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Welcome to the UK-Ireland Planning Research Conference 

As the current Head of the Department of Planning and Environmental Management at the 
University of Manchester, I would like to welcome you all to the 2022 UK and Ireland Planning 
Research Conference here at the University. After the severe disruptions due to the 
pandemic, we are especially pleased to welcome you all physically onto our campus for this 
important annual conference which has had to be held predominantly online over the last 
two years. In doing so, we hope you enjoy your visit to both the University and the wider City 
of Manchester. 

But having a fully face-to-face conference for the first time since 2019 is not the only cause 
for celebration. The Department of Planning and Environmental Management is also 
celebrating its 70th anniversary in the academic year of 2022/23, since its establishment as a 
separate Department of Town & Country Planning in 1952 and the Conference (and the 
associated Dinner at which we hope to host several retired members of the Department along 
with many conference delegates) marks the start of our anniversary celebrations.  

The first degrees in Town and Country Planning at this University were actually awarded 
earlier, as part of the then School of Architecture and, by 1952, the BA in Town & Country 
Planning had already been launched and the new Department had four full time members of 
staff including Lewis Keeble and its first Professor, Clifford Holliday and around 40-50 
students. We have grown considerably since those early days. Today, with around 30 
academic staff and similar numbers of PGR students and post-doctoral researchers, tutors 
and teaching fellows, we have well over 200 Undergraduate students and 300 Postgraduate 
students in the Department, some locally born and bred, others from elsewhere in the UK 
but, most notably these days, many overseas students who come to Manchester from all parts 
of the world.  Together, they undertake degrees in a range of subjects including the successors 
of those early programmes in Town and Country Planning but also in Real Estate, 
Environmental Management and Urban Design with a truly interdisciplinary and international 
focus.  

Likewise, as part of the wider School of Environment, Education 
and Development, we have a world class record of research that 
engages with peoples’ lives regionally, nationally and 
internationally in fields such as climate change, spatial analysis, 
local and regional inequalities, smart cities and digital planning, 
together with a commitment to social responsibility that ‘makes 
a difference’. We look forward to welcoming you all to 
Manchester and engaging with you in addressing these vitally 
important research agendas and societal challenges. 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Professor Mark Baker,  
Head of the Department of Planning & Environmental Management, The University of Manchester 
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Planning in, and for, a Digital World 
 

The theme for this year’s conference Planning in, and for, a Digital World builds on the RTPI’s 
digital planning manifesto and the work of the Digital Task Force for Planning.  Our keynote 
speakers will focus on this important aspect of planning ‘reform’; ranging from the 
implications of the metaverse, to how the ‘digital’ may or may not transform planning 
practice, and the possible erosion of public participation.  Throughout the conference you will 
find several sessions focusing on different areas of this fast-moving agenda including digital 
citizen engagement, tools and technologies to support planning and talks on improving access 
to planning data that is easy to find, use and trust.   

As an academically focused conference we take a critical view on much of this and not just in 
relation to the core theme of the conference.  As with all previous UK-Ireland Planning 
Research conferences we have a wide range of paper presentations, round table discussions 
and workshops on a broad range of topics across thirteen different tracks which you can find 
in this conference handbook. 

I would like to take the opportunity here to thank our keynote speakers, Joanna Averley, Chief 
Planner for England, Department of Levelling Up, Housing & Communities. Professors Mike 
Batty and Andy Hudson-Smith both from UCL’s Centre for Advanced Spatial Analysis and 
Marketta Kyttä, Professor of Land Use Planning, Aalto University, Finland. 

Also thank you to those of your reading this.  Such a conference is only a success when it has 
active participation from the academic community, and I would like to thank you for your 
attendance.  There are in excess of 120 of us here presenting 90 papers and roundtables over 
two days with participants from a dozen different countries, welcome to Manchester. We 
hope you enjoy the conference. 

 

If you are using social media during the conference, please use 
the hashtag #UKPRC2022. 

 

 

 

 

 

Professor Richard Kingston, 

Conference Chair, Department of Planning & Environmental Management, The University of 

Manchester 

 



Planning Research Conference, Manchester 2022 

5 
 #UKPRC2022 

 
Day 1: 5th September 2022 

Time (BST) Session 

09:15-09:45 PhD Delegate Registration 
Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

09:45-16:15 PhD Workshop* (Please see separate timetable) 
Rm A112, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

12:00-16:15 PSF Meeting  
(Private meeting for Heads of RTPI Planning Schools) 

Rm A7, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

14:30 Main Conference Registration Opens 
Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

14:30  Tea and Coffee available - Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

16:20-16:50 Conference Welcome and 70th Anniversary Speech 
by Professor Richard Kingston and Professor Mark Baker 

Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester  

 
16:50-17:50 

Keynote: Manchester, Computation and the Emergent Digital Transformation of 
Cities and City Planning 

by Professor Michael Batty, UCL, UK 
Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

17:50-18:30 RTPI Research Awards 
Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

18:30-19:30 Conference ‘Welcome’ Drinks Reception 
Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Conference Programme 
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Day 2: 6th September 2022 

Time (BST) Sam-Alex Main 
Lecture Theatre 

Sam-Alex 
A112 

Sam-Alex  
A7 

Sam-Alex  
A101 

Sam-Alex  
A113  

08:30-09:00 Tea and Coffee available - Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

 
9:00-10:15 

Roundtable 
Where is the 
Peri-urban 

 
Track 13A 

 
Track 2A 

 
Track 5A 

 
Track 4A 

 
10:15-11:30 

Roundtable 
RTPI:  From 
Research to 

Practice 

 
Track 12A 

 
Track 10A 

 
Track 7A 

 
Track 8A 

11:30-11:55 Tea, Coffee, and Pastries- Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

 
11:55-13:10 

Roundtable 
Voices from the 

sharp end 

 
Track 6A 

 
Track 2B 

 
Track 5B 

 
Track 4B 

13:10 - 14:00 Lunch – Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

 
14:00-15:15 

Roundtable 
Tackling Spatial 

Inequalities 

 
Track 6B 

 
Track 2C 

 
Track 9A 

 
Track 1A 

 
15:15-16:30 

Roundtable 
The Digital Task 

Force  

 
Track 6C 

 
Track 13B 

 
Track 5C 

 
Track 1B 

16:30-16:50 Tea and Cake – Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

 
16:50-17:20 

Keynote: Urban Metaverses; The Future of Digital Planning 
by Professor Andrew Hudson-Smith, UCL, UK 

Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

17:20-17:50 Keynote: Title (TBC) 
by Professor Marketta Kyttä, Aalto University, Finland 

Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

17:50- 18:15  Joint Q&A Session for the two Keynotes 
Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

19:30-20:00 Conference Pre-Dinner Drinks Reception* 
Whitworth Art Gallery, Manchester 

20:00 onwards Conference Dinner* 
Whitworth Art Gallery, Manchester 
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*  Only available for those who have registered for dinner. No further places are now available 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Day 3: 7th September 2022 

Time (BST) Sam-Alex Main 
Lecture Theatre 

Sam-Alex 
A112 

Sam-Alex  
A7 

Sam-Alex  
A101 

Sam-Alex  
A113  

08:30-09:00 Tea and Coffee available - Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

 
9:00-10:15 

Workshop 
Ketso Connect 

 
Track 3A 

 
Track 11A 

 
Track 9B 

 
Track 4C 

10:15-11:30 Plenary Session:  
What do we learn from the process and results of the 2021 REF? 

Chair:  Cecilia Wong, University of Manchester 
Panellists: Aude Bisque-Lock, John Flint, Nick Gallent, and David Shaw 
Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

11:30-11:55 Tea, Coffee, and Pastries – Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 

 
11:55-13:10 

Keynote:  Title (TBC) 
by Ms Joanna Averley, Chief Planner for England, Dept of Levelling Up, Housing & 

Communities 
Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

13:10-13:20 
Conference Close and Welcome to UK-I PRC 2023 

Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester 

13:10-14:00 Lunch – Foyer, Samuel Alexander Building 
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Tracks and Sessions Programme 

Track 1: Equality and Diversity – Including access to digital tool, Services and ‘Data’ 
Chair: Yishuang Xu 

Session 1A 
Room A113 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
14:00-15:15 

Yitian Ren How ICTs and E-Commerce are Exploited to Foster 
Rural Revitalisation and Restructuring in China? 
Evidence from Less-developed Rural West China 

Stacia Ryder Tokenism or Empowerment?: Evaluating operator 
consultation with communities hosting proposed 
shale gas exploration   

Simeon Shtebunaev Planning the Future City with Young People: 
Understanding and Addressing Teenagers’ Values 
and Visions of the ‘Smart’ Future 

Session 1B 
Room A113 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
15:15-16:30 

Deborah Broomfield Researcher Challenges. A Discussion about 
Positioning 

Charlotte Morphet Is it time to revisit ‘Is more better?: Mark II — With 
reference to women town planners in Britain’ by 
Clara Greed? 

Karen Horwood, and 
Charlotte Morphet 

The Substantive and Descriptive Representation of 
Women in Planning: Analysis from Practice and 
Academia 

Track 2: Green Infrastructure and Climate Change 
Chairs: Ian Mell and Sarah Clement 

Session 2A 
Room A7 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Stephen Hincks A New Typology of Climate Change Risk for 
European Cities and Regions: Principles and 
Applications 

Simeon Shtebunaev 
 

Engaging young people in built environment 
climate research through board games and co-
design: Lessons from CLIMANIA the Climate Action 
Game 

Rebecca Windemer It's a climate emergency but we can’t build wind 
farms. The impact of the 2015 policy change for 
onshore wind in England 

Session 2B 
Room A7 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
11:55-13:10 

Jeremy Carter Current approaches to urban green infrastructure 
target setting 

Catherine Hammond 
and Kaeren van Vliet 

Implementing Green Infrastructure through the 
planning process: Planners’ practitioner 
perspectives from the UK 

Joe Ravetz Cities (but not as we know them), on the Frontline 
of the ‘Peri-eco-urban Anthropocene’ 

Session 2C 
Room A7 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
14:00-15:15 

Sarah Clement  
 

Environmental governance: Pluralism, populism, 
and the production of knowledge 

Helen Hoyle Beyond the ‘Usual Suspects’? Climate Equity in 
Practice: Engaging Diverse Communities in Co-
Producing an Arboretum-Meadow 

Matt Kirby Greening the Green Belt – A Planning Policy 
Assessment of English Green Belts for Nature and 
People 
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Track 3: Healthy Neighbourhoods 
Chair: Daniel Slade 

Session 3A 
Room A112 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

7th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Gavan Rafferty Commuter Settlements and COVID-19 on the island 
of Ireland: Examining the Interplay between Place 
and Wellbeing 

Danielle Sinnett and 
Zaky Fouad 

Getting the Right Metric: Which Measures of 
Greenspace Access are Related to which Health 
Outcomes? 

James Stewart-Evans, 
and Caglar Koksal 

Developing 'health net gain' in spatial planning: 
concept, method, and Practice 

Razieh Zandieh Exploring Perceived Opportunities and Challenges 
of Autonomous Vehicles for Older Adults’ Outdoor 
Mobility 

Track 4: Housing and Regeneration 
Chairs: TBC 

Session 4A 
Room A113 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Manuela Madeddu From commercial to residential use: a comparison 
of England’s Permitted Development rights and 
adaptive re-use in Italy  

Charles Goode ‘We have been unfairly silenced’: Agonist 
engagement in community opposition to 
housebuilding in England 

Danielle Sinnett and 
Zaky Fouad 

Housing Affordability in the Southwest of England: 
an Analysis 

Session 4B 
Room A113 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
11:55-13:10 

Neale Blair Dublin-Belfast Economic Corridor (DBEC): planning 
policy and cross-border housing markets on the 
island of Ireland 

Philippa Hughes Utilising planning in favour of community-led 
housing in England 

Sotirios Thanos Utilizing Peers to Treat Spatial bias in Hedonic 
Pricing Models 

Session 4C 
Room A113 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

7th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Tony Crook and John 
Boyle 

Planning obligations in England and Scotland 
compared: are there lessons for each nation? 

Jessica Ferm Centralised localism and the politics of housing 
delivery in London 

Samuel Spencer The Location of Development 

Eero Valtonen Comprehensiveness and Functionality of the Land 
Policy System: Case of Housing Densification in 
Finland 

Track 5: Infrastructure and Transport Planning 
Chairs: 5A- Wei Zheng, 5B- Ransford A. Acheampong, 5C- Wei Zheng 

Session 5A 
Room A101 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Ransford A. 
Acheampong 

Participatory, multi-criteria visioning of driverless 
mobility futures-insights from UK and Australia 

Andrew Hoolachan Replace the M8! The University as a planning actor 
in a citizen-led campaign in Glasgow 

Janice Morphet Nationally Significant? Major infrastructure 
Projects, Central-Local Relations and Municipal 
Statecraft and Scalecraft in England 

Session 5B 
Room A101 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

Richard Dunning  Ageing and the 20-Minute City 

Cecilia Wong The policy conundrum of integrating the Three ‘S’: 
Spatial planning, Smart cities and Sustainable 
development 
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6th September 2022 
11:55-13:10 

Wei Zheng Home-based and Work-based Jobs-housing 
Balance/unbalance: Introducing a New Assessment 
Framework 

Session 5C 
Room A101 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
15:15-16:30 

Catherine Queen Hearing Voices: Introducing a Novel Typology of 
Engagement to Capture seldom heard Voices and 
widen Public Engagement with Planning  

Mark Smith Where’s the Money? Understanding Changing 
Trends in Developer Contributions towards Funding 
Transport Infrastructure 

Joanne Tippett Geo-environmental spatial imaginaries and nature 
recovery: reframing nature in Northwest England  

Track 6: Neighbourhood and Community Planning 
Chairs: 6A- TBC, 6B- Matt Sanderson, 6C- Gavin Parker 

Session 6A 
Room A112 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
11:55-13:10 

Mark Dobson and 
Gavin Parker 

Words (in)action: the orchestration of participation 
in planning through Statements of Community 
Involvement in England 

Joanna Kocsis Places To Be Young: The Dispossession of Public 
Space in Old Havana 

Alexander Wilson, 
and Mark Tewdwr-
Jones 

COVID-19 and the Rise of Digital Planning: Fast and 
Slow Adoption of a Digital Planning System 

Session 6B 
Room A112 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
14:00-15:15 

Sue Brownhill Whatever Happened to Community-Led Planning? 
The Changing Nature of ‘Spaces of Hope’ 

Linda Fox-Rogers Stakeholder perceptions of planning: A longitudinal 
analysis from Northern Ireland 

Georgiana Varna Building the Buzz in Blakelaw: Strengthening the 
quality of place through community focused, 
participatory urban design experiments in 
pandemic times 

Session 6C 
Room A112 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
15:15-16:30 

Andrew Ivins How Public Participatory Data Becomes Valued (or 
not): Framing the Value Making Process 

Nuno Pinto Better decision support for better urban 
governance: the case of the Coletivos in Brazil 

Matthew Sanderson Using Thematic Framework Analysis to broaden 
understanding of community perceptions 

Rotem Shevchenko Curating Neighbourhoods: The role of curatorial 
practises in shaping and transforming 
neighbourhoods 

Track 7: Planning education and pedagogy – Including Digital Planning Skills 
Chair: TBC 

Session 7A 
Room A101 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
10:15-11:30 

Karen Horwood Generation Minecraft 

Alison McCandlish 
and Zubeida Lowton 

Fieldtrips for active learning; virtual travel and 
tours versus finding a sense of place on the ground  

Mark Smith A Behavioural turn in Planning Theory? the Use of 
Behavioural Insights in Planning Research  

Brian Webb Which Types of Information and Communication 
Technologies do Planners use and why? 
Benchmarking the use of ICTs in Planning Practice  

Track 8: Planning History, Preservation and Conservation 
Chair: TBC 

Session 8A 
Room A113 

Chelsea Beardsley Ireland's Blue Fix: Exploring Community Responses 
to Marine Protected Areas  
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Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
10:15-11:30 

Chathuranganee 
Jayakody 

New Focus to plan and design Public Open Spaces 
in Coastal Cities 

David Mountain Towards a Critical History of Urban Regeneration in 
British Planning and Architecture, 1968-1988 

Rob Stevens 'It was 20 Years, or so, Ago Today': New Labour and 
Planning 1997-2010: A Sympathetic Critique 

Track 9: Planning Theory and Practice 
Chair: David Mountain 

Session 9A 
Room A101 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
14:00-15:15 

Hannah Hickman ‘This wasn’t what we Agreed Guys’: Post-Consent 
Planning and the Limits of Trust 

Robert Richardson 
 

'Design governance' at 'street-level': Delivering 
well-designed places in West Dunbartonshire, 
Scotland 

Mirka Virtanen Participation as resistance: a framework for 
understanding how struggle and conflict influence 
planning outcomes 

Session 9B 
Room A101 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

7th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Tim Marshall Planning and Capitalism  

Joanne Oldfield The Performance and Reperformance of 
Sustainability: An Exploration of Interpretation and 
Influence 

Ruth Potts Fake it till you make it? How confident are planners 
using ICTs? 

Track 10: Plan Tech, the Metaverse and Digital Methods 
Chair: TBC 

Session 10A 
Room A7 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
10:15-11:30 

Michael Crilly and 
Alexander Wilson 

Coding design processes: A common procedural 
language for supporting design quality in planning  

Richard Kingston If You Build It, [they] Will Come: why open data 
alone won't overcome the barriers to Digital 
Planning 

Tongjing Wang Examining a Political Dream —Investigation on 
Megaregion Functional Coherence 

Yishuang Xu and 
Voraprapa 
Nakavachara 

Capitalising the Externality of New Land Supply in 
the Metaverse 

Track 11: Urban Design and Place-making 
Chair: Chathuranganee Jayakody 

Session 11A 
Room A7 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

7th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Lisha He Applying a City Information Model (CIM) of Human 
Mobility to the Neighbourhood centres in China 

Christopher 
Maidment 

Who on Earth Allowed that to be Built?  

