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1 A widely-used term, here we deploy co-production in a broad sense to reflect the sharing of resources (capacity,
knowledge, skills, influence and so on) between disparate parties - in this instance public and private sector actors
involved in planning practice - where both sides make substantial contributions in a process of joint working in
order to achieve certain (either open-ended or pre-defined) ends. Following (2014: 63) this can serve to

the from which planning ideas can be drawn and thereby potentially expand the scope of planning
thought. In the context of this paper, we consider co-production as an instrumental means to specific ends but also as
representing the alteration of on-going practices underlying public/private relations.
2 Since 1998, certain planning functions have been devolved to the Scottish, Welsh and Northern Irish governments.
This accounts for the variation in our use of and planning respectively.
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