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PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS Introduction by Ombretta Romice
This issue of the Bulletin marks IAPS’ 30th anniversary, a special one to
remember. The contributions that we have gathered for this issue go through
a number of milestones that have been achieved and hurdles that have been
overcome in the development of an organisation which inherently has a
challenging task, that of bringing together many different interests and gather
them around a common focus. IAPS has done so for years, and needs to learn
from how its ambitions have changed, and reflect upon its future. Whilst, on
the one side, interdisciplinary collaboration is strongly encouraged, on the
other the formalities to collaborate freely with colleagues and friends outwith
our immediate institution or field is coming under strain for the compliancy and performance
expectations of our Universities and Institutions. Yet it is valuable and IAPS is a recognised and
effective vehicle to do so – we must think of how to continue to offer what is no more for granted.
But this year is also a special one because of the loss of three important members, Martin
Symes, Anna Maria Nenci and Gabriel Moser. The feedback we have received from members
has been testimony of their impact and legacy, and this is a great sign of affection but also of
recognition of good work. They have helped build and develop IAPS, and guided it with visionary
ambitions, to a well recognised association.
Thirty years on, the membership has stabilised, we have established events of increasing scale
and quality which have become recurrent and now there are expectations upon them from
members, which is good, because this is a sign of faith in IAPS as an organisation and in its
undertaking and management.
As the following contributions will illustrate, sustainable development is an underlying theme of
these events which is addressed at all scales – members contributions add comprehensiveness
and specificity to a theme which often risks to be used indiscriminately and superficially.
This is a very important contribution that IAPS offers to the general debate. Attending IAPS
conferences or Network Symposia always leaves me confident that there is clarity of ideas, an
appreciation of complexity and a richness of tools, which can be used to make advancements
and improvements.
IAPS members have contributed to the debate on sustainable development with innovative
concepts and theories (place identity and attachment, for example) shading important light on
concepts which have been often overlooked as considered intangible. IAPS has undertaken,
gathered and disseminated substantial work which explains the relationships in peopleenvironment studies, and this is fundamental now that we are challenged with unprecedented
events, such as the pace and scale of technological development. We now have to understand
that the work done by our members can have an impact, and this impact is so important in
guiding change at a time when mistakes and experimentation is not affordable as it was in the
past. Social, environmental and economic costs have become so great in scale that we cannot
longer afford them. There is a very important warning year; 2011 is also the 50th anniversary of
Jane Jacob’s Death and Life of Great American Cities and its stark warnings are as valid today
as they were then. We either have not listened, or we gave the wrong answers.
Evidence of impact of change and development needs to be embedded in change, used as a
guiding principle or there will always be a mismatch between expectations and reality. IAPS is
engaged in the studyand collection of this precious evidence; it understands repercussions,
identifie s patterns and exceptions, can conceptualise expectations. As an important organisation
I am adamant that we ought to take this challenge to make it relevant and assert its role with
more determination. I say this from the point of view of the design profession, recognising its
faults and limitations but also the pervasiveness and inescapability of its impact. The field of
people-environment studies has many such tools, because its focus is clear, the relationships
between people and space, at all scales.
But there are good signs of IAPS’ work becoming well knows known and being recognised world
wide; one example in this sense is the recent funding of a research project by the 7th Framework
Program of the European Union, coordinated by the University of A Coruña, Spain, on the issue
of reducing carbon emissions in the workplaces. This project came out of IAPS’ links and it is
hopefully set to leave a very substantial impact on the transition towards a low-carbon Europe.
Then, the next IAPS Conference, which will take place in June 2012 in Glasgow (24th-29th),
will be dedicated exactly to this theme: the relationships between research, the profession and
policy making, and will gather these three areas together to find ways forward.
As a last point, since in less than a year we will have new elections, I would like to remind
everyone that IAPS is voluntary, it leans on a Board, on its Networks and in general on the
continuous commitment of its members (we will shortly have a new network on place attachment
and identity!). As a President, I have seen the importance of a committed Board over the past 3
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years, and what difference it can make, or not. My plea is to join the board because you want
to work for the benefit and development of IAPS. Be reassured that when things get done this
gives a great sense of satisfaction, but do so only if you have this commitment in your heart. The
Board can achieve a lot but only if it works as a team.
I hope you will enjoy this issue of the Bulletin. Gabriel Moser contributed his article a few days
before his death – his passion towards IAPS taught me that amongst the many things we do we
must be able to recognise what the important things are and stay focussed on them, not to lose
identity and effectiveness. With Gabriel’s, there are in this issue many other contributions from
past IAPS presidents and board members, which reflect overIAPS’ future.
Then, a very important section is dedicated to the work of our Networks. We have asked our
most active networks to write a short paper on their vision, achievements to date and plans
for the future. The work and activities that some of these have organized are testimony of the
potential that IAPS has in focusing energy and skills around theme of great relevance – housing,
culture and space, children, restorative environments. Networks come from the like-mindedness
of IAPSmembers, the contacts that its conferences offer and have produce many significant
events and collaborations. Their research features IAPS’ strengths and can be a powerful
interface with other research communities, practice and policy-making. With this up to date
piece, we hope you will decide to join one of the Networks, if you have not yet done so, or to
encourage others to join, or even to set up new networks.
So long for now, and see you in Glasgow - we are getting the Irn-Bru ready. Yes, Glasgow is the
only place on earth where the sale of Coca Cola is shadowed by that of a locally produced soft
drink! This must be a good sign of things to come!

EDITORIAL ADDRESS by Giuseppe Carrus
It is with great satisfaction that we finally present you this new number of the
Bulletin of People-Environment Studies.
With the help of the other board members, and of CorinaIlin, Kevin Thwaites
and Clare Twigger-Ross in particular, I am taking the responsibility of the
Bulletinafter a long period of editorship by Ricardo Garcia Mira and Eulogio
Real. Let me first acknowledge the work of both, and let me specially thank
Ricardo for his continuing advise and support.
This issue comes to the light when substantial changes have occurred also within the IAPS
Board, and not onlyin the Bulletin editorship. Five out of twelve of those who were in the board
when the previous Bulletin was issued are no longer involved. However, we have now new board
that are bringing in equal enthusiasm, competence and experience, and all of them have given
their help for this new Bulletin.
As you will see, this is a special issue of the Bulletin, not only because it is mean to celebrate the
30th anniversary of IAPS. Past presidents and previous secretaries or bulletin editors were asked
to express their views about the past present and future of our association. Thanks to them for
this valuable help. The other substantial contribution to this issue comes from the Networks: we
thought it was worthy for any IAPS members to know more about the work and activities of the
networks.
Finally, as usual, the Bulletin offers you a selected bibliography with recent and forthcoming
publications in the field of people-environment studies, and a selection of forthcoming scientific
events that might be of interest to IAPS members. Take a look at it, paying special attention
to the recent n. 2 and to the forthcoming n. 3volumes of the Advances in People-Environment
Studies series, coming out after the Rome 2008 and Leipzig 2010 conferences, respectively.
In the event section you will also find a thoroughly description of the forthcoming 22nd IAPS
Conference: see you all in Glasgow 2012!
However, 2011 has also been a difficult and sad year for IAPS, because of three great losses we
had: Gabriel Moser, Anna Maria Nenciand Martin Symessuddenly left us. We wanted to pay a
special tribute to them by collecting memories, thoughts, and pictures that remind us of nice and
pleasant moments with them. I am sure that you will all appreciate this tribute to our friends and
colleagues. Au revoir Gabriel, ciao Anna Maria, bye bye Martin: this Bulletin is dedicated to you!
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Gabriel Moser, as remembered by David Uzzell

committed to psychology, knowledge, teaching, research and
the environment. We love you Gabriel and appreciate the legacy
of wisdom and love you left us.” (Ana Maritza Landázuri, Serafín
Mercado, Alejandra Terán).
From the UK: “Gabriel was a warm, kind and generous person
and who played an vital role in the international community
of environmental psychologists. I will never forget the
IAPS board dinners where he always managed to create a
wonderful atmosphere.” (Birgitta Gatersleben).
From Italy: “I am terribly sad for this news, I do not find the words
to say anything meaningful, except that we will all miss this
special friend and colleague: ...I still have with me a “joliè carte
postal” with a picture of one of his father’s paintings he sent me
when I got married...” (Giuseppe Carrus).
From the United States: “….there are the few – like Gabriel –
larger than life, exuberant, a laugh that reverberated and made
us smile. These are the personas that remain with us forever…
…..He was passionate about so much: environmental
psychology, Dirce and the children, his father Wilfrid and the
foundation, good food and drink…” (Gary Gumpert).
From Germany: “Many happy encounters, communications,
dinners, even a week-long visit in Gabriel’s home village in
Switzerland come to my mind. And I’ll never forget the IAPS
Sao Paulo conference and the wonderful after conference trip
to Pantanal. It is wonderful to see how the IAPS family gathers
for and around Gabriel, at least electronically. He left us too early
and we will miss his commitment, his ideas, his humour and his
great friendship.” (Lenelis Kruse).

I

apologise I do not speak French… or German, Italian,
Spanish, Portuguese or any of the other languages Gabriel
spoke, so my brief words will be in English. He spoke English
too so maybe that gives me permission. Words. When Dirce
asked me to say a few words today, my first thought was, there
are no words that can express my feelings of loss and sadness.
I know it is like that for you too. Gabriel was really my best friend
and when I heard that he had died a little part of me died as well.
Words. Words are the currency of the academic world. Gabriel
was the President of the International Association of PeopleEnvironment Studies, or IAPS as we call it. IAPS is a world-wide
organisation of researchers from across the design and social
science disciplines who are concerned to make the places we
live in better. It is not surprising that Gabriel was President of
such an organisation. When I sent an email around to all the
members of IAPS informing them of the sad news – and despite
the fact that it was during a long public holiday - within in no time
at all I had received over thirty messages of shock, of sadness
and of love.
I would like to read out just some of the words that his friends
and colleagues wrote, as they speak far more eloquently of
Gabriel’s qualities and impact on people’s lives than I ever could.

From Portugal: “It seems unreal that someone so full of life,
so truly in love with life, its pleasures and beauties, someone
so authentically connected with the persons around him, is no
longer with us. We will keep him with us in our memories just
like that. His work will also be continued, as he left us with an
important legacy of books and papers. But I would like to stress,
in particular, the easy and warm international connections that
we have in environmental psychology as a legacy of his very
personal style.” (Luisa Lima).
From Spain: “….on behalf of the environmental psychology
group of Barcelona, I express our appreciation and thanks to
a great teacher, great person and great friend who has been
Gabriel. He will be with us always.” (Enric Pol).
It was believed in ancient Egypt that ‘whosoever´s name is
uttered, then he lives’. It is without doubt that Gabriel will always
be living amongst us, and I am happy about that.
David Uzzell
FranzösischeKirche, Berne
4th May 2011

From Mexico: “He was an indefatigable and enthusiastic
Master, always ready to guide in research work. But he will
be here always, in our hearts and in our work as professionals
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Gabriel Moser, as remembered by Karine Weiss

to appreciate simple things, to enhance the value of creativity
in work incarnated authentic elegance, and more than only just
being together he liked to privilege intelligence and curiosity.
Because of his modesty and humility, he had a peculiar style
of management that mainly consisted in understanding and
developing our own competencies but also by opening our
networks, by orienting us toward other collaborators that he
knew had the potential to valorize our work. Moreover, he knew
how to use our imperfections to make them into qualities.
He took decisions heartedly, and that was what enabled such
unusual relationships, that were altogether professional and
friendly, official and personal. He was a good and generous man.
From the very first time we met with Gabriel we felt confident,
protected and accompanied on equal standards: we felt more
powerful. After we had learnt to know each other, he would help
us acquire autonomy and serenity.

I

t would have been difficult to write these words alone
because it was a peculiar and affective relationship that
connected Gabriel Moser to the people that have had the
opportunity to work with him. Therefore, these words were
written in the name of the former members of the Environmental
Psychology Laboratory of which he was director from 1992 to
2005. AiméeCasal, DorothéeMarchand, Sandrine Depeau and
LudvinaColbeau-Justin have helped to write this text. Others
such as Elena Sautkina, Sarah Amador, Kevin Charras, Oscar
Navarro, have also contributed in reminiscing moments and
recalling facts that particularly characterized Gabriel.
Many supportive messages testifying of friendly and moved
souvenirs have been sent from the international scientific
community. All of them emphasized Gabriel’s humanity, his
passion for work and his love of life. Words that came from
all over the world and that described Gabriel were: warmth,
generosity, humor. Gabriel was also characterized by his
spiritual liveliness, his brilliantness, his youth… his joys, his
stormy moods, his loves at first sight, his laughs, his voice that
flew through the corridors, … and his capacity of listening, his
delicacy, his courtesy, his elegancy, his benevolence… all these
evocations are echoes of Gabriel and vibrate in our hearts.
The atmosphere and the everyday life in the lab were as he was,
unique, and we all went to work with pleasure and motivation,
as others would leave for a holiday. If a place had to be chosen
to recall the personality and the “art de vivre” at work of Gabriel,
then it would be the five room flat with a mezzanine under the
roofs of Paris in rue Serpente which first served as the Lab: this
warm and familiar space, where it was enjoyable to work and
everything was used as a pretext to do so. Christmas or Easter,
succeeding of difficult research contracts, every event was an
opportunity to have parties, meals and aperitifs.
We will always remember him affectively, at the Paris Psychology
Institute, with a pipe in his beak, a flowering beard, and a
malicious look. He inspired peacefulness and trust. His ability
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Besides his kindness, he also was farsighted and knew how to
lead us to professional accomplishment. He had his own way
to orient each of his students in order for them to blossom;
he guided us and often fought to help us attain our goals and
standards. Silently, he would observe us going our way, and
without revealing to us how he would always reassure us when
needed and sometimes by tactfully interfering. Beyond our
uncertainty and life events to which he would always pay a
benevolent attention, he knew how to take advantage of every
moment in life: he laughed when we were talking nonsense and
offered us drinks all over the world. From potlucks to diners
at the Cambuse, from picnics on the road of Eindhoven to
“guinguettes” by the rivers and other festive conferences, he
shared our lives, and most of all, he went with us for what we
were going to become and what we became. He helped us takeoff by identifying the best of our abilities. Gabriel was a father, a
leader, our mentor, our Pygmalion.
After he left the lab it started to fade until it disappeared, it has
not survived some pernicious attacks. Gabriel observed this with
bitterness. He had fought so long for Environmental Psychology
to be recognized in France. In a sense he was in advance on his
peers, he had opened himself to scientific colleagues forgetting
blinder and boundaries. Nevertheless, he was proud when he
understood we were determined to go on with what he had
started. Although dispersed all over France, we will see to it that
Environmental Psychology survives him. Because he transmitted
us his passion, because he demonstrated that we could work
without losing our integrity and because he was for us a model.
He left us a heritage and, more important, a responsibility that we
will proudly and enthusiastically assume. Each brick we will add
to the support and development of the discipline will be a symbol
and a ‘hommage’ of this heritage. We have created the French
Association for Research in Environmental Psychology (ARPEnv),
which holds scientific days each year. We also are working for the
survival of EP, especially in the University of Nîmes, where we have
a Master degree and some Ph.D. already engaged on EP topics.
Hey! Teacher, we are your symbolic children. Forever, you’ll be
in our heart.
Gabriel, our chief, our father, our friend. We will miss you…
We love you !
Karine Weiss, Professor, Université de Nîmes.
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Martin Symes, as remembered by Duncan Joiner

artin Symes died on 30 December 2010 after an illness of
more than two years.

Martin has been an active member, contributor and office holder
in IAPS for well over 30 years. He was one of the early members
of IAPS and the IAPS Board, valued for his support to the IAPS
organisation, and for his vision as to how it could be developed.
He was among that remarkable international community of
scholars who have helped to shape IAPS into the diverse and
robust organisation it is today. It is one of very few groups in
the world which continues to successfully and effectively bring
together a wide variety of design and social science interests and
cultures. Martin was highly regarded as an architect, scholar, and
good friend by the many people around the world he came to
know through his association with IAPS.
After working for a period in architectural design practice, Martin’s
research, teaching and scholarship took him to distinguished
appointments at The Bartlett School of Architecture, University
College London, the Chair in Architecture at Manchester
University, and most recently, a Chair in Architecture and Planning
at the University of the West of England in Bristol.
The focus of much of Martin’s work is a behaviour-based approach
to the practices of architectural design. He developed an extensive
body of academic research, consulting work and publications on
getting knowledge into design activity, professionalism and the
structure of the architectural profession. The case study method
of enquiry, which he developed some 30 years ago continues
to provide architectural firms and government agencies with a
valuable way of bringing knowledge into design, and a background
for progressing decision-making for public works and policies.
Martin’s work is also concerned with the large scale environmental
decision-making processes of world urbanisation. He was
responsible for organising the IAPS 13 conference at Manchester
University in 1994 from which the proceedings were published
in “The Urban Experience” the book which he co-authored with
Susan Neary and Frank Brown.

The implications of Martin’s work are highly relevant in the context
of today’s global sustainability and population concerns. The
paper he presented at the 2006 IAPS 19 conference in Alexandria
“The Professionalisation of Expertise in Sustainable Development”
demonstrates this, as does his most recent piece of work
“Sustainability, Professionalism and Urban Design” which is to be
published in a special issue of Open House International this year.
Duncan Joiner
Wellington
February 2011

IAPS Bulletin

No 37

5

MEMORIALS

A

nna Maria Nenci, suddenly died on January 25th 2011, at
her house in Rome.