James White White Elephant or Phoenix from the Flame? the 
Design and Adaptation of the Purpose-Built 
Shopping Centre in a time of crisis on the UK High 
Street  

Track 12: Rural Planning, Ecology and Rewilding 
Chair: Joanne Tippett 

Session 12A 
Room A112 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
10:15-11:30 

Anna Gilchrist Hawks, walks or stalk? The competing priorities of 
conservation and recreation in the UK uplands 

Joseph Glentworth Rewilding as reimagining rural futures 

John Sturzaker Rural Planning in the 2020s 
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Track 13: Territorial Governance and Strategic Planning 
Chairs: TBC 

Session 13A 
Room A112 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
9:00-10:15 

Caglar Koksal and 
Mark Baker 

Mapping strategic planning in England: A critical 
appraisal of three emerging modes of practice  

Sepideh Hajisoltani Future of English City Centres: The Case of 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Cecilia Wong Boundary spanning regimes of spatial planning and 
public health 

Session 13B 
Room A7 

Sam-Alexander 
Building 

6th September 2022 
15:15-16:30 

Stefania Fiorentino 
and Ada HY Lee 
 

Planning the Post-COVID City 
 

Patrick Moat Levelling up Left Behind Places: Transitions in 
Politics and Governance of Spatial Policy in the 
Northwest of England 

Weikai Wang Environmental city-regionalism in China: War 
against air pollution in Beijing and its wider region 

 
 

Conference Tracks 

1. Equality and Diversity – including access to digital tool, services and ‘data’ 
2. GI and Climate Change 
3. Healthy Neighbourhoods 
4. Housing and Regeneration 
5. Infrastructure and Transport Planning 
6. Neighbourhood and Community Planning 
7. Planning education and pedagogy – including digital planning skills 
8. Planning History, Preservation and Conservation 
9. Planning Theory and Practice 
10. PlanTech, the Metaverse and Digital Methods 
11. Urban Design and place-making 
12. Rural Planning, Ecology and Rewilding 
13. Territorial Governance and Strategic Planning 
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PhD Workshop Programme 

(Rm A112, Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester) 

 
* Dr Andreas Schulze Baing, Lecturer in Urban Development and Departmental Director of 
Postgraduate Teaching, University of Manchester 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Day 1: 5th September 2022 

 

Time (BST) Session  

9:30-9:55 Registration  

10:00-10:10 Welcome  

 

Andreas Schulze Baing* 

and Bertie Dockerill  

10:10-10:30 Introduction Round  

Workshop attendees introduce themselves, their work/ 

research interest and their expectations for the day  

 

Workshop attendees 

10:30-11:00  Preparing your thesis for submission  

The importance of language and editing 

Bertie Dockerill 

11:00–11:30 Q&A and Discussion  

about editing and proofreading 

Workshop attendees 

11:30-11:45                                               Tea Break 

11:45–12:15 How to get funding  Richard Kingston 

12:15-12:45 Q&A and Discussion  

about applying for funding 

Workshop attendees 

12:45-13:45                                                   Lunch 

13:45-14:15 How to get published Cecilia Wong 

14:15-14:45 Q&A and Discussion  

about publications 

Workshop attendees 

14:45 -15:00                                               Tea Break 

15:00–15:30 Life after the PhD – Post-doc Opportunities Helen Zheng and Caglar 

Koksal 

15:30 -16:00 Q&A and Discussion  

about life after the PhD 

Workshop attendees 

16:00 Workshop ends 

16.20 onwards PhD students join main conference 

programme 
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Information for Delegates 
 

Sunday Arrival 

A number of delegates are arriving on Sunday. It is hoped that some of us will ‘convene’ in the 
BrewDog bar on University Green from 7.30pm onwards. A somewhat more ‘mainstream’ bar than, 
perhaps, many would like, it is an easy location to find and, thereafter, other hostelries will be visited. 

Presentations 

Individual presentations within ‘3 speaker’ sessions should be no longer than 20 minutes. 

Individual presentations within ‘4 speaker’ sessions should be no longer than 15 minutes. 

Please bring PowerPoints (and so on) to the conference on USB sticks or equivalent. Email/internet 
facilities will be available to conference delegates, but we do not have the capacity to ‘remotely store’ 
and upload presentations prior to the conference.  

Guest Wi-fi 

For information pertaining to free guest wi-fi whilst visiting the university please see: 

https://www.itservices.manchester.ac.uk/wireless/uomguest/ 

Luggage Facilities 

Please note that we cannot provide secure ‘left luggage’ facilities and that we do not have exclusive 
use of the main conference venue (The Samuel Alexander Building). We would therefore ask 
delegates, where possible, to deposit luggage at their hotels prior to registration, and to also arrange 
to ‘pick up’ luggage from their hotels after the close of the conference. Please be aware that neither 
the conference organisers nor the University of Manchester will accept responsibility for any items or 
belongings left unattended during the conference. 

Carparking/Public Transport 

We have four free carparking spaces available for the duration of the conference. These will be 
allocated on a first come, first served basis. Please email Bertie at: bertie.dockerill@manchester.ac.uk 
if you would like one of the spaces available. 

Other carparking is readily available within the university campus within the Booth Street Car Park 
(please see location on map). The car park is, approximately, a three minute walk from the main 
conference venue. 

Th nearest railway station to the university is Manchester Oxford Road. The nearest mainline railway 
station is Manchester Piccadilly. The former is a 10 minute walk to campus, the latter, approximately 
15.  

Conference Brochure, Programme, and sustainability 

In an effort to offset the carbon costs of the conference, printed copies of the Conference Brochure 
(Book of Abstracts) will not be available at the conference.  We will, however, be providing delegates 
with a printed copy of the conference timetable/track details (pages 5-13 of this brochure). 

Delegate name badges will be made available at Registration. We would ask that these are retained 
for the second and third days of the conference. 

mailto:bertie.dockerill@manchester.ac.uk
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Smoking/Vaping 

Pipe smoking (along with cigarettes, cigars and vaping) is  not permitted within any University of 
Manchester buildings. Delegates may, if they so wish, smoke outside of buildings. It is asked that any 
delegates so doing remain at a distance of 5 metres from the entrance of buildings.   

Hotel Accommodation 

There is no official hotel for this conference. However, the Hyatt Regency is offering a discount on 
standard rates to delegates. For further information please see: 
https://www.alliancembs.manchester.ac.uk/contact/hotel-bookings/  

Dietary Requirements/Considerations 

Mindful of allergens etc., details pertaining to food being served at the conference are given below. 

Conference ‘Welcome’ Drinks Reception 

The Conference ‘Welcome’ Drinks Reception on Monday 5th September will be held in the Foyer of 
the Samuel Alexander Building, University of Manchester.  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tea/Coffee breaks and lunches 

The food served on the ‘main tables’ during tea/coffee breaks and at lunch are carnivore and/or 
vegetarian friendly. Those who have noted special dietary requirements, are asked to make 
themselves known to catering staff.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Reception Canapés: 

   Parma ham and tomato pesto crostini 

Smoked salmon blini with Caviar 

Sun dried tomato Pesto Palmiers with smoked crème fraiche & chive 

Beetroot Falafel with mint yoghurt 

Feta cheese and courgette parcels 

Duck Spring Rolls 
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Conference Dinner  

The Conference Dinner on Tuesday 6th September will be held within the Whitworth Art Gallery 
(please refer to the map below for location details – c.3 minutes from the main conference venue). 
The conference dinner will be preceded by a drinks reception starting at 7.30pm. Both the dinner and 
pre-dinner drinks reception are only available to those who have already registered for these events. 
Regrettably, we cannot accommodate any more dinner guests. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please note that, as per earlier emails, we cannot now accommodate any ‘swapping’ between the two 
dinner options noted above.  

The canape and dinner menus for those who have indicated specific dietary requirements (for instance 
vegan, lactose intolerant, and no-nightshades) will be communicated separately. At the time of 
publication, we are still confirming details.  

 

 

Dinner Menus 

 

   ‘Carnivore’ Menu: 

  Starter: Salmon rillette with tarragon mayonnaise, capers, cornichons & 
caviar  

Main: Honey glazed duck breast with parsnip, salsify, cherry, braised endive 
and a lightly spiced jus 

Dessert: Clementine and chocolate tart with citrus Chantilly 

 

      'Vegetarian' Menu: 

      Starter: Beetroot risotto with goats’ cheese and chive 

Main: Spinach & ricotta torteloni with smoked tomato ragu and basil 

Dessert: Clementine and chocolate tart with citrus Chantilly.  

Pre-dinner Canapés: 

  Harissa Chicken Skewers 

Chilli mango prawns 

Mini Scampi and chips with tartar sauce 

Mini Red Pepper and parmesan tartlets  
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Keynote Speakers 
 

Keynote: Manchester, Computation and the Emergent Digital 
Transformation of Cities and City Planning  
16:50 - 17:50, Monday 5th Sep, Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander 
Building, University of Manchester 

Keynote speaker: Michael Batty 
Centre for Advanced Spatial Analysis (CASA), UCL, UK 
 
Abstract: Almost as soon as computers were invented some 80 years ago in 

the middle of the 20th century, the pioneers amongst them, Turing and Von 
Neumann in particular, argued that anything that could be reduced to a binary 
code could be computable, hence manipulable and predictable. This notion of 
the computer as a ‘universal machine’ has always been a difficult concept to grasp with every revolution in 
computing since their invention being almost impossible to anticipate. In fact, computers were first used to 
represent elements of cities in the 1950s with data base systems, transportation and spatial economic models 
being rapidly developed with the most primitive of computers. Manchester was in the vanguard of such 
developments. This was not because only Alan Turing worked only a few yards away from the Planning School 
in the 1950s, and the largest machine in the world, the Atlas 1, was being developed in the University, but largely 
because the challenge of building a systematic core to the subject area – to thinking about cities as well as 
thinking about their planning, was taken up through ‘the systems approach’ which began in the mid-1960s. In 
this talk, I will sketch the movement established by Chadwick, McLoughlin , Davies, Medhurst and others from 
the mid-1960s, from the vantage point of myself as a student there and then with respect to the way the whole 
digital revolution  is now deeply established in modern society through successive waves of computation from 
main frames, to PCs, to laptops, to hand-held devices and thence to Apps and various sensors which are now 
embedded in the very fabric of the city itself. From this history, I will hazard some guesses where we will go this 
coming century, building on our recent Digital Taskforce for Planning (Batty and Yang, 2022), as well as my own 
personal involvement in the field (Batty, 2017). I hope to set the scene for some of the material introduced at 
the conference as well as provide a more light-hearted review of some unexpected developments over the last 
60 years. 
 

Michael Batty is a Professor of Planning at University College London.  He is Chair of the Centre for Advanced 

Spatial Analysis (CASA) and also a Turing Fellow in the Alan Turing Institute. He has worked on computer models 
of cities and their visualisation since the 1970s and his recent publications Cities and Complexity (2005), The 
New Science of Cities (2013), and Inventing Future Cities (2018), are all published by The MIT Press. The last two 
of these books have been translated into Chinese. The edited book Urban Informatics (Springer 2021) reflects 
his focus on the applications of digital technologies to urban planning. In the 1980s, he was Professor of City 
Planning and Dean of the School of Environmental Design at the University of Wales at Cardiff, and prior to that 
a Lecturer and Reader in Geography at the University of Reading. From 1990-1995, he was Director of the 
National Center for Geographic Information and Analysis at the State University of New York at Buffalo. He is a 
Fellow of the British Academy (FBA) and the Royal Society (FRS). He was awarded the CBE in the Queen’s Birthday 
Honours List in 2004. He received the Gold Medal of the Royal Geographical Society (2015) and the Gold Medal 
of the Royal Town Planning Institute (2016). He has been the editor of Environment and Planning B: Urban 
Analytics and City Science since 1982. 
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Keynote: Urban Metaverses: The Future of Digital Planning 
16:50-17:20, Tuesday 6th Sep, Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander 
Building, University of Manchester 

Keynote speaker: Andrew Hudson-Smith 
Professor of Digital Urban Systems, The Bartlett Centre for 
Advanced Spatial Analysis UCL, UK. 
 
 
Abstract: The digital toolkit available to the planning professional is vast, in this 

keynote we explore, through examples, that multi-user three dimensional worlds 
and emerging collaborative spaces have the potential to change how the 
planning system operates. Yet the reality of day-to-day practice for those involved in the planning system, from 
the professional through to the public at large is a predominance on the use of architecture drawings, 2D plans 
and planning applications published in portable document format (PDF). In short, it is as far from the vision of 
an emerging metaverse. Yet these tools are out there, being developed by teams who make digital games and 
viewable large via the availability of sub £300 virtual reality headsets such as the Oculus Quest from Meta, 
formerly known as Facebook. These tools, currently on the edge of the planning system have the potential to 
fundamentally change how the planning process works, but they require a step change in thinking by the 
profession. In April 1997 an article in ‘The Planner’, the monthly publication of the Royal Town Planning Institute 
in the United Kingdom was written to introduce the planning to the then emerging World Wide Web. Entitled – 
The World Wide Web: A Guide for the Urban Planner, the publication included a look at visualisation online, 
including an early emerging three-dimensional virtual environment. The article was published but it was retitled 
by the then editor as ‘The World Wide Web: Not Just for Nerds’, while a mildly assuming title change, it could 
be seen, at the time, of reflecting the mood of the planning community and their view of this new emerging 
technology. Almost 25 years on and the planning profession has arguably failed to grasp the concept of digital, 
still operating in a similar way to back in 1997, albeit with the ability to submit applications online. We take the 
view that it is not the current thinking around the digital that is going to change planning; it is the emerging 
Metaverse. It is a change on the near horizon that is there but is currently largely unseen with the urban planning 
profession. The metaverse is, at first sight, a mirror to the current world, a digital twin, but it is more than this, 
it is an inhabited mirror world where the physical dimensions and rules of time and space do not necessarily 
apply. Operating across scales, from the change of use of a building up to a local plan and onwards to the scale 
of future cities, these emerging metaverses will exist either directly within computational space and emerge into 
our physical space via augmented reality. With economic systems operating via Blockchain technology and the 
ability to instigate aspects of planning law, interspaced with design fiction type scenarios, they represent a new 
tool kit for the urban planner, spatial, economic and social. We explore these emerging spaces, taking a look at 
their origins and how the use of game engines have allowed participation and design to become part of the 
workflow of these three-dimensional spaces. Finally, we look at the current state of the art, explore the short 
term future and speculate on digital planning using these incoming metaverses ten years from now, spaces 
which are arguably the future of digital planning. 
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Keynote: Topic (TBC) 
17:20-17:50, Tuesday 6th Sep, Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander 
Building, University of Manchester 

Keynote speaker: Marketta Kyttä 
Professor of Land Use Planning, Aalto University, Finland. 

Marketta Kyttä works as a professor of Land Use Planning in the department 
of Built Environment in Aalto. She received her PhD in the Department of 
Architecture from Helsinki University of Technology in 2004. Her doctoral 
thesis about child-friendly environments received two scientific awards, Lea 
Pulkkinen and Tapio Nummenmaa awards. Having background in environmental psychology, her 
interests cover widely human aspects in planning. Her research topics include environments that 
promote wellbeing and health, active living, child- and age-friendly environments, social sustainability, 
urban lifestyles, perceived safety and new methods for public participation. The innovation of her 
team, “softGIS” methodology, that is an advanced example of PPGIS (public participation GIS) 
methodology, enable the provision of people's place-based knowledge in the GIS format, 
complementing the traditional GIS-data. Geospatial World Forum granted softGIS team a webGIS 
Innovation award in 2010. Currently, The Maptionnaire methodology, that is the commercialised 
version of softGIS, has been used in over 2 000 projects in more than 80 countries. Professor Kyttä has 
authored more than 100 scientific articles with more than 4500 citations. Kyttä has worked in several 
universities abroad, e.g. Milan Polytechnics (Italy), University of Queensland and Melbourne 
(Australia) andSan Diego State University, US. Kyttä is a leader of a Master’s programme, Spatial 
Planning and Transportation Engineering that integrates the fields of land use and transportation 
planning without forgetting the human focus. 

 

Keynote: Topic (TBC) 
11:55-13:10, Wednesday 7th Sep, Main Theatre, Samuel Alexander 
Building, University of Manchester 

Keynote speaker: Joanna Averley 
Chief Planner for England, Dept of Levelling Up, Housing & 
Communities 

Joanna is a planner who has worked across all aspect of the town planning, 
regeneration, built environment and development process. She has worked 
in consultancy, charity and as a government adviser. She has worked as the 
coordinator of multi-disciplinary teams on significant projects across the UK. Joanna's roles have been 
high profile and outward facing. Her management skills alongside her planning and place-making 
knowledge are both broad and in-depth. Early consultancy focused on research into housing, planning, 
public space, sustainable patterns of development and world city policies. Joanna was then involved 
in major masterplanning and regeneration projects, notably the rebuilding of Manchester City Centre 
following the bombing in 1996. Joanna was the DCEO and Director of Design and Planning Advice at 
CABE (the Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment) for a decade. CABE's mission was 
to improve the quality of new buildings, space and places across England. She led advisory, best 
practice, training and campaigning work to clients relating to artists' studios to schools, public space, 
parks and gardens, housing and hospitals. She was seconded to be the Interim Director of Design for 
the London Olympic Delivery Authority in 2005 and to be part of the set up team for the Homes and 
Communities Agency in 2008. After CABE Joanna was Interim Chief Executive at Centre for Cities 
where she worked closely with Whitehall and cities on all aspects of economic development and public 
sector policy for cities. She was a founding Trustee of the Centre and served on the Board for 10 years. 
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Joanna then ran LandAid Charitable Trust, where she renewed the charity's profile, brand, 
partnerships, approach to grant giving, volunteering programme, team, governance and resulting 
increase in income. LandAid fundraises and provides capital grants to support some of the UK's most 
impactful youth homeless charities. Over the last few years Joanna has led the spatial planning and 
urban design thinking on two major transport projects - Crossrail 2 and High Speed 2. Recent non-exec 
and advisory roles include being a London Mayor's Design Advocate, Chair of the London Borough of 
Wandsworth's Design Review Panel and Trustee of MOLA (Museum of London Archaeology). Joanna 
is a qualified town planner and RTPI member. 

 

Roundtables, Plenaries, and Workshops 

The Digital Task Force for Planning Roundtable – the Next Stage 

The Digital Task Force for Planning was founded in early 2021. After the completion of its first stage report - A 
Digital Future for Planning: Spatial Planning Reimagined (Batty & Yang, 2022), the Task Force is seeking to be 
formalised to promote an Integrated Digitally Enabled Approach to Spatial Planning. The role of Task Force will 
focus on the Development part of R&D, being a convenor, facilitator and enabler of digitalisation in mainstream 
planning practice and education to support the establishment of an eco-system between research, practice and 
education. The speakers will share their current thoughts and views to kickstart the conversation. The 
roundtable discussion will then take an open approach to welcome comments and suggestions from 
participants. 

Wei Yang, Wei Yang & Partners London 
Michael Batty, Richard Kingston 

 

Ketso Connect – A Disruptive Learning Innovation to Emerge from the Planning Education 
During the Pandemic 

The hands-on Ketso kit has emerged from decades of pedagogical development and engagement with 
stakeholders. During 2020-21, an individual kit (Ketso Connect) was developed to support remote teaching, and 
more recently, dual and face-to-face pedagogy. A physical kit was sent to students studying remotely all over 
the world and images of their work on the physical artefact were shared via the digital canvas, Padlet. The 
twinned innovations, adapting hands-on learning to a remote environment and a process to develop soft skills 
integral to the planning profession, won the 2021 Association of European Schools of Planning Teaching 
Excellence Award. Analysis of feedback from students showed that using Ketso Connect enables a flexible and 
dynamic teaching environment and helps session leaders promote participation from all participants. An 
unexpected outcome was the high value students found from using the kit to structure their thinking - 
particularly in planning of academic writing tasks. This workshop will explore the award-winning, Planning and 
Environmental Management module ‘Designing Sustainable Futures’, where these innovations were developed, 
and report on initial analysis of a trial of Ketso Connect in different institutional contexts, with different academic 
leads and in a wider range of disciplines. Workshop participants will have a practical experience of the Ketso 
process, as they discuss the lessons learned and how they may be adapted to their own teaching contexts. 

