministries to contribute to their strategic plans. More recently, ISOCARP
national delegations organised national YPPs in cooperation with ISOCARP in Poland, Russia
and China. A recent departure were training courses for YPPs organised with the cooperation
of national planning organisations. They were explored at the Sitges project office in 2006
and took place in El Ain and Abu Dhabi in the United Arab Emirates in 2014 and 2015. YPP
workshops are constantly evolving and further innovations are introduced for the 50th
anniversary congress in 2015.
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2

Purpose and Content

The YPPs were conceived as an opportunity for young professionals from around the world
to work together on a local planning issue with the assistance of experienced planners and
to participate in all congress activities. These workshops were organised at every congress
since then. They are usually taking place in the week preceding the ISOCARP annual World
Congress. YPP Workshops are brief-but-intense brainstorming and planning exercises that
resemble what architecture students know as ‘charrettes‘. In the established tradition of the
YPP Workshops, young professionals have the opportunity to develop new ideas, concepts
or proposals for the area under study in need of new strategies and/or action plans. The YPPs
are presenting their ideas in front of a critical jury: the participants of the annual ISOCARP
Congress. The teams have to prepare a well-rehearsed presentation that may even catch the
special attention of local planning authorities. The host Local Authority or Planning Agency
usually welcomes the fresh ideas that arise from the Workshops. In several instances,
results from the YPP Workshops have been used as inputs in their own strategies for the
study area. Overall, the workshops provide a synergetic platform where new ideas and
creative solutions to complex and multifaceted urban issues are produced. While factual
results of the workshop are published in a Workshop Report, experiences stay in the hearts
and minds of the participant YPPs, who not only learn from each other, but often make lifelong friends.

103

3

Funding

UNESCO sponsored 15 YPPs from 1991 to 2005 and selected young planning professionals
from all over the world had the benefit of a UNESCO grant to participate in the YPP Workshop.
With UNESCO’s support, the proportion of participants from developing countries increased
significantly over the years. The growing number of ISOCARP members from the developing
world is encouraging, particularly as the formative processes of the urban future of the world
are taking place primarily in this part of the world. ISOCARP, as an independent think-tank and
network of professionals, can make meaningful contributions to the enormous tasks ahead.
In this perspective, the YPP Workshops can play a significant role in bringing in new talent.
Over and above, from 2003 to 2005 the then Dutch Ministries of Transport, Public Works
and Water Management and Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment sponsored
YPPs to work on their real planning scenarios. The national workshops and the YPP training
workshops are funded locally. From 2006, sponsorship for YPPs was connected to the
congresses. Two funds were generously offered to ISOCARP to support young professionals,
one is the Marc Jacobs fund, the other the Peter Ross fund.

4

Dissemination

All the YPPs and some YPP training courses were published on the ISOCARP Website.
Publications in print or as CDs were also produced for some. A separate compendium “10
years of Young Planners’ Report 1991-2000” was compiled and published by ISOCARP. A
detailed account of the YPPs from 1991 to 2005 was included in “ISOCARP: Four Decades of
Knowledge Creation and Sharing” in 2005 with summaries of YPPs and lists of participants.
YPPs active contributions to the 2015 congress will result in their ‘Action Book’.

5

Outlook

The 50th anniversary congress is innovating these workshops further. 36 YPPs from all
continents were selected by an ISOCARP jury and obtained funding mobilised by the
Local Organising Committee. The YPPs will constitute ‘a creative engine’ which will play an
integral role in the 2015 congress. They will be actively involved in the preparation and
dissemination of the 12 workshops organised by host cities and are invited to deploy their
talents of children of the information age in producing their own Action Book for the future of
planning and the role and responsibilities of the planning profession.
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6

List of YPP workshops with list of coordinators and participants

2015, Rotterdam, The Netherlands and 12 cities in the Netherlands, Belgium and
Germany: “Cities Save the World, Let’s Reinvent Planning”
For the 50th anniversary congress the Young Planning Professionals workshops are taking
a new departure. YPPs are participating actively in congress workshops which are taking
place in parallel in 12 cities in the Netherlands, Belgium and Germany, 19-21 October
2015: Amsterdam, Antwerp, Brussels, Delft & The Hague, Deventer, Dortmund, Eindhoven,
Groningen, Maastricht, Rotterdam, Schiphol-Amsterdam, and Wageningen on separate
themes relevant to the respective cities but with global resonance. 36 YPPs selected by a
jury are involved in three preparatory workshops where they help to develop the themes
and lessons to learn from the for Future Action of ISOCARP which they will elaborate in their
post congress publication.
In order to get to know each other and build relationships with the other selected Young
Planning Professionals and to get introduced to the themes of the workshops and the
congress, you are invited to join the arranged meet-ups in Eindhoven in
Coordinators: = congress co-rapporteur under leadership of general rapporteur Judith Ryser.
International co-rapporteurs
Local co-rapporteurs
Amsterdam

Ana Peric, Switzerland

Khashayar Ghiabi

Antwerp

Lineu Castello, Brasil

Annette Kuhk

Brussels

Natasa Pichler-Milanovic, Slovenia

Dirk Van De Putte

Delft

Eranda Janku, Albania

Frank van der Hoeven

Deventer

Madina Junussova, Kazakhstan

Peter van de Laak

Dortmund

Alex Camprubi, Spain

Jan Polivka

Eindhoven

Dara Gulubovic Matic, Serbia/Germany

Tessa Steenkamp

Groningen

Samuel Mbutu Mwaura, Kenya

Katharina Gugerell

Maastricht

Hongyang Wang, China

Martijn van Bussel

Rotterdam

Peter Robinson, South Africa

Anouk van Helvert

Schiphol-Amsterdam

Martina Juvara, UK

Maurits Schaafsma

Wageningen

Olusola Olufemi, Canada

Helena Heyning

Participants: Li Jie Choo (Singapore), Marcin Sliwa (Poland/Norway), Luis Cabrera (Panama), Justina
Muliuolyte (Lithuania), Hema Priya Kabali (India), Divya Chopra (India), Renelle Sarjeant (Trinidad
and Tobago), Mercedes Beaudoin (USA), Cristina Gomez Jurado (Ecuador), Donatas Baltrušaitis
(Lithuanian/Belgium), Viacheslav Ivanov (Russia/Denmark), Erin Kelly (United States), Carlo Francesco
Capra (Italy), Anuj Kale (India), Dao-Ming Chang (Taiwan/Italy), Litshan Mashawana (South Africa),
Kobe Vanhaeren (Belgium), Ekatarina Goncharova (Russia), Sebastien Goethals (Belgium), Janine
Loubser (South Africa), Antoine Muhirwa (Rwanda), Kato Allaert (Belgium), Jayesh Ganesh (India),
Tessa Steenkamp (Netherlands), Nien-Ping Huang (Taiwan/Netherlands), Lena Niel (Netherlands),
Reuben van Bemmel (Netherlands), Michiel Van Driessche (Belgium/NL), Francesca Becchi (Italy/
Netherlands), Teon Deuling (Netherlands), Moniek Driesse (Netherlands), Sietze Faber (Netherlands/
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Belgium), Mrudhula Koshy (India/Netherlands), Remmelt Oosterhuis (Netherlands), Yuting Tai (China/
Netherlands), Flavia Gwiza (Rwanda), Maryam Rismanchi (Iran), Serge Ntwali (Rwanda), Emmanuel
Nyirinkindi (Rwanda), Dmitry Bojko (Russia).

2014, Gdynia, Poland – “Rethinking the City-Water Interface’’
The workshop was closely connected to the theme of the congress. It was associated with
the redevelopment of the waterfront of the city, an area perceived as the major element
constituting the city’s maritime identity. Due to its diversity the area needed a complex
planning concept.
Coordinators: Piotr Lorens (Poland), Madina Junussova (Kazachstan), Stefan Netsch (Germany), Dorota
Kamrowska-Załuska (Poland).
Participants: Rafif Abdel Malik (Sudan), Oluwabukola Ayangbile (Nigeria), Victoria Byrd-Olivier (United
States), Olga Gladkaya (Russia), Zhiyuan Gong (China), Katarzyna Kiełbinska (Poland), Polina
Koryakina (Russia), Sisi Liang (China), Claudia Lozano (Mexico), Antonella Maiello (Brazil), Kseniia
Mezenina (Russia), Ines Moreira (Portuga), Farnaz Mosaanenzadeh (Italy/Iran), Keziah Mwang’a
(Kenya), Roman Pomazan (Ukraine), Mitchell Reardon (Sweden/Canada), Juliet Rita (Kenya),
Katarzyna Roszkowska (Poland), Michael Rowe (Australia), Irina Saghin (Romania), Amy Santoso
(Indonesia/Singapore), Olga Sarapulova (Russia), Anna Sitarz (Poland), Marcin Sliwa (Norway), Piotr
Smolnicki (Poland), Visnja Sretovic Brkovic (Serbia), Yuting Tai (Netherlands/China), David Alejandro
Tapia Aguilar (Mexico), Tatiana Trubnikova (Russia), Melissa Wanjiru (Kenya), Magdalena Wisniewska
(Poland).

2013, Brisbane, Australia – “Howard Smith Wharves – Inner City Rejuvenation and Urban
Connectivity”
The workshop was focusing on the redevelopment of a key part of the city center and
waterfront, the Howard Smith Wharves. This site is perceived as one of the key future
development sites for Brisbane’s city center
Coordinators: Piotr Lorens (Poland), Sofia Morgado (Portugal), Zeynep Gunay (Turkey), Laura Gannon
(Australia).
Participants: Kerem Yavuz Arslani (Turkey), Bij Borja (Singapore (Philippines)), Luis Rodolfo Garrido
Reyes (Mexico), Peter Gezik (Slovakia), Shan He (Australia (Chinese)), Evgenia Kolesova (Russia),
Slawomir Ledwon (Poland), Ekaterina Meltcova (Russia), Inês de Castro Luís Lopes Moreira (Portugal),
Melissa Anna Murphy (Norway/USA), Oluwafemi Olajide (Nigeria), Ekaterina Starodubtseva (Russia),
Yuri Torres (Brasil), Daniele Vettorato (Italy), Anna Vladimirova (Russia), Holly Williams (United States)

2012, Perm, Russia – “Perm-2 Station Area”
Redevelopment of a key part of city center, the Perm-2 station area was the topic of the
workshop. This site is perceived as a future urban development node currently serving as
a major transportation node. The area needs a complex redevelopment strategy, including
land use, urban design, socio-economic considerations and an implementation concept.
Coordinators: Piotr Lorens (Poland), Ekaterina Meltsova (Russia), Daniele Vettorato (Italy), Markus Appenzeller
(Germany).
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Participants: Fabiola Cedillo (Mexico/Switzerland), Nguyen Hoang Duc Duy (Vietnam/Singapore),
Artiom Gabdrakhmanov (Russia), Anna Goledzinowska (Poland), Yana Golubeva (Belarus), Dorota
Kamrowska-Zaluska (Poland), Diwakar Kaushik (India/Singapore), Polina Koriakina (Russia/Germany),
Viktor Korotych (Russia), Andrei Kostuchenko (Russia), Elena Kovyeva (Russia), Anastasia Kuznetsova
(Russia), Antonina Kuzyanova (Russia), Anastasia Lavrinenko (Russia), Slawomir Ledwon (Poland),
Sandra Lee (China), Marjo van Lierop (Netherlands), Alexandr Lubimov (Russia), Mohammad Movahed
(Iran), Peter Njue (Kenya), Lucasz Pancewicz (Poland), Ekaterin Pimenova (Russia), Natalia Pimenova
(Russia), Irina Saghin (Romania), Malaz Saif Ul-Eslam (Sudan), Ahmed Sangare (Cote d’Ivoire), Anna
Shamarina (Russia), Ekaterina Starodubzeva (Russia), Mikhail Stepura (Belrus), Yuri Torres (Brasil),
Morteza Yaghoubkhani (Iran), Polina Yujakova (Russia), Mei Yun (Ch ina), Maria Zacharova (Russia),
Liang Zheng (China/Finland).

2011, Wuhan, China – “Conceptual Design of the Wuhan High-speed Railway Station
Area”
The establishment of high-speed passenger-dedicated lines in the central part of China
expects to develop a transportation ring around Wuhan. The workshop explored the Wuhan
High-Speed Railway Station Area developing into a major urban centrality within the city.
Coordinators: Bert Smolders (Netherlands), Waikeen Ng (Singapore), Zeynep Enlil (Turkey).
Participants: Ronita Bardhan (India/Japan), Weining Cao (China), Njeri Cerere (Kenya), Estelle Chan
(Singapore), Nigel Downes (England/Germany), Cexiang Foo (Singapore), Komlan Dela Gake (Togo),
Zhe Gao (China/Belgium), Sébastien Goethals (Belgium), Yana Golubeva (Belarus), Dongsheng
Huang (China), Fawcett Komollo (Kenya), Dong Li (China), Liu Lingbo (China),Samuel Mugo Marwa
(Kenya), Yun Mei (China), Edgar Navarro (Mexico), Peter Njue (Kenya), Mitchell Reardon (Canada/
Sweden), Irina Saghin (Romania), Ul-Eslam Malaz Saif (Sudan), Brechtje Spreeuwers (Netherlands),
Maren Striker (Netherlands/China), Janice Tse (Hongkong/UK), Daniele Vettorato (Italy), Holly Williams
(United States), Yang Yu (China), Rui Zha (China).

2010, Nairobi, Kenya – “Integrating Urban Communities for Sustainable Cities”
The theme was the integration of Kibera, one of the largest informal cities in East Africa, into
the surrounding neighbourhoods of Nairobi. The conditions are challenging due to extreme
poverty and absolute lack of access to basic services like running water and electricity.
Coordinators: Martin Dubbeling (Netherlands)
Participants: Muhammad Adeel (Pakistan), Diane Archer (France/Australia), Njeri Cerere (Kenya), Nigel
Downes (England/Germany), Millicent Gitu (Kenya), Kirsten Hackenbroch (Bangladesh/Germany), Kai
van Hasselt (Netherlands), Fawcett Ouma Komollo (Kenya), Marjo van Lierop (Netherlands), Margaret
Macharia (Belgium/Kenya), Mugo Marwa Samuel (Kenya), Jeroen Matthijssen (Netherlands), Yvonne
Moseti (Kenya), Peter Njue (Kenya), Mary-Rain O’Meara (USA), Jaya Devi Ramlall (Trinidad), Kristy
Revell (UK), Natalie Rosales Perez (Mexico), Tine Segers (Netherlands), Ceren Sezer (Turkey), Mikhail
Stepura (Belarus), Sinisa Trkulja (Serbia), Rudo Udika (Trinidad), Daniele Vettorato (Italy), Liang Zheng
(China).
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2009, Porto, Portugal – “An Urban Design for a Low-carbon Pinhao”
This year the focus was on the beneficial effects of using sustainable energy in built up
areas. The Douro Region was used as case study, it is the world´s oldest demarcated wine
region, nowadays listed as World Heritage.
Coordinators: Pauline van den Broeke (Netherlands), Yigall Schilp (Netherlands), David Prosperi (USA), Javier
de Mesones (Spain).
Participants: Wolfgang Aichinger (Austria), Tatiana Badmaeva (Russia), Shiri Bass Specktor (Israel),
Thomas Buhler (France/Czech Republic), Karl Bursa (USA), Melissa Castello (Brazil), João Cortesão
(Portugal), Ana Estevens (Portugal), Sofia Fernandes, (Portugal), Abdelkhalek Ibrahim (Egypt/UK),
Nuin-Tara Key, (USA), Niels Kropman (Netherlands), Mohammad Mehdi Maeiyat (Iran), Kiduk Moon
(Germany), Vojtech Novotny (Czech Republic), Joana Pinho (Portugal), Ana-Julia Pinto (Portugal),
Khan Rubayet Rahaman (Bangladesh), Silke Rendigs (Switzerland/Germany), Stephanie Rüsch
(Austria), Priya Sasidharan (India), Daniele Vettorato (Italy), Sebastian Witte (Germany), Sheng Ying
(China).

