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CALL FOR PAPERS 
Learning from Territories / Teaching Territories

6th CIST International Conference 
Paris-Condorcet, 15-17 November 2023 

Aprender de los territorios / Enseñar los territorios (es) 
Apprendre des territoires / Enseigner les territoires (fr) 
Von Territorien lernen / Territorium lehren (de) 

Aprender com os territórios / Territórios que ensinam (pt) 

 (ar) تَعَلُّم المجال / تَْعِليْم المجال

“Man is a semiotic animal whose geographical existence is shaped  

by languages, systems of signs and codes.” 

Raffestin C., 1987 

 

The 6th CIST conference will focus on two questions: how to teach about territories (academic knowledge, empirical 

methods, disciplinary approaches, etc.) and how to learn from territories (observing, exploring, describing, 

experiencing, etc.). Whether defined as a theoretical object of scientific knowledge that can be taught or as a body of 

practices that can be passed on, there is no escaping the need to address the issue of the relationship between the 

apparent universality of the concept of territory, on the one hand, and the variety of uses to which the term is put and 

the range of practices associated with it, on the other. Unlike the concept of space, which has given rise to numerous 

theoretical models, the notion of territory directly addresses the relationship between individuals, groups or societies 

and real places, involving interactions between these people and the territories in question. 

The objective of the following sessions is to highlight, on the one hand, the specific features of the teaching methods 

used in territorial sciences in the various disciplines involved, specifically by examining how they vary from one 

discipline to another and between countries; and on the other, to demonstrate how research in the territorial sciences 

develops specific methodologies for investigating places and individuals depending on whether the times being studied 

are periods of calm or of crisis; and on whether the territories in question are unremarkable in their ordinariness or 

exceptional in some way. 

 

Paper proposals must fit within the scope of one of the sessions below (session descriptions are available online).1 

Session A. School Geography and Territories. Teaching Territories in Primary and Secondary Schools: Issues and 
Problems. An International Approach ....................................................................................................................... 3 

Session B. Surveying, Observing, Experiencing.  Walking as an Approach to Understanding Territory ....................... 4 

Session C. The Network of Biosphere Reserves  in UNESCO’s MAB Programme:  the Lessons for Territorial Sciences?
 ............................................................................................................................................................................... 5 

Session D. Learning from Territories in Conflict /  Teaching Territories in Conflict ...................................................... 6 

Session E. Declining Territories: Laboratories for Innovation? ................................................................................... 8 

Session F. Educating about the World, Learning from it: Construction and Reception of Knowledge about Global 
Space
 .................................................................................................................................................................................
 ............................................................................................................................................................................... 9 

Session G. Territorial Sciences in the Global South(s): Knowledge, Ignorance, Dialogue ......................................... 10 

Session H. Knowledge Territorialised by Bottom-Up Practices Drawing on Specific Local Strengths.  The Case of Social 
Innovation Clusters at the International Level .............................................................................................................. 11 

Session I. Construction of the Territorial Sciences.  Scientific and Educational Challenges Involved in North-South and 
South-South Dialogue ........................................................................................................................................... 12 

                                                        
1 All URLs in the selected bibliographical references have been consulted on October 18th, 2022. 
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Session J. Everyday Territorial Realities for Pupils and Academic Learning in and outside the Classroom ............... 13 

Session K. Territory as a Focus for Project Work.  Pedagogical Issues in Schools of Architecture and Landscape.... 14 

Session L. Investigating and Teaching about Territories Based on Local Territorial Information................................ 16 

Session M. Education about and by Territories. The Case of French Regional Nature Parks and Protected Natural 
Areas .................................................................................................................................................................... 17 

Session N. Data Geovisualisation in the Era of Open Data and Big Data: Social, Technical and Methodological 
Challenges Involved in Understanding Territories ................................................................................................... 18 

Session O. Examination of the Contributions of Action Research  in the Territorial Sciences and in Architecture.  Taking 
Lessons from Territories in Relation to Ways of Living ............................................................................................ 20 

Session P. Territories and Crises:  How Do the Lessons Vary? ............................................................................... 21 

Session Q. Maritime territories in Transition:  the Cities of the Contemporary Mediterranean(s) ............................... 22 

Provisional Calendar 
 Deadline for submitting proposals for papers: January 15th, 2023, exclusively via the “Submit page” on the 

dedicated website cist2023.sciencesconf.org 

 Reply from the Scientific Committee: April/May 2023 

 November 15th to 17th, 2023: 6th CIST conference in the campus Condorcet 

Response Procedures 
The conference languages are French, English and Spanish. 

Proposals for papers should be written in one of these three languages (materials should be in English); they should 

conform to the template available on the dedicated website cist2023.sciencesconf.org. 

The word file should include: 

 A 1,000 character abstract (spaces included) in French + one of the 2 other languages 

 3 to 6 keywords in French + one of the 2 other languages 

 The main text between 10,000 to 15,000 characters (spaces included) 

 A 5 to 10 reference bibliography. 

Procedures for the evaluation of proposals 
Paper proposals will be reviewed by an external expert, the session co-chairs and by the conference's scientific 

committee, which includes members of the CIST's scientific committee, expanded to include external scholars. 

Scientifiques co-directors 
 Claude GRASLAND, UPC / Géographie-cités – claude.grasland@parisgeo.cnrs.fr 

 France GUÉRIN-PACE, Ined / UR12 – guerin@ined.fr 

 
 
 
 
Contact 

 Marion GENTILHOMME – cist2023@sciencesconf.org 

Further information onto the dedicated website cist2023.sciencesconf.org 

  

http://cist2023.sciencesconf.org/
http://cist2023.sciencesconf.org/
mailto:claude.grasland@parisgeo.cnrs.fr
mailto:guerin@ined.fr
mailto:cist2023@sciencesconf.org
https://cist2023.sciencesconf.org/


 

 CIST2023 – Call for papers – p. 3 

Session A. School Geography and Territories. 
Teaching Territories in Primary and Secondary Schools: 

Issues and Problems. 
An International Approach 

Co-chairs: Magali HARDOUIN (INSPE / UBO) & Jean-François THÉMINES (INSPE / UCN) 

As a discipline and subject taught in schools, geography is shaped by politics. Why are certain topics taught in 

geography? How are these topics selected by schools? What kind of society and what kind of citizens are we trying to 

create by teaching geography? By taking an international perspective, this session aims to highlight the issues and 

problems involved in teaching about territories in primary and secondary schools. 

In France, the official texts dealing with geography as a school subject use the term “territory” when explaining the 

goals of teaching the subject: in a nutshell, the aim is to enable pupils to gain an understanding of the contemporary 

world through the study of the actions of present-day societies within their own territories. From the final years of primary 

school to the end of secondary school (pupils aged from approximately 9 to 18), the term “territory” reoccurs frequently 

as a key word in connection with geography as a school subject. However, the meaning of this word –whether it is used 

in the singular or plural, and along with terms such as space, planning, actor, development and sustainability (or not)– 

is never clearly defined. The vagueness of the concept appears to extend to the purposes of teaching geography. 

Nonetheless, this use of the term “territory” prompts teachers to focus their geography lessons on decision-making and 

action, i.e. to concrete initiatives and efforts applied in a particular place or space with the intention of modifying, 

adapting or transforming it. This type of action has thus become an object of study, as suggested by the numerous 

references in the curricula to the study of conflicts relating to how places are used, how people live in them, resource 

issues, the fight against inequality, and sustainability issues. Through the study of these practices, conflicts and 

challenges, the aim is to train future citizens capable of acting responsibly. 

This session aims to shed light on this paradox by means of papers relating to different areas around the world. How 

has school geography appropriated the term “territory”? What significance does it confer upon the term? What vision 

of the world can or should be developed in schools once “territories” (or “territory”) is the focus of study? And how do 

teachers approach their teaching options with regard to this vision of the world and of society? The session is open to 

all disciplines within the social and human sciences. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Beucher S., Reghezza M., Ciattoni A., 2017, La géographie. Pourquoi ? Comment ?, Paris, Hatier. 

Ciattoni A., Veyret Y., 2018, Les fondamentaux de la géographie [4th ed.], Paris, Armand Colin 
[doi.org/10.3917/arco.delle.2018.01]. 
Éthier M. A., Mottet E., 2016, Didactiques de l’histoire, de la géographie et de l’éducation à la citoyenneté, Bruxelles, 
De Boeck supérieur. 

Sierra P., 2017, La géographie : concepts, savoirs et enseignements [2nd ed.], Paris, Armand Colin 
[doi.org/10.3917/arco.sierr.2011.01]. 
Thémines J.-F., 2011, Savoir et savoir enseigner. Le territoire, Toulouse, PUM. 

  

https://doi.org/10.3917/arco.delle.2018.01
https://doi.org/10.3917/arco.sierr.2011.01
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Session B. Surveying, Observing, Experiencing.  
Walking as an Approach to Understanding Territory 

Co-chairs: Dimitra KANELLOPOULOU (ENSAPM) & Magali PARIS (AAU – CRESSON) 

Central to the teaching of the spatial disciplines (architecture, landscape architecture, planning, human and social 

sciences), walking has become –especially since the 1980s– an essential tool for approaching the concept of territory 

understood as a locus of action and tangible experience. In France and abroad, field observation workshops are 

becoming increasingly common as an educational tool aimed at redefining the way territories are approached. 

Celebrated by philosophers and writers at the beginning of the 20th century for its ability to connect our embodied 

experience with the inhabited world, walking is a unique means for observing and interpreting spatial dynamics: 

discontinuities, boundaries, fragments, enclaves, specific features of a landscape, etc. This mundane, everyday activity 

has been the focus of transport policies for over a century and remains a fruitful area of research for a number of 

professions involved in studying and transforming territories, particularly those professions that involve multidisciplinary 

approaches. Since the end of the 1990s, walking has become a way for professionals and citizens alike to advocate 

for new approaches to negotiating how public spaces are utilised and novel forms of collective use. 