 

Joanne Tippett, University of Manchester 
Matt Sanderson 

 
What do we learn from the process and results of the 2021 REF? 

Five panellists of the ‘Architecture, Built Environment and Planning’ sub-panel will join the roundtable to share 
their experience over the working methods of the REF and the state of research in the planning field. The 
discussion aims to dispel the myths surrounding how the REF sub-panel worked and to share some key lessons 
learnt from the REF assessment of UK planning research. This will help to identify the strengths of weaknesses 
of our research and to stimulate debate over the direction of development of future planning research. 
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Cecilia Wong, University of Manchester 
Aude Bicqulet-Lock, John Flint, Nick Gallent, David Shaw 

 

Voices from the sharp end – how are the values of today’s planners shaping contemporary 
practice?  

The contemporary scene for planning practice can be painted in negative terms by authors – whether identifying 
‘frustration, disappointment, and even despair’ amongst young planners (Tasan-Kok & Oranje, 2018, p. 1); or 
the worrying emergence of ‘the austerity planner’ (Slade et al., 2019), it can seem to be a bleak time to be a 
planner. These negative feelings are often ascribed to an ongoing shift in the framing of planning policy and 
legislation, with planners – and therefore the idea of planning as an activity and a profession – portrayed as 
‘enemies of enterprise’. For Raco (2018) this is evidence of an ‘inversion’ of planning’s core purpose. Whilst we 
do see this negativity in our own conversations with planners in the UK, we also see optimism, positivity and 
enthusiasm – and from students from a wide variety of countries. This is not to suggest that studies which find 
negative or troubling aspects of contemporary planning are in any way mistaken, but we question the extent to 
which these reflect the diversity or ‘hybridity’ (Steele 2009) of contemporary day-to-day practice globally, and 
sufficiently draw on accounts from planners in the widest range of settings, including from young planners 
(Nelson & Neil, 2021) and those in the private sector. To address this gap, a special issue of Planning Practice & 
Research has been commissioned. Contributions to the special issue have the experiences and motivations of 
practicing planners at the forefront, exploring how they navigate the complexity of being a planner in the 2020s, 
in different contexts. This roundtable brings together a number of contributors to the special issue, and will 
discuss issues including how planners consider their professional obligation to serve the public interest or to 
behave in an ethical manner; how they define what matters to them; whether other drivers, such as social or 
environmental justice are now more important to (young) planners than the public interest; how they balance 
what might be seen as competing interests (the public, their clients, elected politicians, and their managers); 
and where they have a choice, how do they decide which work to pursue and which to avoid. 

Hannah Hickman, University of the West of England  
and John Sturzaker, University of Hertfordshire 

Aliye Ahu Akgün, Geetika Anand, Julija Bakunowitsch, Nick Beattie, Aude Bicqulet-Lock, Sabine 
Bongers-Römer, Surajit Chakravarty, Ben Clifford, Andrew Close, Charlotte Morphet, Prananda 

Navitas, Frank Othengrafen, Hamish G. Rennie, Catriona Riddell, Cihan Mert Sabah, Robin Shepherd, 
Geoff Vigar 

(Sponsored by the Planning Practice & Research | Taylor & Francis Online) 
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Where is the peri-urban – and where is the planning? A round table on the spaces between 

and beyond  

The Peri-cene project (https://peri-cene.net ) tracked the rapid expansion of ‘metro-scapes’ around the world: 
from urban-rural desakotas to the sprawling global aerotropolis. Meanwhile the peri-urban is now faced with 
wildfire, drought, flood and storm – with impacts magnified by typical fragmentation, inequality and disruption. 
On the positive side, many ‘peri-eco-urban' adaptive pathways combine ecological stewardship, agro-ecology 
farming, nature based livelihoods: along with the ‘collective peri-urban intelligence’ to make them work, with 
mutual learning, innovation and co-production of all stakeholders. This round table reviews the state of the art, 
the challenges ahead, and what can be done next.  

Joe Ravetz, University of Manchester 
Jeremy Carter, Nick Gallent, Alister Scott 

 

RTPI Roundtable: From Research to Practice and Back Again  

Planning research is vital to enhancing policymakers’ and planners’ ability to create vibrant communities. It 
allows for critical evidence gathering and assessment, as well as a robust and unbiased critique of planning 
processes, without which we could not test the effectiveness (or otherwise) of current policies and legislative 
mechanisms in delivering equitable and sustainable outcomes. However, all too often academic research is 
perceived as too theoretical or out of touch with the realities of day-to-day planning practice, resulting in a gap 
between the findings of planning research and the outcomes of planning policy and practice on the ground. This 
roundtable will examine this research-practice gap in more detail, looking specifically at research dissemination 
and knowledge transfer between academics, policymakers and practitioners around the following questions: 

• How can planning research better influence planning policy and practice to achieve positive outcomes? 

• What are the most appropriate methods of dissemination to ensure that planning research is as wide-
reaching and impactful as possible? 

The roundtable will be chaired by the RTPI’s Director of Education & Profession, Andrew Close, and will feature 
the insights of academics and planning professionals from across the UK. 

Andrew Close, Royal Town Planning Institute 
Hannah Hickman, Gavan Rafferty, Olafiyin Taiwo, Cecilia Wong 

 

 

 

 

Tackling Spatial Inequalities: the experience of the UK2070 Commission 

This roundtable aims to share the experience of the UK2070 Commission in tackling the deep-rooted 
regional/spatial inequalities in the UK through its 10-point action plan to rectify unjust social conditions and re-
balance economic performance. The discussion will focus on the Commission’s co-production activities with 
community groups, the governance issues with devolved combined authorities, as well as the challenges to align 
with the government’s Levelling Up White Paper. The roundtable discussion will shed light on the role played by 
collaboration and partnership in addressing spatial inequalities and identify effective approaches to develop 
innovative, sustainable solutions. 

Cecilia Wong, University of Manchester 
Vincent Goodstadt, Lucy Natarajan, John Tomaney 
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Abstracts 

In Alphabetical Order 
 
Ransford A. Acheampong, University of Manchester 

Participatory, multi-criteria visioning of driverless mobility futures-insights from UK and 
Australia 

The advent of Autonomous Vehicles (AVs) present enormous uncertainties and challenges for urban transport 
and mobility in future cities. Urban and transportation planning have significant roles to play in bringing about 
desired futures in the era of automated driving. A major challenge, however, is identifying and reconciling 
divergent values and competing visions in the context of this potentially disruptive transport technology and the 
associated mobility services. This paper will share the emerging insights of a participatory multi-criteria visioning 
study conducted in Greater Manchester (UK) and Melbourne (Australia), involving multiple stakeholders to 
collaboratively generate, explore and evaluate plausible driverless mobility futures. The aim is to show the 
different ways in which stakeholders directly involved in policy-making are thinking about their transport and 
mobility futures in the context of AVs, as well as how they are responding to the emerging essential tensions 
between the advent of AVs on the one hand and local transport and mobility goals and expectations on the 
other hand. 

 

Chelsea Beardsley, Queen's University Belfast 

Ireland's Blue Fix: Exploring Community Responses to Marine Protected Areas  

The ocean and coastal areas are increasingly seen as new ‘frontiers’ for economic development and intervention. 
Blue Growth and its counterpart the Blue Economy have been offered as a solution to a wide range of problems 
such as; the effects of climate change; an economic opportunity for states and business; an answer to the decline 
in fish stocks or species; and a solution for struggling coastal communities. In this study, I will explore how certain 
‘Blue Fixes’ are experienced by local communities, and why, with failures in the past around the globe and in the 
study site, are Marine Protected Areas proposed as a potential solution. Building on existing work, I will 
investigate the conceptualisation of Blue Fixes and their realisation in certain contexts. Here, the term ‘blue fix’ 
is based upon Harvey’s work on spatial fixes, where capitalism reorganises and expands to controvert crisis 
tendencies. The Blue Fix describes the way in which Blue Growth facilitates new opportunities for accumulation 
whilst claiming to be compatible with societal and environmental aims. It is made up of a conservation fix, a 
protein fix, and an energy fix. To answer the research questions outlined above, I will conduct this study in two 
parts. The first involves a critical discourse analysis of key documents relating to Blue Growth on a global and EU 
scale, then at the national level with Ireland’s Integrated Marine Plan Harnessing Our Ocean Wealth, which ran 
from 2012-2020. The second part of the study will involve semi-structured interviews with key marine 
stakeholders such as members of NGOs, the Marine Protected Area Advisory Group, academics, government 
officials and community members. Through these interviews, I will investigate how Blue Growth strategies and 
discourses are received and experienced in coastal communities. The paper will discuss initial findings after 
fieldwork. 

 

Neale Blair, Ulster University 

Dublin-Belfast Economic Corridor (DBEC): planning policy and cross-border housing markets 
on the island of Ireland 

On the island of Ireland, the number of people living in one jurisdiction and travelling to employment in the 
other continues to rise. It is known that in some areas of the border region, social connections and economic 
conditions strongly inform the location decision of households that traverse the 310-mile frontier for 
employment, education and access to services. Previous research (NIHE, 2012) on cross-border housing systems 
in the Irish central border region concluded that, “behavioural and socio-psychological factors in the forms of 
close family ties and affinity to local communities have had the greatest impact in shaping the residential 
decisions of households across all tenures and on both sides of the border” (p.5). As a result of Brexit and the 
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Northern Ireland Protocol, there has been much scrutiny of people and trade crossing the Irish border. People 
and goods move freely between Northern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland, with Northern Ireland remaining 
part of the EU customs market as a consequence of the post-Brexit Northern Ireland Protocol. Little is known, 
however, about cross-border housing markets. Assumptions are made, for example, about the Dublin housing 
market and the ripple-out effect as households seek options in more affordable areas such as Drogheda, 
Dundalk, and Newry. A similar dynamic is known to exist in the Belfast Metropolitan housing market area (2018). 
This paper reports on the early findings of research into the extent to which current local and strategic planning 
policy on the Dublin-Belfast Economic Corridor (DBEC), incorporating eight local planning authorities, influences 
cross-border housing market dynamics, and how the DBEC concept may in future impact on policy and markets. 

 

Deborah Broomfield, Leeds Beckett University 

Researcher Challenges. A Discussion about Positioning 

During a research methods module delivered at university. I was exposed to feminist research theories. Despite 
the topic not being given great significance, this experience enhanced my interest in issues related to urbanism, 
social justice, and the relevance of feminist theories to these areas. My doctoral studies are a homage to feminist 
planning methods and their application to research. My research will focus on austerity in spatial planning and 
the disproportionate impact on women. An integral part of my thesis will examine how community movements 
have responded to this disproportionality, with enquiry as to whether responses may be feminist in approach. 
My intention is to communicate with a range of partners, including planning and design professionals. I have 
approached my research question through a lens impacted by my positioning and lived experience as a Black 
woman both born in and living in England. I will present my thesis through my eyes examining and using feminist 
research viewpoints, complemented by writing in the first person. A reflective journal will form part of my thesis. 
I am recording my thought processes regarding my positioning and reflexivity. This includes the perception of 
others regarding my perceived positionality. The purpose is to query how these perceptions and processes relate 
to my research question and anticipated power dynamics. This includes aspects of my lived experience. My 
Paper will examine challenges that may be faced in terms of my race gender and positionality when 
communicating with research participants from differing backgrounds and sectors.  

 
 

Sue Brownhill, Oxford Brookes University 
Geraint Ellis, Micheal Hopcroft, Debnbie Humphry, Andy Inch, Loraine Leeson, Glen O'Hara, Francesca 
Sarotorio, Jason Slade 

Whatever Happened to Community-Led Planning? The Changing Nature of ‘Spaces of Hope’ 

Community-led planning (CLP) is arguably about creating spaces of hope; locally driven initiatives through which 
places can be imagined and realised in ways which challenge established narratives and practices. CLP has 
provided a rich seam of experience over the decades, however, while the history of the formal planning system 
has been the focus of substantial attention the same cannot not be said for planning outside the state system. 
This paper draws on evidence emerging from an ongoing AHRC funded project that begins to fill this gap by 
exploring the evolution of CLP from the late 1960s onwards. Based on a critical historiographic approach, the 
paper highlights “insurgent planning histories” that “challenge our very definition of what constitutes planning” 
(Sandercock, 1999). Drawing on archival research, case studies and the personal accounts of community 
planners to establish a CLP timeline, the paper will focus on particular moments within this timeline to show 
how the spaces of CLP have changed over time. These include the Skeffington era (late 1960s early 1970s), with 
the emergence of formal participation and the parallel rise in protest and planning education movements; the 
late 1970s and early 1980s, when alliances between community groups, local authorities and trades unions 
enabled a range of alternative plans and projects and the 1990s, with the influence of LA 21. The paper will 
explore the drivers for these change including: grassroots social and intellectual change; altered economic 
modes; changes to formal politics and governance; evolving intersections with the formal planning system and 
the changing role of the private sector. The paper concludes by discussing the relevance of these histories to 
current day spaces of CLP. It argues that revealing these counter-histories can be a means of challenging the 
dominant account and finding resources from which alternative ideas and practices might be shaped. 
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Jeremy Carter, University of Manchester 

Current approaches to urban green infrastructure target setting  

Target setting is an important element of urban green infrastructure (GI) planning. Currently, few research 
outputs focus on this topic. This paper reports on the outcomes of a review of GI target setting approaches in 
43 cities from across Europe, the US, Canada and Australia, undertaken as part of the European Urban Innovation 
Actions IGNITION project. The review enabled a GI target typology to be developed, encompassing six distinct 
approaches that range between targets that are quantitative, thematic and spatial in nature. Case studies are 
used to illustrate each target type. The typology highlights the broad scope of targets embedded within GI plans 
and strategies across cities and urban areas. It also reveals issues linked to their application in practice, as 
differences in approaches to framing urban GI ambitions in turn place contrasting resource, data and skills 
demands on authorities responsible for developing and monitoring GI targets. The broader implications of the 
findings of this study for urban GI planning are discussed, building on experiences of target setting in other fields 
of urban planning and policy making. 

 

Sarah Clement, The University of Western Australia 

Environmental governance: Pluralism, populism, and the production of knowledge 

Many new models of governance have been offered as “transformative” alternatives to existing approaches, 
with the idea that they can more effectively confront environmental challenges. One common feature of these 
alternatives is that they embrace the notion of “co-production” and associated co-concepts (e.g. codesign, 
cocreation, comanagement), with the idea that fostering these dynamics will generate both more democratic 
and more effective forms of governance in the Anthropocene. Though difficult to prove the influence of these 
proposals on outcomes, the idea behind these calls is that transforming the underlying logic of decision making 
and the knowledge on which they are based will catalyse important changes that are needed to correct decades 
of failed interventions in environmental policy and planning. As part of this, there Is renewed interest in the 
democratic principle of pluralism, as part of wider calls for reforming knowledge governance. Diverse 
perspectives and actors, it is argued, are better placed to generate the knowledge needed to address the multi-
faceted causes and consequences of environmental degradation. Yet much is lost in translation when the lofty 
ideals about transforming the way knowledge is governed are integrated into policy and practice. Whilst 
pluralism with respect to both expert and non-expert knowledge is elevated as both more democratic and more 
fit-for-purpose in the Anthropocene, when decision-makers are faced with political and social realities of 
bringing in more voices, the result often looks more like populism than pluralism. Experts, too, are not immune, 
and whilst calls to be more transdisciplinary are widespread, there are major conflicts that arise as different 
disciplines struggle to embrace new forms of expertise and alternative ways of understanding how to conserve 
nature and confront natural hazards on a human-dominated planet. This paper examines several examples 
where efforts to reform knowledge governance struggle (but in some ways succeed) to reach the standards 
proposed by researchers and the stated aspirations of governments to co-produce knowledge. Drawing on case 
examples in wildfire, biodiversity and climate change, this presentation seeks to understand how efforts to 
challenge ‘business as usual’ in environmental governance and planning tend to conflate pluralism and populism. 
However, it concludes with a discussion about how broader trends towards populism need not automatically 
work against efforts to improve environmental governance, instead exploring how such efforts might leverage 
such trends to support efforts to improve both the structure and function of governance. 

 

Michael Crilly, Northumbria University and Alexander Wilson, Newcastle University 

Coding design processes: A common procedural language for supporting design quality in 
planning  

One of the key challenges of the digitisation of the planning system; as suggested up-front by the RTPI in the 
Digital Planning Manifesto ; is the use of a common language for underlying data. This pre-requisite for effective 
digital transformation is about the fundamental need for clarity, consistency, certainty, and confidence that arise 
from the correct decision-making processes. This 'digital common language' relates to information requirements 
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(scope, content, level of detail, format) for each stage of engagement with the statutory planning system. In 
response, this paper presents a case study in the development of collaborative design and planning processes 
seeking to develop a common procedural language. Using action-research and a Delphi method research 
strategy based on work developing a strategic design guide for York and North Yorkshire, it sets out the co-
design project with key stakeholders operating in the different sectors and at different scales within the two-
tier local authority structure. Arising from stakeholder requirement specifications, it introduces and trials an 
accompanying procedural planning tool suitable for use by multiple stakeholders. The resulting guidance and 
evaluation tool provides a progression of supporting information requirements aimed at improving decision-
making at (1) pre-application discussions, (2) the validation of applications with supporting information, (3) 
effective design review and outline recommendations, (4) determination of reserve matters and planning 
conditions, and (5) post-competition monitoring. It builds the strategic justification and business case for the 
development of a rule-based planning ‘rubric’ setting out the benefits of speed and semi-automated 
assessments at the progressive stages of engagement with the planning system. It demonstrates wider potential 
benefits as a form of procedural evaluation for representatives of each sector and stakeholder involved. 

 

Tony Crook, The University of Sheffield, and John Boyle, Rettie & Co, Scotland 
Stefano Smith and Christine Whitehead 

Planning obligations in England and Scotland compared: are there lessons for each nation? 

Both England and Scotland have proposed significant changes to their respective measures used to capture land 
value via their planning systems.  England is proposing to introduce a new levy on the sales value of completed 
developments to replace the current (S106 and CIL) cost-based contributions to infrastructure and affordable 
housing. Scotland proposes to retain its existing (S75) cost-based system that seeks developer contributions to 
infrastructure and affordable housing but intends in addition to introduce a new infrastructure levy to run 
alongside this to secure funds for sub regional and maybe even regional infrastructure. In this paper the authors 
will (to the extent possible) clarify the principles behind these new approaches and how these differ from the 
current developer contribution approaches. They then use the findings from their extensive research on the 
existing systems to identify what works and what does not work in each nation at the present time; to consider 
what lessons each might learn the other; and to ask how the proposed changes might improve outcomes. 