2008, Dalian, China – “The Role of ‘Green and Blue’ in Improving the Quality of Public
Urban Space in the City of Dalian”
The workshop focused on the host city Dalian from various perspectives, such as, public
spaces and urban form from the historical perspective, economy and sustainability to
propose strategies that incorporate/enhance the significance of the urban waterfront in the
East Harbor.
Coordinators: Elien Wierenga (Netherlands), Sun Hui (China), Jiang Hui (China), Bonnie Kiers (Netherlands),
Nupur Prothi-Khanna (India)
Participants: Divya Chopra, (India), Li Fan, (China), Sara Fattahi, (Iran), Phillipp Fleischmann, (Austria),
Zeynep Gunay (Turkey), Craig Johnson, (USA), Dorota Kamrowska-Zaluska, (Poland), Andis Kublacovs,
(Latvia), Ceelia Leong, (Malaysia), Michaël Meijer, (Netherlands), Nuri Mouriño, (Mexico), Reto Nebel,
(Switzerland), Vladimir Savcic, (Serbia/Spain), Rolf Schuett, (United Kingdom), Sebastian Seelig,
(Germany), Wita Simatupang, (Indonesia), Doneika Simms, (Jamaica), Florian Stellmacher (Germany),

2007, Antwerp, Belgium – “Left Bank, Actions for a Paradigm Shift”
Brussels. The workshop did not aim to make a completely new study for the European
Quarter but rather it intended to test the results of three days of multicultural thinking by
people not familiar with the context.
Antwerp. The case study area was the left bank of the Scheldt, only a kilometre away from
Antwerp’s city centre just across the Scheldt in order to decrease its fragmented state.
Coordinators: Fernando Brandão Alves (Portugal), Zeynep Enlil (Turkey), Bruno Clerbaux (Belgium), JeanClaude de Brauwer (Belgium), Didier Vancutsem (Belgium/Germany), Janneke van Bergen (Netherlands),
Marleen Goethals (Belgium), Steve Salembier (Belgium).
Participants: Aysegül Altýnörs Çýrak (Turkey), Maria Alvarez Ana (Columbia), Tom Broes (Belgium),
Nicla Dattomo (Italy), Li Dong (China), Kaveh Fattahi (Iran/Japan), Annika Fritz (Trinidad), Fiona
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Fullarton (Australia), Steven Geeraert (Belgium), Alexey Kazarov (Russia), Mira Milakovic (Serbia),
Mehri Mohebbi (Iran), Norbert Mundl (Austria), Angelika Namdar (Suriname), Stefan Netsch (Germany),
Nadya Nilina (USA), Sara Occhipinti (Italy), Hélène Roose (Belgium), Jean Yves Schijns (Belgium),
Anton Shubin (Russia), Bart Steenwegen (Belgium), Daniela Wullers (Germany).

2006, Istanbul, Turkey – “Re-assembling the Patchwork of Disintegrated Functions in
Istanbul Central Area”
The central question of the workshop was how to deal with risks and opportunities for densely
populated river deltas and coastal areas. The participants had to design a sustainable
strategic vision, consisting of a spatial concept and a strategy (actions, resources and time)
for vulnerable delta regions and coastal areas.
Coordinators: Fernando Brandão Alves (Portugal), Manuel da Costa Lobo (Portugal), Yigit Evren (Turkey),
Jeanne Wolfe (Canada), Mehmet Doruk Özügül (Turkey), Neaz Rahman Khondker (Bangladesh), Susanne
Vleeshouwers (Netherlands), Meinte de Hoogh (Netherlands)
Participants: Mimilia Alexandropolou (Greece), Tuba Cekic (Turkey), Stephane Christeler (Switzerland),
Rui Duarte (Portugal), Li Fan (China), Madalen Gonzales (Spain), Junussova Madina (Kazakhstan),
Erhan Kurtarir (Turkey), Jean-Philippe (Belgium), Chrysotomos Makrakis (Greece), Moreau Edouard
(France), Mundl Norbert (Austria), Markus Nollert (Germany), Wai Pang (Hongkong), Maria Sajida Iqbal
(Pakistan), Michael Schweizer (Germany), Tore Secilmisler (Turkey), Ebru Seckin (Turkey), Peter van
den Abeele (Belgium), Magali Volkwein (France).

2005 – 1991 YPP
2005 - BILBAO, SPAIN. F. Brandão Alves (Portugal) Juan Luis de Las Rivas (Spain) Héctor Floriani
(Argentina) Sanhita Bandyopadhyay; Arunava Sarkar (India) Arif Chohan (Hongkong) Craig
Gilbert (Australia) Deddy Halim (Indonesia) Ambreen Iqbal (Pakistan) Dong Li (China) Ana
Mateus (Portugal); Guneet Kaur (India/Australia) Sybren Van den Busken (Netherlands) Maria A.
Villalobos Hernandez (USA) Jessica Webster (Canada). 2004 - GENEVA, SWITZERLAND. Bernd Scholl
(Germany/Switzerland) Fred Wenger, Marie-Josée Kotchi-Dezuari, Evis Cela, Ousmane Sall, Nicole
Wirz, Fred Wenger, Simone Gabi (Switzerland) Selase Kofi Adanu (Ghana) Ana Maria Alvarez Gomez
(Colombia) Ibrahim Bahreldin (Sudan) Miguel Angel Bartorila Galetto (Spain) Anele Britz (South
Africa) Amalie Carter (Trinidad and Tobago) Maya Damayanti (Indonesia) Rupa Datta (India)
Dontou Hiloukou Derou (Togo) Jasmina Djokic (Serbia and Montenegro) Joana Figueira, Nuno
Quental (Portugal) Rodrigo Louro Flor (Brazil) Madina Junussova (Kazakhstan) Hale Mamunlu,
Bora Yerlihurt (Turkey) Francesca Sartorio (Italy) Dirk Seidemann, Sebastian Wilske (Germany)
Peter Vanden Abeele (Belgium) Courtney Wood (USA). 2003 - CAIRO, EGYPT. Akgunduz Eronat
(United Arab Emirates) Mahmoud Yousry, Abbass El Zafarany, Ghada
Hassan; Hassan Mohammed; Gamal Taha (Egypt) Raymundo Aguilar Juarez, Gisela Méndez
(Mexico) Syahriah Bachok (Malaysia) Abou Bekrine Gueye (Senegal) Janet Candy (Australia)
Senada Demirovic (Bosnia & Herzegovina) Ria van Dijk, Arie Lengkeek (Netherlands) Adébayo
Djeguema (Togo) Yigit Evren (Turkey) Verónica Gonzalez (Spain) Lalit Kishor Bhati (India) Imran
Muhammad (Australia/Pakistan) Nanika Morain (Grenada) Martin Pfirrmann (Germany) Brigida
Proto (Italy) Irene Rubitzki (Austria) Reema Shakra (USA) Ricardo Veludo (Portugal) Ada Yaya
Bocoum (Burkina Faso) 2002 - ATHENS, GREECE. Zeynep Merey Enlil (Turkey) Dimitris Karidis,
Aimilia Alexandropoulou, Spiridon Anastasopoulos, Chrisostomos Makrakis, Stavros Mentos,
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Sotoris Milionis (Greece) Piyali Bandyopadhyay, Rachna Vohra (India) Sibusiso Buthelezi, Engela
Meyer (South Africa) Asli Cagatay, Ceren Tan (Turkey) Iram Farooq (USA/India) Paola Imbesi (Italy)
Dino Juloya (USA) Bruno Marques, Ricardo Veludo (Portugal) Albert Mugenyi (Uganda) Eduardo
Ortiz Jasso, Karla Pagaza (Mexico) Vargas (Poland/Bolivia) 2001 - UTRECHT, THE NETHERLANDS.
Hans Schaffers, Ellen Witte, Jan Goedman, Peter Donker, Maarten Bosman, Ragnhild Hilgeman,
Bram Kortekaas, Dorien Buckers, Gordon De Munck (Netherlands) Eman Abdel Ghaffar (Egypt)
Alvaro Arellano, Victor Terrazas (Mexico) Luis Arribas (Spain/Netherlands) Joanna Bach, Adam
Rodziewicz, Anna Kostka (Poland) Papiya Bandyopadhyay, Sandeep Kumar Raut (India) Justin
Baroncea (Romania) Daniela De Leo (Italy) Julie-May Ellingson, Nancy Odendaal, Jaco Petzer
(South Africa) Fedor Kudryavtsev (Russia) Javier Martinez, Andrea Rodera (Argentina) Danijela
Milovanovic (Serbia & Montenegro) Carmen Popescu (Romania) Abdur Rouf (Bangladesh) Inguss
Vircavs (Latvia) 2000 - CANCÚN, MEXICO. F. Brandão Alves (Portugal) Jean Luca Tofaneli, Jorge
Canaz Lopes, Maria Perez Rincón (Mexico). Amit Prothi (USA) Annemarie Loots, Andile Skosana,
Elsona van Huyssteen, Engela Meyer (South Africa) Bruno Marques (Portugal) Itaru Yoshie
(Japan) Maria Bazán Lopes (Argentina/NL) Marilyn Regino (Philippines/Germany) Samantha
Braid (South Africa) Shipra Narang (Índia) 1999 - GELSENKIRCHEN, GERMANY. Helmut Clemens,
Karl-Wilhelm von Plettenberg, Peter Zlonicky, Tobias Eisold, Dirk Engelke, Gernot Phalen, Ute
Stöckner, Peter Rogge, Thomas Weith (Germany) Bernd Scholl (Germany/Switzerland) Stefano
Wagner (Switzerland) Zubair Anwar (Pakistan) Pieter van den Broeck (Belgium) Dan Hu (China)
Goga Saric (Netherlands / Serbia) Neaz Khondker, Rahman (Bangladesh) Amit Prothi (USA /
India) Nupur Prothi (India) Chengren Sun (China) Victor Terrazas Loya (México) Frank Uffen (The
Netherlands). 1998 - AZORES. PORTUGAL. F. Brandão Alves (Portugal) Hein Struben (Netherlands)
Technical Advisers: Three teachers from the University of Azores (Portugal). Nilgun Görer (Turkey)
Mohammad Kashif (Pakistan) Awais Latif Piracha (Thailand) Pedro Santiago, Jorge Tavares,
Carlos Balsas, Mr. Garcia, Joana Pereira, David Vale, Fernando Pereira, Paula Pacheco, Anabela
Peres (Portugal) Zeynep Devellioglu (Turkey) Khondker Neaz Rahman (Bangladesh) Juan Puy
(Spain) Ewa Balanicka (Poland) Giuseppe Occhipinti (Italy) Nupur Prothi (India) Mohammed Samir
Elbouazzaoui (Morocco) Erbatur Cavusoglu, Kevser Üstündag (Turkey) Timothy Goodwin (USA)
1997 - OGAKI, JAPAN. Hein Struben (Netherlands) Detlef Kammeier (Thailand) Tatsuro Sakano,
Hari Srinivas (Japan) Technical Advisors: Katsuaki Hirai, Keiji Shinoda, Atsushi Hashimoto (Japan)
Zeynep Devellioglu (Turkey) Paula Pacheco (Portugal) Takahiro Domen, Hiroshi Minoura, Ken-ichi
Ishibashi, Mio Kusase (Japan) Anshu Sharma, Manu Gupta (Índia) Ali Asgary (Iran) Adem Erbas
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(Turkey) Mfaniseni F. (South Africa) Vincka Struben (Netherlands) Francesco Martinico (Italy)
Sonja Mitrovic (Yugoslavia) Mohammad Atiqur Rahman (Pakistan). 1996 - JERUSALEM, ISRAEL. Hein
Struben (Netherlands) Chaja Heyning (Israel) Ronni Ellenblum (Israel) Sven Axt (Germany) Roger
Behrens (South Africa) Barbara Benson (Israel) Svetlana Dimitrijevic (Yugoslavia) Sirin Gülçen Eren
(Turkey) Andreas Schneider (Switzerland) Lenore Elenblum (Israel) Fredrico Fernandez (France/
Mexico) Sonja Mitrovic (Yugoslavia) Peter Bikam (France/Nigéria) Zeynep Merey Enlil (Turkey)
Aafke Nijenhuyzen (The Netherlands) Olusola Olufemi (South Africa); Kerem Öktem (Germany)
Branislav Popovi (Yugoslavia) Poonam Prakash (India) Lucas Schloeth (Switzerland) Ulrike Schulz
(Germany) Elvan Uzel (France/Turkey) Susan Wong (Australia). 1995 - SIDNEY, AUSTRALIA. Jim
Colman, Vivienne Hartley, Joan Domicelj, Sarah Nelly, Vivienne Hartley, Carla Rogers (Australia)
Jan Goedman, Roelandt van Ierssel (Netherlands). David Baxa (Czech Republic) Haydee Beltran
Uran (Colombia) Svetlana Dimitrijevic, Vujanac Zorica (Yugoslavia) Ashok Kumar, Sudipto Mukerjee,
Sumitra Srinivasan (India) Katarzyna Pluta (Poland) Hari Srinivas (Japan). 1994 - PRAGUE, CZECH
REPUBLIC. Federico Malusardi (Italy) Vít Rezác (Czech Republic) Tracey Peedle (Scotland) Nidal
Amer (Syria) Júlia Lourenço (Portugal); Elvan Uzel, Melih Birik (Turkey) Héctor Floriani (Argentina)
John Leonard (United Kingdom) Sudipto Mukerjee, Sumitra Srinivasan (India) Malgorzata Gabrys,
Przemyslaw Szymanski, Katarzyna Pluta, Poitr Kozlowski (Poland) Bernard McIntyre, Jacqueline
Hamilton, Sonya Meek (Canada) Robbert Rhemrev, Luiz Merino de Freitas (Brazil) Pieter Klomp,
Berry v.d. Berg, Jeroen Hoefsloot, Frans Wittenberg (The Netherlands) 1993 - GLASGOW, UNITED
KINGDOM. Serge Domicelj, Tim Coleman, Gordan Kirkby, Helen O’Loughlin (Australia). Dr. Imtiaz Alvi
(Pakistan) Chusnul Mariyah (Indonésia) Aggripina Mosha, Tanzania; Hari Srinivas (Índia) Bruno
Widmer (Switzerland) Fernando Brandão Alves, Isabel Marques, Fernando C. Sacadura, Leopoldo
Vaz (Portugal) Jan Mattsen (Sweden) Laura Rentsen, Aafke Nijenhuysen (The Netherlands) Ali
Asgaray (Iran) Haydee Beltran Uran (Colombia) Hulya Atalay (Turkey) Fiona McDermott (UK)
Ibrahim H. Ibrahim (Egypt) John Burrow (Sweden) Luis Merino F. Xavier (Brazil) Sheila Alderson,
Julie Bryce, Andrew Fleming, Tracey Peedle (UK) 1992 - CORDOBA, SPAIN. Serge Domiceli in
collaboration with F. Araneta, S. García-Jiménez (Mexico) and T. Peedle (UK). Fernando Brandão
Alves (Portugal) Fatimah Araneta Cruz, S. García-Jiménez (México) T. Peedle (United Kingdom) And
others. 1991 - GUADALAJARA, MEXICO. Serge Domicelj (Australia); Other ISoCaRP Senior Members;
and 12 young planners attended from Australia, China/USA, Great Britain, Ethiopia, Morocco, the
Netherlands and Portugal. Architecture Students from the University of Mexico also participated.
￼
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2. UPATS: URBAN PLANNING ADVISORY TEAMS
Mobilising the wide ranging experience of ISOCARP members was a gesture of solidarity
with the planning world and the wish of the ISOCARP membership to give something back
to the planning community from which it benefited during its times of training, learning
and experimentation. UPATs were conceived as bottom-up voluntary initiatives for ISOCARP
members to make contributions, highlight opportunities and find sponsorship. UPATs
are pluri-disciplinary, multi-cultural, cross generational and have a holistic outlook. Their
contribution is complementary to the planning activities in which they engage on demand
for a very short timespan with an open mind. Their suggestions remain independent and
the hosts are free to use them as they wish. So far, UPATs were one-off events, except for a
series organised by the mayor of Sitges, but in future there may be opportunities to revisit
places and participate in evaluation and evolution instead of one-time forward looking ideas.

