LED2LEAP Workshop Nirtingen/Braike (DE)
Time: June 18 - 27, 2022
Focus: Neilghbourhoods + Participatory Games

How can game-based
participation enhance
neighbourhood development?

BRAIKE
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About the LED2LEAP Workshops

We have 8 ERASMUS funded places per partner
university for students to support their
attendance financially.

Our priority 1s to make sure that the two
workshops are balanced and have a good mix
between the institutions.

It 1s possible to attend two IPs, 1f the
above criteria are met.

Please make your participation explicit by
April 25, by informing your local contact
person (Ellen, Anita, Luigi/Lorenzo, Andrea).



Review Session 2
Landscape & Democracy

What wags 1t about?

A Short RECAP QUIZ
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European Landscape Convention “Landscape”

definition:

“an area, as perceived by people, whose
character is the result of the action and

interaction of natural and/or human

factors.”




Democracy

Representative Direct Participatory
Democracy Democracy Democracy

Parties
Parliament Referendumes, Future
Regional and local Measures Councils
local councils, to complement
the core of representative Participatory
policy democracy processes

Responsibility and engagement of every citizen

Three columns model of contemporary democracy
Christian Felber (2010) The economy of the common good, 109






From R2L to Landscape
Democracy

dl.andscape democracyjieitNileEiNelsguulslc
right to landscape to promote
human/ecological health, well
being and Biele}i/ta
personal/collective ca

pabilities

* ilandscape Bemocracy as the
ultimate goal/idealized condition

+
* landscape democracy as practices

of participation towards
eguality, 1nclusion, reparation




Roots of Community
Participation in the US

* Early deliberative democracy

= Alexis De Tocqueville described

collective decision-making in US
society (1835)

» He contrasted 1t to the hierarchical
European socilety of the time

* Re-emergence of

participation=civil rights era
» civil rights and urban renewal
» advocacy planning

* Not just in the US

» Ralph Erskine (UK)
renewal (1960s)

= Demands for
Germany,

urban

public housing (Austria,
Scandilnavian Countries)
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North Care



Community Participation

as law

. 1954 US Housing Legislation
introduces advisory groups

. 1964 : US Civil Rights Act

. 1964 US Economic Opportunity Act
(EOA) establishes Community
Action Programs (CAPs)

- 1970s-80s participation as a
business

“maximum feasible participation”
Environmental planning/conservation
Historic Preservation

Landscape arch./city design
environmental justice

“New Urbanism” charrettes
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MARSM OUALITY “"ié'ri'McHérg, Design with Nature (1969)




Donald Appleyard (1982) Livable Streets

Pictures courtesy of Peter Bosselmann
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HENRY SANOFF

A practical guide to
design problem solving,
using techniques that
involve users in
decisions, helping them
to grasp complex
environmental
relationships, thus
enabling them to develop
solutions which are
responsive to basic
human needs.

Playing for Keeps
with Personal and
Environmental Design
Decisions

g @ 2






Democratic design
(+planning)

* Participatory Action Research
- people/place challenges are best
understood 1n context
- Change oriented: health, well being,
food security

. Democratic design (Hester, Hou)

- empowerment, regeneration
+ Community design
+ Visioning, scenario-building
« Collective goals-setting

- Designer as social trustee
— reparation, co-creation
— Place-keeping
* James Roja’s ‘latino urbanism’
* Jeff Hou’s Seattle International District

*Hip Hop Architecture - 4RM+ULA
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Place Understanding

Randy Hester’s “twelve steps process for community design” (1993)



» Place It! Workshops :
hhttp llvoyagela comllnterwewlmeet-james-rOJas-pIace-easts|del -
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Jeff Hou’s ‘Design Buffet”

Seattle’s international district
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, Tokyo DIY workshop
http://tokyo-diy-gardening.org
.







Participation as
landscape management

e 2000 European Landscape
Convention

* Governments are required to
engage residents in participation
(article 5, section b)

* Euroscapes PrOJect (2010s)

= A methodology for mapping,
evaluating/managing landscapes

* 13 partners

= best practices i1n assessment,
management and preservation

= Marne-la-Vallee ‘design your
landscape edge’
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Digital participation

* E-participation: making
democracy accessible
- beware of ‘plug-in-plug out’
behavior
- limited reciprocity + trust

* The Folketrakk project
- a digital platform for education
about the benefits of citizens
engagement
- co-determination as a goal

* Critical gaming
— window into people’s perceptions

Digital realm as a dialogi
space to engage in discussions
about justice/inequities/racis




the Folketrakk Project

The goal of Folketrdk (Citizen's Tracks in English) is to generate greater insight into the needs, experiences and preferences of any local
population through local participation processes. In turn, this will provide local authorities, developers, politicians and other relevant parties with
a more comprehensive knowledge base that can lead to better and more relevant development of our cities and densely populated areas.