 

Mark Dobson and Gavin Parker, University of Reading 

Words (in)action: the orchestration of participation in planning through Statements of 
Community Involvement in England 

This paper responds to an agenda to examine the political work done through the seemingly mundane 
procedures and texts that shape planning practice and yet which reflect the exercise of different forms of power. 
Through application of power theory the paper discusses the design, content and use of Statements of 
Community Involvement (SCIs) in England since their introduction in 2004. The analysis shows how the design, 
and the specificities of inscription, reflect both ideational power and institutional resistance to mandated 
participation, such that the promise of participation inputs are held contingent. We contend that the lack of 
clarity over national requirements for participation allows local planning authorities to exploit the ‘in-between’ 
spaces of policy to orchestrate engagement at their convenience. This reading stresses the need to assess how 
the dimensions of ‘power over’, ‘power to’, and ‘power with’ are combined and interact in practice as techniques 
and effort assembled to socialise and reify a particular public participation offer. However, a calculation with its 
own risks is taken by the LPA, given that the SCI’s stated role to empower community engagement means that 
these documents can also be used to challenge as much as manage inputs and constrain actions. 
 
 

Richard Dunning, University of Liverpool 

Ageing and the 20-Minute City  

The 20-minute city is the latest badge for an old concept – that of services being within a walkable distance of 
the population. The 20-minute city was at the early branding stage, having begun to attract policy makers (e.g. 
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Parisian Mayor Anne Hidalgo), when COVID-19 arrived, catapulting active travel up the policy agenda in many 
countries. The 20-minute city had particular policy relevance because of its perceived equal treatment of all 
citizens (i.e. it is a city-wide rather than neighbourhood brand). However, the 20-minute fails to consider the 
diversity of mobilities and diversity of needs. If cities are to prevent the flight of older people to areas beyond 
the suburb and support people to age in place, then these cities need to work for older people. This presentation 
will discuss a novel extension to the evidence on age and mobilities in cities through grounded analysis of the 
20-minute city for older people in Liverpool City Region, England. It will consider a new model of services and 
varied mobilities for older residents and discuss how planning for an equitable 20-minute city should account 
for the needs of a “diverse” older population. 
 
 

Jessica Ferm, University College of London 
Callum Ward 

Centralised localism and the politics of housing delivery in London 

In the absence of regional governance structures in England since 2010, the UK Government has experimented 
with a range of measures to incentivise local authorities to deliver more housing. In the revised National Planning 
Policy Framework, published in 2018, a new Housing Delivery Test was introduced, imposing three-year housing 
delivery targets on local authorities with sanctions for those that do not deliver. In this paper, we argue that the 
introduction of binding centralised targets reflects a market-oriented ‘centralised localism’ in which virtual 
objects such as targets and their calculation have become key objects of statecraft through which, in the UK, 
local and central government navigate policy tensions and conflicts. This paper explores these tensions in the 
context of housing delivery in London, where almost half of London boroughs failed the first Housing Delivery 
Test in 2018-9. Drawing on semi-structured interviews with local borough planners, councillors and London 
government officials, we overview the aims of the housing delivery test, conflicts over calculative practices in 
setting them, and illustrate the variegated responses of local planning authorities in reflecting the political 
geography of London’s boroughs. We argue that the introduction of binding housing targets has pushed the 
hand of some outer London local authorities to review out-of-date local plans, and their members on planning 
committees to adopt a less anti-development position. However, the assumption underpinning the Test - namely 
that the problem is sclerotic planning – fails to address the complexity of issues affecting slow delivery of 
housing, penalising the public agencies who have limited control over what gets delivered by the market and 
when. The ultimate sanction - the removal of local authority planning powers - introduces a democratic deficit 
and undermines the Localism project, creating a downward pressure on built environment quality and 
prioritising numbers over the meeting of local housing needs. 

 
 

Stefania Fiorentino and Ada HY Lee, University of Cambridge 
Phil Allmendinger 

Planning the Post-COVID City 

The way we live, plan and experience Covid-19 are layering upon other major issues like climate change and 
political uncertainties cities have changed during the pandemic. Some of these changes might carry longer-term 
impacts, requiring new planning and governance solutions on issues as diverse as public transport, commercial 
vacancies, housing density and leisure. Disruptions to cities are nothing new in the history of planning - past 
environmental and health emergencies alongside economic and political disruptions have led to the 
development of new planning theories and practices in Europe since the late 19th century. Yet the areas for 
intervention stimulated by uncertainties, extending the scope and redefining the scale of key planning priorities. 
Our research is exploring the long history of major disruptions to cities, the way cities around the world have 
responded to the pandemic-led challenges, and what is left of these experiences in planning policy. After an 
initial historical search drawing lessons learnt from previous disruptions, we have collected primary data 
interviewing major planning stakeholders in selected global cities. We are using these data to speculate 
implications for the post-Covid city and the future direction of planning and regeneration. 
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Linda Fox-Rogers, Queen's University Belfast 
Geraint Ellis  

Stakeholder perceptions of planning: A longitudinal analysis from Northern Ireland  

This paper explores the dynamics of opinion amongst a broad range of stakeholders in Northern Ireland’s 
planning system, over a ten-year period, by drawing on two surveys that took place in 2011 and 2020/21. In so 
doing, it offers a rare opportunity to not just examine a snapshot of how key ‘clients’ of the planning system 
(politicians, developers, the public and planners themselves) view the performance of the planning system and 
priorities for reform, but also highlights how this has changed over the past decade. There is further significance 
in the findings of these surveys as they were undertaken before (2011) and after (2020) a very major reform of 
the Northern Ireland planning system in 2015, when the majority of planning powers (over the regulation of 
development and forward planning policy) were devolved from central government to the region’s local 
authorities. This therefore allows a unique opportunity to explore the impact of decentralization on stakeholder 
perceptions of planning and its outcomes.   

 

Anna Gilchrist, University of Manchester 

Hawks, walks or stalk? The competing priorities of conservation and recreation in the UK 
uplands 

The ‘cultural’ upland landscapes of Western Europe have a multiplicity of different designations aimed at 
providing recreation opportunities, preserving landscape beauty and protecting biodiversity. There is growing 
evidence that in the UK these designations are failing, with increasing pressure from diverse forms of recreation 
and a decline in habitat quality and species numbers. Additionally, the climate crisis is both a direct threat and 
policy driver that has emerged after the advent of landscape and planning designations. Some environmental 
campaigners are proposing that in the face of the climate and biodiversity crises, the UK uplands need to be 
managed differently. Drawing on a systematic evidence review and a survey of professionals working in 
conservation, recreation and land management, this paper explores the challenges associated with visioning and 
delivering alternative upland futures. Strong lobby groups resistant to change and restrictive policies focused on 
preservation mean that the total land area available for progressive environmental policies is limited. 
Additionally, a growing imperative to reconnect people with nature is placing additional demands on the 
recreation potential of upland landscapes. These challenges are demonstrated spatially, using a case-study of 
the Peak District National Park. The paper concludes with proposals of how if managed correctly, the uplands 
have the potential to meet recreational demands and help address the biodiversity and climate crises, but 
managing these competing priorities will require decision-makers to act quickly. 

 

Joseph Glentworth, Wildscape Restoration, Inc. 

Rewilding and Reimagining: Exploring Alternate ‘Wilder’ Landscape Futures  

Rewilding is a new approach to ecology geared towards the mass restoration of ecological processes. It is 
increasingly being positioned as a critical solution to overcome the global biodiversity and climate crises. Despite 
the potential for rewilding to deliver multiple environmental and social benefits, it remains highly contentious 
in the context of European upland landscapes. Critics have argued that rewilding these landscapes has the 
potential to erase cultural histories and identities, displace local communities, and challenge cultural aesthetics, 
inherently promoting the highly controversial concept of ‘people-free’ wilderness. There is, however, a paucity 
of empirical research focused on what rewilding means for the long-term future of these highly cultural 
landscapes. This paper argues that rewilding is a political process of reimagining the future of upland landscapes. 
The research demonstrates that the ecological theory of rewilding can be applied in many ways. These practices 
of rewilding can lead to very different ‘wilder futures’ composed of diverse assemblages of ecological processes, 
habitats, and species, as well as different ways of imagining future human-ecology relations. Through interviews 
with 34 actors involved in upland management, the research examines the assumptions and logics, coalitions 
between actors, and tactics employed to legitimise and de-legitimise these different futures. The study 
illustrates a critical challenge in how cultural landscapes are appreciated and mobilised by diverse actors working 
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in these contested landscapes. Importantly, there is no single ‘cultural value’ or ‘natural state’ for these 
landscapes despite these constructs often being used normatively by different actors to legitimise their actions. 
Therefore, knowledge of the diversity of values surrounding cultural landscapes is crucial to understanding how 
rewilding can be applied equitably in such contexts. The implications of these findings are discussed in the 
context of emerging post-Brexit environmental policy. 

 

Charles Goode, University of Birmingham  

‘We have been unfairly silenced’: Agonist engagement in community opposition to 
housebuilding in England  

‘We have Agonist engagement in community opposition to housebuilding in England and the gap between the 
attempted and effective exercise of power in planning. Community involvement has been a longstanding feature 
in public policy, especially in planning systems, although it is widely argued that community opposition against 
new housebuilding regularly influences planning outcomes and therefore contributes to housing affordability 
problems. This paper, based upon the views of planners and campaigners and focused upon probably the most 
well-known regional growth management policy internationally, the Green Belt, argues that there is regularly 
significant circumscription and modulation of the influence of campaigners in planning systems by a 
constellation of powerful actors/actants in favour of development, especially national planning policy and 
housing targets, the legal system and housebuilding lobby. This suggests that there is often a ‘gap’ in planning 
systems between actors/actants attempting to exercise power and the effective exercise of power with the 
influence of campaigners waxing and waning temporally and geographically. The paper therefore argues that 
the wider literature is not sufficiently nuanced on how effectively campaigners can exercise power and influence 
public policy and underlines the importance of geographically based case studies when researching power. 

 

Sepideh Hajisoltani, Northumbria University 

Future of English City Centres: The Case of Newcastle upon Tyne 

21st century cities operate in new patterns that are radically different from urban models of the 20th century. 
In the broad context of urban studies, there is a growing focus on future cities and assertion of what new 
technologies can offer. At the cusp of this change, there is an increasing interest in the study of city centres 
where these transitions are being played out. The complex interconnections of current social, environmental, 
political and economic transitions could be at the core of the future of UK city centres. The perceived ability of 
city centre to traverse disciplinary edges makes it an important subject for many established disciplines and 
creates the possibility for cross-disciplinary and inter-disciplinary research. This paper aims to critically review 
the environmental, social, economic and political perspectives of the city centre in Newcastle upon Tyne in the 
UK in order to provide insights on its future transitions. An improved understanding of these perspectives is 
critical for developing scenarios for the future of the city centre. While the main data collection continues, there 
are some indicative aspects of Newcastle Upon Tyne that have been ascertained through pilot data. 

 

Catherine Hammond and Kaeren van Vliet, Sheffield Hallam University 

Implementing Green Infrastructure through the planning process : Planners’ practitioner 
perspectives from the UK  

Green infrastructure (GI) can deliver environmental benefits, e.g., adaptations to climate change and social 
benefits e.g., health and wellbeing, through the provision of multiple ecosystems services. In the UK GI is 
promoted through planning policy as a key feature of sustainable development with implementation co-
ordinated by planners through the planning regulatory process. This paper aims to increase knowledge of GI 
implementation through the planning process and the role of planners.  We explore three key aspects of this 
process:  the support provided by planning policy frameworks; the impacts of a discretionary regulatory planning 
system and planners’ knowledge of the components and functions of GI and the value they place on GI. Data 
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were obtained through the analysis of semi-structured interviews with planners across two case studies of 
housing development in northern England.  Our study shows that planners face challenges in implementation 
including delays in policy adoption; policy fragmentation and weak evidence bases; and the lower priority 
ascribed to GI by wider stakeholders manifested through funding and longer-term maintenance. We find that 
Planners’ knowledge plays a pivotal role in delivering GI. Our findings suggest areas of improvement to facilitate 
the effective delivery of GI.   

 

Lisha He, Lancaster University  

Applying a City Information Model (CIM) of Human Mobility to the Neighborhood centres 

in China  

Neighborhood centres primarily serve the everyday living needs of residents in a housing estate, such as 
groceries, medications, hardware, and personal services in China. Constructing neighbourhood centres is a 
widely used strategy for China’s new towns or industrial zones to be self-constraint and livable. Since 1994, the 
creation of the China-Singapore Suzhou Industrial Park (SIP) has seen the emergence of neighbourhood centres 
in industrial zones, with the goal of providing inhabitants with self-sufficient daily and fundamental needs. 
Meanwhile, in other new towns and districts, commercial and residential facilities similar to neighbourhood 
centres are expanding. Based on the field research on the frequency of use of facilities and human mobility of 
three representative new town neighbourhood centres in China: High compound and multi-used neighbourhood 
centres, leisure and entertainment commercial street and scattered retail stores. This paper provides new 
evidence of urban neighbourhood planning. We develop a human mobility city information model(M-CIM) to 
measure the vitality of three types of neighbourhood centres in China and make a comparison among them by 
using three indicators: nighttime integration, population integration, and land use integration. Theoretically, the 
findings are conducive to illustrating the advantages of these emerging public urban spaces and presenting hard 
evidence of the importance of urban design in an advanced stage of urbanization. In practical terms, our findings 
contribute to renovating existing new town neighbourhood facilities and improving their utility for citizens living 
in new towns. 

 

Hannah Hickman, University of the West of England 
Katie McClymont 

‘This wasn’t what we Agreed Guys’: Post-Consent Planning and the Limits of Trust 

An over-looked part of the planning process is the stage between the grant of planning permission and delivery 

on the ground. In the UK system, post-consent allows for important details of schemes, including on design, 

layout, density, and landscaping to not only be agreed post-consent, but for the details of an original permission 

to be re-negotiated. However, the context in which decisions are made fundamentally shifts with the grant of 

permission. The incentives and motivations of key players may change, and new players enter the development 

process, with the potential to impact behaviour, practice, and development outcomes, such that the final built 

product appears markedly different to its original depiction. This paper uses empirical evidence from two UK 

based studies of development management, to argue that exploring how and why schemes change post-

consent, and the relationship between key players at this stage, has the potential to reveal new insights into the 

development process. One of these insights is about the level of trust between key professionals involved. 

Applying Li’s (2012) situational preconditions that determine when trust matters, we see that trust matters 

differentially to developer and local authority actors over time and place. Under a discretionary planning system, 

these conditions are equally present for both developers and local authorities’ pre-consent, whereas post-

consent the importance of these conditions begins to diverge, revealing a level of trust between developers and 

local authorities characterized, according to context, either by enduring, diminishing or fake trust. We conclude 

by probing the remedy for an absence of trust and its impact: a focus on engendering shared values as important 

foundations for trust, or the need for more rules, and formalised contracts to act in lieu of trust. 
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Stephen Hincks, University of Sheffield 
Jeremy Carter, Angela Connelly 

A New Typology of Climate Change Risk for European Cities and Regions: Principles and 

Applications 

This paper aims to contribute to the analysis of climate change risk through the development of a new spatially-
explicit typology of climate risk for European cities and regions. In doing so, it offers a direct response to the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) call to advance awareness of climate change risks for 
planning at sub-national levels through the integration of hazard, exposure and vulnerability domains into a 
composite classification that covers the whole of Europe. K-means clustering was applied to 51 variables at 
NUTS3 level where the final classification resulted in an upper-tier of eight ‘classes’, which were subsequently 
partitioned to derive a lower-tier of 31 ‘sub-classes’. A three-stage analysis of the eight-fold class configuration 
is undertaken focusing on the distribution of climate risk classes. The analysis revealed an uneven distribution 
of climate change risk across the 33 countries covered by the typology, reinforcing the IPCC message that 
adapting and building resilience to climate change risk is not a ‘one-size-fits-all’ exercise. In the second stage, 
the analysis focused on determining whether there was a difference in the climate change risk facing different 
settlement types in Europe. The analysis revealed the extent of variation in climate change risk facing urban and 
rural areas of Europe but also the potential for peri-urban areas to fall between climate change risk agendas or 
priorities when compared to urban-rural contexts. The final component of our analysis considered the extent to 
which climate change risk classes exhibit patterns of spatial clustering. Here we find that climate change risk 
exhibits evidence of spatial clustering but the extent of the clustering varies between different classes as the 
relationship between contiguous NUTS3 regions changes. This finding has notable implications for 
transboundary planning where discontinuities in political buy-in, coopetition, resourcing and awareness of risk 
could serve to undermine the coherence and adequacy of planning responses at a time when greater 
cooperation and alignment is needed. 

 

Andrew Hoolachan, University of Glasgow 

Replace the M8! The University as a planning actor in a citizen-led campaign in Glasgow 

Who are planners? Recent scholarship has highlighted the importance of considering multiple voices from 
different sectors in the sphere of spatial planning. The University of Newcastle has shown how it did this by 
acting as a key stakeholder in planning for Newcastle’s future. In Glasgow, having hosted COP-26 and with the 
Green Party now a partner in the Scottish Government, there is a loud and visible movement to consider 
replacing a section of the M8 urban motorway which dramatically severs neighbourhoods and blights the urban 
landscape, holding Glasgow back from its ambitions to be a sustainable city to rival many European cities of 
similar size in progressive transport policy. This paper will outline how the University of Glasgow has played an 
important role in shaping and influencing the campaign to replace the M8 in the city. It will first outline the 
current situation on the ground – how and why the M8 came to exist and the current state of the conversation 
in the city including the dominant voices. It will then show two ways in which the University has led the 
conversation as a key stakeholder: firstly, it will show a variety of findings from a University-led ‘public 
conversation’ held in June 2022 on the future of the M8 and secondly, how students on the accredited MSc  in 
City Planning have been communicating their visions of the M8’s future, demonstrating a strong link between 
pedagogy, practice and impact. 

 

Karen Horwood, and Charlotte Morphet, Leeds Beckett University 
A. Bicquelet-Lock, S. Manns, N. Palit 

The Substantive and Descriptive Representation of Women in Planning: Analysis from 
Practice and Academia  

Planning makes decisions about the built environment that impact on people’s lived experiences and as such 
should include the voices of all those in society. Building on discussions that have been taking place in both 
practice and academia, this article focuses on the inclusion of women in planning. We draw on four research 
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projects to explore the extent to which women are included within the planning profession, and their needs are 
met though the planning system, utilising the Substantive Representation of Women conceptual framework as 
a way of exploring this. The article identifies issues with both the descriptive and substantive representation of 
women in planning. We conclude with the identification of further research needed. 