1

History, Objectives and Principles

UPATs are ISOCARP’s Urban Planning Advisory Teams. They were conceived originally by then
President Alfonso Vegara as Urban Task Forces (UTF) in 2004 at the ISOCARP congress on
“Management of Urban Regions” held in Geneva. He saw them as instruments to harness
the expertise of ISOCARP members intensely over a short period to the benefit of cities and
regions. This innovative method enabled ISOCARP members from all over the world to share
and disseminate their practical knowledge by volunteering to participate in a cooperative
dialogue about planning issues selected by stakeholders who approached ISOCARP to
engage in their planning concerns. Since 2004 ISOCARP has organised 22 UPAT workshops
in China, Mexico, Russia, Spain, USA, Austria, The Netherlands, Switzerland and Singapore.
The objective of an ISOCARP UPAT is to mobilise the extensive planning experience and
knowledge of ISOCARP members with the view to cooperate and assist cities and regions with
their projects, programmes and policies of spatial planning and urban design. On invitation
of a city, a region a planning agency, a major stakeholder or an educational institution a
small team of ISOCARP members selected from both senior and young planners come
together for a week on location for a UPAT workshop. During this week the Urban Planning
Advisory Team visits the location, meets with planning officials and key stakeholders, takes
note of available documents, generates ideas and prepares a presentation and a report with
findings and recommendations.
The principle of the UPAT programme is to think ‘out of the box’ and to develop simple,
practical and original solutions that improve the quality of life in a city or a region. The aim
is to produce solutions which could be implementable and translated into reality within
five years. UPATs are an important part of ISOCARP’s strategy as a worldwide association of
planning professionals, to stimulate its members in working together on urban and regional
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planning projects for cities and regions around the world. UPATs cooperate closely with
local organisations and provide them with ideas, recommendations and practical solutions
related to their planning issues. In no way do UPATs substitute the planning activities of the
hosts or planning consultancy work. Their purpose is to bring to the discussion contributions
independent of local negotiations or interests.

2

UPATs: Teams with a Difference

An ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (UPAT) usually consists of a flexible international
team with five, seven or nine ISOCARP members. It includes a Team Leader and a Team
Rapporteur, two to four senior planners and two young planning professionals. One of the
success factors of the Urban Planning Advisory Teams is that both senior and young planning
professionals are working closely together sharing their complementary perspectives.
ISOCARP is able to organise tailor made UPAT workshops for specific locations, tasks and
topics and to produce fast responses to planning issues raised by the hosts. A UPAT
workshop takes five to seven days. The UPAT team presents the results to all actors and
stakeholders at the last day of the workshop, writes a professional report and presents the
results at dedicated seminars during annual ISOCARP congresses.
The UPAT workshops are among the key activities of ISOCARP as they bring the best planning
professionals together from all around the world for an intensive work period to devise creative
solutions, strategic advice, or both. The ISOCARP UPAT workshops organised over the past
few years demonstrate that there exists a strong demand for expertise and independent
advice from international teams of strategic planning and design professionals.
ISOCARP UPAT workshops are organised on demand of cities and regions all over the world.
UPAT workshops provide added value in complex situations and environments where
seniority and experience, as well as unbridled creativity and open-minded visions are
required. A UPAT workshop has the potential to make a valid and crucial contribution to
enhance awareness, develop spatial policy strategies and stimulate a set of integrated
activities that would help the city or region to become more liveable, sustainable and, at the
same time, generate more viable economic activities.
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3

Overview of Isocarp UPATs

Palestine, Capacity Building and Test Planning Exercise (2015)
Two ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Teams were selected by ISOCARP, UNDP and UN
Habitat (with participants from Australia, UK, Germany, Turkey, Cyprus, the Netherlands,
Belgium, USA and India). They provided support in terms of a visioning process for the future
strategic and spatial development of Gaza, the West Bank and the State of Palestine.
Jeremy Dawkins Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP) and National Spatial Planning of Palestine Title: Capacity Building and Test
Planning Exercise.
Jeffrey Featherstone Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: UN-Habitat and National Spatial
Planning of Palestine Title: Capacity Building and Test Planning Exercise.

Nanjing, China – Jiangbei New District (2013)
Two ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Teams (with participants from Australia, The
Netherlands, Korea, Turkey) carried out an extensive analysis and made design proposals
for the organic regeneration of the historic downtown of Shantou, as a water adaptive new
district in a harbour city in southeast China, for the Shantou Urban Planning Bureau in
cooperation with Nanjing University.
Dhiru Thadani Theme: Facilitating innovative planning processes Inviting institutions: Nanjing Urban
Planning Bureau Title: Nanjing Jiangbei New District.

Shantou, China – Organic Regeneration of the Historic Centre of Shantou (2013)
Two ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Teams (with participants from Israel, Germany, India,
Saudi Arabia, France, Poland Belarus, China and Portugal) hosted by the Shantou Planning
Bureau and the Institute of Urban Planning and Design of Nanjing university were asked
to provide practical concepts and design solutions for specific sites towards the organic
regeneration of the historic centre of Shantou.
Guy Castelain Perry Theme: Facilitating innovative planning processes Inviting institutions: Shantou
Urban and Rural Planning Bureau & China Communications and Construction Company Title: Jury
International Urban Design Competition Shantou New East Coastal Area.
Amos Brandeis Theme:
Urban Regeneration and
transformation Inviting
institutions: Shantou Urban
and Rural Planning Bureau
& Nanjing University Title:
Organic Regeneration Historic
Centre of Shantou.
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Tlalnepantla, Mexico – Transformation of the Historic Centre of Tlalnepantla (2013)
The task of the ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from China,
Singapore, Mexico, Australia, The Netherlands, Poland, Spain, Belgium, Israel) was to improve
vitality, competitiveness and liveability of the municipality by building on its identity and
urban quality.
Waikeen Ng Theme: Urban Regeneration and transformation Inviting institutions: City of Tlalnepantla
Title: Transformation Historic Centre of Tlalnepantla.

Perm, Russia - Science City and Knowledge Hub (2012)
An ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Russia, The Netherlands,
Austria, Romania, Switzerland, Belarus, Poland, USA) advised on where, how and in which
conditions to develop a new campus for the nine universities and institutes of higher
education in Perm, in cooperation with the City of Perm and the Ministry of Education of the
Perm Region in Russia.
Pietro Elisei Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: The Ministry of Education of the Perm
Region and the City of Perm Title: Perm Science City and Knowledge Hub.

Wuhan, China - East Lake Scenic Area (2012)
An ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from China, USA, UK, The
Netherlands, Belgium, Philippines, Australia) helped to develop a set of spatial development
strategies and sustainability concepts to upgrade the East Lake Scenic Area, a national park
of 65 km2 within the fast growing city of Wuhan in central China, in cooperation with the
Wuhan Planning and Design Institute.
Ric Stephens Theme: Integral planning of parks Inviting institutions: Wuhan Planning and Design
Institute, Wuhan Land Resources and Planning Bureau, East Lake Management Office Title: Wuhan
East Lake Scenic Area.

Sitges, Spain (V) - Railway system transformations and their impact on the Garraf
County (2010)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Romania, Italy, USA,
Israel, Belgium, Argentina, The Netherlands, Mexico) contributed to solving the impacts of
changing the rail track structure on the region of Garraf.
David Prosperi Theme: Spatial planning and infrastructure Inviting institutions: Sitges City Council
Title: Railway system transformations and their impact at the Garraf County.

The Philips Center for Health and Well-being, Singapore – Liveable Cities (2010)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Australia, The
Netherlands, USA, Russia, Mexico and Austria) cooperated with the Philips Center for Health
and Well-being to set out the values of liveable cities of the future, by building on 23 case
studies.
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Jeremy Dawkins Theme: Facilitating innovative planning processes Inviting institutions: The Philips
Center for Health and Well-being Title: Livable Cities.

Sitges, Spain (IV) - El Garraf Natural Park (2009)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Spain, Israel, Mexico,
Canada, UK, Bolivia and Argentina) was focusing on the social uses of the Garraf park, by
regenerating disaffected quarries and diversifying the uses and accessibility of the park.
David Guggenheim Theme: Integral planning of parks Inviting institutions: Sitges City Council Title: El
Garraf Natural Park.

Szczecin, Poland - Prospects for the Metropolitan Area (2009)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Poland, Serbia,
Argentina, Italy, The Netherlands, Germany, USA, Mexico) was focusing on the regional scale
of this metropolitan region to improve accessibility and connectivity through trans-border
cooperation and development.
Milica Bajic Brkovic Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: Regional Office for Spatial
Planning of Westpomeranian Voivodeship, Cities of Szczecin, Communes of Gryfino, Goleniów and
Police and the Town of Stargard Szczecin Title: Prospects for the Szczecin Metropolitan Area.

Zurich, Switzerland - Regional Plan (2008)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Switzerland, Germany,
The Netherlands, Egypt, Israel, Italy, Greece, India, Indonesia and Mexico) was dealing with
development pressures on the growing Zuerich region and in particular on the functional
and ecological capacity of the Limmat valley, by providing an integrated vision of its
transportation provisions and its post-industrial future.
Peter Jonquière Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: Municipalities of the Zürich
Metropolitan Region in the Limmat Valley and the ETH Zürich Title: Regional Plan for the Limmat Valley.
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Guadalajara, Mexico - Pan American Games Urban Legacy (2008)
The task of the ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Mexico, Spain,
India, Austria, Poland, USA) was to assess the on-going process of post-game development
with the view to achieving sustainable metropolitan renewal.
Antonio Lucio-Gil Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: Region and City of Guadalajara Title:
2011 Pan-American Games Urban Legacy.

Lincoln City, USA - City Master Plan (2008)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from the USA and ISOCARP
members) was asked to assist in producing a community vision plan for a small residential
and commercial district while taking into account that it forms the gateway into Lincoln City.
Ric Stephens (local coordinator) Theme: Facilitating innovative planning processes Inviting
institutions: Damascus City, Junction City and Lincoln City Title: Oregon International Urban Planning
Advisory Team.

Cuenca, Spain - Upgrading and Mobility for the Historic Centre (2008)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (led by Spain and the UK) was to reappraise the
potential of this city with a UNESCO listed historic centre at the crossroads between Lisbon,
Madrid and Valencia by improving connectivity and mobility while preserving the historic
quality and identity of the city.
Alex MacGregor Theme: Spatial planning and infrastructure Inviting institutions: City of Cuenca Title:
Upgrading and Mobility for the Historic Centre of Cuenca.

Sitges, Spain (III) - El Garraf Regional Plan (2007)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (led by Mexico and the Netherlands) was
branching out to the region after two previous UPATs which focused on the city to determine
the strategic role of the large natural park above it.
Peter Jonquière Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: Sitges City Council Title: El Garraf
Regional Plan.
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Schwechat, Austria – Turn an industrial city into a knowledge hub (2007)
An ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (led by the UK with participants from Argentina,
Austria, Estonia, India, Mexico, the Netherlands, Russia, Spain) devised four scenarios
to reconcile contradictory requirements of a growing international airport with the
transformation of this industrial periphery of Vienna into a knowledge hub in a liveable
environment, in cooperation with the municipality of Schwechat and Vienna International
Airport.
Judith Ryser Theme: Spatial planning and infrastructure Inviting institutions: Municipality of
Schwechat and Vienna International Airport Authority Title: Vienna-Schwechat: international
knowledge and connectivity hub .

Schwechat: participants and visualisation

Rijswijk, The Netherlands - New functions for an Urban Hub (2007)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (led by the Netherlands and the USA) was
invited to draft community principles to enhance the natural and cultural heritage, support a
sustainable safe and vibrant community while fostering innovation and diversity.
Ric Stephens Theme: Facilitating innovative planning processes Inviting institutions: City of Rijswijk
Title: New functions for an Urban Hub in Rijswijk-Zuid.

