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1 ABSTRACT

This paper deals with the development and ideatifim of urban zones, which used to function as a
transition zone between the historical city anddbtskirts. Usually these zones contained functlikescar
dealers, supermarkets, hardware stores, worksletps,In summary these functions have in commonh tha
they need space and good connectivity, while tlogiation nearby to the city was also of importance
During the last 20 years and encouraged by risergashd the pressure has increased on centrallyetbcat
areas and plots, and forced a change of usagesge thansition zones towards functions which areemo
profitable.

Besides the change of the functions a major chgdlevas the need to rethink established formal nastiod
urban planning, like legal strategic plans or dgvelopment master plans. The present paper witefore
examine whether such urban districts offer prewstps for alternative (informal) development method

In this paper, a typology of urban districts wi#t benerated to define a generic type. However taltleeir
size and heterogeneity, these urban districts eadlyhbe developed in their entirety with the hefpthe
established, formal urban planning methods. Ih&rdfore the task of urban planning to considefedifit
informal and individual urban planning concepts smect accordingly.
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2 INTRODUCTION

For a long time, urban zones that are located letvadready redeveloped areas, like the old cityreeand
post-war housing areas, urban growth was not ribte® relevant for future-oriented planning. These
intermediate zones have not been developed liker atthan areas of the post wartime. These parts hav
arisen and were not planned, they were more otlédéist their own devices, mainly functioning asnsfer
areas and have a heterogeneous structure.

Since the 1950s, cities in Europe have grown trelmesly in space, which was not depending to theesam
extent on the enormous increase in population. VEts¢ growth was more a result of the increasend la
consumption, which was driven by the developmenh@i housing estates, industrial development and
traffic infrastructure. Based on this developmerdansport has increased in importance and enfatfoed
segregational development of the cities. (Pals20h7, p. 30f).

During the development of the cities, this movemtess created areas which are located close toitthe ¢
centre and have the ability to change their fumetiity. Based on the reurbanisation movement tpass of
the city are under development pressure. Palssbh7(2p. 127) points out that in addition to visible
transformation zones like former old industriallitary and port facilities, the same attention nmostpaid to
mixed residential and commercial areas.

The paper examines and develops a first approactassifying the typology of these “inner periplesti
which are increasingly under pressure.

3 THE INNER PERIPHERY

Based on the industrial revolution in the 19th oent the economic impact on society changed from
agriculture to industry. This reinforced many chesgn economics, technology and of society it$édfxt to
the development of these usages the relevancamdportation, especially based on railway, providea
opportunities for the mobility of people and gootlkese vast developments were the starting pointhett
we now realise as the separation of functions,dasethe division between housing and working. Tast
development took place during a couple of decaddsaaked for quick reactions. (Reinborn, 1996, 2

Based on the enormous land demand for the develdpofespace for new usages development occurred
outside the former city boundaries and claimed &rragricultural land. (Reinborn, 1996, p. 29) The
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introduction of the railway system changed the layaf cities. Often, new railway stations could betbuilt
close to the centre of the old city. This led tcations which created new developments in betweerity
centre and the expanding city. The usage of thege developed areas was usually for commercial and
industrial purposes. (Reinborn, 1996, p. 22).

In this development phase the cities became mdractive for new industrial development, which was
followed by the demand to create housing estatesvéokers. (Mueller-Haagen et al., 2014, p. 17fisT
phase had an enormous influence on the role oé ttiissricts for the cities.

After the Second World War the idea of urban degwelent was focused on a social democratic idea,hwhic
aupported a generalist and comprehensive type afnpig to serve the whole society with good living
conditions. (Oswalt et al., 2014, p. 10). This tref urbanisation led to monofunctional developmehich
spread the different functions of housing, comnareind industrial areas to locate outside the <itie
Housing was developed in terms of geometricallyaniged single family houses or as mass prefabdcate
housing estates. (Baum, 2008, p. 35-).

After the phase of rebuilding cities to replace wamolition and to create new housing supply, thasp of
the 1970s and 1980s turned the focus back to tlue wd the existing city. Demolition and the conseace
of neglect of the historical parts of the citiesvimen 1945 and 1960 led to a rediscovery of thetieg
values. In particular, based on the rising awarerasl the perception of responsibility for the pihst
historical old towns moved into the focus of urlpdanning. It started with the first revitalisatiof hsitoric
areas, which was followed by the reconstructiorbwifdings and urban repair projects of the old guatt
(Reinborn, 1996, p. 288ff)

Initially during this phase the focus was drawn entw the existing pattern, structure and buildiogshe
city centre, with the possibility to developing mdkuse quarters. (Baum, 2008, p. 40). During thrsod,
strongly regulated, overplanned central zones gefreeconomic returns were created directly adjaten
those occupied by low-capital actors and socialbadvantaged residents. (Oswalt et al., 2014, plhO)
many cases the areas located between railway redatinod former factory districts which had decayed
following the outsourcing of industrial operatiooféen mutated into such urban planning and soatdgots
(Reinborn, 1996, p. 23).

In the 1990s, the planning procedures became mooegs-orientated, which meant that plans andesfies
were developed in a more adaptive way to reachémging needs and circumstances. Parallel to ilyis ¢
administrations outsourced these tasks, becaugenmie convinced that professional companies caatd
faster and more flexibly than they themself. (Ba@608, p. 49).

Concluding this observation, an urban pattern @entified with similar attributes which can twaihd in
many other European cities. There the city certresists either of an original old town centre ofpiartly)
new built following significant war damages. In thext spatial zone around the city centre buildifigm
the Griinderzeit period are usually connected ireeror less building block-like structure.

