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An  irreducible  metamorphosis  characterizes the  contemporary  and  post-modern  phase  of  the
Anthropocene: as a worldwide socio-ecological system, it appears deeply marked both by processes
of redefinition of the use and exchange-value of global territorial landscapes and by geo-political
conflicts  focused  on  the  redistribution  of  natural  and  anthropic  resources  coming  from  those
landscapes’ present and immediate past. The functional future of local territories, the alternative
projects  for their  new signification,  the decision-making guidelines expressed in this  respect by
public administrations, communities of practices, and the private market, are constantly changing.
The ecological frame is the epiphenomenon of this sort of unstable map of the world-system, which
has been well caught by the recent proposal of Jason W. Moore ( 2016) to replace the storytelling on
“Anthropocene” with the more effective term "Capitalocene", aimed at guiding theoretical research
and collective movements towards not only on the effects of climate change, but also their deeper
structural political-economic roots (Klein, 2015).
A first crucial field where to identify alternative and possible futures in a changing world is given
by current processes of abandonment and disposal of urban and rural areas that have exhausted their
production cycle. This field allows both to take care of the relics of industrial manufacturing poles
and closed mines now redefined as archaeological remains,  while helping to interpret processes
reallocating wide military-owned areas, for long inaccessible, either for public or private use.
These  processes  of  territorial  reframing activate  dynamic  relations  among  different  political-
administrative levels, involving public authorities, local communities and private actors. A second
crucial field is given by the regeneration of those assets and areas that, due to a variety of factors
(depopulation,  abandonment  of  human or  economic  activities,  change of  functions),  experience
decay and disuse. There is a great variety of such disused local landscapes: small towns’ old core,
former  workers'  districts  in  cities  associated  to  a  declined  industrial  mono-culture,  abandoned
historic buildings owned by multiple heirs. Other examples include increasingly depopulated “inner
areas”, where to contrast the loss of community ties and the decline of local productive activities
becomes increasingly difficult.
With reference to the multi-faceted divestment of urban and rural landscapes, many regeneration
actions have been funded in the last twenty years, often thanks to EU programs with a territorial
focus (such as LEADER, INTERREG, RDP, ESDP, etc.) . The main objective of these projects has
been  to  suggest  a  better  reuse  of  these  areas,  involving  at  the  same  time  local  communities,
entrepreneurs and the third sector. However, while there is a rich literature on the processes of urban
regeneration (Roberts, Sykes & Granger, 2017), that on “inner areas” has only recently developed
within an interesting debate (Carrosio & Osti, 2017; De Rossi et al., 2018).



This  panel  seeks  to  further  develop those debates,  gathering  empirical  research and theoretical
analysis - on case studies on both successes and failures – in order to explore the following issues: 
 to what extent have regeneration projects affected their target territories?
 what kind of actors have been involved in these social and economic processes?
 how did these processes intend to requalify targeted landscapes and foreseeing which sort of
effects?
 How was the impact of the projects assessed?
 Which role has been played by local public authorities, private actors, and the third sector
(or other hybrid organizational forms, such as community cooperatives) in the governance of the
policy cycle?
Specific empirical case-studies, policy analysis at different levels (local, national or international),
and theoretical reflections on the topic are welcome.
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The deadline to receive participation proposals is 25 April 2019.

The proposals will include a title, proponent names, 3 key words and an abstract of maximum
3,000 characters, in Italian and English (but only in English for non-Italian speakers). They must
be sent both to convenors e-mail addresses (ester.cois@unica.it  ,    podda@unica.it) and to congress
address (12congresso.sociologiambiente@gmail.com), indicating the session title as object.

The communication of the accepted presentations will take place by May 15th, 2019.

The conference program will be published by May 30th, 2019.
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