Sitges, Spain (II) - Upgrading and Mobility for the Historic Centre (2006)
The second ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team in Sitges (with participants from Spain,
Mexico, Uruguay, China, USA, The Netherlands and Belgium) disseminated the results of the
first UPAT widely, proposed to work on a handbook for the objectives and orientation of UPATs
which was debated at a round table, and organised events toward the World Planning Day.
Francisco Pérez-Arellano Theme: Spatial planning and infrastructure Inviting institutions: Sitges City
Council Title: Upgrading Public Space in the Historic Centre of Sitges.
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Schiphol Region, The Netherlands - Ideas for the Master Plan (2006)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from the Netherlands, UK,
Spain, India, Switzerland) was charged to revisit the Schiphol region and make proposals for
an integrated vision between the fast expanding airport and the surrounding municipalities
to turn it into a cohesive sustainable city region with a global outlook.
Chris Gossop Theme: Spatial planning and infrastructure Inviting institutions: Municipality of
Haarlemmermeer, The ‘Bollenstreek’ municipalities and the Province of North Holland for the Dutch
Ministry of Spatial Planning, Social Housing and the Environment Title: Ideas for the Schiphol Airport
Master Plan.

Cancun, Mexico - Disaster Management (2006)
The ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory Team (with participants from Mexico, Poland, The
Netherlands, USA Serbia) was asked to carry out scenario planning for this region under rapid
development but threatened by recurrent natural events such a hurricanes, by proposing
alternatives for mass tourism or techno-based mixed development.
Pablo Vaggione Theme: Urban Regeneration and transformation Inviting institutions: City of Cancun
and IMPLAN (Institute for Urban Development Planning) Title: Disaster Management Cancun.

Sitges, Spain (I) - Urban Regeneration (2005)
The mayor of Sitges was instrumental in the take off of ISOCARP Urban Planning Advisory
Team by offering a series of six interventions in the city and its region which would be
disseminated at regional conferences. The first one (led by Mexico and Spain) was
concentrating on transforming the railway location which was cutting the city into two.
Peter Ross Theme: Urban Regeneration and transformation Inviting institutions: Sitges City Council
Title: Urban Regeneration of Sitges.

La Rioja, Spain - Regional, Social and Economic Development (2004).
This was the first UTF where young planning professional were invited to produce proposals
for special planning issues of this region with rich paleontological remains.
Javier de Mesones Theme: Regional planning Inviting institutions: Regional Government of La Rioja
Title: Regional, Social and Economic Development La Rioja Region.
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3. MAYORS SUMMITS
From the outset ISOCARP was aware of the political dimension of planning and the need for
planners to engage in a dialogue with elected decision makers. Many other stakeholders
are involved in building and transforming cities and regions which moreover have their
own momentum of change, but political leaders occupy a unique position in the tasks of
planners. ISOCARP was aware that only elected representatives of cities and regions could
guarantee the legitimacy of planning decisions. Working closely with decision makers
in his professional activities, the then President Alfonso Vegara initiated formal Mayors’
Summits in 2004. It was not by chance that the inaugural Mayors Summit took place in
Geneva Switzerland, a very international city and toward a theme “Management of Urban
Regions” which consisted of an exchange between mayors and political leaders from three
continents and the planning community.
ISOCARP Mayors’ Summits aspire to be a forum for creative urban management and
leadership, and a platform for cooperation between city leaders and ISOCARP members.
They contribute to strengthening ISOCARP’s connections with the world of cities and give it
the opportunity to have a greater impact on shaping cities by bringing the membership into
direct communication with urban leaders from around the world.

1

Inaugural Mayors’ Summit, Geneva 2004

The President Alfonso Vegara was able to attract eight political leaders from eight cities of
three continents with very different outlooks and in charge of widely diverging development
issues to the first Mayors’ Summit. This was an important innovation for the ISOCARP
congresses. Mayors or City Managers from Curitiba Brazil - Jaime Lerner, Casablanca Morocco
- Mohammed Sajid, Dakar Senegal - Seydou Sy Sall, Antwerp Belgium - Patrick Janssens,
Bilbao Spain - Iniaki Azkuna, Bordeaux France - Alain Juppe, Dublin Ireland - John Fitzgerald
and the host city Geneva Switzerland - Pierre Muller and Christian Ferrazino participated in
the first ISOCARP Mayors’ Summit in Geneva during the congress on “Management of Urban
Regions”.
Introducing the Mayors’ Summit, the president underlined that the 21st century was
turning into a global world of cities in an interdependent economy and that competition
was increasingly taking place among cities and city-regions, not between countries. Cities
were also the predestined spaces for social cohesion and prime potential contributors to the
sustainability of the planet. Democratic societies had established the political leadership
necessary to sustain city management for and with its citizens.
The political leaders presented their cities and how they dealt with strategic and practical
planning issues. They discussed their own experiences in building and transforming their
cities and surrounding regions at a round table which was followed by a lively exchange
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with ISOCARP members. Central to the debate was the role of leadership in the design and
development of cities and how to explore new possibilities of cooperation between mayors
and planners throughout the world. Facilitating such exchanges would also benefit ISOCARP
members in contributing to improve cities for the future. Some leaders had also participated
in the joint meeting between ISOCARP and the Habitat Committee of the United Nations
Economic Commission for Europe to exchange their experiences with city and regional
administrators from eastern and western European countries.

2

Publication of the Inaugural Mayors’ Summit 2004

The great interest in the first ISOCARP mayors’ summit led to a special publication sponsored
by the host cities of the 2004 and 2005 ISOCARP congresses, together with Bilbao’s
development company Ria 2000. ISOCARP Mayors’ Summit 2004, edited by Judith Ryser
includes the presentations of the twelve cities, together with the key outcomes of the
debate which highlighted the growing role of cities and regions in the urbanisation process.
Far from being a zero-sum game cities had a potential win-win future provided they engaged
their dynamic stakeholders from the public, private and social sectors actively in a strategic
vision, building on the cities’ specific components of excellence, most crucially with the
sustained participation of those who live, work, play and learn in cities. The main findings
are laid out below.
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Interplay Between Politicians And Professionals
The debates of the mayors’ summit were proof of true interaction between politicians and
planners. Two issues intrigued planners: the practicalities of turning desirable political aims
into reality, and the chances of overcoming conflicts and resistance during the process of
change from ‘is-states’ to ‘ought-to-be-states.’
An example was Curitiba’s innovative bus transport system. It had displaced existing
transport practices, and planners had difficulties in seeing whether or how competition
and conflict could be avoided. The leaders knew that people tended to be hostile to change,
and they needed to act fast to provide evidence from successful implementation to win the
public over. They accepted that participatory democracy was a process of conflict rather
than consensus, and decision makers had to live with hostility and be prepared to adjust
their actions when objections exceeded satisfaction.
Political Expediency And Planning Orthodoxy
Often politicians were solely responsible to undertake changes when confronted with
apparently intractable problems.
Curitiba built its own recycling plants and
sold waste products to pay for the initial
investment. All such initiatives involve risk
taking, and only their success enables
politicians to expand their programmes.
Politicians have to trade setbacks inherent in
dynamic urban development by setting them
into a wider picture of success and hope.
In Dakar, politicians guided by planners had
approved Michel Ecochard’s 1967 zoning
plan based on modernist separation of
functions which became a root cause of the
city’s present dysfunctions. The dilemma
of politicians is how to judge contemporary
orthodox planning solutions without
undergoing the same fate in the longer
term future, especially in the context of
rapid growth and change of a capital of the
developing world. When Dakar tried to adjust its existing infrastructure, it aimed for a more
radical solution. However, dislocating workplaces to the suburbs and beyond did not mean
guarantee that the workforce would live there and movements remained unpredictable.
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In Bilbao politicians decided to build its agglomeration strategy on an external trigger, the
Guggenheim Museum, akin to the Olympic Games in Barcelona, although they were aware
that the risks were much higher in an unplanned industrial city in crisis than in Barcelona
with a very long-standing planning tradition. The question was whether risks could be
diminished if politicians shared them with planners by involving the latter in identifying the
city’s assets for potential development despite the contradiction between the political and
the planning timeframes.
In Bordeaux, a team of politicians, administrators and key stakeholders took care of
implementation. Due to less divergent political and planning cycles in France politicians
were able to engage in longer term negotiations with neighbourhood councils, gaining
exposure for their projects, not least by mobilising the media and thereby increasing their
election chances. However they still had to find the balance expected by the electorate
between consultation, participation, listening and decision-making.
Growth was underlying planning in the other cities. Casablanca was aiming at a more
balanced social environment through integrated planning and inclusion of transportation
strategies into the development aims. Antwerp, both a world player with its large port,
petrochemical industry and diamond trade, but suffering from economic decline,
indebtedness, unemployment, and surplus immigration was in need of major regeneration
of its city centre as well as the abandoned port areas and saw salvation in a masterplan
taking advantage of transport subsidies. Geneva was also focusing on cross-border and
international transportation infrastructure while grappling with urban congestion. Its
innovative week of mobility introduced experimental traffic management to obtain support
of the population. Dublin was using its position between Europe and the USA to develop its
financial and creative sector, the latter both top down and bottom up to regenerate its vast
abandoned dock areas and derelict industries. With hindsight, these plans overstretched
the city which suffered profoundly from the financial crisis.
Criteria Of Success
A recurrent issue was the selection of criteria to weigh the strengths of cities in
global competition. How could Geneva continue to exploit its privileged international
position, or Antwerp its unique diamond trade, and Dublin its success despite outside
dependence beyond its control? Should planners take on the task of testing criteria such
a competitiveness, human capital, dynamism, connectivity and integrated planning in
cooperation with mayors and evaluate the results at future Mayors’ Summits? What would
best equip mayors for such cooperation? Although the participating mayors had technical,
financial, administrative or business backgrounds, their strategies were influenced by their
life experience.
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Dublin and Antwerp secured economic success by attracting private inward investment
and public grants and by plugging into national infrastructure provision. Curitiba, Dakar,
Bordeaux, Casablanca and Bilbao focused more on physical improvement as a ‘pull’ factor
of development. Perhaps the most promising way of achieving a better quality of life was
to mobilise civil society like in Geneva and Curitiba. The unique role of mayors may be to
rally the diverse local human resources around a common vision for their cities. A first step
of further cooperation between planners and politicians would be to focus on medium size
cities which make up 52% of world population according to UNESCO.
Outlook
The Mayors’ Summit provided plenty of food for thought and examples showed both the
consequences of misguided ideologies and innovative ideas of change. How could future
ISOCARP Mayors’ Summits contribute to learning from mistakes and developing more viable
models of thinking and doing? Can long-term professional conceptual models and shortterm political pragmatism provide a sound basis for future cooperation between planners
and decision makers? Or would the inclusion of lay judgement, in synergy with political
and professional values be a better guarantee for future robustness? Are there absolute
long-term values, or are they confined to moments, places and stages of development? Are
urban decisions necessarily redundant after some time and do they require in-built flexibility
to allow for easier and less-costly future adjustments to unplanned and unpredictable
changes? The first Mayors’ Summit in Geneva constituted a starting platform to explore
these questions. Encouraged by the first mayors’ Summit, ISOCARP decided to attract more
mayors to its debates, and to offer the planning expertise of its members towards rigorous,
open-minded exploration of how to build and nurture better cities for people.

3

Mayors’ Summit Bilbao 2005

The then mayor of Bilbao Inaki Azjuna had participated in the inaugural Mayors’ Summit in
2004. Encouraged by the experience of the experimental Mayors’ Summit he decided to
continue this exchange between planning professionals and political leaders at the 2005
congress on “Making Spaces for the Creative Economy” in Bilbao which he was hosting.
He was persuaded that the great wealth of planning expertise and experience of ISOCARP
members were an invaluable resource and great asset for decision makers. Conversely,
Mayors’ Summits were bringing ISOCARP members in direct contact with top city leaders,
who make the decisions which shape cities and regions. The mayor’s intention was to
explore what synergies could be established between planning professionals and political
decision makers in cities and regions to their mutual benefit.
Cities’ Spatial Development Positions
The city of Bilbao was an ideal setting to invite Mayors from some of the most innovative
cities around the world to discuss the challenges and opportunities facing cities in the new
creative economy. Creativity was instrumental both to cope with the scaoe and pace of rapid
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urbanisation in the developing world and with reinventing new departures for cities affected
by structural economic change and slowdown.
The Mayor of Bilbao Spain Inaki Azjuna invited mayors, vice-mayors, presidents and heads
of development agencies from three continents: Cancun Mexico - Francisco Alor Quezada,
Sitges Spain - Jordi Baijet i Vidal, Helsinki Finland - Pekka Sauri, Lisbon Portugal - João Pessoa
e Costa, and Cities Hub Africa - Mthembeni Mhkize.

The political leaders presented recent strategies adopted by their cities and regions to steer
and redirect urban change which often involved attracting investment from exogenous
sources in the light of pressures on local and regional government and rising global
competition. In that sense all the cities had to harness creativity as driver of development
and means to restructure existing production and services into economies fit for the 21st
century.
Bilbao was traditionally driven by commerce, industry and entrepreneurship, but global
competition, new technologies and the oil price were inflicting change on established
industrial areas. With decline of industrial production the ailing economic system led to the
deterioration of the environment, and high unemployment affected adversely the urban
fabric and social cohesion. Bilbao had to produce a metropolitan strategy for long term
change on many fronts: new maritime, regional and urban mobility, energy restructuring,
urban regeneration, decontamination of water and land, and investment in technological
transformation, building on indigenous strengths, creativity and innovation.
Cancun was transformed from wilderness into a major mass tourism resort over a short
timespan. Planners had to act fast to preserve the goose which laid the golden egg. It had to
cope with the tensions of a very young city, provide mass transit while devising a strategy
for environmental protection with nature reserves and managed public realm.
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Helsinki was the sprawling capital of a sparsely populated country belonging to the Baltic
region and sharing a long border with Russia which was a cheap mass product market
complementary to Finland’s high wage, high quality export market to the west. Finland
combined business mentality with a strong welfare state which was perceived to becoming
unaffordable, due to an ageing population and a monoculture compromising innovation.
Helsinki introduced infrastructure and innovation-led green politics and based its planning
strategy on networking and neighbourhood autonomy to generate good local public services
and highly valued public realm.
Lisbon presented a property development point of view based on its trading tradition. Its
waterfront was five times larger than Barcelona’s and had great development potential
as land allocation was business interest led. However, it was not overcoming stagnation
despite its tourist attraction and was seen to have adopted an ‘African syndrome’ from
its colonial times. Sitges a small seaside town on the west of Barcelona had developed a
sustainable ‘own-life’ with many innovative cultural activities and alternative lifestyles. Like
in other parts of Spain though its ambitious development strategies were halted by the
financial crisis.
‘City Hub Africa’ has member cities in 53 African countries. With its techno-civil vocation it
aims to mobilise the private sector and non profit organisations into investing in innovation
in African cities to turn them into new participatory democratic entities. City Hub Africa
was preparing its first city summit in South Africa with the view to forging new networks of
cooperation with professional organisation such as ISOCARP.

