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18. he Greeek spatial and urban planning system in the European 
context, : Gabriella Padovano, Cesare Blasi ( ), Complessitá 
e Sostenibilitá, Prospettive per i territori europei: strategie di 
pianificazione in dieci Paesi, Rivista bimestrale di pianificazione e 
progrettazione,anno 02, numero 06, giu/lug 2005, edizioni Poli.design. 
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24. Planning Cultures in Europe. Decoding Cultural Phenomena in Ur-
ban and Regional Planning. Edited by Joerg Knieling and Frank Othen-
grafen, HafenCity University, Germany,  Ashgate, Urban and 
Regional Planning and Development Series, October 2009. 

Bringing together an interdisciplinary team from across the EU, this book connects el-
ements of cultural and planning theories to explain differences and peculiarities among 
EU member states. A «culturized planning model» is introduced to consider the «rules 
of the game»: how culture affects planning practices not only on an explicit «surface» 
but also on a «hidden» implicit level. The model consists of three analytical dimensions: 
«planning artifacts», «planning environment» and «societal environment». This book 
adopts these dimensions to compare planning cultures of different European countries. 
This sheds light not only on the organizational or institutional structure of planning, 
but also the influence of deeper cultural values and layers on planning and implementa-
tion processes. 
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 (  .   . )     «Plan-
ning culture and the interference of major events. The recent experience of Athens» 

   «Part 4 Planning Cultures in Southern Europe».   -
   : 

During the last decades, planning in Greece was identified as an essential pre-requisite 
towards a balanced spatial development and the necessary institutional frame was 
formed. As a pre-requisite for a successful application of the related policy, the main 
peculiarities of the public administration and some old planning culture rigidities had to 
be confronted. In this framework, the interference of planning for the ‘Athens 2004’ 
Olympic Games acquires distinctive importance due to the magnitude and the appeal of 
the event. The main question addressed is in which way the planning procedure for the 
Games is integrated into general spatial planning and how the policy applied and the 
infrastructure developed is going to affect the spatial development of the area.  

In order to answer the above question, this paper initially gives a brief presentation of 
the planning and the administrative system, identifying the contemporary situation and 
problems. Thereafter, the basic spatial features of Athens Metropolitan Region are pre-
sented, focusing on the most important spatial problems and the related policy, illus-
trated by specific cases of spatial plans on both regional and urban level. The main 
planning aspects for the ‘Athens 2004’ Olympic Games are presented and evaluated. 
More specifically, the planning policy is analysed emphasising the implications for the 
spatial development of the area and the directions for the post-Olympic era. Ultimately, 
the potential detrimental effects and the unexploited opportunities of Athens and its 
habitants are evaluated. During the whole process the main characteristics and peculiar-
ities of planning culture in Greece will be revealed.  
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30. Athens, a capital in crisis: tracing the socio-spatial impacts, : 
“Cities in Crisis. Reflections on the socio-spatial impacts of the economic 
crisis and the strategies and approaches applied by Southern European 
cities”, edited by Jörg Knieling and Frank Othengrafen, Routledge’s book 
series “Cities and Regions” 2015. 

       T. Greve, . , . -
  . . 

Athens experienced during the last nearly two centuries an impressive transformation 
from a small village around Acropolis into a metropolis with increasing population, 
sprawling its development all over Attica. Refugees from Asia Minor in the 1920s, rural 
migrants in the 1960s and immigrants in the 1990s developed a diverse urban society 
based on a small-scale family-oriented economic structure with a widespread real estate 
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ownership. In addition, the state's economy focused on the local consumption and 
shaped significant dependencies on external financing. 

In 2009, the economic and financial crisis broke out in Greece as a problem of a mas-
sive budget deficit. However, in conjunction with the austerity measures implemented 
thereafter and the delay of the implementation of the necessary institutional and struc-
tural changes, it finally culminated in a prolonged recession with devastating conse-
quences for a wide range of social groups. While the dominant discourse remains fo-
cused on the macro-economic level, many new critical approaches highlight the current 
crisis as a multi-faceted phenomenon with precise effects on the territory and the peo-
ple’s everyday lives. 

The paper focuses on the socio-spatial impacts of the crisis in the city of Athens, seek-
ing to give an overview of its reasons as well as its visible aspects and trends in real es-
tate economy, access to housing, commercial activities, investments, urban develop-
ment and policies, use and condition of public space, infrastructure and transports and 
environmental changes. At the same time, the role of spatial planning is investigated, 
with a special emphasis on the new Athens Master Plan, on the Integrated Urban Inter-
vention Plan for the Municipality of Athens, on major strategic urban interventions un-
derway, on the need for local urban regeneration projects as well as on the necessity to 
enhance relief actions for the citizens. 
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33. Typologies of Bottom-Up Planning in Southern Europe: The Case of 
Greek Urbanism During the Economic Crisis, : Mahyar Arefi & 
Conrad Kickert (editors), «The Palgrave Handbook of Bottom-up Urban-
ism», Palgave Macmillan, 2019. 

        . . . 

Spatial planning and management in Greece has transformed to embrace two trends 
that involve essential elements of bottom-up procedures. The first concerns policies 
generated by official authorities, either aimed at expanding citizens’ participation oppor-
tunities, or to offer wider opportunities for a more active involvement of the private 
sector. The second primarily involves non-formal urban planning initiatives produced 
by the citizens themselves. 

This chapter explores the types of bottom-up interventions in the spatial planning pro-
cess in Greece and attempts to categorize, understand, and evaluate them, while draw-
ing attention to relevant European experience and practice. Initially, the basic character-
istics of the Greek planning system are presented, focusing on available governance 
schemes. It presents a selection of case studies with the aim of creating a typology of 
bottom-up initiatives in Greece primarily based on the actors involved and the formal 
or informal character of the initiatives. This chapter also describes their level of integra-
tion in the mainstream planning process, their on-the-ground characteristics, and their 
main short- and long-term results. The basic research for this chapter uncovered the 
interaction between civic society initiatives and responses by official authorities, espe-
cially during times of economic crisis. This chapter also connects these initiatives to 
trends and dynamics that are being shaped by the European and international scene 
concerning issues of spatial management and new governance structures. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 


