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	UPP 500: History and Theory of Urban Planning

Fall 2008



Instructor:     John J. Betancur  (E-mail address:  betancur@UIC.EDU)

Class meets:  W  3:00  - 5:50 p.m.         
Location:       2232 2ADH

Call #: 
         13871

Office hours:  By appointment

	Description and Goals
This course provides an overview of the history and theory of urban planning in the U.S.A. through some of its main events and formulations.  It includes elements from other continents and countries that are especially relevant to our history and theory.  Theories and events will be contextualized in an effort to understand their to the systems/structures and conjunctures or challenges underlying or accompanying them. Because a single course cannot provide a complete overview of planning theories and histories, we focus on a representative sample of them while encouraging students to further their knowledge in the future through research, experience and readings. The course stresses the historical nature of theory and planning, correspondences and tensions between them, an ever changing planning field, and the bottom lines of power, ideology and choice (ethics). We pay special attention to the implications of each topic for planning theory and practice today. Goals for this course include  (1) provide the basic historical and theoretical background planners need; (2) understand the interactive nature of theory, history and practice in the urban planning field; (3) develop the ability to distinguish and examine critically the major proposals, formulations and achievements of urban planning in the US and in other sample areas of the world, and (4) develop a personal synthesis and assessment of the  materials overviewed that hopefully will guide the participant’s future practice or scholarship. 
Organization of course
The course is organized into 14 sessions each organized around a topic and supported by assigned readings. Each session combines a lecture, student-led exercise or presentation, and analysis of topic especially on the basis of required readings and the practice they inform. Participants are encouraged to illustrate or challenge the ideas on the table and make their own counterproposals. Although Chicago will be the main point of reference, participants should enrich the conversation with examples from cities they know, have visited, read about or lived in.
 


Requirements

Class Participation (15  points). Class attendance is required. Grade will reflect attendance, informed participation in exercises and discussions, and interest and exchange with others in class. Fifteen points will be assigned to class participation..Absences should be posted in a folder established for this purpose in “Blackboard” (discussion section). Participants should do the required readings listed for each class and show assimilation in class discussions and exercises.
Student-Led Class Exercises (25 points). Teams of two students  will prepare for the class they sign in for: (a) a brief summary of the topic of the day as it comes from the readings with a set of questions for the class (comprehension, application, implications); (b) an exercise (role playing, debate), illustration or examples on the topic of the class that they will present to the class (included but not limited to pictures, clips or short documentaries.

Short Papers (60  points). Each participant will prepare a theory (30 points) and a history paper (30 points) on a topic of their choice. The paper should present the topic and examine it from a practical and critical perspective. Please consider visiting Prf. Campbell’s web page for advise on writing papers on urban theory (http://www.personal.umich.edu/~sdcamp/up540/writingtips.html) 
Important dates 
First paper is due on the sixth week (Oct 1) of the term and second on the 13th week (Nov 19).
Grades 

Final grades will be based on a ten-point scale as follows: 91-100 = “A”; 81-90 = “B”; 71-80 = “C”; etc.  
      

Readings

Required Books

Scott Campbell and Susan Feinstein, Eds.  2003. Readings in Planning Theory.  Cambridge, Mass and Oxford, U.K.: Blackwell Publishers. 

Peter Hall. 2002. Cities of Tomorrow. Third Edition. Oxford, U.K. and Malden, Mass: Blackwell.
Recommended Books 
John D. Fairfield. 1993.  The Mysteries of the Great City.  The Politics of Urban Design, 1877-1937.  Columbus, OH: Ohio State University Press.

John Friedman. 1987. Planning in the Public Domain: From Knowledge to Action. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.
David Harvey. 2002. Spaces of Capital, Towards a Critical Geography. New York: Routledge.

Seymour, J. Mandelbaum, Luigi Mazza and Robert W. Burchell, Eds. 2000. Explorations in Planning Theory.
Lloyd Rodwin and Biswapriha Sanyal. 2000. The Profession of City Planning
Mary Corbin Sies and Christopher Silver.  Planning the Twentieth-Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press.

Henri Lefebvre. 1996. Writings on Cities. Oxford, UK and Cambridge, USA: Blackwell Publishers.
Copying and Distribution of supplementary readings will be discussed in class.
UPP 500: History and Theory of Planning
Class Topics and Schedule of Readings

August 27
Introduction: On Theory and History: History of Theory and Theory of History Defining Planning and Planning History.