Exchange between Planners and Policy Makers
The most surprising aspect in this exchange was that decision makers presented a
narrative of planning rather than of politics. However, from the debate it became apparent
that the two groups of protagonists did not share the same language. Planners asked about
political choices and, most importantly, how mayors were able to mobilise the financial and
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institutional support to implement their often ambitious and long term development visions.
The responses of interest to planners carried genuine political content and language.
Condition sine-qua-non was some political settlement usually involving the public sector:
the state, as well as the regional authorities and the cities. The realisation of their visions
rested on substantial and long term financial commitment into infrastructure investment
and institutional as well as technical support systems. Only thus could these cities
secure such massive restructuring required for their new departure toward very different
circumstances. The planners saw some weakness in such unidirectional commitment,
not least for lack of monitoring and evaluation during the development process, as well as
examination of alternative uses of such large scale public resources.
In the case of Bilbao, the gamble was to recoup massive up-front public investment through
added value generated by a successful development process. Nevertheless, without
initial inputs, such as free land, public incentives, technical support, political certainty
such large scale urban transformations did not seem to come off the ground anywhere.
One of the important features of successful long term regeneration was tight control of the
development process by public authorities or their agencies. This was the case in Bilbao,
unlike Cancun where the momentum of real estate production had overtaken development
objectives, not least owing to absence of communication in an understandable language
between the conflicting interested parties. Pressures of both speculative inward investment
and migration tended to be high in such places which were conceived as offering better
standards of living. There were lessons to be learnt from the sustainable transformation of
Sitges on the Mediterranean coast where speculative development had often destroyed
the initial attractors of tourism and left behind a damaged environment, together with an
unviable local economy.
Migration and immigration were often the consequences of such large scale interventions,
over and above the immigrant population from the period of industrialisation and steady
streams of economic migrants from poorer countries. Neither political decision makers nor
planners seemed to be able to anticipate these flows and devise ex ante strategies for them.
Helsinki which was welcoming immigration was planning for social and spatial integration,
a challenge in a mono-cultural country in a peripheral position. Cities in South Africa were
at the receiving end of large population movements without appropriate infrastructure,
services and job opportunities. The state was overwhelmed by the scale of these
movements which generated buffer zones with informal settlements where local creativity
was accommodating urban growth and subsistence, but which led also to segregation and
socio-economic polarisation. Political choices were seen as either importing or exporting
instability. In ‘exporting’ areas this took place through individual and commercial choices,
while in reception cities unplanned development was overtaking political objectives.
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The debate showed that dialogue between those who make the political decisions and
those who translate development options into formal proposals was necessary and
mutually beneficial. What was lacking was understanding each others’ language rather than
their professional or political motivations. That was where ISOCARP’s mayors’ summits were
seen as a vital step to making a useful contribution which could be expanded into teach-ins
between policy makers and planners.

4

Mayors’ Summit Istanbul 2006

The organisers of the Istanbul congress were keen to bring together planners, academics
and politicians to deliberate together the impact of integration and disintegration on their
cities in a global context of urbanisation and de-urbanisation. ISOCARP Mayors’ Summit were
seen as the appropriate platform for cooperation and collaboration and as a forum enabling
planners and decision makers to explore new creative urban development and management.
Istanbul, the host city was clearly between integration and disintegration and the objective
of the mayors’ summit was for planners to explore opportunities and challenges together
with mayors. The host mayor of Istanbul Kadir Topbas was leading the debate to which he
had invited mayors from Amsterdam, Stuttgart and Cape Town.

5

Mayors’ Summit Rotterdam 2015

The mayors’ summit is occupying a central role in the 50th anniversary congress. Mayors
and other leaders are expected to participate from the twelve host cities in the Netherlands,
Belgium and Germany, Amsterdam, Antwerp, Brussels, Delft, Deventer, Dortmund,
Eindhoven, Groningen, Maastricht, Schiphol and Wageningen where congress workshops
are taking place on their concrete planning issues. The themes cover spatial, environmental,
economic and social planning: synergy between cities and their ports; post-industrial
urban regeneration; bringing urbanity to brown field sites and jobs to declining city
centres; reconciling national planning frameworks with local integrated planning; feeding
cities sustainably; joining up global with local connectivity; reconciling local expectations
with international challenges of urban development; and building cities in a cooperative
participatory way. At regional level themes are: creating sustainably knowledge based
regions; building trans-boundary urban systems; transforming fossil fuel based energy
economies into green energy regions; leveraging economic growth from spatial projects at
regional level.
Ahmed Aboutaleb, the mayor of Rotterdam, the host city of the ISOCARP congress is
encouraging the mayors from the other eleven workshop host cities to invite mayors from
their twin cities from all parts of the world to join the summit following the presentation of
the workshop outcomes in Rotterdam. Their discussions with the congress participants
will form the basis of the plenary debates led by three keynote speakers on the future of
planning and the role and responsibilities of the planning profession.
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4. INTERNATIONAL SEMINARS, REGIONAL WORKSHOPS,
NATIONAL ACTIVITIES
The ISOCARP Seminars reflect the cultural diversity of ISOCARP members who initiated them
from a wide range of planning approaches and geographic contexts. The early seminars
contributed inputs towards the congresses from diverse regional perspectives focusing
on their specific issues related to the congress theme. Over time, the seminars adopted
a more independent role. They either focused on to the state of the profession sometimes
in cooperation with educational institutions, or they specialised on planning issues of
particular concern to the host institutions. The Seminars also illustrate the evolution of
ISOCARP itself: its pursuit of continuous professional excellence and its drive to explore
unchartered issues. The Seminars fall into three categories: reflection on the profession,
preparation of congresses and stand alone initiatives, often in cooperation with other
international professional bodies.
From 2005 the seminar series in this form was discontinued. ISOCARP was concentrating
on its globalisation and focusing on closer relationships with planners and planning
organisations in the developing world where an increasing number of congresses took
place. Arguably in response, some ISOCARP members felt the need to decentralise some
exchanges of experiences toward planning issues closer to their professional realities.
This became particularly relevant in 2009 when ISOCARP reintroduced a new debated
on its future, mission and organisation. In 2013, the German speaking German, Austrian
and Swiss National Delegations decided to bring ISOCARP activities again closer to their
members’ interests to obtain their views on the future orientation of ISOCARP. The German
National delegation organised the first regional workshop in Munich in 2013 which combined
a discussion on the profession and the future of ISOCARP with an exchange on planning
issues relevant to that region. The idea of such regional ISOCARP workshops recommended
at the Munich event was taken up by other ISOCARP national delegations and groups of
interested members in other cities and regions since then.

1

International ISOCARP Seminars

International ISOCARP seminars on the planning profession itself
Besides the regular debates on the state of the profession at congresses and in the departing
speeches of the ISOCARP presidents, ISOCARP contributed ideas about professional training,
education and research, as well as professional ethics at a number of Seminars. Most
Seminars on the profession (Ascona, Switzerland 1997; Genoa, Italy 2004) were organised
together with other international educational and professional associations, such as AESOP,
ECTP and other intergovernmental bodies (The Hague, Netherlands, 1995, with the Dutch
Ministry of Planning VROM; Istanbul, Turkey at the occasion of UN Habitat II, 1996).
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International ISOCARP Seminars as preparation for the ISOCARP congresses
Early ISOCARP Seminars contributed to the substantive preparation of the congress
themes, especially when they reached beyond narrow physical planning aspects into more
contextual areas such as well-being and health, nuclear safety or migration.
The pre-congress seminar in Stockholm, Sweden in 1993 dealt with radiation and nuclear
disaster preparedness in the wake of the Kiev nuclear disaster, nuclear disarmament and
decommissioning of the first generation of nuclear power stations. Suddenly planning was
faced with unknown and very long term environmental issues such as the safe resettlement
of the population of Chernobyl, protective measures near nuclear waste plants, risk
management and the preparedness for nuclear accidents, as well as air quality monitoring
in the light of acid rain. The environmental theme continued at the pre-congress Seminar in
Arras, France in 1994. The 1995 Seminar in Dresden bridged environmental preoccupations
with the reorientation of the planning profession.
The Prague congress in 1994 examined the new demands on planning, taken up at the
Sydney congress with focus on mediation, and developed further at the Dresden Seminar
towards the congress in Jerusalem on migration at a global scale. Dresden was devastated
during the second world war and underwent renewed profound changes after the demise
of the Berlin wall. It was a perfect place to ask how planners would deal with sudden,
unforeseen drastic changes which occur ever more frequently everywhere in the world.
The 1998 Seminar in Antalya, Turkey on water and coastal management approached the
environment at the global scale as well. It concluded that city and regional planning and
impact assessment belonged together and complemented each other. The 1999 Seminar
in Katovice Poland examined at a smaller scale post industrial regeneration which faced the
Ruhr at a regional level in preparation of the Gelsenkirchen congress.
Regional ISOCARP Seminars initiated by regional members
ISOCARP groups of members initiated regional Seminars, usually in cooperation with their
international academic and institutional planning networks on topical planning issues
in their respective regions. These ‘stand alone’ events, more intimate than the ISOCARP
congresses, generated stimulating informal discussions. Some involved local decision
makers whose policies and projects were used as case studies and who benefited from
dispassionate professional viewpoints contributed by outsiders.
Originally based in Europe ISOCARP had started its Seminar series in Maastricht, Netherlands
in 1989 by exploring what planning could contribute to the development of Euro-regions.
When considerably poorer countries joined what was then the European Communities
regions became relevant political entities to implement balanced territorial development
and economic and social cohesion across Europe. For ISOCARP planning had a role to play in
European redistribution policies as an inherent part of projects supported by the structural
130

regional and social funds reflected in the outcome of the Maastricht Seminar submitted to
ECE policy makers and administrators.
In Visby, Sweden, 2002 ISOCARP examined the future of the Baltic Sea region and the
opportunities of sharing solutions for a more sustainable development, despite the
discrepancy between the countries in the West which emphasised existing values of
nature and heritage as well as certainty and safety, and the Eastern countries which chose
economic growth and prosperity as their new planning objectives.
With globalisation of ISOCARP membership seminars were initiated on all continents, often
in cooperation with intergovernmental organisations. In Dakar, Senegal, 2003 the Seminar
was on planning new residential areas; in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2004 on an institutional
perspective of legal instruments of urban policy and management; and in Riverside California
USA 2005 on innovative communities. These Seminars aimed to attract local participants
to benefit from the presence of international organisations and ISOCARP members from
other continents. They all focused on planning issues specific to their local context. Having
inherited masterplans from its ex-colonial masters, Dakar needed to find its own solutions
to deal with illegal settlements, unplanned urban expansion and its detrimental effects on
the rural hinterland. In Rio de Janeiro, authors were encouraged to present their cases in
poster form while the study visits illustrated the needs for institutional innovation. Following
the long North American tradition of urban sprawl, which turned into edge cities and very low
density areas, the experiment of Riverside of creating remote but fast growing communities.
They were relying mainly on electronic connections facilitated by GIS technology but
American new urbanism already presented a counterpart to such technofixes The cultural
and geographic diversity of these Seminars provided ISOCARP members with a broad range
of experiences and planning solutions from which to learn and devise strategies for their
own contexts.

2

Regional workshops and planners’ exchanges

Open Source Urbanism, Munich 2013
This was the first ISOCARP regional workshop. Well attended from the broader region it
consisted of two parts, a substantive and an institutional one. The professional debate was
on a regional planning issue: “Questions of urban re-development in Europe and the catalyst
function of urban brownfields for cities”. The institutional aspects of ISOCARP occupied the
core of the discussion which came up with many innovative ideas, such as the creation of a
European Platform of ISOCARP National Delegations.
Regenerating cities from within – in times of scarcity? London 2013
The UK national delegation organised this planners’ exchange workshop in London in 2013.
Although it focused on London issues: the legacy of the Olympic games, the transformation
of an important railway exchange and technical, spatial as well as societal aspects of the
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highest skyscraper in Europe just completed, ISOCARP members from other continents
joined the interactive workshop where they compared similar experiences from their
respective countries. This intimate workshop which gave all those around the table the
opportunity to participate actively in the exchange was appreciated and seen as useful
complements to large scale congresses.
Cross-Border Planning and Cooperation – Urban and regional planning across borders,

Base (left)l and Lodz (right)

Basel 2014
The Swiss delegation combined its efforts with IBA Basel 2020 which is masterminding
development projects in the Basel metropolitan area in Switzerland, France and Germany.
Cross-border urban and regional planning is a typical European topic. Spatial developments
in densely populated Europe do not stop at territorial limits of city regions. The resulting
planning and communication tasks requires increasing horizontal and vertical cooperation.
Europe can offer a great deal of experience as well as organisational and methodological
approaches. During the workshop solutions for cross-border planning based on case studies
were presented and discussed among experts, thus supporting the transfer of knowledge
and experience. IBA Basel 2020 learned from international best practice approaches,
methods and tools while bringing its own solutions to international practice.
Limits of Formal Planning in Managing the Urban Development, Lodz 2014
The workshop in Lodz was initiated by the Polish National Delegation and co-organised
with city administrations, professional institutions and universities. It focused on themes
of direct concern to the city. They were: Planning and management of large scale urban
development projects; the role of cultural and industrial heritage in Lodz’s downtown
rehabilitation; urban regeneration in post-socialist cities. The workshops was followed by
a comprehensive report of relevance to the participating institutions. The key premise was
that formal planning needed to adapt to current uncertainty and provide flexible frameworks
as guidance rather than fixed solutions.
ISOCARP Planners’ Exchange Workshop: The Realism of Implementation – Engagement
of Local Resources, Dundee 2014
The international group who attended, developed the theme of the Realism of Implementation
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with the Engagement of Local Resources. Dundee has prominent mention in the National
Planning Framework 3, where the regeneration of the Waterfront has been going on for
some decades, but in recent time has picked up pace and impetus to bring forward five
major areas of improvement. The presentations covered the policy framework within which
the regeneration plans were being driven enthusiastically forward: from the NPF 3, to the
Tayplan, the joined-up proposals for the waterfront, and the urban design skills which will
reunite the city centre to the waterfront. In the course of hearing about the way forward, at
such a brisk pace, the workshop groups looked at the mechanisms at work in the process of
redevelopment and recovery to a bright new future for the waterfront. Colin Doig as the local
Chapter President showcased the work of local Architects.
For more information and reports on the ISOCARP seminars and workshops see http://
ISOCARP.org/activities/national-delegation-activities/

3

Conclusion and outlook

The informal nature and often small scale of these seminars and workshops encourages
brainstorming and generates innovative ideas for ISOCARP members and the participating
hosts. The publications produced by the local organisers reflect the broad variety of planning
issues and contexts which ISOCARP members are tackling throughout the world. These local
decentralised activities initiated by ISOCARP members and protagonists with whom they
are sharing their professional knowledge are evolving and changing, but they have both
a contemporary use and longer term value as they are shared across a global planning
community.
Towards the 50th anniversary, National Delegations were invited to produce information on
the latest planning issues in their countries and they will be collated in a compendium of
best practice. ISOCARP has a unique possibility to generate synergy between local, city,
regional and national planning activities and disseminate them worldwide as a contribution
to a continuously growing body of knowledge on planning issues and planning practice.

