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Theme 1: Smart Sustainable Growth in the Periphery – an Oxymoron?
Smart and sustainable are common buzzwords in regional development policies. Is this approach applicable to
the periphery? Is the periphery perhaps already smarter and more sustainable than the core areas or is it low
skill and ’dirty’? Undoubtedly experience is mixed. Are the same criteria for sustainability applied in the core
and the periphery or do double standards apply?
How do the three pillars of sustainability (economy, society and environment) relate to the periphery and
what should be their relative weights? Does environmental sustainability bring development to the periphery
or is it mostly a matter of branding? Can a depopulating society, whether in rural regions or urbanised regions
of diminishing importance, be considered sustainable even if it is green? Is it even possible that some
peripheral economies face a trade-off where increased pollution (economic growth) could make them more
sustainable (less depopulation)?
Energy and emissions policies are a key ingredient in sustainability. Many key trends in energy policies centre
on the periphery. For example, new energy opportunities, such as offshore wind, wave power and algae
harvesting are often based in the periphery. Furthermore, integration of energy markets can have key
economic impacts on the periphery but often the local community does not have a formal say. This motivates a
key question, which is global and cuts across disciplines: what rights do local communities have to reap
benefits from local resources? More specifically, we can ask if the integration of energy markets can reinforce
extraction policies, where peripheral resources can be accessed in circumvention on the local community.
Theme 2: The Interregional Social Contract – Need for Revision?
For theme 2 we would like to ask if there exists an implicit interregional social contract, what it entails and if it
needs revisiting? i.e., what is the expected role of the periphery within wider society, what should peripheral
economies contribute to their national counterparts and what are the duties laid on regional and national
centres in turn?
Apart from the philosophical question of whether peripheral communities have an intrinsic right of being or
whether they need to provide some utilitarian justification for their existence, their economic contribution
may not be accurately perceived or widely understood. In a typical demand-side story, peripheral regions are a
source of final demand in the national economy, which often triggers significant knock-on (multiplier) impacts,

to some extent locally but often significantly so in the core regions, yet, in popular discourse, the periphery is
often perceived as a "burden" on the core. What does such a contradiction imply? Has economic reasoning
failed to convey the message of a symbiotic relationship between peripheries and the core? Is economic
analysis perhaps insufficient and is a wider approach needed? Should we consult anthropology, sociology,
psychology, philosophy, political science, gender studies or linguistics in addition to the more traditional
Regional Studies troika of economics, planning and geography?
Apart from the academic approach, this theme has more practical underpinnings. The implicit social contract
involves questions of fairness in the distribution of taxes, transfers and services over space. Ultimately these
are questions of sensibility and fairness, of balancing equity and efficiency. However, such a model implicitly
assumes rational social planning. What if the system is not rational and is constrained in its ability to seek an
optimal social outcome, balancing the long term needs of the periphery and the core? What is the role of
ulterior motives, such as existentialism and empire building, in understanding the distribution of public goods
between the periphery and the core? Do we need to rethink the spatial aspects of democracy and the influence
of access?
Finally we would like to ask if the periphery and the core are equal partners within a nation state? Drawing on
common observations in Icelandic discourse it is worth further exploring: is the periphery just interesting but
not important?; is it a time capsule for preserving old ways of living and funny eccentrics; a host for an
experience economy that city dwellers delight in partaking of, but not suitable for company headquarters and
influential public sector jobs; an area of national parks and countryside, rather than money and influence? Is
this delimitation of roles perhaps reasonable?
Theme 3: Current Practice and Research of Peripheral Regions
For the third theme, we would like to invite participants to present on recent developments both in research
on peripheral communities as well as in current policy practice. Although in some cases these perspectives are
distinct, in many cases academic research and policy practice overlap.
Are there original applications of existing methods or even new methods entirely that are of interest? Is new
data being harnessed to better understand peripheral economies? What are future scientific priorities? Are
there particular hot topics in regional development studies, e.g. gender aspects of regional development, the
experience economy, regional food design, new energy sources, the knowledge economy or something entirely
different? Are there interesting case studies that could inform research or practice? What is coming out of the
latest thinking in policy circles, such as at the European level, the Nordic level, from individual nations,
autonomous regions or local communities?
A pertinent question to keep in mind is whether thinking and attitudes, whether in academia or policy circles,
reflect differences in cultural outlook between different parts of Europe/the World. For example, does the
“Nordic model“ with its emphasis on equality and quality of public services offer any lessons for regional
policy. It is sometimes suggested that these policies improve community resilience thereby enabling Nordic
economies to rebound faster after negative shocks – does the evidence support this view or is the “ideal“ of the
Nordic countries a myth? Alternatively, are there difference in outlook towards regional policies between
federal states such as Germany, Canada or Australia, compared to more centralised states such as France or the
UK (which is experimenting with partial devolution of its regions). Furthermore, can lessons be drawn from
the different experiences of new EU members in Central and Eastern Europe? For example, do policies and
outcomes in polycentric Poland differ from experience in the smaller more monocentric countries such as
Hungary, the Czech Republic or the Baltic states?

