UNIVERSITA Regional

Studies

L} I:G I_.I L;'Ill I_}I Association

THE GLOBAL FORUM FOR CITY
AND REGIONAL RESEARCH,
\- DEVELOPMENT AND POLICY

ENVISIONING REGIONAL FUTURES:
an interactive governance perspective for regional spatial planning

NN,
N

\ m » :@;3. ’ »
Valeria Lingua
Assistant professor in Urban and Regional Planning, University of Florence

Department of Architecture, Regional Design Lab
Visiting Academic at Sorbonne University, Paris IV

SCIENTIFIC
INDEPENDENCE
OF YOUNG
RESEARCHERS




ENVISIONING REGIONAL FUTURES:
an interactive governance perspective for regional spatial planning
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Research questions

v" In a context of governance rescaling across Europe, how soft governance
practices (strategic planning, regional design ...) interact with statutory planning
systems?

v Given nowadays regional awakening and revival, how this interaction affects
regional planning (institutional/urban regions)?

v" Making a focus on images as a mean for interactive governance, how can
visioning enhance this interaction?
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Interactive Governance: \@\

«The whole of interactions instigated \ \/
to solve societal problems and to X
create societal opportunities; including
the formulation and application of
principles guiding those interactions

and care for institutions that enable | Advancing the Pafadlgm _~
or control them» | %
Koimann & Jentoft (2009:820) A l

«The complex process through which a s acob Torfing, B. Gwpete,s .
plurality of social and political actors / N jJonPierre, a“d Eva Serenseng ™
with diverging interests interact in U
order to formulate, promote, and \

achieve common objectives by Y

means of mobilizing, exchanging, and / \ ]\/
deploying a range of ideas, rules, and / /,.

resources». Torfing et al., (2012:2) U




The theoretical framework: Interactive Governance

Modes of governance

Elements of Governance
e Image

Diversity

Dynamics

e |[nstrument
e Action

l

Intention

Complexity Interactions

Structure

Governence Orders
e First
e Second
e Meta

Modes of governance
v Hierarchy

v Self-

v Co-

(Kooiman et al., 2009)




The theoretical framework: Interactive Governance

Governance order

Diversity
Complexity

Dynamics

Elements of Governance
e Image
e Instrument
¢ Action

l

Intention
Interactions
Structure

l

Modes of Governance
e Self
e Hierarchy
e Co-

Governance order

v First

v' Second

v' Meta-governance

(Kooiman et al., 2009)




The theoretical framework: Interactive Governance

Modes of interactive governance/ types of interaction

_ Government/ Co-governance/ Self-
::;Ia;r:;ﬁd Hierarchical governance cooperative governance governance
\"
scales
National framework/
guidelines O
National
Regional Spatial plan/
Strategies 7
Regional
¢ Memorandum of
srstanding
Subregional Spatial plan Manifesto
Subregional Inter-municipal Plan Strate_gic
lanning Q o
00 0
Local structure plan/ Q Competition @)
Local Land-use plan O
Local
Hard ~ Soft

Forms of institutionalisation of interactive governance



The theoretical framework: Interactive Governance

Elements of interactive governance

Elements of interactive governance

v' Images
v Instruments B
v Actions
Diversity iHtantion Governence Orders
Complexity Interactions il i
3 e Second
Dynamics Structure e Meta

l

Modes of Governance
e Self
e Hierarchy
e Co-

(Kooiman et al., 2009)



A focus on images, scenarios and visioning

For shaping the region...

