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 Recent processes of urban renewal are inscri-
bed within contemporary logics of internationalization 
and influenced by major urban and socio-economic 
changes. By “urban renewal,” we are pointing to the 
myriad of public land redevelopment projects that in-
volve building demolition and reconstruction, but also 
interventions designed to preserve the built heritage 
and involving dwellers’ eviction. In France, these pro-
jects have become common since the establishment 
of ANRU policies (National Agency for Urban Renewal). 
It is possible to distinguish between two sets of argu-
ments and operational approaches to urban renewal. 
The first refers to the massive wave of urban rede-
velopment conducted in/around the 1970s, which 
aimed to eradicate insalubrious housing and slums 
(H. Coing, 1966)., This type of intervention was gene-
rally justified in the name of the “common good” and 
“modernization”. The second wave of urban renewal, 
mostly conducted as of the late 1990s, maintains the 
paradigm of modernization. It often involves a process 
of population change and makes references to social 
mixity (C. Lelévrier, 2010). Its main mode of operation 
are so-called “megaprojects” (U. Lehrer, 2008) in cities 
aiming to compete internationally and attract large 
scale, potentially transnational capital. In most global 
cities, precarious housing and deteriorated housing 
are priority targets for urban redevelopment or slums 
removal schemes in central or peri-central areas (JF Pé-
rouse, 2007). Within the scope of these operations, new 
operating modes emerge through the diversification 
of available investments (S. Benjamin, 2011).

 Urban renewal projects often induce new 
forms of social and identity claims that are triggered 
by the fear of material and cultural loss as well as hou-
sing uncertainty.  The brutal changes they engender 
indeed threaten the base of social networks, local soli-
darities and communal/social representations of living 
together. It will therefore be important to complement 
the direct observation of urban renewal projects with 
the forms in which such projects are legitimized, espe-
cially when they are unpopular (F. Navez-Bouchanine, I. 
Berry-Chikhaoui, 2005). The renewal of forms of social 
mobilization that hence respond to urban renewal pro-
jects re-instigates the question of social movements in 
relation to the bivalent issue: enrooting versus eviction 
(Y. Cabannes et al, 2010). It also triggers the need for 
identifying the modalities according to which local go-
vernments and civil society groups challenge a demo-
cratic approach to urban planning, to urban projects, 
and to the local political management of social vulne-
rabilities. Such renewal of citizen claims also engenders 
the necessity to define the contours of social groups, 
communities and associations and their interaction 
between each others as well with the professionals of 
the city (A. Deboulet, 2010). 

 Recent research findings indicate changes in 
the forms of mobilization as well as the development of 
new forms of mediation. It also reports the emergence 
of new types of claims that require alternatives to the 
current mode of doing, new perspectives and counter-
projects  which challenge the present logics of urban 
renewal. In this context, cities witness the emergence 
of new forms of public action and mobilization, coun-
ter-projects, or collaborative participatory projects, 
which bring together professionals such as town and 
country planners and architects, as well as researchers 
and residents.

 This conference aims to investigate the 
complex and changing models of public interven-
tion, given historically and geographically situated 
contexts where the definition of an “acceptable” 
norm or form of public interventions is changing 
(G.Pinson, 2010, P. Watt 2009). It seeks to unders-
tand the continuities and changes in the models 
of urban renewal and the impacts these projects 
trigger on the social and economic fabric of urban 
agglomerations. 

 - What is new about contemporary urban 
renewal projects and where are the continuities with 
previous models of urban interventions?

 - Do recent developments in the global cities of 
the South usher the necessity to reconsider the gram-
mar structuring the motivations of actors involved in 
urban renewal, whether they endorse or resist them?

 - Knowing that urban renewal projects are 
often inscribed in ongoing processes of globalization 
and privatization, how do we investigate the ensuing 
tensions and the public and civic responses to those 
uncertainties?