Anna Maria was a truly gifted environmental psychologist, a long
term active member of IAPS, and contributed to the diffusion
of people-environment studies in Italy through her research
and teaching activity in many institutions, such as the Sapienza
University of Rome, the University of Cagliari, and the LUMSA
University in Rome. Anna Maria will be greatly missed by all her
friends, colleagues and students, as well as by all those who had
the pleasure of meeting her during various IAPS Conferences.
Her last contribution to our association was the very successful
organization of the 2008 Conference in Rome, and the editorial
of the post-conference book.
We all miss her gracious and humble presence, her generous
hospitality, her incisive mind, her passionate love for life, people
and environments.
Mirilia Bonnes, Marino Bonaiuto, Giuseppe Carrus, Ferdinando
Fornara, Vittoria Giuliani and Massimiliano Scopelliti.
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Ana Maria Nenci, as remembered by
her Italian friends an colleagues

PAST PRESIDENTS
by Gilles Barbey, Arza Churchman,

THE PAST, PRESENT AND FUTURE OF
IAPS, IN THE VIEWS OF ITS FORMER
PRESIDENTS AND BOARD MEMBERS

Gabriel Moser, David Uzzell
PAST BOARD MEMBRES
by Ricardo García Mira,
Roderick Lawrence, Sue Ann Lee

Introduction by Ombretta Romice

T

he last anniversary issue was published five years
ago, in occasion of the 25 years of IAPS, with a
special Bulletin edited by Roderick Lawrence, containing
many contributions from long standing members which
reflected upon IAPS’ achievements in theoretical and
applied research, its impact on teaching and practices in
architecture, and its growing determination to understand
more about the relationships between people and the
environment. Its intent was not so much to have more
answers, but to be in the position to ask better questions.
It is for this reason that, in this 30-years celebratory issue,
we have decided to ask to some of our Past presidents,
board members and bulletin editors to reflect on yet
another phase of IAPS’ work, namely its interface with
the membership and ever changing challenges, looking
ahead but also building on our legacy.
In the scale of things, five years do not seem much, but in
this instance they have significantly changed our position in
the environment. Having witnessed a global financial crisis,
established political frameworks being overturned, shifts in
power and changes in governmental priorities, expectations
and practices, we realize the world is a substantially different
place from just a few years ago. The role of space, and our
relationship with it is changing fast and we better grasp such
changes if we are to respond to them in satisfactory and
sustainable manners. Think, for example, of the role of the
Internet as a social space of organization in the Arab spring,
or among the youth of Syntagmasquarein Athens, or in the
Spanish students’ movements. IAPS has the capacity and
is well placed to understand these complexities: its overall
strength lies in a genuine interest in such relationships, in
different contexts, under different circumstances, whilst its
individual members’ strength is engaged in compiling an
ever richer picture of them. Combined, these strengths can
enable us to observe change, understand its causes, learn
from and plan for it.

Reflexions by Gilles Barbey,
IAPS past president
The aims of IAPS today may be related to the applicability
of research work in the design practice. It took about
30 years to reach this stage and I feel it is important
to demonstrate the relevance of EBS to environmental
design current tasks. We still remember a period of time
around 1975, when Amos Rapoport acknowledged the
applicability gap that could hardly be overcome between
academic research work and design practice.
As history became an integral part of EBS in the 1980’s,
it was then possible to envisage it for example, as a new
way to solve heritage preservation tasks. One could
mention the case of Chandigarh (India) a new capital city
planned, designed and implemented between 1951 and
1965. It was necessary to rely on the CIAM Guidelines
(1928-1956) and also Urban Design Theory (1960’s)
to shape the housing developments of this Garden
City following Raymond Unwin and Barry Parker’s
principles. Nowadays, the historical culture of the first
part of the 20th century appears to be a reference to
derive conclusions for the future of the city.
The low housing buildings (3 storeys) designed by
Pierre Jeanneret, Maxwell Fry and Jane Drew are a
very thoughtful adaptation of European domestic
types to the Punjabi climate and culture. The current
use of rooms, the practice of “purdah” or intimately are
reflecting the local life styles. Cultural differences are
essential to investigate. EBS such as Place Identity,
Territoriality and/or Privacy are important to understand
the characteristics of everyday life in such a fast evolving
community.
With the enormous demographic increase of Asian
cities, it may be very relevant to omit some of the
unhappy achievements of architectural practice in
the more developed countries. The multiplication of
high-rise buildings in France (Grands ensembles,
ZUP) for housing purposes, with the fate of PruittIgoe (demolition) as a consequence of vandalism
occurring in dwelling units occupied by a proletarian
often unemployed mixed population. EBS can be basic
in selecting Housing Types and Policies according to
our experience of urban sectors becoming obsolete in
a very short time, within a generation or two fast. The
plea for sustainable development is frequently ignored
or wrongly understood.
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The main achievements in the field of people
environments can be reviewed chronologically as
follows:
•

Early 1970’s. Basic concern of MER (Man
Environment Relations) referred to the organization
of Psychiatric wards as being one of the most
challenging tasks architects and engineers. Housing
became an important issue, not only the articulation
and daily use of domestic space, but also the House
as symbol of the self (Clare Cooper, Marcus) casting
an essential light on issues of culture as reflected in
various House Forms (Amos Rapoport).

•

1970’s – 1980’s.Discovery of the basic influences
of research methodologies such as Programming
or POE. It became then Obvious that the uses and
meanings of buildings were to be studied in detail
(Gilles Barbey: Room Form and Meaning) cross
cultural and socio-cultural values were considered
as prevalent.

The Networks and Study Groups of IAPS were founded
in the 1980’s with an indisputable success. IAPS,
which started in the UK became a European Research
Association, soon to be extended to Eastern Europe,
the Middle East and other continents. Cross cultural
exchanges became more frequent and successful. From
the initially essential psychological perspectives, far more
interdisciplinary visions of EBS were derived. It is a theme
of concern to witness that many architectural schools
abandoned Environmental Psychology programs in the
late 1980’s.
•

In spite of the endeavours of the successive IAPS
boards it took a long time to reach a membership
of 500 or 50. Lapsed members are not as numerous
as previously. Social Design practice as advocated
by Robert Sommer was not taken into consideration
as it should have been. Space syntax studies (Hillier
and Hanson) were a promising target for urban
studies. Perhaps that too much specialization in
EBS prevented any attempts at synthesis of theory.
With main conference themes remaining too vague
and general, it was difficult to summarise and
compare topics and methods. English was also the
only admitted language in spite of our attempts at
popularizing French as the second language of IAPS!
Together with the Dutch researcher Niels Park in vain!

If one acknowledges the gradual evolution from purely
psychologically oriented studies in the 1970’s to urban
issues and housing problems in the 1980’s and 1990’s,
one could later witness a trend from an exclusive interest
applied the micro space to the macro in the 2000’s. Such
an evolution corresponds certainly to a progression in the
successive generations of EB researchers.
Research perspectives are determined by culture to
a large extend. In France, urban political strategies
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received a considerable attention (H. Lefebvre, H.
Raymond) whereas the anatomy of taste was explored
(J. Baudrillard, P. Bourdieu). Collective and individual
societal values were simultaneously taken into
consideration. But language and cultural differences
prevented common references to EBS at an international
level to take place. One could also remind that the
northern cultures, English and Scandinavian, seem to
favour a more pragmatic approach of EBS, whereas the
more southern countries, where philosophy and ethics
are playing an important role (W. Worringer) are more
“cerebrally” oriented. There are few examples of living
researchers who witnessed the whole development of
EB research from its very start at Strathclyde (UK) and
Chapel Hill (USA) in 1969.
There were successive “fashions” which influenced EBS.
Amos Rapoport’s notices that researchers are shortsighted and “keep re-inventing the wheel”, which means
that EB knowledge is neither cumulative nor critically
acknowledged.
Therefore it fends to remain an empirical field of studies
with no real scientific outcome.
Attempts at relating the whole evolution of MER/EBS
since the 1970’s were exceptional (K. Craik, Enric Pol,
Carole Després) as it remains quite difficult to gather
so much literature and to appraise it with scientific
competence.
The main challenges and opportunities for EBS are:
•

A critical evaluation of theory on an international
level according to applicability of EBS from the
micro to the macro scale.

•

A basic theoretical teaching of EBS in architectural/
design school and departments of social sciences.

•

If practical experimentation of theory is necessary
prior to its application to design and implementation,
let us set up ad-hoc laboratories

•

Various research positions and attitudes can be
adapted.

•

Talking recently about his work, an Indian architect
belonging to Mumbai Studio suggests that the
nation of unpredictability can be more important
than intentionality. By this, he meant that European
rationalism (Cartesian) may be less effective than
organism (materiality) in certain situations in India.

•

Same EB concepts such as Privacy, Territoriality,
Place Identity, Intimacy seen to be most relevant
in a longitudinal exploration of Environmental
Psychology Roger Barker’s behavior setting is a key
concept, as well as Erving Goffman’s vision of ManOn-Stage.

•

EBS may well offer the most relevant criteria in the
field of Heritage Protection and Preservation. The
behavioural links between life styles of residents in
housing types and the spatiality of dwelling units
must be taken increasingly into consideration. Social
values tend to govern spatial conditions, more than
the other way around.

EBS should be related closely to people’s affective
values based on cultural differences. Therefore
Ecological Psychology should be considered a branch
of Philosophy instead of a set of practical guidelines only
(Environmental Philosophy).
•

Concepts such as Experientiality (S.M. Fitch) and
Existentiality (A. Buttimer) are also basic in the study
of housing developments or other settings. The
phenomenological position of some researchers
should be encouraged, in the study of the life world
(Edmund Husserl, Maurice Merleau-Ponty, Carl
FriederichGraumann andLenelis Kruse).

•

A relatively new field of investigation is the diverse
intangible dimensions and values of places/settings/
buildings which are currently advocated by ICOMOS
International (Quebec, 2008. Recommendations
from conference) notably for the conservation/
preservation of historical monuments and sites. EBS
can put forward interesting tools in this perspective.

•

IAPS seems to demonstrate that smaller themeoriented conferences are preferable to more general
and larger meetings, which are also more difficult to
organise. IAPS Networks (thematic) proved already
useful to convene special meetings dedicated to
special issues.

•

Induction and deduction remain necessary ways to
reason with EB concepts. European and American
(North), Australian ethnocentrism is a serious
danger in EBS- as researchers, we have a lot to
learn from Asia and Africa. We should be avoiding
any “imperialistic attitude” in our work and make
a critical reference to the failures of urban design
in the west (Building chaos, excess of high rise,
gentrification/ghettoisation, over densification).

•

EBS need to be further promoted as a specific
science and a link between the physical and the
socio-cultural sciences. We have plans for such
endeavours.

Interview to Arza Churchman,
IAPS past president
- What do you see as the aims of IAPS today and have/
how have they changed since you were President?
On a basic level I don’t think the aims of IAPS have
changed since I was President or should change. The
formulation of the goals at that time was general enough
to apply both then and now.
I want to talk about IAPS as an organization and what
it has accomplished. First, we must remember that
IAPS is a totally volunteer organization. The fact that
we have survived as such for so many years is a major
achievement, and attests to the fact that the organization
has consistently drawn people who value it sufficiently
for them to be willing to devote the necessary time and
effort to maintaining and developing the organization. I
think that this is partly due to the personal relationships
that we have developed and maintained over the years.
It occurs to me now, that perhaps we should add an aim
for the organization, which would be to facilitate social
relations between the members. I personally have a
number of good friends who I met through IAPS, and
we have continued to be close friends for at least 30
years. One of those people was Gabriel Moser, whose
death we were just informed of. Gabriel took us in to his
home, introduced us to his lovely family, and made us
feel part of his extended family. The outpouring of letters
of grief that we have seen since his death attests to this
personal relationship and to the need of people to share
their feelings with the other members of the organization.
For me, this aspect of IAPS was always one of the most
important features, and I encourage each of you to try to
develop this aspect for yourself.
Around the time of the first decade of IAPS, there were
many people (not IAPS members) who expressed concern
that the invention of e-mail would lead to the death of
conferences and of face-to face interactions between
people. I never agreed with that prediction, and we have
proved it wrong. We continue to have conferences that
grow in strength in terms of numbers and new ideas, and
our e-mail connections between conferences serve to
maintain and strengthen our connections, rather than to
make them superfluous.
- Can you highlight the main achievements in the field of
people-environment studies which you think have been
triggered or enabled by IAPS as an organisation?
One of the main achievements of IAPS was to enable
each of us to find a professional home for ourselves.
We were able to find others who shared our basic
ideals and positions, who were working on the same
issues and concepts that we were and who valued
the same theories and methods that we did. Some of
you may wonder what I am talking about, and I hope
that you do. Because if you do, it means that in some
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places around the world the field of people-environment
studies, its philosophical and methodological approach
is accepted and valued. For many of us, in the early
years, the situation was that we were alone in our home
institutions and we had to fight to gain acceptance and
understanding. This we found at the IAPS conferences
and this gave us the strength to continue to struggle.
- To what extent does the knowledge generation within
IAPS have societal value and has had (or might have
in the future) an impact on the goal of sustainable
development?
I don’t think that IAPS as a whole has or can have that
kind of value or impact. The contribution that exists
comes from the individuals within the organization;
some of whom are concerned with societal value and
sustainable development and some of whom are not.
This is perfectly legitimate, because some of us choose to
work on basic, theoretical issues and some of us choose
to work on applied issues. IAPS’s contribution is to offer
us a virtual and actual space where we can present our
ideas, discuss them with others who understand what
we are talking about and feel comfortable even when
these ideas are challenged.
- What is your suggestion and/or vision for the future of
IAPS and of People-environment studies in general?
I’m not good at predicting what will be. I think we need
to continue doing what we are doing – which means also
to try and encourage other people to join us and to do
what we can, each of us in our own corner of the world,
to have more people in various positions of influence
understand what we are talking about and be willing to
apply it.

Interview to Gabriel Moser,
past president of IAPS
Go ahead, it will pay!
- What do you see as the aims of IAPS today and have/
how have they changed since you were President?
IAPS aims are to “promote dialogue, research,
collaboration and dissemination of knowledge in the
field of environment and behaviour studies”. I think that
these aims have not changed from before the time when
I was President, during and after my presidency and they
definitely do not have to change. Perhaps the emphasis
has been put more on one or other aspect, but it is
important that we keep and hold on this. It is our force
and our identity.
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Every action of IAPS contributes to these aims and helps
achieve them in a certain way. The Paris conference
enhanced the number of attendants and consequently
of memberships in IAPS, a tendency which happily could
be stabilized and is now enduring. The emphasis and the
huge effort that has been put by certain colleagues into
network activities have to be noted. The organisation of
in-between meetings and conferences is going to give a
great importance not only to the sub thematic, but also to
IAPS itself producing knowledge and expertise.
Another excellent initiative has been the development
of pre-conference seminars for students. It is a way of
reinforcing the contact with young researchers from
round the world, giving at the same time to eminent
scholars in the IAPS a unique opportunity to transmit their
experience.
Finally the actual board and presidency are putting a
lot of energy into communication, and have amplified
and improved this aspect within IAPS. And this is a real
success.
These remarks show that in the history of IAPS the
development is not a matter of changing aims, but
rather a constant effort to fulfil the goals in the best way
everybody thinks it has to be done and is able to do,
taking advantage of the expertise of the board members.
And that stability and innovation makes the strength of
our organisation.
- Can you highlight the main achievements in the field of
people-environment studies which you think have been
triggered or enabled by IAPS as an organisation?
In my sense, the main achievement which has still to
be enhanced is to disseminate our knowledge and to
communicate on our originality our interdisciplinary and
our diversified competencies that we can offer through our
membership in the field of people-environment studies.
I think the problem is that we did not find yet the good
way to incentivize the forces we have in the organization
and to give them more visibility: We are a community of
people who have individually a high visibility and plenty
of expertise which often is not enough well known by
the IAPS community. I think for instance of Bob Marans,
Bob Guifford or Wolfgang Preiser. Key-people in our
organization should get more publicity, and they should
make more publicity for IAPS. Here again, the networks
play a fundamental role which certain responsible of
networks have accurately perceived. Let’s continue in this
sense, it is perhaps for the moment one of the biggest
challenges for IAPS. People should be very proud to
be member of IAPS, and to have this opportunity to get
involved in net-working in their area with the best wellknown colleagues in the field.

- To what extent the knowledge generation within IAPS
has societal value and has had (or might have in the future)
an impact on the goal of sustainable development?
The Brundtland report pointing at people’s needs gave a
decisive impulse on EB research and helps us certainly to
argument on our valuable competencies.
Everything that is discussed, promoted, investigated
within IAPS among its members has a fundamental
impact on the goal of sustainable development as it
had from the very beginning of EP research. It is hardly
the explicit reference which has changed. Questions
and research in the field have always been rooted in
the search for people’s needs and for people’s quality
of life. At the different levels of environmental thematic,
housing, neighbourhood, urban studies, relation to nature
and environmental friendly behaviour, everything is linked
and oriented to quality of life. Perhaps the orientations
of the research and implementation of knowledge has
sometimes leaded to emphasise more one or other
thematic, but the link is always here. We are dealing with
people-environment relations and cannot just look at
them at one or other level without taking into account the
whole social and physical environment.
- What do you think the main challenges/obstacles and
opportunities are to increase this impact?
Lobbying is here the important thing to do. Two aspects
have to be considered, a disciplinary entry, and an entry
through specific thematic competences.
The disciplinary entry consists in approaching the
international disciplinary professional organizations, and
pointing at IAPS as a hosting organisation of professionals
and researchers in the field of people-environment
relations. IAPS must expose its competency in field
research on environmental matters in the respective
discipline and be considered as an open house to all
interested in the people-environment relations.
The “thematic competence entry”, consist in approaching
the main international organisations dealing with one
or other thematic of people-environment studies:
Children UNESO; Quality of life, WHO, etc., but also
the internationally intervening NGO’s, convincing them
that IAPS people are a competent international group
of top professionals and can be therefore very useful
in counselling as well as intervention. IAPS has to be
at least admitted as an observer in those international
organisations and NGO’s. It is for that “thematic
competence lobbying” that the networks are of primary
importance. This should be developed as far as possible;
it can be very valuable for our members and attract new
members.
- What is your suggestion and/or vision for the future of
IAPS and of People-environment studies in general?