 

Karen Horwood, Leeds Beckett University 

Generation Minecraft  

As one of the most popular games amongst children, Minecraft represents a significant way in which children 
will be exposed to place-making. These children are now growing up and current planning students may now be 
those who grew up playing Minecraft. These children will be our planners of the future. In addition more 
specialist games such as Cities: Skyline take planning further within popular gaming. I have two children who 
have discovered Minecraft and Cities: Skylines during lockdown, including playing with friends and cousins over 
a group messenger call. We have also watched you tube videos about others’ projects. I have been particularly 
struck by the social dimension, negotiations, conflict, collaboration, cooperation, nurturing, sharing, disrupting 
– the skills we develop in future planners. In this paper I explore the ways in which Minecraft and gaming is (or 
can be) a vehicle for developing planning and considering the form it might take. This is a work in progress, 
inspired during lockdown after seeing the ways my own children played and developing further outside it. The 
paper seeks to open a discussion about how we might respond in both planning practice and education to the 
Minecraft Generation. 

 

Helen Hoyle, University of the West of England 

Beyond the ‘Usual Suspects’? Climate Equity in Practice: Engaging Diverse Communities in 
Co-Producing an Arboretum-Meadow 

Nature-based solutions (NBS) can mitigate the challenges of climate change, biodiversity loss and mental 
wellbeing. The advantages of co-producing NBS with local communities have been explored, yet there is a lack 
of understanding of the priorities and values of diverse local stakeholder groups and their perceptions of the 
opportunities and challenges of co-production. We addressed this gap by conducting in-depth, semi-structured 
interviews with eight stakeholders in contrasting roles involved in the co-production of an educational 
arboretum-meadow on a redundant mini-golf site in Wardown Park, within the High Town ward of Luton, 
Bedfordshire, UK. Here there is considerable ethnic diversity with 41% residents White British, and 59% other 
ethnicities. There are significant BAME communities and 30.8% women are economically inactive.  We found 
diverse priorities related to participants’ stakeholder role and values. All stakeholders prioritised connecting 
children to nature. Wider community engagement, professional advocacy and placemaking under austerity were 
prioritised by most partners, with fewer prioritising climate change resilience and biodiversity enhancement. 
Most participants perceived diverse partner expertise as an opportunity of co-production. COVID was viewed as 
a significant challenge by those closely involved on the ground, whereas partners involved more peripherally 
saw it as an opportunity. We demonstrate that learning from this project has fed into local policy and practice 
and that it has potential to make a wider international impact. Our research provides insight into the potential 
for co-production of NBS in a relatively deprived, ethnically diverse context to contribute to “futureproofing” 
towns and cities by fostering nature connection amongst children. 
 
 

Philippa Hughes, University of Sheffield 

Utilising planning in favour of community-led housing in England 

This presentation considers the role of local planning mechanisms in growing community-led housing in England. 
It is based on findings from my PhD research ‘Scaling-up community-led housing’. The research is based on 
fieldwork in three case study areas, supplemented by interviews with national actors. ‘Community-led housing’ 
is an umbrella term used in England for a sector that includes Community Land Trusts, Cohousing, Co-operative 
and self-build initiatives among other practices. These practices have received significant interest from activists, 
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researchers, and policy makers in recent years. This has been accompanied by intermittent tranches of 
government funding, and the creation of a support infrastructure of local enabling hubs (Lang & Mullins, 2019). 
This research seeks to understand how community-led housing can increase capacity and begin expanding from 
its current niche position towards becoming part of mainstream housing delivery. A key barrier for community-
led housing schemes is access to land and viability of development given high land prices and ambition to provide 
affordable housing. However, different areas have demonstrated the utilisation of tools within the planning 
system to establish routes for delivery locally. The finding presented here are a summary of findings from the 
project that relate to the role of planning mechanisms utilised by actors in the community-led housing sector to 
implement their projects. I discuss examples of planning tools and the agency applied by actors to engage with 
these tools to bring about community-led schemes. Overall, these routes to delivery highlight the role of local 
authority attitudes in interpreting and applying planning policy to promote non-conventional forms of 
development. 
 
 

Andrew Ivins, Cardiff University 

How Public Participatory Data Becomes Valued (or not): Framing the Value Making Process  

Planning practitioners and academics recognise that while public participation exercises are widely adopted by 
UK planning authorities, the value of participatory generated data to the plan making process remains unclear. 
While planning theory implies significance for the value of data in various understandings of the planner, 
planning institutions and the public, specific aspects of this value making process such as the interaction of 
planner’s agency, the interests of institutions, and the antagonism observed in public participation have not yet 
been explicitly examined. Therefore, as contemporary research in public participation turns to new technologies 
to advance participatory practice, how the data generated are received, given value or otherwise, and impact 
decision making by planning offices remains unknown. Drawing on the results of a literature review of planning 
theory and empirical research, this paper proposes a model to frame the process through which the value of 
public participatory data to planners is formed. By examining the implicit understanding of the value of data 
inherent in various planning theories, complementary positions can be observed in what might otherwise be 
considered competing views. Recognising this allows a synthesis of theories to emerge. Drawing on critical 
realism, this paper links the interaction of institutions and structures, the reflective practitioner, and how 
antagonism presents itself in the participatory process, in a model of value causation. The paper argues that 
until this value making process is understood, how participatory data comes to be valued and impactful, or 
otherwise, will remain uncertain. Recommendations will be made as to how to mitigate the adverse effects of 
the interactions within the model. 
 
 

Chathuranganee Jayakody, University of Manchester 
Dilanthi Amaratunga 

New Focus to plan and design Public Open Spaces in Coastal Cities 

 
Public Open Spaces (POS) are undeniably vital when making cities sustainable. Sustainable development should 
also include improvements in disaster resilience. Nevertheless, the use of POS for disaster resilience is less 
explored. Within this context, this study highlights the need of focusing disaster resilience aspects when planning 
and designing POS. Specifically, this research answers the research problem 'How to use POS as a mode to 
enhance the Tsunami resilience of coastal cities?'. The use of the grounded theory research strategy is one of 
the unique features of this research since this method is most prevalent in health science research. Accordingly, 
the review of the literature confirmed the research gap. The grounded theory data collection procedure was 
used through a series of unstructured interviews covering a range of participants: communities who were 
affected by the Tsunami in 2004, disaster management practitioners, town planners, sociologists and coastal 
environment planners etc. The findings suggest that three types of POS can serve and enhance resilience to 
tsunamis in coastal cities by acting as a directing point in emergency evacuation and evacuee's distribution place, 
temporary sheltering, disaster mitigation place, and a place that provides tsunami awareness. Accordingly, this 
paper presents an innovative spatial strategy for town/urban planners and urban designers to plan and design 
POS to make cities resilient to Tsunamis. 
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Richard Kingston, University of Manchester 
Nourhan Heysham, Moozhan Shakeri  

 

If You Build It, [they] Will Come: why open data alone won't overcome the barriers to Digital 

Planning 

The UNECE Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in Decision-Making and Access to Justice 
in Environmental Matters, more commonly known as the Arhus Convention (EC 2022) was adopted in 1998. 
Under the convention the public are entitled to obtain information on the ‘environment’ with public authorities 
being obliged to actively disseminate environmental information in their possession and allow the public to 
participate in environmental decision-making. Public bodies have always struggled to make relevant information 
available in a useable way to support decision making. One response to this over the past 10-15 years has been 
the increasing number of ‘open’ data portals (ODI 2022) that have emerged. The idea being that if you build an 
open data platform users will come and use that data to support their decision making. The mantra of ‘build it 
and [they] will come’(1) in many ways has failed to materialise in the sense that the provision of data on its own 
falls way short of what users of such data require. In this paper we present the new £7m NERC Digital Solutions 
Programme (NERC 2022) which is connecting NERC’s 30 petabytes of data holdings across its five data centres 
to a vast swathe of social, economic, health and environmental data across the whole of the UK. The programme 
is in response to NERC realising that its vast data holdings are not being utilised to their full potential and tend 
to be only used by a small number of environmental scientists in within academia. To overcome the ‘build it and 
they will come’ dilemma we are doing more than just making data available and joining it up. By asking users 
how they use data to support spatial decision making we will report on results from user workshops across the 
UK to help us develop a set of toolkits and data analysis functions to benefit from using NERC’s data in their 
decision and policy making processes. 

 

Matt Kirby, Northumbria University 

Greening the Green Belt – A Planning Policy Assessment of English Green Belts for Nature 
and People 

Green belt is a planning policy introduced in the mid-20th Century in England to prevent urban sprawl and 
preserve openness. Its rigidity and longevity have both divided and unified people making it a contentious 
planning policy. Some researchers and practitioners have called for broadening its purpose to promote 
multifunctional land-use which benefits people and contributes to address issues of biodiversity loss, climate 
change and greenspace inequalities. In England key policy hooks do exist in the National Planning Policy 
Framework for promoting the benefits from green belt including paragraphs 145; where “local planning 
authorities should plan positively to enhance their beneficial use”, and 142 requiring “compensatory 
improvements to the environmental quality and accessibility” if green belt land is removed. Yet, it is unclear how 
this is built into and accounted for in local planning policy. To address this research and policy gap, a bespoke 
content-based policy assessment tool has been developed and applied to a selection of English local planning 
authorities with green belts to investigate how concepts of multifunctionality, ecosystem services and place-
based approaches are applied in green belt policy. We show that there is a diversity of approaches across English 
local planning authorities in terms of green belts positive planning for nature. However, where beneficial 
functions of GB are promoted, these functions are shown to be narrowly defined, but key policy hooks are 
connected to green infrastructure. We argue that whilst some local planning authorities are ambitious in their 
approach, green belt is still underutilised as a policy to promote and join up integrated agendas such as green 
infrastructure, climate change, health and social equality, contributing to disintegration in the urban and rural. 
International examples of comparative policies provide best practice policy examples for promoting the 
beneficial use of green belt. 
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Joanna Kocsis, University of Toronto, Canada 

Places To Be Young: The Dispossession of Public Space in Old Havana 

The recreation of Old Havana as a site of heritage tourism involves the emergence of a new spatial imaginary, 
the enforcement of which is resulting in the loss of places for local residents to be young. After the 1959 
Revolution, the Cuban government prioritized social infrastructure for its citizens over tourist amenities for 
foreigners, bucking the trend of global economic integration and restructuring that was spreading across Latin 
America and the Caribbean. By the early 1990s, the many factors that complicated the Cuban state’s socialist 
mission forced it to turn to a market-led process of redevelopment to generate income to improve housing and 
infrastructure in the island’s oldest urban settlement. The city marketing efforts that fuel the revitalization of 
Old Havana demand the sanitization of public space, which relies of forms of social control that impact local 
young people in particular ways. The unique social needs of adolescents, and the material needs of these specific 
teens, make public space particularly important to this group. The redaction and policing of public space that 
are key to the creation of heritage tourism in Old Havana have negative impacts on the identity formation of 
local youth. This paper explores how the spatial practices involved in the enactment of this new imaginary 
dispossess local youth of places to be young, leading to a missing ‘backstage’ (Goffman, 1978) for the work of 
identity formation; how official representations of space exclude local youth from the reimagined Old Havana, 
communicating messages about their worth that impact their identities; and how young people’s experience of 
the economically and geographically restructured city impacts the imagined futures of local youth by centring 
consumption in ways that can make them feel out of place in their own community. 
 
 

Caglar Koksal and Mark Baker, University of Manchester 

Mapping strategic planning in England: A critical appraisal of three emerging modes of 
practice  

The Coalition government in 2010 wasted little time in ending the era of English regionalism that characterized 
the former Labour Government administrations since the late 1990s. The emphasis now shifted to that of 
Localism and more strategic spatial planning issues were left to be dealt with by exhortations for neighbouring 
local authorities to work together under a newly instigated ‘duty-to-cooperate’ and through a wider raft of 
experiments that unfolded in the context of the new Government’s governance arrangements within a broader 
context of austerity. Meanwhile, supporters of ‘old style’ statutory strategic and regional planning lamented the 
opening up of a strategic policy vacuum that echoed the barren years of strategic planning in the 1980s. 
However, a few such governance experiments, most notably the establishment of Combined Authorities in the 
larger conurbations outside of London but now spreading beyond the metropolitan heartlands, have placed a 
growing emphasis on their potential role in strategic planning, even though such a plan has failed to materialise 
to this date e.g., the examples of West of England Spatial Framework, Greater Manchester Spatial Framework. 
This paper examines the potential strategic planning role of the new combined authorities, and other models 
such as the longer-standing arrangements for London and asks whether the tide is turning, and we are beginning 
to see a growing movement towards strategic planning in England once again. It proposes three models of 
strategic plan making in England and critically appraises these models to the long-established METREX practice 
benchmark, of effective metropolitan spatial planning practice, produced by the Network of European 
Metropolitan Regions and Areas. 

 

Manuela Madeddu, University of Liverpool 
Ben Clifford 

From commercial to residential use: a comparison of England’s Permitted Development 
rights and adaptive re-use in Italy  

Over the last decade, the UK government has been deregulating the transfer of commercial buildings into 

residential use. Those buildings – mainly offices – have been viewed as an under-utilised resource: potential 

homes standing empty. In many cases, the planning system would not have permitted the transfer to residential 

use without substantial alterations and contributions to local infrastructure, raising the cost of adaptive reuse. 
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Such costs would have rendered the projects unviable. The government has viewed planning as something 

pejorative, presenting regulation as a ‘red-tape’ preventing empty buildings from fulfilling their potential, rather 

than as a safeguard of housing quality. The extension of permitted development rights (PDR) from 2013 

onwards, underpinned by a neo-liberal logic, was portrayed as the realisation of potential: a stripping away of 

the bureaucracy of planning in support of increased housing supply. The result has been the carving out of some 

astonishingly low quality ‘homes’ through the PDR process. Numerous reports from lobby groups, academics, 

and even from researchers commissioned by government to assess the outcomes from PDR, have admonished 

government for its sanctioning of slum development. Adaptive re-use does not automatically mean that housing 

is low quality, but the extension of permitted development rights to poorly-located buildings with limited 

conversion potential has been a recipe for a distinctly English disaster. It need not be like this. This presentation 

explores the determinants of housing quality through the adaptive re-use process, comparing the deregulated 

approach to conversion in England with Italy’s regulated approach, set within its zonal planning system. The 

conclusion drawn, after the examination of case studies, is that good quality housing cannot be delivered from 

the adaptive reuse of buildings without either the retention of strong case-by-case planning control or a much 

more detailed prescriptive approach to housing standards, which would have halted the majority of recent PDR 

conversions in England. 

 
 

Christopher Maidment, University of Reading 
Angelique Chettiparamb 

Who on Earth Allowed that to be Built?  

Our research aims to develop an understanding of how effectively civic societies engage in the planning system. 
It aspires to contribute to current policy concerns of poor-quality buildings continuing to be permitted through 
the current negotiated development process in England (BBBB Commission, 2020). Further to this, it explores 
ideas of place stewardship and place leadership by examining how they are operationalised by civic societies on 
the ground. With support from Civic Voice, we earlier explored the extent of the contribution that Civic Societies 
in England make to both plan-formulation and decision-making for individual planning applications. An extensive 
survey of societies allowed an insight into the relationships that Civic Societies have with both the planning 
system and the local community including the issues they choose to prioritise in shaping places (Maidment and 
Chettiparamb, 2022). We are currently engaging with ten civic societies from different parts of England to 
qualitatively probe some of the challenges to their engagement with individual planning applications. A case 
study approach is adopted and, in conjunction with these societies, ten recent cases of perceived poor-quality 
development were chosen to ensure sufficient diversity. Ten online focus groups were conducted during the 
pandemic. This was followed by documentary research of planning applications and other relevant contextual 
data. Field visits to the case study sites for on-site observation will commence in June. Theoretical insights from 
this qualitative work together with its policy implications will be presented at the conference. 

 

Tim Marshall, Oxford Brookes University 

Planning and Capitalism  

There would seem to be little consensus in the UK, at least within England, on the desirable futures for planning, 
whether within the academic planning community or more widely. Definitions, underlying purposes, methods 
of governing, roles of different actors, all would be contested in basic ways. There may be more consensus that 
the reforms proposed by governments have been negative, for many years. But concentrating mainly on these 
reforms puts planning thinkers in a defensive mode and does not necessarily help to build up a case for better 
sorts of planning. One reason for this situation may be a continuing absence of efforts to go back to root issues 
affecting planning. There are clearly many such issues, and this presentation concentrates on just one. It is 
suggested that a combined effort to scan across several such issues would help to pin down what would be 
ingredients of a future progressive planning. The issue here, planning and capitalism, can be seen to be central 
to any conception of what planning does, for what purposes. Planning is unavoidably and continuously part of 
economic activity and economic interests, so in that limited idea of capitalism, the economic system within 
which planning works is evidently relevant. Here though the option of conceiving of capitalism in a more 
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expansive sense is explored, drawing mainly on the work of Nancy Fraser. The implications of framing 
consideration of capitalism in such a wider way are then discussed. It is suggested that the combination of what 
Fraser calls foreground and background conditions encourages a broadened conception of planning’s tasks, and 
in fact makes imperative such a conception, if the major contemporary challenges at every level, local, national 
and global, are to be addressed. 

 

Alison McCandlish and Zubeida Lowton, University of Glasgow 

Fieldtrips for active learning; virtual travel and tours versus finding a sense of place on the 
ground  

When pandemic restrictions led to the new normal as being blended learning we had a dilemma, how do we 
continue our traditional orientation and fresher’s week activities which involved an introductory tour to life in 
the city, and how do we carry out fieldwork for our courses which usually involved site visits? As with many 
planning schools our students are a diverse and international cohort; we wanted to encourage a sense of 
belonging from afar where students were unable to locate at our host institution yet also maintain the active 
learning ethos of beginning to look at the city with a planning eye whilst also creating social opportunities. The 
paper explores the pedagogy of co-creation of virtual and in person walking quiz tours which offer an 
introduction to different neighbourhoods, as well as recorded tours for assignment briefings. We reflect on these 
personal experiences of teaching and learning in a blended environment and invite attendees to share and 
explore ways to experience the city virtually and in person for future orientation and assessment opportunities. 
There are opportunities for critical tasters of public engagement methods (virtual tour quizzes) and a reflection 
the Geddesian application of survey-analysis-plan in a virtual manner; can you still get a sense of place from 
virtual tours and how can we use these digital methods for future pedagogical improvements?. 