o 2 ® 535

Format Malgruppe Tid Antall deltakere
Workshop Alle 4 timer Fra 4-40. Deltakerne deles i
Fysisk oppmeate Seerlig egnet for barn gruppe pa 2-4 personer.
)| &
Forberedelse
Ha en klar plan pa hvordan formulere og
\ beskrive oppgaven. Ha gjerne med
A eksempler. Sett bord og stoler i grupper,
a ha klart materiell pa bordene nar
\‘ v ‘ workshopen begynner.
" '.( ’m ‘ t .
/5 Materiell

- Post-it lapper til 3 tegne aktgrer pa
« A4 papir til notater og tegninger
s +  Kort til 3 skrive Statement Starters
: + Flipover
« Skissepenner (a.la Sharpie)

4.
(|
Folketrakk (Citizen’s Tracks)}

L{l}tps:lldoga.noIfoIketl_'akkII % \ " . :;:)c;ks for a holde energinivaet

_ annare 311 & Aabsima o mbs oo

« Fargetusjer
« Tape til &8 henge ting opp med


https://doga.no/en/tools/citizens-tracks/mer-om-folketrakk/what-kind-of-city-do-we-want/

Ez Giske for ale.

Cn v riaw -y

W_

v

viegnike VAN Giske

Ovear 60 ok har alerade involven a9 | slucenarbeidet
var vad & svare pa dan eekironiske
spereundersokeisen. Dat ar vi glade lorl Noen
wendenser sog viimidierid: co fesic som svarer bor pd
Valgeraya.

Vi oppfoedrer dog som bor pd Godaya, Vigna allar
Giskae il & gnge innom sperrundarseoxsen, Baregnat
td or 7-10 mirumar

Sporeundersokaisen inner du her:
PERE 0 U YMONkEY COMIVAAMGISKa

s E MR 4

QD Tagabide © Leggtiasted  Rediger

4557 parsoner nddd

Licar - Kommanies - Dal -

Heor gurvewl or ou?

K Britt Remmen, Sgrid Anne Oile Nyeile
Yilodara, Mant Kardgen Exgong og 21 andro kkor dotio

A 22 deinger

B Jostein Synes Dot er fiost rnbyggere pd
Vederoy ‘. men alle har sickert ixks svart




Participatory Chinatown

www.boston.gov/departments/new-urban-mechanics/participatory- chmatown '



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IDuSVXC7tRM

Participation:
Does 1t work?




“The idea of citizen participation is a little like

eating spinach: no one is against it in principle

oY-Tef- NI F-T-NN R ol H-2 e [oTe]e ME e} Al /)P o rticipation of the

governed in their government is, in theory, the

cornerstone of democracyg-Rka-Ad-}a Ye Mk ¥ TN o o F- R ol K-

vigorously applauded by virtually everyone.

The applause is reduced to polite handclaps,
however, when this principle is advocated by the
have-not blacks, Mexican-Americans, Puerto Ricans,

Indians, Eskimos, and whites. And U= sBRs =R -2-Thsle) o=

define participation as redistribution of power, the

American consensus on the fundamental principle
explodes into many shades of outright racial,

ethnic, ideological, and political opposition.”

Sherry R. Arnstein, “A Ladder of Citizen Participation,” Journal of the American
Planning Association



participation is a categorical term for citizen
It is the redistribution of power t-

enables the have-not citizenspileia-Y-1-V:ANRVAN-b JHRITeI-To!

from the political and economic processes, EHIHE

deliberately included in the future.SiEE-]le} o SR

is the means by which they can induce significant

social reform which enables them to share in the

benefits of the affluent society.... BNkl I-hskKo}sl
ithout redistribution of power is an empty and

frustrating process for the powerless.”

Sherry R. Arnstein, “A Ladder of Citizen Participation,” Journal of the
American Planning Association



Not all participation
1s born equal

WE SHOULD BE HERE <€
Degrees of citizen power

CITIZEN CONTROL

DELEGATED POWER

PARTNERSHIP

Degrees of tokenism

WE ARE HERE

Nonparticipation

Arnstein, S. (1969). A ladder of citizen participation.



in house poll

* Think of your own experiences
with participation: at which
level of the ladder was 1t?

1 Manipulation 2 Therapy

3 Informing 4 Consultation

5 Placation 6 Partnership

7 Delegated Power 8 Citizen Control

* What was the main form of
engagement involved? (main
method)



The “shades of
participation”

* Nuances of participation: from
the ladder (Arnstein) to the
wheel of participation
(Davidson)

* Redefining

— Aesthetics/taste

— epistemology/knowledge

— Professionalism/expertise
 FULL PARTICIPATION

— broad, i1inclusive

— beginning with underserved
populations



Davidson, S.

April,

ppl4-15

Council obliged 10 provide a
service but chooses 10 do so

by facilitating community groups
and/or other agencies to

provide that service on their behalf
eg. the delivery of care services
contracts by the voluntary sector
Example technique: Application of

parnticipation techniques with politica

support 10 delegate power.