Four analytical steps in the process of institutionalisation of a region (Paasi, 2009):
v' Territorial shaping: emergence of boundaries
v Symbolic shaping: process of naming, regional symbols

v Institutional shaping: development of informal and formal institutions that are
needed to produce and reproduce territorial and symbolic shapes

v' Establishement: legitimacy through institutional functioning:

region is accepted as part of the regional system and broader social
consciuosness (reproduced e.g. through maps), and “ready” to be used in
struggles over power and resources
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... for Providing Exploring Promising
new analytical perspectives  ways of spatial, functional, a better region
on the region temporal organisation

(Balz & Forster, 2015)



A focus on images, scenarios and visioning

Interactive perspective

on regional design l
setting impact

analytical reasoni
administrative pragma
political advocacy

learning

(Balz & Forster, 2015)



The focus on images, scenarios and visioning

Modes of interactive governance/ types of interaction

_ 4 Government/ Co-governance/ Self-
::;Ia;r:;ﬁd Hierarchical governance cooperative governance governance
\'/
scales
National framework/ &)
guidelines
National
Regional Spatial plan/
Strategies
Regional
Subregional Spatial pIan@
Subregional Inter-municipal Plan Strate_gic
planning Q o
00 0
Local structure plan/ Q @)
Local Land-use plan @ O
Local
Hard ~ Soft

Forms of institutionalisation of interactive governance



A focus on images, scenarios and visioning

Planning
levels and
scales

National

Regional

Subregional

Local

Government/
Hierarchical governance

Strategic/

visionary/

reference
framework

Statutory/
legally binding/
geo-referenced

Modes of interactive governance/ types of interaction

Co-governance/ Self-
cooperative governance governance

Strategic/ visionary/
reference framework

Statutory/
legally binding/
geo-referenced

v

Hard

Soft

Forms of institutionalisation of interactive governance



Applications of the theoretical framework

v" In a “differential Europe”, how soft governance practices interact with
“indicative” and “imperative” planning systems?

Davies et al. Common Napoleonic
1989" law codes
England DK, DE,
FR, NL
Newman, Nordic British Germanic  Napoleonic East
Thornley 1996 | DK, FIL, SE IE, UK AT, DE BE, FR, IT, European
LU, NL, PT,
ES
CEC 1997™ Comprehensive | | Land use Regional Urbanism
integrated regulation economic GR, IT, ES
AT, DK, FI, DE, | |1E, UK FR, PT (and PT)
NL, SE (and BE) (and DE)
Farinds Dasi Comprehensive | | Land use Regional Urbanism
2007 integrated regulation economic GR, IT, ES
AT, DK, FI, NL, | |BE, IE, LU, FR, DE, PT,
SE, DE UK (and 1E, CY, MT
(and BE, FR, IE | | (and PT, SE, UK)
LU, UK) ES) HU, LV, LT,
BG, EE, HU, CY, CZ,MT SK . .
LV, LT PL. RO, Planning system typologies
3L, SV y - (Nadin & Stead, 2008:39)




Applications of the theoretical framework

National & Regional level - THE NETHERLAND

) SELF GOVERNANCE HIERARCHICAL GOVERNANCE ‘ CO-GOVERNANCE
(instances emerging from the civil society)
Images Instruments/ Applications Images Instruments  Follow Images Instruments/  Applicat
Design context up Design ions
1970s — Randstad context
(Rim City) &
Groene Hart
(Green Heart)
1980s - Eo Wijers
Foundation (group of
Dutch planners) N
National competion | * 1988 — Stedenring 1988 - 4"
1985 - Nederland Centraal report on 1998 - 1996 -
NUAIS Ontwerp Nederland (Dutch  planning Deltametropool Partnership
R0 tlen e " - Central City Rim) ~ (Guidelines) . (Delta Metropolis) among
Design, consortium of | Influen & urban nodes \nfue $ politicians from
planners and architect . ce - the 4 largest
organisations) — N 0 o Randstad
2001 - Stedelijke 2001 - 5t municipalities
Netwerken (Urban  report on (Delta
Networks) planning Metropolis)
(Draft) 2003 — Almere is 2003 - Atelier
part of Amsterdam  /jmeer (Studio
region ljmeer),
2004 - urban 2004 - Nota lgliuetcs Municipality of
networks (network  Ruimte [Pr—— Almere
cities), economic (Spatial I
core areas, main  Strategy) : % 2005 - evolving 2005 - Atelier
and other ports 2007 2 scenarios for a Zuidvleugel
e ( e | transport (Studio South
2007 — Randstad  Urgentieprogra WS - infrastructure Wing)
urgent mma Randstad " “.
(Urgency b >
Program
Randstad) + - .
Meerjarenprogr >
MET,
amma A-
G
Infrastructuur, " Overnance
Ruimte en T
Transport - 1%
MIRT
2008 — Revised 2008 -
Structural Vision of ~ Structural
Randstad Vision
Randstad
2040
2011 - The 2011 -
Netherlands National
competitive, Structural
accessible, Vision
liveable and safe
Salewsky, 2012
Balz, Zonneveld & Nadin, 2014