 

Levelling up Left Behind Places: Transitions in Politics and Governance of Spatial Policy in 
the Northwest of England 

Patrick Moat, University of Manchester 

In the wake of Brexit, the UK government promised that the new and further devolved form of governance 
would mean greater investment and transparency in developing towns and cities in ‘left behind’ regions, 
following a long period of declining EU funding for these areas after EU enlargement. Brexit will essentially cap 
governance of funding at the national level, changing how and by whom wealth disparities within the UK are 
addressed and the power, relationships and structures involved in carrying out spatial development policies 
(SPDs). Meanwhile, growth in Conservative influence in the North and Midlands of England has meant that a 
Conservative sense of responsibility for new territory has led the national government to implement a suite of 
policies aimed at reducing deprivation in their newfound areas and a transition away from the austerity-driven 
approaches of the previous administration. In this national context the new successor agenda of ‘Levelling Up’ 
has emerged and grown in national significance, which aims to increase the economic, cultural, and 
infrastructural strength of the most deprived areas within the UK. Whilst still in its nascent stages, ‘Levelling Up’ 
has already proved controversial, receiving criticism for its ‘fuzziness’ of definition, its socio-spatial biases, and 
the idea that it may simply involve a return to normality for economically deprived areas in a post-COVID UK. 
Through observing the governance of new policies and plans related to spatial development and interviewing 
relevant government players within two different local-scale boundaries, the research seeks to generate 
understanding of the structures and policies in the transition. Using the theoretical lens of post politics and 
historical EU/UK spatial policy, unique insights will emerge around the mechanics of the policies and governance 
involved in the transition currently underway. This research will focus on so-called left behind ‘Red Wall’ areas 
which are defined as traditionally Labour, (sometimes) newly Conservative, regions in the Northwest of England 
with higher-than-average levels of deprivation. Principally, the main task of this proposal is to identify and 
interpret the transitions in the politics and governance of UK spatial development policies which fall under the 
banner of ‘Levelling Up’ in the last 10 years. 
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Is it time to revisit ‘Is more better?: Mark II — With reference to women town planners in 
Britain’ by Clara Greed? 

Charlotte Morphet, Leeds Beckett University 

The planning profession is currently concerned with increasing the equality, diversity and inclusion of the 
profession, focusing on increasing the number of people from marginalised groups in planning employment. 
Within this context, this paper considers whether there is a need to revisit Clara Greed’s 1993 paper ‘Is more 
better?’. In this paper, Greed explores what impact an increase in the number of women working in planning 
would have on the planning profession. Since its publication, the number of women working in planning has 
increased, with women now making up approximately 40 per cent of the profession. Whilst there has been an 
increase in the number of women working in planning, this has not changed women’s experiences in the 
profession. Therefore, this paper argues there is a need to review current approaches. 

 

Janice Morphet, University College of London 
Ben Clifford 

Nationally Significant? Major infrastructure Projects, Central-Local Relations and Municipal 
Statecraft and Scalecraft in England 

When the 2008 Planning Act was devised, local authorities were confined to the pre-application stages for 

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs). The introduction of the Act had been associated with a 

narrative of delay and its associated national economic disadvantages through the requirement of major 

infrastructure schemes to use the Town and Country Planning processes as most frequently exemplified though 

the Heathrow T5 Inquiry. The new approach was inquisitorial rather than adversarial, run by the independent 

Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC) which also determined the outcomes of their examinations. In its focus 

on the issues of speed of consent, the 2008 Planning Act and its practices, gave pre-eminence to the 

Development Consent Order (DCO) as the major determinant of the delivery of these NSIPs. The role of the local 

authorities was to undertake a local impact assessment and to approve the consultation undertaken at the pre-

application stage. Following the 2011 Localism Act, the IPC was abolished and the responsibility for the process 

given to PINS and, for DCO decisions, to the relevant Secretaries of State. However, as NSIPs have moved to the 

delivery stage, this focus on the DCO has proved to be challenging. The 2008 Act did not provide time-limited 

processes for changes in the DCO and projects have been delayed. To support delivery, local authorities have 

increasingly been involved in the use planning applications and Planning Performance Agreements, particularly 

in relation to their growing responsibilities for discharging DCO requirements. Lastly, the growing role of the 

community in the delivery of these projects has the local authorities at the heart of these arrangements. Using 

direct research undertaken in 2017 and 2019, the authors discuss the changing role for local authorities in the 

implementation of NSIPs and their increasing importance for the success of the 2008 Planning Act. 

 

David Mountain, University of Manchester 

Towards a Critical History of Urban Regeneration in British Planning and Architecture, 1968-
1988 

This paper re-excavates the origins, in practice and thought, of urban regeneration. While apparently antithetical 
in density terms and approach to land-use, the new town of Milton Keynes is shown as the progenitor and testing 
ground of many of the ideas of early proponents of urban regeneration in the 1980s. Urban regeneration as a 
paradigm is somewhat provincial approach, specific to the European Union and particularly important to 
planning policy in the United Kingdom. However, it is nonetheless analogous to contemporary planning and 
development practices globally, and thereby has relevance to what Brenner & Schmid (2015) describe as a global 
ideology of urban triumphalism. Building on recent scholarship on the history of the critique of planning 
(Fontenot 2021) this paper examines the planning and ideation underlying two case studies. Milton Keynes was 
the last (and largest) successful New Town Development Corporation, and was substantially planned and 
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established as a Development Corporation in 1968. The London Docklands Development Corporation (LDDC) 
was the first and most significant Urban Development Corporation, and was established in 1980/1. Party-
political antagonism and 1979-centric historiography have meant that the commonalities between these classic 
cases and types of Development Corporation have been understated (Brownill and O’Hara 2015). I argue that 
between these two moments in the history of national-scale development approaches, is a common critique of 
planning, which paved the way for urban regeneration. Today in an era sorely lacking in strategies for the (re-) 
creation of large-scale new communities, it is timely to look back on the demise of such aspirations. 

 

Joanne Oldfield, Sheffield Hallam University 

The Performance and Reperformance of Sustainability: An Exploration of Interpretation and 
Influence 

The Performance and Reperformance of Sustainability: An Exploration of Interpretation and Influence: 
Considering the evolving performance of sustainability across a potentially standardised and digitally 
administered planning practice. The concept of sustainability needs to be contested and deliberated for it to 
‘work’ in any given context, and whilst this need is recognised, few have considered how the performance of 
such interpretations may evolve to adapt to our increasingly hybrid working practices. Nor have we considered 
the influence this may have on planning and development practices. In 2017 I presented a critical analysis of the 
planning processes at play during the development of a new ‘sustainable’ settlement. The research questioned 
the different interpretations and aspirations of the key stakeholders involved in the planning and development 
of the settlement. Revisiting the original case study this paper will consider how our current increasingly 
standardised and digitally accessible planning system may influence the evolving performance, reperformance, 
interpretation, and application of sustainable development principles in practice. Whilst the previous research 
concluded how outcomes of large development projects are significantly influenced by the nature and timing of 
debates about ‘sustainability’, utilising an actor-network theory informed approach, here we question if shifting 
to an online / hybrid environment may influence and shape such debates further? 

 

Nuno Pinto, University of Manchester 

Better decision support for better urban governance: the case of the Coletivos in Brazil 

Participation is a key factor for successful engagement of the public in different governance processes in urban 
planning, for example at community level or in infrastructure planning. While some planning/policy contexts 
include more sophisticated and matured mechanisms for participation, as in the English and other Global North 
planning systems, others are still lacking proper integration of the public opinion as a governance tool. To 
overcome this detachment, local communities tend to organise into groups of interest which help them build 
capacity to intervene. This is particularly evident in Brazilian cities, where collective community groups, many 
called Coletivos, are taking an increasingly more important role in mobilising their local communities. The 
Coletivos, which usually start with social or artistic agendas, have been spreading their activities into dealing 
with local community development issues like transport, public space or green infrastructure. They integrate 
activists with expertise in these fields, bringing more capacity to gain community momentum on the key issues. 
The potential that these Coletivos have for improving decision-making in urban planning and infrastructure 
planning processes is high, in particular if they are more able to incorporate established knowledge and methods 
in decision support (DS) into their innovative engagement practices. At the same time, after the intense public 
dissemination of the modelling and quantification done to support health policy decisions during the Covid-19 
pandemic, there is arguably more literacy in these issues and an opportunity to make a push for a more effective 
use of decision support tools (e.g. indicators, models or GIS) in urban governance to qualify public debates.  This 
presentation shows the exploratory results of a research project that is investigating the extension to which 
these community groups incorporate knowledge in DS methods/tools in their activities to improve their 
outcomes and to learn, from these groups’ practices, what could be improved in established DS methods. The 
project is a partnership with academics from the University of Brasília (UNB) and from the Fundação Getúlio 
Vargas (FGV) in São Paulo.  We are collaborating with two Coletivos from the São Paulo metropolitan area 
working with urban agriculture and food security, and with one Coletivo in Brasília working with public space 
and homeless citizens. We present results of our analysis of the Coletivo’s incorporation of knowledge and 
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methodologies of DS in current processes they are engaged with. We organised co-produced workshops where 
simple DSS have been designed and used by the Coletivos to improve their decision in a particular issue. This is 
an exploratory project that aims at supporting the design of a large research bid to understand all the 
determinants and usability of decision support knowledge and methods that will include case studies in Brazil, 
Mexico, Colombia, Spain and the UK. 

 

Ruth Potts, Cardiff University 

Fake it till you make it? How confident are planners using ICTs? 

Information and communication technologies (ICTs) present planning professionals with increasing capacity to 
communicate, analyse, and collaborate. Although there is a plethora of ICTs available to planners, the planning 
literature has repeatedly asserted that planners are slow to adopt new ICTs. Despite this, little is known about 
planners’ actual usage of ICTs in practice, perceptions of ICTs, and confidence using different practice-relevant 
ICTs. This article draws on social cognitive theory and data collected through an online survey of planning 
practitioners in Australia and the United Kingdom, to explore how confident planners are using ICTs in practice 
and the degree to which their perceptions of ICTs influence their actual usage of ICTs. The paper compares the 
confidence of different types of planners to use specific ICTs, and makes recommendations for practice on where 
the greatest amount of skill building is required as part of the digital transformation of the UK planning system. 

 

Catherine Queen, University of Liverpool 

Hearing Voices: Introducing a Novel Typology of Engagement to Capture seldom heard 
Voices and widen Public Engagement with Planning  

Public disengagement from consultation is a real-world problem affecting areas of the public sphere, such as 
land use planning, where democracy is a key requirement. The ethos of engaging the public in decision-making 
has long been accepted as an important objective in the UK planning system in order to protect and serve the 
public interest. However, there is limited research into why the public frequently appear to disengage from the 
consultation process for major engineering projects such as energy infrastructure. Public disengagement can 
result in a lack of representation and legitimate speech in the discourse of decision-making and recent research 
has challenged the effectiveness of the current system. This presentation draws from recently completed PhD 
research which contributes conceptually, methodologically and empirically to addressing the research problem 
of public disengagement from planning for major infrastructure through a high voltage overhead powerline case 
study research design in Cumbria. The findings of the case study offer a new understanding of aspects of 
disengagement through using a conceptual approach which combines a Bourdieusian framework with a place 
dimension. Qualitative methods have also allowed greater flexibility without a dependence on language, literacy 
or assumptions based on cultural norms. The empirical output of the research includes a Typology of 
Engagement which disrupts the existing binary approach to engagement and disengagement. The typology 
incorporates degrees of engagement and, more significantly, degrees of disengagement which, once identified, 
can be used to inform public engagement strategies, taking into account the wider characteristics of locally 
affected publics. The typology seeks to bridge the theory-practice gap and this presentation will include current 
case studies, both rural and urban, suggesting that the typology is particularly effective in areas characterised 
by a history of poor engagement or with high levels of digital exclusion. 

 

Gavan Rafferty, Ulster University 

Commuter Settlements and COVID-19 on the island of Ireland: Examining the Interplay 
between Place and Wellbeing  

While disrupted during COVID-19, commuting is an intrinsic behaviour of modern life, expanding the spatial 
geographies of work (to home), demanding people’s valuable time and, therefore, generating conflicting 
schedules between time spent traveling and pursuing local/neighbourhood activities. Research to date has 
found the extent to which commuting modes and duration can negatively impact commuters’ physical health 
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(Hoehner, et al., 2019; Raza, et al., 2021), as well as reduce leisure time satisfaction (Clark, et al., 2020; Dickerson, 
et al., 2014) and produce lower life satisfaction (Chatterjee, et al., 2017; 2020). However, pandemic restrictions 
generated widespread remote/tele-working and triggered new perspectives on local places, deepening a sense 
of place attachment that promotes pro-social and pro-environmental behaviours (Ramkissoon, 2020). In 
addition, ongoing technological advances, demographic changes, transition towards knowledge-based 
economy, and the recent COVID pandemic combine to recast the interplay between home and work, and raise 
questions for future place-making. The InPLACE project (Investigating, planning, place-making and commuting) 
aims to address such questions by examining the impact of commuting on a range of rural settlements on the 
island of Ireland, which have become both a prominent and a problematical component of the Irish settlement 
system. The field research began during the second year of the COVID-19 pandemic, when many workers were 
still working from home following the pivot to ‘telecommuting’. Hence there is a unique opportunity to assess 
the impact of commuting on both place and community/social wellbeing on a before and after basis. The paper 
will pose a number of questions about the effects of commuting on place, and offer some tentative insights 
based on preliminary results from Phase One of the InPLACE project. 

 

Joe Ravetz, University of Manchester 

Cities (but not as we know them), on the Frontline of the ‘Peri-eco-urban Anthropocene’ 

Peri-urban areas have doubled around the world in 25 years, as found by the Peri-cene project (‘peri-eco-urban 
anthropocene’). Much of this area is in new ‘metro-scapes’ – distributed / bypassed communities, networked 
economies, displaced ecosystems. Much is also on the front line of wildfire, flooding, storm, sea level rise and 
many other climate hazards: and the peri-urban is also a critical to the vulnerability of nearby urban areas. The 
first pillar of the Peri-cene looked at direct challenges from flood or fire: along with indirect and structural 
challenges, such as inequality, corruption and exploitation. One reference point is the IPCC report AR6-WGII 
(chapter 1) overview of concepts, such as the adaptation gap - ‘the difference between actually implemented 
adaptation and a societally set goal”. While this sounds logical, a typical peri-urban situation shows little if any 
consensus on what kind of adaptation for which ‘societally set’ goals. Our case studies on coastal megacities 
(e.g., Chennai, Dhaka) show this directly: but apparently safer places (Manchester, San Diego) also show many 
layers of vulnerability and myopia. This points to a contested socio-climatic interface: instead of consensus on 
climate action, there is typical displacement, hijack, inertia and myopia. The second pillar is about positive 
responses, in the form of ‘adaptive pathways’. These start with a reframing the problem, as not all about climate 
change: more about synergies where climate adaptation is an added ‘co-benefit’. Through this the concept of a 
‘collective peri-eco-urban intelligence’ emerges: mutual communication, learning, innovation and co-
production, with a wider set of stakeholders and deeper layers of value. The Peri-cene developed 25 generic 
pathways as extended processes of transformative change, in urban design, real estate, landscape diversity, 
farming / forestry, or community development. Analysis of such pathways raises many implications for research, 
policy and practice. 

 

Yitian Ren, University of Manchester 

How ICTs and E-Commerce are Exploited to Foster Rural Revitalisation and Restructuring in 
China? Evidence from Less-developed Rural West China 

Recent development of Information and Communications Technology (ICT) infrastructures has contributed to 
the rapid growth of e-commerce, which has gradually changed people’s lifestyle and begun to play an essential 
role in socioeconomic transition. Though ICT infrastructure and e-commerce emerged first in urban area, they 
are increasingly becoming profound influencing factors for rural society’s breakthrough development in 
addressing their conventional deprivations such as geographical isolation and information asymmetry. Amid the 
wave of ICT development, digital transformation and e-commerce growth, a new form of regional development 
based on online e-commerce platforms has recently emerged in rural China (among which some rural villages 
developing e-commerce activities by Taobao platform are defined as Taobao village if certain criteria are met). 
E-commerce platform promotes inclusiveness of remote and poor areas into the modern economy and its 
engagement with development in rural China illustrates how the internet promotes inclusion, efficiency, and 
innovation in development. Extant literature in the field presents insufficiencies in deciphering how this e-
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commerce driven development mode is established across different stakeholders in the specificity context of 
Chinese rural society. Also, previous research works tend to focus predominantly upon rural e-commerce 
practices in the East coastal region of the country, whose socioeconomic backgrounds distinguish significantly 
from the less-touched West counterparts. This study therefore aims to investigate how e-commerce, a platform 
technological force and a specific and in-depth application of ICTs, is exploited and harnessed towards rural 
revitalisation in the less-developed West China. Empirical evidences are drawn from the e-commerce 
development trajectory and mechanism in county level territory (xian yu) of Chongqing Municipality in 
Southwest China, which has become emerging arena for rural experiments and urban-rural integrated 
development. The interplay between state, private sector and grass-root villagers amid rural e-commerce 
practices and the multi-faceted impacts brought by rural e-commerce development are investigated and 
synthesised to generate valuable implications for ICTs and e-commerce catalysed rural breakthrough 
development in China and in a wider context of Global South. 

 

Robert Richardson, University of Glasgow 

'Design governance' at 'street-level': Delivering well-designed places in West 
Dunbartonshire, Scotland 

While urban design occupies an increasingly prominent position within Scottish national planning policy, new 
development too often still falls short on design quality. This paper explores the gap between national design 
ambition and local delivery through a case study of West Dunbartonshire Council, a small local authority in a 
post-industrial area bordering Glasgow. West Dunbartonshire Council has made a strategic investment in its 
‘design governance’ capacity, including establishing a design review panel, to support the delivery of a policy 
agenda which harnesses the contribution urban design can make to wider regeneration, health, and 
environmental aims. This paper utilises primary research from a collaborative ESRC doctoral studentship, 
conducted through semi-structured interviews with local planning stakeholders, and archival work using 
documents including planning records and policy. The paper employs Lipsky’s conceptualisation of ‘street level 
bureaucrats’ to analyse how the discretion of planners is variously expanded and constrained at different 
moments during the implementation of urban design policy. It argues that micro-level adaptations including 
West Dunbartonshire Council’s design-oriented policy approach and proactive planning culture have 
successfully empowered planners to push developers for improvements to design proposals. However, the 
evolving role of the state within ‘design governance’ under forces of neoliberalisation places structural 
constraints upon planners’ discretion. High workloads and the imperative of efficiency undermine the 
prioritisation of long-term urban design outcomes, while the requirement to outsource design work to 
consultants who simultaneously work for developers contributes to an increasingly powerful private sector 
within ‘design governance’. This shifting balance of power is particularly salient in areas where local authorities 
are reliant on private development to deliver regeneration policy aims. The paper therefore concludes that 
consistently delivering well-designed places requires a deeper understanding of the interactions between public 
and private actors at ‘street-level’ within the increasingly blurred boundaries of the local state. 

 

Stacia Ryder, University of Exeter 
Patrick Devine-Wright, Jen Dickie 

Tokenism or Empowerment?: Evaluating operator consultation with communities hosting 
proposed shale gas exploration   

Recent research on decision-making around energy infrastructure projects has focused on issues of procedural 
justice, including rising concern about the degree to which communities near proposed shale gas sites have been 
able to influence decision-making. We draw on mixed methods research focused on two UK case study 
communities (Great Altcar, Lancashire and Woodsetts, Yorkshire) to critically evaluate community consultation 
prior to the submission of planning applications for exploratory drilling. We ask: (1) How, when and why do shale 
operators engage with local communities? (2) What are local community perceptions and responses to those 
engagement activities? (3) What are the implications for a just energy transition? To answer these questions, 
we draw on qualitative (interviews, participant observation, documentary analysis) and quantitative (survey of 
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local residents) data. We find a significant gap between operator claims of early and transparent consultation, 
as stated in Statements of Community Involvement, and engagement outcomes. Further, engagement efforts in 
both communities were perceived by local residents as insufficient, ineffective and insincere. In neither case did 
consultation lead to significant change to planning applications. We conclude that operator consultation with 
shale gas host communities was tokenistic, lacked procedural justice, and partly contributed to ‘shale fail’ in the 
UK. Given that shale operators are also engaged in net zero underground projects (e.g. geothermal energy, 
thermal storage), these findings have important lessons for the credibility of land-use planning, a just energy 
transition and the achievement of net zero policy targets. 

