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The hrge postindustria tow ns and cities in e wealbhy countries of Westm and
CentraBEurope are notin top shape. Mostofti e inh abitants —orat Bastt ose wh o
gam enough money thawe tie choice —h axe mo\ed aw ay from the com pact,
dense cities. Suburbanisation h as bng since become estab khed, and h ousing in th e
surroundings oft e hrge tow ns and cities h ave been fo Bbw ed by sh opping centies
and Rtrby pbs in e trtary sectorand Risure centres, allon \ery separate sites.

Form any, tis dexe bpmentis regarded as a form ofindividua Blbe ration. As a

bbe ration from te hck ofspace and tie dangers ofte city, from te difficukmix
ofsociallgroups and from po lition and crime. H owe\er, tis dexe bpmentallo
poses a t reat from tw o points of\ew : in spatallie m s itencourages o\ r-

de\e bpmentoftie Bndscape, and in sociallem s itprom otes tie iso htion and te
drifting apart of diffe e ntsocia Ilgroups. Large-scall sociabkegregation and iso hte d
INing are p hkcing a burden on thie big cities. The &m "city" itse Fhas beenhobwed
out itconjres up ideaktic images ttatno bnghawe \ery much odowitt rralty.
Cities are disint grating into functiona lis knds, and urban design is tuming into
isobhttd dene bpment We are no bngerdeabhg w it cities, butinstad w it city
regions, which are notyetassociattd w itt any fixed im ages.

h t e European debate, tis process is ofen rfned to as te "Americanisation' of
te city. This is because, from t e European pointof\ew , U.S. cities h axe broken
dow n and disintgrated into suburbia, are divided up by m otorw ays and are mared
by et nic and socia lco Bpse and by arch it cturallch aos. U.S. cities h axe become a
negatine roll m ode Hor Europe an ones. European cities, peop I say, h axe to be
protected from becoming ke American ones.

Howexer, onertie pastfew years, Europeans h axe become a Mt confused about
whattiey see on tie otierside oftie Athntic, because an autonom ous form of
criticism ofurban de\e bpmentin U.S. cities h as ansen, prim ari ¥ criticism of
suburban spraw BThis criticism is based on num erous netw ork s unde rvarious hbe K:
Sm art Grow t, Linabilty, New Urbanism .

Oftese networks, New Urbanism is particu hr¥ successful butallo particu hrk
contronersiall For tt e Europeans, New Urbanism is a pronocation. The fistraction
tothe moementherr was tosay "how aw fullhow tmbl, typical® American!"
Th e main pointofcriticism is &t atNew Urbanism often uses a traditiona bkt

arch it ctura lhnguage, w hich is seen as being back w ard- bok ing and a fallification



ofhistory. This negatinve codification creates an abh ostim penetrabll she it at
prexents an obpctine \iew of New Urbanism .

During ti e unprecedented bui Bing boom ofte 199 0s, tings started to h appen
again in U.S. cities. Th e conditions in m any inner-city areas im proned, butti e m ain
de\e bpmentw as t attie cities continued t encroach on t eir surroundings, and
suburbs w entinto m ass production. The new aspecthere, howe\er, is tattis
htestepisode ofsuburbanisation is no bngersim pk ce Bbrated as progress, as te
reakation oftte American dream . A fundam entallch ange h as begun t take p kee in
pub k opinion in tis context You oftenhearpeopll say tattie de\e bpmentof
suburban spraw bhas reached astage t atis haming U.S. society. We on¥ need to
recallte fih American Beauty ortt e countllss studies conductd in tie social
sciences showing ttatt e "idealw orB' ofsuburbia is an i Bsion.