This session is open to critical, thought-provoking instructionally-focused papers, which examine the threefold function 

of walking as an object of research, a method of on-site investigation and an operational tool. We will explore the 

contribution of walking to the critical examination of territories from an interdisciplinary perspective (geography, 

sociology, urban planning, architecture, performing arts, etc.). We will also seek to identify the possibilities that walking 

opens up in terms of analysing spatial relationships using an iterative inter-scale approach (from the staircase to the 

neighbourhood square, from the railway station to the rural path). The session is open to all teaching methods 

(theoretical, methodological and analytical teaching, project teaching, introduction to research, etc.), from 

undergraduate to doctorate levels, as well as to both long-standing and more recent approaches.  This session is 

devoted to the numerous ways in which walking can help us to come to grips with a slippery and complex concept, 

namely that of territory. The issues of atmosphere, emotion, sociability and imagination are all potential areas of 

exploration. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Augoyard J.-F., 2007, Step by Step: Everyday Walks in a French Urban Housing Project, Minneapolis, University of 
Minnesota Press. 

Gans H.J., 2002, “The Sociology of Space: A Use-Centered View”, City & Community, 1(4), p. 329-339 
[doi.org/10.1111/1540-6040.00027]. 

Ingold T., Vergunst J.L., 2008, Ways of Walking. Ethnography and Practice on Foot, Aldershot (UK), Ashgate 
[doi.org/10.4324/9781315234250]. 

Jacks B., 2004, “Reimagining Walking. Four practices”, Journal of Architectural Education, 57(3), p. 5-9 
[doi.org/10.1162/104648804772745193]. 

Macauley D., 2000, “Walking the City: An Essay on Peripatetic Practices and Politics”, Capitalism Nature Socialism, 
11(4), p. 3-43 [doi.org/10.1080/10455750009358938]. 

Nicholson G., 2008, The Lost Art of Walking: The History, Science, Philosophy and Literature of Pedestrianism, New 
York (NJ), Riverhead Books. 

Richardson T., Jensen O.B., 2003, “Linking Discourse and Space. Towards a Cultural Sociology of Space in Analysing 
Spatial Policy Discourses”, Urban Studies, 40(1), p. 7-22 [doi.org/10.1080/00420980220080131]. 

Senett R., 2006, “The Open City”, communication, Urban age conference, Berlin, 10&11 November 2006. 

Stavrides S., 2020, Towards the City of Thresholds, Philadephia (PA), Common Notions. 

Thibaud J.-P., 2015, En quêtes d’ambiances. Éprouver la ville en passant, Genève, MētisPresses. 

Thomas R., 2008, Marcher en ville (BRAUP-CRESSON seminar) 
[cressound.grenoble.archi.fr/fichier_pdf/librairie_ambiance/Thomas_2008_Marche.pdf]. 

Türeli I., Al M., 2018, “Walking in the Periphery: Activist Art and Urban Resistance to Neoliberalism in Istanbul”, Review 
of Middle East Studies, 52(2), p. 310-333 [doi.org/10.1017/rms.2018.96]. 

  

https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-6040.00027
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315234250
https://doi.org/10.1162/104648804772745193
https://doi.org/10.1080/10455750009358938
https://doi.org/10.1080/00420980220080131
https://cressound.grenoble.archi.fr/fichier_pdf/librairie_ambiance/Thomas_2008_Marche.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/rms.2018.96
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Session C. The Network of Biosphere Reserves  
in UNESCO’s MAB Programme:  

the Lessons for Territorial Sciences? 

Co-chairs: Catherine CIBIEN (MAB France), Raphaël MATHEVET (Centre d’écologie fonctionnelle et évolutive, Montpellier) & 
Kewan MERTENS (Centre de sociologie de l’innovation) 

The new global framework for biodiversity, which is due to be revised and ratified at COP15 in December 2022, aims 

to ensure “that at least 30 per cent globally of land areas and of sea areas, […] are conserved through [...] protected 

areas and other effective area-based conservation measures”. 

This session aims to bring together researchers from the humanities, social sciences, and science and technology 

studies to discuss a specific network of protected areas: the biosphere reserves (BRs) that are part of UNESCO's Man 

and Biosphere (MAB) programme. Conceived in the 1970s and 1980s as experimental and educational areas dedicated 

to sustainable development, the knowledge generated by these reserves is disseminated via national and international 

networks. The MAB system's aim of reconciling humans and nature through territorialised learning, as well as its 

concept of zoning of territory, is the main focus of this session. 

Here is a non-exhaustive list of questions that will be addressed: 

 The implications for the social sciences, as well as for the various territorial sciences, of the idea of creating a 

“learning laboratory for sustainable development”. Can this learning be mobilised in at different levels of the educational 

system? 

 How do BRs and the knowledge they generate contribute to the ecological transformation of territories? 

 What lessons can we learn from past experiences? 

 What have we learned about the potential of “zoning”, a distinctive feature of BRs, in terms of reducing conflicts of 

use and to enable “territory development”? 

 The philosophy of reconciling environmental preservation and human activities is also shared by other 

organisations. Have there been any sharing of ideas with the BRs, in particular with regional nature parks and national 

parks? What are the future prospects for these different schemes? 

 Since the Seville Conference, BRs are expected to report on the results of their activities every 10 years via a 

periodic review process. In particular, they are required to provide information on progress in biodiversity conservation, 

development and governance, as well as on the ecosystem benefits delivered by the ecosystems in the BRs. How are 

these metrics being used? What impact do they have on the management of the reserves? 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Bouamrane M., Mathevet R., Levrel H., Huntington H., Agrawal A., 2017, “Community Participation and Adaptation to 
Change in Biosphere Reserves: A Review and a Mediterranean European Coastal Wetland Case Study (Rhone Delta 
Biosphere Reserve, Southern France)”, in D. Armitage, A. Charles and F. Berkes (eds.), Governing the Coastal 
Commons: Communities, Resilience and Transformation, London, Routledge. p. 120-138. 
Bouamrane M., Spierenburg M., Agrawal A., Boureima A., Cormier-Salem M.-C., Etienne M., Le Page C., Levrel H., 
Mathevet R., 2016, “Stakeholder Engagement and Biodiversity Conservation Challenges in Social-Ecological Systems: 
Some Insights from Biosphere Reserves in Western Africa and France”, Ecology and Society, 21(4), art. 25 
[doi.org/10.5751/ES-08812-210425]. 

Garnier L. (ed.), 2008, Entre l’homme et la nature : une démarche pour des relations durables. Réserves de biosphère, 
Paris, Unesco, “Notes techniques” series, no. 3 [unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000158417_fre]. 

Mathevet R., Cibien C., 2019, “The French Biosphere Reserves: Looking for Ecological Solidarity and Stewardship”, in 
M. Reed ans M. Price (eds.), Unesco Biosphere Reserves: Supporting Biocultural Diversity, Sustainability and Society, 
London, Routledge, p. 114-124. 

ONU, 2021, Premier projet de cadre mondial de la biodiversité pour l’après-2020. Convention sur la diversité 
biologique, CBD/WG2020/3/3 [www.cbd.int/doc/c/d40d/9884/b8a54563a8e0bf02c1b4380c/wg2020-03-03-fr.pdf]. 

Reed M., Price M. (eds.), 2019, Unesco Biosphere Reserves: Supporting Biocultural Diversity, Sustainability and 
Society, London, Routledge. 

  

https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-08812-210425
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000158417_fre
http://www.cbd.int/doc/c/d40d/9884/b8a54563a8e0bf02c1b4380c/wg2020-03-03-fr.pdf
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Session D. Learning from Territories in Conflict /  
Teaching Territories in Conflict 

Co-chairs: Caroline ROZENHOLC-ESCOBAR (LAVUE-CRH / ENSAPVS) & Claire ARAGAU (LAVUE / Université Paris 
Nanterre) 

This session aims to take the opportunity offered by the conference to examine the concept of territory by looking at 

issues of conflict and contestation from an international perspective. While conflict situations are highly specific, they 

are also particularly instructive when it comes to “learning from territories”, whether it be in terms of scale and 

temporality, or intensity and types of dispute. They also serve to show how politicians, institutions and citizens can 

“learn” from these conflict territories –whether they are in periods of crisis or more generally– and from the socio-spatial 

forces that traverse them, whether the trade-offs that are made arise from dynamics of empowerment or authoritarian 

forms of dispute resolution. 

This session welcomes submissions from academics who draw on what they learn from territories in conflict in their 

own teaching, with a focus on the following three areas: 

 The first is concerned with territories at war: What do these situations –each of which is unique, albeit part of a 

phenomenon that is widespread across space and time– teach us about territory(ies), and how is research conducted 

in these various contexts? Research conducted in Kurdish, Syrian, Israeli-Palestinian and, more recently, Ukrainian 

territories comes to mind, in which the complexity of social divisions within officially constituted groups is analysed in 

order to get beyond political posturing and partisanship. Another aspect of this issue is the way in which certain cultural 

monuments have been targeted (or how they have been protected), and what this tells us about war-torn territories, 

such as Bamyan (Afghanistan) or Lalibela, situated close to the Tigray region of Ethiopia. 

 The second area is less concerned with situations of open warfare than with conflicting uses and long-standing 

conflicts over use that lead to the (re)structuring of territories and to their division into territories to be occupied. These 

include forms of appropriation that assert the primacy of use over property rights: the Landless Workers' Homeless 

Workers Movements in Brazil and the Zadist movement in France, groups that demand a right to housing, the right to 

land that can be farmed and that is not expropriated by the state in territories that have become the standard-bearers 

for these demands. Both the existence of these groups and their names are of key importance to these movements. 

 The third area concerns conflicts and disputes related to the most coveted resources, such as water and wheat, 

gas and oil, etc. Resources have the potential to make and break territories caught up in a geopolitical decision-making 

process that stems from the shortage and frequently inequitable distribution of vital commodities that are the driving 

force behind contemporary human activities (dams, gas pipelines, water management planning, etc.). The analysis of 

the relationships between neighbouring communities that the sharing of these resources entails enables us to learn 

from territories and to gain an understanding of how spatial boundaries fluctuate when it comes to accessing, securing 

access to or depriving a neighbour of access. 

Thanks to these three approaches (involving various levels of analysis, of conflict and of potential instructional methods) 

the session aims to help us understand the highly mutable geographies of these territories, and the reality of the 

conflicts that shape them and transform them, sometimes permanently. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Baaz M.E., Utas M., 2019, “Exploring the Backstage: Methodological and Ethical Issues Surrounding the Role of 
Research Brokers in Insecure Zones”, Civil Wars, 21(2), p. 157-178 [doi.org/10.1080/13698249.2019.1656357]. 