 

Matthew Sanderson, University of Manchester 

Using Thematic Framework Analysis to broaden understanding of community perceptions 

Many academic research methods require that researchers adopt either a longitudinal or transverse approach 
to data gathering, observing a single variable or small set of variables over a predetermined epoch, or 
considering a wide range of variables all sampled at the same (or approximately so) moment in time. This 
approach may allow the researcher to identify and possibly remove the impact of externalities upon datasets.  
However, when considering community engagement datasets, it is almost impossible for us to comprehend all 
the externalities, never mind mitigate the effect that they might have on a dataset.  An academic researcher 
seeking to develop a broad understanding of a large community through engagement datasets may need to 
utilise the results of several engagements, possibly of differing scales, with different audiences and conducted 
over a protracted period.  As such, the datasets are both longitudinal and transverse. When faced with multiple 
verbose datasets gathered from larger or smaller sections of a broad community and subject to various internal 
and external biases, the researcher must utilise an analytical approach to identify commonalities in the data.  
Building upon keyword and topical analysis, the Thematic Framework Analysis approach aims to identify 
recurring topics, themes, sentiments, and opinions within verbose datasets.  The researcher may adopt an open-
ended analysis, seeking nothing more than a broad understanding of community opinions and perceptions, or 
they might begin their study with preselected indicators, against which they test the themes that emerge from 
the data. This project contends that researchers can gain a more thorough understanding of wider community 
perceptions and concerns about many issues by analysing the output and outcomes from multiple community 
engagement datasets, gathered across a wide range of subjects, audiences, and themes while at the same time 
not losing sight of detailed individual topics of concerns. 

 

 

Rotem Shevchenko, University College of London 

Curating Neighbourhoods: The role of curatorial practises in shaping and transforming 
neighbourhoods 

Over the past three decades the global tech industry has grown and prospered. This has led to the emergence 
of the Tech Elite (Zukin, 2020; Brockmann et al, 2021; Brooks, 2021). Concerns have been raised regarding the 
power the tech industry has on managing and transforming urban spaces and particularly those neighbourhoods 
the Tech Elite members settle in (Zuboff, 2015; Yeung, 2018; Clark, 2020; Zukin, 2020;2021). This research looks 
at privately owned and managed Neighbourhood Groups associated with the Tech Elite which operate in hybrid 
spaces (i.e., virtual and physical spheres). These groups are examined within the setting of Urban 
Entrepreneurialism (Harvey, 1989) and its extended discourse on neo-liberalisation. Curation is used here as the 
framework for exploration. It aims to link between curation and the role of the curator to new strategies of 
entrepreneurialism and their expressions within cities (Raco and Tasan-Kok, 2020). This phenomenon is 
conceptualised here as Urban Curation which is used to deconstruct power and control mechanisms inherent to 
Neighbourhood Groups and members belonging to the Tech Elite. While unwrapping how Urban Curation is 
delivered, the research also questions its wider implications in terms of inequality, exclusion, as well as roles and 
responsibilities when it comes to shaping and transforming neighbourhoods. The research uses the city of Tel-
Aviv as its case study. The city was chosen due to the strong presence of Tech Culture and the growing socio-
economic and spatial inequalities the city has been experiencing over recent years. To address these research 
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objectives, this research will use multiple (three) case study research design (Yin, 2014) with combined 
qualitative and quantitative methods for data collection (i.e., secondary data collection, site observations, semi-
structured interviews and focus groups). 

 

Simeon Shtebunaev, Birmingham City University 
Claudia Carter 

Engaging young people in built environment climate research through board games and co-
design: Lessons from CLIMANIA the Climate Action Game 

The Climate Action Game project was a co-design and play research project concepted in light of COP26. We 
worked with thirteen young people aged 14-18 from Balsall Health, Birmingham from November to December 
2021 in a co-design process to develop a climate action board game. The project aimed to understand how 
aware young people are of the impact of the built environment on climate change. We developed an 
engagement tool in the form of a board game to inform people of the role of the built environment in the climate 
emergency – “CLIMANIA: The Climate Action Game” focusing on urban planning and retrofit. Climate change 
adaptation and mitigation in the built environment, while being researched, are not yet at the forefront of policy, 
public awareness or action (Harrop, 2018); for example, public awareness about the amount of carbon that 
buildings use and produce appears low. Planning education has made strides in recent years to address this gap, 
however, there is a lack of innovative and engaging tools and techniques which can capture imagination of 
students, young people and public alike. In the light of the Climate Crisis and the Youth-led Climate movement, 
we explore the value of gamification and serious play in making and re-making board games both within and 
outside the curriculum. The paper explores the role of arts-led methods in planning education and focuses on 
the relevance of design thinking and game development as serious pedagogical tools to motivate students, 
engage with the public and disseminate planning knowledge. The paper will focus on the process of development 
of CLIMANIA and the impact that the project has achieved, demonstrating how key elements can be integrated 
in planning education and promoting a more creative and hands-on approach in teaching the future generation 
of planners. 

 

 

 

 

Simeon Shtebunaev, Birmingham City University 

Planning the Future City with Young People: Understanding and Addressing Teenagers’ 
Values and Visions of the ‘Smart’ Future 

Planning consultation and engagement tools are rapidly being digitalised as seen in recent funding rounds by 
the UK Government. Often, the emerging plantech and smart city tools argue that higher engagement levels 
with young people are achieved, as reported by private companies such as Commonplace (2019, 2021). If 
digitalisation is promoting the enfranchisement of a wider population in the planning process, in particular 
young people, are digital methods designed to consider their different needs, skills and values? Do we transplant 
the same biases existing in physical consultation methods to the online ones?. This paper will look at the case 
study cities of Manchester, Birmingham, Valencia and Sofia, where teenagers between 15 and 19 years-of-age 
have been interviewed in relation to their awareness and perceptions of digital technologies and smart cities. 
The paper will systemise common threads and values that this demographic has espoused and present 
cautionary tales when it comes to awareness and skills development in this age group. The paper will examine 
the key barriers to engaging young people both physically and digitally. It will focus on critically examining 
existing tools and relating them to the self-reported needs of this demographic. Throughout the interviews 
young people in all four case studies have reported strong affiliations to specific modes of inhabiting the city 
and values that they would like to see reflected in any future visions. The paper will attempt to present emerging 
framework of how digital methods can start more actively to engage with more qualitative conversations. 
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Digitalisation allows for youth to engage in the planning conversation, but can as easily constraint the diversity 
of ideas and opinions. We must be aware of what is missed out when consultation becomes solely digital. 

 

Danielle Sinnett and Zaky Fouad, University of the West of England 

Housing Affordability in the Southwest of England: an Analysis 

In common with a lot of developed countries, housing in England is unaffordable in many places, particularly in 
the South East and East of England, and many university cities. In this paper we explore how the affordability of 
housing varies over time and space in the South West of England. UK Government data, published by the Office 
for National Statistics, indicates that median house prices for local authorities in the South West range from 7.3 
times median earnings in Plymouth to 15.8 times in the Cotswolds, with 22 out of 29 authorities having 
affordability ratios greater than the English average. This however masks substantial variation within the 
authorities, with areas of the Cotswolds, Cornwall, and Bath and North East Somerset having median house 
prices over thirty times that of median earnings. Even in the most affordable areas of Plymouth and Gloucester 
median house prices are still more than three times median earnings. Looking at spatial factors, down to the 
level of Lower Super Output Areas, we find that housing is more affordable in urban areas, those that are more 
deprived, have lower levels of second home ownership or are outside of Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
and National Parks. Between 1997 and 2021 all authorities have seen house prices increase by at least four 
times, with increases of around six times in Bristol. Although increases in affordability ratios over the same 
period are lower, data suggest that earnings across the South West are not keeping up with these increases in 
house prices. We argue that a combination of high house prices, linked to factors such as coastal locations, 
second home ownership and landscape designations, along with a low wage average has rendered much of the 
South West unaffordable for residents with even median earnings. 

 

Danielle Sinnett and Zaky Fouad, University of the West of England 

Getting the Right Metric: Which Measures of Greenspace Access are Related to which 
Health Outcomes? 

The benefits of access to greenspace for a variety of health outcomes are now recognised across research, policy 
and practice. Many areas are developing standards for acceptable levels of greenspace access, often presented 
in terms of physical proximity to greenspaces of different sizes. In this paper we use data collected via an online 
survey over the early 2020 Covid-19 lockdown to explore how different measures of greenspace access are 
related to several commonly measured health outcomes. We asked residents of the West of England to 
complete a survey between May and July 2020, asking them how their greenspace use, physical activity, mental 
health, and wellbeing varied before and during the lockdown. In total, 631 participants completed the survey. 
The health outcome variables were tested against different measures of greenspace access (computed in GIS), 
including Normalised Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI); proximity to the nearest greenspaces from 
participants’ homes (measured as network and Euclidean distances) with categories chosen to align with Natural 
England’s Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards. Relationships were tested using multiple regression 
analyses, while controlling for sociodemographic variables. We find that greenspace use increased during the 
lockdown, which was to be expected given that walking, running and cycling in parks were some of the only 
activities permissible outside the home during this period. Interestingly, greenspace use, mental health and 
wellbeing outcomes were more closely related to NDVI and greenspace access, when greenspaces are closer to 
home. In contrast, physical activity was associated with access to larger greenspaces, further from home, 
particularly during the lockdown. Connectedness to nature also appeared to be more closely related to 
greenspace access near participants’ homes. This suggests that it is essential to select the measure of greenspace 
that is most appropriate for the outcomes of interest, otherwise important relationships between greenspace 
and health may be underestimated. 

 

Mark Smith, University of Liverpool 
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A Behavioural turn in Planning Theory? the Use of Behavioural Insights in Planning Research 

Planning theorists have traditionally looked towards other disciplines to provide theories and ideas for 

representing and explaining the activities of planners. Such processes have been likened to theory borrowing, 

or even on occasion grave robbery of failed ideas from elsewhere. The implications being it is important to 

understand the origins and nature of the theories and ideas used to explain planning activity.  Behavioural insight 

has become the latest theory in this long line of heuristics which planning theorists employ. In this paper, we 

chart the development of behavioural insight as both a theory and research method in contemporary economics, 

to its application across various government departments and agencies in so called NUDGES, and finally, its 

utility and relevance in theorising urban planning. In so doing, we critically reflect on how a small but ever 

growing number of planning scholars in the UK and Netherlands have sought to use behavioural insight to 

translate and extrapolate meaning from their studies of planning practice. Using our insights, we consider the 

extent to which these moves towards behavioural insights represent a new paradigm or school in planning 

theory, and whether these efforts form a distinctive subset in the discipline of behavioural economics due to 

the unique nature and properties of urban planning practice. We also highlight important implications for how 

planning theorists study players in planning processes through what is an inherently ethnographic lens. 

 

Mark Smith, University of Liverpool 
Alex Lord 

Where’s the Money? Understanding Changing Trends in Developer Contributions towards 
Funding Transport Infrastructure 

Transport persists as one of the biggest sources of air pollution in the UK, with one recent study suggesting traffic 
pollutions costs health services around £6b each year. New transport infrastructure is needed if a modal shift 
towards cleaner forms of transport is to be facilitated, and land value capture mechanisms for gathering 
developer contributions such as s106 and CIL are a key part of delivering these projects and policies. Data 
however suggests that developer contributions in England towards transport infrastructure using s106 powers 
has fallen dramatically in recent years, from 11% of the total sum of all contributions in 2011/12 to just 2% in 
2018/9. Furthermore, the £294m received in 2018/19 is less than half the £630m received for transport 
measures back in 2006/07. This paper reports an investigation into the apparent decline in contributions since 
2010 to first understand the reasons behind it and also considers the resulting implications for policy and land 
value capture techniques as part of a vicious or virtuous circle of improvement. In so doing, the paper reflects 
upon the roll out of CIL and the dynamics between different land value capture mechanisms used for funding 
transport infrastructure. The investigation draws on testimony from 12 local authority planning officers in 
England who were interviewed earlier this year. Our analysis is based on a qualitative synthesis which evaluates 
a new conceptual framework for exploring how complex policy interventions can result in different outcomes. 
This project forms part of an international collaborative project into the financing of clean air which was part 
funded by the ESRC. 
 
 

Samuel Spencer, Royal Town Planning Institute 

The Location of Development 

This research uses Department for Transportation travel time data combined with planning approval data 
collected by Land Technologies Limited (LandTech) to illustrate the accessibility of new residential developments 
to essential amenities. Planning permission approvals in the LandTech data span from 2015-2019. The resulting 
dataset maps the volume of approved developments (both the number of approvals and the estimated units in 
each development) to average travel times for every Output Area in England across three different modes of 
transportation: car, public transport, and walking. Analysis by the Royal Town Planning Institute aggregates 
these travel times averages to regional and national levels to understand how accessible major residential 
developments (50+ units) will be to the 9 amenities used in the underlying data. The study finds that travel times 
by public transport to large employment centres, secondary schools, or hospitals in most regions are nearly 
twice as long as they are in London. While a large proportion of new development is approved in the top 10% 



Planning Research Conference, Manchester 2022 

50 
 #UKPRC2022 

best travel times for public transport, there remain a considerable number of new developments where future 
residents are likely to be dependant on private vehicle use due to poor access to key amenities. 
 
 

Rob Stevens, Sheffield Hallam University 

'It was 20 Years, or so, Ago Today': New Labour and Planning 1997-2010: A Sympathetic 
Critique 

'New' Labour came to power in 1997 declaring it would usher in an era of progressive politics that would go 
beyond the Old Left and New Right ideologies and deliver sustainable balanced communities. It would achieve 
this through modernised local government and related public services that would give equal importance to the 
social and environmental alongside the economic. Four years later, and just over 20 years ago, the Labour 
government 2001 Planning Green Paper ushered in an apparent significant shift in the fortunes of English Town 
and Country Planning, after two decades of largely antagonistic Conservative rule and the early hiatus of the 
first Blair term. The Green paper- which later became the 2004 Act- appeared to place the planning system front 
and centre in this ongoing public service reform agenda. Planners, it would seem, were to become central actors 
in local and regional governance- and were to deliver an entirely new conception of what planning should be. 
Unsurprisingly, much was written about this new labour planning system- both during the period of the labour 
government itself and also in the aftermath of its demise, and much that was written was harsh. This paper 
revisits the planning system of the 2000s with a sympathetic eye- attempting in part to contrast the Labour 
approach with what has subsequently transpired under minority/ majority Conservative administrations; but 
also to assess the successes and failures of the 2000s system on its own terms. It concludes by offering some 
suggestions for the next Labour government. 

 

James Stewart-Evans, University of Nottingham and Caglar Koksal, University of Manchester 
Michael Chang 

Developing 'health net gain' in spatial planning: concept, method, and Practice 

Environmental Net Gain (ENG) is the environmental policy objective of reversing declines by requiring future 
activities deliver overall environmental improvements. From 2023, requirements to consider environmental net 
gain in the planning system underpin a more specific, formal requirement to deliver biodiversity net gain through 
the spatial planning system. The “net gain” concept and principles of “environmental net gain” can be applied 
to other domains, and this paper focuses on their application to public health. Whilst it is not difficult to make 
the conceptual jump to from “environmental net gain” to “health net gain,” it is not established in policy or 
scientific literature related to spatial planning and health. The term and its variants have found occasional use 
in the medical, public health, health economic and other domains, as the aim of appraising health outcomes and 
overall health benefits is commonplace. By exploring the extent to which the principles and practice of ENG are 
transferable to health, this paper therefore discusses the concept of spatial planning for “Health Net Gain” and 
associated conceptual, methodological, and operational considerations. 

 

John Sturzaker, University of Hertfordshire 

Rural Planning in the 2020s 

Rural communities in the UK and Ireland are facing many challenges today. The Rural Planning in the 2020s 
project, funded by the Royal Town Planning Institute, is exploring how a series of “forces for change” (including 
COVID-19, Brexit and climate change) are affecting rural communities, and how the countryside is adapting in 
light of these forces. We are focussing upon what makes it different for planners (and others) to plan with 
communities in rural areas as opposed to the urban; and further considering what differences there are across 
the nations and regions of the UK and Ireland. Our overall research question in this context is “What does 
sustainable development look like in a rural context in the 2020s, and how does, can and should (land-use) 
planning help to deliver that?”. To answer this question the project is undertaking a series of thematic reviews, 
looking at different aspects of rural planning practice; carrying out 15 roundtables with policy and practice 
communities; and looking in detail at examples of innovation through 16 case studies in different spatial areas. 
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This presentation/roundtable will share the results of that activity and situate them within the broader context 
of rural change internationally. 
 

Sotirios Thanos, University of Manchester 

Utilizing Peers to Treat Spatial bias in Hedonic Pricing Models  

Small-area-fixed-effects and spatial autoregressive Hedonic Pricing (HP) models have been employed as partial 
treatments to spatial omitted variable bias (OVB). House price data exhibit unique properties comprised of one-
time observations of fixed-location assets. We exploit these properties by integrating HP and the 
prices/attributes of peers to derive a novel “Differenced-Price-Peers” (DPP) specification and provide a 
theoretical basis and estimation conditions for other spatiotemporal models employed in the housing market. 
Compared to small-area-fixed-effects-HP, DPP exhibits lower data requirements and parsimony, while achieving 
equivalent treatment of spatial OVB and reducing price related bias of predictions from 6.32% to 3.57%. 
 

Joanne Tippett, University of Manchester 
Iain Deas, Graham Haughton 

Geo-environmental spatial imaginaries and nature recovery: reframing nature in Northwest 

England  

The multi-functional benefits of urban greening initiatives are amplified when planned at the landscape scale 
rather than as a collection of smaller sites. This requires a high degree of working across administrative 
boundaries and sectors. Creating new spatial imaginaries, or ways of seeing relationships between space and 
actors, can help forge such connections. This research examines how environmental assets have been 
reimagined as vital infrastructure in addressing future climate change. The result has been a reimagining of 
desolate post-industrial areas as ‘The Carbon Landscape’, an area of newly established nature reserves, walking 
trails, natural flood management and wetland restoration. Multiple rationalities, drawing on a range of expert 
and lay knowledge, have provided a major stimulus for the emergence of new decentralised forms of hybridised 
governance arrangements for once abandoned areas of mineral extraction. The project has led to a major artistic 
collaboration and exhibit with the National Trust, and innovative hands-on learning resources for use in schools, 
museums and visitors’ centres that are being trialled in UNESCO sites with a view for wide scale roll out.  The 
research contributes to work on spatial imaginaries, which has hitherto largely focused on planning and 
regeneration, by extending consideration to geo-environmental imaginaries.  

