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Minutes from the Mexico Meeting 2006

2006 Meeting GPEAN Coordinating Committee 

Venue: WPSC Mexico City, Mexico DF, July 2006

Present: Angus Witherby (ANZAPS, chair), Bruce Stiftel (ACSP, co-chair), Hans Mastop (AESOP, secretary general), Alain Motte (APERAU), Roberto Rodriguez (ALEUP), Vanessa Watson (AAPS), Ana Fernandez (ANPUR), Tom Harper (ACUPP) and Yan Yang (APSA)

Minutes prepared by Angus Witherby and Hans Mastop

The meeting commenced with introductions and a special welcome to Ana Fernandez as new ANPUR representative and Chris Silver as incoming ACSP representative.

Reports from the member associations 
· AAPS – written report supplied and discussed – see appendix 
· ACSP – written report supplied and discusses - see appendix
· ACUPP – report to be supplied; summary of oral presentation in appendix 
· AESOP – written report supplied and discussed – see appendix
· ALEUP – report to be supplied; summary of oral presentation in appendix
· ANPUR – report to be supplied; summary of oral presentation in appendix
· ANZAPS – written report supplied and discussed – see appendix 

· APERAU – report to be supplied; summary of oral presentation in appendix
· APSA – report to be supplied (no report available due to flight problems)
Issues arising

· It seems that CAP (Commonwealth Association of Planners) which used to be a low profile organisation is looking to set a new agenda for itself (both educational and professional issues) under the new presidency of Christine Platt (South Africa). GPEAN should forge a good relationship with CAP. CAP consists of national associations which can join for a fee. 
· Both Canada and Australia are witnessing a shortage of planners – both academics and professionals – due to the baby boomer retirement.  The accreditation of schools and professionals in Europe is also an ever more pressing issue.  For both these reasons the GPEAN agenda item on global recognition of planning schools and curricula needs further development, particularly as the idea of a round table during the Mexico congress did not materialize. 

· In future all minutes and associations reports should be published on the website as soon as these are finalised
Report from like officer meetings during the Mexico congress
· Presidents Meeting (Watson)

Eight presidents were attending. After a short powerpoint presentation on development of the planning schools movement, each association president gave a brief report.  There was much questioning, interest and discussion about the activities of the other associations. 
The idea of a 3rd World Congress got unanimous and enthusiastic support.  AESOP raised the issue of loss of funding due to the fact that the world congresses replace the independent AESOP congresses. Regarding location and process of a 3rd WPSC the general idea is that we should look for another continent and that the general process should be same as 2nd world congress: open up widely.  It was suggested that the WPSC could be linked to a high profile planning related event (e.g. Vancouver/Habitat congress) though views were mixed. 
Regarding the GPEAN committee structure it was felt that relations between the committees might need further clarification. Various options were mentioned. Next to that it was suggested that the presidents themselves should meet more often. Because this might be costly it was decided that there will be meetings at least every 5 years, while retaining the overarching role of the presidents vis-à-vis GPEAN.  
In terms of broadening GPEAN activities it was suggested that the coordination committee needs to look at student mobility and exchange and international student work.  
The presidents felt that next GPEAN meetings needed a roster, well in advance (e.g. next 4 years till next world congress) and that GPEAN should continue to rotate these around the associations conferences much as possible. Suggestion from presidents was 2007 AESOP in Naples; 2008 Chicago ACSP/AESOP meeting; 2009 APSA (India), 2010 – Open (subject to 2011 world congress location).  
As far as changes in the GPEAN representatives are concerned, the presidents urged the associations to meet October 2006 as a deadline for any new representatives and recommended that a longer period of time of appointment be used, with 5 years suggested. Concerning the number of representatives it was generally felt that 2 is better (one provides cover for the other). 
The idea of a GPEAN Awards for outstanding scholarship in planning and/or teaching met with much interest but caution too. As GPEAN is about collaboration the new prize should be for an individual who has promoted collaborative endeavours. Perhaps a variety of prizes should be considered.
Finally the presidents stressed that GPEAN should engage in further developing its links with international bodies (e.g. Habitat) even though, in doing that, GPEAN should be sensitive to possible issues of politics and maintaining its independence.   

