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Th e  large  post-industrial tow ns  and citie s  in th e  w e alth y countrie s  of W e ste rn and
Ce ntral Europe  are  not in top s h ape . M ost of th e  inh abitants  – or at le ast th os e  w h o
e arn e nough  m oney  to h ave  th e  ch oice  – h ave  m ove d aw ay from  th e  com pact,
de ns e  citie s . Suburbanisation h as  long s ince  be com e  e s tablis h e d, and h ous ing in th e
surroundings  of th e  large  tow ns  and citie s  h ave  be e n follow e d by s h opping ce ntre s
and late r by jobs  in th e  te rtiary  s ector and le isure  ce ntre s , all on very s eparate  s ite s .

For m any, th is  developm e nt is  re garde d as a form  of individual libe ration. As  a
libe ration from  th e  lack  of space  and th e  dange rs  of th e  city, from  th e  difficult m ix
of social groups  and from  pollution and crim e . H ow e ve r, th is  de ve lopm e nt also
pos e s  a th re at from  tw o points  of vie w : in spatial te rm s  it e ncourage s  ove r-
de ve lopm e nt of th e  landscape , and in social te rm s  it prom ote s  th e  isolation and th e
drifting apart of diffe re nt social groups . Large -scale  s ocial s e gre gation and isolate d
living are  placing a burde n on th e  big citie s . Th e  te rm  "city" its elf h as  be e n h ollow e d
out: it conjure s  up ide alistic im age s  th at no long h ave  ve ry m uch  to do w ith  re ality.
Citie s  are  dis inte grating into functional islands , and urban de s ign is  turning into
isolate d de velopm e nt. W e  are  no longe r de aling w ith  citie s , but inste ad w ith  city
re gions , w h ich  are  not ye t as sociate d w ith  any fixe d im age s .

In th e  Europe an de bate , th is  proce s s  is  ofte n re fe rre d to as  th e  "Am e ricanisation" of
th e  city. Th is  is  be caus e , from  th e  Europe an point of vie w , U.S. citie s  h ave  brok e n
dow n and dis inte grate d into suburbia, are  divide d up by m otorw ays and are  m ark e d
by e th nic and social collaps e  and by arch ite ctural ch aos . U.S. citie s  h ave  be com e  a
ne gative  role  m ode l for Europe an one s . Europe an citie s , pe ople  say, h ave  to be
prote cte d from  be com ing lik e  Am e rican one s .

H ow eve r, ove r th e  past fe w  years , Europe ans  h ave  be com e  a little  confus e d about
w h at th e y  s e e  on th e  oth e r s ide  of th e  Atlantic, be caus e  an autonom ous  form  of
criticism  of urban de ve lopm e nt in U.S. citie s  h as  aris e n, prim arily criticism  of
suburban spraw l. Th is  criticism  is  bas ed on num e rous  ne tw ork s  unde r various  labe ls :
Sm art Grow th , Livability, Ne w  Urbanism .

O f th e s e  ne tw ork s , Ne w  Urbanism  is  particularly succe s sful, but also particularly
controve rs ial. For th e  Europe ans , Ne w  Urbanism  is  a provocation. Th e  first re action
to th e  m ovem e nt h e re  w as  to say "h ow  aw ful, h ow  te rrible , typically Am e rican!"
Th e  m ain point of criticism  is  th at Ne w  Urbanism  ofte n us e s  a traditionalist
arch ite ctural language , w h ich  is  s e e n as  be ing back w ard-look ing and a falsification
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of h istory. Th is  ne gative  codification cre ate s  an alm ost im pe ne trable  s h e ll th at
pre ve nts  an obje ctive  vie w  of Ne w  Urbanism .