Baczko A., Dorronsoro G., Quesnay A., 2021, “Le privilège épistémologique du terrain. Une enquête collective dans la 
Syrie en guerre”, Bulletin of Sociological Methodology, 151(1), p. 96-116 [hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-03341401]. 

Blanchon D., 2019, Géopolitique de l’eau. Entre conflits et coopérations, Paris, Le Cavalier Bleu 
[doi.org/10.3917/lcb.blanc.2019.01]. 

Bridonneau M., 2014, “Déplacer au nom de la sauvegarde patrimoniale et du développement économique ?”, L’Espace 
politique, 22(1) [doi.org/10.4000/espacepolitique.2941]. 

Deboulet A., Douay N., Dupont V., Gangneux-Kébé J., Rassat F., 2020, “Des pratiques urbaines ordinaires aux 
mobilisations citadines”, in F. Adisson, S. Barles, N. Blanc, O. Coutard and L. Frouillou (eds.), Pour la recherche 
urbaine, Paris, CNRS éd., p. 243‑263. 

Ostrom E., 1992, Crafting Institutions for Self-Governing Irrigation Systems, San Francisco (CA), ICS Press. 

Rozenholc C., Yankel F., 2016, “D’une tente à l’autre. ‘Crise du logement’ et mobilisations sociales en France et en 
Israël”, Annales de géographie, 707(1), p. 5-27 [doi.org/10.3917/ag.707.0005]. 

Tonnelat S., 2021, “Comment le Triangle de Gonesse devint une ZAD. L’improbable devenu nécessaire”, 
Métropolitiques [metropolitiques.eu/Comment-le-Triangle-de-Gonesse-devint-une-ZAD.html]. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/13698249.2019.1656357
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-03341401
https://doi.org/10.3917/lcb.blanc.2019.01
https://doi.org/10.4000/espacepolitique.2941
https://doi.org/10.3917/ag.707.0005
https://metropolitiques.eu/Comment-le-Triangle-de-Gonesse-devint-une-ZAD.html
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Torre A., Caron A., 2005, “Réflexions sur les dimensions négatives de la proximité : le cas des conflits d’usage et de 
voisinage”, Économie et institutions, no. 6-7, p. 183-219 [doi.org/10.4000/ei.952]. 

Zetlaoui-Léger J., Macaire E., Tcherkassky C., 2022, “Architect Collectives and the Coproduction of Places in the ‘Grey 
Zones’ of Urban Development Planning: The Educational Institution as a Mediation Framework”, Architecture, 2(1), 
p. 67-94 [doi.org/10.3390/architecture2010005]. 

  

https://doi.org/10.4000/ei.952
https://doi.org/10.3390/architecture2010005
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Session E. Declining Territories: 
Laboratories for Innovation? 

Co-chairs: Emmanuèle CUNNINGHAM-SABOT, Alix DE LA GAIGNONNIÈRE & Norma SCHEMCHAT (ENS), Charline SOWA (UMR 
Ressources / ENSACF) 

Urban and territorial degrowth is a multidimensional, multi-level, structural phenomenon (Martinez-Fernandez et al., 

2012) that is affecting a wide variety of territories around the world (Fol & Cunningham-Sabot, 2010) and is indicative 

of a new era of post-growth (Oswalt, 2005). The issue of innovation in these territories tends to be approached from 

two radically divergent perspectives: the first views them as having been “left behind” (Martin et al., 2021) in the race 

for innovation, while the second sees them as laboratories for new planning practices. This generally results in these 

more complex territories being either stigmatised or lionised (Béal & Rousseau, 2018). This session aims to go beyond 

this polarised approach to examine the issues, specificities and limits of innovation in declining territories. While the 

issue of innovation in territories is tied up with interactions between learning processes, their institutional frameworks 

and space (Kirat & Lung, 1999: 27), this session is particularly focused on action (both national and local) in these 

territories, whether it is the result of public policies (top-down), or led by local communities, such as residents, 

associations or practitioners (bottom-up). 

Contributors will focus their presentations on the way territories learn (learning process of local stakeholders ahead of 

their actions), or on the way we learn from territories (dissemination of models and best practices). The session also 

encourages contributions that analyse the role played by international organisations in the dominant narratives 

regarding innovation. The aim is thus to demonstrate how these efforts contribute (or not, as the case may be) to the 

process of innovation in matters of local governance, project development and territorial strategies. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Akers J., Béal V., Rousseau M., 2020, “Redefining the City and Demolishing the Rest: The Techno-Green Fix in 
Postcrash Cleveland, Ohio”, Environment and Planning E : Nature and Space, 3(1), p. 207-227 
[doi.org/10.1177/2514848619854371]. 

Béal V., Rousseau M., 2018, “Après la croissance. Déclin urbain et modèles alternatifs”, La vie des idées 
[laviedesidees.fr/Apres-la-croissance.html]. 

Fol S., Cunningham-Sabot E., 2010, “ ‘Déclin urbain’ et shrinking cities : une évaluation critique des approches de la 
décroissance urbaine”, Annales de géographie, 674(4), p. 359-383 [doi.org/10.3917/ag.674.0359]. 

Kirat T., Lung Y., 1999, “Innovation and Proximity. Territories as Loci of Collective Learning Processes”, European 
Urban and Regional Studies, 6(1), p. 27-38 [doi.org/10.1177/096977649900600103]. 

Martin R., Gardiner B., Pike A., Sunley P., Tyler P., 2021, Levelling up Left Behind Places. The Scale and Nature of 
the Economic and Policy Challenge, London, Routledge. 

Martinez-Fernandez C., Audirac I., Fol S., Cunningham-Sabot E., 2012, “Shrinking Cities: Urban Challenges of 
Globalization”, International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, 36(2), p. 213-225 [doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-
2427.2011.01092.x]. 

Oswalt P., 2005, Shrinking Cities, Ostfildern-Ruit, Hatje Cantz Verlag. 

  

https://doi.org/10.1177/2514848619854371
https://laviedesidees.fr/Apres-la-croissance.html
https://doi.org/10.3917/ag.674.0359
https://doi.org/10.1177/096977649900600103
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2011.01092.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2011.01092.x
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Session F. Educating about the World, Learning from it: 
Construction and Reception of Knowledge about Global Space 

Co-chairs: Anne-Cécile OTT, Nolwenn Azilis RIGOLLET & Romain LECONTE (Géographie-cités) 

The World is a geographical object, a scale, a space produced by globalisation, and perhaps even a territory (Didelon, 

2013; Reghezza, 2015); it is a category of analysis, particularly for geographers, but it is also a category of action for 

individuals. Generally considered as the highest level of geographical scale –not to mention of political and social 

thinking (Grataloup, 2011)–, the World is an object of knowledge and thus of learning. Whether we are talking about 

global issues, questions of Otherness (strange, far-off lands), or about projecting ourselves at the international and 

global levels (along with the spatial practices this implies), the World is something that must be learned. 

The aim is thus to examine the role played in this learning process by the various entities that disseminate 

representations of the World. While schools provide representations that have a strong impact on the way people 

perceive the World (Clerc, 2002; Rigollet, 2022; Ott, 2020), the process of learning about the World also takes place 

outside of school, in particular through the ever-increasing access provided by the Internet and social networks 

(Cicchelli & Octobre, 2017). The media, through its international coverage for example (Grasland et al., 2016), creates 

images of the World and even helps to create a “collective stock of public spaces” (Beauguitte et al., 2016). The 

economic and political actors (UN, World Bank, NGOs, FMT, etc.) at the heart of the process of globalisation also 

produce a multitude of representations of the World, which reflect the fact that this entity is the product of specific 

geographical, historical, social, as well as political determinants. How do these institutional representations interact 

with more vernacular representations of the World? Do the different ways of (re)presenting global space converge or 

compete? This session aims to explore the ways in which knowledge about global space is constructed, disseminated 

and received, and to analyse the various ways in which individuals are taught to relate to the World. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Beauguitte L., Grasland C., Severo M., 2016, “Espaces géographiques et représentations médiatiques”, L’Espace 
géographique, 45(1), p. 1-4 [doi.org/10.3917/eg.451.0001]. 

Cicchelli V., Octobre S., 2017, L’amateur cosmopolite. Goûts et imaginaires culturels juvéniles à l’ère de la 
globalisation, Paris, ministère de la Culture et de la Communication / DEPS, “Questions de culture” series 
[doi.org/10.3917/deps.octo.2017.01]. 

Clerc P., 2002, La culture scolaire en géographie. Le monde dans la classe, Rennes, PUR. 

Didelon C., 2013, Le Monde comme territoire ; pour une approche renouvelée du Monde en géographie, PhD Thesis, 
Université de Rouen [hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-00871654]. 

Grasland C., Lamarche-Perrin R., Loveluck B., Pecout H., 2016, “L’agenda géomédiatique international : analyse 
multidimensionnelle des flux d’actualité”, L’Espace géographique, 45(1), p. 25-43 [doi.org/10.3917/eg.451.0025]. 

Grataloup C., 2011, Faut-il penser autrement l’histoire du monde ?, Paris, Armand Colin, “Éléments de réponse” series. 

Ott A.-C., 2020, “Explorer le monde des enfants. Défis théoriques et méthodologiques de l’analyse des représentations 
enfantines du monde”, Bulletin de méthodologie sociologique, 146(1), p. 56-80 [doi.org/10.1177/0759106320908222]. 

Reghezza M., 2015, De l’avènement du Monde à celui de la planète : le basculement de la société du risque à la 
société de l’incertitude, HDR Dissertation, unpublished volume, Université Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne [hal.archives-
ouvertes.fr/tel-01255031]. 

