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Put your name on it. And then at the end put it in your pocket I did try this once before. And the second session I said okay folks‑‑ and they said Oh my God. I lost it. So put it in this at the end of the session. There you go.
I have some heavier duty pens. There you go. 
>> Amazing. I do. Thank you. You're good? Oh.
Good to see you all. I love that buzz.
Let's keep that pre‑class buzz going through the term. You sound pretty upbeat. So far so good. 
>> Woo. 
>> Excellent. Welcome to plan 500. One of your many required courses.
I'm sure you already know this. Comparative perspectives on planning history and futures.
My name is mike Cooper. Our wonderful T.A. I'll tell you about that role shortly.‑‑ ESHA do you want to say a quick word? 
>> Hi everyone. Nice to meet you. My name is Kesha baloney I finished my doctorate here a year ago.
And have the great fortune of sticking around post‑doc. I have been a T.A. for seven years. And some of you I know in the undergrad program. Excited to be here through the class.
Mike will share more. I won't always be here but will always be available to you. Feel free to reach out over e‑mail. Very briefly like my research with the communities and planners advocate and collaborate to create responses to complex planning challenges. I'm really passionate about decolonization and urban justice. Yeah. 
>> Thanks.
Great to have you on board. And just as Kesha mentioned.
And I should say actually T.A.'d a version of this class couple years ago. And was great. So great to have you back on board. Little bit of deja vu. And she's going to be operating more as a grader mind the scenes. So we love a lot of feedback on your work in this class. So you'll be reading comments from us. That's going to be one of the key roles that KESHA plays providing that sort of thoughtful commentary on your submissions. My name is mike Cooper. I'm a professor from right here in Vancouver. A little bit of a Vancouver nerd. I enjoy Vancouver‑specific background on Vancouver. As you will find and British Columbia. But I've worked all over the place. I was outside BC for about 20 years. Worked for the U.N. for five years. And have worked in a lot of different contexts from East Africa, Mongolia. And most recently building on Kesha's comments about decolonization. I have a little niche interest in continuing to exist colonies. So I've been working the last few years in Mon Serat a U.K. territory in the Caribbean and most recently in Bermuda another U.K. overseas territory. So really looking at colonies in the present day. Which has been really interesting actually and one of those really niche interests.
Because it's an obscure context but not so much at all. And I will try to not give too much on Bermuda and Mon Serat one thing is not to talk about some of my more niche places where I've worked and not to mention the Vancouver school board too much.
Which I often tend to draw on as a what not to do example. But I sort of have a limit. I tell TAs if you hear me talking about the VSP for more than about a minute, do stop me. And unfortunately for you, Kesha won't be able to do that. So you'll learn a lot about the VSP. I guess, sort of. So let's get right in. Today, introduction to me and Kesha. Land acknowledgment. Intro to the course. Grad school. What the heck is grad school? Why does it differ from undergrad which I'm sure you're all familiar with. Grad school is a bit of a different beast. Overview of the syllabus on the course. And they are substantive  material. Which is about humans, behaviour and space. As a launching pad for a field exercise in about the last 45 minutes to an hour. You're going to be in groups and head out onto campus and look at some spaces. And that's our plan for today. Before getting under way based on maybe a glance at the syllabus, canvas, et cetera, any questions right before we kick off? Thoughts, concerns? Okay. So we're gathered on the traditional, ancestral and unceded territories of the coast Salish people including lands of Squamish, Tsleil Waututh and Musqueam nations. And this point is‑‑ we're going to come back to this over and over again. Because obviously planning in a place like Vancouver, British Columbia. This is an inescapable element of what planning has been and in this course what the future could be.
 So we're going to talk about this today. Specifically around coast Salish plank houses. If you have not looked at I really recommend Dow. We'll come back to that paper quite a few times over the term. And we're going to come back to this point again and again over the term in a variety of our sessions.
Including sessions on different ways of knowing. And then session where we're going to be visited by a guy Jason Kalef who you will come to know well from the first nations infrastructure institute. So something‑‑ this is not the end of this. This is the beginning and we're going to come back to this land acknowledgment and related content many times.
So in this class we'll learn about histories and theories planning and how it has undertaken across time and space. I should say right off, this class is really a continuum with next term plan 505 which is ostensibly called theories of plan. I find it very hard to distinguish histories and theories of planning. Could say well pyramids are pointy. That's history and say why like sorry I'll have to tell you about the theory for it next term, right? So history and theory become pretty infused. This term we'll do a more of a walk‑through the history of planning. And next year we're going to talk about practical conundrums, questions you face of professional planners about planning theory and ethic.
With a lot of field exercises, field trips and case exercises. So just understand that these two courses are act as a single sweep.
Fair question. How do planners think about the future and the past and how might we think about informed planned future. One of the most important take aways is there's no real single answer to these questions. If we're talking about in this class it's because we don't really know the answer. Things that have really clear answers. You might have covered in undergrad or we don't think about too much in grad school so this is a feature of this class. We don't know the answer to any of these questions. We can look at one outstandingly important fact. Regarding that no instruction came forth. Lack of instruction. Which is our supreme faculty. So we're going to be thinking about ruminating on. Considering.
The big questions and planning about which very few people really have an established clear definitional answer. So if I wanted to say. One thing we learned about Covid in Covid was we learned a lot about the fact that you know this is a marathon. Not a sprint. That broader lesson I think still super important. If you are sick. No need to come to class. E‑mail us. Let us know.
You don't have to in peril yourself to do this course. Take care of yourself. It's a term‑long endeavour.
And ultimately the work can be paced out over the term in a reasonable way. So if you find yourself feeling under the weather for whatever reason. Let us know, you can work something out.
The goal here is to have a course as relatively as accommodating. Let us know what you need. Another key point, is that we're going to examen the history of multiple futures of planning. But we're not going to walk through. Sometimes people have said to me. Oh my God, I need to memorize the timeline. Just to let you know, there is no timeline. We're not really walking through like in 1411 such and such happens. 1798 et cetera. So this is not a class about dates or specific big men.
If this course follows us through a world view, it's of the annals school. Anybody familiar with the annals school of history? Awesome so I can tell you whatever I want. So this summer we had a kind of resurgence because the founder of the annal school mark Block a very smart guy executed by the Nazis was inducted into the pantheon in Paris. As a hero of the French republic. And so people naturally said sorry hang on who is mark block what's the deal? So suddenly the annuls school had a bit of a research. But the view was rather than looking at specific dates you should look at the long sweep of history and the more structural forces that shape outcomes. Environments, political cultural systems. Economic systems. But not specific necessarily people or dates. And you should look at what they call, because they were French, mentality. So these world views and how they shape the sweep of history. And that's very much kind of the paradigm we're going to work in. Now we're going to cover dates and people too. But that's not going to be our specific entry point. And I can't emphasize this enough. This is not mike hooper's take on planning history. I would be quite scared of that class. I personally would not want it. And that's because this is grad school. You are not here to associate Oh my God I wonder what mike thinks. I'm going to pitch this to mike or Kesha. She's like no this is Kesha's take on it.
But I think this is true‑‑ this is not our take.
We're discovering together themes and tensions in the history of planning.
I'm curious how many of view been in grad school before.
So a couple. And think some of the differences is between grad school and undergrad.
>> Educating‑‑. 
>> Wonderful. Okay. Well let's keep that up. Remind me of your name? Danielle, excellent. Name tags are working. Danica, excellent. Great. Other points?
What differs about grad school? Someone is being voluntold. There we go, yes. 
>> The first opportunity within your academic career where you can actually challenge a professor. 
>> Awesome, yes. And challenge each other. And challenge ourselves. Exactly. Again going back to this idea that I would be actually a little concerned if someone said I've figured out the economy folks. I've pretty much got it. Or I don't have economy but the politics part, nailed it, right? So these are murky things about which there's no clear answer. So there is this idea that there's back and forth. There has to be back and forth. We're not going to mix up my take on it or anybody else's take on it right. So excellent, other points? Yes? 
>> The way that you're e valuating is different. High school and undergrad it's like we're actually just talking about this in our last class. Like the exams. But that doesn't seem to be the focus. Seems to be more group work and collaboration. 
>> Exactly. I actually have had evaluations a really interesting comment for people who said you never got through the slides. So I had to go memorize the slides on my own. And I thought‑‑ I thought I was being so dogmatic in the first session saying like there's no test. There's no memorization. But you get locked in that undergrad mentality of gotta' memorize this. Gotta' go back and review the slides. Do review the slides. But not with a need for memorization, right? And so that's a really good point. There's no exam. There's no test. There's no gotcha. I will encourage you to speak up in class. Raise your hands. Let's talk. It's not a trap. You don't have to say what's your perspective on this and say this and I'll be like‑‑ wrong. I had a professor we were just talking at M.I.T. who was quite an interesting character and if someone posed the question to him, his answer, who is the elderly. He would always answer, I am Socrates, I ask the questions. So suffice it to say you are allowed to ask questions. I encourage you‑‑ although I do love by the way that line. So these were really good responses.