Balz, Zonneveld, 2015



Applications of the theoretical framework: England

Governance rescaling and strategic planning in Europe

ENGLAND: Previous and Coalition scales of planning

May 2010 From 2011
i 15 November 2011 o
Presumption in favour of I—O Cal ISmMm ACt Presumption o favaur of
development plan S . T sustainable development
[ ] ection 110: “Duty
N ”. b 3
National Policy Statements to CO-Operate )
12 stementscovering Councils and eserpiried iy
tlonal infrastructure policy an . . R :
na om Luamrmfmstrul:ture invastment
energy, transport, witer and waste. p u b | IC b (0] d |es
inal National Planning Policy should 'en gage National Policy Statements
Nationa 20 Planning Folicy Statements (PPS) and . 12 statements covering
Manning Pelicy Guidance Notes [FPG) constructive I y, national infrastructure policy on
2 Mineral Planning Statements and . eneTEy, ransport, water and waste,
11 Mineral Planning Guidance Notes act|ve|y and on

1 Marine Mineral Guidance Nate

an on g 0 in g b as i s' Natlonal Planning Policy Frameworlk

Cowvers all sectors

Sustainable Communities Plan

Overview identifying four growth areas to d eve I (0] p
" strategic policies

Regional Spatial

Regional : by considering joint [SCIEUNHELDILT
strategies
approaches to plan (Duty to cooperate
County Strategic vacuum making. d for strategic issues)
(after 2004)
Local Plans
Local Local Development Frameworks

Detalled land use plans

(Haughton et al., 2013:227)



Applications of the theoretical framework: England

Greater Birmingham And Solihull LEP Spatial Framework Plan

Co-governance/
DRAFT

cooperative governance

Nation

Regiol

Sub-re

LEP Spatial
framework nlan

Local




Applications of the theoretical framework:

Denmark

Municipal Reform in DENMARK (2007):

- Municipal
amalgamation (271 to
98) and County
abolition (14)

- Creation of 5
administrative regions
in charge for defining
Regional Growth and
Development Strategies
(REVUS) and revocation
of Regional Spatial
Planning

- Upward rescaling
(metropolitan to
national) of spatial
planning for Greater
Copenhagen

Source: Galland 2012, 2019
(forthcoming)

From regional comprehensive
statutory plans -

From regional comprehensive
planning (Greater Copenhagen Council)

g )
N - 1,"?‘ !
Cal N

e & S A {

m\\\ .

> Voo
AN et

Regionplan 2005
for Hovedstadsregionen

Visioner og hovedstruktur
Retningslinjer og redegorelse

To (spaceless) growth strategies

The Parts of Morth Denmark
and their Characreristics

Production and
Food sector: Fishing;
Shellfish; Nature and leisure

To national planning (land-use)
directive (Ministry of Business)




Applications of the theoretical framework

v' In a “differential Europe”, how soft planning practices interact with “indicative”
and “imperative” planning systems?