D uring th e  unpre ce de nte d building boom  of th e  19 9 0s , th ings  starte d to h appe n
again in U.S. citie s . Th e  conditions  in m any inne r-city are as  im prove d, but th e  m ain
de ve lopm e nt w as th at th e  citie s  continue d to e ncroach  on th e ir surroundings , and
suburbs  w e nt into m as s  production. Th e  ne w  aspe ct h e re , h ow eve r, is  th at th is
late s t e pisode  of suburbanisation is  no longe r s im ply cele brate d as  progre s s , as  th e
re alisation of th e  Am e rican dre am . A fundam e ntal ch ange  h as  be gun to tak e  place  in
public opinion in th is  conte xt. You ofte n h e ar pe ople  say th at th e  de ve lopm e nt of
suburban spraw l h as  re ach e d a stage  th at is  h arm ing U.S. socie ty. W e  only ne e d to
re call th e  film  Am erican Be auty or th e  countle s s  s tudie s  conducte d in th e  s ocial
scie nce s  s h ow ing th at th e  "ide al w orld" of suburbia is  an illus ion.

In th is  conte xt, th e  call for alte rnative s  to th e  traditional suburbs  m ak e s  s e ns e .
Th e re  are  tw o m ajor alte rnative s  in practical urban de s ign: firstly, gate d
com m unitie s , clos e d are as of h ous ing w ith  surve illance  th at are  no longe r ope n to
th e  public, and s e condly, th e  distinctive  products  of New  Urbanism . In contrast to
gate d com m unitie s , Ne w  Urbanism  appe ars to m any to be  th e  urbanistically corre ct
re s pons e  to th e  m isde ve lopm e nt of U.S. citie s . Ne w  Urbanism  is  not an arch ite ctural
m ove m e nt, but an urban de s ign m ovem e nt. Its  program m atic aim  is  to ach ieve
m ixe d-us e  com m unitie s  w ith  a social m ix, gre ate r de ns ity of de velopm e nt and
arch ite ctural varie ty w ith in a re gulatory fram e w ork  of urban de s ign. Ne w  Urbanism
calls for th e  cre ation of w alk able  ne igh bourh oods  and prom ote s  local public
transport and th e  re duction of car traffic. It calls for ope n citie s  w ith  m axim um  link s
to th e ir surroundings , th e  oppos ite  of gate d com m unitie s . Th e  bas ic as sum ption is
th at a form  of urban de s ign guide d by th e  principle s  of h istorical citie s  w ill prom ote
social inte gration.

H ow eve r, a num be r of com prom is e s  are  m ade  w h e n th e s e  principle s  are  put into
practice . M ost New  Urbanism  proje cts  are  built in suburban are as  by private
de ve lope rs , and proje cts  such  as  th e s e  ofte n diffe r from  conve ntional suburbs  only
in de gre e . Th is  is  true  eve n of w h at is  pe rh aps  th e  m ost im portant de velopm e nt
principle  of New  Urbanism : th e  re je ction of s elf-ch os e n gh e ttos  and th e  advocacy of
m axim al link s be tw e e n a ne w  e state  and its  surroundings . Eve n th e  goal of a social
m ix is  usually only ach ieve d to a rudim e ntary de gre e . H ow eve r, it s h ould be
e m ph as is e d th at th is  proble m  is  be ing discus s e d w ith in th e  Ne w  Urbanism
m ove m e nt, and th is  de bate  is  be com ing incre as ingly inte ns e , as  s h ow n by th e
congre s s  in Portland in th e  y ear 2000, for e xam ple . Th e  s e arch  for strate gie s  to
counte r social divis ion in citie s  w as  a ce ntral topic at th e  congre s s .

Th e  m ost am bitious  goal of New  Urbanism  is  found on a diffe re nt spatial plane ,
h ow e ve r: at th e  re gional level. At le ast part of th e  Ne w  Urbanism  m ove m e nt
be lieve s  th at it is  only at th e  re gional level th at social and spatial goals  can be
ach ieve d on a sustainable  bas is . Th e  aim  is  to e s tablis h  inte rlink e d, socially w ell
balance d re gional citie s  w ith  fle xible  lim its  to e xpans ion. O ne  of th e  advocate s  of
th is  vie w  is  Pe te r Calth orpe , w h o, toge th e r w ith  W illiam  Fulton, publis h e d a
m anife s to on th is  topic in 2001 in th e ir book  e ntitle d "Th e  Re gional City. Planning
for th e  End of Spraw l". As can be  s e e n h e re , Ne w  Urbanism  delibe rately avoids
polaris ing th e  de bate  by not m ak ing a s h arp distinction be tw e e n com pact citie s  and
suburbia. Th e  q ue s tion of w h e re  th e  focus  s h ould lie  is  obviously th e  s ubje ct of
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de bate  w ith in th e  m ovem e nt, but th e  is sue  is  alw ays about th e  focus , not a
q ue s tion of e ith e r/or. Ne w  Urbanism  h as  s et its elf th e  tas k  of upgrading th e  e ntire
urban re gion – dow ntow n and s uburbia, not dow ntow n or suburbia.