Issues arising 
In the long run the relationship between the coordinating committee and steering committee  needs rethinking. It was suggested that some kind of hierarchy might develop. The coordinating committees roles broader through time, and holds the philosophy of the network. The task of the conference steering committee is more specific. The coordinating committee needs specific “products” in terms of its role and as the conference can be seen as a product of the network, the conference steering committee might in time be working as a sub-committee of the CC (comparable to the ACSP model). Such a model might clarify the relations between the committees – each with specific task – without mutual interference. This issue is a matter for the new committees and associations presidents, to be resolved in Naples.

. 

The same goes for issues like: Should the next congress make a profit?  What principles should apply?  How will expenditure of any retained GPEAN money be conducted?    

Dialogues in Urban and Regional planning
Volume 2 is nearly ready. It will be published October / November 2006. It consists of 12 papers, of which 4 were translated. Price will be approx 80 UK-P.  Now Volume 2 is finalised GPEAN is free to rethink the present publisher’s contract. It was felt that issues of price and possibly paperback versions should be included. In general it was felt that volume 3 should stick to the present model. It is up to the new editors to negotiate with publishers that are interested. Bruce Stiftel and Vanessa Watson will step down as editors.  They were given great thanks and congratulated for the work they had done. Anthony Yeh and Tom Harper will replace them. 
The outgoing and incoming editors had their meeting on transfer of tasks during the Mexico WPSC. Linked to the Dialogues experience Stiftel once more stressed the need for non-English journals to get listed on the ISI index. Such listing would greatly help the dissemination of planning knowledge and experience
Website 
Ever since the Shanghai congress Tongji has maintained its work on the website. Their readiness to continue to do so is warmly welcomed by the committee
Transition to next 5 year period 

Now Witherby, Stiftel and Mastop are definitely stepping down the remaining members of the coordinating committee will have to take care of business in the meantime. Vanessa Watson will be interim chair, supported by Alain Motte. The presidents have urged for nomination of new representatives by October 2006. Bruce Stiftel and Hans Mastop will organise the elections for GPEAN CC chair and secretary.
The representatives who stepped down were given great thanks to the work they did for the Coordinating Committee.  

Issues for Joint Meeting 
From the point of view of the Coordinating Committee the following issues should be addressed in the joint meeting with the Steering Committee
· Committee relationships and roles

· Like officer meetings (not already covered)

· Next meeting (joint) of CC and SC in 2007

· Website

New Business 
It is important that a roster be maintained of the conferences of the participating associations – both in order to be informed and to plan the next meetings. 
The Vancouver meeting – associated with the Habitat meeting – as well as CAP activities may perhaps not be really academic, however they are dealing with global planning issues and should be taken seriously. Habitat did very much change the general view on planning and planners. GPEAN should forge contacts with these organisations while keeping its academic independence.
The GPEAN CC unanimously passed a resolution thanking WPSC Local Organising Committee, UNAM and Schools Association.
Next Meeting 

During 2007 AESOP Congress, Naples Italy (July 2007).

A joint meeting with the Steering Committee on the evaluation of the 2nd WPSC will be scheduled too.   
AWW/JMM
APPENDIX -  ACTION LIST FROM 2006 MEXICO 2006 GPEAN CC MEETING 

· Letter to CAP (Commonwealth Association of Planners) on possibilities of cooperation
· Interim chair of GPEAN CC - DONE
· Issue of global accreditation / portability of planners must be kept on CC agenda; needs rethinking on GPEAN’s role

· new GPEAN CC

· as intro to next dialogues book?

· Standard procedure: minutes and report from the associations should be published on the website the moment these are accepted
· Angus, Hans; all 

· Relationships between and tasks of the GPEAN Coordinating Committee and the WPSC Steering Committee, including membership and cross representation
· new committees and associations presidents

· issue to be discussed during joint meeting of CC and SC in Naples 2007

· Preparations for Volume 3 DURP is in the hands of the new editorial team.
· Tom Harper and Anthony Yea together with continuing editor Henri Ascelrad.
· Tongji University will continue its work on the GPEAN website

·  Wu Siegfried
· Vanessa Watson will act as interim GPEAN CC chair until after the elections of the new chair and secretary (by the end of 2006). Alain Motte will support her. Bruce Stiftel and Hans Mastop will take care of these elections