&po]eonic

Davies et al. Common
1989" law codes
England DK, DE,
FR, NL
Newman, Nordic British Germanic | Napoleonic East
Thornley 1996 DK, FIL, SE IE, UK AT, DE BE, FR, IT, European
LU, NL, PT,
ES
CEC 1997™ Comprehensive  Land use Regional Urbanism
integrated regulation economic GR, IT, ES
AT, DK, FI, DE, 1E, UK FR, PT (and PT)
NL, SE (and BE) (and DE)
Farinds Dasi Comprehensive  Land use Regional Urbanism
2007 integrated regulation economic GR, IT, ES
AT, DK, FI, N, BE, IE, LU, FR, DE, PT,
SE, DE UK (and 1E, CY, MT
(and BE, FR, IE  (and PT, SE, UK)
LU, UK) ES) HU, LV, LT,
BG, EE, HU, CY, CZ,MT SK
LV, LT PL, RO,
SL, SV \ /

Planning system typologies
(Nadin & Stead, 2008:39)



Applications of the theoretical framework: France

France: CREATION DES METROPOLES

2014: Loi MAPTAM —
modernisation de @ Metrool et e t-famir 2015

@ Metropole croce le 1=janvier 2016

I'action publique . Wil il
territoriale et Brest, M

. . Strasbourg
d’affirmation des "

mét ro pOIeS Nantes .~ _ // Grenoble
Bordeaux __ L4 Nice
- 13 metropoles -

- Creation of the ' ﬁ&f {}

Wonipeltior - Aix-Marseille-

M et rO p0|e dU Provence
Grand Paris (130
municipalities)

Toulouse __J|

BEFORE AETER

2015: Loi NOTRe
(Nouvelle organisation
territoriale de la
République)

- From22to13
regions in charge
for BINDING
spatial planning
schemes




Applications of the theoretical framework: France

Regional and subregional level — FRANCE

‘ HIERARCHICAL GOVERNANCE ‘ ‘ CO-GOVERNANCE ‘ ‘ ) SELF GOVERNANCE
(instances emerging from the civil society)

Contrat de plan Etat-Région, (1982)
Schéma régional d’aménagement et de

développement du territoire (SRADT -
1999)

MEGA REGIONS

(Loi Notre 2015)
SRADDET : Schémas
régionaux
d’aménagement, de
développement durable
et d’éqgalité des
territoires

Schéma de

cohérence

territoriale

wio . (SCoT)of

AT T Bordeaux

' "%E*;f’_g VLY Metropolitan
EEEE B Area

N Politique de
TA- .
Gc‘:cimance la ville



Mega-regional planning in France (2015 onward):

a top-down process

SRADDET : Regional planning framework for sustainable development and equal territorial

development

New approaches to
regional spatial
planning in France 2>
from regions to
mega-regions
Relationship with
subregional levels
(Scot)

Expected effects of a
binding regional
planning document
on agglomerations
and municipal plans
(ScoTs and PLUs)

Developing the plan:
top-down or bottom-
up processes?

» Les territoires adoptent des
stratégies communes (pour renforcer
l'attractivité) : convergence

Main Issues:

Comment fabrique-t-on une vision régionale ?

Les fonctions régionales
des grands poles

......

[T

Paris.

» Les territoires se mettent en réseau
(pour mutualiser des équipements,
développer les connexions...) :
complémentarité

La région au coeur
du systeme logistique
du Nord-Ouest européen

» Les territoires fabriquent une offre

globale au bénéfice de tous (hub
logistique) : intégration

v Ensure the overall coherence of the scheme

v' Solve the contradictions among agglomerations
v’ Define the notion of “general rule”
v Respect the calendar (to be delivered in 2019)



Metropolitan Planning in France

15 Metropolis: v'Size and perimeters : Threshold? Being ““in”’ or “out’’?
Initial threshold : 500,000 inhabitants
Actual size : from 200,000 (Brest) to 7 million (Paris)
v'Decisional and financial integration : metropolitan

Métropole power versus municipal powers ?
dGrand Paris . . .
v'Assymetrical devolutions : metropolitan power versus

other levels ?