Go ahead, it will pay. In the last decade IAPS has
undergone a very substantial evolution from a pioneer
group to an international organisation. In that new
framework, we will succeed to get people-environment
into the front stage of all those concerned with the
human aspects of sustainable development, i.e. with
people’s quality of life and well-being in that so rapidly
changing world.

Interview to David Uzzell,
past president of IAPS
- What do you see as the aims of IAPS today and have/
how have they changed since you were President?
On the first page of the website it states two defining
qualities of IAPS which for me make it the special
organisation it is. The first are its aims: ‘IAPS aims to
promote dialogue, research, collaboration, dissemination
in the field of environment and behaviour studies.’ Of
course, each President and Board as a whole have
their own interests and priorities and will give certain
aims more attention, energy and resources than others
but I think the overall aim to achieve each of these is
extremely important, especially in the context of the
second statement found on the webpage: ‘IAPS is an
international association gathering all those disciplines
which share a fundamental interest in environment and
behaviour studies …’ No doubt we all belong to our
own disciplinary professional bodies, but environmentbehaviour studies requires us to talk across the
disciplines. IAPS has always facilitated that process and
it has been one of its key strengths. It does, however,
come at a cost which I will address below. As part of that
process it has continued to forge links with other national
and international organisations.
Not so much a change, but I think greater attention is
being given to early career researchers, whether it is
through the pre-conference workshops or the Award
schemes. I would like to see these develop even more
– perhaps IAPS should run a summer school for PhD
students in the between-conference years.
- Can you highlight the main achievements in the field of
people-environment studies which you think have been
triggered or enabled by IAPS as an organisation?
I think this is a difficult question to answer because I can
imagine it varying between countries. I guess one way
of answering this would be to look at the membership
levels in each country. If there is a country where IAPS
has a reasonable level of membership, especially if they
come from different disciplines, then one might argue
that IAPS has been successful. Of course, this does
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not necessarily mean that IAPS will have triggered or
enabled achievements in the area of people-environment
relations (what kind of achievements?). Equally if there
are some countries where there are virtually no members
then the impact of IAPS will inevitably be minimal. Thus,
increasing IAPS membership is the starting point for any
kind of achievement. So perhaps this should be a goal
for IAPS in the future – to have a serious campaign to
increase membership in as many countries as possible.
Gabriel Moser was very keen that this should happen
and worked tirelessly to this effect, especially in Latin
America. I would like to see this happen in Africa and Asia
(e.g., India) where there are very few members and where
there are no regional associations to my knowledge (i.e.,
the associations which have been established in China,
Malaysia, Japan).
One such achievement has been to bring researchers
together across countries - again Latin America provides
a good example of this.
- To what extent the knowledge generation within IAPS
has societal value and has had (or might have in the future)
an impact on the goal of sustainable development?
I am sure that the knowledge generation by IAPS
members has societal value and does contribute to the
goal of sustainable development. As to whether IAPS
has a significant role in this, or how much of it come
through or from IAPS is a different issue. I would hope
that the book series that Gabriel Moser and I are editing
– Advances in People-Environment Studies – which draw
on the IAPS conferences make such a contribution. It is
difficult, of course, to find specific evidence and it will not
just be through the efforts of IAPS, a number of factors
come into play. That may be an important task for IAPS
and the Board – to try and identify the specific evidence
that would demonstrate that our inter-disciplinary and
international ways of working are valuable.
- What do you think the main challenges/obstacles and
opportunities are to increase this impact?
To enable it to be listed first when you type IAPS into
Google. I am tired of seeing as the first entry - the
Independent Association of Prep Schools (for non UK
readers Prep schools are private schools for the privileged).
It is usually followed by the International Association of
Pastel Societies, and the International Association for the
Philosophy of Sport. Although I am rather in favour of
this latter organisation – there is something wonderfully
anarchic and indolent about the idea of not doing sport
but just sitting around philosophizing about it – I think
IAPS deserves to be at the top of the list.
On a more serious note. Paradoxically, impact factors,
league tables and all the other management tools which
are sweeping through universities across the globe have
the potential to have a significant and negative impact
on IAPS. Interdisciplinary research – although it may be
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favoured by research funders – is rated of lower value by
research assessment panels (i.e., the bodies which are
now assessing research quality which in turn determines
how much research funding a university receives). For
example, the criteria employed for conducting a laboratory
study – perhaps with double-blind experimentation,
single and well controlled independent and dependent
variables – are much more difficult to replicate in the
field. Unfortunately, research assessment panels take a
hard line on this and do not recognise that the kind of
research that, say, environmental psychologists do in the
‘real-world’ for government to answer practical policy
questions, cannot meet these criteria. As a consequence,
researchers will be dissuaded from undertaking this type
of research.
How much money you receive for research may be
less important than where that money comes from.
€100,000 from a research council is ‘worth’ more, or
more accurately, perceived to be more prestigious than
€100,000 from government or industry. Researchers –
especially early-career researchers - will be dissuaded
from seeking funding from sources other than the
most prestigious. With reduced budgets for research
everywhere as a consequence of the financial crisis,
research funding is becoming more competitive and the
kind of interdisciplinary and policy-oriented research
undertaken by IAPS members will become harder to
fund. This may mean that P/E studies and IAPS will lose
out.
Impact is a key word in university management these
days. There are increasing pressures to publish in
particular kinds of journals (i.e., those with the highest
impact factors) rather than the journals which reach the
sort of audience IAPS members may want to reach. It
has got to the stage in my department (my department
is not alone in this) where an ‘approved list’ of journals
has been identified, i.e., those with the highest impact
factors in our area of work. But if the journal does not
reach an impact factor of 2.00, even if it is in an area
of specialism within our department, then it is not
placed on the ‘approved list’. None of what might be
classified as environmental psychology journals have
impact factors over 2.00 and probably never will simply
because the readership will always be relatively small
compared with the main APA journals. Of course, I can
publish in an environmental psychology journal, but
I also have to be able to justify that and that involves
also publishing in higher impact journals as well. All this
creates pressure. Moreover, in the UK at least, there is
active discouragement in psychology, barely short of
instruction, not to publish chapters or books because
these are not seen as significant as refereed journal
papers.
All of these developments are having a significant impact
on what research one does, how one does it, who one
does it with, and where one publishes. There is a danger
that the consequences of these trends will be negative

rather than positive for organisations like IAPS. For
example, one implication of this for IAPS is that the new
generations of researchers working in the field may be
increasingly disinclined to support IAPS because they will
come under pressure from their own departments and
disciplines to undertake particular types of work, using
particular types of methodologies, funded by particular
types of agencies and then publishing the results in
particular types of journals and presenting it at particular
types of conferences.
- What is your suggestion and/or vision for the future of
IAPS and of People-environment studies in general?
Given my responses to the questions above, I think that
IAPS has to do some serious thinking about what sort
of association it wishes to be? What sort of influence
does it wish to have? Whom does it wish to influence?
The academic landscape in which IAPS operates is
completely different from what it was 30 years ago. How
can and should IAPS be responding to these changed
conditions? I am not so sure it has really recognised that
the conditions have changed. The picture I have painted
applies to the UK, but talking to my colleagues in other
countries, especially in Europe, it is clear that these trends
are not unique to the UK. Perhaps these issues should be
the subject for debate at the next conference so that IAPS
members can share their experiences and we might then
collectively discuss how we can address these problems.
Underlying much of what I have said is the subject of
evidence. We may think we are doing a wonderful and
important job, but we need to be able to demonstrate that
our work does have an impact, for example on the goal
of sustainable development. IAPS could start collecting
case studies where its members have had a key impact
on changing policies and practices. These could then be
used as part of advocacy cases to support the work of
IAPS and its members elsewhere.

Interview to Ricardo Garcia Mira,
past board member and Bulletin editor
- What do you see as the current aims of IAPS and of
the Bulletin today and have/how have they changed since
you were Editor?
IAPS is now a well-established scientific society, one in
which a far-reaching process of generational renewal
in its management structure over the past decade has
led to greater activity and dynamism, as witnessed by
the introduction of the Digital Library and the Young
Researcher’s Network, the expansion and strengthening
of the Thematic Networks and a much-improved Bulletin.
IAPS’ current objectives are fully valid, as shown by the
growing number of people attending its conferences,

which not only greatly facilitate communication and
contact between scientists with an interest in peopleenvironment relationships but also act as a stimulus to
research and innovation in this field. Furthermore, and
here I speak from experience, there can be no denying that
the association provides its members with an opportunity
to become involved in a wide range of different projects
that marry research with practical politics.
A society like the one that I have just described could
not exist without an instrument of communication, in this
case the Bulletin of People-Environment Studies. When I
took over as Editor from Jan Teklenburg in 2004, I initially
respected its content structure and general organisation,
since it seemed appropriate to me at the time. I chose to
focus my work as Editor on three particular issues that I
felt needed to be addressed: a) Creating a new image for
the Bulletin, more in accordance with the characteristics
I have mentioned above; b) Disseminating IAPS’
activities to a wider audience than that constituted
by its list of members; and c) Arousing the interest
of institutions and other bodies in the Bulletin as a
means of funding the cost of the changes I have just
referred to. I personally believe that these goals were
indeed widely met. The new image launched with Issue
25 introduced a qualitative change that produced a
significant increase in IAPS as an organisation. For
its part, the Bulletin achieved world-wide distribution
in its printed and electronic format, attracting a wider
readership, whilst some local government departments
and a local foundation assumed a major part of the cost
of producing the Bulletin in exchange for the possibility
of advertising their institutions.
Finally, the contributions included in the abovementioned Issue 25, by authors from Brazil and Algeria,
and the announcement that the next IAPS conference
would be held in Alexandria, was to mark IAPS’ vocation
to broaden its reach to include less well-represented
scientific communities such a those in Latin American
and North African nations.
- Can you highlight the main achievements in the field of
people-environment studies, which you think have been
triggered or enabled by IAPS as an organisation?
IAPS’s structure is a bottom-up one, the starting
point for initiatives being the researchers that form its
membership base rather than the association’s board of
management. As an organisation, it does not make any
direct proposals to achieve specific goals or promote
research in any given field, but does so through its
constituent research networks, with varying levels and
periods of activity. It is my considered belief that IAPS’
networks are the organisation’s main asset, a human
capital that aggregates potentialities in a wide range
of fields, and which has been particularly active in the
sphere of networks such as Housing and Culture and
Space in the Built Environment, and more recently in
those of Sustainability and Restorative Environments. I
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may be doing someone an injustice by failing to mention
their efforts, but I think that these networks have made
a major contribution to many aspects of research in
people-environment studies, both theoretical and
applied.
Architects and urban planners are thus now displaying
greater interest in integrating human experience in
environmental design and incorporating the meaning
people attribute to urban transformations. In this regard
I would like to mention the work done by our dear friend
and former President, Gabriel Moser, on analysing the
ability of social networks to adapt to urban life and cope
with the restrictions city life imposes on our relational
behaviour, or the Roderick Lawrence work on their
impact on health, highlighting the key dimensions that
need to be taken into account when designing healthy
residential environments, and demanding that greater
attention be paid to the joint work done by psychologists
and architects. Our publication, based on the work done
at the 2002 IAPS conference, includes several interesting
contributions that analyse the perception of urban space,
neighbourhood quality or design as a representation of
a society’s values (see “Housing, Space and Quality of
Life”, published by Ashgate Publishing in 2005).
Another point to emphasise is the work done by
many researchers who form part of IAPS in the field
of sustainability. In the various projects promoted
by the Surrey/Umea groups (NONE, 2003, 20082011), as well as at Sapienza (i.e. BIOMOT), Eastern
Mediterranean University (Social Sustainability), the
concept of sustainability has been approached from
a wide range of perspectives and as a result certain
aspects are now clearer, while others are still on going.
The LOCAW project (2011-2013), in which Corunna,
Groningen, Macaualay, Sapienza, Surrey, Timisoara
and Umea are involved, attempts to shed more light on
way of introducing changes in environmentally-friendly
behaviour in the workplace. All these projects, as well
as other projects such as MATISSE (2005-2008), ADAM
(2006-2009), REACT (2009-2011), Restorative skylines
(2012), ReUrbanMobil (2002-2005), can be considered to
a great extent to be the result of collaboration occurring
within IAPS.
Other examples of the collaboration among members
of IAPS within a European framework include projects
on the cultural aspects of tourism (see PawlikowskaPiechotka, 2008-2011), risk and resilience (see CapHazNet Project, 2009-2012; KULTURisk, 2011-2013;
UR-Floods, 2009-2011; RHM, 2007-2011; CLUVA,
2010-2013), or lifestyles and energy demand in Europe
(see GUILDED, 2008-2011).
Finally, it should also be noted that IAPS has propitiated
the appearance of a strong group of researchers who
have adopted a solid and rigorous approach to the field
of the psychological restoration of places, producing
interesting analyses of the social ecology of urban stress.
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- To what extent the knowledge generation within IAPS
has societal value and has had (or might have in the future)
an impact on the goal of sustainable development?
There can be no question about the societal value of
the knowledge generated within IAPS in the sphere of
sustainable development. However, as I have already
mentioned, the philosophy adopted by this scientific
association with regard to the generation of knowledge
is designed in such a way that the achievements of IAPS
groups or networks are attributed to the organisations
to which members belong (universities, research centres,
etc.). There is a need for a change in the way our
organisation works: more emphasis should be placed
on the direct promotion and generation of knowledge
that can then be put on the agenda of the EU agencies
responsible for sustainability policy.
IAPS is not a research centre as such, and its function
is more to promote contact between its members
and to create spaces to facilitate communication
and connections between the scientific knowledge
produced and practical policy. Civil society is nowadays
responsible for funding research not only into sustainable
development but into all other fields of knowledge as well,
through a variety of national and European programmes.
Our responsibility is to return this investment in research
in the form of practical results that will have an impact
on the general public. For this to occur IAPS’ contacts
with governmental and representative bodies at both
national and EU level, as well as with organisations within
civil society, should constitute an appropriate tool for
enabling such knowledge to be returned in the form of a
benefit to society.
The European Union is currently more interested than
ever in these aspects. I, together with other European
scientists, have taken part in advisory meetings with the
EU’s Directorate-General for Research, giving me firsthand experience of this interest, and we have done our
best to help provide ideas about how best to achieve this
goal.
Collaboration in the sphere of sustainability is a learning
experience that helps to strengthen relations and
consolidate the practical usefulness of our research
networks. Our own research to date reveals that only
5% of the population has an accurate knowledge of the
meaning of sustainable development, 57% have no idea
about sustainable development, whilst 38% have a very
general or incomplete idea. Creating an awareness of the
meaning of sustainable development among the general
public and using its results in everyday policy-making is a
challenge that still has to be met, although the European
Union has a funding scheme for this purpose.
Finally, I believe that IAPS has a responsibility to help
meet the challenge of sustainability, one that not only
includes encouraging scientists to take part in joint multidisciplinary research projects, but also the promoting the

creation of a vehicle for scientific communication with
sustainability research as its core theme. The creation
of a specialist scientific journal to channel the enormous
volume of research now flowing from the fields of
social science, architecture and psychology would be a
significant goal in this respect.
- What do you think the main challenges/obstacles and
opportunities are to increase this impact?
One of the main challenges is precisely the one I have
just mentioned. To strengthen the links between our
organisation and the leading civil society organisations
at national and European level. The problem here is that
IAPS does not have an organisation in every country, but
rather a centralised structure that determines its actions.
It would be interesting to explore new organisational
models: indeed, we could even say that one such model
already exists in practice. Although limited in nature and
oriented towards the field of environmental psychology,
a number of architects have taken part in its conferences
and meetings. Spain and Germany are the most active
groups, although both Italy and the UK have also shown
a certain level of activity in this regard.
There is a further mission facing IAPS at this point in time.
In my opinion, IAPS should put all the recent and current
research undertaken by its members on the table, in order
to provide a clearer vision of the interconnections and the
scientific challenges being faced. I realise that this is a
task that can be fulfilled by carrying out a review of the
most recent work being done by IAPS member scientists,
but what I am referring to here is the need for IAPS itself
to establish and maintain this guided knowledge base.
- Which is your suggestion and/or vision for the future of
IAPS and of People-environment studies in general?
I think that IAPS should continue to strengthen its
scientific links with Asia, Latin America and African
nations, where it has a vital mission that in many cases
includes training numbers of scientists (by promoting
training and specialisation programmes, as well as transnational research projects, in many cases considered
a priority by the European Union) and bolstering its
communications structures (journals and other publishing
infrastructures). In this regard IAPS should be open to
new approaches and theoretical considerations coming
from other disciplines and social contexts.
IAPS should also increase its presence in the US and
Canada, incorporating scientists from these countries
into its organisational structure with a view to reaching out
beyond a merely European context and internationalising
even further the lines of knowledge and research that
today characterise the organisation in Europe.
Finally, I believe that IAPS should set itself the following
goals: a) to achieve the status of a representative
body within the scientific world at a European or even

international level, furthering the study of peopleenvironment relations; b) to become a reference for
scientific policy, at least within a European context; c)
to take part, as a scientific society, in the national and
international institutions responsible for drafting research
programmes and promoting research in the field of
people-environment studies; and d) bolster its support
and assistance programme for young researchers and
minority groups.