So as you just‑‑ by design. Little to memorize.
Most if not all except no single already known. So we're going to this degree. That's‑‑ deeply concerning if we pose the question about the history of future planning. And just we all completely agreed. That would just be inexplicable and quite frank. Right. So we're going to disagree. That is healthy. And importantly you yourself may disagree with your own self session to session.
And over your career you will hold many opinions on the kinds of things we talk about. And next session we will have a panel. And chosen people because they've worked in many different roles. Public and private sector. Nonprofits.
Each of them. All have found themselves refuting their former selves. Questioning this decision. This path.
And so I've chosen specifically to come and talk to you about their own disagreement with their own selves over time.
And the pros and cons of different types of planning. Roles and planning. Because planning is just getting increasingly diverse. In the past people would go Oh I'll go work for a municipality in metro Vancouver.
Done. So we'll talk about next class. The range of who a planner is.
Literally diversifying year by year. Saying the first year I came back in 2020.
Probably 19%. Thought to or did end up working for a local Intel. I would say last year, guess maybe at 60 hazard a guess. And a lot of people working in public planning. But working for a private sectored consultant. Or they are working for an engineer or a non‑profit. Or just straight up consulting firm.
Or Gods know what right? So this range of what planning work is literally diversifying why, okay. So‑‑ and as your careers are going to be much more diverse than a planner right now. Who is 55, 75. You're going to have many different roles and you're going to find yourselves adopting many different positions on what planning is over that career trajectory. So we have a focus on questions. Where possible, support your ideas and claims with arguments. What's great about that is that then someone can disagree with your arguments. Not you.
Right? They can't say Oh I fundamentally disagree with you. I just disagree or have a question about your claim, right? So the more we can provide background evidence for our positions, the easier it is for someone to engage, critique question in a civil way. Because it's less personal. They engage with your thoughts and ideas rather than you. So where we can bolster our ideas with just arguments, reasons.
And on this topic, questions. It's the greatest honour in the world right. Some think Oh my God I don't want to put myself out there because people might question.
If someone is taking the time to question you. That's greatest thing that can happen. Means the value. Question me. If someone does question you. Just switch the script. Not because they have a problem with you.
Taking the time to engage with your idea. Questions are awesome. Questions are a form of flattery. We encouraged that. So these questions are really useful. Because they help us parse out. What do we need. Good to ask ourselves questions. One that has just come up for me is what's a just city? And this is really interesting if you do comparative work and you work in a lot of contents because what you realize is. Hopefully no one's arguing for an unjust. So everybody wants a just city. But is what a just city looks really different. Three places where people said what I love about this city is that it's a just city. One of those was the‑‑ not a rich city. Master plan capital city of the '60s and '70s. High modernist in many ways.
But it emphasizes equality above all else. All land is owned by the state. Equality is the key metric of that definition of a just city. Copenhagen on the other hand has very strong social programs but really robust private sector.
Many will tell you, dames, I'm married to one, will tell you emphatically that Copenhagen is the most just city.
I think‑‑ somewhat of a stance that the idea that‑‑ dominates more just. On the other hand if you go to Dallas or Houston or Ft. Worth people will say I love this city. It's just. Why because of economic opportunity. I wouldn't want to move to Copenhagen because you have no economic mobility.
So what's important here about this question is what is a just city. Is that actually there's lots of ways to define us. Some of which we may find more or less compelling than others. But hidden out of the term just city is a lot of different definitions and arguments about what justice is, could be, shouldn't be‑‑. So we're going to dig into the syllabus in a couple of minutes. But I just wanted to sort of lay out some of the sort of shared understanding. One of the unique things about plan. If you go to almost anywhere on campus to a department. There's a kind of‑‑ economical all method. Go to Econ everyone is doing ethnography. Planning is this holdout. An awesome holdout. We have no economical method. We have no canonical theories. Now on a good day that is amazing. On a bad day it's tough because we have all of these choices.
We have so many choices right? Again I'm a planner. Therefore I use method X. You have to say‑‑ given the thing I'm looking at. Method X makes sense for these reasons. You can't just say hey, we do what we do, folks. So again‑‑ there's a pro con aspect to the flexibility of planning. But it means like we really have to justify our choices.
Almost any choices can be justified.
But we do have to say I think qualitative research is relevant for this reason.
You can't just default to certain standard operating procedures. I actually think this is one of the greatest things about planning. But on some days especially‑‑ when you're a dissertation student and you are trying to justify your method section. Dow sometimes wish‑‑ couldn't we just as a discipline to side on a method and just say I'm doing that because that's what we do? So‑‑ but on a good day the choice. If I'm thinking is that really that unique? I can say‑‑ it's really unique. In an academic environment. We are very old fashioned you might say in this regard.
Almost everybody else is lined up with a method or theoretical. So another key point before we get in the syllabus.
It's very imperative. Why? Hey I'm from Vancouver. Why don't we just dig into Vancouver. I could actually just nerd out on Vancouver and we could all talk about Vancouver incessantly. Well there's a bunch of reasons. One, comparative education, research, understanding. Helps us explore nuance across. We can learn a lot about Vancouver. I can learn more about Vancouver through my recent study of Bermuda than by most of my work in Vancouver. Because it took certain tensions that played out in Vancouver took them to your max. And then to realize Oh my God that's just like Vancouver. Then you go back to people of Vancouver and say do you realize what's happening here? I don't see it. 
>> Well in Bermuda X is happening. On the other hand when you're in Bermuda people say I think you're unique.
I think we alone are wrestling with this. And you're like have you been to British Columbia? Have you been to any other content? Everywhere is wrestling with decentralization. There is no context in the world apparently that is not wrestling with the question of centralization versus decentralization. It increases our understanding of the local by going compare. It's not a rejection.
Of a local. And in fact we want to get a little philosophical. I would argue perhaps‑‑ that the most comparative claim is actually the claim of total local uniqueness. Partially because for me to say I'm not going to look‑‑ I'm just going to look at kits. Because it's totally unique.er to downtown east side. Totally unique. That is the ultimate comparative plan because I've had to say‑‑ looking everywhere else in the world, this place is like nowhere else in the world. Which actually is not only a claim to uniqueness. It's the ultimate comparative claim. I've reviewed every context. And this is unlike any of them. So some might say that actually all research, all academic exploration, all professional exploration is comparative. The question is are we just transportive about it? Or no? So few examples. When we think about just the most common ideas planning. One of the most common ones.
So underneath that term zoning there's so much complexity. This is just one example. This is‑‑ if I say zoning to you, what pops into your mind? Zoning. Word association. What's going on in your head? 
>> Land use. 
>> Fabulous. Yeah. 
>> Classifying what goes where.
>> Perfect, what, anybody else? 
>> Density. 
>> Excellent. 
>> Housing. 
>> Excellent. Yeah? 
>> Vision. Very interesting. Very. 
>> Bylaws. 
>> I like this.
I actually think for the public I can tell what your plan is. For most people. Oh boom. A textual summary of what you can and cannot do. This in fact witnesses the city of Vancouver's zoning and part of the zoning bylaw. On the other hand this is also zoning. This is Miami's form‑based  it's their zoning legislation.
But it takes a completely visual‑‑ format. It's a physical design‑based zoning code. It's increasingly common. These are both zoning.
So hidden under zoning there's such different approaches and characterization. So we want to be really specific when we use these terms.
Because hidden underneath is huge complexity. We might be talking about the same thing. After three months of discussing you realize sorry you're talking about something like that? Oh no I always thought we were talking about something like this. Or vice versa.
Another word that will come up a lot, capitalism. Very useful. And yet also not necessarily very useful term. Because this is capitalism. A vendor in Nairobi selling fruits and vegetables. This is also capitalism. Ever grand. Currently now bankrupt. One of the most profitable‑then least profitable companies on earth. And so they are both capitals. So what are we talking about when you use the word bundle‑like. The more specific we can be the more we can interrogate these broad categories. The more useful this will be to us. Two examples. I worked with a planner who you will meet next week. Alley‑‑ from Mongolia and we worked on a project in Ula‑‑ where international planers had a plan to dense fie the capital‑‑ and planners from the world bank and the government of Mongolia then talked to residents and said do you like densification? And people said Oh‑‑ love it.
Absolutely love densification and the planner said Oh my God that's so great. Fabulous. Let's invest $400 million and get truckin'. And all these things like 100% agreement on densification. Fabulous. And then the thing just imploded. It absolutely imploded.