· Vanessa, Bruce, Hans

· Next GPEAN CC Meeting and Joint CC and SC Meeting: Naples, Italy, July 2007

· Advice to organisers as soon as possible of numbers and meeting requirements (interim chair)

· CC members 2007 
APPENDIX – REPORTS FROM MEMBER ASSOCIATIONS
AAPS

written report supplied 
ACSP 

written report supplied 
ACUPP

report forthcoming – summary of oral presentation 
AESOP

written report supplied
ALEUP 

report forthcoming – summary of oral presentation 
ANPUR 
report forthcoming – summary of oral presentation
ANZAPS 
written report supplied 
APERAU 
report forthcoming – summary of oral presentation
APSA 

report forthcoming – no report available due to flight problems

AAPS

ASSOCIATION OF AFRICAN PLANNING SCHOOLS
REPORT TO THE GLOBAL PLANNING EDUCATORS ASSOCIATION NETWORK (GPEAN) – Mexico July 2006
Background to AAPS

At a meeting in Dar es Salaam in October 1999, representatives from three planning schools in Africa agreed to form an Interim Co-ordinating Committee (ICC) to discuss the revitalisation of planning-related education in Africa. Contact was made with a number of planning programmes in Sub-Saharan Africa, and there was broad agreement for the need for a workshop to discuss planning education. 

In July 2001 Dr Tumsifu Nnkya of the ICC attended the first world conference of planning school associations in Shanghai, and the ICC was accepted as an interim member of the world association – one of nine members. In 2002, agreement was reached between the African planning schools contacted thus far, that they should form themselves into a formal association – the Association of African Planning Schools (AAPS). This currently operates, like ANZAPS (the Australian/New Zealand association), as a peer-to-peer networked organization, with a listserv (now with about 65 members) set up and hosted by Angus Witherby of ANZAPS and a webpage on the GPEAN website (www.gpean.org). In 2003, at Belo Horizonte, Brazil, AAPS was formally included as one of the 9 founding members of GPEAN. See Appendix 1 on GPEAN.

AAPS Membership

During 2006 AAPS membership has grown to 21 schools with the addition of  the University of Lagos and University of Swaziland. Appendix 2 gives the list of current member schools.

AAPS Inaugural meeting

It was hoped that AAPS would be able to have an inaugural meeting at the Planning Africa Conference in Cape Town in March this year, and a strong effort was made by several AAPS members to raise funds to ensure that a sufficient number of AAPS representatives were present. The fund raising effort was not successful, however, and while some AAPS schools were represented at the Conference, it was not sufficient to hold a full inaugural meeting. Instead, a cocktail function was held in the name of AAPS at the conference, allowing members to meet and connect with each other.

The next Planning Africa conference will be held in Johannesburg in 2008, and it is hoped that by that time it would have been possible to raise funds to hold an inaugural meeting.

The Listserv and website

The listserv has continued to function as a useful means of communication for advertising for conference, workshop and job opportunities. AAPS would like to thank Angus Witherby of ANZAPS for continuing support of the listserv, and James Panglei of APSA for making webpage changes.

Dialogues in Urban and Regional Planning volumes 1 and 2

AAPS participated in the process of production of the first Dialogues in Urban and Regional Planning volume (Editors Bruce Stiftel and Vanessa Watson, Routledge, 2005). This book series contains a selection of the best urban planning scholarship from each of the world’s planning school associations. 

For the production of volume 2 of the Dialogues series, an AAPS Editorial Board of eleven members was formed. Six published journal articles by African scholars were submitted to the Board, and three of these were selected for submission to the GPEAN Editorial Board. Two of these papers were finally selected for inclusion in Dialogues 2, for publication in November 2006.

The process was far more satisfactory this year with good submissions and good participation from the Board members.

Planning Theory journal

Sage Publications are now giving free issues of this journal to the libraries of 7 African Universities, with the intention of spreading planning literature to areas which cannot afford journal subscriptions, and with the hope of encouraging the submission of articles for publication.

2ND World Planning Schools Congress: Mexico City 11-16 July 2006

AAPS put forward a number of nominations for track co-chair positions for this Congress and four AAPS members were accepted for this role. Two have subsequently indicated that they will not be able to travel to Mexico.