Interview to Sue Ann Lee,
past Secretary of IAPS
- What do you see as the current aims of IAPS and of
the Bulletin today and have/how have they changed since
you were Secretary?
I think the aims of IAPS and the aims of the Bulletin have
to be separated as I see the Bulletin as only one of the
vehicles to achieve the aims of IAPS as an organisation.
I do not think that the fundamental aims of IAPS have
changed over the years. The vehicles (conferences,
networks, publications etc.) by which it works to achieve
them have, of course, evolved and changed over 30
years.
When we set up IAPS in 1981 the “Architectural
Psychology Newsletter” already existed having been
set up by David Canter and subsequently published by
the Architectural Psychology Research Unit at Kingston
University, where I became its Editor. In 1981 this
became the “IAPS Newsletter” and subsequently, when
something more like a journal was felt to be needed,
became the “Bulletin” under new editorship.
It has always been a challenge to have a publication
which is frequent enough to keep the membership up
to date with research, commentary, conferences and
publications in the field, and to find both an editor with
some time to devote to the publication and enough
members willing to help by contributing the material.
In this regard, it is telling that IAPS has just launched,
or rather ‘re-launched’, a Newsletter to complement the
Bulletin!
- Can you highlight the main achievements in the field of
people-environment studies which you think have been
triggered or enabled by IAPS as an organisation?
I think this is a very difficult question to answer. Many
developments in the field can be traced through IAPS
conferences and networks, but whether they would
have happened without IAPS is difficult to say. I’m
sure many collaborations (particularly interdisciplinary
and international ones) have come about through the
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auspices of IAPS that may not have happened otherwise.
IAPS as an organisation has a particular focus and flavour
and I think that it has a valuable role to play in the wider
developments in the field because of this.
- What do you think the main challenges/obstacles and
opportunities are to increase this impact?
Taking these two questions together, I think there is no
doubt that the knowledge generation within IAPS has
societal value and that it has, and will have, an impact on
the goal of sustainable development.
I have already commented more fully on this, with regard
to architecture & urban design, and on the challenges/
obstacles to increasing this impact. My comments can
be found - in summary - in my contribution to Bulletin 30
(Lee 2006/7) – reflecting on 25 years of IAPS – and, in more
detail, in a chapter I wrote in 2007, titled “Environmental
Psychology Research in Practice: thoughts on sustainable
architecture & urban design “ [In E. Edgerton, O. Romice,
& C. Spencer (eds.), Environmental Psychology: Putting
Research into Practice. Cambridge Scholars Publishing]
where I make a plea for people-environment research to
give priority to research on issues of sustainability.
Rereading these comments five years on, I do not have
much to add, except that I am pleased to have seen
some increase in the number of psychologists studying
and publishing on issues of sustainability during this time.
- What is your suggestion and/or vision for the future of
IAPS and of People-environment studies in general?
Again I think one has to discuss the future of IAPS as
an organisation and the future of people–environment
studies separately, although they are closely linked.
In the comments in Bulletin 30, I identified 3 main priorities
for people-environment research. One already mentioned
is to give priority to research on issues of sustainability
– the other two are as follows: firstly to encourage
more people-environment research to be done, for
both theoretical and methodological development and
secondly to aim to get more of the research that is done
into environmental policy and design practice - as well as
to make the research that is done - and its applications
- more evident.
I think IAPS as an organisation and its members and
publications are well placed to do this, but there is still a
long way to go.
I wish IAPS further success and expansion and have no
doubt that it will continue to contribute positively to the
development of people-environment studies in general.
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Interview to Roderick Lawrence,
past board member and Editor of the
25-years celebrative Bulletin
- What do you see as the current aims of IAPS and of
the Bulletin today and have/how have they changed since
you were in the board?
Since 1981, IAPS has always been an association that
has provided a unique international and multidisciplinary
platform for people to communicate ideas stemming from
theoretical and empirical studies of people-environment
relations. From the outset scholars and professionals
(from architecture, geography, urban design, landscape
planning, psychology and sociology, among others)
have a forum that transgresses conventional disciplinary
and sector based boundaries, whereas most other
associations are still confined to common disciplinary
limits.
At the beginning of the 1990s I wrote in the IAPS that
the association was at the crossroads (owing to a
declining membership and fewer delegates at biennial
conferences, in particular). Fortunately, the IAPS Board
listened to that message and, since then the association
has grown in size and geographical distribution around
the World because it has refocused its objectives on
real-world concerns about individuals, societies and key
dimensions of their habitat including the meanings, values
and uses of diverse kinds of environmental resources,
housing and living conditions and quality of life. The first
3 decades of IAPS clearly shows that there is a need for
an international association that serves as an open forum,
not a club, for the sharing of ideas and research results
that concern key questions about people-environment
relations, by academics, professionals and students from
all continents and irrespective of their ethnic origin, their
religious beliefs, or their political affiliation.
From the outset, the IAPS Bulletin successfully assumed
the role of disseminating information about and between
the IAPS membership about conferences, seminars and
publications related to people-environment studies.
However, it is not unfair to claim that many members
have not taken advantage of the Bulletin to inform others
about their ongoing research projects and publications.
There is little doubt that communication between IAPS
members can be improved by new communication
technology.
- Can you highlight the main achievements in the field of
people-environment studies which you think have been
triggered or enabled by IAPS as an organisation?
I think that the broad field of people-environment studies
has provided an institutional setting for academics
and professionals from numerous disciplines to meet
and discuss either disciplinary, multidisciplinary
or interdisciplinary contributions conducted in real

world settings rather than controlled experiments in
institutions or laboratories. This kind of multidisciplinary
and multicultural perspective about key environmental
questions is still surprisingly rare today.
The growing recognition of the relevance of contributions
stemming from the human or social sciences to deal with
complex questions, especially those related to humanmade and natural environments, should encourage IAPS
members to sustain their contribution in the future. The
humanistic perspective underlying the contributions of
IAPS members is sorely needed in a rationalistic and
technocratic world. This is particularly the case with
respect to complex environmental questions including
climate change and extreme weather conditions,
especially in terms of risk, vulnerability and resilience. The
unique contribution of IAPS has clearly been confirmed
by the last two biennial conferences in Rome, in 2008,
and in Leipzig in 2010.
The majority of contributions at the biennial IAPS
conferences usually analyze people-environment
relations at the micro-level. This level of analysis is often
sorely missing from current documentation and debate
concerning environmental challenges, land-use planning
and urban policies. Current IAPS members may not have
grasped the potential importance of their work for policy
definition and professional practice, but linkages to these
arenas were considered by IAPS members in the 1980s
and 1990s. Some members have participated actively
in international projects including the UNESCO-MAB
Programme and the WHO Healthy Cities project.
I think that this field has provided innovative contributions
that are increasingly recognized and applied by those
outside the field. For example, two concepts - ‘behaviour
settings’ and ‘place identity’ - which were formulated
and validated by this field over four decades ago, have
improved our understanding of people-environment
relations at the micro-level. However, it is alarming to note
that many young researchers in the field have not been
taught these concepts. This raises the crucial question of
the accumulation of knowledge and its transmission from
one generation to the next.
- To what extent the knowledge generation within IAPS
has societal value and has had (or might have in the future)
an impact on the goal of sustainable development?
In June 2000, the late Professor Gabriel Moser chaired
the IAPS conference in Paris. It was the first biennial
conference that formally endorsed the research activities
of many members about sustainable development
which had accumulated in volume during the 1990s.
This conference raised numerous questions about
the linkages between micro-level analyses of peopleenvironment relations and their consequences at broader
geographical scales. In particular consumption patterns
and responsible behaviour were explicitly addressed.
Among the IAPSNetworks which provide a more focused

forum for members to debate specific questions, one
network specifically addresses sustainability.
In my opinion, people-environment studies have had
a low impact on environmental policy and initiatives to
promote sustainable development even though empirical
research findings in this broad field have crucial messages
about individual and collective decisions that embrace
responsibilities about the uses of all kinds of resources
and how they are shared with others at local, regional
and global levels. This shortcoming is an illustration of
the longstanding applicability gap between scientific
research, policy definition and professional practice
which has rarely been overcome by contributions in
this field. However, there are innovative contributions,
based on action research with stakeholders (now known
as transdisciplinarity) that deal with complex societal
questions. These kinds of contributions have been
addressed in workshops in the two previous biennial
IAPS conferences in Rome and Leipzig and they have
attracted a lot of interest. These kinds of contributions
warrant more attention in the immediate future.
I share an optimistic review of the prospects for
transdisciplinary contributions with other scholars and
professionals from a range of disciplines and countries.
This optimism is based on the fact that human societies
today are beginning to recognize the need to deal with
sets of interrelated problems (such as climate change,
access to potable water, health, innovative technologies
and risk assessment) that are not confined within
conventional disciplinary boundaries nor sector-based
professional practice. Today academics, scientists and
governments have been challenged by civil society to
provide knowledge that is applicable to current societal
problems, environmental sustainability and economic
efficiency. This is a worthy mandate for IAPS members.
- What do you think the main challenges/obstacles and
opportunities are to increase this impact?
It has been common practice for scientific researchers
to produce studies that are passed on to policy decision
makers and professional practitioners who are meant
to read them and make informed decisions. This
caricature of links between research and professional
practice is representative of applied research in many
fields, including housing, urban development and landuse planning. At the same time, the lack of effective
collaboration between scientists, decision makers
and professional practitioners has been discussed
in these and many other sectors that address key
environmental questions. The criticisms of the lack of
collaboration between researchers, policy makers and
practitioners stem from sector based and disciplinary
perspectives that illustrate misunderstandings about
the different contexts of research, policy definition and
implementation. In order to promote more effective links
between scientists, policy makers and professional
practitioners it is necessary to build bridges between
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researchers in different disciplines, and then between
them, and decision-makers in government, and
practitioners working in the community.
There appears to be no methodological reasons for
improved collaboration. Nonetheless, academics,
professionals and politicians have created conceptual and
institutional barriers that hinder effective partnerships.
Some of these barriers are:
1.

Conceptual barriers such as inapt analogies,
metaphors and models used by academics and
professionals which do not address the complexity
of human-made environments but promote rational,
utilitarian approaches to interpret the layout, use
and management of these environments.

2.

Institutional barriers stemming from the professional
specialization,
and
the
segmentation
and
bureaucratization of expertise and knowledge, by
which “experts” apply technocratic knowledge
in order to apply instrumental rationalism based
largely on quantitative proposals at the expense of
qualitative dimensions including the tacit know-how
of lay-people.

3.

18

Social barriers produced by social differentiation
and compounded by shortcomings in formal
education and a lack of information transfer
between professionals, politicians and the public.
The consequent lack of communication between
interest groups means that democratic practices,
such as the involvement of citizens in the design
and management of residential environments,
are still not common. Consequently, residents
are frequently unaware of policy decision-making
about their city and their local neighbourhood.In
my opinion, conceptual barriers are more influential
than institutional and social barriers, which reflect
and reinforce the conceptual ones. This principle
has been illustrated by the implementation of the
National Environmental Health Action Plan (NEHAP)
for Switzerland since the Earth Summit in Rio de
Janeiro in 1992. The Swiss NEHAP is the result of
inter-sector collaboration between the Swiss Agency
for the Environment, Forests and Landscapes
(SAEFL), the Swiss Federal Office of Public Health
(SFOPH) and representatives from the Federal
Offices of Agriculture, Land-Use Planning, Housing,
Energy and Police, as well as representatives
from the Swiss cantons, and interest groups from
the private sector and the scientific community.
Three priority subjects have been jointly defined
for inter-sector collaboration and interdisciplinary
research during a ten year period. These subjects
are nature and well-being, residential environments
and well-being and mobility and well-being. Each
of these subjects has been analysed to identify
their components and the interrelations between
them. For example there are both direct and indirect
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relations between residential environments, mobility
and the conservation of natural landscape which
influence energy consumption, ambient air quality
and noise. Consequently all have direct or indirect
health impacts and influence quality of life and well
being.
- What is your suggestion and/or vision for the future of
IAPS and of People-environment studies in general?
There has been a large volume of empirical studies but
much less synthesis of them, and even less theoretical
development. The synthesis of concepts, principles and
methodological approaches is important and necessary
for the consolidation of this vast field. Meta-synthesis of
this kind is common in medical science, and some other
disciplines in the natural sciences; lessons can be learnt
from them to organize and synthesize knowledge about
people-environment studies. That task would need to be
a major interdisciplinary research programme involving
many experienced researchers over several years.
It was noted above that barriers hinder the implementation
contributions in the broad multi-disciplinary field of
people-environment relations. These kinds of barriers
hinder effective collaboration between researchers trained
in different disciplines, between teachers of different
subjects, and between scientists, decision makers and
professional practitioners. Despite the rhetoric about
communicative action, joint problem solving, knowledge
integration and dialogue platforms, the shortcomings
between the goals and outcomes of research projects
and teaching programmes still exists in several fields; for
example, the blatant failure of the wealthiest countries to
provide citizens with ‘decent work’, affordable housing
and health care. These shortcomings are not necessarily
the result of a lack of knowledge, or political commitment,
or financial resources. They are, above all, the logical
outcome of the narrow vision of so-called experts who
do not address key concepts including values.
There is much empirical evidence from research in
this field to show that people-environment relations
are influenced by individual, social and intercultural
values. There are different types of values, including
monetary and nonmonetary ones, which may generate
conflicts. A review of publications indicates that values
are overlooked. This could be the result of an underlying
assumption by some researchers that consensus
building can bypass conflicts rather than confront
them. In contrast to this custom, the conceptual and
methodological framework of future contributions could
be redefined to explicitly identify and discuss monetary
and nonmonetary values in precise contexts. Core
values can be identified and addressed to understand
the multidimensional nature of people-environment
relations in precise situations. The next steps should be
defined by the membership I order to develop an agenda
to address these kinds of subjects.

Edited by
Kevin Thwaites and Aleya Abdel-Hadi

Introduction by Aleya Abdel-Hadi

T

his Bulletin issue is to commemorate and celebrate
the 30th Anniversary of IAPS. When highlighting the
Association’s development and achievement to date,
the Networks stand out predominantly as an integral
part of IAPS activities. As far as thirteen networks have
been established throughout the twenty five past years,
some of them remained active for some time then
discontinued such as the Environment and Gerontology,
the History and the Built Environment, the Landscape,
the Spatial Analysis and the Gender and the Built
Environment; but, the rest still carry out their debates,
publications, and organise their symposia. Working
networks could be stated chronologically as follow: the
Housing network was the first to be founded in 1986 by
Roderick Lawrence, followed by the Education network
established by NecdetTeymur in 1992, then the Children,
Youth and Environments in 1996 by Maria Nordstrom, the
Culture and Space in the Built Environment in 1997 by
HulyaTurgut, the Communication, Technology and Place
in the year 2000 by Gary Gumpert, the Sustainability
Network in 2005 by BirgittaGatersleben, the Restorative
Environments in 2007 by Kevin Thwaites and last but not
least the Urban Morphology and Representation in 2009
by Ombretta Romice.
The networks meet at the biennial IAPS International
Conferences and organise their own symposia in those
conferences or independently in the year in-between.
Conveners of each network shape the agenda of the
meeting and work at inviting and encouraging IAPS
members and Conferences’ participants to attend those
meetings; the aim is to contribute scientifically in networks’
symposia and consequently get interesting insights as well
as benefitting from new ideas and contacts. Apart from
the oldest three networks’ conveners, who often organise
collaborative symposia; up to now, the other networks
have operated more or less independently of one another.
In relation to discussing initiatives for knowledge transfer

A VISION OF IAPS THROUGH ITS
THEMATIC NETWORKS:
International Expertise for Knowledge
Development and Transfer

and societal impact, there may be benefits from network
conveners to have more dialogue with each other. This
was one of many reasons that made the IAPS Board
members decide to shed light and promote the networks’
activities, potential and capabilities to IAPS members
through publication in the Bulletin on the core knowledge
areas generated by each network, their current activities
– research and publication, the societal impacts of their
prospective activities, their contribution to sustainable
development and their eventual development of
mechanisms for knowledge transfer.
The networks’ conveners who responded to our call for
papers were six out of eight. An important consideration
was deducted from the joint networks’ events of – Housing
and Culture and Space in the Built Environment – that was
on how significant investments of monetary resources and
professional expertise have led to a number of projects
concerning urban regeneration, housing renovation, and
the revitalisation of old neighbourhoods. The Education
network focused on enhancing the spread of vision
and mission of IAPS in achieving important links with
publishing journals in Europe, the USA and Asia which
published the network’s researches on design pedagogy
and studio teaching practices.
The incorporation of sophisticated media technologies
which raised great concern of privacy and sustainability
was the issue tackled by the Communication, Technology
and Place network; whilst creating an arena where
researchers from different countries and disciplines can
meet was one of the main mission of the Restorative
Environments network where research is currently
directed at understanding the links between specific kinds
of environment (green space, hospital interiors, offices,
urban spaces) and restorative health and wellbeing with a
view to guiding design and policy. The Urban Morphology
and Representation is the most recently established
network; it is focusing on the study of the critical elements
that define urban structures and looks for evidence
of these essential structures, across geographies and
over time to be of use for current planning and urban
development.
My deep appreciation and thanks are extended to the
Networks conveners who kindly submitted their papers
for this Bulletin issue. Since the board meeting at Leipzig
in summer 2010, it was decided that members of the
Board would have group responsibilities, a matter that
helped each one contributing in the work piecemeal and
in good spirit of cooperation. Thanks to my colleagues
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in the Networks Task Group: Kevin, Giuseppe, Clare and
Petra that this work have been done.

issues in architectural, planning and design education.
These activities can be grouped into 6 main categories.