And so our question was why? Well it turned out that when planners were talking about dentification they meant really dense land use and high unit density. When residents were talking about densification, they don't really like unit density like an apartment. They want to be close to the neighbours.
But they don't want that apartment building anywhere near another apartment building.
It turns out your average resident is a Kar Burkes‑‑ high modernist. They want big open expanses between these towers in the park. But they went for two years thinking they were in total agreement. You like density? Love it. Amazing let's have some density. Then they start to build it. Like what are you doing? That is not what I was talking about. Similarly deficiency is another one. The plan has been to abolish all municipal elections. Which definitely intrigued. When you talk to the central government. They say awesome. We'll be more e efficient. The people who were up and arms about it. This is insane. This will be so inefficient. Like you're both using this. A little bit like princess bride. I don't think you know what this word means, right? Turns out that there's allocated e deficiencies about targeting. About local. And then there's productive efficiencies which is returns to scale. Actually both efficiency but their office. So hidden under the term efficiency are two completely contradictory ideas.
So that helps us to think comparatively and parse out‑‑. Participation similarly. We all loved participation and yet included in this term of a lot of things. If you watched parks and recreation. If you have the classic elderly person. Filibustering at the podium. That's some ways that we think it.
But then there's all these other types of participation. All called e electoral participation. Also things like Pacific waterways and wild randomization approaches to participation. All participation. So it helps us to parse out. What do you mean? What are you talking about? What specific instances can you draw upon as an example. So digging into our terms. Discovered to talk about a lot. One thing planners almost all agree that they hate is water. And when they think about modernism, if you ask a planner, you know you're at a pub and you say trying to spark up a conversation at the PIBC winter social. You could say so do you hate modernism right? And the person is like Oh do I ever. And this is exactly what they are thinking of. House stat 1924. Completely spiriting landscape of despair. And obviously there's not a lot of people. Like I really want to be right in this rendering. Just embracing the melancholy. On the other hand‑‑ van Der rose Farnsworth house is also modernism. Colonical modernism. Kind of awesome provided you have a dressing gown.
Sort of an exhibitionist friendly. But these are both modernism right? So when we talk about it it's like well what do we mean? Another great example. Who is familiar with trump tower. Anybody? Yes. How did you come across trollup tower?
>> Um‑‑ I visited there a little while ago. But yeah I feel like I've heard about. 
>> So you specifically made‑‑. 
>> Or no I was in the area. 
>> Okay. Literally you would just become my favorite student. To trollup town. Okay you happened by? 
>> Yes. And you won't miss it, right? Because it is considered one of the ugliest buildings on earth. Although it has a certain charm, right? It has the very‑‑ if you watch the Monty python‑esque Brazil, Terry Williams Brazil. It has that Brazil‑like vibe. And it inspires a hatred that is almost unparallel. I have a nice little serving plate to put cookies and stuff on when you eat all the cookies underneath is this amazing troll‑‑ tower and I almost regret having it‑‑. It was designed by‑‑. That is the Goldfinger from James bonds Goldfinger. Goldfinger was such a repellant person. It's very hard. And this is a good lesson. It's very hard for us often in the history of planning to separate what someone did from the personality. And Shrelic tower really encapsulates this in that sometimes it's unclear whether people really hate the building or they really hate Mr. Goldfinger. And people really hate Mr. Goldfinger. He is considered one of the most offensive people.
So offensive Ian Fleming who wrote the bond books and movies, based the arch villain Goldfinger after Goldfinger. Just because of his personality. Goldfinger then sued Ian Fleming in court. Provider. But the judge by the end of the case hated him so much that as damages, he was simply awarded six coffees with Goldfinger. So like hire an incredible capacity to turn even a judge is like you win, but I really hate you. And in some ways you can see foreshadowing right of similarity to like Corbusier. Separating the person and the product is really hard.
And in some ways that's also like some people are like modernism I just don't like them. On the other hand this is also modernism. One of the greatest collections of modernist buildings, Villas, housings, gas stations in the world. And they are phenomenal.
In a heartbeat. These are both moderns.
What do we really mean? So quick question for you. What do we mean when we make the all‑important term for us. Urban. And actually rather than you answer this. We're going to do a quick think compare share.
What that is you're going to think for about a minute. What is Irving. Urban. Or city. What is an city.? What is urban? Then you're going to turn to your neighbour for about two minutes and discuss. And then we'll report out. So the question here for you to ruminate on for one minute is what is urban? Then you're going to discuss with your neighbour for two minutes then we'll hear some of your ideas. Your minute starts now. What is urban. A term we all use a lot.
Okay focus. Turn the your neighbour. What is urban? Okay folks. Let's hear some of your thoughts. Who wants to share? Yes. 
>> I think‑‑ well we talked about urban in two different. I guess first is the population density in the area. And the second is kind of like what followed by those people is they build infrastructures. They kind of‑‑ you know developers feel the need. Okay so now we have to build all the infrastructures for the people there. But it's kind of layered concept.
>> I like many things like that. Multiple definitions.
Already is interesting. Right? Because you can't just say it's this. So there's a kind of population component and a spatial component. Love it. 
>> I guess for me. I saw this notebook that reads like a grid. City grid and so whenever the blocks tightly packed.
And building everywhere. 
>> I love it.
>> This is very foreshadowing of what we are going to talk about later.
So kind of orthogonal or grid. I like it. That is where that is the canonical idea. Excellent. 
>> I thought more of a social abstract. It reminds me of more social stratification. Big major density.
Whether that is global north or global south city. There's a big emphasis on growth. And the classes finding each other against the top. And I think that's more characteristic of urban‑‑. 
>> Very. So extract action. This is actually deeply woven into the anthropology sort of discipline. This idea of stratification. Sort of‑‑ it's‑‑ although one might argue it's one step maybe away from phrenology and you get into anthropology and it's a more hierarch call society develops. There's a very strong idea in the history of anthropology. But I like this idea of the social.
Especially about the way maybe Vancouver built Canada homes have this idea that a lot of homes is urban.
I think that is an interesting point. Because it's like‑‑ but isn't. How many homes would you have without relevant amenities before it's a vast place that just simply isn't urban. So what's that relationship of things other than homes to owe homes that somehow it could be social amenities. It could be physical amenities. What is that ratio that somehow defines our idea of the urban? I mean it's an interesting thought experiment to maybe if I took a million houses and put them just outside Williams lake. 40 kilometres outside but there was not a single shop. No matter how big you made it, would it actually be urban? It's an interesting question. My first thought is no. You could have a billion people but if there were no stores or schools or Hospitals.
Something missing. And I do think that relates to what you're saying. And this social infrastructure and amenities piece. 
>> I think similar to that. Talking starting off. Downtown. But then we kind of talked about where is the end to that? Urban Richmond urban. Langley.
Like he said, hope is the edge.
>> You can debate that for a really long time, right? I know people in kits. Elderly relatives who would argue that it actually ends right around the end of kits. Given that they have‑‑. But then there's someone else who is also like it ends at the end of Carisdale. So I enjoy that.
Because after 9/11 there was a great article about Manhattan. And this journalist for the New York times when it crossed the Brooklyn bridge and the prom naked right there across to Manhattan. And they are interviewing people about their thoughts about Manhattan. And they are interviewing as teenagers about 17 years old and they are asking like what do you make of Manhattan.
And this envious use and they are saying I don't know I haven't been. And the journalist had this really awesome exchange like well, you know, why‑‑ let's just go right now. It's like a ten minute walk. We can even go together. They are like no. Maybe one day. But not today.
So there's this really sort of provincialism. Even within a city about well this is the real place that's not the real place. And these divisions are really important. But it goes back to like psycho geography. People create their own demarcations that are unique in their own district. So I love that. Right. Yes. Maizy? 
>> Yeah so in terms of resources. I was thinking like a greater concentration of job opportunity. Social services and infrastructure. And in terms of the environment, I was thinking like more impervious circumstances than the ones holding space. 
>> I love this. Because it's getting back again between sort of demographic and physical attribute social.
 So you've denoted a lot of the tensions around urban. And we use the urban all the time. This word. Urban this and urban that. We'll say it a thousand times. But use to feel remember even this term it seems so clear. So contested. I love the fact that data that's out there for urban populations. It's all self‑reported. Little dirty secret about you and data. It's all self‑reported. So Zimbabwe has no property. It's awesome. Because Zimbabwe government is like great news folks. Right. And urban as well, Sweden denotes an urban area. So when they look at their percent, it's any settlement. Purely people. 200 inhabitants. That is urban. Japan, more than 50,000. China many demographically based definitions are a hundred thousand, right? That all just goes into the spreadsheet. You download that lovely excel sheet. What is percent urban? You're dealing with one definition more than 200 and others 50,000 and others a hundred thousand. Yes, please? 