h tis context, e calfor alk mati\es © t e traditionakuburbs m akes sense.
There are tw o m apr alk matines in practicalurban design: firsth, gated

com m unities, cbsed areas ofh ousing w it suneilknce t atare no bngeropen to
te pubk, and second ¥, te distinctine products of New Urbanism . h contrast to
gated com m unities, New Urbanism appears to many to be t e urbanistical® conect
response t the misde\e bpmentofU.S. cities. New Urbanism is notan arch it ctural
m oxement, butan urban design moxem ent Hs program m atic aim is to ach ie\e

m ixed-use com m unities w it a socialmix, greatrdensity ofde\e bpmentand

arch it cturahariety w itt in a regu ktory fram ew ork ofurban design. New Urbanism
call fortie cration ofw allabll neigh bourm oods and prom otes bcallpubk
transportand t e reduction of car traffic. ltcall for open cities witt m aximum kks
to t eirsunmoundings, t e oppositt ofgattd com m unities. The basic assum ption is
t ata form ofurban design guided by tie princip ls ofh istoricalcities w i Mprom ote
socia lint gration.

H owexer, a num berofcom promises are made when tiese principlls are putinto
practice. MostNew Urbanism propct are buikin suburban areas by privat

de\e bpers, and progpcts such as tiese often differ from con\entiona kuburbs onk
in degree. This is true exen ofw h atis per aps tie m ostim portantde\e bpment
princip B of New Urbanism: te re pction ofse IFch osen ghettos and t e advocacy of
maxim alllhks betveen a new estatt and its surmoundings. Exen t e goallofa social
mix is usual® on ¥ achiexed to a rudim entary degree. § ow e\er, itsh ou Bl be

em phasised tt attiis probIm is being discussed w ith in tte New Urbanism
moxement, and tis debate is becoming increasing ¥ inttnse, as show n by te
congress in Porthnd in t e year 2000, forexam pl. The search forstratgies to
count rsocialdivsion in cities w as a centralltopic atti e congress.

The mostam bitious goalofNew Urbanism is found on a diffe e ntspatia lip kne,
howewer. attie regionallle 1 At Bastpartoftie New Urbanism mowement

be E\es th atitis onk att e regionalll\e h atsocia land spatia Igoall can be

ach iexed on a sustainab l basis. The aim is westabkh interhked, sociaBk we B
baknced regionallcities witt fixibl I it t expansion. One ofthe adwocats of
tis vew is RPterCaborpe,who, togetterwitt Willam Fullon, pubkhed a

m anifesto on tis topic in 2001 in teir book entitld "The Regiona ICity. Phnning
fortie End of Spraw I. As can be seenhere, New Urbanism de berat ¥ avwoids

po Rkrising t e debate by notm aking a sh arp distinction be tw een com pactcities and
suburbia. The question ofwhere e focus shoull E is obvous k tie subpctof



debatt wittin te moxement, buttie issue is all ays aboutti e focus, nota
question ofeith er/dr. New Urbanism has setitse Fthe task ofupgrading tie entire
urban region —dow ntow n and suburbia, notdow ntow n or suburbia.

New Urbanism is primarika U.S. moxement Onk few foreigners attended e most
recentcongresses in Porthnd and New York, and m ostoftiese came from Canada
or from as faraw ay as Australa, whill hard ¥ any came from Europe. The exc Bsine
rrference  tte USA demonstrats te se Fconfidence of New Urbanism , butitis
allo a potntialw eak ness in strategic tms. Debat across tie Athntic is h am pered
by tw 0 factors: by te intronerted nature oftie U.S. debate and by tie sceptical
attitude in Europe.

Whill New Urbanism is essential} a response t suburban spraw Bt e European
debate on urban design reform focuses on reorganising com pactcities, particu hrk
on reorganising te city centies and con\e rting urban w ast knd, on new uses for
industriakstats, milary hnd, and knd be bnging to rail ays, ports or airports.
Fom thie European pointofview , tie main issue is to stabike historica lcom pact
cities againstti e com pe tition from suburbia, and t e pub k sector p hys an

im portantroll in steering this dexe bpment One oftie adwocats oftiis \ew is
Rich ard Rogers, wh o pubkhed his m anifesto on urban design, ""Cities forasmall
p hnet’, in 199 8.