Ne w  Urbanism  is  prim arily a U.S. m ovem e nt. O nly fe w  fore igne rs  atte nde d th e  m ost
re ce nt congre s s e s  in Portland and Ne w  York , and m ost of th e s e  cam e  from  Canada
or from  as  far aw ay as  Australia, w h ile  h ardly any cam e  from  Europe . Th e  e xclus ive
re fe re nce  to th e  USA de m onstrate s  th e  s elf-confide nce  of Ne w  Urbanism , but it is
also a pote ntial w e ak ne s s  in strate gic te rm s . D e bate  acros s  th e  Atlantic is  h am pe re d
by tw o factors : by th e  introve rte d nature  of th e  U.S. de bate  and by th e  s ce ptical
attitude  in Europe .

W h ile  New  Urbanism  is  e s s e ntially a re s pons e  to suburban spraw l, th e  Europe an
de bate  on urban de s ign re form  focus e s  on re organis ing com pact citie s , particularly
on re organis ing th e  city ce ntre s  and conve rting urban w asteland, on ne w  us e s  for
industrial e s tate s , m ilitary land, and land be longing to railw ays, ports  or airports .
From  th e  Europe an point of vie w , th e  m ain is sue  is  to stabilis e  h istorical com pact
citie s  against th e  com petition from  suburbia, and th e  public s ector plays  an
im portant role  in ste e ring th is  developm e nt. O ne  of th e  advocate s  of th is  vie w  is
Rich ard Roge rs , w h o publis h e d h is  m anife s to on urban de s ign, "Citie s  for a sm all
plane t", in 19 9 8.

Europe an citie s  are  re garde d as  h aving structural feature s  s uch  as  a relative ly h igh
de ns ity of developm e nt, an inte rlink e d syste m  of public space s , a social, functional
and arch ite ctural m ix and a spatial h ie rarch y w ith  th e  city ce ntre  at th e  top. Th e
spe cific form  th at th e s e  s tructural feature s  tak e  diffe rs  from  re gion to re gion, it is
claim e d, re flecting th e  cultural varie ty of Europe an citie s . In th is  s ens e , a spe cific
Europe an city is  th e  m ate rial inte rpre tation of its  ow n particular h istory, w h ich  ne e ds
to be  m aintaine d or re produce d. In social te rm s , th is  usually m e ans  th at th e  m iddle
clas s e s  are  re claim ing com pact citie s .

But w h at doe s  th is  type  of focus  in urban de s ign m e an for suburbia? H e re , a m ajor
de ficit of th e  urban de s ign de bate  in Europe  ne e ds  to be  pointe d out. In Ge rm any, in
particular, k now le dge  about suburbia is  still ve ry lim ite d. In contrast to th e  s ituation
in th e  USA, th e re  are  s till too fe w  studie s  available  in Ge rm any, in particular, about
th e  origin and discre pancie s  of suburban de ve lopm e nt. Atte ntion h as  re pe ate dly
be e n draw n to th is  de ficit by one  of th e  protagonists  of th e  urban de s ign de bate s  in
Ge rm any, Th om as  Sie ve rts , w h os e  m anife sto Z w isch e nstadt zw isch e n O rt und
W e lt, Raum  und Z e it, Stadt und Land ("In-be tw e e n City Be tw e e n Place  and W orld,
Space  and Tim e , City and Country") appe are d in 19 9 7.