GRENOBLE=ALPES
IAGTRITNS

METROPOLE

NICE COTE DAZUR Dé partement
VN&S0.  GRANDLYON Région
- National Government

METROPOLE s
E AIX-MARSEILLE L
i PROVENCE métropole

:}-f\,,'/«‘"'-BQRDEAux MET@POL[
& METROPOLE = Fygnnes

toulDuse

métropQie ﬁ

™montpellier
_ Méditerran:
métropole

Strasbourg.eu
eurométropole




Applications of the theoretical framework: Italy

The re-scaling of the statutory planning system

Previous planning system Law 56/2014 & referendum results:
(1942, 1977, 1993, 2001) weakening the Provincial level
Regional level ) ; ; .
Piano Territoriale/ di Piano Territoriale/ di
indirizzo Regionale indirizzo Regionale
(Regional Spatial/Structural Plan, (Regional Spatial/Structural Plan,
diverse regional denominations) diverse regional denominations)

Provincial level ] ] ] ]
Piano Territoriale di

coordinamento provinciale —
P.T.C.P

(Provincial Spatial co-ordination Plan)

Strategic Inter-
Metropolitan municipal
plans plans

Local level
Piano comunale
(diverse regional denominations)

Piano regolatore comunale
(PRG /diverse regional denominations)

Piano strutturale (Structural plan) Piano strutturale (Structural plan)

Piano operativo (Land use plan) Piano operativo (Land use plan)




Applications of the theoretical framework: Italy

Regional and metropolitan level — ITALY

HIERARCHICAL GOVERNANCE CO-GOVERNANCE (stances emerging from the el aotiety)
Images Instruments/  Applicat
[ Design lons
Images Instruments Follow Images Instruments/  Applicat contéxt
up Design ions
1960s — Ministry of Budget ~ None, context
Progetta 80 and Economic abandone
(80s Project) Planning.
Preliminary report
to the national
economic program
1971-75
1980s - First First Regional Base for
Regional spatial plans in regional
Spatial Plans Northern Italy founding
programs
2000s - National Operative ~ Base for i L’;::ZT;?%;ZZ’ for E%)E\’/-azl(l);fi;ter-
Strategic Program 2007- national / M | Northern ltal regional table
territorial 2013 (UE Structural  and b - Y g
platforms and ~ funds) regional
pivot areas founding N\
programs
20005 — 20 Regional spatial Pl _ _ _
Patchwork of  plans (diverse \q‘fﬁin\ce / Strategic planning  Stratedic.,
Regional names, forms and Vs g
Spatial Plans  nature) od practices in
many cities
2005 national
funds for
southern cities
Law 56/2014 Strategic
Metropolitan Plans




Applications of the theoretical framework: Italy

An important
tradition of
Regional Planning

20 Regions:
20 Regional Spatial/
Structural Plans



The Interregional spatial vision for Northern Italy

macroregion (2009-2012): a bottom up experience

Objectives

1. Cooperative territorial planning

v’ Definition of 3 common visions as a
reference for regional plans

v’ Identification as a unitary system

2. Cooperative programming

v Elaboration of a common position on the
implementation of the Leipzig Chart and
the Territorial Agenda of EU

v’ Participation to ESPON Calls

The failure of the process!
v'No political engagement

v Difficulties in defining the common
identity “From “Adria-Po Valley” to
“Padan-Alpin-Adriatic Table”

v Appropriation of the visions by the
Lega (right wing anti-European) party
to sponsor a northern identity
detached from the rest of Italy!




Metropolitan Planning in Italy

Before the reform: After the reform:

v" Practices of strategic planning Metfﬁﬁggtaf ?,'é}fi

Turin strategic plan
1° strategic plan: 2000 (10 munic.)
2° strategic plan: 2006 (38 munic.)

3° Strategic Metropolitan Plan
under law 56/2014 (318 munic.!)

._ i + unrelated to
3 ._ . territorial specificities

» overlapping with
different functional
urban areas

Milan strategic plan
“City of cities” 4 g
2005-2009 LR

Joint planning or
Aligned cross- - c s
boundary strategies gl T
Aligned Structural Plans " h B4
(Grosseto, Southern Tuscany N

3 municipalities) !