APPENDIX 1: GPEAN

GPEAN consists of: the Association of African Planning Schools (AAPS); the Association of Canadian University Planning Programs (ACUPP); the Association of Collegiate Schools of Planning (USA) (ACSP); the Association for the Development of Planning Education and Research (APERAU);  the Association of European Schools of Planning (AESOP); the Association of Latin-American Schools of Urbanism and Planning (ALEUP); the Asian Planning Schools Association (APSA); the Australian and New Zealand Association of Planning Schools (ANZAPS); and the National Association of Urban and Regional Post-graduate and Research Programs (Brazil) (ANPUR). 
The purposes of GPEAN are to facilitate international communication on equal terms amongst the university planning communities in order to improve the quality and visibility of planning pedagogy, research and practice, and to promote ethical, sustainable, multi-cultural, gender-sensitive, participatory planning. It is the responsibility of one of the standing committees of GPEAN (on which AAPS is also represented) to organize a world congress of planning schools every 5 years, with the next of these scheduled for Mexico City in July 2006.

APPENDIX 2: AAPS SCHOOLS  (Details on www.gpean.org)

1. Ain Shams University (Egypt)

2. Ahmadu Bello University (Nigeria)

3. University of Botswana

4. University of Cape Town (S Africa)

5. Copperbelt University (Zambia)

6. University of Dar es Salaam (Tanzania)

7. Durban Institute of Technology (S Africa)

8. Kwame Nkrumah University of Science and Technology, Kumasi (Ghana)

9. Makarere University (Uganda)

10. University of Kwazulu-Natal (S Africa)

11. University of Ibadan (Nigeria)

12. University of Lagos (Nigeria)

13. University of Nigeria

14. Nairobi University (Kenya)

15. Potchefstroom University (S Africa)

16. University of Pretoria (S Africa)

17. University of Stellenbosch (S Africa)

18. University of Swaziland

19. University of Zimbabwe 

20. University of Venda (S Africa)

21. University of Witwatersrand (S Africa)

* French speaking planning schools in Africa are recruited by APERAU

Vanessa Watson

University of Cape Town

(AAPS rep to GPEAN)
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Report to GPEAN Coordinating Committee

11 July 2006

A.
Leadership: Mickey Lauria (Clemson University) took office as President in October 2005, as did the following other officers: Pat Pollak (Cornell University) continues as Secretary for a second term; Barry Nocks, (Clemson University) Treasurer; Michael Hibbard (University of Oregon) Vice President/President Elect.  Five Regional Representatives also took office in October, and another five were elected this past May to take office in the Fall.

B.
ACSP held its 2005 conference in Kansas City, Missouri; moved from Charleston, South Carolina as a result of a late change motivated by respect for a boycott of tourism in South Carolina organized by a US civil rights organization.  The move had been a difficult decision as the host school (Clemson University) had undertaken considerable effort in preparing for the Charleston event, and because the move meant buying out of a hotel contract at considerable cost.  The Kansas City conference drew about 800 attendees.

C.
ACSP’s 2006 conference is scheduled to be held 9-12 November in Ft. Worth, Texas, hosted by the University of Texas, Arlington.  Abstracts were submitted for 637 formal papers and 22 roundtable sessions.  Future planned conferences include the 22-24 March 2007 Administrators’ Conference, to take place in San Luis Obispo, California, chaired by Linda Dalton (California Polytechnic State University); the annual conference’s in Fall 2007 in Milwaukee, chaired by Nancy Frank (University of Wisconsin, Milwaukee); and the July 2008 joint congress with AESOP to take place in Chicago, chaired by Curt Winkle (University of Illinois, Chicago).  Proposals have been solicited to host the 2009 and 2010 conferences.

D.
Negotiations are underway with Sage Publications for possible renewal of the contract governing publication of the Journal of Planning Education and Research, which is currently set to expire at the end of 2007.  Vice President Michael Hibbard is leading the negotiating committee.  Among the issues under discussion are scanning and Internet availability of pre-2000 issues of JPER, and possible expansion in the number of pages published.

E.
The Association has formed a task force under leadership of Vaarki George (University of Illinois, Urbana-Champaign) to guide transformation of the association’s website into an online information management system, with expanded capabilities.

F.
The Association accepted the recommendations of it’s Working Group on Planning School Performance Measurement chaired by Bruce Stiftel (Florida State University) and appointed a Task Force (chaired by Charles Hoch, University of Illinois, Chicago) to manage implementation of the first phase of these recommendations. 