Dundee (left) and London (right)
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5. ISOCARP COOPERATION IN PROJECTS WITH OTHER INTERNATIONAL
INSTITUTIONS
ISOCARP is engaging in various capacities in cooperative undertakings with international
institutions and national planning bodies. It is involved in joint projects with institutions with
which it has memoranda of understanding; it endorses projects led by other institutions
related to planning; it contributes to activities initiated by international bodies and planning
institutions; and it participates as partner in cooperative projects. Outcomes take different
forms and reports with ISOCARP as co-authors are mentioned in the section on publications.
Such cooperative projects give ISOCARP the opportunity to influence international policy
formulation and share technological innovation to the mutual benefit of ISOCARP. More
information is available on the ISOCARP website under ‘activities’.
Cooperation in European Union projects
ISOCARP has established close cooperative relations with European institutions in fields
related to planning. It has participated in several European Union projects such as SUSREG
plan4business, and the earlier PLAN4ALL and HLanData.
SUSREG aims to empower sustainable urban
planning. It stimulates the use of sustainable energy
resources and energy efficient methods in urban
and regional planning by improving knowledge,
skills and attitudes of professional planners at
regional authorities, local organisations and national
associations.
ISOCARP was cooperating in the Plan4Business
project from 2012 to 2014. It was EU co-funded under
the ICT programme of the European Commission.
The aim of the project was to develop a web platform
which offered a full catalogue of harmonised planning
data and services, such as transport infrastructure, regional plans, urban plans and zoning
plans data to urban and regional planning data users. This information was aimed at spatial
planners, researchers, real estate professionals, as well as other disciplines, such as the
insurance industry, investors, or market-relevant activities related to urban development.
<Whatstheplan.eu> is the final result of the plan4business project, a new web platform
containing a full catalogue of harmonized planning data available to urban and regional
planning data users.
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ISOCARP also contributed to theHLandData project which
was in charge of harmonisation of European Land Use
and Land Cover Databases for the Creation of Value
Added Services.
The HLANDATA project was led by the Government of
Navarre and TRACASA,. It aimed to identify the feasible European level to harmonise land
use and land cover datasets, taking into account both the data categorisation and the
data models, for any of their possible uses and users. This was to be achieved through the
development of user-oriented value-added services.
Plan for All was the first EU project in which ISOCARP took
an active part from 2009 to 2011. This eContentplus
project formed part of follow-up work toward the INSPIRE
Directive aimed at harmonising spatial planning data,
based on existing best practices in EU regions and
municipalities. This particular project of Plan4All was to
improve interoperability for spatial planning. The book
“Plan4all Project, Interoperability for Spatial Planning”,
2011, edited by Mauro Salvemini, FrancoVico and Corrado Iannucci is available from eurogi.
org/eurogi-downloads/category/55-plan4all-book?...plan4all...A portal and a European
network of best practices for interoperability of spatial planning information continue to be
in operation at http://www.plan4all.eu/. and http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpl/
The results were intended as a framework to assist organisations in the public and the private
sector at governmental levels in their cross border activities. Plan4All was also to assist the
implementation of environmental policies of the European Commission. The project created
a basis for further development of data sharing in spatial planning in which ISOCARP could
be a partner. Although similar ideas and concepts of urban and spatial planning are shared
across Europe, the legal situation is fragmented. Plan4All was to contribute to a better
understanding of planning regulations across the European space.
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5. ISOCARP INSTITUTE
Isocarp had always harboured an interest in planning education and training, although
its core activities had concentrated on planning practice besides exchanging papers with
more academic content at its congresses. During its regular discussions on the future of
the planning profession, Isocarp often felt the need to establish better communication and
understanding with other key players in the transformation and maintenance of the built
environment and those involved in spatial development in more general terms. Through its
members from academia, Isocarp was well aware of the widespread and varied academic
constituencies which are in charge of educating planners. It was felt though that Isocarp had
a contribution to make towards “research and projects which would improve the planning
profession in all its forms, increase awareness of major development trends, and provide
new knowledge for the betterment of humankind and its living environment”. These were
the initial guiding principles of an emerging Isocarp institute to which Isocarp members
would contribute their knowledge and expertise while benefiting from their participation.

The 2014 Gdynia Education Forum

At the Gdynia congress in 2014 an Education Forum explored ideas on the purpose,
content, and usefulness of an Isocarp institute for the planning profession, its relation
with educational institutions and its possible vocation as a training facility for other key
players in the production and maintenance of the built environment, ranging from political
decision makers to the development industry. One of the functions of the institute would
be to become a living archive of the body of knowledge accumulated by Isocarp over its
fifty years existence, to expand it and make it globally accessible. Isocarp members would
be the lifeblood of such a self-financing institute and their commitment as well as their
expectations from this new Isocarp function were essential for its progress.
The theme of the education forum moderated by Sofia Morgado was “Bridging Theory and
Practice: Implementation; legal, economic, socio-political aspects of getting plans realised
as a basis to improve implementation pedagogy in planning schools”. Its aim was to identify
a core strategy for the development of the institute and to clarify its role in cooperating with
education and research institutions.
Isocarp members from education and research institutions in Europe (Francesco Lo Piccolo,
AESOP – Association of European Schools of Planning with which Isocarp has agreements
on cooperation), the USA (Jeff Featherstone, Temple University), Africa (Koyi Mchunu,
University of KwaZulu-Natal South Africa) and China (Xuaohui Chen, Urbanisation and urbanrural planning research centre of Jiangsu) were invited to present their positions as basis for
a debate on “Bridging theory and practice: implementation”.
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The theme of the keynote address by Judith Ryser was “From Planning Education to
Learning”. She distinguished four positions: planning education at university (learning
how to learn), planning education as vocational training (learning how to do), planning
education from practice (learning by doing), and future learning (life-long learning through
critical thinking and by becoming). She identified the current forms of learning available to
professional planners and others involved in the planning process as context for the role of
Isocarp in planning education and, in particular, the possible role of the Isocarp Institute.
She saw the institute as holding a niche position within formal planning education, focusing
on learning-by-doing, at teach-ins, short courses, charrettes, role playing, study visits and
attending events where planners could share knowledge and expertise with decision makers
and those in the business of implementation. Isocarp was well placed to train practitioners,
decision makers, administrators and others at short events on concrete projects made
available by those actively involved who would participate in such a learning process.
For more information, see www.isocarp.org - activities – academic development – Isocarp
Institute.

6. ISOCARP AWARDS

1

Gerd Albers Award for Best Publication on Planning

In 1999 then President of ISOCARP Max van den Berg created the Gerd Albers Awards in
honour of Gerd Albers, one of the Co-founders and former president of ISOCARP, at the
occasion of his 80th birthday. The objective of the Gerd Albers Award was to raise the profile
of ISOCARP by stimulating excellence in writing about planning among ISOCARP members, in
forms of published articles or books. Awards for best publication of the year were selected
annually by a jury of three members and announced at the ISOCARP congresses since
2002. It was only attributed when the jury decided that the overall quality of the competing
publications had reached excellence.
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2

Winners of the Gerd Albers Award, 2002-2014

2014: Dhiru Thadani for his book “Visions of Seaside: Foundation, Evolution, Imagination,
Built and Unbuilt Architecture published by Rizzoli New York.
2013: Stanley C. T. YIP, for “Low Carbon Ecological Space? Rethinking the Cross-Dimensional
Approach to Urban Planning”. Dalian University of Science and Technology Press, 2011.
2011: Morched Chabbi: “Role et fonctions des urbanistes dans la fabrication des villes du
sud: le cas de Tunis 1960-2009”; Dhiru Thadani: “Language of Towns & Cities: A Visual
Dictionary”.
2010: The journal “urbanistic pvs” submitted by Federico Malusardi, Italy
2009: Maurits de Hoog & Rick Vermeulen: “New Rhythms of the City, Moulding the metropolis
in Amsterdam”
2008: For an article: Aleksandra Stupar, Serbia, for “The Magic Mirror of Sustainability: Glittering
Ideas, Gloomy Reality”, published in Proceedings of the International Scientific Conference
on “Sustainable Spatial Development of Towns and Cities”, Institute of Architecture and
Urban & Spatial Planning of Serbia, Beograd, 2008.
For a book: Shi Nan, China, Co-author of the Book Some Observations Concerning China’s
Urban Development, published by China Architecture and Building Press, 2008. ISBN 9787-112-09686-2
2007: Lineu Castello, Brazil, “There’s no Reality like Hyper-reality.”
2006: For a book: Hein Struben and Martin Dubbeling “Sustainable Urban Design”
For an article: Fernando Brandao Alves & David Leite Viana: “Maputo: from the colonial
paradigm to the peripheralisation of the contemporary urban space”.
2005: Peter Robinson, Jeff McCarthy, Clive Foster: “Urban Reconstruction in the Developing
World”, 2004. Heinemann; Olusola Olufemi & Doory Reeves: “Lifeworld Strategies of Women
who Find Themselves Homeless in South Africa”. 2004. In: Planning Theory and Practice, Vol
5, no 1, pp69-91, March 2004. Routledge
2004: James Reilly, Patricia Maggio and Steven Karp (USA) “Forecasting Impervious Surface
for Regional and Municipal Land Use Planning Purposes: a New Methodology”
2003: Julia Maria Lourenço (Portugal)
2002: Erik Wiren (Sweden)
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3

ISOCARP Awards for Excellence in Planning

In 2005, then President Alfonso Vegara initiated the ISOCARP Awards of Excellence to mark
the 40th anniversary of ISOCARP. It was going to be the greatest honour ISOCARP was able
to confer to a city or an institution. The Awards of Excellence are conferred in recognition
of exceptionally innovative urban initiatives that best express the theme of the ISOCARP
congress each year.
The inaugural ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were awared at the 2005 congress in Bilbao, to
celebrate “Four Decades of Knowledge Creation and Sharing” in the Guggenheim Museum.
The awards were given to five institutions which best expressed the congress theme
“Making Spaces for the Creative Economy”: Bilbao Ria 2000 Spain; Curitiba, Universidade
Livre do Meia Ambiente, Brazil; Durban Metropolitan Council, South Africa; Helsinki City
Council, Finland; and JTC Corporation Singapore.

4

Winners of the ISOCARP Awards for Excellence in Planning, 2005- 2014

In 2008 ISOCARP Awards of Excellence related to the congress theme “Urban Growth Without
Sprawl” held in Dalian China were conferred on the World Planning Day in Sitges Spain
whose mayor was a great supporter of ISOCARP. The winner cities and institutions were:
the Municipality of Amsterdam, The Netherlands; the Muncipality of Antwerp, Belgium; the
IMPLAN-Insituto de Planeacion de Desarrollo Urbano, Cancun Mexico; the Delhi Development
Authority, New Delhi India; IN-VU Investment Environment, Warsaw Poland; and the Ruan
Yisan Heritage Foundation, Yangshou China, for their special development plans.
On World Planning Day the 2009 ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were conferred in Gdansk
Poland to three winners in recognition of exceptionally innovative urban and regional
initiatives that best expressed the theme of the ISOCARP Congress on “Low Carbon Cities”
in Porto, Portugal. Special emphasis was given to projects recognising the importance and
significance of spatial and environmental planning in the era of climate change, globalisation
and the participatory planning process. There was one winner for each category: Arup and
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Bejing Municipal Institute of City Planning and Design China for district planning and urban
design; the Wuhan Planning and Design Institute China for urban an city planning; and Abu
Dhabi Urban Planning Council UAE for strategic and regional planning.
In 2010 the ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were granted in Nairobi for regional planning
to Arup and Shanghai China; for urban development to Bilbao Ria Spain; for settlement to
the Ministry of Housing of Kenya, and for strategic planning to the Guangzhou Planning
Bureau China. What linked the projects were quality of analysis, internal consistence and
coherence, originality and innovative character and role models of best practice.
In 2011 the ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were allocated for exceptionally innovative and
regional initiatives which best expressed “Liveable cities, urbanising world”. They included
Amos Brandeis – Architecture, Urban and Regional Planning Ltd Israel; City of Amsterdam
The Netherlands; Abu Dhabi Urban Planning Council.
In 2012 the winners of the ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were selected to stimulate their
projects. They were Shantou Institute of `urban `planning and Design Nanjing University
China; Dubai Municipality Planning Department AUE; and China Academy of Urban Planning
and Design.
In 2013 the ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were ranked for the first time. They want by
rank order to: Arup and Shanghai Expo Ubpa Business Development Co Ltd; Changxing Dao
Planning Bureau c/o John Tank and Associates China; and Lisbon City Hall Portugal.
In 2014 the ISOCARP Awards for Excellence were related to waterfront development and
rank order to the following winners: AECOM Kuala Lumpur Malaysia; CPG onsultants & Atelier
Dreiseiti for the Kallang Rierside Development in China, and NBPI for conservation and land
use plan of Xiangshan Harbour Ningbo China.
For 2015 a special award, the Sam van Embden Award, is planned in honour of the founding
President of ISOCARP, besides the ISOCARP Award for Excellence to celebrate ISOCARP’s 50th
anniversary.
Amos Brandeisñ Architecture, Urban & Regional Planning Ltd
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Changxing Dao Planning Bureau, c/o John Tang
& Associates-China

CPG Consultants and Atelier Dreiseitl

Shantou Institute of Urban Planning & Design Nanjing University

5

Poster Awards

When ISOCARP started to attribute greater emphasis to the role of Young Planner Professionals
in ISOCARP, it conceived various incentives to mobilise the younger generation into active
participation in ISOCARP. One idea was to encourage them to produce posters of their work
which were then entered into a competition. For a number of years Carfax publications were
supporting these competitions with awards until Routledge took over in 2004. At a later
stage the poster awards were linked to the Young Planners’ Workshops for which the teams
produced posters presenting their projects and findings.
For detailed information see ‘awards’ on the ISOCARP website www.ISOCARP.org.
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1. ISOCARP PUBLICATIONS OVERVIEW
A major contribution of ISOCARP to the planning community are its publications. Their aim
is to disseminate achievements of planning and planners by building on the activities of
ISOCARP members and their networks.

Congresses (1965-)

Until recently, congress results were published as printed reports edited by the General
Rapporteurs. Since then ISOCARP moved into the digital age and is making congress case
studies and congress results available on CD while the congress papers are accessible on
the ISOCARP paper platform. Special Bulletins are providing background to congress host
cities in print or digital form, some as downloads. (For details, see chapter on learning from
congresses).