Metropolitan Planning in Italy

After the (non) reform:

The definition of shared supra-local spatial
strategies calls for visioning
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Koy
R % p—

Strategic

Visualisation of micro and macro stories

Synthesis: metropolitan rhythms

NAWYES
UNIVER!

From metropolitan rhythms to
the visions of future scenarios

RSAL
ACCESSIBILITY

Alle

LA PIANA
L'area metropolitan
catalizzatore della gra
servizi avanzati + la filiera
della moda + lo snodo infrastr
della Toscana + I'immagine della cu

G
‘.

WIDESPREAD
OPPORTUNITIES

LANDS OF
WELLNESS



METROPOLITAN RENAISSANCE

UNIVERSAL
ACCESSIBILITY

WIDESPREAD

OPPORTUNITIES

LANDS OF
WELLNESS

Governance Cooperativa:
Unioni dei comuni

Mobilita Multimodale:
Assi ferroviari

O Stazioni ferrovia

Alta Velocita
Autostrada

Tramvia r

Tramvia di progetto

Supercicl

TPL sugomma

Centri urbani

@ Peretola

® Parcheggi scambiatori
HUB multimodali - infomobi

® HUB dilivello 3

¢ HUB di livello 2

Riuso 100%
® Abbandono Toscana
B Progetto periferie

Manifattura innovativa:
B Acceleratori
# Co-working, incubatori
[m] Sistema della conoscenza
(Universita, centri ricerca)

Attrattivita Integrata:
Biblioteche, Musei, Archivi
Outlet

Restipica

Cluster di attrattivita

Poli di attrazione:

Siti UNESCO

Borghi Res Tipica

Musei

Citta dell'olio

Citta del vino

Luoghi di interesse naturalis

Mall

Paesaggio fruibile:
Rete Natura 2000
Direttrici strategiche di riconnes¢

IV DVDOBO

LTI §

Parchi agricoli metropolitani
(Parco della Piana e Parco di Riva Sinistra d’,

Grande dorsale appenninica

& via Francigena
Rete escursionistica minore

Filiere in rete:

Mercati a filiera corta e bio
Biodistretto

Strade del tipico:

Chianti

Olio del Montalbano
Castagna di Marradi

Latte del Mugello

Ambiente sicuro:
s Corridoio fluviale e zone umide

4

4

\




Laboratorio

Regional
s Design

METROPOLITAN RENAISSANCE

AZIONI

VISION STRATEGIE I — SEIC e B

PROGETTI PILOTA

ACCESSIBILITA!
UNIVERSALE

OPPORTUNITA
DIFFUSE

MOBILITA MULTIMODALE

CITTA SENZIENTE

GOVERNANCE

COMUNITA" INCLUSIVA

RIUSO 100%

ATTRATTIVITA INTEGRATA

EASY METRO CITY

TAVOLO DI COORDINAMENTO SUI TEMI SOCIALI

MANIFATTURA INNOVATIVA

ATLANTE SPAZI/OPPORTUNITA

LSO ME TROPOLILTANO SERVIZI F ERROVIAR

BICLIETTO INTEGRATO METROPCH ITANO

SUPERPISTE CICLABILI

COPERTURA ESTESA DELLA BANDA LARGA

SPORTLLLO PLR LABITARL

UALITA DFL | AVORD

NE IWORK ME [ROPOLTAND ALIA | DHMAZIONE

CITTAVIVIBILE

- CARD [URISTICA ML TROPOLITANA

CESTIONE INTECRATA DEGLI AFTRATTORI TURISTICI METROPOLITANI

NODI INTERMDDALI

SENTIENT CITY CONTROL ROOM

RI-ABITARE LE AREE INTERENE
ATTIVATORE DI COMUNITA

EMISSIONI

PROMUZONL 01 PRODOT T TURIS FICI ML TROPOLITANI

® POR sistema piste ciclablll nella
Piana: Tratta Prato-Firenze

® Progetw Alt- mobility

® Progetto StormBus

@ Lstensioni progetti Dashboard e AP1
daComune di Firenze a CMF

@ Cruscottodati

@ Tavolo cooperativo (Per i comuni
interni)

