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ThisneweditionoftheInternational Manual of Planning Practice(IMPP),uniqueonanumberof
aspects,buildsonandexpandstheprevious2008edition,providingnewdataandincreasingthenumber
ofcountriescovered,135nowand101inthe2008edition,theresultofanextendedcollaborative
workofnumerouscontributorsaroundtheworldandofanexcellentcoordinationandsynthesisby
theeditors.Thebook,publishedtomarkthe50thanniversaryofISOCARP-InternationalSocietyof
CityandRegionalPlanners,offersthemostcompleteandupdatedoverviewofthecontextofplanning,
basedoncountrydescriptions,followingatemplatedefinedbytheeditors,andonacomparison
ofplanningsystemsaroundtheworld.Fromitemergesclearlyavisionofplanningsystemsand
practicesmarkedbydiversityandrapidchanges.Itwillbecertainlyamandatoryreferenceforall
thoseinterestedincomparativeplanningstudiesworldwideandforanyonewillingtolearnabout
specificissuesinplanningpracticeinawiderangeofcountriesinAfrica,America,Asia,Pacific,
andEurope.Thebooknotonlyprovideskeyandessentialinformationregardingthestructureof
thespatialplanningsystemineachcountrysurveyed,highlightingthediversityinplanningsystems
andinplanningpractices,asitalsoexploreskeythemesconfrontingspatialplanning:sustainability,
governance,useofICT,amongotherrelevantdimensionsforthestudyofplanning.Thecommunalities
andthedifferencesinplanningsystemsandpracticesamongthecountriessurveyedareexamined
anddiscussedinthebook.ThiseditionincludesalsoaUSBcardwiththecountryprofiles,which
willcertainlyproveuseful.

Thebookisstructuredintotwomainparts.Thefirstisanintroductoryessay-‘Theworldof
planninganditsfuture’(pp.9-74),inwhichtheeditorsofferanoverviewofthecontextofplanning,
similaritiesanddifferencesfoundinplanningsystemsandplanningpracticesinthese135countries,
indifferentregionsoftheworld.Thesecondpart-‘Planningsystemsataglance’(pp.76-219)traces
brieflythecurrentstatusofindividualplanningsystemsineachofthe135countriesexamined.

In the first part - ‘Theworldofplanningand its future’ - the editors show thatdespite the
globalizationprocess,economic,socialandculturalprocessesarequiteunevenworldwide,andthat
thesedifferenceshavecompleximpactsintheplanningprocessandintherespectiveoutcomes.The
essayisdividedintothreemainsections.Insection1(´Contextofthespatialdevelopmentprocess’)
theeditorsdealwithgeo-political transformations,economyandinequality, thechangingroleof
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planning,recentevolutionofplanninganditscontext,shiftofemphaseswithinplanning,andinformal
citiesandplanningresponses.Insection2(‘Commongroundofplanningandpracticalandinnovative
departures’)theeditorsreferwhatthecountrieshaveincommonintermsofcontext,competenceand
institutionalarrangementsforplanning.Thethirdandlastsectionofthisintroductoryessaypresents
theconclusions.Planningtendstobeprimarilyfocusedonurbanareas,givingmuchlessattention
toruralareas,andbeingincreasinglycomplex,planningsystemstendtobeineffectiveinpractice,
leadingtotheideathatplanningisincrisis,duetoaseriesofbarriers.Amongotherreasons,the
lackofplanningskillsandeducationinnumerouscountries,theinsufficientnumberofprofessional
planners,andthescarcepublicresourcesappliedintheplanningfieldareinpartresponsibleforthe
perceivedinefficacyofplanninginmostofthesecountries.

Inthesecondpartofthemanual-‘Planningsystemsataglance’-theeditorsofferananalysisof
planningissueswithwhichthe135countriessurveyedinAfrica(28),America(25),AsiaandPacific
(34),andEurope(48)areconfrontedwithandtheextenttowhichtheirapproachestoplanningdiffer.
Diversityemergesasaconstantfeatureinallaspectssurveyedinthisstudy(e.g.,extensiveandrapid
urbangrowthversusslowurbangrowth,orareasstillpredominatelyrural;spatialplanningsystems
withdifferentdegreesofformality;oroldandconsolidatedplanningsystemsversusrecentones,
amongmanyotherdifferencesordualities).Foreachofthesemainworldregionsconsidered,the
bookhasashortintroductionthatdealswiththefollowingissues:independenceandconstitution;
general characteristicsof thecontinent (demography,economyandurbanization); administrative
competences inplanning;main laws related toplanning; planning instruments anddevelopment
control;sustainablegovernance;useofICT;andplanningpractice.Eachcountryintherespective
continent is then described according to a common structure in five main sections, although in
somecasesthereisnoinformationforallpoints:generalcountryinformation;planningframework;
planningprocess;sustainabilityandgovernance;andplanningsysteminpractice.Inotherwords,
thesecountryprofilesprovideanoverviewofthecontextofplanningineachcountry,discussthe
complexinterrelationshipsbetweenformalplanningsystemsandplanningpractices,aswellasthe
importanceofinformaldevelopmentprocessesinthesecountriesandtheimpactofthecontinuous
transnationalflowofplanningideas.

From thesecountrydescriptionsemerges the idea, confirmingpreviousevidence, that there
are significant differences between the formal planning systems and the respective practices. It
comesoutalsotheideathatthecontextofplanningchangedinmostofthesecountries,forinstance,
from traditional and hierarchical forms of government to networked governance, namely in the
implementationstageoftheplanningprocess,accompaniedbyageneraltrendtowardsincreasing
decentralisationordevolutiontosub-nationaltiersofgovernmentorpoliticalregionalization.Citizen
participationinplanningseemstocontinuebelowwhatisinthelawinsomeifnotinmostofthe
countriessurveyed.Concernswiththeenvironmenttendedtoincreaseandbecameacentralfocus
inmostplanningsystems.Linkedwithsomeoftheselesspositiveornegativepatternsisthelackof
adequateprofessionaltraining,afactalsonotedinmanyofthesecountries.

Onthecontrary,theevidenceprovidedinthebookrevealsalsoanumberofcontinuitieswith
previousanalysisofplanningsystemsandpractices.Whilethedebatearoundthepoliticalortechnical
natureofplanningseemstohavemovedinfavourofavisionofplanningasaninherentlypolitical
endeavour, other dualisms in the planning debate seems to continue in similar terms as before.
Commontomanycountriesistheattempttocreateorreinforcesub-nationaltiersofgovernment,
againanunevenprocessaroundtheworldastheevidencecollectedshows,withfederalandunitary
states revealing important differences in this respect. Public participation is a widely-accepted
principlealthoughitspracticeisfarfromacceptableinseveralcasesexaminedinthebook.National
spatialplanningandevensupranationalplanningperspectivesareincreasinglyseenasimportantand
necessarycomponentsinspatialplanningsystems.Inadditiontothese,manyotherissuesremain
openandaresubjectedtocontinuousdebate,asisthecaseoftheroleandresponsibilityofplanners
andtheeffectivenessofcitizenparticipation.
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Insum,thebookoffersauniqueandupdatedoverviewofplanningsystemsworldwide.Confronted
withsonumerouschangesandnewtrendsinplanningpractice,itseemsnecessarytointroducealso
changesinplanningeducation,inlifelonglearning,amongotherreforms.Forallthesereasons,the
International Manual of Planning Practice(IMPP)willbeofinterestforstudents,researchersand
policymakersinterestedincomparativeplanningstudies,includingallthoseworkinginthefieldof
urbane-planning.
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