>> The U.N. recently actually‑‑ they do have a definition of urban which before they were just using the countries‑‑. 
>> But the data is still yes, exactly. Self‑reported.
But they have made a lot of progress in trying to partially just so challenging, right. It was these numbers made no sense. Once you started to pull them back to back.
A great example is India. Extra between 30 and now 70%. Depending on the proportion of pounds. You consider urban. They say well how could that Bury so much about why would you not be sure about whether a town was urban or not? The range the 2011 census tried to get nuanced in the same way shade's mentioning. In a kind of very constructive way. But also a challenging one in that a town is urban if you have‑‑ and this actually touches on many of the themes. Has more than 5,000 people. If more than 75% of the male population is non‑agricultural works. So this goes back to your employment base metric. And then if there's a density level of more than 400 people per kilometre squared. It has all of these attributes. It's urban. So you can see that they are‑‑ drawing on many of these multiple different definitions simultaneously. But obviously it adds all of the complexities. Because‑‑ male population and non‑agricultural employment. There's obviously connects to ideas of the urban areas. Are probably less agricultural. But it's also very specific, right? Looking comparatively. Really useful to be digging in and being clear. Just examining assumptions that we might bring or might be associated with the data information that ensues. Pretty huge exception. Now we'll do a quick review of the syllabus. I'm not going to go through the entire syllabus blow by blow. Going to sort of summarize the key points. You are obviously may have already looked at it. You may not have. Review it. Any questions you have let me know. I will be updating the syllabus periodically. And in fact already there's a couple of little tweets. Nothing relevant for next week. When I let you know there's a new version, I'll let you know so you can refer to that. And I'll update it on canvas.
Another pertinent point is that the slides for each session are uploaded before the session and you'll find that in today for example session one you'll find the slides that I'm drawing from today.
So as mentioned the course is not going to be principally about dates and specific people.
They are going to come up. It's going to be focused on a number of themes. If you look through the syllabus you'll see week by week these thematic power nationalism. Norms perhaps one of the most important things that planners deploy and have to coat with. Public participation. Scale in the complexity. Public finance and typically the region. One less session this year because we started a little bit later than normal. So we won't cover that this year though that's one of my favorite topics. This question of what's in the degree name right? Regional planning. Yet it rarely comes up. And the in region becomes important based on climate change et cetera, the less it's considered in planning. There's some sort of fascinating intention right? We've never needed the region more and we've never studied it less. What's going on? That's the snapshot of that session. But we won't‑‑ that. So for the course there's very diverse. Some of the readings they will resonate with. You'll love them. Others you'll hate. Totally okay. As mentioned you do not have to memorize‑‑ right? There is no test. No one will say on page 14 of Jenkins and Chan. None of that. It's not going to happen. So these readings are fodder for conversation and for discussion. They present important ideas but you don't have to memorize. Some are very anthropological. Others are super quantitative. If you are going through like Oh my God I don't know like algebra. Okay you take away what you need to take away. It's not memorization based it's fodder for conversation, discussion and deliberation. And again may have noticed I've said this. You don't have to memorize the readings. And a focus on questions. Deep thinking about planning and its history in the future. So what you might do is you go through the syllabus briefly. We'll take a five minute break. We'll come back and then as mentioned you're going to get a big break because you're going to head out for the last portion of class. Okay so I'll just pull up the syllabus here. Who has had a chance to look at the syllabus just out of curiosity? Oh wow. Very impressive. Well done. So a couple of points. My office is in W‑‑ 2021 and my office hours are from 12 to 1:30. You'll see this here. A lot of people ask how do you sign up for office hours?
It's right there at the syllabus. You can sign up. Happy to chat. About the class. As a planning careers. You name it.
Feel free to sign up. I'll not go through the whole overview of the course because we basically covered that verbally now. And learning outcomes.
I will just summarize though. By the end of the course you're going to be able to demonstrate. Clearly written verbal contribution. Understanding of the history of possible futures of planning. In diverse global continents. Describe key themes. Tensions and trade‑offs that shape, practice planning around the world. Community shape complex nature of courses that have defined planning and would shape the relationship between social systems and natural environment. Evaluate arguments by how planning and planners grapple with in the future.
And converse and deliberate thoughtfully about many ways in which planning has been successfully and unsuccessfully undertaken over time and space. That's ambitious. And how will you do this? Well the readings this week on campus. All there at PDFs. Already assembled. You can review those. And then we have a number of assignments for the course. The first one is very brief and it really is. Each week picks up a first session and the last session. Or any session the way we present. You will submit to canvas under the relevant discussion tab. You'll see one already too. A question. A brief question. Which you think that if we got together after doing our readings, we did not talk about that question. It would be a travesty. What would be totally remiss to not discuss based on the topic for the weekend.
And it's a brief question and a brief take on your answer. When I say brief I mean it's like a paragraph. So it is really short. But that's income ready to roll with at least one question for class. And we may discuss it we may not. I will probably call on a few people. I review your questions before class and I might say Oh my goodness lily, your question. Would you share with us your question, right? So you submit that by 11 a.m. the day of the session. Again and it is brief.
The second set of activities is case exercises.
Pla that have place out on this court but especially plan. There's no better way to dream about planning than through a case. A case basically distills the basic details of a phenomenon. A debate of tension that's real in the world. And then you adopt the persona of particular factors. You in groups go and discuss.
And you come back and in this class you will present to relevant decision makers in the first case which is related to post and reconstruction of Haiti. To a policy maker and in the second one about bus rapid transit in China you'll present to a person in a work with as foundation in China. These are applied, interactive activities. That allow you to explore the course material in engaged way. The first larger presentation honestly it's still pretty short.
Is a planned presentation. And the groups you're going to choose a plan. The scope here it's really wide. And we encourage you to get creative. We've had everything from the line in Saudi Arabia to Greco Roman plans. Babylonian plans. I love it. Every year we cover like 5,000 years of time, right? The Indigenous plans from Mississippi. You name it. And we are not going to shunt you into a particular plan. We're very keen to find out what plans you draw upon that help explore key tensions and ideas.
About the history, present and future of planning. So there's a lot of scope here. And you'll present those to the class in October‑ish.
Each of these assignments will be prescribed in a much more detail assignment description. So for example the planned description will be distributed next week by assignments and you'll have like a three or four page summary that really lays out what the assignment is. None of these assignments are particularly huge I will say.
If you start them early it's really about good ideas. Creativity. And we are very keen to interact with you as you explore your ideas to come up with the most interesting, most creative ideas.
These are not volumetrically‑based assignments.
I detest and have no interest in busy work in doing a 45‑page paper. Short and insightful is my preference. That's my planned presentation. The second again is quite brief but this is one of my favorites. In groups you will identify a plan and one of the most important ideas in the history is public interest. We'll talk a lot about more in this term. Every planner in the world whether it's in Hong Kong, Kenya or BC is called in their professional organization documents, to serve the public interest.
However virtually every horrific thing that has been done by planner has been done while serving the public interest. So there's this fundamental tensions like what's the public interest. Do planners even quite frankly care about the public interest? We're going to find out because you are going to find a planner. You'll interview them. It can be any planner.
And you will explore this idea which has changed a lot over time about public interest through a dialogue with a plan. And again like the plans, the range of planners that people have talked to have been really exciting quite frankly. Everybody from transit planners. Senior transit planners in New Delhi to Indigenous planners in Vancouver. You name it right.
So again encouraging you to get as broad as possible. Getting as much insight.
So in you‑‑ it is not necessarily a group project.
It can be done individually.
This last month but you have the discretion. And that is to write me very brief. Publish the article about the history.
And the other is what should we replicate? The great thing about planning is there's a huge range of publications and something that planers do is submit publications. So you're going to write an article of at least 1200 words.
Either as an individual or group of up to three.
And you are going to submit. One of the things we will help Dow is find a public invitation that will help you rest. And again there will be a lot more about this when we sign it. But that's just giving you a brief overview.
And now just before taking questions. Another key part is we're going to have quite a few guests. Next week we're going to have four planners. As mentioned who would have held very different roles across a variety of sectors. Talking about what is planning and how ideas of planning shifted. We'll have alley Tu‑‑ from Mongolia. Raven Andersen from New York. Kamal shake from Tsawwassen first nation and Alice brown from Boston. Couple visitors for our respective case exercises from Haiti and China we will have Jason Kalla from the first nations infrastructure institute. Lindsay brown a local historian, activist and author.