Europe an cities are regarded as h avng structurale atures such as a re htine ¥ high
density ofdexe bpment, an interhked systtm ofpub k spaces, a sociall functional
and arch itcturalln ix and a spatiabhierarchy wit te city centie atte top. The
specific form tattese stucturaleatures take difers from region to region, itis
chimed, rflcting t e cubluralhariety ofEuropean cities. b tis sense, a specific
European city is tie m at rialint rmpre tation ofits ow n particu krhistory, which needs
to be m aintained or reproduced. h socialems, tis usualf means ttatte midd
chsses are rechiming com pactcities.

Butw h atdoes this type offocus in urban design mean forsuburbia™ ere, am apr
de ficitofti e urban design debate in Europe needs t be pointd out h Gem any, in
particu kr, k now Bdge aboutsuburbiais stilhery lhitd. h contrastto t e situation
inte USA, tere are stilltoo fw studies avai kbl in Gem any, in particu kr, about
t e origin and discre pancies ofsuburban dexe bpment Atiention has repeated ¥
been draw n to tis deficitby one oft e protagonists of ti e urban design debates in
Gem any, Thom as Siexerts, whose manifesto Zwischenstadtzw ischen Ortund

We Ik Raum und Zeit, Stadtund Land (""'lh-betw een City Between Phce and W orH,
Space and Tim e, City and Country')appeared in 199 7.

We need to debat suburbia on two Ihne I, and tiese shoull notal ays be
confused orp hyed offagainstone anotier. e onerallurban I\e land te I\e lof
t e particu kr suburban fragm ent Th e indinidua Hragm ents ofsuburbia can each be
regarded as socialand urban de\e bpmentis knds in ttemse Les. The on ¥ question
ishow tey can be optimised, bot intt mal® and in com parison w itt ot eris knds.
Howexer, ey can and mustallo be boked aton a hrge scall atte I\e lofte
city region —as is hknds tt atpottnta® take aw ay resources from te m ain knd and
tatphyamaprrol initt stucturalichange. fere, tie poltical® aw kw ard question
arises as to e extnttowhich te price ofsuburban Ing can be made to reflct
te actuablcosts, orwhetier, inasociety otterwise geared tow ards pub k saungs,



we shoull exem ptsuburbanisaton —ofa kit ings —from these constraints.
Ch ristiane Th aljotth as draw n atie ntion to t is aspecton se\e ralloccasions. The
princip l ofsustainabilty can ulim at F on ¥ take eflectatt e oneralurban I\e I

Ontewholl, te debatt abouturban design reform in Europe is cunenth mared
by conside rab I program m atic fragm e ntation. h fact, itis notconectto speak of
one debate, butofse\eralldebats. The protagonists oftiese debats are isokted
prophets whomake Mth rference o one anotier. There is no re ktine ¥ unifom ,
organised monementto renew European cities. Thus tie adwocates ofsustainab il
cities, socialcities, traditiona ktcities orin-betw een cities dissociate tiem se Les
\ery definitt ¥ from one anotier.

hsummary, tte U.S. debatt and t e European urban debates start out from
diffentpremises, because cities on eitterside ofthe Athntic are in a \ery

diff entstat. h addition, t e main topics ofte tw o debats are propcts in
diffentaras: in suburban areas in tte USA, and in com pactcities in Europe. Exen
te prfened form ofarch iecturalland urban design is diferent There are
diftrences in tie groups ofactors: in e USA tere is a tndency tow ards privat
urban dexe bpment, whereas in Europe itis stillhrge § conttolld by tie pubk
sector. Fna i}, tie program m atic regionalltargets are allo diferent, name ¥

prote cting com pactcities from suburbia in Europe, and upgrading bott suburbia and
com pactcities in a "regionalkcity" conceptin tte USA. The forms taken by tie
debates diferto: whill New Urbanism is an organised reform m onementw it
\arious sch ool com prising notonk expe rts butallo po Micians, de\e bpers, and
socia land e nnvronm e ntalactivis ts, e European debate is poor¥ organised and
fragm ented, dom inated by iso kted e xpe rts and gone mm entinstitutions.