The writing of history includes certain events and actors while excluding others. Authors choose this or that perspective to describe what happens and how it happens. In the end, they build histories with specific messages and understandings. Similarly, theories of planning represent paradigmatic choices of approaches with different implications (e.g. ideological, gender, class, race, and so forth). They offer vantage points to read, direct and inspire planning. How much do they show? How much do they suppress? What options do they represent?  Do we need a history and theory of planning? What is the role of history and theory in urban planning? How does planning get defined by these theories and histories? What is planning anyway? To plan or not to plan that is the question… 
Readings

* Scott Campbell and Susan Feinstein. 1998. "Introduction: The Structure and Debates of Planning History." Pp. 1-20 in  Readings in Planning Theory.  Cambridge, Mass and Oxford, U.K.: Blackwell Publishers. 

* Mary Corbin Sies and Christopher Silver. 1996. "The History of Planning History" and “Planning History and the New American Metropolis.”  Pp. 1-34 and 449-475 in Planning the Twentieth-Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press.

* John Friedman. 1987. “Two Centuries of Planning Theory: An Overview.” Pp. 11-29 in Planning in the Public Domain: From Knowledge to Action. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.
Bob Klosterman. 1998. “Arguments for and Against Planning.” Pp. 86-101 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Op.Cit.
Henri Lefebvre.  “Industrialization and Urbanization.” Pages 65-85 in Writings on Cities translated by Eleonore Kofman and Elizabeth Lebas. Oxford, UK and Cambridge, USA: 1996.
September 10
Foundations of Twentieth-Century Planning

A) The Birth and Nature of Rationality/Rational Planning within the Modernity Project
The 18th Century produced modernity/rationality and the Industrial Revolution “The 18th century bequeathed to us a dual legacy of reason … Reason meant trust in the capacity of the mind to grasp the orderly processes of nature and society, and to render them intelligible to us.” (Friedman 1987: 3) The Industrial Revolution produced a new city of smokestacks, wealth, pollution, and why not say it, urban chaos. Whereas the latter produced “the problem,” the former provided a “solution,” planning. Planning tried to understand and organize the city to secure an orderly and high quality life for everybody reflecting the order of rationality and modernity. Drawing on scientific principles, it tried to build an art and a science that could operate objectively in the direction of human affairs… In this session, we examine the modernity project and the emergence of a planning proposal imitating the rational sciences. In session B we move into the urban condition to which planning tried to respond (along with others). 
Readings

* Alan Black. 1990. “The Chicago Area Transportation Study: A Case Study of Rational Planning.” Journal of Planning Education and Research 10, 1: 27-37.

* Françoise Choay. 1969. “The Critical Order,” “Regularization”. Pp. 7-27 in The Modern City: Planning in the 19th Century. New York: George Braziller.
* John Friedman.  "Introduction" and Chapter 1, "The Terrain of Planning Theory."  Pp. 3-15 and 19-48 in Planning in the Public Domain: From Knowledge to Action. 

* Peter Hall 1999. “Cities of Imagination” Pp.1-12 in Cities of Tomorrow. Oxford, U.K. and Malden, Mass: Blackwell Publishers. 
September 17
B) Cities of Industry and Commerce: Nature and Challenges.  Planning, Reform or Revolution?
The slums of the 19th century posed serious threats to the urban order. Industrial and commercial successes were accompanied by slums, pollution and deep class differences. Alternative paths to urban problems included various paths to reform (including urban planning), socialism, and urban chaos.  Suburbia, town planning, zoning, mass transit, and housing codes (among others) intended to put order in this city providing the initial instruments and approaches to urban planning… Other actions coming from grassroots and philanthropic initiatives and social movements represented alternative styles or approaches to top down or technocratic proposals…
Readings

* Françoise Choay. 1969. “Pseudurbias and Reduced Behavior,” Preurbanism and Urbanism: The Progressist Model,” and “Pre-Urbanism and Urbanism: The Culturalist Model.” Pp. 27-32 and 97-110 in Op.Cit.
* Fairfield. John D. 1993.  “An Urban Republic: Frederick Olmsted, Henry George and the City Building Debate” and “The Political Economy of Suburbanization and the Politics of Space”.  Pp. 15-83 in The Mysteries of the Great City. The Politics of Urban Design 1877-1937.  Columbus, OH: Ohio State University Press.