A suggestion to make the sustainability network horizontal,
working with all the other networks was raised and hailed
by board members, it would be important however to
have a feedback from networks members and conveners
on this issue. It is also important to start a dialogue and
cooperation between the Networks Task Group from the
Board and the current and future networks conveners in
order to prepare an important contribution of the networks
in Glasgow 2012 and future scientific events.

1. The IAPS-CSBE International Symposia take place
approximately every four years and are organized
to encourage the participation of scholars and
practitioners from a range of countries as well as
different disciplinary and professional perspectives.
These include architecture, urban design, planning,
psychology, sociology and anthropology. The symposia
have focused on culture-space relations in environment
and behaviour studies and housing research in both
traditional and contemporary home environments;
housing for low-income groups as well as informal
housing. Recent events of the network and symposia
have addressed the issue of globalization and its
effect on urban environments; new housing trends;
and socio-cultural issues in architectural, planning and
design education.

Aleya Abdel-Hadi: aleyah2000@hotmail.com
Kevin Thwaites: k.thwaites@sheffield.ac.uk
Giuseppe Carrus: g.carrus@uniroma3.it
Petra ShweiserRies: Petra.Schweizer-Ries@fg-upsy.com

In order to celebrate the networks for this 30th Anniversary
edition, network conveners were asked to reflect on the
development of their network, its achievements to date
and look forward to the future. Since the launch of the
new website and the organisation of network information
within it, it has become clear that many of the networks
are very active in developing their potential for knowledge
exchange within the IAPS organisation and beyond.
A background in many nations encouraging Higher
Education institutions to make the wider societal value of
its research more explicit and to seek ways to transfer
knowledge beyond the confines of academia presents
IAPS and its members with a unique opportunity. The
2012 IAPS Conference in Glasgow responds to this
with a theme focused on exploring the relationship
between research, policy and practice within the field of
environment-behaviour studies. As part of the preparation
for this we wanted to use this edition of the Bulletin to
showcase the work of our networks and offer the chance
for conveners to provide some reflections on how they
see networks developing against this background. What
follows showcases an extraordinary body of knowledge
generation with significant societal value across a wide
range of important research areas.

The first international symposium (Culture & Space
in Home Environments: Critical Evaluations/New
Paradigms) took place in Istanbul in 1997 and the
second (Traditional Environments in a New Millennium:
Defining Principles and Professional Practice) in June
2001 in the historic city of Amasya in Anatolia. The third
(Social Change and Spatial Transformation in Housing
Environments) took place under the umbrella of XXII
UIA World Congress of Architecture in Istanbul in 2005).
In addition to our own activities we actively collaborate
with other IAPS networks, particularly the Housing
and Education networks. The fourth International
Symposium was jointly organised with the IAPS
Housing network and took place in Istanbul in October
2009 (Revitalizing Built Environments: Requalifying Old
Places for New Uses). Later this year we are organising
the fifth symposium jointly with the Housing network in
Daegu, Korea.
2. The IAPS-CSBE Symposia Series takes place within the
IAPS main conferences and other symposia. We have
organised two Culture, Space and Education Symposia
jointly with the Education network: ‘Cities, Cultural
Diversity and Design Pedagogy’ (Rome 2008) and
‘Revitalizing Built Environments: Lessons from Design
Studio Teaching Practices’ (Istanbul 2009) (Fig. 1).

Culture and Space in the Built Environment
Network
The CSBE network was established in 1997 with the
aim of examining and engaging with issues related to
culture and space interactions in the built environment.
To achieve this we organise scientific meetings such as
symposia and workshops; encourage research studies;
produce publications; circulate information between
researchers; and promote the study of socio-cultural
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Fig. 1

Other symposia have included Appropriate Home:
designing appropriate residential environments
(Alexandria, 2006) prepared jointly with the Housing
&Building National Research Centre of Egypt;
Urban Transformation and Renewal of Historical
Environments (Istanbul, June 2009); Urban Renewal
and Transformation Experiences in Istanbul (October
2009).
3. IAPS-CSBE Turkey: National Culture and Space
Symposium Series. This series is organized in both
in Turkish and English with a number of international
key-note speakers from the IAPS community. The
aim of these local symposia is to further discussion
of culture-space interactions in a specific region
and encourage the active participation of young
researchers in IAPS activities.
The first national symposium (City, Culture and
House) was hosted by Bahceşehir University with
the cooperation of Istanbul Technical University,
Turkish Chamber of Architects and Arkitera in 2007
in Istanbul. The second national symposium (City,
Culture and Space) took place in Istanbul in March
2010 to question the urban transformation process
of the city during its year as 2010 European Capital
of Culture. In common with most of the CSBE
symposia, a young researchers’ poster exhibition
was also included and many postgraduate students
presented their research on the city.

5. Publications: Books and Journals. From inception the
CSBE network has stressed the value of publishing
the outputs of all the symposia and workshops.
Some of these have been published as edited
books, symposium proceedings and special issues
of journals (e.g. Open House International, Mimarlik).
The number of books in the IAPS-CSBE Network
Book Series now total over 9. For full details: http://
www.IAPS-association.org/activities-remit/networks/
culture-space-in-the-built-environment
The most recent publication is a forthcoming edited
volume of papers selected from the joint CSBEHousing Network symposium held in Istanbul in
2009: Lawrence, R., TurgutYildiz, H. and Kellett, P.
(eds.) Requalifying the Built Environment: Challenges
and Responses, Advances in People-Environmental
Studies (Hogrefe and Huber, Göttingen, 2011).
6. Future Activities: The most significant forthcoming
event is the IAPS International Network Symposium
2011 ‘Continuity and Change of Built Environments:
Housing, Culture and Space across the Lifespan’ to be
held in Daegu, Korea (10-14 October 2011). This is a
joint event of the CSBE and Housing Networks of IAPS
in collaboration with Daegu Metropolitan City Hall,
Korean Housing Association and the Architectural
Institute of Korea (Fig. 2).

4. Culture and Space Architectural Design Workshops.
We have organised workshops on culture and
design education for graduate and post graduate
students since 2001. The first was in the historic
town of Amasya in Anatolia (Continuity and Change,
2001); the second in Trilye (Continuity: Change and
Transformation, 2007); and a third in Istanbul (Routes
of the Culture of Architecture, 2010).
The main aim is to focus on architecture and culture
interactions using the concept and theories of culture
and space in architectural education. Our second
aim is to create a platform for architectural design
students to communicate, collaborate and share their
experiences and knowledge. The design workshops
are concerned with understanding the relationship
between environment at different scales and the
socio cultural factors of each setting. In addition
to researching contemporary, historical, vernacular
and traditional environments at a range of scales, an
understanding of different urban identities and local
cultures helps raise awareness of the importance of
the concept of ‘place’ in architectural design. The
workshops convey the value of understanding the
concept of place and its reflection in architectural
design education.

Fig. 2

This international symposium aims to present and
discuss different aspects of sustainable development
in an increasingly urbanised world. In the context
of complex changes in demographic, economic,
social, cultural, technological and environmental
conditions the symposium aims to draw on lessons
from the past, research in current contexts and
creative foresight for future housing, culture, and
space for people, lifestyles, cultures and populations
undergoing change. For further information: http://
www.IAPS2011symposium.kr/
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Within the Daegu conference we are organising a smaller
invited symposium ‘City and House: Urban Dynamics
and Spatial Transformations’ within the Culture, Space
and Revitalization Symposia series jointly with the IAPS
Housing network. We aim to open up discussion on
conflicting local and global spaces within cities, the use
of cultural policies, and the concept of home in new urban
contexts. In addition, as part of the Daegu conference,
we are organising an International Student Design
Competition: Ontological Design in Future Housing and
Space.
In September 2011 we are running the 4th Design
Workshop of the CSBE Culture & Space network. This
will be hosted by the Eastern Mediterranean University
Faculty of Architecture in Famagusta, Cyprus. The theme
is ‘Transformation and the City’. The aim is to develop a
critical approach to current spatial formations, readability
and accessibility of new city developments.

Restorative Environments Network
The IAPS Restorative Environments Network is an
interdisciplinary community dedicated to advancing
knowledge, practice, and education concerning
environments that promote the restoration of depleted
psychological, physiological and social resources. Its
interests are wide ranging and include:
•

•

•

•

For further information on all of the above activities
please contact:
Dr. Demet Mutman, IAPS-CSBE Network secretary
Email: space@itu.edu.tr
IAPS Culture and Space in the Built Environment
Network
Prof. Dr. Hulya Turgut, joint co-ordinator
Istanbul Bahcesehır Unıversity, Faculty of Architecture
and Design.
ÇıraganBesiktas, 34353, Istanbul, Turkey.
Email: turguth1@gmail.com
Dr. Peter Kellett, joint co-ordinator
School of Architecture, Planning and Landscape,
University of Newcastle upon Tyne, Newcastle, UK.
Email: p.w.kellett@ncl.ac.uk
Dr. Demet Mutman, network secretary
Email.: space@itu.edu.tr
Web pages:
www.iaps-association.org/activities-remit/networks
www.iaps-culturespace.org

Methodological developments which aim to
investigate and strengthen the evidence base for
the restorative effects of different environmental
settings.
Development of new theoretical structures which aim
to inform the design and management of restorative
environments.
Investigation of the implications of restorative
principles for the spatial arrangement and content of
open space networks.
Exploration of the relationship of restorative
environments research to urban social sustainability.

The Restorative Environments Network convened
for the first time in IAPS Rome 2008. Since then we
have established a pilot on-line community for the
network, via wiki, securely hosted on PBwiki, called
‘restorative environments’. This is still in an early stage
of development. The web page is managed by the
conveners and initially provided a suggested template of
web page content for other networks to follow and adapt
to their own needs. The intervening period suggests
that this has been broadly successful and we are now
discussing further web page developments.
The network has not itself issued any publications.
Individual members have published numerous articles,
the details of which are circulated to members. To facilitate
this, and posted on the webpage recently, we have
recently collated a list of members activities and areas of
special interest including key recent publications. We aim
to update this list every second year, with a call for up-todate information issued after the network meeting of that
year. We currently have 106 members world-wide from
many academic disciplines and professions, including
architecture,
landscape
architecture,
psychology
(architectural, community, conservation, environmental),
urban planning, and environmental management). Our
membership is notified periodically calling attention
to publications and conferences of potential interest,
and also for planning our network meetings at IAPS
conferences and other venues. In the periods between
the meetings, communication between members is
mainly performed through email.
We plan via future network meetings and online dialogue
to promote the activities outlined in our mission
statement which is:
•
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Open discussion of theoretical and methodological
issues.

•

•
•
•

Consolidation, dissemination, and application of
knowledge (via continued postings of relevant
literature).
Innovation in research methods and environmental
design practice.
Collaboration among researchers and practitioners.
Support new researchers and practitioners.

One of the main missions of the network is to create
an arena where researchers from different countries and
disciplines can meet. This will encourage collaboration
and knowledge transfer. At future IAPS meetings, and
other environmental psychology/health related research
conferences providing opportunities for discussion, our
aim is to organize separate symposia where researchers
within restorative environments research can present
their work to a wider audience. Discussions are taking
place which we hope will lead to the convening of a
restorative environments symposium at the next IAPS
conference in Glasgow 2012 which, in keeping with the
main conference theme, will provide opportunities to
discuss the implications of research with practitioner
and policy making agencies.
Potential societal impacts of restorative environments
research are considerable. In the context of global
discourse about the impact of our environment on
the health and well-being of populations, restorative
environments research makes a significant contribution
by raising awareness of the restorative potential of
certain kinds of public places. It thereby improves
policy and practice in relation to the planning, design
and quality of built and rural environments (Fig. 3).

research has a significant role to play in the developing
understanding of social sustainability, especially in
urban settings. Social dimensions of urban restoration
are a key area of research to develop and this is currently
being explored, theoretically and empirically, expanding
the scope of restorative environments. Examples of
this include, the role contact with people plays in the
restorative process (Staats and Hartig, 2004; Scopelleti
and Giuliani, 2004), the implications of territoriality and
human self-esteem for social restoration and how this
can be related to the structure and spatial organisation
of the built environment (Thwaites, Simkins and Mathers
2011).
Restorative environments research is now beginning
to move beyond its formative and well established
roots in environmental psychology to explore the
practical applications of its growing knowledge base.
The research of many members is currently directed
at understanding the links between specific kinds of
environment (green space, hospital interiors, offices,
lighting, urban spaces etc) and restorative health and
wellbeing with a view to guiding design and policy. The
OPENspace research centre in Edinburgh, for example,
pursues a number of initiatives in this respect. This
ongoing work, along with that of many other members,
disseminates research to designers, key stakeholders
and policy makers (Fig. 4).

Fig. 4

Fig. 3

Environments promoting restoration, which include
those associated with nature and ‘soft fascination’,
are a now well established element of research which
identifies properties of environments associated with
attention restoration and recovery from mental fatigue.
There are also several studies interested in emotional
and physiological changes in relation to nature
experiences. Urban green space environments have
also been shown to facilitate social wellbeing (Maas et
al 2009) and in consequence restorative environments
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Urban Morphology and Representation
Network
Established in 2009 by IAPS members involved in the
study of the evolution of places in time, the main thrust
of this network is that the structure of a place (streets
and their hierarchy, street fronts, plots and blocks) is an
influential aspect in how space is used. Its evolution in
time is an indicator of its responsiveness to life. The
more adaptable the structure, the more robust is its
capacity to respond to changing circumstances, through
small, non structural changes.
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Fig. 6a

Fig. 6b

One of the outcomes of the study has been the
discovery of the impact that professional planning has
had on the nature of places. The Garden City Movement,
Modernism, New Urbanism and their derivations have
brought about substantial changes in the basic elements
that constitute urban form, with severe implications on
their use and the life of their inhabitants. In our future
work we seek to counteract this with the development
of new understandings and tools to bring about more
enduring and socially sustainable outcomes.

in the website www.udsu-strath.com) and turning the
morphological study of historic areas in China (Nanjing)
into a scientific foundation for domestic design practices
and policy-making which are socially and culturally
responsive, as well as innovative. Good practices and
supportive policies are urgently needed to respond to
China’s fast urbanization and the rapid loss of cultural
and urban identity. We are also looking closely into
morphological transformation of Suzhou at the smallest
level of individual buildings, to build a database for
landscape management (Fig. 8).

To this end the practical application of our research is
taking several different strands. We are studying how
current planning and urban development should use this
knowledge to create robust places which can evolve in
time to respond to changing needs, combining strategic
planning and local involvement. We have developed
an approach to urban regeneration, currently used in
consultancy projects (Scotland), and we have developed
several theoretical and methodological frameworks to
help achieve this. We are patenting a street network
analysis assessment tool (please follow links to MCA

We have developed a methodology to record multisensorial perception of spaces (‘Sensory Notation’) and
translate this understanding into design recommendations
and pattern books. This work has strong and fruitful ties
to disciplines such as design and social anthropology,
architecture, critical & narrative theory and geography.
Significant steps include work on crowd sourcing
sensory notations through a mobile application to allow
building of detailed sensory maps from the aggregate
experiences of a large number of participants (Fig. 9).
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Fig. 8

One of our latest interests is on the transitional edges
that define the interface of building plot, streetfront and open space networks. Established thought
acknowledges transitional edges as important places
of social interaction in urban settings (Jacobs, Rogers,
Alexander, Gehl). Often shaped by such interaction they
are important to the appearance and social value of the
urban landscape yet there is no coherent approach to
their design management. We think nevertheless that
current approaches to urban regeneration and design are
eroding the complexity of these edges, restricting their
capacity to encourage and support territorial experience
important to social sustainability. For us, these
approaches are excessively ‘form’ oriented subjugating
expression of ‘place’ and ‘understanding’ in the public
realm. With case studies drawn from European urban
contexts we aim to optimise opportunities for territorial
expression, highlighting the pivotal role transitional
edges have for successful delivery.