h contrast, tie simikrities between the principls ofurban design advocatd in ti e
U.S. and European debates ar strking: bott are based on generall com p Ix

criticism oftie dexe bpm entofcities. Criticism ofgatd com m unities, social

exc Bsion, o\e r-de\e bpm ent, car-de pe nde ntde\e bpm entand m ode m urban design.
Criticism oftie sociakegrgation tt atoccurs in a suburbanised city region, tie
separation betw een Ing and t e city, and t e socialdisinte gration ofcities in
generall Both debats are guided by te socialreinte gration of Mng in t e city, by
socia land e nnronm e nta kb us tainabi My, and bott adwocat new progcts ofurban
design t atshoul fulillat Bastt e minim um criteria for a city: socia land functional
mix, and w allabl pub k spaces.

A pintmessage here migh tbe tte calorurban design insttad ofiso kted h ousing
construction. Thatmeans noton k a functionalm ixture, butallo a sociallone, a
care fu B situation-dependentm ix in ms ofincome groups, et nic groups, Mesty Is
and age groups. Orat Bastan atiem ptatach iexang tis kind ofm ix. lkallo means
netw orking att e I\e Bofte city region in spatallem s and, m ostim portantk, in
socio-econom ic tms —as a balknce ofvalles based on soarity w it in a city
region. Justas tie pre-industrialicities h ad to be adaptd to t e industriakcities in
te nineteentt century, tie com pactcities ofourm ode m industriakociety h axe to
be adapttd to t e conditions oft e postindustrialicity region. Now , as tien, tere
needs t be a Ne k debat as to the bestw ay ofachienng tis.

The propct tt atare going t be presenttd now are exam pIs ofa reorie ntation of
urban design on bott sides oftte Athntic. # arall Keglrfrom Dessau p hyed a



m aprroll in preparing tis w ork sh op. Since t e Second W orll W ar, Munich h as
been a successfulim ode lofti e presenation and renew allofh istoricabcities. Whil
fora bng time Munich w as aspeciallcase in Germ any, Eb kg in Polknd is a cunent
exam pll ofa Pokh tradition, unique in Europe, of re constructing h istorica lce ntres
destroyed tatwere during te war. The tw o propcts in Nortt America are notset
in suburbia: e Aqua Propctin Fbrida is a comersion progctfor A lkon k knd
betw een Miami and Miam i Beach , and fina lf, \ancou\er, Canada, is an am bitious
m ode Hor r\ftaking a city centre.

AMtese examplls are primarif geared tow ards tte middl chsses, and tey usualf
take phece in prosperous city regions. This is true at BastofMiam i, Vancou\er,
Munich and Feiburg. And on a m ore modestscall ofEbRg to. Does tt atmean

t atwe ar running aw ay here and now from te "reallprobIms™?Notatalin my
opinion. The "reallprobIms* are noton ¥, and notprimari}, otterpeopll’s

prob Im s, prob Im s in poorregions. We, tie rich regions tt atdetmine te pace of
g bba kation, are creating tie "reallprob Im s* ourse Bes. h te rich regions,
solitions need to be sough tfort e social} and environm entalf sustainab i

inte gration of IMng in a city region ch aractrised by so darity —in a de bate

imw ing a il e actors, inc Biding private inestors, wh o are unpopu krin Europe,
and te middl chsses, whohawe choices abouthow they INe. Unllss tie high-
incom e sections ofti e popu ktion, in particu br, are actixe ¥ inno bled, an urban
design reform progctw i Mbe im possib .

Difk rntstarting points, difk entprefrences regarding design, sim i kr principls —
tis is actual® a \ery good basis for cu luralke xch ange. # ow e\er, cu lura k xch ange
across e Athnticonbkworks toa\ery Inittd extent There are fw ks between
te twodebats, and tis exch ange is h am pered by pre pdice and a hck of

know Bdge. H owe\er, bott sides can benefit from tie exchange ofideas, whill tiey
cannotbene fit from setting up ide o bgica lgattd com m unities ofurban design. The
fiststp tow ards t e exch ange ofexperience and ideas today sh ou ll soon be
folbw ed by a second one: givng specific sh ape t a transathntic urbanistic

dia bgue.



