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Please fill in all the details below and return to AC2011@rgs.org by 25 February 2011. 


	Session summary

	Session Title:
	The transition to a low carbon economy: implications for housing and urban development

	Research Group sponsor (if applicable):
	PERG & UGRG

	Session Convenor(s):
	Louise Reid (University of St Andrews), Donald Houston (University of St Andrews)

	Session Convenor(s) Email:
	lar9@st-andrews.ac.uk, dsh7@st-andrews.ac.uk 

	Session Abstract:
	The move to a low carbon economy is frequently presented as a solution to both the economic downturn and the anticipated impacts of climate change (While et al., 2010). An off-spin from the sustainable development meta-narrative (Raco 2005), the low carbon discourse has received criticism for being a weak form of ecological modernisation, where eco-efficiency and technology-led solutions dominate (Lovell 2004). As mechanisms through which the low carbon economy may be realised, housing and urban development have been at the forefront of recent campaigns; the code for sustainable homes and the zero-carbon standard are two prominent examples of the dominance of efficiency and technology in policy-making. However, many questions remain about the role that housing and householders can and should contribute to the low carbon economy, and whether the low carbon economy is indeed even desirable. For instance, is carbon management proving to be ‘less than progressive...reinforcing existing social and spatial inequalities, extending the reach of market environmentalism, and strengthening the power of the state and capital at the expense of consumers, workers and interests in social and spatial equity’ (While et al., 2010)? In short, who are the winners and losers of this transition, and what are the implications for all of us involved in housing and urban development: planners; managers; housing providers (and registered social landlords in particular); home owners; tenants; and, the homeless? In this session we therefore invite papers which critically evaluate the relationship between the low carbon economy, housing and urban development. 

	Keywords (max 5):  
	‘low carbon’, ‘urban development’, ‘housing’


	Session Requirements

	No. session slots required
	5
	Session slots will be approximately 1hr 40minutes long, which accommodates 5 papers of 20min each including questions, or 7-10 shorter papers depending on format.

	Type of session proposed 
e.g. papers, papers with discussant, posters, panel discussion, workshop…
	Papers
	The session organisers welcome innovative session formats.  If you’d like to discuss a session format, please contact the organisers at AC2011@rgs.org.   

	Special audio visual requirements
	     
	Laptop with audio speakers, data projector and screen will be provided in each room.  Speakers should bring their own laser pointers etc.

	Any other special requests to be considered
	     
	e.g. mobility requirements, room request, timetabling request.


	Session details

	Session 1
	Please enter session title if different from above, e.g. sessions with multiple timeslots should be numbered

	Session 1 Chair
	Please enter the name(s) and affiliation(s) of the Chair(s) for this session.

	
	

	Paper 1 Title:
	Facilitating Zero Carbon: The Intermediary Practices of Designers and Builders

	Paper 1 Abstract:
	Zero-carbon housing is an icon of policy ambition in the UK, with an aggressive goal of carbon neutrality for all new residences beginning in 2016. The policy links the low carbon economy with the production of new housing stock and has produced heated debates as to how the zero carbon goal can be achieved and its economic, social, and environmental implications. Two key actors in the realisation of a zero carbon housing stock are designers and builders, individuals who serve as intermediaries between policymakers and building occupants. Applying recent ideas on sustainable intermediaries (Beveridge and Guy 2009, Hodson and Marvin 2009, Medd and Marvin 2008, Moss 2009, Guy et al. 2011), this paper will study the notion of zero carbon housing as practiced by these intermediary actors. What types of users, routines, and habits are assumed in practices of designing and building zero carbon houses? How do these practices alter common assumptions about residential activities and what is assumed to be non-negotiable and necessary for homes to be marketable and liveable? Using primary data from interviews with zero carbon designers and builders throughout the UK, the paper will highlight how these intermediary actors are interpreting and influencing the zero carbon housing agenda.

	Paper 1 Author(s):
	Andrew Karvonen, (University of Manchester)

	Paper 1 Presenter(s):
	Andrew Karvonen, (University of Manchester)

	Paper 1 Author(s) email address:
	andrew.karvonen@manchester.ac.uk 

	
	

	Paper 2 Title:
	Complexity, coordination and the zero carbon homes agenda in England:

a cross-frame stakeholder analysis

	Paper 2 Abstract:
	The challenge for policy-makers of facilitating a transition to low and zero carbon homes is a complex one, requiring consideration of various environmental, social and economic criteria. There is widely agreed to be a need for government to take a substantive role in steering the building industry towards sustainability goals, including CO2 emissions reductions. Yet the question of how to design a policies and assessment tools for facilitating such a transition is the subject of significant contestation amongst industry practitioners. In England, different stakeholders have made various criticisms of the current governmental strategy. They often question whether it encourages the sub-optimal choice and application of technologies and in some important ways prevents designers from taking a holistic approach to balancing environmental and social criteria. This paper reports the findings of a completed, detailed ‘cross-frame’ analysis of how different practitioners and experts frame these issues, drawing from 40 in-depth interviews with various types of stakeholder and a wide ranging analysis of policy documents.1
The analytical focus is on how different stakeholder framings address the complex economic dimensions of choice involved in defining strategies for delivering low and zero carbon homes. This focus, it is argued, whilst complementing established analytical approaches such as in interpretive policy analysis and innovation studies, yields new kinds of insight into the nature and extent of the epistemological challenges arising for the policy process in the face of complexity,2 as well as how these challenges interact with market incentives and the values and priorities of stakeholders. 