And actually two people who aren't showing up on this version because they just agreed to join us. James Rohas in particular from Latino design foundation and they'll be having another session of participatory planning talking about their work. But I haven't added them yet. Valuation and breakdown. You can review that. It's probably not something to go over in detail.
Standard stuff about plagiarism and AI don't have an interest in doing it.
And obviously you can't just say hey‑‑ I used AI here tease assignment.
It all came from AI. You can cite AI just as you would cite any other resource. It turns out that's not exactly the get out of jail clause one would hope. Because appropriately citing AI is the nightmare.
So you can use AI if you cite it. So explaining why and how we use AI which is sort of the norm right now.
You're welcome to do that.
Probably spent a huge amount of time. If you use AI any purpose to be clear.
About why or how you use it. And the little blush.
And now just before taking questions. So we have this exercise. We have these themes and variety of activities. And our last class will actually head to the Jericho centre. Brief poster. Of your article.
Just summarizing the basics of it. A walking tour of the site of habitat four. Probably the biggest thing that happened in Vancouver outside since. Meeting of world leaders.
Which led to the U.N. habitat. International organization. And also walking of Jericho beach and use that as a jumping off point for conversation about what happened to the radicalism of habitat. What've we retained from that moment of hope. And what have we not? And why? People habitat for them think of planning right now. This class of planning as it plays out and will use that walking tour Lindsay brown wonderful local writer and historian and activist as a jumping off post.
So before taking a five‑minute break. Questions? Theories, thoughts?
Yes, please. 
  Student: Will we have exact due dates for each assignments? 
>> Yes, they are here. And that will be provided as each is assigned. So‑‑ the planned presentation will be assigned here. That is due in these two dates here. When you make presentations. Then you'll work on these two in a staggered way.
So the public interest will be assigned a week after.
So you can work on it on your phone. That is due here on November 17th. And then the publishable article is assigned on November 3rd. It's due on December 11th. But I should say if you want to get started on that too. I just didn't want to assign everything and say work on it all simultaneously because some people love that. Some are like Oh my God there's a lot of moving parts.
On the other hand do feel free to talk to us. Although there's no pressure to start that early either, yes? 
>> Besides the reader responses. Are the assignments going to be due end of day? 
>> Good question. I think I would say 11:59, yeah. Yes? 
>> For the weekly reading. Because they are quite wordy, would you expect us to focus on kind of one question to do with one reading? Or would you want us to tie it together? 
>> I think both are completely possible. Some people really like to sympathize‑‑ synthesize and actually partially the readings sometimes they've been chosen because they are in opposition.
Sessions are ways‑‑ epistemology if you want the fancy word. You know there's a really active debate. And really interesting one for us. For example you'll find very‑‑ people for example Indigenous scholars saying Indigenous ways of knowing and high science are the same thing. They are just different ways of doing exactly the same thing. There's no difference. Perfectly valid, respectable. Another paper also completely valid would say there's just no overlap between these things. They are not only different they are completely. Both really interesting. Completely valid world views. Both types of papers are in there. I'm not telling Chu one to believe and actually no one is really right. No one's resolved that debate, right? So actually some people would say I want to put those two discussions together for my own mental use to sort of‑‑ where do I stand on that? Or what do I find really exciting about one of those perspectives and not very exciting about the other. And there's no judgmental fall and that's true of many of the sessions you'll find papers again. Not sort of presented. Here's the view on X. You're going to find something that's like Corbusier is evil and then another one actually maybe it's misunderstood. I'm not‑‑ no one's resolved that, right? The mom has. But other than that the jury's out. So you'll be able to put those in contrast with each other and come down where you want. Other people just think a particular paper that's not there. All of those are perfectly okay. 
>> Thank you. 
>> Since you won't be covering the region. Would you consider publishing some material on that if we're interested in it. 
>> Oh I can put the readings for that and the slides on for that in a folder that you can refer to. Yeah. Absolutely. I was really torn about which one to leave out.
Partially to forewarn everybody I wanted to make sure we did Indigenous ways of knowing. One of my favorite class bus also this year I went to a festival in‑‑ with the world's leading expert on liver donation.
And it's Babylonian liver‑‑ literally breathing‑‑ so we are actually going to do a liver‑‑. As way to get into this question of what is legit or not legit. What is valid. Why do we have certain ideas about what is science and what isn't science? What is a legitimate or credible way of thinking about the world and what is a non‑credible way? Or are certain ways really credible about certain questions and not credible about other questions? So we will bring in sheep livers and read the entrails of the sheep. And I thought it would be so fun. Yes.
>> For the publishable article, if we are accepted into publishing the article, will the publishing fees be waived for us? 
>> I couldn't‑‑ Oh wow. You're going to learn about‑‑ finances. I don't think so.
>> A lot of the planning magazines won't charge. 
>> Yes. Great point. And you know the kind of publications will target I think brief. And so of course if you could submit to a peer reviewed journal. But I'm not pushing anybody in that direction. I'm thinking my impulse is more for professionally‑relevant publications that have brief articles. Next city planning west. Plan Canada. And none of these actually charge. So, but if you want to explore other things, please feel free. They always have a good chat about that. But then there are some little things if you do find yourself encountering publication fees.
There are very few resources for that but there are some and I'm sure they'll be happy to chat about that with you. It's sort of sad right because bit of a racket for peer reviewed journals. A lot now charge 6 to $10,000. UBC funds 30 articles a year. They have a unique system where the first 30 to submit the invoice unpaid on September 1st get paid. So it's like‑‑ I think it's a good premise for reality TV show. Like it's already so hard to control publishing but you're like‑‑ with invoice billed to you. Yet not yet paid on September 1st. It's like the idea that you could ever socially engineer that so it must work for you. We can talk a lot‑‑ that's another thing I think I'm supposed to not talk about too much. Publishing fees. Other questions? No? Awesome. Folks let's come back at 45 past. And see you in a few minutes.
We may have a values that's important. But the behaviour. What do humans do in space. What works for them. What doesn't. Is something that's actually explored.
So we want to ask to what degree are human behaviours and perceptions shared and different. And how is that shaped or perhaps more importantly not shaped planning.
Why is planning less of a behaviour than many other fields of social sciences.
And address human behaviour perceptions as both long‑term that can inform‑‑ the second thing we want to do is also start to think about our own intuition of spaces.
One of the best things of planning.
As we are uniquely amongst disciplines called to get outside.
To be in spaces and think about.
The spaces. And that's what we'll be doing our field exercises. There are several scholars. That are kind of foundation toll thinking about humans and space. You know you've made it as a couple. If you are no longer referred to as individual names.
You are the caplums and their information procession framework.
The framework and levels of community. And then two of my favorites that I saw. Shane has his own copy of pattern language.
Social life and spaces.
And there's many others who have obviously ideas about this. But they maybe have been developed into a unified theory. Danish architect of course. Jacobs of course. But they perhaps haven't developed those ideas.
To develop a theory per se. So what shake human interactions in space. Since we were talking‑‑ and folk in one of the readings notes that there's an important tension in understandings about humans. One is that actually people have very different understandings and spaces. That's really important. Not everybody‑‑ on the other hand, interestingly there's also commonalties amongst humans about how you respond to some similarity and difference. And those things are intention with each other and actually as we work through the history planning over this term, you'll see that that tension between similarity and difference is something that we come up against again and again. So there's very similar ideas about space. Probably related to evolution and genetics and yet there's also differences across cultures and individuals and we all know as members of families that there's differences even amongst families. So difference and similarity. One of these similarities is towards a preference towards Savannah landscapes.
And across many cultures have a preference for Savannah type environments.
So again these actually often are modified over one's life course. So again there's that interesting tension. Similarity and difference.
Here are a number of Savannah environments. This is Savannah‑‑ open space being created through burning. Around Mt. Hood in Oregon. Very common Indigenous practice pretty much worldwide.
The use of strategic or controlled burning to create Savannahs here in British Columbia and all over the place. And then a number of parks. What's interesting is these parks hopefully these are‑‑ very hard to tell me where these parks are. Because it turns out most parks kind of look very similar. They are trying to capture some intrinsic feeling so much so that they are hard to distinguish.
On that note, this one hi listed as‑‑ I thought those were‑‑ my computer was very dim.
And I realized it was actually urban park in Rome. So this idea of that iconic tree structure in an open space is so consistent that there is something about the urban park in Rome. And similar. Anybody know about this canonical‑‑.
Trying to Teletubby producers to get in the head what is a child just‑‑ you know. How does mom and dad need that kid occupied for 22 minutes and they put the kid in front of something and they want the Teletubbies responding to some reptilian instincts that kids have. And this is the landscape they create. And it's actually very similar to that. Savannah landscape.
So again you see this over and over again. Why might Savannahs be very appealing across these cultures. Anybody? 