W e  ne e d to de bate  s uburbia on tw o levels , and th e s e  s h ould not alw ays be
confus e d or playe d off against one  anoth e r: th e  ove rall urban level and th e  le ve l of
th e  particular suburban fragm e nt. Th e  individual fragm e nts  of suburbia can e ach  be
re garde d as  social and urban de ve lopm e nt islands  in th e m s elve s . Th e  only q ue s tion
is  h ow  th e y  can be  optim is e d, both  inte rnally and in com parison w ith  oth e r islands .
H ow eve r, th e y  can and m ust also be  look e d at on a large  s cale  at th e  le ve l of th e
city re gion – as  islands  th at pote ntially tak e  aw ay re s ource s  from  th e  m ainland and
th at play a m ajor role  in its  structural ch ange . H e re , th e  politically aw k w ard q ue s tion
aris e s  as  to th e  e xte nt to w h ich  th e  price  of suburban living can be  m ade  to re flect
th e  actual costs , or w h e th e r, in a socie ty oth e rw is e  ge are d tow ards  public savings ,
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w e  s h ould e xe m pt suburbanisation – of all th ings  – from  th e s e  constraints .
Ch ristiane  Th algott h as  draw n atte ntion to th is  aspe ct on s eve ral occas ions . Th e
principle  of sustainability can ultim ate ly only tak e  e ffe ct at th e  ove rall urban le ve l.

O n th e  w h ole , th e  de bate  about urban de s ign re form  in Europe  is  curre ntly m ark e d
by cons ide rable  program m atic fragm e ntation. In fact, it is  not corre ct to spe ak  of
one  de bate , but of s eve ral de bate s . Th e  protagonists  of th e s e  de bate s  are  isolate d
proph e ts  w h o m ak e  little  re fe re nce  to one  anoth e r. Th e re  is no re latively uniform ,
organis e d m ovem e nt to re ne w  Europe an citie s . Th us  th e  advocate s  of sustainable
citie s , social citie s , traditionalist citie s  or in-be tw e e n citie s  dis sociate  th e m s elve s
ve ry de finitely from  one  anoth e r.

In sum m ary, th e  U.S. de bate  and th e  Europe an urban de bate s  s tart out from
diffe re nt pre m is e s , be caus e  citie s  on e ith e r s ide  of th e  Atlantic are  in a ve ry
diffe re nt state . In addition, th e  m ain topics of th e  tw o de bate s  are  proje cts  in
diffe re nt are as : in suburban are as  in th e  USA, and in com pact citie s  in Europe . Eve n
th e  pre fe rre d form  of arch ite ctural and urban de s ign is  diffe re nt. Th e re  are
diffe re nce s  in th e  groups  of actors : in th e  USA th e re  is  a te nde ncy tow ards  private
urban de ve lopm e nt, w h e re as  in Europe  it is  still large ly controlle d by th e  public
s e ctor. Finally, th e  program m atic re gional targets  are  also diffe re nt, nam e ly
prote cting com pact citie s  from  suburbia in Europe , and upgrading both  suburbia and
com pact citie s  in a "re gional city" conce pt in th e  USA. Th e  form s  tak e n by th e
de bate s  diffe r too: w h ile  Ne w  Urbanism  is  an organis e d re form  m ovem e nt w ith
various  sch ools  com pris ing not only e xpe rts  but also politicians , develope rs , and
social and e nvironm e ntal activists , th e  Europe an de bate  is  poorly organis e d and
fragm e nte d, dom inate d by isolate d e xpe rts and gove rnm e nt institutions .

In contrast, th e  s im ilaritie s  be tw e e n th e  principle s  of urban de s ign advocate d in th e
U.S. and Europe an de bate s  are  s trik ing: both  are  bas e d on ge ne ral, com plex
criticism  of th e  deve lopm e nt of citie s . Criticism  of gate d com m unitie s , social
e xclus ion, ove r-developm e nt, car-de pe nde nt de velopm e nt and m ode rn urban de s ign.
Criticism  of th e  s ocial s e gre gation th at occurs  in a suburbanis e d city re gion, th e
s e paration be tw e e n living and th e  city, and th e  s ocial dis inte gration of citie s  in
ge ne ral. Both  de bate s  are  guide d by th e  s ocial re inte gration of living in th e  city, by
social and e nvironm e ntal sustainability, and both  advocate  ne w  projects  of urban
de s ign th at s h ould fulfil at le ast th e  m inim um  crite ria for a city: social and functional
m ix, and w alk able  public space s .