 A full report based on this research is already published on the University of Westminster website. www.westminster.ac.uk/reallyzero

2 Greenwood, D. (2010). "Facing Complexity: Democracy, Expertise and the Discovery Process." Political Studies 58(4): 769-788.

Greenwood, D. (2011). "The Problem of Coordination in Politics: What Critics of Neoliberalism Might Draw from its Advocates." Polity 43: 36-57.



	Paper 2 Author(s):
	Dan Greenwood (University of Westminster)

	Paper 2 Presenter(s):
	Dan Greenwood (University of Westminster) 

	Paper 2 Author(s) email address:
	D.Greenwood2@westminster.ac.uk 

	
	

	Paper 3 Title:
	Low Carbon Cities: Developments in China

	Paper 3 Abstract:
	Sustainable issues have always centred in the context of urban development. Facing with the unpredictable threats triggered by climate change, low carbon cities development seems to become the last straw which can get the sick cities back to a normal path. According to a calculation, more than 100 cities in China have set their goals to develop low carbon cities. And it is expected that more and more cities will join in this trend. Thriving for low carbon obviously contributes sustainability capacity and echoes with the central government’s call to build a harmonious society. But lack of standards for defining low carbon cities, most of those cities simply take it for granted that developing and promoting low carbon products equals to low carbon cities. Whether the total carbon emission is cut down or better economic efficiency reached in the city has been much neglected. 
This paper reviews the current low carbon cities development mania in China. It also analyses the experience and lessons gained through low carbon cities development in recent years. 


	Paper 3 Author(s):
	Yazhao Zhang, Sheng Ying and Hua Liu (Shanghai Tongji Urban Planning & Design Institute)



	Paper 3 Presenter(s):
	Sheng Ying (Shanghai Tongji Urban Planning & Design Institute)



	Paper 3 Author(s) email address:
	ipec.tjupdi@gmail.com

	
	

	Paper 4 Title:
	Infrastructure and its politics as obstacles to a low-carbon economy



	Paper 4 Abstract:
	The infrastructure sector is increasingly assigned a central role in the production of sustainable cities. Be it by way of design, configuration or, simply, more spending, infrastructure is seen as a vehicle capable engineering the transformations of household consumption, industrial production and materials/people transfers needed for transition to a low-carbon economy. On top, infrastructure is seen as a collective endeavour which matches the image of society seen as capable of meeting the low-carbon economy challenge.  However, such a view, overplays both the public-good/positive-externalities character of existing urban infrastructure and society’s capacity to roll-out and fund new transformative infrastructure. And it underscores what has probably always been the prime purpose of urban infrastructure: the search for productivity, factor efficiency and growing markets. In other words, the infrastructure sector is dominated by a politics which acts to prevent the realisation of its public-good/positive-externalities character. The argument (and concerns) are illustrated with empirical studies of the clumsy privatisation of Australian infrastructure over the last three decades, a study funded by Australian Research Council Grant DP1096324.  Some speculative solutions to the infrastructure obstacles are advanced.



	Paper 4 Author(s):
	Phillip O’Neill (University of Western Sydney)



	Paper 4 Presenter(s):
	Phillip O’Neill

	Paper 4 Author(s) email address:
	p.oneill@uws.edu.au



	
	

	Paper 5 Title:
	New urban developments and travel generation

	Paper 5 Abstract:
	The notion of the Compact City has been heralded as bringing a number of social and environmental benefits to patterns of urban development, not least reduced need for travel.  It is thought to be possible to reduce the need for travel through two mechanisms. First, by building at higher density, potential destinations are in greater proximity. Second, by promoting zones of mixed land uses (e.g. residential and commercial), it is again thought possible to bring residences of workers and workplaces closer together, thus reducing the need for travel. This paper reviews these ideas and the evidence base to support these claims. While there is a degree of correlation between urban density and distance travelled, the relationship is complex and contingent on a range of social, economic and geographic factors. In light of this, the paper goes on to present some exploratory findings on the location of new house building in the UK and assesses its ‘sustainability’ from a transport point of view.

	Paper 5 Author(s):
	Donald Houston (Centre for Housing Research, University of St Andrews)

	Paper 5 Presenter(s):
	Donald Houston (Centre for Housing Research, University of St Andrews)

	Paper 5 Author(s) email address:
	dsh7@st-andrews.ac.uk 
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