  Student: Just a couple ideas.
My head is like Savannah is more lush than a desert. So there will be like resource, water available. And then also it's not as dense as like a forested area. Where there could be danger. 
>> So some sort of middle ground. 
>> Very nice I like that. 
>> This understanding that we as humans. We want to be‑‑ we can find shelter and hide from any predators. And be like a‑‑ anecdote. And they always want to fit in a place where they feel sheltered.
So it is very much true.
>> A sort of good fellows approach right. You want to have a good defensive position.
Excellent. Totally. And sow hit two pieces.
One there's this sort of instrumental or utilitarian part. Purpose of safety versus prospect.
Hardware desire to be in that type of landscape. In that type of landscape.
You've nailed a lot. 
>> These are‑‑ more visually engaging.
And just flatland. 
>> Yes. I would love because you are highlighting some of the key points as people have tried to develop this observation further.
These are exactly the points about complexity that they've tried. These are great points. Yes, please. 
>> So I totally‑‑ all this. Fuel this when I'm outside. But I was thinking about what about people who didn't live with that landscape. But through a forest. Is there a social component to this too? 
>> Absolutely. So‑‑ and by the way, this is a theory. It's not necessarily planned. But what's interesting is they have actually said‑‑ people have required it exactly. So there's a famous study where people went to Nigeria. And said let's go find an incredibly forested‑‑ there probably wouldn't‑‑ they probably wouldn't like Savannahs culturally. Because maybe you never encountered a Savannah. And what they found is when people look at visual preference in the surveys. Pre‑converting actually did prefer Savannah enriches.
But over adults who may be had become a culture‑‑ did find themselves preferring the landscape that they actually lived in. So again, this is not closed to rebuttal. But I think it's an interesting observation that maybe‑‑ that both things are happening, right. There's probably an evolutionary component to our references.
And at the same time, that doesn't mean there's not incredible cultural component too.
And both things similarly and different. Both thing happen simultaneously. Yes, please. 
>> Just to ask that in one of the readings it did say that we had a‑‑ preference. To your own bias. So that‑‑. 
>> Exactly. And it's important right.
These things are sort of happening simultaneous. And then one interesting‑‑ there's been a lot of studies.
Because there's a big interest right now in Indigenous supplier and this idea of cultural burning to effectively create open spaces. Is incredibly widespread. So now going back to and I'm sorry‑‑ I can't quite. Cat, yes. Going back to that tension between sort of is that evolutionary? Or is that actually just quite frankly‑‑ you want some open space because it has intrinsic advantages. Very hard to tease out. But controlled burning and creation of Savannah‑like environments is incredibly common which is super interesting. So as you mentioned Cat, one person that tried to take this observation a little further than that sort of simplistic level is Jay Appleton who came up with a prospect. His argument was that effectively people have this gravitation towards a combination of refuge that defensive environment. And prospect. The ability to look out and retreat simultaneously. In landscapes that offer both of those are preferred. And this is a really widely‑discussed idea.
And we'll talk a little bit more about how to phase out some examples including right around here. So if you are for example, people argue that that prospect, refuge dichotomy or tension plays out in many different environments from a Tuscan village to the English countryside to Japanese temples. And as you might have already be thinking ahead to in coast Salish plank houses, right. With this idea of refuge and prospect. Some might say actually coast Salish plank house is a canonical example of that prospect refuge dichotomy. Now going further. We'll walk through a bunch of these different ideas. That people have used to explain the relationship with spaces.
Again before getting out and doing a little bit of exploration of our own. And the cat‑‑ TM develops these ideas even further. They developed something called information processing framework. And what's really interesting is that the framework very few people‑‑ and  words that they developed are in everyday‑‑. You will have heard of coherence, legibility, complexity. Especially legibility coherence. As people talk about the urban or non‑urban environment. You hear people say Oh well I love it. Has this legibility. As some type of complexity. These turns are used with incredible frequency. But a lot of people I don't think know necessarily where why they are in the lexicon. And it's because of the capital. And they have quite specific definitions. So again going back. Use these terms we often use like Oh I really like the space very legible. Very coherent. Okay define legibility. Oh I don't know I like it it's legible.
Get very top logical. They are definitions for coherence its elements are distinct and easily recognized.
Legibility, a word planners use all the time but in a pretty‑‑ way. Fit together and direct your attention. Complexity. I think it was cat who said talking about complexity in the intermediate range of elements in a landscape review. That the argument is that humans don't like a lot of‑‑ but they don't like about Savannahs right. With the desert going back to the desert. But if you don't like too few elements. Thank you very much. Absolutely. It's important to make a grandiose exit.
Thanks. And then mystery. Inviting you deeper to a landscape. These are very specific terms that we use a lot. But without necessarily awareness of where they come from and really related to two kind of broader theme. Comprehension of a landscape or environment. And the desire to deepen. So just to give you two examples. Here is a landscape looking from without. And it's kind of fun to do this. Think of a landscape or setting and think about‑‑ variables play out. Mystery. Legibility. Yes it kind of is directing your view. Complexity, there is a multiple different things going on. Coherence that elements fit together in a sensible way. And people have dedicated a lot of time looking at different environments and sort of deploying these variables. This is the Islamic gardens in the al Hondra in Spain and you can see that these variables play out. Mystery. Coherence and complexity. Legibility. Though you can imagine if you are in another way the prospect refuge really clearly apparent. I don't really actually want to be here looking in there. I want to be in there looking out here, right? Exactly as one would expect from a prospect refuge theory. That's true of a lot of gardens and fascinating. So many gardens in so many cultures really do combine these variables in a fairly consistent way. And you can go to Naitobi gardens you can do this little examination on your own and see Oh did the information processing variables play out? And I think you'll find yes absolutely. So a question for you. UBC just to refresh our memory on their variables. Here we go. Coherence, elements are distinct and easily recognizable. Legibility, they fit together and direct your attention. Complexity, intermediate number of elements and mystery that invites you deeper. What do you think about these images of UBC but UBC in general. What's your take? Coherence, complexity, legibility and mystery. Dylan sorry.
>> I was just talking to somebody in the break before this about how compared to other modernists like SFU we find UBC legible because it has this obvious layout.
And you can say to somebody you know go down and it's I think for people familiar.
Kind of made up and resemble maybe other parts of the city understandable in a wider range of people. 
>> Very interesting. And the idea they've really preference. So I think you're absolutely right.
Legibility is a key feature. On one of the walls. And you very clearly you know it goes and it ends in a flag pole.
Or a totem pole on the err end. You have this clear legibility. So you think you're right legibility variable they've definitely pulled that lever. Yes. 
>> And I think as a result and because there's so many on campus the mystery goes down. 
>> Bingo. You've shortened this exercise. I'm curious about others. What about that variable of mystery. Thank you for bringing it up. 
>> I would argue the Pacific spirit‑‑ is where you have your air of mystery.
You have the whole green belt around. Really interesting gateways coming into campus. 
>> Very interesting. And one question I would have is‑‑ is there mystery in a car but not on foot? 
>> You can get lost anywhere. 
>> Just about mist Ehrie. I mean‑‑ this campus is ten times the size of my hometown.
And 15 times the population.
>> And what is that? 
>> Cole‑‑ BC. So I have been to campus this is my fifth day.
And every time I'm here I get lost and I find a seat I've never sat before and I took a little pathway. I thought it was going to be a little park and it was into a bush.
So. 
>> That's what that rustling noise was. 
>> So for me this is such a different space. So much mystery to me. I don't know if I'll ever not find new things. 
>> Which raises a question of scale. Maybe legibility of one scale and certainly on these long arterial kind of routes. But on the other hand, maybe east west there's very low action.
So they have really strong legibility in one access and very low legibility on the other. And they have mystery on a grand scale but the walkable scale which I think is my personal feeling is there's not much mystery on that microscope. One of the reasons sever time they find a bush or a clump of Bushes the campus planning don't repeat this to them. Every time more than three Bushes together that's called a develop full site.
And so the mystery is really quickly financialized. Yes. 
>> I would argue that there's a ton of mystery as to what's happening in these buildings. Every time I walk past some science building for something I've never heard of or a lab and I see machines that I have no idea what they do. And I know it's different from the landscape but I think there's a lot of mystery in the campus as a place of learning.
>> So conceptual mystery making physical mystery true. Excellent. 
>> I also think that some planning decisions are intentional to reduce mystery for safety reasons. 
>> Bingo. Yes.
>> Like you can see where you're going. People can see you too. And I think that's not an accident. 
>> Yes, absolutely. I will make the city program based out of Nairobi human habitat program and they've worked with women and children and cities to do safety audits.
About‑‑ very much like the kind of exercise you'll do. So saying what works and what doesn't work for you. With broken street lights.