Publications / dissemination

All members of this network are urban designers involved
in teaching, research and/or practice and we would
welcome IAPS members interested in joining us to study
how issues of identity, place attachment, safety, anxiety,
social engagement etc vary across the urban types we
have identified.
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Multimodality/Home.html
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Housing Network
The Housing Network was the first IAPS Network
founded by Roderick Lawrence in 1986. Since then it has
been become an international platform for presentations
and debate during sessions organized within the biennial
IAPS Conferences. It has also hosted or co-organized
housing symposia on different occasions in a number of
cities including London and Stockholm. Some of these
events have been recorded in special issues of journals
or monographs.
Since its foundation, the IAPS Housing Network has
shared and discussed a number of topics related to
the way in which People Environment Studies can be
applied in housing and residential environments to
generate knowledge for researchers and practitioners.
The focus is been to bridge the applicability gap between
knowledge and design practice.
The Housing Network organized a symposium during
the IAPS 21 Conference in Leipzig on Monday 28th June
2010 on ‘Revitalizing the housing environment: recent
contributions’. This meeting was chaired by Roderick
Lawrence. It followed an international symposium jointly
organized by the IAPS Housing and CSBE Networks
held at the Technical University of Istanbul in October
2009. These events addressed topics of concern for
housing and urban development at the beginning of the
21st century.
These two IAPS Network events considered how
significant investments of monetary resources and
professional expertise during the last three decades
in many countries have led to numerous projects and
programmes concerning urban regeneration, housing
renovation, and the revitalization of old neighbourhoods.
Some of these investments have led to unintended
consequences whereas others have been considered
successes. The common approach used in recent years
has been based only on quantifiable criteria related to
the functional and physical performance of buildings,
the financial return of monetary investments, and
projections about demographic and economic trends;
it has been extremely rare to explicitly integrate the
aspirations, preferences and values of local residents
living in or adjacent to many projects. The key question
today is how can future projects define a comprehensive
programme of work if they continue to ignore the point
of view of the local population? Instead of relying heavily
on technical solutions by professionals, both quantitative
and qualitative approaches are necessary and they
should involve a wide range of actors from the public
and private sectors including citizens. The economic,
functional and physical lifespan of buildings should be
reconsidered in relation to the diversity of meanings,
including the contested meanings of some projects
which reflect the diverse values that different groups of
the population attribute to the built environment before
renovation works are defined.
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The recent focus on revitalizing housing environments
can be related to many other subjects such as
gentrification, housing rehabilitation, urban renewal and
sustainable development and these relationships have
been explored by a number of contributors.
Following these recent events, the Network coordinators
have collaborated to edit a special issue of Open House
International including some papers presented at the
symposium in Istanbul. A monograph is also being
edited as part of the IAPS series of proceedings.
The IAPS Housing and CSBE Networks are currently
collaborating with colleagues in Daegu, South Korea,
to organize another housing symposium on ‘Continuity
and change of built environments: Housing, culture
and space across lifespans’. This housing symposium
will be held from10th to 14th October 2011. For further
information consult: http://www.IAPS.2011symposium.
kr/down/call.pdf
Coordinators:
Roderick J. Lawrence
Rolf Johansson

Education Network
IAPS education network aims at offering a sustained
platform for 1) the exchange of information and
dissemination of research findings on education in
built environment related disciplines, and 2) promoting
research on design pedagogy and studio teaching
practices, while envisioning ways in which peopleenvironments studies can be incorporated into design
teaching. The view of the network is that education is an
all encompassing discipline the crosses the boundaries
of design professions in a trans-disciplinary manner.
Notably, while the core knowledge areas generated by
the network are dedicated to education, the network
does not limit itself to these and attempts to explore
issues of interest to “people-environment” academic
and professional communities. This is evident in the
series of publications produced and facilitated by the
convenors, with the involvement of IAPS members over
the past few years.
The network was founded based on a call from
NecdetTeymur in 1992 who continued to lead it up to
1998 when Ashraf Salama and Joy Potthof joined him
in convening the activities of the Network. The role of
Teymur continued to be instrumental , especially in
generating critical discourses on education and design
pedagogy until IAPS 19th but due to his current health
condition and based on his request, he is no longer part
of the convening team. Over the past several years,
IAPS members have continuously supported and
contributed to the activities of the network: Ombretta
Romice, Dina Shehayeb, Henry Sanoff, Martin Edge,
Nicholas Wilkinson, Beatrice Maturana, Aleya AbdelHadi, Eman El Nachar, HernanCasakin, Mona Soliman,
HulyaTurgut, Peter Kellett, AhmetEuyce, to name a few.
Since the beginning of 2009, the network has been
engaged in a wide spectrum of activities, and joint
publications that attempt to establish links between
theories, education, and practice in the areas of
learning environments, affordable housing and urban
space diversity. The network has a great potential
in promoting sustainable development through
dissemination of “people-environment” knowledge to
the IAPS membership as well as the wider academic
community. Currently, a special issue of Open House
International-OHI on Affordable Housing, Quality and
Lifestyle Theories is being edited by Ashraf Salama
with UrmiSenguptaof Queen’s University Belfast. This
edition of OHI will be featured in Volume 36, Issue 3
(September 2011) http://www.openhouse-int.com/
publishing.html. A number of IAPS members have
contributed to this publication. (Fig. 10).
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Fig. 10

A recent call for papers has been announced on IAPS
website and newsletter. The call addresses a special
theme issue on Urban Space Diversity: Paradoxes and
Realities, intended for publication in Volume 37, Issue
2 (June 2012): Open House International. This edition
is guest edited by Ashraf Salama and Alain Thierstein
of Munich University of Technology; click here www.
openhouse-int.com/publishing.html.
Having strong interest in issues relevant to “peopleenvironment” research does not mean compromising
the core area of the network. A special volume of
Archnet-IJAR, edited by Ashraf Salama and Michael
Crosbie, was published in July 2011. The special
edition of IJAR (vol 4 – Issues 2-3) debates timely and
pressing issues and comes under the theme of “Design
Education: Explorations and Prospects for a Better Built
Environment.” Addressing architects, urban designers,
landscape architects, interior designers, and the future
shapers of the built environment, this special edition
integrates the efforts of more than 45 contributors from
12 countries presented in 32 papers. Contributions are
classified in two sections, the first is about paradigms
and positions (17 papers) and the second is about
design teaching practices (15 papers). These figures
manifest a strong commitment to the field of design
education in its broadest sense whose pedagogical
discourse, foundations, underlying theories, contents,
and methods can be questioned and critically analyzed.
While a considerable number of IAPS current and former
members have contributed to this volume, it is believed
that it paves the road for the development of knowledge
transfer and collaborative mechanisms (Fig. 11).

Contributing to IAPS involved editing a special
issue on IAPS 19th Abdel-Hadi, Aleya and Salama,
Ashraf M. (eds.). ArchNet-IJAR: International Journal
of Architectural Research, vol. 3, issue 1 (2009).
(International) ISSN 1994-6961. (US) ISSN 1938-7806.
The issue included twenty-two articles and entries
addressing issues in fourteen countries across four
continents. Co-edited by Aleya Abdel-Hadi and Ashraf
M. Salama, this issue features selected papers from
the 19th International Conference of the International
Association of People Environments Studies (IAPS).
http://archnet.org/library/documents/one-document.
jsp?document_id=10581
Other contributions of the network includes series of
publications that can be outlined as follows:
A Special Issue of Open House International , Volume
34, Issue 1, March 2009.
Shaping the Future of Learning Environments: Emerging
Paradigms and Best Practices. Guest Editor: Ashraf M.
Salama.
The twelve papers included in this issue explore and
investigate qualities and characteristics of learning
environments at different scales and in different contexts,
from classroom typologies to campus outdoor spaces.
They place emphasis on emerging paradigms in learning
environments that involve a number of underlying
issues including the academic house clustering, the
school as heart of the community, the rising interest in
new classroom spaces and forms, the user centered
processes, utilizing the learning environment as an
open textbook, and the impact of recent advances in
information technologies and globalization on the future
of learning settings. http://www.openhouse-int.com/
abdisplay.php?xvolno=34_1_13
A review on person-environment interactions:
International Journal of Architectural Research, ArchnetIJAR - 3 (2), July 2009 where students conducted
intensive reviews of 12 books on Person-Environment
Interactions,
Salama, Ashraf. “Shaping Architectural Discourse by
Architecture Students at Queen’s University Belfast,”
in ArchNet-IJAR: International Journal of Architectural
Research, vol. 3, issue 2 (2009). Download Full Review here :
http://www.archnet.org/library/documents/onedocument.jsp?document_id=10790
A new book addressing pedagogical challenges in
Architecture and Urbanism.

Fig. 11

Salama, Ashraf M. (2009) Transformative Pedagogy in
Architecture and Urbanism, UmbauVerlag, Solingen,
Germany. ISBN 978-3937954-042.
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As a new round of pedagogical dialogue on architecture
and urbanism it resets the stage for debating future visions
of transformative pedagogy and its impact on design
education. This is a forward looking effort that comes
to amalgamate concerns, concepts, and practices that
Ashraf M. Salama has explored and introduced over a
period of two decades. It is about balancing the creative
act required for creating responsive environments and
the social and environmental responsibilities that should
be embedded in this act. It is also about understanding
how knowledge is produced, what the components
of such knowledge are, and what are the learning
processes and social practices that can be used to
transmit it. Structured in five chapters the book presents
a wide range of innovative and practical methodologies
for teaching architectural and urban design. It traces
the roots of architectural education and offers several
contrasting ideas and strategies of design teaching
practices. http://www.umbau-verlag.com/ (Fig. 12).

of Faculty of Architecture and Planning, University
Technology Malaysia-MARA on conducting ‘peopleenvironment” research and writing and disseminating
research findings.
While maintaining this level of activity, the network
intends to organize a one day symposium within IAPS
2012-Glasgow. The symposium aims to bring those
interested in critical pedagogy to discuss timely and
pressing issues that keep presenting themselves on
the map of recent discourses on experiential and active
learning, live projects, community participation, and
the incorporation of environment-behavior knowledge
in both classroom and studio teaching. Included in
this symposium there will be a session dedicated
to analyzing, discussing, and debating the work of
NecdetTeymur, the founder of the education network.
As well, it is imperative that the symposium would act
as a catalyst for networking while exploring possible
mechanisms for collaboration at both individual scholars
and institutional levels.
Ashraf M. Salama, Ph.D. FRSA, FHEA
Education Network Convener
Professor of Architecture, Head of Department of
Architecture and Urban Planning.
Qatar University, Doha, Qatar

Fig. 11

Communication Technology and
Place Network

Fig. 12

The network’ convener has played an instrumental
role in supporting the establishment of the Center
for Environment Behavior Studies -- cEBs, Faculty
of Architecture and Planning, University Technology
Malaysia-MARA, and launching its first national
conference in November 2009. This involved participation
as a keynote speaker in their first conference with
a presentation entitled: “Knowledge and Design
for Responsive Pedagogy and Practice.” Also, the
convener has contributed to the establishment of the
Asian Journal of Environment –Behavior Studies http://
fspu.uitm.edu.my/cebs/index.php/home. He played an
important role in establishing links between IAPS and
this newly established center, enhancing the spread of
the vision and mission of IAPS in the far east and south
east Asia. This sets a new benchmark for the role the
network could play. In this context, plans are underway
to offer a series of workshops for the young researchers
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Our daily lives are shaped by the design of place
intertwined and co-existing with electronic means
of connection. What is the relationship between
communication technology and the built environment?
How does technology reshape our relationship to
place? Researchers in this network explore how the two
fuse and are determinants of the other.
Members of the Communication, Technology and
Place network consider the concomitant effects on
the person/environment relationship that increasingly
are characterized by some degree of displacement –
the reciprocal and defining interdependence of place
modified by communication technology.
The social and economic city is being reformulated
by technologies that permit communication through
connection rather than through traditional face-to-face
contact. Yet, individual IAPS networks do not feature
the ubiquitous presence of communication technology
by those in the built environment.
Network members are working with the Urban
Communication Foundation serving as jury members
for the “The Communicative City award.” This award

recognizes innovative programs, practices and polices
that enhance communication among constituents
in urban/suburban environments. Eligible entities
are municipalities and urban based organizations,
throughout the world, engaged in existing or new
programs that encourage sites and opportunities for
social interaction; enhance urban communication
infrastructure and encourage civic engagement.
We have been working with the Leibniz Institute for
Regional Development and Structural Planning in
Erkner, Germany, specifically with the program on the
dynamics of communication, knowledge and spatial
development.
In 2008 members of the Communication, Technology
and Place network participated in an invited symposium
dedicated to the articulation of characteristics of what
makes a city “communicative” and helped organize
the IAPS photo exhibition in Rome with the theme of
“Communicative Cities.” Figure 13 shows a picture of
the exhibition on Communication and the city.

Fig. 13

The Communication Technology and Place Network’s
aspirations far exceeds it accomplishments because
its true mission is to convert, to persuade, to convince
other members of IAPS networks that our interest are not
isolated but rather are connected. The Communication
Technology and Place mantra is that the urban/suburban
landscape has been radically transformed with the
increasing impact of communication technology upon
the nature of place – whether it is the playground, the
office, the home, or means of transportation. From the
telegraph to the Internet, from the telephone to the
I-phone, from the computer to the Internet and social
media - IAPS’ fundamental interest in environment
and behavior studies: environmental psychology,
geography, architecture, urban design, sociology, social
psychology, interior design, planning has been altered
or is in the process of redefinition.
The literature of people/environment studies emphasizes
the significance of place making and place attachment.
Is a person’s sense of identity associated with a sense of
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belonging to a place influenced when human interaction
can be emancipated from place? Is attachment to place
changed? How is social space and psychological
presence shaped by potential liberation from the limits
of physical space? Despite the emancipating capacities
of technological connection, why do mobile media users
flock to pubic spaces to connect while disconnecting
from those around them?
Modern life is lived in the interstice between physical and
mediated spaces. Media rich public spaces create a new
form of public space offering the potential of broadening
use and participation. Augmented with embedded and
mobile media public spaces simultaneously offer those
who enter choice of some permutation of connection
and detachment. The person-environment relationship
is not immune from the influences of navigation tools
like the GPS or experiencing cities via mobile devices
and location-based gaming. Mobile telecommunication
and surveillance devices have become part of the
infrastructure.
The approach taken by this network is, to some extent,
heuristic. The task is to translate research and theory
into a paradigm of design and planning which embraces
the physical environment augmented by increasingly
sophisticated, often mobile media technologies.
Connection is expected, probable and capable of
changing the relationship to physical place. The impact
of mediated communication upon the experiences,
functions, and ultimately upon the design of physical
space, is generally overlooked. Just as layout and design
are not neutral, neither are the media of communication.
Concern for sustainability has been divided into two
strands: sustainable development and sustainable media
environments: One focusing on physical sustainable
development without recognition of the impact of
communication options on social and community life,
the other examining a sustainable media environment
in which the physical environment has been ignored.
This network seeks to bring together the two parallel
notions of sustainable environments. Members of this
network explore the tension between the idealized
representation of urban and suburban life and the
realities of disconnection.
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An additional defining character of the Communication
Technology and Place Network is that it potentially
is absorbed in a dual sided impact of communication
technology upon the nature of human relationships
and the structure of place. That is to say, because
communication technology is so impactful and yet subtle,
bi-polar effects characterize its impact. The technology
globalizes the world and our intimate relationship with
others. One Skypes the world, but may lose a sense of
immediate place. Community is transformed from the
immediate walkable vicinity to virtual communities not
defined by place or location, but by function and link.
The lack of explicit integration of the communication
component in much design, planning and policy suggests
a potent opportunity for instructional workshops and
consultancies with practitioners and policy makers
interested in a more holistic and realistic approach to the
person-environment relationship in a media filled world.

Acuña-Rivera, M., Uzzell, D., & Brown, J. (2011).Perceptions of disorder, risk
and safety. Psychology, 2(2), 167-177 (115-126 in Spanish).
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RECENT VOLUMES OF
“ADVANCES IN PEOPLE-ENVIRONMENT STUDIES”

Advances in People-Environment Studies
Volume 2: Urban Diversities – Environmental and Social Issues
Editors: Marino Bonaiuto, Mirilia Bonnes, Anna Maria Nenci & Giuseppe Carrus
Series Editors: Gabriel Moser and David Uzzell
Publisher: Hogrefe– Gottingen, Germany
Year: 2011
ISBN 978-0-88937-385-3

Biological and human-cultural diversities are both crucial aspects of sustain- able
life on this planet, a fact that was recognized by the United Nations, which declared
2010 as the International Year of Biodiversity. Managing diversities in urban
contexts, where more than half of the world’s population currently live, represents
a fundamental aim for sustainable urban development. If this is to be achieved it
requires collaboration among different scientific and technical disciplines, many of
which are represented in this book.
Drawing on a diversity of theoretical and methodological approaches is key to
understanding better people-environment relations and for promoting the quality
of urban life. This volume is organized around different research themes, relevant
for understanding current trends and future developments in the study of peopleurban environment relations, with an emphasis on the key concept of diversity in
relation to:

∙∙

Theoretical and methodological approaches

∙∙

Urban landscapes and perceptual approaches

∙∙

Urban green spaces and well-being

∙∙

Lifestyles and urban sustainability

∙∙

Social groups and inclusive urban environments.

FORTHCOMING VOLUMES OF
“ADVANCES IN PEOPLE-ENVIRONMENT STUDIES”

Advances in People-Environment Studies
Volume 3: Vulnerability, Risk and Complexity: Impacts of Global Change on
Human Habitats
Editors: SigrunKabisch, Anna Kunath, Petra Schweitzer-Ries, and Annett
Steinführer
Series Editors: Gabriel Moser and David Uzzell
Publisher: Hogrefe – Gottingen, Germany
Year: 2012
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The IAPS 2010 post-conference book will be available before the next IAPS
conference in Glasgow in June 2012. It will be the third volume in the series
“Advances in People-Environment Studies”. We dedicate this volume to Gabriel
Moser, who abruptly left us this year. Together with David Uzzell he established
this series to provide a forum of exchanges and discussions on the diverse areas
of people-environment studies.
This volume offers up-to-date research on the interrelations between the social,
the built, and the natural environment. It encompasses papers investigating human
habitats in a variety of settlement structures within several natural settings that are
affected by negative impacts of extreme weather events such as floods, natural
hazards like earthquakes, infectious diseases, contaminations, or crime. Further,
it provides empirical case studies describing ways to strengthen environmentallysound behaviour and how people behave in very specific living conditions, e.g. in
post-disaster settlements or in memorial places.
Like the other volumes of this series, the focus of the book is on one main topic:
here we stress the necessity of studying vulnerability, risks, and complexity as
expressions of the major impacts of global change on human habitats. These
include not only climate and hazard impacts but also new socio-demographic
trends and regional economic developments influencing people’s quality of life.
The volume presents 23 papers, both theoretical-conceptual texts and
contributions that use theoretical concepts to introduce empirical case studies.
Furthermore, practice-oriented papers with specific proposals for decision makers
and also for innovative training methods are presented. The contributions consider
a wide range of conceptual and geographical scales, starting from the global over
the regional and local to the neighbourhood or even individual building scale.
Macro-, meso- or micro-level perspectives are used to explain the context of the
specific research approach. Some contributions reflect on the emergence of risky
environments, using numbers and information related to the global scale. Others
investigate selected subjects on a local level from a detailed micro-perspective.
In many papers, one specific case has been investigated in detail. But the results
in terms of models, tested methodological approaches, or concrete insights can
be transferred to and used in comparable cases. The issues raised in these case
studies, distributed over many parts of the world, provide a broad panorama of
affected human habitats. With regard to their disciplinary origin and scientific
methodology, the papers come from the fields of environmental psychology,
urban planning and design, environmental sociology, urban sociology, human
ecology, and urban geography. In spite of the multi-disciplinary character of these
contributions (and the entire IAPS community), the volume acknowledges the
origins of IAPS in environmental psychology and urban planning. Therefore, a few
pilot-studies and excellent disciplinary papers by PhD students in environmental
psychology are also included in this volume.
The contributions cover six broad research fields:
∙∙

Reflections on vulnerability and risk in complex environments

∙∙

Coping with climate change and natural hazards

∙∙

Social dimensions of vulnerability and risks

∙∙

Participation and strategies of risk reduction

∙∙

Strengthening pro-environmental behaviour

∙∙

Place making and urban design

Every participant of the IAPS 2010 conference who was officially registered will get
the book immediately after its publication via mail.
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PAST EVENTS
Third Latin-American Meeting
on Environmental Psychology:
“Environmental Psychology and
Sustainability”

the development of sustainably-oriented lifestyles. A
particular aspect of the meeting was the discussion of
the particular views and proposals of Latin American
psychologists, in dealing with environmental and
conservation psychology issues.

