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23 January 2008 
 
 

Mr Robert LAFONT 
International Federation for Housing and Planning (IFHP) 
COFHUAT / FIHUAT 
21 boulevard de Grenelle 
75015 Paris 
E-mail: cofhuat@wanadoo.fr 

 
 
 
Dear Robert Lafont    
 
 
In my position as President of the European Council of Spatial Planners (ECTP-CEU) I would like to contribute 
to the discussion regarding the revision of the Urban Charter. 
I have been informed that there will be a meeting tomorrow on this subject and I am quite disappointed that the 
ECTP-CEU has not been invited. The ECTP-CEU is on the list of INGOs enjoying participatory status with the 
Council of Europe but is apparently not been included within the NGO TOWNS. Nevertheless I hope you will 
find my considerations helpful for the discussion of tomorrow. 
 
First some considerations regarding the procedures so far. 
 
The revision of the Urban Charter 1992 was decided in Sofia in 2002 (ref. CG/CONF/SOFIA (2002) 6 rev); at 
that meeting a working group was set up "with the responsibility of updating the Charter and proposing methods 
for increasing the inclusion of its principles into local government practice in Europe; and, in so doing, to take 
into consideration the Sophia Declaration". 
 
The working group consisted of (letter Strasbourg 28.01.2003): 
Virna Bussadori, President, European Council of Spatial Planners (ECTP-CEU), Bolzano, Italy 
Tjeerd Deelstra, Institute for the Urban Environment, Delft, Netherlands 
Belin Mollov, Special adviser to the Minister of Regional Development and Public works, European integration 
and international programmes, Sofia, Bulgaria (substituted later by Agneta Hammer, City Architect, City of 
Malmö, Sweden) 
John Parker, Architect, Planner, Greater London Consultants, United Kingdom 
Carlos Alberto Pinto, Mayor of Covilha, Portugal 
Christiana Storelli, Architect, President of the former CLRAE Working Group on the European Urban Charter, 
Bellinzona, Switzerland  
 
This group met during 2003-5 for several times and produced a draft submitted to the Congress of Local and 
Regional Authorities which declared that (Recommendation 181-2005): "the revised version provides a telling 
picture of present-day urban society, and the principles it sets out constitute a series of realistic, applicable and 
balanced guidelines for the future development of cities in Europe, for use by both local authorities and the 
public." The Congress also recommended improvements in the text regarding the issue of renewable energy, as 
suggested by the Committee on Sustainable Development at its meeting on 20 March 2005, and the references 
to mobility. This should have been done holding "a further meeting of the group of consultants in autumn 2005 
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to prepare for more wide-ranging consultation of European and national associations of local authorities." That 
meeting took place in Strasbourg in December 2005 when also Mr. Luc-Emile Bouche-Florin (ECTP-CEU vice-
president) attended. 
 
After that meeting the text was again revised and updated taking into consideration all recommendations 
formulated during the Strasbourg meeting. Despite some requests of organising another working group meeting, 
this never took place until last October. In that occasion a completely new draft was tabled which is the one at 
discussion now. Strange enough this new draft was never submitted before to the working group and diverged 
completely from the existing revised draft.  
 
Now to the new draft. 
It is not possible to identify punctual changes since this would need to meet face-to-face with the authors; 
nevertheless some general considerations can be done to the text as a whole: 
 
1) target - it is not clear which is the target of this revised text.  
Considering that the aim of the CoE is that of defending and improving civil rights, as previously agreed, this text 
should be addressed both to local / regional authorities responsible in urban contexts but also to the citizens 
and to the city users to help them recognise their "civic" (in the sense of civitas = urban) rights and let them be 
brought about by local authorities. Rights can be respected if those who are primarily concerned with, do affirm 
them. 
If the target is recognised as being both the citizens and the city administrators (political, administrative, etc.), 
then we can consider the Urban Charter as complementary to the New Charter of Athens 2003, which deals 
with the same issue but clearly addresses town planners at first. 
 
2) jargon - the text is too academic and difficult in reading. Sentences are not clearly formulated and need to be 
read twice if not more. This does not help in addressing neither citizens to affirm their rights nor local and 
regional authorities implementing the Charter. There are even often references to terms that needed clearer 
explication. Moreover the text sometimes refers to political systems which cannot be changed if not with 
constitutional revisions (ref. f.i. 4.1.3, 4.1.6, 4.1.7). The aim of the Charter should be to provide "realistic, 
applicable recommendations" to those called to administer and manage towns and cities irrespective on how 
they have been chosen, elected, selected, etc. 
 
3) structure - the structure of the draft is not clear. Moreover important issues are not or roughly tackled with (f.i. 
cultural aspects, climate changes, accessibility issues - which are something different than "mobility" - economic 
development and employment, etc.). The objectives and policy measures as formulated in the text refer to 
governance, the planned city and voluntary urban mobility. We should not forget that planning already embodies 
the definition of measures towards a planned city in which mobility (accessibility) is a part of the whole so as 
measures /actions for governing transformations. 
 
I hope this was helpful and I also look forward to being kept abreast of any further development on this issue. 
 
 
Yours faithfully 

 
 
Virna Bussadori 
ECTP-CEU President 