Rigollet N.A., 2022, “Le Monde c’est nous”. L’avènement du Monde au prisme des représentations de l’espace mondial 
chez les lycéens, PhD Thesis, Université Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne [tel-archives-ouvertes-fr.ezproxy.u-pec.fr/tel-
03658373]. 
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Session G. Territorial Sciences in the Global South(s): 
Knowledge, Ignorance, Dialogue 

Co-chairs: Silvina Cecilia CARRIZO (Conicet, Argentine), Christian Girault (CREAD / CNRS), Camilo PEREIRA CARNEIRO 
(UFG – Labeter / UFRGS, Brésil), Laëtitia PERRIER-BRUSLÉ (Loterr / Université de Lorraine), Aldomar RÜCKERT (Labeter / 
UFRGS, Brésil), Roberto UEBEL (ESPM – Labeter / UFRGS, Brésil) & Sébastien VELUT (IHEAL) 

Geography as a discipline has frequently been used to construct national identities, and has been influenced by 

geopolitical visions (Messias da Costa & Théry, 2012; Perrrier Bruslé, 2013; Benwell & Dodds, 2011; Bennafla, 2022; 

Velut, 2022). Moreover, territory has become a strategic concept for social movements, which are innovating to create 

and disseminate alternative forms of knowledge. These two dimensions are particularly present in the Global South, 

where issues of identity, state-building and local resistance are all in play. Geographic information and its attendant 

technologies, which have become more readily available (Joliveau et al., 2013), are being mobilised by civil society 

and local populations alike (Hirt & Lerch, 2013) to create site-specific knowledge that challenges dominant narratives. 

They are both opening up new arenas for debate as well as offering opportunities for manipulation and new ways of 

cultivating ignorance (Godrie & Dos Santos, 2017). What can be done to facilitate the exchange of territorial knowledge 

with a view to strengthening democracy? What can be done to facilitate the exchange of specific forms of territorial 

knowledge with a view to strengthening democracy? 

This session will address these questions under the following headings: 

 The question of geographical and cartographic literacy (Frau-Meigs, 2019). 

 The various means used to disseminate knowledge about territories and their effects on public debates, 

 The production of ignorance and spaces of dialogue. 

 Varying scales of geographical knowledge. 

 The relationship between the various forms of knowledge emerging from specific territories and the relationships 

between territories. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Bennafla K., 2022, “Illusion cartographique au Nord, barrière de sable à l’Est : les frontières mouvantes du Sahara 
occidental”, L’Espace politique, no. 20 [doi.org/10.4000/espacepolitique.2644]. 

Delamotte E., Liquète V., Frau-Meigs D., 2014, “La translittératie, à la convergence des cultures de l’information : 
supports, contextes et modalités”, Spirale. Revue de recherches en éducation, 53(1), p. 145‑156 
[www.persee.fr/doc/spira_0994-3722_2014_num_53_1_1056]. 

Desbois H., 2015, Les mesures du territoire. Aspects techniques, politiques et culturels des mutations de la carte 
topographique : essai, Villeurbanne, Presses de l’ENSSIB. 

Frau-Meigs D., 2019, “Créativité, éducation aux médias et à l’information, translittératie : vers des humanités 
numériques”, Quaderni, no. 98, p. 87‑105 [doi.org/10.4000/quaderni.1482]. 

Gautreau P., 2022, La Pachamama en bases de données. Géographie politique de l’information environnementale 
contemporaine, Paris, éd. de l’IHEAL [books.openedition.org/iheal/9362]. 

Godrie B., Dos Santos M., 2017, “Présentation : inégalités sociales, production des savoirs et de l’ignorance”, 
Sociologies et sociétés, 49(1), p. 7-31 [doi.org/10.7202/1042804ar]. 

Hirt I., Lerch L., 2013, “Cartographier les territorialités indigènes dans les Andes boliviennes : enjeux politiques, défis 
méthodologiques”, Cybergeo, document 638 [doi.org/10.4000/cybergeo.25843]. 

Iconoclasistas, 2015, Manual de mapeo colectivo. Recursos cartográficos críticos para procesos territoriales de 
creación colaborativa, Ciudad Autónoma de Buenos Aires, Tinta Limón [2nd ed.]. 

Joliveau T, Noucher M., Roche S., 2013, “La cartographie 2.0, vers une approche critique d’un nouveau régime 
cartographique”, L’Information géographique, 77(4), p. 29-46 [doi.org/10.3917/lig.774.0029]. 

Messias da Costa W., Garcia T. (eds.), 2022, América do Sul : geopolítica, arranjos regionais e relações internacionais, 
São Paulo, FFLCH/USP. 

Messias da Costa W., Théry H., 2012, “Quatre-vingts ans de géopolitique au Brésil : de la géographie militaire à une 
pensée stratégique nationale”, Hérodote, no. 146-147, p. 253-276 [doi.org/10.3917/her.146.0253]. 

Perrier Bruslé L., 2013, “La Bolivie, sa mer perdue et la construction nationale”, Annales de géographie, no. 689, 
p. 47-72 [doi.org/10.3917/ag.689.0047]. 

Rückert A., Pinheiro da Silva A.C., de Vilhena Silva G. (eds.), 2018, A integração sul-americana e a inserção das 
regiões periféricas. Il congresso de geografia política, geopolítica e gestão do território, Porto Alegre, Editora Letra1 

[doi.org/10.21826/9788563800367]. 

Svampa M., 2013, “ ‘Consenso de los commodities’ y lenguages de valoracion en América Latina”, Nueva Sociedad, 
no 244, p. 30-46 [repositoriosdigitales.mincyt.gob.ar/vufind/Record/MemAca_5910bf52c418a04472629e8ec67651bb]. 

Ulloa A., 2016, “Feminismos territoriales en América Latina : defensas de la vida frente a los extractivismos”, Nomadas, 
no. 45, p. 123-139 [www.redalyc.org/pdf/1051/105149483020.pdf].  
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Session H. Knowledge Territorialised by Bottom-Up Practices 
Drawing on Specific Local Strengths.  

The Case of Social Innovation Clusters at the International Level 

Co-chairs: Myriam MATRAY (EVS ISTHME) & Jean-Philippe POULNOT (Think and do task force Matière & stratégie) 

Global economic trends are shifting towards multipolarity, and simultaneously, territorial analysis is increasingly 

incorporating issues drawn from geography, anthropology, sociology, history and other fields. Against this background, 

the appeal of specific territories is being emphasised, not only from a micro-economic perspective, but also in the 

context of the territorialisation of public policies implemented by various actors at different levels (local, national, 

international). The specific resources of a territory, once they have been harnessed, gradually become specific assets, 

which are a source of territorial differentiation and thus a catalyst for local economic development. Consequently, 

knowledge about territorial dynamics, as well as about mechanisms that can be used to capitalise on experimentation, 

means that territories can be approached as a collection of practices capable of yielding valuable lessons 

(dissemination, spin-offs, pooling, cooperation, innovation, etc.). Social innovation clusters bring together organisations 

from the same geographical area that are working on a particular social or environmental issue,2 both in terms of their 

aims and their methods –particularly with regard to governance– and enable organisation in the SSE sector to increase 

their impact within a given territory (Perard, 2015). The specific case of bottom-up practices typical of social innovation 

clusters at the international level, as part of a collaborative, co-constructed and co-production approach involving local 

actors and citizens, is a good example of territorial innovation that shows how “territorialised knowledge” can be used 

as a tool for achieving a sustainable locally-based transition. To what extent are these territorial planning tools 

illustrative of these changing practices, and what do these multilevel partnerships between institutions and local actors 

look like? Paradoxically, “The very nature of the globalised economy based on competition requires strong links with 

territories, with their long history of diversity, with their capacity to organise long-term processes and to promote 

innovation and learning” (Veltz, 2014). 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Campagne P., Pecqueur B., 2014, Le développement territorial. Une réponse émergente à la mondialisation, éd. 
Charles Léopold Mayer. 

Colletis G., Pecqueur B., 1993, “Intégration des espaces et quasi-intégration des firmes : vers de nouvelles rencontres 
productives”, Revue d’économie régionale et urbaine, no. 3, p. 489-508. 

Courlet C., 1989, “Les industrialisations endogènes”, Revue Tiers Monde, no. 118, p. 413-421 
[www.persee.fr/doc/tiers_0040-7356_1989_num_30_118_3846]. 

European Commission, 2014, Stratégies nationales / régionales d’innovation pour une spécialisation intelligente (RIS3) 
[ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/fr/information/publications/brochures/2014/research-innovation-strategies-for-smart-
specialisation]. 

Gumuchian H., Pecqueur B. (eds.), 2007, La ressource territoriale. Lien entre le territoire et l’aspect social, Paris, 
Economica. 

Labo de l’ESS, 2013, Développer les pôles territoriaux de coopération économique. Projet & plan d’action (CNCRES–
COORACE–MES–RTES partnership) [www.ptce.fr]. 

Matray M., 2010, Le dynamisme d’évolution des pôles de compétitivité territoriaux. Approche territorialisée de 
l’écosystème des pôles de compétitivité en France, PhD thesis in economics, Université Lyon 3 
[www.theses.fr/2010LYO31074]. 

Matray M., Poisat J., 2014, “Les PTCE, une dynamique citoyenne et institutionnelle d’innovations sociales”, in B. 
Lamotte, A. Le Roy, C. Massit and E. Puissant (eds.), Innovations sociales, innovations économiques, Louvain, 
Presses universitaires de Louvain, p. 521-536. 
Matray M., Poulnot J.-P., 2020, “Des enjeux de gouvernance multiscalaire. Le rôle de l’ESS par et pour les territoires”, 
Les Cahiers du CEDIMES, 15(1), “Territoires : identités, innovation, gouvernance et stratégies” dossier, p. 218-239 
[cedimes.com/images/documents/cahiers_2020/Les_Cahiers_du_CEDIMES_Publication_2020-1.pdf]. 

Perard P., 2015, Les clusters d’innovation sociale. Analyse et bonnes pratiques européennes, Bruxelles, Pour la 
solidarité, “Notes d’analyse” series [pourlasolidarite.eu/sites/default/files/publications/files/na-2015-clusters-is.pdf]. 

Porter M., 1998, “Clusters and the New Economics of Competition”, Harvard Business Review, 76(6), p. 77-90 
[hbr.org/1998/11/clusters-and-the-new-economics-of-competition]. 

Veltz P. [1996] 2014, Mondialisation villes et territoires, Paris, PUF [doi.org/10.3917/puf.velt.2014.01].  