Urban Planning Advisory Teams (2004-)

Outcomes of Urban Planners Advisory Teams (UPATs) are published as printed or digital
reports to download from the ISOCARP website. On overview of UPATs achievements will be
published towards ISOCARP’s fiftieth anniversary celebrations in 2015 “Ten Years of UPATs
Symposium at ETH Zuerich (2004-2014)”. (For details see section on UPAT).

Young Planning Professional Workshops (1991-)

The outcomes of the Young Planning Professional Workshops (YPPs) are included in the
congress section of the ISOCARP website. A synthesis of 10 years’ achievements has been
published in 2000 in print available from ISOCARP. (For details see section on YPP).

ISOCARP Review (2005-)

The ISOCARP Review was initiated by then President Alfonso Vegara in 2005 to raise the
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status of ISOCARP as a centre of excellence on planning studies and planning practice. Since
then ISOCARP Reviews have been published in print in conjunction with ISOCARP congresses
as compendia of papers which complement the congress themes. (For details see section
on ISOCARP Review).

International Manual of Planning Practice (1989-)

The International Manual of Planning Practice (IMPP) was initiated by Adriana Dal Cin and
Derek Lyddon when they saw the need for a better understanding of the planning systems
and their use in practice worldwide to the benefit of ISOCARP members who were cosmopolitan
from inception but had grown into a truly global community. The first publication produced
in 1989 was an attempt to obtain local responses to the then premise that “planning was
making arrangements for the future” specifying what type of arrangements for what future.
The UNESCO MOST programme (Management Of Social Transformations) supported the
Manual as a tool for training young planning professionals to cope with 21st century demands
on the built environment, humanise cities and create a sustainable human habitat. These
objectives are still at the core of IMPP. The sixth edition edited by Judith Ryser and Teresa
Franchini is published toward ISOCARP’s 50th anniversary and will encompass up to 130
countries worldwide. (For details see section on IMPP).

Regional workshops and national delegation activities (2011-)

The results of the regional workshops, initiated by the German and Austrian National
Delegations in 2013 to bring ISOCARP activities closer to members’ interests and obtain
their views on the future orientation of ISOCARP are published on the ISOCARP website,
under National Delegation Activities. They include reports on Regional Workshops in Dundee
Scotland (2014), Lodz Poland (2014), Basel Switzerland (2013), London UK (2013),
Munich Germany (2013), as well as on a national meeting in Romania (2011). This initiative
mobilised many more ISOCARP members to share their local issues and expertise and to
publicise them on the ISOCARP website. ISOCARP National Delegations were also organising
cooperative initiatives and case studies and some are presented on the website.

ISOCARP cooperative projects

With the United Nations
ISOCARP is participating in various cooperative projects mainly with international agencies.
It has and is contributing to UN HABITAT. It was involved as a partner in international
guidelines for urban and territorial planning, professionals’ forum, world urban campaign,
private partners group, world Habitat day, Habitat III general assembly of partners. It also
cooperated in other UN organisations: WHU (World Urban Forum), and WHO (World Health
Organisation) “Urban Planning and Human Health in the European City” 2009. ISOCARP’s
contributions are included in various UN publications on planning issues.
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With the European Union
ISOCARP has co-produced projects for the European Union. H Lan Data (harmonising of
European land use and land cover databases for the creation of value added services),
Plan4All (harmonisation of spatial planning data according to the INSPIRE directive - www.
plan4all.eu.), Plan4Business (a service platform for aggregation, processing and analysis of
urban and regional planning data Whatstheplan.eu), and SUSREG (empowering sustainable
urban planning - ongoing). Results of these cooperative projects are published by ISOCARP’s
project partners.
With others
ISOCARP has produced a joint publication with ITACUS (International Tunnelling and
Underground Space Association) with which is has a Memorandum of Understanding: “Thin
Deep: Planning, development and use of underground space in cities” (2015).

ISOCARP anniversaries

ISOCARP has reflected critically on its achievement at the occasion of various landmark
anniversaries. In the 25th anniversary publication Charles Delfante, then ISOCARP Secretary
General wrote an essay on the “Work of the Congresses of ISOCARP’. For its 30th and 35th
anniversaries ISOCARP concentrated on the State of the profession and published the
speeches by the outgoing presidents (available on the ISOCARP website), together with
essays by Judith Ryser drawing on their reflections. Bogdan Vyporek edited the ISOCARP
Millennium report on findings from ISOCARP’s world congresses for the future. ISOCARP:
Four Decades of Knowledge Creation and Sharing, edited by Waikeen Ng and Judith Ryser
presented an overview of all ISOCARP activities in 2005 and the present publication “ISOCARP;
50 Years of Knowledge Creation and Sharing” is building on this body of knowledge, by
adding ten more years of ISOCARP’s ever increasing activities.
Many of these publications are available from the ISOCARP shop or as downloads from the
ISOCARP website (www.isocarp.org).

ISOCARP Website

ISOCARP’s main instrument of communication and interaction is its redesigned website.
<www.isocarp.org> It provides up to date information on ISOCARP’s activities, makes
many digital publications available and invites members and others to join in ISOCARP
activities or contribute their own initiatives. On the members’ area, ISOCARP members have
an opportunity to exchange views, present their work and generate cooperative projects
between them.
Many ISOCARP publications are available on or through the Isocarp website:
www.isocarp.org
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1. THE ISOCARP REVIEW
When Alfonso Vegara held the ISOCARP presidency he initiated the ISOCARP Review. The aim
was to lift the profile of ISOCARP in terms of its scientific and experimental endeavours in
promoting planning and the planning profession. This annual publication was conceived as
part of the ISOCARP congresses related to their themes to complement the professional and
academic contributions to the congress workshops. With the host city and Bilbao Ria 2000
were the strategic partners and Fundacion Metropoli the knowledge partner a pilot Review
was prepared toward the 2005 congress on “Making spaces for the Creative Economy”,
edited by Waikeen Ng and Judith Ryser. Contributions were sought from a wider constituency
than ISOCARP members to broaden the scope of the publication with academic content,
together with case studies presented by those directly involved in outstanding examples of
urban and regional planning and management. The ISOCARP Review was aimed not only to
planning professionals and city officials, but also to the general public interested in urban
issues, Its main aim was to facilitate the dissemination of ISOCARP ideas and strengthen the
global viability of the ISOCARP.

1

The pilot Review

The objective of the First ISOCARP Review entitled ‘Making
Spaces for the Creative Economy’ was to present projects
and initiatives that were fostering new urban spaces for
economic activities linked to the creative economy. As the
creative economy is not the prerogative of any one region
nor found only in larger metropolises, the contributions
were carefully chosen from around the world, including
city experiences from Europe, the USA, Mexico, Brazil,
South Africa, The Middle East, Japan and Singapore. These
experiments from a wide range of cultures were carefully
structured to narrate a coherent story through a broad
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variety of projects to make the reader understand the context and origins of these projects
and their varied developmental processes. The publication sought to inspire other cities to
adopt creative approaches for their future projects related to this relevant topic which would
equip them to progress in an increasingly competitive world.
The ISOCARP Review has evolved since then and has become a valued companion of ISOCARP
members, practising planners, planning academics and the interested public worldwide.
ISOCARP reviews are available from ISOCARP through its website www.isocarp.org

2

List of ISOCARP Reviews

ISOCARP Review 11, Let’s Reinvent Planning 2015, edited by Shi Nan, Jim Reilly & Fran Klass
ISOCARP Review 10, Water and Cities, Managing a Vital Relationship 2014 edited by Shi Nan,
Jim Reilly & Fran Klass
ISOCARP Review 09, Frontiers of Planning: Visionary futures for human settlements 2013
edited by Chris Gossop & Jim Colman
ISOCARP Review 08, Fast Forward: City Planning in a Hyper Dynamic World. 2012 edited by
Shi Nan & Chris Gossop
ISOCARP Review 07, Liveable Cities: Urbanising World 2011 edited by Chris Gossop & Shi
Nan
ISOCARP Review 06, Sustainable City / Developing World 2010 edited by Chris Gossop
ISOCARP Review 05, Low Carbon Cities 2009 edited by Chris Gossop & Fernando Brandão
Alves
ISOCARP Review 04, Urban Growth without Sprawl: A Way towards Sustainable Urbanisation.
2008 edited by Paolo La Greca & Shi Nan
ISOCARP Review 03, Urban Trialogues: Co-productive ways to relate visioning and strategic
urban projects 2007 edited by Paolo La Greca, Louis Albrechts & Jef Van den Broeck
ISOCARP Review 02, Cities between Integration and Disintegration: Opportunities and
Challenges 2006 edited by Paolo La Greca, & Zeynep Enlil
ISOCARP Review 01 – Making Spaces for the Creative Economy. 2005 edited by Judith
Ryser & Waikeen Ng.
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2. IMPP: INTERNATIONAL MANUAL OF PLANNING PRACTICE
The view of ISOCARP is that planning is the key instrument to balance property rights with
the public interest by translating spatial development processes into physical form. The
way this balance is sought and achieved varies widely between countries, as well as regions
and cities within them. IMPP is aiming to capture both the communalities and differences
between planning approaches and practices worldwide.

1

Origin of IMPP

In an increasingly interdependent world with a mobile planning profession ISOCARP
considered that its globalising membership lacked knowledge of how planning is put into
practice in other countries. This is how the International Manual of Planning Practice (IMPP)
came into being. Late president elect Adriana del Cin and former president Derek Lyddon
conceived and edited this practical handbook of information in which practising planners
and planning academics, many of them ISOCARP members were demonstrating how
planning systems were applied in practice in their respective countries. Their contributions
enabled IMPP to disseminate information and clarify local applications of generic concepts
of planning while establishing a basis for comparison and learning from planning practice
across countries and cultures. The innovative aspect of this comprehensive source of
knowledge was to emphasise the relationship between the planning system and its
application in practice, sometimes complemented by a critical discussion.

2

Evolution of IMPP

Since its first edition in 1992 IMPP has expanded and evolved over five more editions, taking
on board changes of the planning process and its competences over time and in space.
In 2008 the new editors of IMPP Judith Ryser and Teresa Franchini managed to garner
contributions from 101 countries from continents for the fifth edition. They were written by
ISOCARP members as well as local practitioners, public sector planners, planning academics
and private consultants. In its new format as a slim book with synthesis information on
contributing countries and fully illustrated articles on an incorporated CD IMPP has become
a much consulted handbook by practising planners, planning departments at national,
regional and local levels and universities, as well as by developers, investors and decision
makers as an inspiration, source of good practice and critical appraisal of planning system
weaknesses.
Traditionally top down and hierarchic, planning had to adjust to rapid urbanisation when
cities were gaining importance as drivers of the economy, protagonists of sustainability and
places of experimentation with innovative governance. Driven by rapid population growth
spatial development is occurring at ever increasing scale and pace albeit selectively while
places elsewhere are enduring decline. Major disturbances and uncertainty have taken
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hold of many parts of the world, compounded by adverse effects of climate change and
man made disasters. The effect of these transformations and their impacts on the planning
process and its practice are elucidated in the new sixth edition of IMPP published in 2015.
This ISOCARP flagship publication was expanded to zz135 countries worldwide reflecting
ISOCARP’s own globalisation. The publication is available from ISOCARP to be ordered through
its website www.isocarp.org.

International Manual of Planning Practice 2008 (left) and 2015 (right).
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EPILOGUE
The Next Fifty Years
Judith Ryser

Editor

“THE PUBLIC REALM” by Remmelt Oosterhuis
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Isocarp’s knowledge creation and sharing is reaching a milestone at its 50th anniversary in
2015. What about the future? A group of Dutch planners wanted the anniversary congress to
return to Isocarp’s birthplace “as an event like none other before”. A wide variety of planning
issues will be discussed in twelve cities in the Netherlands and its surrounding regions
among planners from the world over. They will establish connections between local concerns
and global transformations, between short term emergencies and long term objectives, and
they will imagine planning instruments to overcome conflicts between different interests
and generations. Together they will ‘reinvent planning’ for a liveable sustainable future.
These debates can draw on 50 years of Isocarp’s collective memory depicted succinctly in
this book. Isocarp has been building its body of knowledge on planning experiences from
every part of the world. They include planning successes embedded in city pride, as well
as on lessons learnt from mistakes. This does not necessarily mean a unique vision but
shared values, hopefully resonating with the new generation of planners who are playing
a prominent role in this event and who are ISOCARP’s future. Visions differ depending on
standpoint, culture, experience and preference.
Max van den Berg: who is planning, how is it done, what is the result?
Planning is evolving constantly. There is a need for all countries to redefine planning in
response to changing demands. At present it has to take into account the contemporary
meaning of movement and settlement, of flows and nodes, of new regional and worldwide
entities. We have to discover the new locational criteria of the network society, modern
demands on mobility and connectivity, and new demands on quality of place and settlement.
What was added to the original simplistic premise of Isocarp stated in the 2008 edition of IMPP
that ‘planning is making arrangements for the future’ was ‘what type of arrangement, and for
the future of what?
I add to that ‘who is playing balls? Actors in the planning game are politicians in charge of
taking decisions, experts whit knowledge and skills to make visions and plans, entrepreneurs
who have the means of investment and can organise implementation, and finally citizens
who have demands and ideas and institutions which lend support. More actors are joining the
planning scene. New market forces, NGOs, institutions and interest groups ask for their share
in spatial planning and attention to specific circumstances. National, regional and municipal
governments have lost their powerful position to set the planning stage. Corporate actors are
muscling in and new coalitions arise with ever changing partners. On the other side of the
spectrum civic societies, social, cultural, environmental and political movements want to
become involved in planning policy.
The more actors the greater the need for communication which led to new planning tools: project
planning, interactive planning, strategic planning, communicative planning, network planning
etc. The aim is better implementation, earlier involvement of actors, citizen participation, more
ideas and creativity from all. Interactive planning provide opportunities to combine forces
and means, including hidden finance, unexpected knowledge and creative ideas. Strategic
planning tries to optimise means and aims and come to agreements on combined input while
combined action is primarily output. It uses concepts as a basis for a long time framework to
unite detailed fragmented action. The planning process has shifted from “what do we want,
how will we do it and who is doing the job?” to “who will do the job, how will they do it and what
will be the result?”
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Some visions are summed up here which former presidents and others exchanged at the
launch of the 50th anniversary celebrations at the Gdynia congress in 2014.
Bogdan Wyporek: will planning change over the next fifty years?
Over the last fifty years global transformations have been substantially affecting the world
environment, the economy and the human habitat. As a result, the range of changes
concerning spatial development and key planning issues had also been enormous. Will this
process continue over the next fifty years or will there be sea changes not yet imagined? Most
future development problems are likely to be related to the environment and the cities. Fast
growing urban population worldwide and unprecedented growth of mega-cities in Africa, Asia
and South America will be confronted with environmental, social and economical barriers. This
may mean that the planning profession will be needed more than ever and the essence of
their tasks will remain much the same: making cities more liveable, better places for people;
planning sustainable development and transformations of urban structures; improving living
conditions of inhabitants; protecting the natural environment; making human environments
healthy and attractive. These issues were stringent when Poland held the first Isocarp
congress on cities and the environment in 1990, just after the demise of communism when
the true state of the Polish environment came into the open despite political resistance

Milica Bajic Brkovic (current 15th president): Isocarp has a mission for its future
‘Knowledge for Better Cities’, the current motto of Isocarp describes exactly what Isocarp
stands for. Isocarp’s greatest strength is the active involvement of its members in its annual
congresses, publications, workshops and professional assistance. All of them have acquired a
global repute. Isocarp has distinguished itself throughout its existence by initiating awareness
on topics at the forefront of planning and the planning profession. Its most recent debates
range from carbon cities to hyper-dynamic age and changing frontiers of planning. Sharing
this knowledge with other planning professionals, through national organisations such as the
Urban Planning Society of China, international agencies like UN Habitat, UNESCO and others
and, most importantly, professional networks are valuable contributions of Isocarp and will
form the backbone of its mission for the future.