G.
The Planning Accreditation Board has proposed significant changes to its accreditation criteria, oriented around movement toward more performance based requirements, rather than specification of inputs.  These proposals received considerable criticism from planning educators during the formal comment period because of concerns about impacts on diversity of students and faculty and other concerns.  The Board has announced that it will re-examine the issues and issue revised proposals later this year.

ACUPP – SUMMARY OF ORAL PRESENTATION
Similar issues to Australia.  Looming faculty shortage and also of professional planners – baby boomer retirement wave.  Resource boom increasing demand for planners as university funding diminishes, with replacement of retirements not routine. Very uncertain process.  Several undergraduate programs seeking accreditation, which will raise numbers to about 20 schools.  Professional requirements are being reviewed.  Looking at same exam requirements as per non-school/school requirements.  CPD is being introduced and will move towards compulsory placing demands on planning schools. Annual journal in 4th year.  Special edition of Canadian Urban Research with own board, is being successful.  Relationship with the profession now improving. 

/                                                                                                    
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AESOP 2005/6 Report to GPEAN 
(for additional details see http://www.aesop-planning.com)


In 2005 AESOP has a membership of 174, of which 102 full members, 36 associate members, 23 personal members and 2 honorary members. The recent tendency of some French schools “stepping out” is being met by the French representatives on the Council.

As of July 2004 Simin Davoudi (Leeds University UK) is AESOP’s president.

July 2005 Peter Ache (Helsinki University) was elected senior vice president and will be president starting after the 2006 Mexico WPS Congress for a 2 years term. Roelof Verhage (Université de Lyon) and Anna Gephart (Université de Reims) will join him in the executive committee as newly elected members, representing the young academics, respectively as incoming secretary-general. Gert de Roo (University of Groningen) will stay on as Secretary General till 2007. 

AESOP’s representatives in GPEAN, Louis Albrechts (WPSC 2006 Steering Committee) and Hans Mastop (Coordinating Committee) will step down after the Mexico congress. 
The last few years AESOP has given great effort to develop its electronic network into a central means of communication between its member schools and working groups. The website was renewed and greatly improved. Since 2004 it is increasingly being used as a communication platform by various thematic working groups on such issues like planning law, complexity and planning, transport planning, urban design, transnational and cross-border planning and planning, and new technologies.  AESOP’s young academics have developed their own website as part of it.
Next to strengthening its links to the ECTP (European Council of Town Planners) and ISoCaRP (International Society of City and Regional Planners) AESOP started cooperation with ESPON (The European Spatial Observatory Network) resulting in ESPON participation in the 2005 Vienna Congress and a joint conference with ESPON in October 2005, Luxembourg, on spatial planning research and the future of European planning research.

AESOP’s 2005 congress – The Dream of a Greater Europe – as well as the 2005 PhD Workshop were held in Vienna. Both were very successful. The congress saw well over 700 participants. The selection procedure for congress papers served as a first step in selecting the Best Congress Paper: AESOP’s new prize which was awarded the first time in Vienna (next to existing prizes for Excellence in Teaching and the Best Published Paper).

March 2006 saw the first AESOP Head of Department Meeting in Bratislava. These meetings are meant to create a platform for exchanging ideas and experiences at the level of school management. The main topic of the Bratislava Meeting was the impact of the Bologna Process on the quality of planning education in Europe. Simin Davoudi and Paul Ellison prepared a document on the state of affairs on the Bologna process in Europe: Implications of the Bologna Process for Planning Education in Europe (June 2006, copies obtainable from arreeve@brookes.ac.uk). The report will be very useful for benchmarking planning schools in view of accreditation, especially European wide, as the latter is going to be a big issue the coming years now the EU is making steps towards an European wide system for certification of professionals.
AESOP did not organise its own 2006 congress. Instead the 2nd WPSC in Mexico served that purpose. The annual PhD Workshop however was organised in Bristol (UK) by UWE. It was chaired by Angela Hull and was quite successful. AESOP’s 2007 congress will be held in Naples, Italy, and 2008 will see the fourth AESOP-ACSP Joint Congress in Chicago
Mexico – July 2006
Hans (JM) Mastop

Radboud University Nijmegen
ALEUP – SUMMARY OF ORAL PRESENTATION

Accreditation has been proceeding in an interesting manner in Mexico.  Government based.  A committee has been appointed which also covers architecture.  ALEUP changing leadership also.  New president to be selected.  Conferences planned for this year have not proceeded because of the world congress, so looking to combine with WPSC where possible.  This was not able to be achieved for all conferences. All will be held next year.  There is some growth in the association. Some from central America and 5 more from Venezuela.  