                                                        
2 This approach makes it possible to incorporate both traditional SSE organisations and those involved in social entrepreneursh ip, or 
even classic entrepreneurship. 
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Session I. Construction of the Territorial Sciences.  
Scientific and Educational Challenges Involved in North-South 

and South-South Dialogue 

Co-chairs: Mouftaou AMADOU SANNI (Université de Parakou, Bénin) & Emmanuel BONNET (PRODIG / IRD) 

The “territorial sciences” have been a dynamic multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary research field for about twenty 

years now, and it is still unclear whether they will remain a meta-discipline or whether they will eventually develop into 

an independent field of inquiry (Couclelis, 2011). There have been several attempts over the past few years to establish 

this field of research in various countries in the Global North (Magnaghi, 2014; Beckouche et al., 2012; Massicotte, 

2011), although its proponents profess to have global ambitions. This raises the question of whether the territorial 

sciences are destined to remain a phenomenon confined to a particular period in the history of science in a particular 

region of the world. 

The session will address this question in the context of North-South, but also South-South dialogue. The focus will be 

on the experiences of researchers or academics from different disciplines in the territorial sciences who are involved in 

working on similar issues, but in areas that are widely divergent, both in terms of geographical location and levels of 

development (Amadou Sanni et al., 2009). 

Possible topics for papers include: 

 Scientific challenges related to comparative approaches across territories. For example: Is it possible and useful 

to draw comparisons between road accidents in West Africa (Nikiema et al., 2017; Bonnet, 2015)? Are family planning 

issues the same at the beginning and the end of a demographic transition (Amadou Sanni, 2015; 2011)? 

 The pedagogical challenges involved in the co-construction of educational content: Training and experience 

transfer between countries in the Global North and the Global South are often asymmetrical and raise numerous 

difficulties in terms of implementation in the field. How can these problems be solved? What types of knowledge 

transfers might be conceivable from South to North? 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Amadou Sanni M., 2011, “Niveaux et tendances des besoins non satisfaits de planification familiale au Bénin. Facteurs 
explicatifs et changements dans le temps”, African Population Studies, 25(2), p. 381-401 [doi.org/10.11564/25-2-237]. 

Amadou Sanni M., 2015, Planification familiale, contraception, opportunités politiques. Discussion du Rapport de 
synthèse de l’atelier sur les tendances récentes de la fécondité en Afrique subsaharienne (2e partie) 
[sites.nationalacademies.org/cs/groups/dbassesite/documents/webpage/dbasse_174012.pdf]. 

Amadou Sanni M., Klissou P., Marcoux R., Tabutin D. (eds.), 2009, Villes du Sud. Dynamiques, diversités, enjeux 
démographiques et sociaux, éd. des Archives contemporaines. 

Beckouche P., Grasland C., Guérin-Pace F., Moisseron J.-Y. (eds.), 2012, Fonder les sciences du territoire, Paris, 
Karthala, “Collection du CIST”. 

Bonnet E., 2015, “C’est sur les routes des pays les plus pauvres qu’on meurt le plus”, in V. Ridde and F. Ouattara 
(eds.), Des idées reçues en santé mondiale, Montréal, Presses de l’Université de Montréal, p. 139-143 
[books.openedition.org/pum/3675]. 

Couclelis H., 2011, “The Territory is not the Map: Steps towards a New (Meta)Science”, in P. Beckouche, C. Grasland, 
F. Guérin-Pace and J.-Y. Moisseron (eds.), 2012, Fonder les sciences du territoire, Paris, Karthala, “Collection du 
CIST”, p. 71-82. 

Magnaghi A., 2014, La biorégion urbaine. Petit traité sur le territoire bien commun, Paris, Eterotopia. 

Massicotte G. (ed.), 2008, Sciences du territoire : perspectives québécoises, Québec, Presses de l’Université du 
Québec. 

Nikiema A., Bonnet E., Sidbega S., Ridde V., 2017, “Les accidents de la route à Ouagadougou, un révélateur de la 
gestion urbaine”, Lien social et politiques, no. 78, p 89-111 [doi.org/10.7202/1039340ar]. 
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Session J. Everyday Territorial Realities for Pupils and 
Academic Learning in and outside the Classroom 

Co-chairs: Sylvain GENEVOIS (ICARE / Université de La Réunion) & Elsa FILÂTRE (GEODE – INSPE Toulouse) 

This session falls under the headings of “learning territories” and “digital territories”. It aims to bring together the 

perspectives of researchers from multiple laboratories and to harness concepts from several scientific fields that deal 

with the notions of territory and territoriality (mainly territorial sciences, educational sciences and geography). 

The concept of territory is widely used in the teaching of geography in the French-speaking world as well as in other 

countries around the globe. In general, the concept is used in connection with the study of society, but it does not 

directly incorporate findings from the territorial sciences per se. In Quebec, for example, this involves studying 

disciplines dealing with the social world as part of “a process of understanding the way in which a society is organised 

in relation to its territory”. In Belgium (Wallonia), “the fundamental aim of geography as a subject is to help young people 

understand the world so that they can be responsible citizens within their own territory”. In France, the concept of 

territory is taught in secondary school curricula via the theme of forms of living, which focuses on the practices and 

representations of a territory’s inhabitants (Di Méo, 1996; Stock, 2012). It is only recently that the “lived territories” 

inhabited by pupils have begun to be studied; and, where this is the case, the approaches used tend to be widely 

divergent (Thémines, 2011; Baron, 2012). The concept of “lived territories” is frequently confused with “local territories” 

and reduced to the study of “local space”. However, the lived territories inhabited by pupils provide an opportunity to 

draw on a variety of academic knowledge, be it geographical, historical or linked to the human and social sciences in 

general. The use of territory as a resource for exploration and experimentation in order to observe, describe, formulate 

theories, think and analyse is a focus of research in several countries, and in relation to a wide range of school subjects 

(Gonzales-Weil et al., 2013; Boix et al., 2015). The settings in which pupils live and the ways in which they interact with 

the territory “outside the classroom” produce complex and varied relationships with that territory. This involves learning 

from the local environment in both formal and informal situations. By redefining people's relationships with their territory, 

the use of digital tools (especially geovisualisation and geoexploration) is likely to lead to new forms of territoriality in 

line with the geo-digital world in which teachers and pupils operate (Genevois, 2020). 

This session aims to shed light on the way in which the concept of territory is approached in primary and secondary 

school geography curricula, which seem to alternate between several different meanings (territory of everyday life, 

local/lived territory, territory of belonging, of mobility, etc.). The principal aim is to grasp what territory and territoriality 

mean from the point of view of pupils. How do they perceive and represent their lived territory(ies)? What instructional 

design and teaching methods are needed to transform the concept into a genuine tool for learning? In what way are 

these methods innovative for teachers of geography in schools? 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Baron N., 2012, “Les tourments de la géographie scolaire face aux avancées des sciences du territoire”, in P. 
Beckouche, C. Grasland, F. Guérin-Pace and J.-Y. Moisseron (eds.), Fonder les sciences du territoire, Paris, Karthala, 
“Collection du CIST”, p. 229-239. 

Boix R., Champollion P., Duarte A.M. (eds.), 2015, thematic issue “Territorial Specificities of Teaching and Learning”, 
Sisyphus, 3(2) [revistas.rcaap.pt/sisyphus/issue/view/471]. 

Genevois S., 2020, Le numérique dans l’enseignement et l’apprentissage de la géographie : quels apports, quels 
enjeux ?, Paris, CNESCO [www.cnesco.fr/wp-
content/uploads/2020/10/201015_Cnesco_Genevois_Numerique_Geographie-1.pdf]. 

González-Weil C., Merino-Rubilar C., Ahumadac G., Arenas A., Salinas V., Bravo P., 2013, “The Local Territory as a 
Resource for Learning Science: A Proposal for the Design of Teaching-Learning Sequences in Science Education”, 
Procedia. Social and Behavioral Sciences, thematic issue “5th World Conference on Educational Sciences”, no. 116, 
p 4199-4204 [doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.01.916]. 

Stock M., 2012, “ ‘Faire avec l’espace’. Pour une approche de l’habiter par les pratiques”, in B. Frelat-Kahn and O. 
Lazzarotti (eds.), Habiter : Vers un nouveau concept ?, Paris, Armand Colin, p. 65‑85. 

Thémines J.-F., 2011, Savoir et savoir enseigner le territoire, Toulouse, PUM. 

Vergnolle Mainar C., Gaujal S., Leininger-Frézal C., 2017, “Le territoire local dans la géographie scolaire française”, in 
A. Barthes, P. Champollion and Y. Alpe (eds.), Permanences et évolutions des relations complexes entre éducations 
et territoires, ISTE éd., “Éducation” series, p. 139-154. 

  

https://revistas.rcaap.pt/sisyphus/issue/view/471
http://www.cnesco.fr/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/201015_Cnesco_Genevois_Numerique_Geographie-1.pdf
http://www.cnesco.fr/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/201015_Cnesco_Genevois_Numerique_Geographie-1.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.01.916


 

 CIST2023 – Call for papers – p. 14 

Session K. Territory as a Focus for Project Work.  
Pedagogical Issues in Schools of Architecture and Landscape 

Co-chairs: Luna D’EMILIO & Ludovic GHIRARDI (EVS / ENSA Lyon), Florence SARANO (Ressources / ENSA Marseille) & 
David ROBIN (Ressources / ENSA Clermont-Ferrand) 

From the point of view of architecture schools, the concept of territory, understood as a portion of geographical space 

resulting from a co-evolution involving humans and the environment (Geddes, 1915), requires a number of different 

pedagogical approaches when it comes to training students in project processes. This can be understood as a trans-

scale phenomenon,3 involving a wide variety of knowledge, aimed at developing an approach to spatial transformation 

that is based on “using a combination of material and symbolic resources to create real and tangible structures” (Lévy 

& Lussault, 2013). As such, architectural projects play a part in the transformation of territories, and can be understood 

as both fictional and grounded, reflecting the forward-looking dimension of any project process. Schools of architecture 

and landscape thus respond to the societal need to have some perspective on the future (Koselleck, 1990) when faced 

with the prospect of broader, overall change. 

