GEOG 604--Fall 2009-- Jacque Chase-- Wednesday 5-7:50 p.m.  Butte 111
Office Hours: Wednesday 4-5 or by appointment

GEOG 604—Planning Theory and Practice

Department of Geography and Planning

California State University, Chico

Course Objectives

This graduate course covers the historical, philosophical, and social foundations of urban and environmental planning. You will not learn how to be a planner in this course. Rather, you will (hopefully) discover the importance of thinking critically about planning practice. After an introduction to planning theory and deliberative/reflective practice, the first part of the course will focus on the history of planning, especially planning for cities and towns. The next part will return to the practice and methods of planning. These practices are relevant for urban, rural, or environmental planning although the “field” has developed  mostly around urban planning. 
Course Organization and Requirements

Students are required to attend every class and to complete readings before class. We will critically examine the readings closely in a seminar format. Students will be assigned discussions to lead throughout the semester, and those who are not leading will bring their own written critiques and questions on the readings to class to be turned into me. 

Three short field assignments invite reflections on the relationship between planning theory and practice. 

You will write a final literature review of 7-10 pages in length which discusses a topic in planning theory of your choice (to be cleared with me). 

Assessment

You must get at least a “B” in this class for it to count towards your graduate studies.

A:    95-100 percent 


B+: 88-89

A-:  90-94 



B:   85-87

	Assignment
	Points
	Total

	12 weekly preps for seminar (leading or critiquing; must attend to get credit)
	10 each
	120

	3 field assignments
	10 each
	30

	Final essay
	20 
	50

	Total
	
	200


Course Readings

Two books can be purchased at the CSU Chico bookstore: Peter Hall and Jane Jacobs. I can make a reader if students want, but readings will be available as PDFs on our Vista site. (Comprehensive bibliography at end of this syllabus.)
	Week/date
	Topic
	Readings
	Assignments
	Other Information

	1   8/26
	Introduction to Planning and Planning Theory


	Friedmann 1987, 2008
Alexander Ch.3
	
	

	2   9/2
	Reflective practice 
Stories
	Forester 1999 Intro and Ch. 1 

Schön Ch 2, 7
	
	Student discussion leader(s):

	3   9/9
	History of Planning: Social Reform, Modernism
	Hall 2002 Ch. 1, 2, 7, 13


	
	Student discussion leader(s):

	4   9/16
	History of Planning: City Beautiful
	Hall 2002 Ch.3, 6 

Abbott & Adler 
	Field assignment due: Interview a planner on reflective/deliberative practice
	Student discussion leader(s):

	5   9/23
	History of Planning: Garden Cities, Utopia, City in the Region
	Hall 2002 Ch. 4, 5, 8
	
	Student discussion leader(s):

	6   9/30
	Critiques
	Jacobs Part I
	
	Student discussion leader(s):

	7   10/7
	Critiques, continued
	Jacobs Part II, Ch.18, 19

Hall 1982, Chapter 5
Lindblom
	
	Student discussion leader(s):

	8   10/14
	New Urbanism


	Grant

Fainstein 2000
	Field assignment due: Critique a neighborhood
	Student discussion leader(s):

	9   10/21
	Planners’ Roles

Ethics and Planning

Situated Planning
	Alexander Ch. 5; 
Wachs 
Forester 1999 Ch. 8

Campbell, H. 2006
APA ethics: http://www.planning.org/ethics/
	
	Student discussion leader(s):  

	10 10/28
	The Communicative Turn

Visioning 

Community of Practice
	Healey 1996
Carp

Hoch

Gaffikin & Sterett 
Schweitzer et al
	Clear final paper topic with me
	Student discussion leader(s):

	11  11/4
	Is rural planning an “oxymoron?”

Neo-Liberalism and Rural/Env. Planning: Stakeholder and collaborative models in environmental planning
	Elliot
Duane 
Gallent
	
	Student discussion leader(s):

	12  11/11
	Veterans’ Day
	
	
	

	13  11/18
	Social Difference and Planning


	Umemoto

Hendler

Finney and Rishbeth

Watson
	Field assignment due: Critique a planning meeting 
	Student discussion leader(s):

	14  11/25
	Thanksgiving Break
	
	
	

	15  12/2
	Planning and Technology: Role of GIS, Design, the “Natural” environment
	McHarg selections (reserve)
Zellner
Elwood
	 
	Student discussion leader(s):

	16  12/9 
	Sustainability and Planning Environmental Justice

Global Challenges
	Rast

Berke

Campbell, H et al  2006
	Paper presentations
	 

	17  12/16
	 Final
	
	Final paper due; presentations
	


Miscellaneous Information
Feel free to email me at jchase@csuchico.edu. Please also stop by my office during my office hours or make an appointment to see me if those hours don’t work for you. 

Check the Vista site for this class every few days. It’s best to contact me at my regular email, though.  

Students who wish to use Butte 111 to study and work on papers may do so. Please request a key from Paula Norton. We will install a copy of Endnote on a computer in that room. You should learn this program to organize your bibliographies. 

Please be familiar with the university’s policy on academic honesty. 

Let me and Disability Support Services know if you have any special needs to succeed in this class. You can contact the university’s Disability Support Services at 898-5959.
There are no scheduled furlough days for me on Wednesdays, but there is no doubt that the furloughs will make all the faculty members less available to students. 
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