The Third Latin-American Meeting on Environmental
Psychology: Environmental Psychology and Sustainability
(TELPA 2011, its abbreviation in Spanish), was held
in Tlalnepantla, Mexico State, November 21 through
25, 2011. This meeting was organized by the Iztacala
Faculty of Higher Studies, UNAM, joined by UPAEP, the
Municipality of the City of Tlalnepantla, and sponsored
by IAPS.

More information regarding the TELPA 2011:
www.telpa2011.org.mx

Outstanding experts in diverse fields of environment
psychology from Mexico, Brazil, Italy, Spain, Venezuela,
Colombia, France, The United States, Chile and
Scotland participated in this international meeting, with
presentations about sustainable behavior, sustainable
environments, and the actions aimed at promoting
biological, psychological and social sustainability.
Other topics included:
∙∙

Proenvironmental behavior and sustainability.

∙∙

Environmental law and behavior.

∙∙

History, perspective and
Environmental Psychology.

∙∙

Environmental communication, credibility and
citizenship.

∙∙

Life spaces, attachment and identity.

∙∙

Participatory research: environmental education,
territoriality and social action.

∙∙

Operationalization of promises in the context of
open and green spaces for the elderly.

∙∙

Dialectics between behavior in the built and
natural environments.

prospective

in

Also, a tribute to Dr. Gabriel Moser, who was the former
President of IAPS, was conducted during the event.
The TELPA 2011 provided a state of the art in
environmental psychology, the experience of the
participant researchers and the exposition of various
strategies and methodologies for coping with
environmental problems. Some of the benefits of
TELPA 2011 included the acquisition of knowledge,
tools for professional development, and the provision
of approaches for environmental problem-solving and
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FORTHCOMING EVENTS
STEP 2: STEEP – The second Summer
school on Theories in Environmental and
Economic Psychology
Aarhus, Denmark, 2 - 6 July 2012
After the successful first STEP summer school in
Groningen in 2009 (see http://www.rug.nl/psy/onderwijs/
firststep), a second STEP: STEEP, will be organised in
Aarhus, Denmark, on 2 - 6 July 2012. The aim of the summer
schoolis to provide PhD students in environmental and
economic psychology the opportunity to collaborate with
senior scholars in this field, and to meet with other PhD
students that work in the same area. In addition to keynote
lectures by leading scholars in the field, workshops will
be organised around different themes focussing on reallife sustainability issues. In the workshops, PhD students
will work on theory, methodology and research designs
in environmental and economic psychology to address
real-life sustainability issues. This summer school is
a unique chance for senior and junior researchers on
environmental and economic psychology to collaborate.
Soon, more information on STEP 2: STEEP can be found
on http://www.asb.dk/steep. For more information send
an email to g.schuitema@asb.dk.

ASEAN Conference on Environment
Behaviour Studies (AcE-Bs), Bangkok,
Thailand, 2012
Organized by The Centre for Environment-Behaviour
Studies (cE-Bs), UniversitiTeknologi MARA (UiTM),
Malaysia, at Prathumwan Princess Hotel, Bangkok,
Thailand, from 16-18 July 2012.
The event is co-hosted by the King Mongkut’s Institute
of Technology, Ladkrabang (KMITL), Bangkok, Thailand.
Conference theme “Way of Life: Socio-economic &
Cultural Context”.
Deadline for abstract submission: 20 January 2012.
More info at: http://fspu.uitm.edu.my/cebs.
Enquiries at: cebsuitmconf@gmail.com
https://google.com/profiles

22nd Biennial Congress of
The International Association of
Empirical Aesthetics (IAEA)
Landscape and Health:
Effects, Potential and Strategies
2nd International Conference
January 24 and 25, 2012, WSL, Birmensdorf,
Switzerland
Conference website:
http://www.wsl.ch/landscapeandhealth
Deadline for presentation-submissions:
23. September 2011
The deadline for conference registration is December
15, 2011.
http://www.inter-disciplinary.net/at-the-interface/diversityrecognition/pluralism-inclusion-and-citizenship/call-for-papers/
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“AESTHETICS@MEDIA, ARTS & CULTURE”
Taipei, Taiwan, August 22-26, 2012
National Taiwan Normal University (NTNU), Taipei,
Taiwan, R.O.C. Extension School of Continuing
Education Building (ESCE) 129 Sec. 1, Hoping E. Rd.,
Taipei Topics of the congress will include all types of
empirical investigations in the field of aesthetics. Subjects
of interest are outlined (below) but are not limited to:
Media and Arts, Virtual Reality in Arts Education in the
Postmodern Era, Creation, Perception and Appreciation
of Visual Arts, Music and Performing Arts, Cultural Studies
including Subculture, Popular Culture, and Gender
Issues, Architecture and Design,Neuroaesthetics,
Museology, Museum Education (e.g. the cooperation
between Museums and Schools, formal and informal
learning), Applied Aesthetics (of daily life) and related
topics, Theory of Empirical Aesthetics.

FORTHCOMING
EVENTS
FORTHCOMING
EVENTS
Abstracts must be received by the Program Committee
no later than January 10, 2012. Please, submit your
abstract as a PDF file via e-mail to this address:
iaeacongress2012@gmail.com.
Please make your registration via on-line system as the
follows:
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheet/viewform?formk
ey=dHpyMTNxN2VHNVhRN0dVS2J4YTd4Q0E6MQ”htt
ps://docs.google.com/spreadsheet/viewform?formkey=
dHpyMTNxN2VHNVhRN0dVS2J4YTd4Q0E6MQ
Any inquiries concerning submission of manuscripts,
registration, hotel room reservation, social events, tours,
payment, getting to Taipei and related information will
be posted on this website http://www.ntnu.edu.tw/art/
congress/inex.html (currently under construction). Any
requests for additional information should be addressed
directly to: Professor Jo Chiung-Hua Chen Address: 162,
Sec. 1, Ho-Ping E. Rd. Taipei, Taiwan, R.O.C. 106. E-mail:
t81005@ntnu.edu.tw or iaeacongress2012@gmail.com.

FORTHCOMING IAPS CONFERENCE

IAPS 2012 Conference
24th-29th June 2012, University of Strathclyde,
Glasgow, UK
http://www.IAPS2012.org.uk
Human experience in the natural and built environment:
implications for research, policy and practice
The forthcoming 22nd IAPS conference is to be held at the
University of Strathclyde, Glasgow, UK, from 24 to 29 June
2012. This time the conference will be jointly organised
by the University of Strathclyde (Dr.Ombretta Romice),
the University of West of Scotland (Dr Edward Edgerton)
and the University of Sheffield (Dr. Kevin Thwaites)
reflecting and expressing an interdisciplinary framework
of psychology, urban design, architecture and landscape

architecture as a foundation for knowledge exchange
between research and policy/practice decision making.
The conference theme, “Human experience in the natural
and built environment: implications for research, policy
and practice”, will provide an unprecedented opportunity
to develop closer relationships between research, policy
and practice within the field of environment-behaviour
studies.
In recent years there has been a strong focus on the
impact of research on policy and practice within the UK
and elsewhere. This conference provides an ideal forum
for IAPS members to be involved in an experimental
and critical debate that is intrinsically linked to the
development and application of environment-behaviour
research in the context of current projects, initiatives
and policies. The conference seeks to achieve this
by delivering an important and timely statement about
socially responsive environmental planning and design in
a unique British city which displays some of the most
inspiring aspects of urban redevelopment but also retains
some of the most challenging social and environmental
problems.
The relationship between research, policy and practice
within the field of environment-behaviour studies continues to be an area of debate and controversy. The theme
of this conference is to explore this relationship by addressing such questions as: when, how and why should
these areas come together? In doing so our aim is to
highlight the importance of autonomous research and
critical thinking, the impact of environment-behaviour
research on policy and practice and the areas of application and expertise within the field. To provide a context for this focus, we concentrate the debate on three
main areas: geography and context; planning, design
and evaluation; implementation and management. You
can see more detail about these overarching themes and
their associated sub-themes by visiting the conference
website (www.IAPS2012.org.uk), where you can now
register for the conference and submit an abstract in one
of four categories: oral presentation; symposium; poster
session; and case studies.
Of these four, the new category of ‘case study’ provides
a unique opportunity to collect interesting experiences
across the main conference theme sub-topics. We want
to know what you and your colleagues are involved in to
help start to create a rich database of information and
contacts useful to IAPSmembers which can grow over
the years. Our intention is to collect the case studies
in our website for reference and we would like to see
a range of reports covering, for example: innovative

IAPS Bulletin

No 37

43

FORTHCOMING EVENTS
research in the environment behaviour field which has
been applied to real contexts; built/realised projects,
examples of management and mobilisation of local,
national or international resources, policy contexts which
have inspired new research; examples of research in
the environment behaviour field and of practice, policy
making and management which you think could benefit
practice, policy making but have not yet found an
application; issues, problems, questions from practice,
policy making and management that you would like to
address to the research community.
There is also a new category of registration, aimed at
stimulating the participation of practitioners and policy
makers, allowing individual professionals to only attend
the workshops (and concluding events) in the form of
‘Continuing Professional Development’ (CPD). Overall,
this seeks to reflect and respond to present developments
in the culture of academic research within the UK which
seek to demonstrate and measure the impact of research
on wider societal contexts.
Through these categories of contribution the conference
will trace andrecord development in research on its core
themes and advance practice and policy by facilitating
the exchange between researchers and those engaged
with development, management and design. As a
consequence, it is intended that the congress should
appeal to three groups of delegates: active researchers;
practitioners
(designers,
managers,
community
facilitators and other stakeholders) and policy makers.
By bringing these groups together the conference will
aim to: advance practice through innovation in research;
re-focus research through dialogue with practice; and
update policy through clarification of goals and objectives
from practice and innovation in research.
The conference will feature three internationally renowned
keynote speakers: Professor NabeelHamdi, Professor
Emeritus at Oxford Brookes University who has diverse
international experience in research and consultancy in
participatory action planning and upgrading of slums
in cites to all major development agencies; Professor
Gary Evans, Lee Vincent Professor of Human Ecology
at Cornell University where he focuses on how the
physical environment affects human health and well
being among children; Professor Ian Bentley, lead author
of the influential book ‘Responsive Environments’ and
now Professor Emeritus of the Joint Centre for Urban
Design, Oxford Brookes University. The Conference
will also benefit from a jointly organised thematic event
with the Council for European Urbanism: ‘Evidencebased Design: a promising new basis for progress on
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real changes in the built environment.’ This special event
will help to diversify and grow the IAPS international
community and enable us to explore ways to strengthen
mutually beneficial links between research and practice.
The conference will be preceded by the now well
established Young Researchers’ Workshop which aims
to offer young researchers a stimulating environment
in which to discuss their research and be coached by
well known IAPS members. A photographic exhibition
will also be a prominent feature of the conference week
and details about how to participate in this year’s theme
of “Constructed Memories” are listed on the website.
We also have a range of exciting study tours guided by
researchers and practitioners personally involved in each
of the sites (through research or development) which will
make the tour a truly invaluable and rich experience.
As a city Glasgow is internationally recognised as an
important centre for architecture and urban regeneration
and development. In 1999, Glasgow was the UK City of
Architecture & Design and one of the lasting legacies of
this award was the creation of ‘The Lighthouse’ which
is Scotland’s centre for Architecture Design and the City
(now part of A&DS). Glasgow is Scotland’s largest city
and is recognised throughout the world as an important
commercial, business and educational centre and it
is one of Europe’s official cultural capitals. Over the
past few years it has been honoured as the UK City of
Architecture and Design, the UNESCO City of Music,
European City of Culture and will host the Commonwealth
Games in 2014. It is currently bidding to become the first
European Sustainable City and so the 2012 conference
corresponds perfectly with this aspiration.
We are confident that a stimulating and enjoyable event
awaits and we look forward to welcoming colleagues to
Glasgow in 2012.

FORTHCOMING EVENTS
THE EU-FP7 FUNDED “LOCAW”
PROJECT MAKES PROGRESS
The kick-off meeting of the LOCAW (LOW CARBON
AT WORK) project was held in Corunna (Spain) last
January 2011. In July the Consortium had its II Steering
Committee meeting in Aberdeen. In this second
meeting a seminar was organized as part of the EU
FP7 funded LOCAW project, which involves partners
from 6 countries (Italy, Romania, Spain, Sweden, The
Netherlands, and UK). The aim of the LOCAW project
is to advance our understanding of the drivers of and
barriers to sustainable lifestyles by an integrative
investigation of the determinants of everyday practices
and behaviors within large scale organizations. The
Aberdeen seminar explored these issues with a
particular focus on the local context – namely the
Energy Industry. What challenges does the oil and gas
sector face in transitioning to a low-carbon future? How
important is the shift to renewable energy production
from a regional perspective? What is a low-carbon

NEWS

and consumption. LOCAW examines seven large
organizations in six different countries, in the public
as well as the private sector and both heavy and light
industry.

Fig. 2 The James Hutton Institute, Aberdeen, UK – II Steering
Committee meeting (27-28 Jul y 2011).

The project analyzes un-sustainable behavior and
practices in the workplace and focus on the factors
determining these actions in six organizations under
investigation. The conclusions of this analysis are being
used as input for the design of agent-based models
which seeks to clarify interactions among relevant actors
and provide insights into the necessary conditions to
achieve transition to a low-carbon
Europe. Although the project focus
is on workplace behavior, also
analyze the connections between
practices at work and practices in
other areas of life. Members of the
organizations under investigation
draw on the agent-based models
to create scenarios. They are
using their expertise to adjust
the models to include predicted
future pressures and challenges
for their organization. This allows
for better predictions and detailed
descriptions of how to promote
conditions for sustainability at
Fig. 1 The University of Corunna, Spain - I Steering Committee meeting (21-22 January 2011).
work, as well as examples of good
practices.

future from the perspective of people employed within
the energy industry? What is the relationship between
organizational policies and every day (low-carbon)
behaviors? Members of the LOCAW research team, and
key stakeholders from the Aberdeen region discussed
these questions, and some of the opportunities
and barriers of transitioning to a low-carbon future.

For further information, please, contact the coordinator:
Ricardo García Mira (ricardo.garcia.mira@udc.es).
Project website: www.locaw-fp7.com
The LOCAW research project has received funding from
the European Union FP7 ENV.2010.4.2.3-1.

The everyday as a research object
LOCAW analyzes everyday practices in the workplace,
as well as of the factors promoting or hindering the
transition towards sustainable patterns of production
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NEW COORDINATOR OF
ENVIRONMENTAL PSYCHOLOGY AT
THE INTERAMERICAN SOCIETY OF
PSYCHOLOGY
Our Brazilian colleague Jose Pinheiro has been
nominated as the new coordinator of Environmental
Psychology at Interamerican Society of Psychology
(SociedadInteramericana de Psicologia). Jose has been
teaching and doing research about people- environment
relationships at Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do
Norte, in Natal, Brazil, for many years. He also coordinates
REPALA (Latin-American Environmental Psychology
Network - a discussion
list in internet). Jose’s
mandate at ISP/SIP runs
from August-2011 through
July-2013, in substitution
to Bernardo Jimenez (from
Guadalajara,
Mexico).
The next meeting of ISP/
SIP (XXXIV Interamerican
Congress of Psychology)
will be held in Brasilia
Jose Pinheiro, new EP/ISP coordinator

(Brazil), in 2013.

Fig. 1 IAPS 2011 International Symposium.
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IAPS 2011 INTERNATIONAL
NETWORK SYMPOSIUM
“Continuity and Change of Built
Enviroments. Housing, Culture and
Space across Lifespans”
Continuity and Change of Built Environments Housing,
Culture and Space across Lifespans, Daegu, 10-14th
October 2011. More than a week ago I set off for Daegu
to take part to the Symposium – a joint venture between
Prof Choi with his Local Organising Committee and the
Housing and Culture & Space in the Built Environment
Networks in IAPS.
Time seems to have flown by so quickly! I guess that is
what happens when things go well, the discussions are
stimulating and the venue is as interesting and rich as
Daegu was!
The Symposium has just concluded and it was a real
success! Let me summarise here for those who could
not attend, with the premise that this will be a very short
piece to make it on time for the Bulletin publication –a
longer piece, with images, will be posted later on our
website!
The Symposium was well attended by a varied mix of
longstanding IAPS members, new delegates (who are now
IAPS members! Welcome!), young researchers and well
established ones, and many different nationalities. This
mix was refreshing and generated extremely interesting
discussions focusing on trends, common problems and
local variations in housing across continents.