* Peter Hall. 1996.  Chapters 2, "The City of Dreadful Night" and Chapter 3, "The City of By-Pass Variegated." Pp. 13-47 and 48-86 in Cities of Tomorrow. Updated Edition.  Oxford, U.K. and Malden, Mass: Blackwell Publishers: 13-85.

Jon C. Teaford. 1993.  “The Century Begins, 1900-1919” and “Promises Thwarted: The Twenties.” Pp. 7-43 in The Twentieth Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press. Second Edition.
Mona Domosh. 1996. "New York and Boston in the First Half of the 19th Century" and Conclusion." Pp. 7-34 and 155-158 in Invented Cities, The Creation of Landscape in 19th Century New York and Boston.  New Haven and London: Yale University Press.

September 24
Early Planning Proposals: Urban Utopia, City Beautiful, and Civic Improvement

Dreamers and Reformers set themselves to the task of designing the ideal city. The idea of garden cities and cities in the park spread from Europe to America.  The City Beautiful Movement made its print on urban planning through experiences including the 1992 Columbian exposition and multiple other partial or comprehensive interventions such as the Burnham Plan for Chicago. Relationships are established between physical environment and moral character, between ethics and aesthetics, between ideology, social control and planning practice.  Reformers set themselves to the task of improving the city. How does the ideological construct relate to underlying forces of separation and to actual implementation (from idea to action and back)? On the roles of utopia and ideology…
* Robert Fishman. Chapter 1: "Urban Utopias: Ebenezer Howard and Le Corbusier." Pp. 21-60 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Op.Cit.
* Peter Hall. 1999. “The City in the Garden” and “The City of Monuments.” Pp. 87-141 and 187-217 in Cities of Tomorrow.
* William H. Wilson. 1996. "The Glory, Destruction and Meaning of the City Beautiful Movement."  Pp. 68-102 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Op.Cit..First Edition
Michael H. Lang.  "The Design of Yorkship Garden Village, Product of the Progressive Planning, Architecture, and Housing Reform Movements."  Pp. 120-144 in Sies and Silver, Eds. Op.Cit.
Richard L. LeGates and Frederic Stout. 2000. “Modernism and Early Planning, 1870-1940.” Pp. 299-313 in The City Reader. London and New York: Routledge.
John A. Peterson. Chapter 1, Frederick Law Olmsted Sr. and Frederick Law Olmsted Jr.: The Visionary and the Professional."  Pp. 37-54 in Sies and Silver, eds. Op.Cit.
October 1
Influence of the Regional Planning Movement. Reform and Revolution: The New Deal and Soviet Planning. Various urban proposals (Le Corbusier, Wright) and Institutions (e.g. The Port of New York Authority). The Urban Ecology Paradigm
Regional Planning had a major impact on the cause of suburbanization and comprehensive planning; it tied the city to its contours and influenced Roosevelt’s New Deal Planning. Meanwhile, events such as the Russian revolution, the Great Depression and the New Deal brought planning to the forefront. Some approaches address the issue from larger geographies and perspectives—e.g. regional planning, Broadacre. Planning takes central stage both as a method of public reform and an ideology of social control.  Planning assumes a definite role in the construction of cities tied to national and regional plans. How does it all come together into an ambitious comprehensive planning scheme?  The national, estate, regional and local interplay.
Readings

* Jameson W. Doig. 1996.  "Coalition-Building by a Regional Agency: Austin Tobin and the Port of New York Authority."  Pp. 409-40 in Campbell and Feinstein. First Ed.

* Robert Ezra Park. “Human Ecology.” Pp. 45-57 in New Perspectives on the American Community, A Book of Readings. Chicago: Rand McNally College Publishing Company.
* Peter Hall.  "The City in the Region."  Pp. 142-187 in Op.Cit.