@ Strumenti di governo e planificazione

® Tavnlo/parmership CMF-gestore delle
ret per 'uso metropolitanc dei servizi
ferroviar

® Sii-Mabhility

@ Replicate

® Resolute

@ SUAP Metropolitano

® Giustizia semplice

® Ciustizia prossima

@ Sviluppo di modello di predizione per

(Atlante delle cooperazlonl)

@ Potocollo perla cooperazione con i
comuni estemi

@ Progetto pilota Csservatorio Migrant
Progetto pilota Nuove Fovertz e

® Dornanda abitativa

@ Attivita di sostegno rivolte alle
startup innovative del territorio
Florentino.

@ Progetto Hubble

@ Progetto Faber

@ ligranalo dell'abbondanza

@ Iniziativa MIP (Murate Idea Parlc)

® Sisterna Universitario della Toscana

@ Criteri perla rigenerzzione di aree
urbane interessate dalla presenza di
Browinfields

ecC

® Privacy metropolitana

@ PIT (Progetto Integrato Territoriale -
PSR) “AGRI.RE.MO"del Mugello

@ Progetto life= 2018 Quasar

® Visionimegrata dell abitare
rel’appenning

® Hrogetto QHAGrowth

® Protocollo d'intesa CMF-organizzazioni
sindarali terimiali

@ Tavolo perrmanente con le irmprese.

@ Posizionarmento Firenze nel contesto
intemazianale

@ FIRSTLab

® Spazi Attivi (CMF-Fordazione FCR)

® Rigenerazione spazi ci comunita
(religiosi ¢ sociali)

@ CATChCO2-live olive grove Contrast

® Progetto periferie
® Estenslone Flrenze Card
L]

and To Climate Change
@ Paesaggi comuni (Fondazione CRF)
® Comunicazione conglunta CF/CMF

i ® INATION FLORENCE

® Progetw HLRITDALA

@ Progetto VECTOR

@® Progetio RAMSAT

® Industia tunistica ¢ ospitalitd condivisa

® Progetto CDETA
® Progetto Roman Legacy
® Frogetto Lult lour

—
OSSERVATORIO METROPOLITANO DEL TURISMO

15 1HTUZIONE £ MESSA IL\!'HE I £ PARCHI ALRLOL METROPOLITANI

PRCMOZIONE DELLE INFRASTRUTTURE VERDI E BLU

PIT Coltivare con I'Amo ® Progettodi rete ecologica polivalente:

PAESAGGIO FRUIBILE

Parco agri PIT acq i

RIva sinistra d'Amo Fucecchlo Cerbale)

Atlante del cibo delia Crta Metropolitana @ Atlente del patrimenio territorizle,
Piano operatvo del cibo della Litta sotiale e paesaggistico della CM
Metropolitana (plano operativo) Atlante delle regole del paesaggio -

RETE DELLE FILIERE DI PRODUZIONE LOCALE
PIANO METROPOLITAND DEL CIEO

TERRE DEL VALDRIZZAZIONE DI PAESAGCI RURALI t o :
FILIERE IN RETE PIT della Piana (valorizzazione e orientamenti per i pragetti di
BEN ESSERE tutela paesagei rurali) peesaggio
@ Piano d azione per lenergia sosteniblle ® ATlante del servizi ecositemici fra le

della (1t Metropol tana (PAFS) diverse articolazion bioregionali della
3 AMBIENTE SICURD : ® Contratt di Furme dei prirwipalicorricoi M7
RIQUALIFICAZIONEINTEGRATA E PARTECIPATA DEI CONTESTIFLUVILL  fluyiaii: (o, Siewe, Greve, Pesa,ecc) @ Modello di pestions pubbica dei servizi
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Interim conclusion