NEWS

Fig. 2 Opening Ceremony of the IAPS 2011 International Symposium.

The week started with 3 fields trips, the Hahoe Folk Village
of ANDONG, the Yangdong Folk Village of GYEONGJU,
and Downtown including traditional shopping and
residential areas, religious buildings and modern
apartment blocks. Each of the trips was introduced by
very informative talks on the history of Korea - its culture,
residential traditions, architectural and urban typologies,
and on more recent trends and architectural visions for
the city of Daegu. One invited symposia on ‘New-aging
cities’, 3 keynotes (EBS in China, Japan and a call for
a new theoretical framework for urban development),

a student design competition, a poster session and
16 papers sessions took place during the week. The
Symposium concluded with a lively and very satisfactory
reflective session.

Fig. 3 IAPS 2011 International Symposium.

Fig. 4 Field trip to GYEONGJU.

The social programme set up by the LOC was little short
of spectacular and culminated with a very special din ner
in the old Confucian School.
Overall this was a very important event for IAPS, which
we hope will set the path for a long-standing and fruitful
exchange with Asian countries. Korea, Japan and China
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(the latter two included the Presidents respectively of
MERA, Prof. Ryuzo Ohno and EBRA, Prof. Wei Lu) were
well represented and IAPS will work to maintain and build
on the exchanges we had.
The success of this event is due to all its participants, but
special thanks are owed to:
Prof Moo-Hyuck Choi, Prof Yong-Seo Park, Prof CheolJae Yoon, Prof Seung Yeon Choo, Prof Jaemo Cho, Prof
Sanghong Lee from the LOC; Proff Roderick Lawrence
and Rolf Johnasson as coordinators of the Housing
Network; Prof Peter Kellet and Prof Hulya Turgut as
coordinators of CSBE; Mark Dell’Aguila for his facilitation
through the week.
A very jet-lagged Ombretta Romice, President of IAPS.

Fig. 5 Work in progress.

Fig. 6 IAPS Board members and the Organisers of the Daegu 2011 Symposium.
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THIS IS NOT A JUST-ADD-WATER BOOK:

why we fail solving problems and what we could do next in the
crossroads we stand towards a sustainable world
Book Review by Dr Mit Mitropoulos <mitisa@hol.gr>

Tackling Wicked Problems,
Through the Transdisciplinary Imagination.
Edited by Valerie A. Brown, John A. Harris,
Jacqueline Y. Russell. Earthscan 2010.
ISBN: 978-1-84407-924-7 hardback,
ISBN: 978-1-84497-925-4 paperback
The paper used is FSC certified--see well
managed forests and other controlled sources.
You may contact Earthscan at
earthinfo@earthscan.co.uk
www.earthscan.co.uk

As if the editors expect us not to be reading this fromA-to-Z they not only provide us withan Introduction (that
serves as a neat toolkit) and their own individual papers
(I would start with Russell), but they keep surfacing
where least expected. They act like a coach who closely
follows through with his 5-mile runner--especially since
this athlete is not running on a linear course. The book
may prove too much for someone involved in solving
problems but not ready for a solution--as we know,any
means to communicate with or without technology
proves inadequate unless we wish to communicate in
the first place. If the reader feels lost or finds a particular
author fuzzy, you must not give up your non-stop
interrogation,since it is for sure that the suspect will break
at some early hour of the morning and will confess all.
This is not like with a Whodunit Film Noir movie,but a
why did (s)he do it. We need to substitute the “Follow the
money” Private Eye suggestion (always right in the 1950s
black-and-white productions) with a “Follow the changes
of behaviour”. As one example (and I would be surprised if
the 3 editors disagree with me, but) I find that the Climatic
Changes/CO2 debate getting much media attention (also
dealt here as Climate Change, and Models), is for me just
a case of wicked Behavioural Determinism--see page
289 in the paperback edition copy I have of Tackling
Wicked Problems (TWPro). This book gets very many
descriptions as you will go through it, and readers will
surely add theirs--I am surprised the editors didn’t annex
a Questionnaire inviting input in this thorough exploration
to go beyond Disciplinarity into Interdisciplinarity and
Multi-disciplinarity, and on to the Transdisciplinary land
where wicked problems thrive.
Wicked is. In expectation to being eager for a definition
TWPro provides us with an Index (where I would have
also welcomed Acceleration, Behaviour, Brain, Chaos,
Synthesis, Technology and Tourism). We also enjoy a
comprehensive list of definitions in the Glossary, where
the last item is of course ‘Wicked Problem: any complex
issue defying complete definition and for which there
can be no final solution; such problems are not morally
wicked, but diabolical in that they resist the usual attempts
to resolve them’. A working description indeed,excluding
the mischievous see naughty, the sinful, but what about
vicious (wicked enough to bite or kick) or roguish (savage
solitary male animal of a species usually moving in
herds)? I could add that this book landed (thank you Alice,
thank you Andrea) much delayed in my lap as I practically
took seat in the taxi to the airport leaving Athens--yes,
the Greek economic problem qualifies as wicked. To
go to Brussels--yes, the Flanders-Wallonie problem
also qualifies,and when I will again land in Brussels in
March I may be arriving not in the capital of Belgium no
longer but in a city-state, the rest of the country split in
2. Have either of these problems been approached in a
TWProtransdisciplinary way? Not so,and yet they were
both predictable--let us suggest
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a broader definition that includes such refusal to act on
predictions, which delay may transform a problem (or an
opportunity) into a wicked one.Remember Alvin Toffler’s
‘Future Shock’, or John Naisbitt’s ‘Megatrends’? Taking
the latter (a decade after the former, see the 1982 Warner
Books edition) how transdisciplinary have we been in
our preparations to pass: From National Economies to
a World one? From Hierarchies to Networking? From
Either/Or to Multiple Choices? From an Industrial to the
(our, here, now) Information Society? Surely the reader
has his own sticky list.
TWPro defines Disciplinary as well as Inter-/Multi-/Transdisciplinary. After all why call for a bulldozer when a
shovel will do? On the other hand items like the rise of
the waters or of temperature is not a science issue alone
(inviting to the climato-sceptics), but a survival one in
need for a transdisciplinary approach --and furthermore
issues such as urbanisation or planet resources are
simply measurable (no urbano-sceptics or planetosceptics, thank you). TWPro in its 23 x 15 cm. format
312 pages provides us with 18 Figures,and better still
with the very useful 11 Tables (especially the Typology of
knowledge divides, Barriers to transdisciplinary research,
Tentative paradigm for open transdisciplinary inquiry) and
14 Boxes that also prove very useful (I would welcome 10
Boxes similar to the Persistent organic pollutants one, and
Putting a man on the moon). The List of Contributors (that
includes a 3-choice bibliography each) tells us that this
boat flying the Planetary flag, has a basically Australian
crew: 23 authors co-authoring or providing more than 1
paper each, for a total of 23. All scientists, the Foreword
is by a visual artist--who failed me not reflecting on
the art v. science divide. The Acknowledgements help
us focus on the Human Ecology Forum hosted by the
Fenner School of Society and Environment, Australian
National University --both Brown and Russell are with
ANU (Harris is Canberra), with Brown being director Local
Sustainability Project, Fenner School of Environment and
Society. The Contents are made up of Parts 1-The Ideas,
2-The Practice, 3-The Future. For every group of papers
Overviews are provided. 22 (out of the 23 papers) are
headed by Synopses, and 9 have Conclusions --both
come really handy. I hope you will not find this irrelevant,
but whilst I was checking out this splendid TWPro book
on the plane (aisle), the younger chap next to me kept
tapping on his computer (even half opened whilst lunch
was served), and the still younger girl next to him ignored
both him and the window flanking her and keeping
pecking on her mobile instead.
Going back to opportunities, it is true they often come
complex (yes, looking like wicked problems), in need of
collaborations, imagination and staying optimistic. TWPro
itself does that, but its cover doesn’t:not Benjamin Youd’s
work to blame, but the choice is too much Mahler than say
Strauss (both Romantic composers,the latter a German
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born 4 years after the Austrian)-- in keeping with a similar
visual intention to the editors’, I would suggest the Lorenz
Attractor (revealing a fine structure hiding within a disorderly
stream of data--whether in glorious colour or b&w neat).
We need stick to controlled enthusiasm, keeping a smiling
face in a finite world where nothing can grow for ever. To
be practical but stay visionary, as occasion comes up we
can keep formulating proposals-to-change policy, in full
knowledge that for innovation to happen and flourish we
need the social context for it--some of the 23 authors do
include such social-context/changes in their research
interests. One in three of the contributors are Fenner School.
All are into education. I would welcome having reference to
their personal experiences,because this is the very best way
for the reader to make sense and further use this book,
being so solicited himself by TWPro (1). As humans passed
from hunter to agric into an economy gone virtual (and
whether personally facing problems such as pensions to
pay, or rising Alzheimer numbers, or rapid urbanisation)
we must shift from the current fast lane to a humility mode:
we cannot provide definitive solutions for everything in a
prediction-and-control way, and cannot know everything.
TWPro has Indexed Knowledge with 26 sub-headings (and
no other word gets such index attention). The reader could
try focus on the ‘tragedy of the commons’ that TWPro keeps
referring to without naming it:it occurs where incomplete
property rights lead to the overuse of renewable natural
resources by not accounting for the carrying capacity --also
see extinction of species.
TWPro further invites us to re-consider items that include
organisation-of-space and aesthetics. Concerning the
former, psychology for instance now combines with various
fields such as in Cyberpsychology (2), after one initial
Architectural Psychology interdisciplinary step I was eager
to sign up myself 40 years ago. At the time, although we
enjoyed Equilibrium Economics, I was charmed to know that
neurons create networks of synapses with the latter being
more important than the former--it did fit with my concept of
space as a network (rather than as place). But I couldn’t
foresee I would be now creating ‘relational exercises’ to
solicit such neurons in my ailing mother’s brain. As far as
settlements go new concepts and new urgencies oblige
(3), and in 2005, I had 3 weeks in Japan. Upon landing
back in Europe in awe, I wrote a 3-page text and added
5 choice drawings I had done in Tokyo. The drawings are
part of the inductive approach of observations collected
in the field and integrated towards a theory. The text itself
would even have the 3 TWProeditors (as examiners) put
into an unattainable position. Text+drawings are now both
part of the conventional Tokyosaka paper in progress, with
one subtitle going ‘Tokyo is not a city’: A Tokyo-to-Osaka
Space Networks chaos and constantly changing, brainlike. Concerning aesthetics, we do have the beauty of the
self-regulated Earth system. But I want to make the point
that with most of what is posted as contemporary art being
purely decorative, we have been losing out by misusing
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artists who both have imagination and do synthesis-both transdisciplinary necessities as TWPro goes. One
possibility has been Art-Science-Technology (mostly now
reduced into Art-technology, further taken as Art using
technology,meaning keeping the outdated art system
intact). To give an example,the 3 A-ST New Aesthetics
criteria (4) are: Control, Knowledge, 3 Levels of interactivity
complexity. Staying an optimist, I look forward to a call-forproposals of Geopolitical Art that can surely tackle a range
of what we recognise as wicked problems.
NOTES
(1) As such an example, I will give you 3 of mine: a) the Mai68 student uprise period changes in curriculum,concepts
and moving into inter-/multi-disciplinarity.b) Basic
Architecture Space(this art-science course I was invited to
set up in Edinburgh as no one else would--whilst the First
Year students kept pressing). c) proposals-to-changepolicy towards decentralisation and appropriate use of
communications technology for remote site settlements and
wide areas as a whole.
(2) Brenda K.Wiederhold, has done three Editorials in
the April, June and August issues of Cyberpsychology,
Behavior, and Social Networking. Cyberpsychology is now
mainstream, and she feels psychologists should check on
a Brain-based taxonomy and visit Physics. She is with the
Interactive Media Institute at San Diego, and you may try Tel:
858-642-0267.
(3) As a transdisciplinary example let us take the Ekistics
Grid Index for which I had in 2005 proposed 2 (of the 4)
Subheads for the Networks Element (of total 5) be grouped
into one, and the 4th place be taken up by Electronic Space.
TWPro is a strong reminder that the other Elements in
the Grid also need re-considering (I suggest considering
Empathy, Adaptation, Use-of-technology, Mental needs,
Sustainability, Governance, and items taken from
Environmental economics). Also see the 15 Units for the
Scales of the settlements.
(4) These were put together in the early 1980s when the Faceto-Face (F2F) series of 2- way interactive video installations
was initiated at M.I.T. (in the context of CAVS--and EVR
to whose Family Therapy manager and Relativity Physicist
director this reviewer remains deeply indebted). I can add
that transdisciplinarity can be looked at as the difference of
an interactive v. a response system--most of the systems
called interactive in the marketplace,are in fact ‘response’.
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IAPS NETWORKS
IAPS networks foster and encourage innovative work on specific areas. The Networks carry out independent work which is featured through
the IAPS website and Bulletins, as well as publications, websites etc.
Each Network meets regularly at each Congress and in between.
The Networks are interest and research groups formed by IAPS members. They carry out debates, discussion groups, publications, often
possess their own website and organise symposia and conferences: for example, two of IAPS Networks: the (CSBE) Culture & Space
in the Built Environment Network and the Housing Network have organised jointly International Symposia in Istanbul and South Korea.
The most recent is ‘Continuity of Change of Built Environments – Housing, Culture and Space across Lifespans’ symposium, Daegu, South
Korea, October 10-14, 2011.
Moreover, the Restorative Environments Network defined a common format for advertising and disseminating network activities.
Visit: http://www.iaps-association.org/activities-remit/networks/
Each Network has of now a dedicated page within this website, which should be filled; so watch this space.
Kindly find below a complete list of Networks currently operating within IAPS, and get in touch with them. For more information do not
hesitate to ask:
Aleya Abdel-Hadi, IAPS Board member, Networks Coordinator: aleyah2000@hotmail.com
Kevin Thwaites, IAPS Board member, Networks Coordinator: k.thwaites@sheffield.ac.uk

The Networks and their conveners:

New Network:

Housing (1986)
· Roderick Lawrence
Roderick.Lawrence@cueh.unige.ch
· Rolf Johansson rolfj@arch.kth.se

Spatial Analysis Network (2011)
· Jesse Voss jesse.l.voss@gmail.com; jvoss@ndu.edu.lb

Education (1990)
· Ashraf Salama asalama@gmail.com
Children Youth and Environments (1996)
· Sandrine Depeau sandrine.depeau@uhb.fr
· Ian Simkins ian.simkins@elprdu.com
Culture and Space in the Built Environment (1998)
· Hulya Turguth space@itu.edu.tr and
· Peter Kellet p.w.kellett@ncl.ac.uk

Steps To Be Taken To Set Up an IAPS
Network
To be sent to the IAPS Networks Convener
•
•
•
•
•
•

Communication Technology and Place (2000)
· Gary Gumpert listra@optonline.net and
· Suzan Drucker SPHSJD@hofstra.edu

•

Environment and Gerontology
· Mark Del Aguila m.delaguila@swansea.ac.uk

•
•

Sustainability (2004)
· Petra Scheizer petra.schweizer-ries@fg-upsy.com

•

Restorative Environments (2008)
· Terry Hartig terry.hartig@ibf.uu.se
· Kevin Thwaites k.thwaites@sheffield.ac.uk
· Jenny Roe j.roe@eca.ac.uk
Urban morphology and Representation (2009)
· Fei Chen fei.chen@strath.ac.uk
· Raymond Lucas Raymond.p.lucas@btinternet.com
· Ombretta Romice ombretta.r.romice@strath.ac.uk

•

IAPS Networks Guidelines
•
•
•
•
•
•

IAPS WEBPAGES MEMBERSHIP SECTION

State proposed name of the network
Define the aim of the network.
State the topics it will be discussing, and in what format?
State the type of work you are expecting to generate.
Send name(s) of suggested convener(s), their current
addresses, emails & tel. Numbers
Send a list of current members, their current addresses, emails
& telephone numbers
State if the network is organised jointly with other organisation(s)
than IAPS.
Are any of the current network members collaborating in
research projects?
If yes, state the research program(s).
State any other activities - if exist – between current network
members (conferences, workshops,informal meetings, editorial,
joint publications, etc...).
State your network plan for 2010.

Networks have to submit a yearly report on their activities to
the IAPS Networks Coordinator.
Each network has to organise at least one symposium at each
IAPS conference.
Each network should have its specific list serve.
Each network can have its own website.
Network convener(s) should encourage their members to have
joint research and publication.
Network convener(s) should encourage students’ activities
within the network.

Webmasters: Ombretta Romice, Kevin Thwaites

Current members can now login using a personal login and password, if they register using the invitation code they have
received with the email which announced the new website or when they have renewed their membership. For questions, please
contact the webmaster.
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Editor: Giuseppe Carrus
Editor address:
University of Roma Tre
Faculty of Education,
Department of Cultural and
Educational Studies,
Experimental Psychology Laboratory.
CIRPA – Centre for Inter-university
Research in Environmental Psychology
Via Milazzo 11B – 00185 Rome, Italy
Phone: +39 06 57339819
Fax: +39 06 44703879
E-mail: carrus@uniroma3.it
URL: http://www.uniroma3.it
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