* Frank Lloyd Wright. 2000. “Broadacre City: A New Community Plan.” Pp. 344-349 in LeGates and Stout, Eds. Op.Cit.
Robert B. Fairbanks.  "Planning, Public Works, and Politics: The Trinity River Reclamation Project in Dallas."  Pp. 187-212 in Sies and Silver, Eds. Op.Cit.
Jon C. Teaford. “An Interlude in Urban Development, 1930-1945. Pp. 74-96 in The Twentieth Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press. Second Edition.
Briton Harris. “The Comprehensive Planning of Location.” Pp. 255-268 in Planning Theory in the 1980s, A Search for Future Directions edited by Robert W. Burchell and George Sternlieb. New Brunswick, NJ: Center for Urban Policy Research.
October 8
Planning in World War II and its aftermath, and the Planning Crisis of the Post War
Deeply embedded in Modern Rationality, ideas such as progress, scientific rationality, efficiency and order help propose a model of scientific planning including a professional activity and an organized field of inquiry.  Multiple efforts throughout the 20th century address the issue of professionalizing planning… Meanwhile, the idea of rational planning has its setbacks, controversies and adjustments. The modernist paradigm itself starts losing esteem … This session examines the rational and institutional project of planning and the profession of planning: its intent, practical limitations, and possibilities.
Readings
* John D. Fairfield. 1993.  "From Rapid Transit to City Planning: Social Efficiency and the New Urban Discipline,” The Professionalization of City Planning and The Scientific Management of Urban Space."  Pp. 83-157. Op.Cit.

* Peter Hall.  Chapter 10, "The City of Theory."  Pp. 352-77 in Op.Cit.
* David Harvey. 1996.  Chapter 8, "On Planning the Ideology of Planning."  Pp. 176-197 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Op.Cit. First Edition.
* Charles Lindblom. 2003. Chapter 10, "The Science of Muddling Through."  Pp. 196-209 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Op.Cit. 
Greg Hise. “Homebuilding and Industrial Decentralization in Los Angeles.” Pp. 240-261 in Mary Corbin Sies and Christopher Silver.  Planning the Twentieth-Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press.

October 15
Post War Suburbanization, crisis of the central city, Urban Sprawl and the fragmented metropolis. 
From the beginning, when we talk about the city we talk about urban crisis. From the beginning, the city and the countryside enter into uneasy relationships reflected in discussions and proposals. From the beginning, the ideal of ‘community lost’ permeates urban discussions. These and other themes seem to come back repeatedly shaping our thought of cities and our planning approaches.  From the residential communities for the wealthy and workers’ towns to suburbia, exurbia and Broadacre planning seems to go back and forth between the city and the anti-city, the city and the suburb, this and that 

particular form of an ever-recurring urban crisis… Does it reflect inner contradictions in our market society? Is it about a fluent reality always reorganizing itself? Is it the price of democracy? Does it reflect dialectics between power, discourse and practice? This session covers the debate and various planning responses.  

Readings
* Peter Hall. “The City on the Highway” and “The City of the Permanent Underclass.” Pp. 294-351 and 361-400 in Cities of Tomorrow.

* Robert Fishman. “Beyond Suburbia: The Rise of the Technoburb.” Pp. 77-87 in The City Reader edited by LeGates and Stout.
* Evan McKenzie. 1994. “From Garden City to Privatopia.” Pp. 1-28 in Privatopia. New Heaven and London: Yale University Press
* Lefebvre, Henri. 1996. “No Salvation away from the Centre?” and “The Urban Question.” Pp. 201-202 in Writings on Cities.  Oxford, UK and Cambridge: Blackwell.
John C. Teaford. “Suburbia Triumphant, 1945-1964” and “An Age of Urban Crisis, 1964-1979.” Pp. 97-126 and 127-150 in The Twentieth Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press. Second Edition.

October 22

New Planning Theory: Planning as Social Reform and Planning as Public Policy

Post war expectations, the Civil Rights Movement and the social reforms of the 1960s emphasized the importance of social reform and public participation. Although these issues are not new and earlier proposals addressed them, they gained enough force at this point to emerge as legitimate domains of planning. Along with them, public policy analysis becomes a crucial element of planning.  Planning also expands to cover multiple aspects and perspectives, adding bottom up and participative perspectives…
Readings

* Paul Davidoff. 1979. “The Redistributive Function in Planning: Creating Greater Equity among Citizens and Communities.” Pp. 69-72 in Planning Theory in the 1980s, A Search for Future Directions edited by Robert W. Burchell and George Sternlieb. New Brunswick, NJ: Center for Urban Policy Research.