Or uneven paving work. All those mystery spots that offer refuge. For you or someone else too. So yeah there's a tension there around mystery and refuge.
In fact at Bryant park in New York there used to be quite high hedges around it but they didn't like the idea that somebody could be on the other side of the hedge. So they had this big debate. Should you cut down all the hedges so they'd be super safe. But there was this really interesting debate. People can reasonably take different positions on it which is‑‑ you have to have a city where it's safe enough to have places of mystery.
And then other people were like that's a really cool idea. But you don't create the safety. Therefore we can't have this.
So that plays out a lot around parks, hedges, shrubs, et cetera. I saw a hand here.
Yes, go for it. 
>> Yeah, part of the complexity piece. To me it reminds me of desire cast that my campus undergraduate didn't have.
And so I think just the sheer amount of pass you can take adds to it. 
>> Very much yes. Absolutely this idea of desire lines where people choose different paths from the ones that are laid out for them such an interesting. I love websites that just encyclopedically document. Some are preposterous. People live in 90° angles.
No they don't. 
>> Adding onto that but complexity there's a lot of different layers to it. Even visually you have the brick walking paths and paved on the side. You have the grass and the trees that you can kind of walk near or walk on but then you also have the bit in the middle that has a barrier around it. So there's visually all the different types of buildings. So there's lots of different layers to the complexity. 
>> In fact at the risk of dating myself because I spend a lot of time as a kid around campus. This has become much more complex but a way that's maybe not too complex but a lot of these spaces have an increased number‑‑ used to be much more bare. So I think that is a really great improvement in a lot of these in between spaces. Really good point. Yes? And is it‑‑ Alex, yeah, perfect. 
>> So these information variables are in a very‑‑ framing.
 So we think about other senses.
And use similar framework.
>> Great question. There's so little done about this. I was annoying my children this morning by telling them you know the best‑‑ what's the best thing about Vancouver? And it being a middle‑aged man the best thing is no longer around. And the best thing about Vancouver if I may share was the point Atkinson lighthouse. Which you know went on‑‑ whenever there was fog.
And then in 1996 they decided to auto mate it but they did such a terrible job that it didn't really know what fog was. Their automation system. And so if it was sunny it did the fog thing. If it was snowflakes came it did the fog thing and drove people out of their minds.
And so then there was no more fog horn but it was such a part of the sonic landscape so this question of‑‑ so I found a SFU website called sonic scans and it's about the sonic landscape and legibility. It's from not surprising 1985 of Vancouver and they have recordings of sounds as you would hear them from different distances around Vancouver. So it was like an auditory version of these kinds of theories.
And I thought it was so awesome but pretty rare and a really cool area of exploration. Yes. 
>> Getting back to the mystery I think there is also this element where campus becomes a bit more mysterious when you have really limited knowledge about it. For example the first time I was on campus walking through and I knew there were beaches on campus but looking at these pictures how does this lead to the beach? So I think having that very limited knowledge of what should be there but you're not seeing so it what you are seeing does not compliment what you know exists in the same area and increases that mystery. 
>> And of course people don't want‑‑ there's the great story about town in California just north of San Francisco where the department of transportation has put up a camera 6,000 signs to the town. Every time they put it up, the town takes it down. They know legibility goes both ways.
Like we don't want you to know where this town is. I lived in San Francisco for awhile one of the things that fascinated me because I was naive was why does on our street even though it's no exit. Because it was right at the top of the hill. And there was all these official city of San Francisco no exit signs. And I asked my roommate like why are there no exit signs there's so clearly an exit. Oh yeah we just bought those online. No one wants anybody coming down their street to look at the view so we all get fake city of San Francisco exact replica signs to put them up and no one comes down our street. So you really don't want legibility. I see. So we're going to then take what we did here and turn it to a number of spaces of your choosing. Sure.
But I want to back up a little bit. Thinking about the early basis of planning by people we probably wouldn't think of as professional planners. But places have been planned.
Since humans have settled in.
.
And so what is planning? I think is a hugely important question and related to this idea of the humans in space and Smith in one of the articles assigned talks about how we're too fixated on orthogonal.
Straight lines straight corners. Versus organic.
Part of this idea that a lot of us have and the public has is planned places kind of in straight lines and organic places are Curvey places are not planed.
Immediately you have to think of like well‑‑ area straight line in the city. So immediately you can think of some counter factual that sort of raise questions about that.
And Smith has a great articulation of a better way.
And he argues rather than straight lines or things that can look and feel organic which is pretty loose way of thinking about it. He argues that it's related to coordination of buildings and spaces. When spaces are coordinated with respect to others, that probably reflects. But that doesn't necessarily have anything to do with straight lines. Right angles or anything to do with that.
And when urban forms are standardized and that doesn't necessarily have to be a big building. Doesn't have to be a stone building. Or what we would think of as a formal building.
So he has all these examples where if you look at that lens.
This Mississippi settlement suddenly if you are thinking about it doesn't look planed.
If you think about coordination of buildings and standardization it looks really planned.
That is of course true of an Aruban town or Nigeria which you might on first glance think that's not planed.
Very few straight lines but in terms of coordination and standardization it has all the hallmarks of planning. And then of course something like an ancient Chinese capital. That feels so planned. Because it's lineal. But it's by no means clear that this was planned and these are not. So he also argues many people think of planning in terms of two items.
And just like our capelans coherence legibility. You'll hear these words all the time. Formality.
What is formality? And what is monumentality. Anybody want to throw out a definition? Things planners talk about all the time. It's informal. Probably our favorite dichotomy.
Really hard like you just said formal. Yes. Remind me? Haley. Yes exactly of course.
One of my advisees distinctly embarrassing. 
>> Formality would be more so like appearing planned.
Than having that formal versus informal aspect. Like there's been tension behind it. 
>> Excellent. You actually nailed it. And would critique the idea that formality should be used as a measure of planning but you're exactly right in what people think formality is. Excellent. And what about monumentality? Yes, please? 
>> Going back to the idea of legibility it's the thing that your attention is supposed to be directed to.
It's often more laborious. More crafted. Bigger.
Grandiose. 
>> Grandiose, I love it. Excellent. So formality which a lot of people associate for planning.
Are clear to participates. Or observers. Monumentality buildings are bigger than they need to be. What do you think‑‑ and Smith talks about this. I know in the first week it's often unclear whether there are readings.
So I get it if you didn't do the reading. But what do you think might be the problem. Or you might argue is a problem with using these as benchmarks? Yes, please.
>> Yeah your ability to identify‑‑ experiences. 
>> And big. Big things might be important. Or they might not be important at all. Or you see this with Stonehenge, right? You go back and forth. Read an article BBC Stonehenge was the most important thing in the world. And then archaeologists found it utterly meaningless. Like also possible I don't know. This large thing could have been incredibly important or unimportant. Exact‑‑ focus on monumentality. We might overemphasize things that are big. And we might miss important things when they don't appear to be big. And a great example of this‑‑ anybody know what the tenth largest pyramid‑‑ is? Tenth. Biggest. Yes.
The bass pro shop in Memphis. You know archaeologists 2,000 years from now they'll be like‑‑ what was the symbolic religious meaning of this thing? And if you were a time traveller you'd be like dude bass pro shop. Which has symbolic meaning and if we think of‑‑ Khan in Mexico it's big, it's‑‑ and has a sense of permanence so we might deduce importance from that. Now if we think about British Columbia where there was very little stone building, we have been in the past inclined to think therefore the built environment of Indigenous people was not very important. But that's partially because we are unable to see that importance. Because we have this preference for stone. And a certain size objects. What Smith calls‑‑ I love this term, litho centrism. We have a fixation on stone and yet scale of many buildings in British Columbia more easily visible on the coast. But actually also true in the interior‑‑ were huge. We just fail to see them partially because they are often gone because they were wooden. So that ability to see things is subject all through biases and that's why I love this article. So we'll come back to many times. And if you only read one thing, read‑‑ it talks about time‑‑ longhouses‑‑ term. And just really goes through very mechanical way describing the construction and life of a plank house. In this case watching the Oregon border but very similar to plank houses in Musqueam or elsewhere on the coast here. And it is a mind boggling article. It's very dry, but it just lays out what went into a plank house. The monumentality. Now we are unable to really appreciate the cases monumentality because buildings aren't physically present unless they are reconstruction like in the examples they are talking about. But when you really get into, what was the scale of build it on the structure like this. Fairly regular structure on the coast of British Columbia or Oregon and Washington. It is set. Talking about 1652 trees and a really interesting pieces that as‑‑ will argue, western Red Sea was interesting because it doesn't generally grow. The Red Sea was one of the common trees used. So it doesn't grow in groups. And those that are close to water of these rivers. That you would want to transport to your construction site, are very low quality. Because they get very‑‑. You don't want to use the ones that grow in a convenient location. So what you need to do is find ones that grow‑‑ often individually. Remotely and far from the rigor you need to move said long into. So this takes vast human effort and plan. To move one of these trees often takes hundreds of people. So a single one of these buildings would take over a million board feet of western‑‑. And what's interesting is to raise one of these buildings took about 3600 people. Now what's interesting at that time, that was 113% of the regional population. So there's a politics here that is not immediately visible. Not visible because you often don't see the buildings now so you'll miss it for sure for that reason. But if you think about the magnitude of the construction you realize undermined was a massive state cooperative enterprise that were required. Diplomacy working with neighbouring communities. You might not have liked. And actually required government, regional cooperation, high diplomacy to build a building of this magnitude. And it's really‑‑ you can read on. But again it involved state‑‑ deployment of state pow, state cooperation, diplomacy et cetera. And a scale that's just mind boggling and yet our litho centrism often means even well intentioned people like folks would underestimate the sheer magnitude of what this represents physically, politically, socially. Yes? 