 
 

Eero Valtonen, University of Manchester 
Heidi Falkenbach, Pauliina Krigsholm, Tuulia Puustinen. 

Comprehensiveness and Functionality of the Land Policy System: Case of Housing 
Densification in Finland  

Effective land policies are required to create conditions for the development of sustainable cities. Conducting 
policies, including land policies, often requires a careful design and implementation of policy mixes, i.e. 
combinations of two or more policy instruments. Across different policy sectors, there have been numerous 
attempts to study policy mixes. However, the ability of the policy design environments to support the 
formulation of these mixes has received less attention. Studying the comprehensiveness and functionality of 
policy design environments requires a robust framework that goes beyond assigning policy instruments under 
instrument type categories. Instead, careful consideration of perspectives such as the specificity and 
functionality of the policy instruments is required. In our study, we propose a framework applicable to study the 
comprehensiveness and functionality of the land policy system. We illustrate and assess the applicability of the 
framework by applying it to the case of housing densification in Finland, a country where the level of public 
intervention in the land markets is relatively high and where the local authorities have a high degree of 
autonomy in terms of land use planning. In our study, we employ a vast set of interview data covering the use 
of land policy instruments in the 30 most populated Finnish municipalities. 
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Georgiana Varna, Newcastle University 

Building the Buzz in Blakelaw: Strengthening the quality of place through community 
focused, participatory urban design experiments in pandemic times  

Covid19 transformed our world - it slowed urban life to a trickle and the measures required to manage it 
disrupted the vibrant, enriching and healthy social interactions most humans crave. As a result, the street ballet 
of which Jane Jacobs wrote in 1969, became more akin to a dystopian still life painting. In the UK context, the 
pandemic followed an epidemic of austerity, engineered by successive Neoliberal governments, ever since 2010. 
The result today is many left behind places, with poor place leadership, with a lack of the transformative capacity 
needed in so many areas to truly regenerate them into localities where people choose to live and work. In this 
work we go beyond current Government rhetoric, and its instrumentalised, thinking, exemplified by the ‘build 
back better’ soundbite seeded through the new Planning White Paper (August 2020) and National Model Design 
Code (January 2021). Instead, we look at urban places that have been left behind: those suffering in terms of 
overall place quality, and poor public realm. We try to understand both local conditions and contexts through a 
(power) networks analysis. And we seek to consensually and collaboratively embed our findings to help drive 
improvement.  Our methodology centres on location specific ‘experiments,’ co-designed with the local 
community in the suburb of Blakelaw, in Newcastle Upon Tyne, Northern England. In so doing, we propose to 
translate the Star Model of Publicness from a normative assessment framework (Varna, 2014) into a more 
grounded experimental approach, to help facilitate change.  We feel very strongly that in order to genuinely 
strengthen the place agenda (Varna & Oswell, TPR, 2020) at such a moment of fluidity of context, our challenge 
is to develop deep, multi-layered, complex understandings of left behind places through strong, long lasting 
collaborative partnerships and experiences with the local communities. 

 

Mirka Virtanen, Cardiff University 

Participation as resistance: a framework for understanding how struggle and conflict 
influence planning outcomes 

Both longstanding and more recent debates on participation as part of planning procedures have considered its 
role in legitimating planning outcomes or democratising planning (Zakhour 2020), in challenging marginalization 
through insurgencies (Huq 2020), as well as through the broader binary forces of conflict and consensus (Legacy 
et al. 2019). While participatory mechanisms utilised as part of planning processes have been subject to a vast 
body of analyses, what is less understood is how power dynamics are influenced through informal, uninvited 
forms of participation, particularly in multi-level governance systems which present multi-layered opportunities 
for engagement. Understanding the impacts of multi-level participation on planning outcomes requires a 
reconceptualization of participation to include those forms of it that are not discussed in literature mainly 
focussed on the formal participatory mechanisms as part of planning processes. This article reconceptualises 
participation as resistance to include the broadest possible array of tactics of influencing planning outcomes. It 
is argued that through a focus on resistance as relational to power (Foucault 1990), it is possible to move towards 
more fluid dynamic of power in planning literature. This is necessary given that as societal transitions towards 
sustainability are increasingly taking place, conflicts over differing aims have the capacity to exert more influence 
over outcomes, potentially resulting in unforeseen implementation outcomes. 
 
 

Tongjing Wang, Utrecht University, Netherlands 

Examining a Political Dream —Investigation on Megaregion Functional Coherence 

Many planning strategies of megaregions have been purposed by governments, but few studies have been done 
to examine or compare whether these alleged megaregions are really relevant entities. Underlying the claimed 
benefits associated with megaregions is the assumption that the delineated large-scale urban area actually 
functions as an integrated whole. Admittedly the precise definition of megaregions varies, but the central theme 
is that within the claimed area there should be multiple types of strong intercity relationships, which bind them 
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together and allow the regionalized economies to function as an integrated whole. We define this as functional 
coherence. It means that cities in megaregions should be strongly related to each other in multiple ways. 
However, relatively little quantitative evaluation has been done on functional coherence due to limited data 
availability. To overcome this issue, we adopt a novel lexicon-based text mining method that extracts intercity 
relationships from web archives and classifies them into multiple categories. This method is based on collocation 
analysis—the more often words or phrases co-occur, the more they are related. Our case study is performed in 
China where the latest central government plan defined and categorized the development level of megaregions 
in China. Through comparison, we find nearly half of the megaregions do not really belong to the development 
level delineated by the central government. For instance, Chengdu-Chongqing and Middle Yangtze River Area 
have very low intercity relationship strength but they are in the same development category as Yangtze River 
Delta (YRD), a well-developed megaregion. Whereas Shandong Peninsular has as strong intercity relationships 
as YRD but is in a lower development category. The results also show that megaregions in China all have stronger 
intercity relationships in governance than in other categories, which is the opposite situation in many 
megaregions in western countries. 
 
 

Weikai Wang, University College London 

Environmental city-regionalism in China: War against air pollution in Beijing and its wider 
region 

The state remains the central role in contemporary environmental politics and policies, although environmental 
governance increasingly involves neoliberal and non-state mechanisms. Environmental governance in China 
holds features of “environmental state” and has been undergoing restructuring, manifested by a city-
regionalism turn very recently. Informed by the theories of Eco-State Restricting (ESR) and Eco-Scalar Fix, this 
paper investigates the evolution of environmental state and focuses more on the recent rescaling process in 
China in the domain of air quality governance, taking the “War against air pollution” in Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei (JJJ) 
region as a case study. Through the analysis of dimensions of environmental state, this paper conceptualises the 
air quality governance into three phases, namely pollution emission control, campaign style governance and 
regionalisation of air prevention and control. Each phase has distinct identified problems and proposed 
solutions, implementation scales, state apparatus and regulations, new forms of state control and governance 
tools, and changing economic-environment relations at the local and regional scales. In the ESR context, the city-
regional level has become the key scale at which environmental regulations are targeted and new city-regional 
connections in the economic and environmental realm are being (re)formed. This state-led rescaling process to 
cope with urgent environmental issues also explains the state rationality of building up the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei 
region as a national strategy. 
 
 

Brian Webb, Cardiff University 

Which Types of Information and Communication Technologies do Planners use and why? 
Benchmarking the use of ICTs in Planning Practice  

Information and communication technologies (ICTs) have become an integral component of everyday urban 
planning practice and decision-making in the last 30 years. The applications, utility and fit of specific technologies 
within planning practice have been widely discussed, however the actual use of information and communication 
technologies by planning practitioners beyond individual case studies is unknown. The paper begins by 
unpacking these previous case studies of ICTs use in planning practice followed by an analysis of the known 
factors limiting the use of ICTs in planning practice. This is then used to frame the analysis of the results of an 
online survey of Australian and UK planners designed to understand their everyday comfort and use of ICTs in 
daily practice. The survey results are then used to comparatively benchmark the types and extent of use of ICTs 
in planning practice, and the factors inhibiting or enabling the use of different ICTs between the two countries 
and amongst different types of planning practitioners. The paper concludes with reflections on the ongoing and 
future relationships between ICTs and urban planning. 
 
 

James White, University of Glasgow 
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White Elephant or Phoenix from the Flame? the Design and Adaptation of the Purpose-Built 
Shopping Centre in a time of crisis on the UK High Street  

High street retailing is in a state of crisis. E-retailing has been changing shopping habits for many years and the 
COVID-19 pandemic of the early 2020s has accelerated the move online. Changing consumer behaviour has sent 
shock waves across the retailing landscape, triggering numerous store closures and bankruptcies. In this context, 
purpose-built shopping centres have seen their traditional ‘retail destination’ function severely tested. Drawing 
findings from a new longitudinal mixed-method dataset of land use change and adaptation in UK city centres, 
this paper considers the operational challenges faced by purpose-built shopping centres in the early 21st century 
and reflects on how the planning and design of shopping centres has been adapting in response. It finds that 
shopping centre operators are facing high levels of vacancy and cannot rely on the footfall and steady income 
stream that used to flow from traditional high street retail tenants. This has forced operators to re-think 
shopping centre design principles in favour of more ‘open’ concepts that have a positive relationship with 
surrounding streets and create space for a more diverse range of uses, including food and drink, leisure and 
entertainment, housing and offices. The evidence shows the newer purpose-built shopping centres, which were 
typically built with this more ‘open’ design language, have fared better on UK high streets than older centres 
with less active frontages and closed-door entrances which are being forced to radically rethink their design. 
 
 

Alexander Wilson, Newcastle University and Mark Tewdwr-Jones, University College London 

COVID-19 and the Rise of Digital Planning: Fast and Slow Adoption of a Digital Planning 
System  

COVID-19 has had a traumatic effect on both the way people live and work in their everyday lives, and the way 
places function. The rapid transformation of employment practices, including the necessity to stay at home for 
lockdown periods, has given rise to increased digitisation and technological use to enable people to continue to 
work and to remain in contact with friends and colleagues. Digital planning, and the enhancement of digital 
citizen engagement, has been one area that has started to inform local government's online activity. This is 
coincidental to the UK Government's interest in transforming planning into a digital and map-based service. This 
paper examines digital planning activity in English local planning authorities since COVID-19 hit the UK, reporting 
on two inter-related research studies that analysed Statements of Community Involvement and planners' 
perceptions of digital planning activity. The paper shows that COVID-19 has certainly accelerated the adoption 
and deployment of digital planning, but it is an activity that has been developing in local planning incrementally 
for more than two decades. 

 

Rebecca Windemer, University of the West of England 

It's a climate emergency but we can’t build wind farms. The impact of the 2015 policy 
change for onshore wind in England  

In 2015 the UK government changed the planning policy for onshore wind farms in England through 
implementing two new requirements. Firstly, a wind farm has to be located in an area that is identified as 
suitable for wind energy in a local or neighbourhood plan. Secondly, it must also be demonstrated that ‘the 
planning impacts identified by the affected local community have been fully addressed and the proposal has 
their backing’. The combined impact of a removal of financial subsidies and this policy change led to a 97% 
decrease in the number of wind turbines granted planning permission in the period 2016-2021 compared to 
2009-2014. This paper provides the first exploration of the implementation of the national policy change for 
onshore wind at a local authority level. Specifically, it discusses the results of a survey exploring how many local 
authorities have been able to comply with the policy and the reasons why many have not yet allocated areas for 
onshore wind. It also provides the results of a policy review exploring the various ways that this national policy 
requirement has been implemented at the local level. Additionally, the paper reflects on how local authorities 
have assessed the community support requirement. Through doing so it provides a discussion of the impact of 
this policy change and the challenges surrounding the implementation at a local level. The paper then uses this 
example to provide wider reflections on policy implementation challenges and how national planning policy can 
constrain local authority action on planning for climate change. 
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Cecilia Wong, University of Manchester 

Boundary spanning regimes of spatial planning and public health 

This paper aims to unpack the governance and dynamics of policymaking between the public health and spatial 
planning by adopting boundary spanning theory - which articulates both institutional linkages and partisan 
conflicts - to trace the alignment and divergence of policy issues across the two policy sub-systems. After a 
critical discussion of how the analysis of the boundary spanning regime between planning and health can help 
to test and expand the theory from a spatial perspective, an analysis of the changing boundary regimes between 
the two policy fields in England since the mid-1980s will be provided. 

 
 

Cecilia Wong, University of Manchester 

The policy conundrum of integrating the Three ‘S’: Spatial planning, Smart cities and 

Sustainable development  

Future cities development has been preoccupied with the concepts of smart cities and environmental 
sustainability. While these concepts are interlinked, our understanding of the spatial relationships between 
environmental challenges, technological advances and urban planning remains fuzzy and general, which means 
that it is not easy to operationalise the concepts and even more difficult to translate them into planning policy 
and practice. Klaus Schwab (2016), the Executive Chairman of the World Economic Forum, comments that 
decision-makers are too often caught in traditional, linear thinking rather than thinking strategically in an 
integrated way. The question is whether planning, as a future-oriented activity, can step up to the challenge to 
develop a spatial-oriented integrative approach to deliver smart and sustainable development? This 
immediately poses the conundrum of how to grapple with the relationship between the slippery concepts of 
smart city and sustainable development. Rather than starting with a priori normative conception, we propose 
the adoption of a more open-up framework to guide practice-based grounded research to examine how smart 
and sustainable spatial planning is put into practice in different city-regions under different geo spatial contexts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Yishuang Xu, University of Manchester and Voraprapa Nakavachara, Chulalongkorn University 

Capitalising the Externality of New Land Supply in the Metaverse 

Over decades, both land availability and housing supply have been studied extensively. The backward-bending 
supply curve has been found in the UK (Pryce, 1999) and land constraints has been found decreasing housing 
supply elasticities in the US (Saiz, 2010). Within a metaverse, the land supply is usually finite at the moment. 
However, some metaverse platforms (like the sandbox) release their land in phases without acknowledging the 
plan to the public. In this case, new land supply may have negative impacts on the current land (estate) price, 
especially on the resale market. However, this is not necessarily true when it comes to the Metaverse. New land 
supply and the collaboration with celebrities can bring attractiveness to the Metaverse so to increase the 
popularity of the Metaverse. Thus, it is plausible to assume that investors may take the coming new land supply 
and the celebrities’ engagement with the new land into consideration when pricing and trading neighbouring 
parcels within neighbouring land. Therefore, the introduction of new land supply at the Metaverse could bring 
externalities to the existing land plots. There have been few investigations of such positive or negative 
externalities. This paper aims at capitalising the externality of new land supply by exploring whether premiums 
are being paid for the expectations on the new land supply nearby and the celebrities’ collaboration with the 
new land. We employ the Difference-in-Difference model to investigate the trading activities of the virtual land 
at The Sandbox. The presale date of new land and the announcement date of new land presale with collaborating 
partners and theme are used to set the event windows. The resale prices of the lands and estates are studied in 
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this empirical investigation. This study helps to understand the investors’ sentiment in the Metaverse and allow 
the Metaverse platform to phase their land presale activities sensibly. 

 

Razieh Zandieh, University of Manchester 

Exploring Perceived Opportunities and Challenges of Autonomous Vehicles for Older 
Adults’ Outdoor Mobility 

Mobility is a key factor influencing healthy ageing. Being able to move around residential neighbourhood - and 
beyond it - has significant physical and mental health-related benefits, such as improving level of physical 
activity, social interactions, civic participation, and access to resources. The process of ageing, however, is 
associated with physical and cognitive changes that decrease many older adults’ capability to cope with 
environmental constraints for mobility and therefore, limit their mobility spatial area to their residential 
neighbourhoods. The advent of fully-autonomous vehicles is expected to benefit older adults to overcome their 
mobility restrictions. However, the implications of autonomous vehicles from older adults’ perspective have 
been rarely explored. This study explores older adults’ perception of the opportunities and concerns regarding 
autonomous vehicles, in relation to their outdoor mobility needs and challenges. By applying a qualitative 
method, data was collected through in-depth individual interviews with participants ( ≥65 years and over) in the 
Greater Manchester, UK. The results revealed that while older adults perceive some opportunities in 
autonomous vehicles (i.e., enhancing their physical activity, promoting social interaction and offering stress-free 
door-to-door mobility), they have concerns, including safety, cost, possible erosion of road etiquettes, a lack of 
social interaction with a human driver, and possible difficulties in using autonomous vehicles. The participants’ 
most preferred use options were public transport and shared autonomous services. These preferences are 
grounded in their needs for social interaction, physical activity, safe and less stressful, and affordable travel in 
later life. The implications of these results for policy at the intersection of mobility and healthy ageing in future 
cities are discussed. 

 

Wei Zheng, University of Manchester 

Home-based and Work-based Jobs-housing Balance/unbalance: Introducing a New 

Assessment Framework 

A considerable amount of research has attempted to examine various concepts and propose different metrics 
to measure relevant issues relating to commuting and jobs-housing relationships. These efforts have been driven 
by a pressing need to unpack the connections between land use and transport to address globally emergent 
issues such as traffic congestion, long commuting, air pollution, and socio-economic inequality. Existing concepts 
and measures (e.g., excess commuting and jobs-housing balance) could only address certain pieces of the jobs-
housing puzzle. Furthermore, limited studies have been undertaken to explore jobs-housing balance of work 
locations, which provide the structural conditions for observed commuting patterns. Therefore, this paper aims 
to propose a new assessment framework to explore jobs-housing balance/unbalance by considering home-
based and workplace-based commuting simultaneously. In the framework, the shape parameters of probabilistic 
distributions of home-based and workplace-based commuting were calculated to depict commuting patterns. 
The Wasserstein distance metric was applied to measure the distance between the probabilistic distributions of 
home-based commuting and workplace-based commuting. By integrating the two metrics, different types of 
jobs-housing balance/unbalance can be identified including balanced, home-attractive, work-attractive, and 
other special types. To test the proposed assessment framework, this paper uses the Tongzhou subcentre in 
Beijing as a revealing case with Baidu huiyan data to track commuting. The findings are expected to provide new 
insights into the research of jobs-housing relationship and offer important references for land use and transport 
policymaking.   
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Contact Information 

Having acted as Conference Manager at the last UK-I PRC before the 
pandemic (Liverpool, 2019), it is a pleasure to now be undertaking 
similar duties at this year’s conference in Manchester. 

Should you need me during the conference, I will probably be in the 
Main Foyer of the Samuel Alexander building or ‘flitting’ between 
conference rooms. Alternatively, please email Bertie at:   

bertie.dockerill@manchester.ac.uk  

Looking forward to seeing you all in early September. 

Best wishes, 

Dr Bertie Dockerill 
University of Manchester 

 
 

Brochure Layout and Formatting  
by Dr Chathuranganee Jayakody, University of Manchester 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:bertie.dockerill@manchester.ac.uk