* John Friedman. 1987.  "Planning as Social Reform," and "Planning as Policy Analysis.”  Pp. 87-136 and 137-180 in Op.Cit.
* Chester W. Hartman. 1979. “Social Planning and the Political Planner.” Pp. 73-82 in Planning Theory in the 1980s, A Search for Future Directions edited by Robert W. Burchell and George Sternlieb. New Brunswick, NJ: Center for Urban Policy Research.

* Susan M. Wirka.  Chapter 2, "The City Social Movement."  Pp. 55-75 in Sies and Silver Planning the Twentieth-Century American City.

Jerome L. Kaufman. “The Planner as Interventionist in Public Policy Issues.” Pp.179-200 in Planning Theory in the 1980s, A Search for Future Directions.
October 29
Criticisms and Paradoxes of Planning and Postmodernism  

For many years before but most particularly since the 1960s, authors and activists start questioning the rational model and its related approaches to planning. Criticisms range from the practical to the theoretical and from market choice to democracy. Whereas some see cities as reflections of different life styles and choices, others point to social control and accumulation. Authors argue that regime changes lead to the reinvention of the city to serve other accumulations needs. In this way, they argue that Chicago is to Fordism what Los Angeles is to post-Fordism. Meanwhile, the debate as to the role of planning continue, in this case exacerbated by neo-liberal and neo-conservative doctrines… What to do of all of this? How much planning and public regulation? How much private market development and homeowner associations? On the public and the private city and their interactions and contradictions…
Readings

* Jane Jacobs.  Chapter 4, "The Death and Life of Great American Cities."  Pp. 61-74 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Op.Cit.
* Peter Hall. 1999. “The City of Sweat Equity” and “The City of Enterprise.” Pp. 262-93 and 378-403 in Op.Cit.
* David Harvey.  1994. Chapter 12.  "Flexible Accumulation through Urbanization: Reflections on 'Post-Modernism' in the American City."  Pp. 361-386 in Post-Fordism. A Reader edited by Ash Amin. Oxford, UK and Cambridge, Mass: Blackwell Publishers.

* Susan Christopherson.  1994.  Chapter 14, "The Fortress City: Privatized Spaces, Consumer Citizenship."  Pp. 409-427 in Ash Amin, Ed. Op.Cit.

Fairfield.  Chapter 7, "Urbanism as a Way of Life: The Paradox of Professional Planning."  Op.Cit. Pp.  225-240.

Philo C, 1992, "Foucault's geography" Environment and Planning D: Society and Space 10(2) 137 – 161 ” Society and Space 10: 137-161.
Cliff Ellis.  Chapter 11, "Professional Conflict over Urban Form: The Case of Urban Freeways: 1930-1970." Pp. 262-282 in Pp. 225-240 in Mary Corbin Sies and Christopher Silver.  Planning the Twentieth-Century American City. Baltimore and London: The John Hopkins University Press.

November 5
Advocacy and Equity Planning. Communicative Planning and Neorationality
This session addresses some of the proposals emerging from criticisms of “scientific” and top-down, allegedly “objective” approaches to planning. Although democratic and progressive forces always questioned these approaches to planning, their voices had been suppressed or lost.  The session discusses various proposals to get the poor and disenfranchised to the table or to, at least, to represent their interests. They range from institutionalized processes and figures such as ombudsmen to “up from the bottom” approaches including participatory action research and community revolt… These approaches, in turn, were often deemed paternalistic and suppressing of the voices of the powerless. What have we learned from them? 
Readings:
* Paul Davidoff.  Chapter 12, "Advocacy and Pluralism in Planning." Pp. 210-23 in Campbell and Feinstein, Eds. Also, Pp. 428-433 in The City Reader edited by LeGates and Stout.

* Frances Fox Piven. 1970. “Whom Does the Advocate Planner Serve?” Social Policy 1, 1: 32-37.
* Patsy Healey.2003. “The Communicative Turn in Planning Theory and Its Implications for Spatial Strategy Formation.” Pp. 237-258 in Readings in Planning Theory edited by Scott Campbell and Susan Fainstein.Malden, Oxford and Melbourne: Blackwell.
* Norman Krumholz. 1996.  “A Retrospective View of Equity Planning: Cleveland 1969-1979.” Pp. 344-362 in Campbell and Feinsten, Eds. Op.Cit. First Edition.
* N. Krumholz. 2003. “Equitable Approaches to Local Economic Development.” In Campbell and Fainstein.
* Robert Mier, Kari Moe and Irene Sherr. “Strategic Planning and the Pursuit of Reform, Economic Development, and Equity.” Pp. 72-90 in Social Justice and Local Development Policy. Newbury Park, CA: Sage Publications.