In the academic setting, territorial complexity is incorporated into the design process by means of various teaching 

techniques (on-site residencies, scenario production, multi-actor processes, etc.). This session is thus intended to 

contribute to the critical analysis of the notion of territory, on the one hand, and to debate these processes, on the other 

hand, by focusing on their reflective and prospective aspects, from three perspectives: an epistemological perspective, 

in order to explore the characteristics of the knowledge generated by these processes (Viganò, 2010); a pedagogical 

perspective, in order to explore the ways in which learners and institutions get to grips with and tackle these issues; 

and a societal perspective, aimed at exploring relations between various actors in general, and the role of boundary-

objects in particular. 

 Epistemological perspective: Due to its multi-scale nature, and despite being spatially and formally defined, the 

architecture and landscape project is open to a variety of possible futures, contrary to the so-called problem-solving 

approach; in this respect, the project is more of an “epistemology of construction” (Fabre, 2005), and can be considered 

as a generator of knowledge (Viganò, 2010) What is the nature of the knowledge produced? The project process 

involves a constant selection of analytical data. How is this selection carried out? What assumptions does this selection 

bring to light? What are the conditions necessary for this knowledge to be incorporated into the project and appropriated 

by civil society? 

 Pedagogical perspective: Through their strategic, pedagogical and partnership choices, several schools of 

architecture and landscape have established a strong relationship with their territories, by addressing the challenges 

specific to them.4 What does this positioning mean in pedagogical terms? At the most basic level, that of the courses 

taught, this close relationship with the territory gives rise to a pedagogical inventiveness designed to foster student 

involvement and commitment. What kinds of outcomes have been achieved as a result of these approaches? What 

sort of feedback has there been from civil society and all the parties involved? 

 Societal perspective: Project workshops often engage civil society through processes of consultation or 

participation. In this context, boundary-objects (Star & Griesemer, 1989) play a key role as a means of gathering 

knowledge and formalising possible scenarios. Tools such as territorial modelling, games, and drawings can thus be 

used to reduce the territory to a set of intelligible phenomena, while at the same time allowing for debate regarding how 

it is to be transformed. What kind of tools do schools use, and to what end? How effective are they? 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Boudon P., 1999, “ ‘Échelle’ en architecture et au-delà. Mesurer l’espace ; dépasser le modèle géométrique”, Les 
Annales de la recherche urbaine, no. 82, p. 5-13 [www.persee.fr/doc/aru_0180-930x_1999_num_82_1_2217]. 

Fabre M., 2005 “Deux sources de l’épistémologie des problèmes : Dewey et Bachelard”, Les Sciences de l’éducation 
- Pour l’Ère nouvelle, 38(3), p. 53-67 [doi.org/10.3917/lsdle.383.0053]. 
Geddes P., 1994, L’évolution des villes : une introduction au mouvement de l’urbanisme et à l’étude de l’instruction 
civique, Paris, éd. Temenos [Cities in evolution, 1915]. 

Gregotti V., 1982, Le territoire de l’architecture, Paris, éd. L’Équerre [Il territorio dell’architettura, 1966]. 

                                                        
3 The term “trans-scale” refers to an approach that operates on a given geographical scale while drawing on inputs from other 

scales. This is in contrast to a “multi-scale” approach, which addresses one geographical scale after another in an interlinked 
fashion. On the question of scale in architecture, see Gregotti, 1966; Boudon, 1999. 
4 For example, the coal fields in Northern France in the case of ENSAP Lille, the Rhône valley in the case of ENSA Lyon, the Massif 

Central in the case of ENSA Clermont-Ferrand, the Seine valley in the case of ENSP Versailles, the forest communities of the Var in 
the case of ENSA Marseille, etc. 

http://www.persee.fr/doc/aru_0180-930x_1999_num_82_1_2217
https://doi.org/10.3917/lsdle.383.0053
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Koselleck R., 1990, Le futur passé. Contribution à la sémantique des temps historiques, Paris, éd. de l’EHESS [nouvelle 
éd. 2016 : fr.calameo.com/read/0009116258b322a482386]. 

Lévy J., Lussault M. (eds.), 2013, Dictionnaire de la géographie et de l’espace des sociétés, Paris, Belin. 

McHarg I. L., Falque M., 1980, Composer avec la nature, Cahiers de l’IAURIF, vol. 58-59 [Design with Nature, 1969]. 

Secchi B., 2009, “Les échelles de la recherche et du projet”, Les Cahiers de la recherche architecturale et urbaine, 
no. 24/25, p. 175-201 [doi.org/10.4000/crau.316]. 

Star S. L., Griesemer J. R., 1989, “Institutional Ecology, ‘Translations’ and Boundary Objects: Amateurs and 
Professionals in Berkeley’s Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, 1907-39”, Social Studies of Science, 19(3), p. 387-420 
[doi.org/10.1177/030631289019003001]. 

Viganò P., 2014, Les territoires de l’urbanisme. Le projet comme producteur de connaissance, MētisPresses, Genève 
[I territori dell’urbanistica. Il progetto come produttore di conoscenza, 2010].   

https://fr.calameo.com/read/0009116258b322a482386
https://doi.org/10.4000/crau.316
https://doi.org/10.1177/030631289019003001
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Session L. Investigating and Teaching about Territories 
Based on Local Territorial Information 

Co-chairs: Sylvestre DUROUDIER (Géographie-cités), Julie FEN-CHONG (Théma) & Françoise LUCCHINI (IDEES) 

Our understanding of territories, from a scientific, educational and operational point of view, is bound up with the 

information gathered to help us understand and describe them. And this link between territories and learning has been 

strengthened, thanks to the digital humanities, by the emergence of “new geolocalised data”, the access to huge 

databases, some of them offering fine-grained spatio-temporal resolution; this data comes from social networks, digital 

platforms, geolocalised sensors, collaborative crowdsourced initiatives such as OpenStreetMap, open institutional data, 

private companies, etc. Beyond the benefits and the issues raised by these developments in local territorial information, 

this session intends to examine how these phenomena are changing the way we understand territories by focusing on 

how people are taught about them. 

This interdisciplinary session will focus on two main areas, and will compare educational projects and non-academic 

professional practices. 

 The first area relates to the appropriation of such data by territorial actors. How do these territorial entities, be they 

public or private, go about producing and/or using local data and under what legal conditions (data law, dissemination, 

ethics)? How do they integrate these data into local level activities, and what methods do they use to develop 

decompartmentalised approaches combining different social and environmental components? What new indicators 

have been created to generate local knowledge? 

 The second area concerns teaching about territories and involves a multi-disciplinary approach. How can these 

disparate pieces of local data be used in teaching about territories and in university-level education? What challenges, 

obstacles and teaching strategies are involved in this kind of learning? How should we go about incorporating an ethical 

and critical perspective on this “age of data” into education? 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Genevois S., 2007, “NASA Worldwind, Google Earth, Géoportail à l’école : un monde à portée de clic ?”, Mappemonde, 
85(1) [mappemonde-archive.mgm.fr/num13/internet/int07101.html]. 

Genevois S., 2016, “Outils géomatiques et apprentissages en géographie : quels enjeux du point de vue de la 
recherche en éducation ?”, Les Sciences de l’éducation - Pour l’Ère nouvelle, 49(4), p. 93-116 
[doi.org/10.3917/lsdle.494.0093]. 

Joliveau T., Noucher M., Couderchet L., Caquard S., 2017, “Enseigner le géoweb par la pratique et la critique. Retour 
sur sept années de cours à distance”, Ingénierie des systèmes d’information, 22(5) [halshs.archives-ouvertes.fr/halshs-
01876863]. 

Le Roy A., Ottaviani R., 2013, “Mesurer pour comprendre les dynamiques territoriales et nourrir les politiques locales” 
Géographie, économie, société, 15(4), p. 345-364 [doi.org/doi:10.3166/ges.15.345-364]. 

Mericskay B., 2021, “Les effets de l’open data et du big data dans la fabrique des cartes de l’action publique : entre 
repositionnement des acteurs et démonopolisation de l’expertise autour des données territoriales”, in T. Aguilera, 
F. Artioli, L. Barrault-Stella, E. Hellier and R. Pasquier (eds.), Les cartes de l’action publique. Pouvoirs, territoires, 
résistances, Villeneuve d’Ascq, Presses universitaires du Septentrion, p. 107-128. 

Mericskay B., 2021, “Le crowdsourcing urbain comme nouvelle forme d’engagement citoyen. Étude de cas autour du 
service de signalement d’anomalies DansMaRue de la ville de Paris”, Netcom, 35(1-2) [doi.org/10.4000/netcom.5674]. 

  

http://mappemonde-archive.mgm.fr/num13/internet/int07101.html
https://doi.org/10.3917/lsdle.494.0093
https://halshs.archives-ouvertes.fr/halshs-01876863
https://halshs.archives-ouvertes.fr/halshs-01876863
https://doi.org/doi:10.3166/ges.15.345-364
https://doi.org/10.4000/netcom.5674
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Session M. Education about and by Territories. The Case of 
French Regional Nature Parks and Protected Natural Areas 

Co-chairs: Romain LAJARGE (AE&CC / ENSAG-UGA) & François MITTEAULT (Inspection générale de l’administration du 
développement durable – CORP / FPNRF) 

Like many protected natural areas (national parks, nature or biological reserves, natural marine parks, protected and 

listed sites, conservancies, APPB,5 Natura 2000, etc.), French Regional Nature Parks (PNR) have a long experience 

in the area of environmental and territorial education. 

These territorial organisations are seeking to increase public awareness of the fragility and richness of our natural 

heritage through information, education and a range of practical initiatives aimed at a variety of audiences. They believe 

that it is necessary to be informed in order to act, to be educated in order to conserve, and to learn in order to develop 

environmentally responsible practices. Together with primary and secondary school teachers and universities, with the 

CPIE6 and CAUE,7 the PNRs, like other protected natural areas and other schemes such as the ENS,8 carry out a great 

deal of educational work in and about specific territories. The considerable diversity of these territorial strategies is in 

keeping with objectives 4 and 7 of the French National Protected Areas Strategy adopted in 2021. 

This practical work carried out by experts, technical staff, elected representatives and the various partners of these 

territories is accompanied by scientific research, often conducted by scientific committees comprising a wide range of 

disciplines (ecology, environment, social and human sciences, law, economics, information science, education, etc.). 