>> Just a quick question about the magnitude. From the diagram but compared to‑‑ something on the scale of a building we're all familiar with. 
>> Oh thank you very much. You're looking at something about this size. I did not pay for her to organize that. But also one thing you notice immediately going back to prospect refuge theory actually the plank house is really almost a canonical example. Refuge and prospect.
And again the scale sin credible. And it involves plan coordination ability in the audience. There's a similarity of element to element. It's replicable and a coordination amongst them. So many have argued the plank house is cosmological representation. Of Indigenous well being. Where people resided within the plank house. Well families also spoke to hierarchal relationships et cetera. And this takes us to another important understanding of people and place which is the meaning that the context social construction and meaning of these spaces. And Amos Rapaport is perhaps the best known person who looked that the and he characterized three levels. Eye level. Medium level and low level. High level are cosmological meanings of places.
Medium level are power control human relationships and low level are physical behaviours and movements in space that's sort of more human interaction with physical space. So just to give you one example, here is‑‑  Mexico City. And the high level meaning. Related to ideas of as tech cosmology. About sacrifice that happened at this spot which was then replicated at the spot. So it's a symbolic representation of world views.
Middle level meaning is about the power of the empire and Emperor who has prestige and who doesn't and tells you a lot about societal relations. Low level some can go in some spaces some in others. Some can navigate different barriers. So I would love to do that same analysis. This is a Vauxhall of Germania or Berlin.
This with the was his plan for Berlin. Talk about legible and this is the people's hall.
I'm curious. What is the high level, middle level and low level meaning? Maybe start with high level. Yes? 
>> I feel like they are trying to make a connection. In this style. 
>> Totally. We are an important symbolically important empire.
Because we are like Greece. We are like Rome. Yes, great.
And even trying to capture or replace the power of Roman Catholicism with a new power. Yes excellent.
Other high level or middle level meaning of interpretations? I think this quasi religious idea of party replacing church is pretty clear.
And also on a more pragmatic level the party can do fast things. It has power.
So there's this very hierarchal social relationship of different people. This is very much conveying symbolic power and practical power. 
>> The populism of it.
The ability for people to access it and go into and see the example of German power in tradition. So the vision into it. Because of the size of it.
>> You can imagine it's called the people's hall but only certain people could go into this hall. So very low level certain people could go in certain people can't. Prohibitions and allowances.
So this high medium low level raiment is useful and the size as you've already alluded to. Called this building the monstervow great German word and actually it was related to the third Reich's theory of ruin‑‑.
Derounian‑‑ and that is such an interesting thing about people in place. Once the British started to bomber Lynn. They realized that all of their magnificent buildings just crumbled into nothing. And they thought good God what kind of civilization‑‑ we're not like Greece and Rome going back to your point. I thought we were like Greece and Rome when you go to Rome, there's the ruined aqueduct and the ruin building of this. A broken column. When our stuff gets bombed, it's just dust. So we must not be a real civilization. They developed a theory of ruin‑‑ so they had a zoning code as you will. Building code that builds for the pragmatic destruction of buildings that stand up. But then they wanted buildings that when destroyed would be magnificent. So everything was yore built to a certain degree so that when it was destroyed. It was impressive as a ruin.
This is their theory.
So again symbolically it goes into place. Unless we think this only happened in the third Reich. Obviously they were terribly weird. Yale completely different context. They had the same idea. They've built buildings. Especially in the 1800 and is they thought gosh we were‑‑ Cambridge buildings don't they look great. But turns out if you build an amazing limestone building right now, it actually looks a little crass. So then architects thought what can we do here? I know. Acid. So what they would do is take vast amounts of acid and pour it over the new building to prematurely age it so that it actually looked like a building that had meaning and value as an intellectual environment because obviously learning in a brand new building that's just crass, right? So needless to say higher medium and low level medium they play out all over the place. Once you sort of turn on your observational abilities you can see it everywhere.
I won't read the whole coat quote but it's just fabulous. Very literary. Document describing people's relationship.
Very different but similar also because it comes from a passion purpose. And a lot of people would say what's a planer?
It's a person with a rabid passion for place and relationship with people and place.
So I would call it a planner. Why because he's just dedicated to the interaction of people and places.
And in‑‑ no one has hated planners more than Ian‑‑. Actually I would say he is a planner. He can't retaliate. So probably lucky because I don't think he would be too pleased about that. And he wrote a famous article in a very appropriately titled issue of architectural review called outrage. If there was one word to describe him, it was just outrage. So the whole issue is just‑‑ called outrage narratives.
And his specific article was called subtopia and he just argued that planners were creating subtopia and hence a person called a subtopian and let's say it's not a compliment. It produces subtopians unless we are shocked into awareness the consequences of our visual laisses faire make us incapable of distinguishing good from bad. Not just aesthetics and artwork but whole existence as individuals is at stake. So I would say he's a planner. He cares passionately about that relationship of people and place. You I'm sure will have your own authors, writers, musicians et cetera who document relationship between people and place. Look forward to hearing about those. But another type of person who has that interest is you. And that's what I would like to explore now. From about 45‑‑ we'll break up into groups. Here's‑‑ five groups of about eight. So I'll count you off. And you go find any space on campus. It doesn't have to be far. And you will take that space and explore it through these different lenses that we've talked about today in which you read about. And you submit it to canvas. Very brief. One page thing with photos. Write up your assessment of those photos. Put it in the discussion stab. You'll see the description of the assignment under assignment descriptions. Field exercise. On campus. And I'll give you an example of my assignment. This is‑‑ so I chose two places. Right up here at this pathway which some is nameless between west wall annex and‑‑ air. Right here. And the nest. The Bain of my existence. There used to be something called the sub. Did anybody go to the sub? I loved the sub. The nest. So this is my take uses the readings and what we thought for today. You'll do something similar but with your own space. It can be anywhere on campus. It can be a bench. It can be a building. It can be an avenue. It can be a path. It can be a bush. You get to choose what site you feel your group feels strongly about. So Appleton’s prospect refuge theory and the capital information processing framework helped me understand why around Lesair but having an aversion to entering the nest especially from university boulevard, as you can see, the path leading between main‑‑ and the west hall here. Combines both prospect and refuge. Pleasant combination of coherence. Similar scale of elements bordering legibility. Clear route through the site and a focal statute. Complexity with a diverse yet not overwhelming number of elements and mystery with a slope downwards and forest on the horizon. Promising some interest ahead. The nest entrance profoundly lacks all of these with no coherence. No connection between the elements. No legibility. No clear path. Little complexity and no mystery. There is a clear barrier to further‑‑ and I always love this just bizarre barrier which basically says we really strongly recommend you don't come in here. And just in case you didn't get it there's also this strategically placed lamp post that says halt, reconsider, go wherever you came from. So that's my take. I'm curious in your sights and your takes. You have 45 minutes. I will just summarize and then count off. You can just submit this any time. Sooner the better. Doesn't have to be particularly polished. It's a short assignment. So planning has been undertaken in many ways and there's not only about orthogonal versus none orthogonal planning. Also about coordination and this reflects power relations. Economics and culture. Our understanding is space related to culture and places therefore varies. But also related to human nature. Experiences needs so simultaneously shared and important but not well understood ways. Finaly given less attention to behaviour. We have a strong foundation of empirical studies and methods as well as literary artistic efforts to try to understand the past, current and possible future understandings of space. For next week, do the readings. Submit that question. Brief question. And come prepared to chat. And engage in class and if you have any questions shoot me an e‑mail or also sign up for office hours and on that note, I'll count five groups. So just remember your number okay.
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