Tony Schuman and Elliot Sclar. 1996. “The Impact of Ideology on American Town Planning: From the Garden City to Battery Park City.” Pp. 428-448 in Planning the Twentieth Century American City edited by Sies and Silver.

November 12
Discussion on Class, Race, Gender and other elements of Diversity in Planning

Under the guise of scientific objectivity and neutrality, planning assumed or claimed that public interventions lifted all boats. Although many critics questioned the accuracy of these assumptions through the years, the voices of race, class, gender, sexual orientation, disability and others pointed to biases resulting from such approaches and assumptions. Critical theory and postmodernism raised the most serious criticisms demanding models and approaches that include their voices. 
Readings:
* John J. Betancur and Douglas C. Gills. 2000. “Introduction.” Pp. 1-15 in The Collaborative City: Opportunities and Struggles for Blacks and Latinos. New York and London: Garland Publishing.

* Teresa Cordova. 1994. “Refusing to Appropriate: the Emerging Discourse on Planning and Race.” Journal of the American Planning Association 60, 2 (Spring).

* Eugene Grisby. “In Planning There is no such a Thing as Race-Neutral Policy.” Journal of the American Planning Association 60, 2 (Spring).

* Hayden, Dolores.2003.  “Nurturing Home, Mom and Apple Pie.” Pp. 376-400 in Campbell and Fainstein.

* Robert Mier. 1994.  “Some Observations on Race in Planning,” Journal of the American Planning Association 60, 2 (Spring).

* Richard Peet with Elaine Hartwick.  1999.  “Feminist Theories of Development.” Pp.163-194 in Theories of Development. New York and London: The Guilford Press.
Leonie Sandercock and Ann Forsyth. “Feminist Theory and Planning Theory: The Epistemological Linkages.” Pp. 471-474 in Campbell and Feinstein. Op.Cit.
Leonie Sandercock and Ann Forsyth. “A Gender Agenda: New Directions for Planning Theory.” Pp. 446-462 in The City Reader edited by LeGates and Stout.

November 19
Planning and Politics.  The Market and the Public Arena. 
Market societies have gone back and forth between calls for public regulation arguing for the collective good and the good of those left behind by the market and pushes for deregulation arguing that the best planner was the market…  Based on issue of externalities, market failure and distribution advocates of planning have promoted different ways in which market and planning can work together. This session pays special attention to neoliberalism and free market theories and their impact on planning,
Readings:
*Amin, Ash and Nigel Thrift. 2003. “The Democratic City.” Pp. 131-56 in Cities: Reimagining the Urban. Cambridge, Oxford and Maden: Blackwell.
* Susan Feinstein and Norman Feinstein. “City Planning and Political Values: An Updated View.” Pp. 265-287 in Planning Theory edited by Campbell and Feinstein.

* Oren Yiftachel. 1998. “Planning and Social Control: Exploring the Dark Side.” Journal of Planning Literature 12, 4 (May): 395-406.
* Susan Chrstopherson. 1994. “The Fortress City: Privatized Spaces, Consumer Citizenship.” Pp. 409-427  in Ash Amin, Ed. Op.Cit.

* Alexander Garvin. 2000. “A Realistic Approach to City and Suburban Planning” and “Ingredients of Success.” Pp. 396-409 in The City Reader edited by LeGates and Stout.

Charles E. Connerly. 1996. “Federal Urban Policy and the Birth of Democratic Planning in Birmingham, Alabama, 1949-1974.” Pp. 331-358 in Sies and Silver Op. Cit.

John Friedman. “The Recovery of Political Community.” Pp. 343-388 in Planning in the Public Domain. Princeton: Princeton University Press.
John Hancock. “”’Smokestacks and Geraniums:’ Planning and Politics in San Diego.” Pp. 161-186 in Planning the Twentieth Century City edited by Sies and Silver.