ANPUR -  SUMMARY OF ORAL PRESENTATION 

2005 ANPUR elected new board. Bi-annual congress also held last year. Next years conference seen as important opportunity to improve contacts across the region.  Growing, with 8 more programs affiliated, now up to 47 programs. Note that there is no professional association in planning.  Affiliations include research programs, but not professionals. Legal issues receiving much more attention generally in Brazilian society, but also in planning law. ANPUR is multi-disciplinary association. Three main issues.  Urban planning in Brazil is gaining in importance. National attention to urban planning, with biennial conferences. Much popular attention through conferences, courses, professional education, etc.  Publications strong – 12 journals. Professional education issues increasingly important. Meeting every 2 years to review this issue amongst the planning programs. ANPUR involved in international debate through cities council linked to Ministry of Cities, looking at key issues.

ANPUR -  SUMMARY OF ORAL PRESENTATION 

2005 ANPUR elected new board. Bi-annual congress also held last year. Next years conference seen as important opportunity to improve contacts across the region.  Growing, with 8 more programs affiliated, now up to 47 programs. Note that there is no professional association in planning.  Affiliations include research programs, but not professionals. Legal issues receiving much more attention generally in Brazilian society, but also in planning law. ANPUR is multi-disciplinary association. Three main issues.  Urban planning in Brazil is gaining in importance. National attention to urban planning, with biennial conferences. Much popular attention through conferences, courses, professional education, etc.  Publications strong – 12 journals. Professional education issues increasingly important. Meeting every 2 years to review this issue amongst the planning programs. ANPUR involved in international debate through cities council linked to Ministry of Cities, looking at key issues.
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	ANZAPS


The Australian and New Zealand Association of Planning Schools
Australia

Planning in Australia, both at the academic and practitioner levels, continues to face challenges.  The national shortage of Town Planners continues, together with (and to a degree associated with) significant difficulties in the main workplaces of Local Government (Municipalities).  University funding for planning programs continues to be a threat, with several programs having been under recent concerns about continuing. Programs are teaching larger numbers of students with smaller numbers of Faculty.  Some proposals for new programs are now being received by the professional institute, with 3 under active consideration.
The professional aspects are also changing.  The Planning Institute of Australia (PIA) is preparing work on a new accreditation system for education of planners including planning school accreditation, continuing professional development, para-professional training and the individual accreditation of planners as certified practicing planners (CPP).  ANZAPS is well-represented on the Institute Education Taskforce. Bilateral negotiations are also underway regarding cross-accreditation of planners with the USA, Canada and China.

New Zealand

Planning is once again in the lime-light in New Zealand with positive implications for planning schools. Student enrolments are strong as planning shortages in the labour force ensure numerous available positions and strong salary growth for practitioners. Both urban design and strategic planning are regaining significance in public policy debates.

APERAU - SUMMARY OF ORAL PRESENTATION 

27 member schools, expecting 30 by end of the year.  In process of developing Quebec and north Africa Branches in addition to metropolitan France. Strong support from association of French universities. APERAU now part of the administration council. They fund a number of activities, including colleagues from the South. 2 congresses 05-06, Lille and Beirut.  Beirut involved joint congresses with French research organisations. Both 2 days.  Lille was 120 papers, Beirut was 20 papers with far east focus.  April 2 day conference in Quebec. Very  successful.  N African Conference Feb in Tunis. Looked at impact of Bologna declaration on N African education.  New online Journal now started.  In France, many debates about application of Bologna model.  Most schools have 2 year program but no undergraduate programs in planning. Some rationalisation by French government. Issues for teaching methods and staff issues. Still reviewing programs. Usually review 3-4 programs per year.  Similar to American and English systems. Research programs – 1 is on planning instruments in France (Govt funded).  Also a book, partially nationally funded. 
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