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1. Introduction 
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THEORY CHOICE 

TRANSITION THEORY 
PLANNING 

THEORY 

• Transition Management 

• Strategic Niche Management 

• Multi-level Perspective 

• … 

• Strategic Spatial Planning 

• Reflexive Planning 

• Communicative Planning 

• … 

? 
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http://www.art-sciencefactory.com/complexity-map.html 



STRATEGIC 

SPATIAL 

PLANNING 

THEORY 

TRANSITION 

MANAGEMENT 

THEORY 

Governance framework 

Deal with the longer term (10-50 yrs) 

Influenced by Complexity theory 
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RESEARCH QUESTION 
To what extent are Strategic Spatial 

Planning theory and Transition 

Management theory compatible?  

 

And how does MLSA develop? 
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SUB QUESTIONS 

• What is the status of the theoretical debate? 

• What is the direction of the theoretical debate? 

• What are the underlying assumptions of the theory? 

• To what extend do the theories overlap, diverge and/or 

conflict? 
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STRATEGIC 

SPATIAL 

PLANNING 

THEORY 

• Transformative socio-spatial process. 

• Shapes and frames what a place is and what it might 

become. 

• Through: visions, scenarios, coherent actions and 

means for implementation 
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TRANSITION THEORY 

Transition 

Management 

Strategic 

Niche 

Management 

Multi-level 

Perspective 
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METHODS 
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LITERATURE SELECTION 

Scopus as database and selection tool 

• Five most influential articles: 

• Citation-index score (2 articles) 

• Recently publiced (2 articles) 

• Relevance (1 article) 

 

• Theory central; no geographical limitations 
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STATUS 

Status analysis matrix: 

empirically tested? 

usable in multiple contexts? 

development? 

constructive criticism? 
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DIRECTION 

1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 

Strategic Spatial Planning 

AESOP Gent 12-14 April 2017 



UNDERLYING ASSUMPTIONS 
 

• Thorough and critical review of selected 

articles 

• Longlist 

• Shortlist 

• Table 

AESOP Gent 12-14 April 2017 



RESULTS 

THEORY 
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STATUS OF THEORIES 
• SSP theory is often tested 

in practice. 

• Used around the world and 

in multiple contexts. 

• Transforming to 

accommodate critical 

dimension and 

transformative practices. 

• Receives constructive 

criticism. 

• TM theory is difficult to 

apply in practice, not 

validated empirically. 

• Diffusing to other countries 

and context is challenge. 

• Not changing fundamentally, 

but is being improved 

rapidly. 

• Receives a lot of 

constructive criticism. 
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DIRECTION Strategic Spatial Planning 
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DIRECTION 
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DIRECTION OF DEBATE 

SSP theory: 

• focus on the becoming; 

• use of scenarios and back-

casting makes room for 

imagining radically different 

futures; 

• increasing critical dimension. 

 

 

TM theory: 

• diffusion to other contexts; 

• lack of target and system 

knowledge is addressed; 

• understanding of individual 

agency is addressed  

• power, and politics remains 

issue 
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UNDERLYING ASSUMPTIONS 

Based on short 

list 
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SIMILAR UNDERLYING 

ASSUMPTIONS (18) - EXAMPLE 

• Transition Management takes long-term thinking (25 

years) as a framework for shaping short-term policy 

• Strategic Spatial Planning combines long-term thinking 

(20-30 years) with short-term interventions 
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CONFLICTING UNDERLYING 

ASSUMPTIONS (3) - EXAMPLE 

• Transition Management, recognises danger of lock-inn, 

avoids this by keeping options open. 

• Strategic Spatial Planning, is focused on decisions, 

action, results and implementation in both the short- 

and long-term and incorporates monitoring, feedback 

and revision. 
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NEUTRAL UNDERLYING 

ASSUMPTIONS (11) - EXAMPLE 

• Transition Management uses experimenting and 

learning, to guide variation and selection. 

• Strategic Spatial Planing takes into account power 

structures, uncertainties and competing values. 
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DISCUSSION THEORY 

Selection of articles. 

Analysing direction of the theoretical debate.  

Depicting underlying assumptions 

More scripted method might result in more 

scientific results. 
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MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) 
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• Dune-dike prevention 

(probabilistic reasoning) 



MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) 
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Multi-layer safety, prevention, sustainable spatial planning and 
disaster management © Beleidsnota Waterveiligheid 2009-2015 

• Dune-dike prevention 

(probabilistic reasoning) 

• Risk approach (including 

exposure flood and 

vulnerability - 2009) 



MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) 
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Multi-layer safety, prevention, sustainable spatial planning and 
disaster management © Beleidsnota Waterveiligheid 2009-2015 



MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) 
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• ‘deliberate transition’ using policy 

documents, pilots, legal arrangements by 

RWS + local authorities since 2009 

• 17 interviews; policy documents; reports; 

literature 

 

 



MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) TM 
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• Interviewees: will take a long time to become common 

practice; missing principles/attractors to catalyse 

• No MLSA scenario’s involved, merely FRM – 

probabilistic reasoning 

• Only common understanding about MLSA is that it will 

always be ‘work in progress’ and is a situated practice 



MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) SSP 
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• Vested interests (mainly the prevention + allocated 

budgets) acts more as a lock-in  

• Competing interests, structured by amongst others 

existing responsibilities and budget allocations for 

safety sustaining or improving measures 

• Not based on consensus building; it is a designed 

approach by public officials 



MULTI LAYER SAFETY 

APPROACH (MLSA) 
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• More opportunistic use than considered long term 

change 

• Intention to collaborate between layers and actors  

• Especially cost efficiency on short term seems to prevail 

• Power, resource management and knowledge integration 

are more or less ignored 



CONCLUSIONS 

• SSP and TM theory are fundamentally compatible 

• TM theory should develop further 

• Both theories can learn from each other 

• Learning process in implementation of MLSA – maturing 

steps, also in the organisation 
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Geldof, 2004 
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WHAT CAN WE LEARN FROM MLSA? 

   Processes need the time they require 

THANK YOU  

 

QUESTIONS? 

 


