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‘IF I COME BACK IN A FEW 
YEARS AND NOTHING HAS 
CHANGED, I’LL BE MAD!’ 
Lessons in co-planning with children from the 
CATCH/iMATCH ‘Citizen Kid’ Planning Group  



A problem 

• Children’s independent mobility is a critical indicator of a 
child-friendly environment as it allows children to explore 
their world through play.  

• Children’s independent mobility has declined significantly 
in Australia and many other parts of the world over recent 
decades (Van der Ploeg et al. 2008, McDonald, 2007; Buliung et al. 2009).  

• The implications of this decline include a loss of connection 
to nature and the local community, and negative effects on 
children’s physical, social, emotional and cognitive 
development (Moore, 1986; Kegerreis, 1993; Shaw et al., 2013).  



  

How can urban planning practitioners capture 
children’s independent experiences of the city in 

robust ways that will respect child citizens’ 
contributions, build their role as citizens and aid 

in responsive planning and development? 



Case study: ‘Citizen Kid’ 

CATCH 

approximately 400 child 
participants 

Brisbane, Melbourne, Perth, 
Rockhampton 

data collection mid 2011 to 
late 2012 (Melbourne data 
collection Sept – Dec 2011) 

CKPG 
approximately 25 child 
and adult participants 

Melbourne only 

data collection April – 
June 2012 



• The two spaces were both located in the 
municipality of the City of Moreland, in 
Melbourne’s north 

• Both sites were L-shaped public plazas in a 
commercial/activity hub. Both were within 
200m of public transport 

• The two sites negotiated for the CKPG project 
were unusual in terms places where 
collaborative planning with children take place 
(Freeman and Tranter 2011: 216-218)  

‘Citizen Kid’ places 





Sparta Place, Brunswick 



Morgan Court, Glenroy 



• There were seven children (four boys and three 
girls) from the middle suburban school and six 
children from the inner urban school (four 
boys and two girls). All were aged 9 to 12 at 
the time of the research. 

• nine practitioners (urban designers, health 
workers, community development officers, and 
a councillor) and two parents were also 
involved 

‘Citizen Kid’ people 



‘Citizen Kid’ processes 



‘is this a good place for kids?’ 

• Arthur (Melb002): Not yet… 

• Jana (Melb008): I wouldn’t be 

allowed to go this far just 

without an adult 

• Walt (Melb026): It’s a little bit, like… 

hidden 

• Carson (Melb139): Not so good. This 

terrain here ruins the wheels 

[of scooters and bikes] 

 

 

 

 

Children in an exchange 
with a local business 
owner on site   
source: screenshot of CKPG 
video, 10 May 2012 



We saw kids climbing 



We saw kids wheeling 



We saw kids exploring 



We saw kids making art 



We saw kids hanging out 



Dreaming the future 

The social vision of Morgan Court The spatial vision of Sparta Place 



Priorities 

 

The BLUE DOT is for voting 
on the most important 

activity for your site 
 

The GREEN DOTS are for 
voting on the best ideas for 

your site (big dot = best, small dot = 
second best) 

 
The RED DOT is for voting 

on the other group’s 
neatest idea 

 



Two examples of co-planned ideas 

Sparta Place:  

 The ‘Epic Seal of Approval’ for child-

friendly shops 

 

Morgan Court:  

 The Kids’ Street Festival for 

celebration and social connection 

 

 

 

 



 
it is 

important to 
make it fun 

to be in 
places 

 

 
it shows that 
all kids have 

ideas…  

 

we got to 
experience 

working with the 
Council 

kids are 
citizens! 

 
we can do 

things and work 
well in a team 

 

 
it is hard 

work, 
even if it is 
good work 

 

adults (and kids 
sometimes) can be 

too busy to take 
part… 

not all activities 
will appeal to 

all people 

people can be in 
bad moods and 

have a hard 
session 

 
ideas are 

great only if 
someone 

hears them 

 



Methods advice from ‘CKPG’ 



Remember that model making precedes map making… Roger Hart (1997) 
discovered that when children were given three dimensional materials such as 
blocks, cut paper, small trees, and a toy car, they made far more accurate maps 

of their neighbourhood than when they drew them two-dimensionally.  
Sobel 1998: 22 



Process advice from ‘CKPG’ 



 

Thanks for your time today! 

Do you have any final 
questions? 

 

Andrea Cook  

e: ancook@unimelb.edu.au                 
m: 0409 803 063 

 

Thank you… 
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