The CORP9 has been entrusted by the FPNRF10 with the task of supporting this goal of learning from territories and of 

widely disseminating scientific knowledge about them. 

The aim of this session is to promote dialogue between scientific institutions and experts in order to discuss the issues 

involved in territorial education: what the territories teach researchers and stakeholders (advisors and experts); what 

the interaction between researchers and stakeholders provides to the territories. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Allie L., Bryant C.-R., 2003, “Les parcs naturels régionaux français : un modèle de gouvernance et de planification 
spatiale pour le milieu péri-urbain ?”, Canadian Journal of Regional Science, 26(2-3), p. 447-466 
[idjs.ca/images/rcsr/archives/V26N23-Allie-Bryant.pdf]. 

Baron N., Lajarge R. [2016] 2017, Les Parcs naturels régionaux. Des territoires en expériences, éd. Quaé [2nd ed.]. 

Bertrand F., Fouqueray T., 2017, “Un parc naturel régional en apprentissage : enseignements d’une démarche 
d’adaptation aux changements climatiques des actions en faveur de la biodiversité”, Norois, no. 245, p. 47-61 
[doi.org/10.4000/norois.6224]. 

Blanc-Maximin S., 2021, Partenariats d’éducation au patrimoine entre professeurs et intervenants d’un parc naturel 
régional : de la compétence d’un collectif à une compétence collective, ISTE OpenScience 
[www.openscience.fr/Partenariats-d-education-au-patrimoine-entre-professeurs-et-intervenants-d-un]. 

Carlier E., Lajarge R., to be published in 2022, “Articuler territorialement les instruments de protection et de gestion 
des ressources naturelles. Étude comparée des Parcs naturels régionaux et des Espaces naturels sensibles français”, 
Vertigo [selected paper]. 

Kohlmann E., 2017, “Gérer / aimer. Communication et nature dans le parc régional du Pilat”, Questions de 
communication, 32(2), p. 51-74 [doi.org/10.4000/questionsdecommunication.11432]. 

Lajarge R., Pisot A., 2017, Valeurs spécifiques de l’action des parcs naturels régionaux, Paris, FPNRF [www.parcs-
naturels-
regionaux.fr/sites/federationpnr/files/document/centre_de_ressources/pnr_valeurs_fiches_oct_complet.compressed.p
df]. 

Panossian D., 2019, “Transmettre le patrimoine comme un tout – une initiative dans le parc naturel régional des Caps 
et Marais d’Opale”, Développement durable et territoires, 10(1) [doi.org/10.4000/developpementdurable.13817]. 

Pouthier F., 2021, “Les parcs naturels régionaux, générateurs de ‘communs’ dans les territoires”, Nectart, 12(1), 
p. 114-125 [doi.org/10.3917/nect.012.0114]. 
Zwang A., 2019, “Web Communication of French Geoparks in Education: The Expression of Their Legitimacy”, in Y. 
Girault (ed.), Unesco Global Geoparks. Tension Between Territorial Development and Heritage Enhancement, 
p. 199-213.  

                                                        
5 Prefectoral decrees for the protection of biotopes. 
6 Permanent environmental education centres. 
7 Council on Architecture, Town Planning and the Environment. 
8 Environmentally sensitive areas. 
9 FPNRF Council for Guidance, Research and Forecasting. 
10 Federation of French Regional Nature Parks. 

https://idjs.ca/images/rcsr/archives/V26N23-Allie-Bryant.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4000/norois.6224
http://www.openscience.fr/Partenariats-d-education-au-patrimoine-entre-professeurs-et-intervenants-d-un
https://doi.org/10.4000/questionsdecommunication.11432
http://www.parcs-naturels-regionaux.fr/sites/federationpnr/files/document/centre_de_ressources/pnr_valeurs_fiches_oct_complet.compressed.pdf
http://www.parcs-naturels-regionaux.fr/sites/federationpnr/files/document/centre_de_ressources/pnr_valeurs_fiches_oct_complet.compressed.pdf
http://www.parcs-naturels-regionaux.fr/sites/federationpnr/files/document/centre_de_ressources/pnr_valeurs_fiches_oct_complet.compressed.pdf
http://www.parcs-naturels-regionaux.fr/sites/federationpnr/files/document/centre_de_ressources/pnr_valeurs_fiches_oct_complet.compressed.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4000/developpementdurable.13817
https://doi.org/10.3917/nect.012.0114
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Session N. Data Geovisualisation in the Era of Open Data 
and Big Data: Social, Technical and Methodological 

Challenges Involved in Understanding Territories 

Co-chairs: Françoise BAHOKEN (AME-Splott / UGE – Géographie-cités), Étienne CÔME (COSYS-Grettia) & Boris 
MERICSKAY (ESO / Université Rennes 2) 

In the era of big data and open data, one of the main challenges for those administering territories is that of providing 

a meaningful picture of these spaces, of making the increasingly vast amounts of information more accessible and 

actionable. On the one hand, this means making raw data intelligible, in order to understand and interpret the complexity 

of territorial systems and to provide information to help in decision-making. And on the other hand, to communicate 

with citizens in a comprehensible and innovative way. In response to these challenges, data (geo)visualisation, in the 

form of graphs, maps or dashboards, is one useful and proactive approach. However, (geo)visualisation, as a phase 

of the life cycle of territorial data, should not be confined to (carto)graphic images produced by software tools. 

Consequently, it is essential to explore the semiological and cognitive dimensions (as well as the technical and graphic 

aspects) of these images and the tools used to generate them. Moreover, the interactions and operations that take 

place via (and on) these interfaces also need to be studied and analysed in order to obtain knowledge about how these 

platforms are used. 

This session deals with the social, technical and methodological issues and challenges related to the (geo)visualisation 

of territorial data in the areas of education and training. It will concentrate on contemporary visual and information 

mapping in all its dimensions, with a strong focus on the related technical systems, due to their role as mediating tools. 

The overall objective of the session is to discuss how (geo)visualisation applications can be used to learn, to “empower 

people to learn” and to “raise awareness” about territories, by providing various ways of visualising their workings and 

underlying dynamics through the processing, exploration, linking and display of local data. The wealth of diverse 

information thus uncovered, simplified and published via (geo)visualisation is presented in different formats, which will 

also be the focus of discussion. Similarly, these mediating tools (cartographic platforms, dashboards, visualisers, etc.) 

will receive particular attention, whether they were developed by public or private organisations or are the result of non-

profit or academic initiatives. 

Questions and potential paper topics 

How can big data and geovisualisation tools help us learn and empower people to learn about a territory? Do these 

tools give rise to erroneous or distorted perceptions? Do these new instruments and methods for displaying territorial 

data help to redefine the ways in which people's awareness about territories can be raised? Does geovisualisation 

enable us to reconsider the objectivity of the way territories are represented? Does it eliminate the illusion that there is 

such a thing as a “ready-made territory”? 

In order to answer these questions, paper proposals may focus on the following: 

 The relationship between territorialised information and the capacity of stakeholders (citizens, specialists, elected 

officials) to learn and understand; 

 Questions relating to the availability and accessibility of data; 

 Critical analysis of the uses of portals/platforms and tools for presenting and searching territorial data; 

 Forms of interactivity between users and data / users and graphics that might potentially foster a better 

understanding of territories; 

 The rationales of the various parties involved (institutional vs. private vs. non-profit) in the provision of tools for 

understanding territories; 

 The challenges of (geo)digital literacy in terms of the appropriation and use of geovisualisation tools when it comes 

to understanding territories; 

 The issues related to the training of (future) practitioners in the use of the geovisualisation tools. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Dykes J., MacEachren A. M., Kraak M.-J. (eds.), 2005, Exploring Geovisualization, Amsterdam, Elsevier. 

Elwood S., 2009, “Geographic Information Science: New Geovisualization Technologies – Emerging Questions and 
Linkages with GIScience Research”, Progress in Human Geography, 33(2), p. 256-263 
[doi.org/10.1177/0309132508094076]. 

Hemmersam P., Martin N., Westvang E., Aspen J., Morrison A., 2015, “Exploring Urban Data Visualization and Public 
Participation in Planning”, Journal of Urban Technology, 22(4), p. 45-64 [doi.org/10.1080/10630732.2015.1073898]. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132508094076
https://doi.org/10.1080/10630732.2015.1073898
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Kitchin R., Maalsen S., McArdle G., 2016, “The Praxis and Politics of Building Urban Dashboards”, Geoforum, no. 77, 
p. 93-101 [doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2016.10.006]. 

MacEachren A. M., Kraak M.-J., 2001, “Research Challenges in Geovisualization”, Cartography and Geographic 
Information Science, 28(1), p. 3-12 [doi.org/10.1559/152304001782173970]. 

Shneiderman B., 1996, “The Eyes Have it: A Task by Data Type Taxonomy for Information Visualizations”, Proceedings 
of IEEE Symposium on Visual Languages, p. 336-343 [doi.org/10.1109/VL.1996.545307]. 

Thakuriah P. V., Tilahun N., Zellner M., 2017, “Big Data and Urban Informatics: Innovations and Challenges to Urban 
Planning and Knowledge Discovery”, Seeing Cities through Big Data. Research Methods and Applications in Urban 
Informatics, Cham, Springer, p. 11-45. 

Victorelli E. Z., Dos Reis J. C., Hornung H., Prado A. B., 2020, “Understanding Human-Data Interaction: Literature 
Review and Recommendations for Design”, International Journal of Human-Computer Studies, no. 134, 13-32 
[doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhcs.2019.09.004]. 

Wang L., Wang G., Alexander C. A., 2015, “Big Data and Visualization: Methods, Challenges and Technology 
Progress”, Digital Technologies, 1(1), p. 33-38 [pubs.sciepub.com/dt/1/1/7/]. 

Kitchin R., Alauriault T.P., MacArdle G., 2017, Data and the City, London, Routledge. 

  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2016.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1559/152304001782173970
https://doi.org/10.1109/VL.1996.545307
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Session O. Examination of the Contributions of Action Research  
in the Territorial Sciences and in Architecture.  

Taking Lessons from Territories in Relation to Ways of Living 

Co-chairs: Thierry JOFFROY & Romain LAJARGE (AE&CC / ENSAG-UGA) 

The project-based disciplines (architecture, [urban] planning, landscape, development) all have a territorial dimension. 

