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TheInternet,andallthedigitaltechnologiesassociatedwithit,affectsthepracticeofurbanplanning,
asprevioustechnologicalchangeshavealsoimpactedinthewaycitieswereplannedandmanaged.
Inthebook‘UrbanPlanningintheDigitalAge’NicolasDouaydealswiththechallengeswithwhich
urbanplanningprocessesareconfrontedduetotheincreasinglyextensiveuseofdigitaltechnologies.
Theaimistopresentananalysisoftheeffectoftheuseofdigitaltechnologiesoncityactors,urban
planningmethodsandprocesses.Andforthat,NicolasDouayraisesonemainresearchquestion-
‘Whatistheimpactoftheuseofdigitaltechnologyonurbanplanningmethods,actorsandprocesses?’
-andformulatesfourhypothesisabouttheevolutionofurbanplanningstylesduetothesedigital
technologies,arguingthatineverycitytherewillbeacombinationofthecharacteristicsconsidered
ineachofthefourhypothesis,thusmakingurbanplanninginallcitiesanhybridoftheusesthatcan
bemadeofthenewdigitaltechnologies.

Thefirsthypothesisadmitsthereturnofanexpert-basedurbanplanningwiththedominationof
technicalactorsinurbandevelopment,whichmaygiveanadditionalimpetustotherevivalofrational
planning,nowin theformofsustainableurbandevelopment.Thesecondhypothesisadmits that
urbanplanningisunderthepressureofanextensionoftheurbancapitalistsphereinthesensethat
privateactorsfindnewmarketsduetothedevelopmentofthedigitaleconomyandinsomecases,as
forinstanceUberandAirbnb,willhaveasubstantialimpactonthemanagementofcities.Tosome
extentthiscanbeseenasacontinuationoftheprivatizationofthecity,whichNicolasDouayfinds
somehowassociatedwithstrategicplanningthathasbeenintroducedgraduallyinpublicadministration
andinspatialplanningsincethe1980s.

Inthethirdhypothesis,theauthoradmitsthatcitizenswillsearchforalternativeurbanplanning,
takingadvantageofthepossibilitiesofferedbythesenewdigitaltechnologiestoaddressurbanissues,
asinthepastthroughsocialmovements.Inthefourthhypothesisconsidered,NicolasDouayadmits
thatthisdigitalrevolutionwillopenupurbanplanninginstitutionsinthesensethatdigitizationof
urbanplanningprocessesallowsthecirculationandopeningofpublicdataandatthesametime
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createsthroughthisopendatanewformsofdialogbetweenthedifferentactorsandstakeholdersin
thecity.Implicitinthishypothesisistheideathatthepracticeofurbanplanningbypublicactors
willchangeasaresultoftheparticipatoryplanninginstrumentsandthenewspacesfordiscussion
anddeliberationcreatedbythenewandemergingdigitaltechnologiesinthefieldofurbanplanning
andurbanpolicymoregenerally.Inthiscase,NicolasDouayseesthisevolutionasacontinuationof
thecommunicativeparadigminplanningwhoseaimistoreachconsensusthroughtheinteraction
ofasignificantlargenumberofactors,aprocessthatdigitaltechnologiescanmakemoreeffective.

Thebookcomprisesfourchapters,eachrelatedtooneofthefourhypotheses.Thefirstchapter,
‘AlgorithmicUrbanPlanning:TheReturnofExperts’(pp.1-36),dealswithmethodsandquestions
thepossibilitiesofarevivalofanexpert-basedurbanplanningbasedontheadventofBigData,
expressedbyvisualizationsandmodelling,aturnbacktosomeofthepremisesofthetraditional
modelofrationalplanning.Thisnewtrendraisesthesamesortofcriticism.NicolasDouayidentifies
atleasttwo,onebasedontheMarxistcritiqueofrationality,seenasaconceptthatdoesnotquestions
societyorthecapitalismsystem,whileatthesametimeitmaybedominatedbyeconomicforces.
Thesecondkindofcriticism,relatedtotheapproachofcommunicativerationality,underlinesthe
needofcitizenengagementintheplanningprocess,whichisabsentinthismoretechnologicaland
rationalperspectiveofplanning.