“SHRINKING CITIES, GROWING OPPORTUNITIES”
by Remmelt Oosterhuis
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Visions of former presidents and other long standing Isocarp members may inspire the next
fifty years of knowledge creation and sharing among planners the world over.
Karl-Otto Schmid: What are the future challenges of planning and how
to deal with them?
Perhaps the current challenges are too overwhelming for planners already. Personally I would
lean toward ecological balance which ends unavoidably in a concept of minimal growth….
which is obviously hopeless…. almost a laughing stock. Take for example China. It abandoned
its one child policy because it wants to grow. It means settling hundreds of millions of ‘selfsustaining’ farmers in ‘Monster Hong Kongs’ with the expectation of generating consumers,
but ending up with an army of precarious workers as there are not enough jobs at their new
destinations. How can a university like ETH assist ‘sustainable growth’ of Dubai? What about
soccer world championships in the unbearable heat of Qatar trumping Sotchi’s winter Olympic
expenses with air conditioned stadia? The more Switzerland succeeds in keeping manageable
planning controls, sustainable quality of water, air and waste management, protection of open
spaces, etc, the more people from all over the world will want to share this. The construction
lobby will take care of planning and will be more powerful than government. This is the world
we live in. I do not envy the next generation of planners.

Manuel da Costa Lobo: creative ideas to overcome apparently intractable
planning problems
How to overcome the conflict between interests and ideas? It does help to broaden the field of
debate and to introduce new ideas outside the normal scope of the discussion. It may shock at
first but this approach can succeed. I call this “active mediation and third solution”.
Another example is about experts on ecological evaluation who decided that around the a
particular city all the land was ecologically first class, therefore not fit for construction. The
local mayor was upset, as he intended his city to grow. I therefore invented an alternative
solution: an integrated plan development. This consisted of drawing up a plan whereby
ecological corridors had always continuity, as well as the built-up areas of the city. To solve
these potentially contradictory requirements I planned a network of bridges. I made an
analogy with lace. I call this model MM Model.

From all these visions reflected in the collective output of ISOCARP common threads are
emerging towards guiding principles for the future. This is when more abstract thinking is
coming into its own, as a way to consolidate such principles which can then be reinterpreted
to suit local conditions.
The re-interpretation of the planning process and its object by Jan Goedman and Will
Zonneveld is one such thoughtful proposal as a frame for Isocarp to ‘reinvent planning’.
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Disciplines
Discourses
Doctrines

understanding
---------intervening

Starting point: Isocarp Institute
Starting point: Isocarp Reviews
Starting point: Isocarp UPAT’s

Goedman and Zonneveld model and links to Isocarp activities

Understanding and Intervening: About Disciplines, Discourses and Doctrines*
Jan Goedman and Wil Zonneveld
Policy design can be considered as framing: “... framing is a way of selecting, organising,
interpreting, and making sense of a complex reality to provide guideposts for knowing,
analysing, persuading, and acting according to Rein & Schön (1993). For them a frame is
a perspective from which an amorphous, ill-defined, problematic situation can be made
sense of and acted on.” They consider framing is a sensitive exercise, even problematic “…
because it leads to different views of the world and creates multiple social realities.” From this
perspective policy issues are not given but are constructed in social reality. “Policy frames
and their underlying appreciative systems are revealed through the stories participants are
disposed to tell about policy situations…The problem-setting stories, frequently based on
generative metaphors, link causal accounts of policy problems to particular proposals for
action and facilitate the normative leap from ‘is’ to ‘ought’.”
Although the boundaries between various sort of frames are not always clear we would like to
suggest that in policy in general and planning in particular frames exist at three different levels.
First various planning disciplines contribute towards spatial planning. Secondly perceptions
on spatial development and spatial structure can be grouped into planning discourses. Thirdly,
when such discourses become part of spatial planning policies for a longer period of time they
have become planning doctrines.
The main disciplines linked to planning are geography, design, planning, law and regionaleconomy. An important profession entering the planning scene during the nineteen-nineties
is landscape architecture responsible for some major conceptual innovations in matters of
sustainability. Although professionals from various disciplines can have a different role in
planning and plan preparation and individuals can shift between various roles, from spatial
analysts to policy designers we would like to emphasise that a major contribution from
the professional disciplines is delivering the empirical base for policy or, to understand
spatial reality. Haas (1992) has emphasised the growing role experts are playing in
policy. Policy processes have become increasingly complex resulting in a great need for
the reduction of complexity with the help of experts, but experts and professionals do not
necessarily bring unanimity in terms of knowledge and beliefs. If they do, Haas calls them
epistemic communities. Relevant for Isocarp are the epistemic communities of positivism,
constructivism and pragmatism and their relationship with perceived, conceived and lived
(third) space as proposed by Soja in ‘Thirdspace”(1996).
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The notion of discourses is an important concept in policy science. Frouws (1998) defines
discourses as “coherent representations of meaning based on values”. Discourses have
constitutive power “...as the signs, symbols and statements composing it make the world
meaningful to ourselves and others.” Basically discourses are telling stories and planning
can be equated with persuasive storytelling about the future (Throgmorton 1992). For Hajer
(1995) “Story-lines fulfil an essential role in the clustering of knowledge, the positioning of
actors and, ultimately, in the creation of coalitions amongst the actors of a given domain…
Story-lines are narratives on social reality through which elements from many different
domains are combined and that provide actors with a set of symbolic references that suggest
a common understanding.”
We would like to situate discourses more or less halfway between the level of (professional)
disciplines and applied policy (doctrines). Discourses do not exist outside social reality but
are supported by coalitions, defined by Hajer (1995) as the ensemble of: 1) a set of storylines; 2) the actors who utter these story-lines; and 3) the practices in which this discursive
activity (i.e. telling stories) is based.
A discourse becoming firmly embedded into policy for a longer period of time can be called a
planning doctrine. In the domain of spatial planning this concept came to be known through
the work of Faludi & Van der Valk (1994). They define a spatial planning doctrine as a body of
thought concerning: 1) spatial arrangements within an area; 2) the development of that area;
3) the way both are to be handled. For them spatial organisation is a key principle of such a
doctrine: a location- and time-specific synthesis of spatial planning concepts. Our criterion
for planning doctrine is slightly wider: general spatial planning concepts like ‘concentrateddeconcentration’ can be seen as a planning doctrine when they are supported by operational
decision-making resulting in a vision on how concrete areas ought to develop.
Drawing on this discussion and using the terms understanding and intervening we propose to
apply a specific mix of understanding and intervening of the 3 frames to different activities of
Isocarp (see diagram in main text).
References
*This text is based on a fuller paper by Jan Goedman and Will Zonneveld
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While Goedman and Zonneveld are focusing on the interdependence between understanding
and intervening in planning, the visions presented here are contributing to a looser setting,
ranging from ecosystems of innovation to landscape intelligence; from people empowerment
to social cohesion and development; from trialogue linking people to process and project
to pro-active planning instruments; from sustainable development to careful resource
management; from spatial reorganisation to urban regeneration; from visioning to big data
and communication skills; from practical argumentation to mediation and negotiation. Most
importantly they focus on best practice and pursuit of excellence while concentrating on
issues and scales within the competence of the planning profession.
Jef van den Broeck: focusing on visioning, information and communication
The task of spatial planners/designer/urbanists is to raise the living conditions of people
and society when using nature and culture. This requires diverse activities, not found in a
single person, thus planning is an interdisciplinary profession. This is reflected in the diverse
educational programmes which nevertheless train specific and pertinent planning skills.
Pertinent skills mean spatial design skills; capacity to collect, synthesise and interpret
knowledge and data; an integrative creative approach to overcome sectoral fragmentation;
skills for strategic and practical argumentation and judgement; skills to communicate and
cooperate with all actors based on willingness to listen; skills concerning process development
and management; skills for ‘plan’ making.
Planning is not ‘neutral’ but linked to values, interests, visions and power, as well as to a social
context which defines the capacity to act, to plan and to design. Planning history shows a
direct relation between spatial development and social change. Examples are the links
between Fordism and modernism, between the May ‘68 movement and the integration of
participation in planning, between the oil crisis and mobility, between neo-liberalism and real
estate led development of cities.
At the global level new paradigms are emerging related to the energy crisis, climate change,
growing diversity, degradation of the natural environment, social-demographic changes,
metropolisation. They will be relevant for the next 50 years in planning. At the local scale
people are demanding quality, affordable housing, public services, sustainable mobility, green
areas. How can planners operate in often adverse contexts beyond their control? They have
to develop new strategies to cope, possibly assisted by social activism to progress toward a
better world. Is it not the task of planning to change and innovate for the public interest?
All this requires teamwork, acting as facilitator based on own identity, values and opinions;
empathy, patience and social responsibility, respect for and commitment to all concerned.
Finally, the planning profession needs dedication, integrity, honesty, tolerance, modesty (we
are not geniuses), but also humour and patience. Crucial is the planner’s presence, charisma,
attitude, openness to act at the highest standards.
As to the future role of Isocarp: it should bring fundamental principles based on human and
spatial values into discussion. Isocarp’s congresses, work with young planning professionals
and the constantly evolving urban planning advisory teams make an active contribution to
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this. Isocarp could develop this further by creating a platform reaching beyond its members to
make their discussions relevant for the whole society. A practical idea is to evolve Isocarp into
a sort of planning Wikipedia as there is a great need for information, examples of best practice
and solutions for specific issues and problems.
Planning exchanges within countries should develop into broader networks of communication
and cooperation between planners, designers national regional planning organisation,
universities private organisations and non governmental organisations. All this requires new
models of thinking to make Isocarp equally relevant for the next fifty years.

The humanistic visions exposed here attribute precedence to ecological balance over megastructures, tallest buildings, largest cities. Yet they contrast with what is happening to the
built environment in many parts of the world: frenetic growth, densification, concentration
which entails displacement, pollution, social and spatial polarisation or, conversely,
abandonment of whole cities and regions in the hope of a better life elsewhere in an
unknown environment, let alone the horrendous destructions taking place in the name of
god or mammon which are leaving planners speechless and powerless.
Alfonso Vegara: re-inventing urbanism, discovering new instruments,
expanding disciplinary boundaries, exploring new horizons
The aim of planning is to transform any place in the world into ‘territorio inteligente’ - landscape
intelligence as he called it in his book on the work of his Fundacion Metropoli. This means a
balance between economic competitiveness, environmental sustainability and social
integration. Characteristics of landscape intelligence encompass being designed with and
for communities, environmentally sensitive and responsible, capable of creating competitive
advantages, committed to social cohesion and development, with effective structures of
governance, perceptive relationships with their surroundings and dedicated to innovation.
Cities will play an increasingly crucial role in this. They are connected to city networks in which
cities compete, cooperate and complement each other. Globally most competitive cities will
have locational and historic advantages, but they will have to rely on a strategic vision for their
future based on their components of excellence apparent in their urban profile. Combining the
best components of excellence of a city or a region into a cluster of excellence provides the
basis for strategic development choices. The cluster of excellence connects the city’s past
with its future. Key features for success are sustainability, building on existing strength and
coping with existing weaknesses. This approach is valid for cities globally in the developed and
the developing world. Planning can contribute actively to their evolution and role in sustainable
development.
Today’s situation is critical, not least as local authority funding will continue to reduce. However
other actors need to be found for financial involvement as planning is not a zero sum game.
What is the role of planners in all this? They are creative and highly committed people. They
understand cities profoundly and are able to invent a coherent future for them. They believe in
the power of ideas, thus also the power of planners to improve cities and the built environment
into a sustainable future for our planet. Nothing prevents planners from evolving from their role
of advisers into leaders of sustainable transformation of cities and landscapes.
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Whether planning consists of new ways of thinking and understanding for planners to
intervene with more confidence in resolving contradictions between interests and ideas, or
visions ranging from ideals and optimism to dark predilections, they find themselves a far cry
from rational planning at a manageable scale promoted by Isocarp at its outset. Momentous
changes have occurred during the past half century. Yet, it may not be the world that has
become more complex or more abstract but the way planners are perceiving, representing
and living space and deal with it which they cannot do in isolation. In Sam van Embden’s
vision Isocarp was providing its members with an environment in which they could “enjoy
warmth and confidence, indispensible for all joint creative intellectual activities” and long
may it continue to do so.
Sam van Embden: Voice from the past dealing with recurrent intractable issues?
‘The existence of some kind of Isocarp is indispensible’ believed Sam van Embden in 1972
when Isocarp seemed to have to weather a crisis. He saw Isocarp as an instrument for the
organisation of continuous, versatile and general but nonetheless very specific professional
refresher courses, an indispensible prerequisite for the planning profession, its specificity,
complexity, dynamism and rapid evolution. For this reason Isocarp started as a study
club, It was also a circle of friends provided with an atmosphere of warmth and confidence,
indispensable for joint creative intellectual activities. There is always a danger of quality and
quantity conflicting.
For Sam this atmosphere should be preserved at any price. Is it? Will it be? After fifty years,
with planning in a very different place, Isocarp members of a very different composition with
different aspirations and expectations? The debate remains about size of membership,
quantity at the expense of togetherness, diversity at the expense of common pursuits.
When Sam stood down as president in 1972 it was to lend his energy to the original central
function of Isocarp, “the continuous study and discussions on the fundamentals of our
profession which is in continuous evolution”. Many things have changed within and without
Isocarp since then, but his essential goal of lifelong learning through creative exchange
remains surely a valid one for the next fifty years of Isocarp.
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