 - How do we envision new practices that can 
bring together city dwellers and the professionals of 
the city in formulation new ways of producing the city?
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Focus 1  
Policies and actors of urban renewal within a global 
time : a comparative approach

 In an effort to establish themselves as the com-
petitive political and economic actors, cities and me-
tropolises multiply large scale infrastructure projects 
and urban renewal interventions in their historic cores 
and popular quarters. What are the typical modes of 
operation of urban renewal projects? (i.e. steps, confi-
gurations, roles ascribed to dwellers, types of targe-
ted neighborhoods,  etc.) Is it possible to sketch glo-
bal models and tendencies in urban renewal? Do “soft 
interventions” actually happen today? Who are the 
actors driving urban renewal in the cities of the North 
and South? When/how do they intervene? What types 
of know-how do these mobilized? How can we com-
pare experiences across national contexts?  And how 
do these intersections favor the formation of forms of 
practices of city-making?

Focus 2  
Stakeholders coalitions and urban renewal aims: a 
critical review

 Urban renewal is often the outcome of an in-
tersection of forces: funding systems, operating modes, 
and financial interests often lead local authorities 
to comply with the strict rules of urban renewal (e.g. 
France, United States, Turkey…). Local project leaders 
have nonetheless frequently tried to resist these incen-
tives. 
  Within those constraints, how can current 
practices be changed? If we think about a project’s 
objectives and justification, it is therefore important 
to distinguish between official discourses and com-
munication tools and the often hidden motives for 
action. What are the discursive frameworks and regis-
ters relating to urban renewal and its expectations? 
Local, international, formal or informal banks («thugs», 
house wreck contractors, land sellers, traders, agree-
ment sellers, etc..) play a key role in these operations.
What are the relations between the private and 
public sectors, considering that in researches to 
this date the private sector has been neglected?

 More generally, we will attempt to identify the 
real and reachable aims of both public and private ac-
tors involved in urban renewal and to study the effects 
of these interventions on urban landscape, on territo-
rial economies, and on their residents.
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Focus 3  
crossed commitments for «inhabitants»,
professionals and researchers: how are  protest, 
cooperation and mediation forms renewed?

 Renovation projects create tensions and uncer-
tainties which lead citizens to mobilize, to organize 
collectively and to invent new forms of protest, resis-
tance and cooperation. Practitioners and researchers 
are at the heart of these developments, and seem to 
be increasingly numerous in promoting a collabora-
tive approach to urban projects, beyond the traditional 
institutional frameworks. They therefore contribute to 
improve the stakeholders’ capacities and willingness to 
cooperate, and representations. Through these crossed 
commitments, new forms of mediation are experi-
mented and new skills are formalized. They also tend to 
modify the legal and institutional frameworks.

 Who are the actors involved in a collaborative 
and citizen urban renewal? How will citizens get sup-
port and resources to strengthen their mobilization?
How do researchers and practitioners involved in 
onfield projects interact? What do both the “civil so-
ciety” and the local authorities claim and expect from 
these professionals? What are the modalities of access 
to and appropriation of these new collaborative forms 
of commitment? What knowledge, which skills are 
exchanged through these experiences? What are the 
consequences of these commitments, both for pro-
fessional and political practices? Finally, do the afore-
mentioned changes help to renew the field of urban 
development?
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call for papers procedure and schedule

 Proposals should be submitted by October 
22th, 2012. The expected paper should be an abstract 
of no more than a page (5,000 characters maximum, 
spaces included)) along with a short curriculum 
vitae. It should precise fieldwork and methodology. 
Abstract  will be  chosen for November 5th, 2012. To 
allow maximum time for discussion, we intend that all 
papers should be put on the Conference website. 

 Papers should be written in french or english.

 Final papers should be submitted by January 
11th, 2012. It should be a detailed document:  a paper  
which can not exceed  25000 signes, detailed speech 
presentation,  or Powerpoint.

 The  conference will take place at the ENSA - Val 
de Seine January 25th and 26th, 2013.
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