Michael P. Brooks. “Planning and Political Power: Toward a Strategy for Coping.” Pp. 116-133 in Explorations in Planning Theory edited by Seymour Mandelbaum, Luigi Mazza and Robert W. Burchell. New Brunswick, NJ: Center for Urban Policy Research.
November 26
A. Reclaiming Scientific Planning and Ecological Planning. Recent Trends and Debates in Planning (Sustainable Development, New Urbanism and Smart Growth) 
After the devastating criticisms of the rational model by postmodernists and activists, various authors have tried to reconcile both positions. Meanwhile, feminist and other 
theories strongly questioned depletion of natural resources and damages to the atmosphere calling for sustainable development.  How did planning integrate these issues to its work? Other recent efforts in these directions include new urbanism and smart growth. Proposals and criticisms
Readings

* Scott Campbell. 2003. “Green Cities, Growing Cities, Just Cities? Urban Planning and the Cotnradictions of Sustainable Development.” Pp. 435-58 in Campbell and Fainsein.
* Andreas Faludi.  “Rationality, Critical Rationalism and Planning Doctrine.” Pp. 65-82 in Explorations in Planning Theory edited by Mandelbaum, Mazza and Burchell.

* International City/County Management Association (ICMA). Smart Growth Network. N.D. Getting to Smart Growth. http://www..smartgrowth.org/pdf/gettosg.pdf/
Robert A. Beauregard. “Between Modernity and Postmodernity: The Ambiguous Position of U.S. Planning.” Pp. 213-233 in Planning Theory edited by Campbell and Feinstein.
Frank Fisher. “Risk Assessment and Environmental Crisis: Toward an Integration of Science and Participation.” Pp. 485-506 in Planning Theory edited by Campbell and Feinstein.

B: Planning and Ethics

Readings
* William H. Lucy. 1996. “APA’s Ethical Principles Include Simplistic Planning Theories.” Pp. 479-484 in Planning Theory edited by Campbell and Feinstein. Pp. 413-17 in 2003 edition.
* John Forester. 2003. “Learning from Practice Stories: The Priority of Practical Judgment.” Pp. 507-528 in Planning Theory edited by Campbell and Feinstein. First Ed.
* Seymour J. Mandelbaum. “Ethical Mandates and the Virtue of Prudence.” Pp. 430-447 in Explorations in Planning Theory edited by Mandelbaum, Mazza and Burchell.

* Peter Marcuse. 1976. “Professional Ethics and Beyond: Values in Planning. Journal of the American Institute of Planning 42, 3.

David Harvey. 1996. “Intr
oduction” and “Possible Urban Worlds.” Pp. 1-18 and 403-438 in Justice, Nature and the Geography of Difference. Malden and Oxford: Blackwell Publishers.

December 3
Neoliberal Globalization: Proposals and Challenges
With the economic crisis of the 1970s, Globalization and its language of neoliberalism takes center stage.  Proposals of competitiveness and competitivity, business climates, public-private partnerships and others advance the idea of the entrepreneurial city and the privatization of Planning. In tandem with them, geographers develop new urban hierarchies and concepts with critical impacts on city planning: the race for global status. Lastly, postmodernism challenges the roots of planning and efforts to reinvent planning take place along with the insistence of many on new versions of rationality and rational planning. 
Readings
* Iain Begg.  1999. “Cities and Competitiveness.” Urban Studies 36, 5-6: 795-809.

* David Harvey. “Postmodernism in the City: Architecture and Urban Design.” Pp. 66-98 in The Condition of Postmodernity. Cambridge and Oxford: Blackwell Publishers.

* Paul L. Knox. 1995. “World Cities in a World System.” Pp. 3-20 in World Cities in a World System. Cambridge, GB: Cambridge University Press.

* Richard Peet. 1999. “Critical Modernism, Radical Democracy, Development.” Pp. 195-210 in Theories of Development. New York and London: The Guilford Press.

Martin Boddy. 1999.  “Geographical Economies and Urban Competitiveness: A Critique.” Urban Studies 36, 5-6: 811-842.

John Friedman. 1995. “The World City Hypothesis.” Pp. 317-331 in World Cities in a World System. Cambridge, GB: Cambridge University Press.

Wrap Up Session: Planning theory and History: The Past, The Present, The Future

December 5: Instruction ends