Role of visioning and regional designing processes in governance rescaling

At supra-local level (regional, national, international):

v Need for rebuilding governance structures to face the gap between
institutional and functional boundaries

v" Diverse degrees of formalisation of soft spaces arise: role of hand- off
metagovernance through development policies and incentives

v Need for institutionalization into statutory planning instruments

At local level:

v’ Shaping the boundaries of metropolitan cities (functional vs administrative vs
perceived)

v Enhancing spatial imaginaries and narratives for building up the metropolitan
community (Institutional capacity and Identification with the metropolitan
dimension and brand)

v Avoiding rhetoric (smart, sustainable, resilient, eco -city)

v Branding metropolitan competitiveness taking into account local identities



Perspectives for further research

PLANNING REGIONAL FUTURES
Questions and challenges:

1. Whatis regional planning today?

v' Institutional regions and megaregions
vs functional and metropolitan regions

v Multilevel articulation of spatial planning

iInstruments
vs a-spatial development strategies L '

2. How to deal with regional futures?

v" shaping the boundaries of the region
(regional dynamics vs spatial imaginaries)

v conceiving a shared vision of regional development



Setting a research agenda

1. Envisioning the region within the process of scalar (re)structuration

v" How does visioning as a process of “strategic framing” works and when?

v How do spatial imaginaries affect the process of shaping the region?

v' When does the “bifurcation point” occur?

v" How do images of the region (in terms both of spatial imaginaries and
cartographic/metaphoric representations and narratives) change while changing
scales and geographies of reference?

Government/ Co-governance/ Self-

Of Vi S U a I i Sati 0 n a n d S h a p i n g t h e ”‘\"H;:'” Hierarchical governance cooperative governance governance
region are formalized into '
statutory planning?

v' How and when these processes




Setting a research agenda

2. Linking hard and soft governance and planning modes

Governance design

v

ANERN

In a context of metagovernance, how ordinary planning instruments at all
levels take into account informal practices and the visions they provide?
How soft forms of institutionalisation, such as PPP, memorandum of
understandings, or the strategic plan itself, can inform the statutory plan?
Do they really need be formalised into a formal binding instrument/plan?

Is the formalisation of design imagery an indicator of the efficacy of regional
design practices?

Regional design

v
v

v

When and in which way do regional design and regional planning merge?
What kind of interaction between images coming from co-governance with
the ones provided by hierarchical governance instruments (visions vs maps)?
which role does images play in setting planning questions, changing actor’s
spatial imaginaries and (even) actor’s minds?

Are these changes indicators of the efficacy of design imagery?



Setting a research agenda

3. Efficacy of visioning practices

v' How does metagovernance affect efficacy (policies, investments, incentives)

v' How to make effective the output of design imagery, in particular the one
coming through co-governance or soft governance planning processes?

v’ Persistence of spatial imaginaries

v’ Persuasive power of images

v’ “Travelling” capacity of framing
id ea S betwee n Sca I es’ p | a n n i ng Government/ Co-governance/ Self-
S pa CeS a n d p I a n n i n g i n St r u m e ntS '"i"’" Hierarchical governance cooperative governance governance
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A promising research network...

RSA Research Network on
REGIONAL PLANNING

# News Conferences & events Research, funding & awards International networks Publications Membership Brexit

Regional

StUdleS Looking for something?

Association

Home 2 Funding » Page

RSA Research Network Grant Scheme

In 1985, the RSA Board agreed to introduce Research Networks (formerly referred to as Working Groups) to the Association's activity portfolio. A list of current and previous Research

Metworks is available below.

In 2015, the Association introduced an increased Research Network funding scheme which is part of the 50th Anniversary celebration of the Association and available in 2015 and
2016 only. As part of this Research Network Scheme, up to five Research Networks awarded based on quality are funded with up to £10,000 each in 2015 and an additional up to five
Research Networks will be funded under the same scheme in 2016.

The full Terms and Conditions governing these increased Research Networks' grants are available in the 2015- 2016 Research Network Handbook.
Forthcoming application deadlines

2017 Round: 31st July 2017, 16.00 (GMT) -
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