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JAPAN

The city first planning law in Japan began in 1919. That law was based on German precedents and was the work of small group in the home ministry, professors, and few others. For most of the 20th century, planning was regarded as a function of the central state which subordinated the variety of local conditions to the overriding interests of the nation:

1. Rapid industrialization in the early days.

2. Colonial conquest (to 1945).

3. Reconstruction after the war.

4. Accelerated economic growth.

 Japan’s civil society has been described as extremely weak and had little influence on local planning matters, while city governments have been subservient to policy directives of central ministries. 

From 1990 to 2000, financial stringencies at the center led to devolution of planning powers to local authorities. Each municipality was mandated to develop a master plan. This plan and the policies were drawn up with the help of public consultation. For the first time in the country history, a process of citizen participation in urban development was imposed. By the year 2000, 608 local governments had complied with this central directive and produced their first –ever master plans.

Prior to master plan activities, local planners’ responsibilities had been concentrated on zoning, district plans, and land readjustments. 
Zoning has been the principal planning tool in Japan. The drafting and adoption of municipal master plans was a major innovation. Cities would be allowed to chart their own future without central guidance. Municipalities are far from being financially independent of the central government. 

During the nineties Japanese civil society became reanimated. In planning it took the form of citizen participation in neighbourhood development- machizukuri- the focus here was on: - the quality of urban life 

· The widening of narrow roads.

· Providing parks play lots, and street trees.

· Building community centers.

· Exercising development controls over urban sprawl.

Cities and neighborhoods became empowered to gain a measure of control over their own futures. 

CHINA

China’s current system of physical planning is still under construction. Underpinned by national legislation that went into effect in 1987, physical planning was narrowly defined as planners were sent down to countryside to be re-educated by peasant farmers. After a decade of rabid urban growth following the power of the communist party at 1949, government decided to halt the flow of city-bound migrants 

Since the onset of the reforms at 1978, especially after 1989 when the planning legislation was promulgated, planning is perceived as prestigious profession.

The development paths of every city are expected to confirm to a long-term comprehensive physical plan. A planning bureaucracy has come into existence to employs 60,000 planners to manage urban space for 400 million people. City planners work in their institutions focusing on the physical dimension planning.

Although local governments are centrally appointed, they enjoy a good deal of discretion in practice. Street committees, along with government organization, have been called ‘amphibious’. They engage in business activities for profit to fund the public work. The two forms of planning – developmental and land use- are institutionally separated. The reason for the inability to successfully articulate secio-economic development and physical city plans stems from the system of land apportionment. 

Land apportionment is administrated through the State Land Administration Bureau whose responsible for formulating national policies and regulations. Branch offices of SLAB have been set up at all administrative levels. By 1990, all major cities had established their land administration bureaus linked vertically to SLAB.

Local governments are involved in many land development projects. The common practice is following the formal process of land apportionment into a top-down approach. Local governments will first setup new parcel of land with potential market value. The authority will take care to selection of agents. The agents act as middlemen between investors and local authorities. They can assure developers that they can acquire all the government approvals needed to obtain the LUR (land use right) permit. 

Municipality of Shenzhen can represent the best planning practice example. It was emerged as instant city in 1980s. 20 years later, it became a world class metropolis with a population of 4 million (actual 7 million). The master plans exclude the floaters ‘have no right to the city’.  In 1997, Shenzhen designated a national environmental protection city. Many areas were redeveloped and greening programs were undertaken, the government cleared 300,000m2 of illegal constructions. By the year 2000, master plans were succeeded each other and planners scrambled to adjust them. In 1997 the Shenzhen urban planning committee was set up including city officials and stakeholders to conciliate district-level plans with the municipal master plan. Many considered the committee as too advanced for china. 

Planning in china is considered to be a responsibility of the government. China does not have a politically active civil society. Public media are only timidly beginning to monitor performance of local government. Planners have a relatively free hand to exercise their skills without having to render accounts to local citizens.     

Africa 

Africa is the least developed continent and the least urbanised. Nevertheless, the rate of urban growth is high in all countries in Africa due to massive movement of people to cities compelled by the inability of rural environments to provide for even subsistence needs. The result is an accumulation of rural poverty in the cities that have no financial capability to service their population. The poor majority live in informal urban settlements and squatter areas that the state consider as illegal and not up to code.

Even though general plans exist for most African major cities, they are seriously in fault of implementation. Plans are developed with little or no local input or consultation. Furthermore, their implementation is generally beyond the resources and delivery capacity of the existing planning structure. Plans are often not respected even by those government bureaucrats and politicians who approve them in the first place. In addition, projects are frequently abandoned before they are given a chance to mature. Much of the problem lies in the undemocratic nature of the state itself which leads to nepotism, favouritism, biased allocation of resources distorted priorities, and stifling of local initiative and innovation.