Delegating

limited decision
making powers

in a panticular area or

eg. Tenant

and ¢
Example t
Applicati
parucipatc
techniqu
olitical

f
dele

Apphication of
panticipation techniques

Devolving substantial decision-
ma'u.".g powers 10 communibes,
eg, Tenant Management
Organisations
Example techniques
Application of participatior
techniques with politica
support 10 delegate

DELEGATED
CONTROL

EFFECTIVE
ADVISORY

Solving problems in partnership

with communities, eg, a formal
partnership

Example techniques: Co-option

Stakeholders Groups, Design
G >

Lar

Invit ng con
1o draw up pro

~
Juries, Community Coun
Example techniques: Citiz
Juries, Planning for Real
Priority search

Council deciding on all matters
itsell, without community what you want 10 tell them,

Telling the public only

ot what the public wants to
know, eg, Press re
Exampie techniques
Press roleases, Newsletters

Campaigns

LIMITED
CONSULTATION

CUSTOMER

} complaints/comments s
Example techniques: Co

cards, One on one interview

eter, User Panels
er Groups

(1998)

‘Spinning the wheel of empowerment’, Planning, vol 1262,

3




How does participation
‘rerform’?

Sanoff (2000) ‘functions’ of participation
m generate shared ideas/visions

» democratize and disseminate information

» review/oversight of planning/design proposals
» allow pent up emotions to surface
Other functiomns:

m Opening of process to all stakeholders
= TIncorporates a diversity of viewpoints
= Meaningful participation

» Integrating concerns

» Information exchange

» saving time and avoiding costs

» Enhanced project acceptability

= Mutual learning

m Mutual respect



Benefits of digital
participation

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATORY
(SR DESIGN PROJECT FOERETRAAKIS CHINATOWN

Y

citizen control
delegated power
partnership
placation
consultation
informing
therapy

manipulation Low Low Low

POWER PURPOSEFUL MEANINGFUL ENGAGING

Ruggeri, D. and Szilagyi-Nagy, A. (2019) “Exploring the use of digital technologies in participatory
landscape planning processes”. In Kate Bishop and Nancy Marshall (Eds) The Routledge Handbook of People
and Place in the 21st Century City. New York: Routledge
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* Landscape democracy 1s a vision,
a shifting goal

— contextual, locally practiced
* Participation 1s a fundamental
instrument 1n advancing LD
* Democratic Landscape Design
— co-creating/authoring visions
— gstewarding and place-keeping
— celebrating diversity

— landscape awareness as tool for
resllience

* Participation is not a shortcut:
WE MUST BE VIGILANT!



GoogleTrends Compare

® Public participation ~® sustainability @ carbon neutrality Worldwide, 2004 - present

Interest over time

*.WMWNWNNN

Note

Average Jan 1, 2004 Apr1,2010 Jul1, 2016

Compared breakdown by region Region v & <> <

@ Public participation @ sustainability @ carbon neutrality Sort: Interest for Public participation ¥

1 Brazil  E—
2 Indonesia |
3 Greece | I |
4 France E—
Color intensity represents percentage of searches LEARN MORE 5 Colombia [— |

D Include low search volume regions Showing 1-5 of 52 regions >

Public participation

Interest by region Region v = ¥ <O <: Related queries Rising v ¥ <> <



* Participation is an ethos/culture
not just means to an end
— Bl n design and planning

processes at all stages

B s formative (NS A
AND of those who engage as partners

— to the shaping of
landscape democracy

- Beware of “technique”

. Participation “should not” be the

new tyranny

- must be reflective

- must be accountable

- must be authentic, a fit with the
community



“"An organizational model of
participation ignores  the
fact that many interactions
between people also take
place outside formal
organizations, that the
interactions of daily life
may be more important in
shaping cooperation than
public negotiations.”

Cooke; B., & Kothari, U. (Eds.). (2001).
Participation: The new tyranny?. Zed books.






How will the first transnational panel
next week be structured?

LED2LEAP 1st Transnational Panel - April 20- 15 00 - 16 30 - Community Mapping
Plenary meeting link: https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81794727115?pwd=Vytac1M1SE84M2dVMmZ3cVNmMZnBkZz09

Time Slots Breakout 1 Breakout 2 Breakout 3 Breakout 5
g [eresening  lresantng  [Presanung  [erasenung |

Freising 1 Freising 2 Freising 3
1525-1550 |Bologna  |zagreb  |Nirtingen  |Budapest  |Freisingb
1550-1615  [SLU  [SLU  |Mayland  |SLU stu |

Plenary __ |Plenary  |Plenary |

1615-1630 |Plenary  |Plenary  |Plenary Plenary
LED2LEAP Team |Luigi/Lorenzo/Roxana |Arati/Israt/Vesna/Salma |Deni/Ellen/Karl Anita/Angkita/Eszter Andrea/Thomas/Anna