A joint m e s sage  h e re  m igh t be  th e  call for urban de s ign inste ad of isolate d h ous ing
construction. Th at m e ans  not only a functional m ixture , but also a social one , a
care ful, s ituation-de pe nde nt m ix in te rm s  of incom e  groups , e th nic groups , life s tyle s
and age  groups . O r at le ast an attem pt at ach ie ving th is  k ind of m ix. It also m e ans
ne tw ork ing at th e  le ve l of th e  city re gion in spatial te rm s and, m ost im portantly, in
socio-e conom ic te rm s  – as  a balance  of value s  bas ed on solidarity w ith in a city
re gion. Just as  th e  pre -industrial citie s  h ad to be  adapte d to th e  industrial citie s  in
th e  nine te e nth  ce ntury, th e  com pact citie s  of our m ode rn industrial socie ty h ave  to
be  adapte d to th e  conditions  of th e  post-industrial city re gion. Now , as  th e n, th e re
ne e ds  to be  a live ly de bate  as  to th e  be s t w ay of ach ieving th is .

Th e  proje cts  th at are  going to be  pre s e nte d now  are  e xam ple s  of a re orie ntation of
urban de s ign on both  s ide s  of th e  Atlantic. H arald K egle r from  D e s s au playe d a
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m ajor role  in pre paring th is  w ork s h op. Since  th e  Se cond W orld W ar, M unich  h as
be e n a succe s sful m ode l of th e  pre s e rvation and re ne w al of h istorical citie s . W h ile
for a long tim e  M unich  w as a spe cial cas e  in Ge rm any, Elblag in Poland is  a curre nt
e xam ple  of a Polis h  tradition, uniq ue  in Europe , of re constructing h istorical ce ntre s
de s troye d th at w e re  during th e  w ar. Th e  tw o proje cts  in North  Am e rica are  not s e t
in suburbia: th e  A q ua Proje ct in Florida is  a convers ion proje ct for Allison Island
be tw e e n M iam i and M iam i Be ach , and finally, Vancouve r, Canada, is  an am bitious
m ode l for re vitalis ing a city ce ntre .

All th e s e  e xam ple s  are  prim arily ge are d tow ards  th e  m iddle  clas s e s , and th e y  usually
tak e  place  in prospe rous  city re gions . Th is  is  true  at le ast of M iam i, Vancouve r,
M unich  and Fre iburg. And on a m ore  m ode s t scale  of Elblag too. D oe s  th at m e an
th at w e  are  running aw ay h e re  and now  from  th e  "re al problem s"? Not at all in m y
opinion. Th e  "re al proble m s" are  not only, and not prim arily, oth e r pe ople 's
proble m s , proble m s  in poor re gions . W e , th e  rich  re gions  th at de te rm ine  th e  pace  of
globalisation, are  cre ating th e  "re al problem s" ours elve s . In th e  rich  re gions ,
solutions  ne e d to be  s ough t for th e  s ocially and e nvironm e ntally sustainable
inte gration of living in a city re gion ch aracte ris e d by solidarity – in a de bate
involving all th e  actors , including private  inve stors , w h o are  unpopular in Europe ,
and th e  m iddle  clas s e s , w h o h ave  ch oice s  about h ow  th e y  live . Unle s s  th e  h igh -
incom e  s e ctions  of th e  population, in particular, are  actively involve d, an urban
de s ign re form  proje ct w ill be  im pos s ible .

D iffe re nt starting points , diffe re nt pre fe re nce s  re garding de s ign, s im ilar principle s  –
th is  is  actually a ve ry good bas is  for cultural e xch ange . H ow e ve r, cultural e xch ange
acros s  th e  Atlantic only w ork s  to a ve ry lim ite d e xte nt. Th e re  are  fe w  link s  be tw e e n
th e  tw o de bate s , and th is  e xch ange  is  h am pe re d by pre judice  and a lack  of
k now le dge . H ow e ve r, both  s ide s  can be ne fit from  th e  e xch ange  of ide as , w h ile  th e y
cannot be ne fit from  s etting up ide ological gate d com m unitie s  of urban de s ign. Th e
first ste p tow ards  th e  e xch ange  of e xpe rie nce  and ide as  today s h ould soon be
follow e d by a s econd one : giving spe cific s h ape  to a transatlantic urbanistic
dialogue .