Inthefollowingchapter,‘UberizedUrbanPlanning:ExtensionoftheAreaofUrbanCapitalism’
(pp.37-65),theaimistodiscusstheeffectsofthedigitizationofcitiesonprivateactors,andto
examinehowthesenewdigitaleconomyactors,suchasGAFA(Google,Apple,Facebook,Amazon)
orNATU(Netflix,Airbnb,Tesla,Uber)impactonthecityandonplanningprocesses,andhowpublic
plannerscanreactandinthatwaystillcontrolthemanagementofthecityaccordingtoageneral
public interest.Theemergenceof thesenewactorsand theextensiveuseofdigital technologies
renewedtheinterestandtosomeextentisredefiningthenatureofstrategicspatialplanningthathas
beenadoptedinmostcitiessincethe1990s.Similarcriticismscanthusberaisedtothisrevivalof
strategicplanning,namelythemoreimportancegiventothemarketlogiconthecitydevelopment
strategiesthantothepublicinterest.

Chapter3,‘AWiki-UrbanPlanning:SearchingforanAlternativeCity’(pp.67-103),focuseson
citizensandcivilsociety,questionsthelegitimacyofpublicauthoritiesanddiscussestheemergence
ofalternativemodels.Indeed,thedigitizationofthecityisbeingfollowedbythedevelopmentand
expansionofapluralityofactors,thenewdigitaleconomyactorsexaminedinthepreviouschapterbut
alsothecitizens.Theaimofthischapteristhustoexploretheeffectsofthedigitizationofthecityon
civilsocietyactorsengagedintheplanningprocess.AlongthechapterNicolasDouaydiscusseshow
thesetechnologiesreinforcecivicmobilizationandhowdotheuseofdigitaltechnologiesbycommon
citizenschallengethelegitimacyandtheabilityofpublicactorstoplanandmanagethecity.These
newdevelopmentssomehowcontinuethepreviouscommunicationapproachesappliedinplanning
sincethelate1980sorearly1990sandarethereforesubjecttothesamesortofcriticism,namelythe
factthatplanningisaffectedbypowerrelationsandthereforetheimpactcitizenengagementcanmake
dependsonhowinstitutionsdealwiththat,apointNicolasDouayaddressesinthefollowingchapter.

In‘Open-SourceUrbanPlanning:TheRenewalofPlanningInstitutionalPractices’(pp.105-
143),thelastchapter,NicolasDouayexaminesanddiscussesthemeansandopportunitiesprovided
bydigitaltechnologiesfortherenewalofplanningmethodsandparticipatoryplanningtoolsand
practicestoo.Theaimofthechapteristhustoexaminetheeffectsofthedigitizationofcitieson
urbanplanninginstitutions,onhowplanninginstitutionsaredevelopingnewcontactswithcitizens
andthecivilsocietyinordertodevelopnewformsoflegitimacyalongideasalreadypresentinthe
collaborativeplanningparadigm.

Inconclusion,NicolasDouayshowsalongthebookthatthewidespreaduseofdigitaltechnologies
istranslatedinmultiplelocalconfigurationsofurbanplanning,asaresultofthediversityofpower
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relationsineachcity,andshowsalsothattheongoingdigitaltransformationswillhaveanenduring
impactinthenatureandpracticeofurbanplanning.Thebookraisesalsootherissues,suchasthe
needtore-examinethewayplannersaretrained,orissuesofdigitalsecurity.Theexplorationand
criticalanalysisoftheimpactofthecurrentdigitaltransitioninthepracticeofurbanplanningmake
thisbookahelpfulcontributiontoourknowledgeofurbane-planningdevelopmentandinthatsense
itisofinterestforreadersoftheInternationalJournalofE-PlanningResearch.
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