For example, in Egypt, Cairo's more than 7 million people (62%) and Alexandria's 2.5 million inhabitants (72%) are living in semi-formal and squatter settlements. Rural migrants, the urban poor and even the middle class poor have now quietly claimed cemeteries, rooftops, and state/public lands on the outskirts of Cairo, creating more than 100 spontaneous communities spread in many directions. Against formal terms and conditions, residents may add rooms, balconies, and extra space in or on the building. They operate outside institutional mechanism through which they might express grievances and/or enforce demands.

In Nairobi, the process of land allocation is fraught with corruption and disregard fro regulation and planning standards. Both the general public and private agencies ignore the regulations and this has led to irregular developments. Developers, for instance, put up high rise blocks and extensions in areas where such developments are prohibited by law.

In South Africa, Town and Regional Planning Act of 1984 gave statutory recognition to town planning. But over the years, the countries planning apparatus was deeply compromised by its complicity with the apartheid system as planning rationales were advanced to create urban apartheid. The clearest manifestation of this culture has been in the adoption of statutory Integrated Development Plans (IDPs) —the centerpiece of planning in post-apartheid South Africa—by every local authority in the country to provide strategic guidance to newly constructed municipalities. IDPs were introduced by legislation in 1996, and are currently being implemented through the White Paper on Local Government (1998) and the Municipal Systems Act of 2000 as amended in 2003. 
New municipal boundaries were delineated between 1998 and 2000, and in December 2000, local government elections were held. IDPs share a striking similarity with international planning practices, including the reintroduction of regional planning policies by the new Labor government in the United Kingdom (1997), New Zealand’s integrated planning performance monitoring; Switzerland’s integrated regional policy; integrated area planning in the European Union; and the multi-sectoral investment planning promoted by UNDP. But as one observer has noted, “progressive concerns over transformation and the role of the state in securing more equitable living environments are being meshed with neo-liberal concerns associated with efficiency and competitive cities.

In June 2002, the IDP for the newly constituted metropolitan City of Johannesburg was launched simultaneously with Johannesburg 2030 Vision. Its overarching vision promotes a “World Class City with service deliverables and efficiencies that meet world best practice standards. Its economy and labor force will specialize in the service sector and will be strongly outward oriented such that the City economy operates on a global scale. The strong economic growth resultant from this competitive economic behavior will drive up City tax revenues, private sector profits and individual disposable income levels such that the standard of living and quality of life of all the City’s inhabitants will increase in a sustainable manner.” 

To achieve this vision, the document clearly states a need to address two main current investment obstacles: “crime and the lack of appropriate labor skills. In the process of implementing Johannesburg 2030, Council itself will shift from being merely an administrator and service provider to being an active agent of economic development and growth.’ 

United Kingdom  

A program in 1997 called "The third way" promised to recover a tradition of social solidarity or community lost under the preceding regime. It involves devolution of certain central government powers to regions.  A new approach to regional planning in England emerges; social inclusion and citizen participation; the incorporation of sustainability agendas into local/regional planning; and new focus on developing so-called Brownfield sites for some cities that had lost much of their manufacturing base.


In Northern Ireland, beset by decades of violence, a regional strategic framework was to set a long term agenda of action that had to be drafted in close consultation with key stakeholders and communities across the province. This strategy would hopefully allow a broad social consensus to emerge around development issues while political divisions would fade away.  


In Wales, a renewed effort was made to 'jump-start' the regional economy that far too long had relied on resource extraction. The economic spatial development agenda, drawn up in consultation with regional 'stakeholders', was intended to provide a context for the work of a newly elected Welsh assembly. 

Spatial strategies in Scotland would no longer be imposed from above but would emerge from a process of decentralised planning in which local authorities are empowered and would play the major role. Even so, in 1994, a national spatial development plan for Scotland was produced as 'guideline' for local authorities whose spatial strategies would then emerge from a process of negotiation with the national government. 

Until the devolution reform, UK possessed a bi-polar system, with a weak local level and a strong central tier. The national government has the power to change territorial boundaries and install or remove organisations engaged with regional matters. The institutionalised government system is strongly biased in favour of top-down, centralised regional governance, living much less scope for locally defined policy making. 

The Regional Development Agencies (RDAs) based on the 12 regions have centrally determined constitutions and budgets. The primary role of the RDAs is to promote competitiveness, innovation and investment, and develop comprehensive regional development strategies. But [they have] only limited control of resources, and thus. Rather limited actual power. To give local legitimacy to RDAs, another innovation has been the establishment of Regional Chambers made up of local authority and business leaders. RDA-specific functions (and a large slice of their budgets) include administering the government’s urban renewal programs. And instead of hoped-for inter-regional cooperation, competitive regional marketing has become a feature of the RDAs.

Because of this, as well as difficulties in program coordination, the regional oversight function of the Department of the Environment, Transport and the Regions has actually been shifted still further up the bureaucratic ladder to Cabinet level. It is not clear, however, that this will lead to greater overall coherence in the implementation of regional programs. The central government has a deep-seated distrust of sub-national governments’ ability to handle their own affairs effectively,” though ‘distrust’ in this context may be no more than a rhetorical cover for what is more likely an unending tug-of-war in the relations of power between center, regions, and local authorities. 