These districts or quarters are surrounded byiclistin which a mix of small and large businessesall
industrial enterprises and residential uses coelddond from the beginning of the 20th century ttile
1960s. According to new generalist planning apgreadntroduced after the Second World War the mixed
areas in peripheral locations were only partiallgrikable. Therefore, in the 1960s and 1970s expansio
tended to take place in the surrounding countrysidere more easily accessible areas were founthér
implementation of urban development projects. Tinay form the urban peripheries. Figure 1 schemiatica
sketches a prototypical structure of Central Euanpeities. The spaces considered in this paper are
highlighted specifically.

4 CHARACTER OF THE INNER PERIPHERY

Characteristic features can be assigned to thetgptal districts resulting from the historicalvédopment
outlined above which Sieverts describes as intokamg city (Zwischenstadt) (Sieverts, 1999, p. 18)s
determined by a non uniformity of architecturallstyand building typologies and is crossed by itraff
routes. Due to its characteristics, Sieverts dieesrihe ‘Zwischenstadt’ as an outer periphery.

Related to the outer periphery, Dissmann introdtisesoncept of the inner periphery which she dsfias
unplanned, characterised by the disorderly intemaaif different urban planning measures and degssiln
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contrast to the outer periphery the inner periptdogs not separate the city from the countrysideh@®
intermediate city), but rather the functioning, gt inner city from vacant plots, abandoned cigyritts
and areas with a lost function. (Dissmann, 201111%).

post-war monofunctional
urban expansion

heterogeneous urban districts
close to the city centre - inner
peripheries and transitional
spaces

Urban expansion until the
middle of the 19th century

historic city centre

Figure 1: Schematic representation of the urbarcstre (own illustration)

In her definition of urban places, Baum explainsitttcharacteristics in her dissertation ‘Urban Bfac
(‘Urbane Orte’) (Baum, 2008, p. 75) using diffaretimensions. She names the mixture of uses as an
element of their functional dimension. In additi@aum defines different characteristics of spasd®reby,

in particular, the functionally diffuse spaces quga central place in her considerations. She tescthem

as ‘possibility spaces’ (Moglichkeitsraume). Thentcality of urban places also plays an essenti@ for
Baum in their functional dimension. The conceptehtrality refers to the relationship between irdinal
locations and their environment. (Baum, 2008, py). ZAnother important point for Baum is the sigoiince

of urban locations within the city. Today they aféen located close to the centre or at least theexe a
potentially good connection to the surroundingraitt. (Baum, 2008, p. 98).

Kees Christiaanse refers to such areas as ‘Wditimgls’. As characteristic features he cites a méexuof
newer and historical structure or a contrastingtuné of large and small architectural building ecas
well as a combination of nature, existing usagactiires and remnants of earlier functions. Accgdm
Christiaanse, the intermediate layers require spdevelopment strategies. (Christiaanse, 200554)

In the publication ‘Handbook for the urban periphdHandbuch zum Stadtrand) — (Magnago Lampugnani
et al., 2007, p. 30) Anne Brandl also refers thecept of suburban space to the ‘Zwischenstadti®fests.
The characterisations cited by Anne Brandl refesuourban space, but from the point of view of gaper
they should also be applied to the neglected drefrgeen the city centres and the post-war expamditre
city. She accuses these suburban spaces of laalkitenrly perceptible feeling of spatial isolatemd self-
sufficiency, as well as a lack of interaction betweairban planning elements (Magnago Lampugnarii,et a
2007, p. 34).

Overall, the districts considered in this studydnéive following qualities: partly economic devalaatthus
favourable conditions, partly protected buildingpcst, spatial potentials and spatial qualities doe t
vacancies, symbolic potential from historical deypshent, very good location and connections, openttes
use (Baum, 2008, p. 98). As only in areas beyowth@wic control can temporary, informal and innoveti
practices emerge in urban planning. (Oswalt efall4, p. 10), it is clear from the historical deyenent of
urban planning methods that such districts arécditfto grasp with the formal planning methodsablished
to date in the second half of the 20th century]envimformal methods offer a promising opportunity.
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5 SUMMARY

The formation of industrial and commercial dissieround the historic city centres in Central Earbpgan
in the middle of the 19th century, often in conmatiwith the construction of transport infrastruetusuch
as railway and port facilities. Until the middle tfe 20th century, the original functions were ryost
preserved.

The division of the various functional areas - cognoial, industrial, residential - was not subjezctainy
clearly defined control at the time of their creatiand therefore often appears unstructured. Afteend of
the Second World War, new urban planning method® wee reason for an outward expansion of the city.
The former urban areas themselves were first neglebut from the 1980s onwards at least the histid
towns were rediscovered. Their revival was priryanhotivated by the creation of urban mixed-use
neighbourhoods and easily marketable, economigallyable districts.

However, the spaces between the city centre andutes districts which have always been mixed reegi
unaffected by this development. These areas hadd, still have to struggle with the migration of
commercial and industrial enterprises, are not neaight-after as residential areas and are burdeyed
mostly superordinate transit traffic.

Such areas are difficult to define and process tnghestablished, formal means of urban planningHe
reasons mentioned above, while informal approathasgban development may offer new opportunities.
Since their establishment, formal urban developnpeatesses have not offered sufficient possilslifie
their application to carry out what are often desiurban district developments. How to deal witbhsu
urban districts from an urban planning point ofwieas not yet been conclusively clarified.
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