They use action research as a method for investigating, learning and taking action. Within these fields, what 

contributions does action research make to the question of how to live in and with territories? What can we learn from 

territories? The researchers involved in these fields investigate the ways in which people enjoy an improved/different 

quality of life in their territories; and do so in collaboration with the inhabitants and individuals concerned. How do they 

go about observing, describing and analysing their subjects? How do they utilise the knowledge of local people in order 

to draw lessons from these territories? 

The current crisis in housing (shortage of housing, poor housing, poorly-insulated buildings, new urban-rural tensions, 

“deartificialisation” and “renaturing”, real estate speculation and cost overruns, etc.) is part of a process of territorial 

transition. This requires new ways of doing things (rehabilitation, reconstruction, reuse, etc.) and hence new knowledge 

and learning processes based on an understanding of the territory as a set of interrelated realities. 

The premise behind this session devoted to the topic of ways living –as approached by these professional disciplines, 

in their capacity as both (scientific) researchers and (societal) actors– is that it is essential that we be aware of what 

territories can teach us if we are to be able to understand and intervene appropriately in this regard. 

The exchange of concepts, models and solutions between researchers and individuals on the ground will be explored. 

Learning by getting involved and researchers learning from local people (or vice versa) raises many issues 

(appropriation, objectification, critical reflexivity, reverse engineering, etc.) and the session intends to discuss their 

implications and effects. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Barbier R., 1996, La recherche-action, Paris, Economica. 

Cailly L., Lajarge R., Ruas A., Saez G. (eds.), 2019, Demande(s) territoriale(s), Paris, Karthala, “Collection du CIST”. 

Joffroy T., 2016, “Prendre en compte les cultures constructives locales pour une meilleure efficacité des projets 
d’habitat”, Chronique ONU, vol. LIII, no. 3 [www.un.org/fr/chronicle/article/prendre-en-compte-les-cultures-
constructives-locales-pour-une-meilleure-efficacite-des-projets]. 

Lahire B., 1998, “Logiques pratiques. Le ‘faire’ et le ‘dire sur le faire’ ”, Recherche et formation, thematic issue “Les 
savoirs de la pratique : un enjeu pour la recherche et la formation” (A.-M. Chartier and F. Jacquet-Francillon, eds.), 
no. 27, p. 15-28 [www.persee.fr/doc/refor_0988-1824_1998_num_27_1_1471]. 

Latour B., 2017, Où atterrir ? Comment s’orienter en politique, Paris, La Découverte. 

Lavoie L., Marquis D., Laurin P., 1996, La recherche-action. Théorie et pratique. Manuel d’autoformation, Québec, 
Presses de l’Université du Québec. 

Lewin K., 1946, “Action Research and Minority Problems”, Journal of Social Issues, 2(4), p. 34-36 
[doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4560.1946.tb02295.x]. 

Resweber J.-P., 1995, La recherche-action, Paris, PUF, “Que-sais-je ?” series. 

Rullanti G., 2006, La recherche-action au service de l’auto-développement, Paris, L’Harmattan. 

Schön D.A., 1983, The Reflective Practitioner. How Professionals Think in Action, New York, Basic Books. 
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Session P. Territories and Crises:  
How Do the Lessons Vary? 

Co-chairs: Karim BERTHOMÉ, Cécile COT, Cécile FERRIEUX & Laurent LELLI (AgroParisTech) 

The appreciable worsening of ecological pressures calls for fresh thinking about territories and their capacity to define 

and conduct strategic public action that can operate at both local and global levels. Faced with uncertain outcomes, 

the solutions adopted are inevitably context-specific and prone to controversy (water reservoirs for agriculture, GMOs, 

wind farms, etc.). Territories consequently appear to be ideal spaces for the implementation of public measures to 

address climate and ecological disruption (relocation strategies, promotion of new economic models, new land 

strategies, etc.). Certain intellectual currents, such as the concept of transition or the Anthropocene, lay great emphasis 

on the importance of territories, which constitute a new way of thinking faced with the limitations imposed by the 

sustainable development model. However, the word “territory” remains a catch-all term, used by many different 

disciplines, from the social sciences to the life sciences. 

Thus, the growing focus on the climate, both in the political and intellectual spheres, is raising questions about research 

and teaching about territories. This session proposes to examine the changes introduced in educational programmes 

in the light of the ecological, environmental and agricultural crises affecting territories, the assumption being that the 

dynamism of the disciplines concerned can be gauged: 

 In terms of groups of educators that take up the territorial issue and that have chosen –or not– to adopt an original 

approach (i.e. to break with the past): How are these choices made? How are these choices reflected in the curricula 

and teaching methods? How do they fit into the institutional environments of the specific educational institutions? Are 

they based on cooperation between educational communities and local actors? How does this process work (choice of 

partners, definition of subjects for study, etc.)? 

 In terms of what territorial approaches can contribute to a theory of change or, conversely, of what new conceptions 

of the territory are being generated by theories of crisis: Which concepts and theoretical frameworks are mobilised in 

order to comprehend the most critical developments in the territories under study? This topic is relevant to research in 

social and human sciences dealing with territories: How does this research incorporate theories about global crises? 

How does it respond to societal demands for rapid responses? 

 In terms of the professional orientation of these courses: How do these educational choices translate into career 

opportunities: which professions (tasks, skills), in which organisations (at which levels)? This approach will enable us 

to explore how territorially-based professions are evolving. 

Speakers are requested to engage in one or more of these topics. The session is open to a broad range of educational 

situations (trainee groups, educational institutions, disciplines involved, etc.) and to proposals involving multi-

disciplinary approaches. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Callon M., Lascoumes P., Barthe Y., 2001, Agir dans un monde incertain. Essai sur la démocratie technique, Paris, 
Seuil. 

Chateauraynaud F., Debaz J., 2017, Aux bords de l’irréversible. Sociologie pragmatique des transformations, Paris, 
éd. Pétra. 

Collectif, 2021, “Engager la redirection écologique dans les organisations et les territoires”, Horizons publics, Hors-
série. 

Gwiazdzinski L. (ed.), 2016, L’hybridation des mondes, Seyssinet-Pariset, Elya éd. 

Latour B., 2006, Nous n’avons jamais été modernes. Essai d’anthropologie symétrique, Paris, La Découverte 
[doi.org/10.3917/dec.latou.2006.01]. 

Lussault M., 2018, “Des savoirs sens dessus dessous et des formations en attente de reinvention”, Tous urbains, 24(4), 
p. 30-35 [doi.org/10.3917/tu.024.0030]. 

Massicotte G., 2008, Sciences du territoire. Perspectives québécoises, Québec, Presses de l’Université du Québec. 

Simonneaux L., Simonneaux J., 2014, “Panorama de recherches autour de l’enseignement-apprentissage des 
Questions Socialement Vives liées à l’environnement et l’agronomie”, Revue francophone du développement durable, 
no. 4, p. 109-126. 
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Session Q. Maritime territories in Transition:  
the Cities of the Contemporary Mediterranean(s) 

Co-chairs: Yolande BENARROSH (Mésopolhis / Université Aix-Marseille), Pascale FROMENT (Ladyss / Université Paris 8) & 
Nora MAREÏ (PRODIG / CNRS) 

This session will examine the evolving interplay of relationships between urban territories and maritime spaces through 

the prism of globalised processes of urban transformation. From the dissemination of models to specific initiatives, how 

are the “transitional capacities” of these contemporary Mediterranean metropolises being explored? 

These zones of contact and interface are territories “of” and “in” transition, which are marked by the interactions 

between flows, networks and movements at global or regional level, as well as by a series of successive (or coexisting) 

geographical imaginaries. With increasingly rapid developments –the redevelopment of waterfronts, the construction 

of major infrastructures, world trade, cruise ships, movements of people, etc.– leaving these zones exposed and 

upsetting their equilibrium and customary practices, a reexamination of these troubled territories is called for. In 

response to new trends, standards, (geo)political issues, and economic, environmental and social crises, new breaches 

are emerging, as well as new patterns of multi-scale relations and pockets of resistance within the fabric of the 

“guaranteed city”. 

These at times brutal transitions require a partial rethinking of how to approach these maritime territories, based on a 

comparative study involving the Mediterranean and other inland seas. We welcome papers from different disciplines 

examining the ways in which these metropolises are currently being constructed, as well as the fragilities and territorial 

changes that have occurred as a result of the tumultuous effects of globalisation. Cases of cooperation and knowledge 

sharing (such as between Mediterranean port clubs) will help us to explore the flow of expertise and the ways in which 

the various parties involved are learning (or not) from each other's experience, as well as what changes may arise as 

a result, both in terms of practices and approaches to territorial development. Papers addressing all relevant cases of 

cities and maritime territories are welcome. 

Selected Bibliographical References 
Belkheiri O., Benarrosh Y., 2019, “La transformation industrielle de la région Tanger Tétouan Al Hoceima. Des enjeux 
territoriaux en quelques ‘maux’ ”, in Y. Benarrosh (ed.), Le travail mondialisé au Maghreb. Approches interdisciplinaires, 
IRD–CJB–La Croisée des chemins, p. 347-364. 

Breviglieri M., 2013, “Une brèche critique dans la ‘ville garantie’ ? Espaces intercalaires et architectures d’usage”, in E. 
Cogato-Lanza, L. Pattaroni, M. Piraud and B. Tirone (eds.), De la différence urbaine. Le quartier des Grottes/Genève, 
Genève, MētisPresses, p. 213-236. 

Froment P., 2019, La Méditerranée, Paris, CNRS éd., “Documentation photographique” series, no. 8132. 

Mareï N., Wippel S., 2020, “Une perspective urbaine de la régionalisation du monde : Tanger, métropole (eur)africaine”, 
Belgeo, no. 4 [doi.org/10.4000/belgeo.43518]. 

Robinson J., 2002, “Global and World Cities: A View from off the Map”, International Journal of Urban and Regional 
Research, 26(3), p. 531-554 [doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.00397]. 

Rodrigues-Malta R. (ed.), 2008, thematic issue “Villes portuaires, Horizons 2020. Les nouveaux enjeux du 
développement”, Méditerranée, no. 111 [doi.org/10.4000/mediterranee.2656]. 
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