
DEBATE 1: 

BETWEEN 
GLOBAL AND 
LOCAL
WHAT SCALES? 

Neither separated by a hermetic boundary, nor diluted in diffuse urban sprawl, how can 
city and countryside coexist today and become dynamically interwoven?

LECTURE
«Remapping a globalizing city» a lecture by Ipek Akpinar, town planner, architect and teacher 
at the Faculty of Architecture of the Technical University of Istanbul.

Ipek Akpinar (TK): Turkey globally and Istanbul particularly are become hot topics of discussion, 
not only in Turkey but also in the all European Union. Just few months ago, the reviews “Architectu-
ral Design” and “Urbanisme” made their covers on Istanbul. To tell the story of Istanbul has always 
been difficult, it has too many layers, positive or negative… but there are two very distinct positions 
in telling the story of Istanbul, either dealing with the dynamic of the city, especially the foreigners 
which are providing a lot of publications, most of all in positive positions whereas we, insiders, are 
more or less wearing black glasses, from time to time. Today I’ll try to set a balance between the two 
positions.

If you ask me, «what is the major historic theme for the city?», I would say the change. The change, 
which is ambiguous in former periods within the lack of transparency of the situation, is the most 
important characteristic of the city today.
My critical point of view is based on a very famous work of Colin Rowe titled «Collage City», where 
it does fit the concept of urban fragmentation. The terminology of «Collage city» does exactly fit the 
Istanbul’s case. Each fragment has a particular characteristic, which are cultural multiplicity, plurality 
and ambiguity, within the global urban situation. 
I would start where the last debate session was left. I am going to focus on urban identity for a bit, 
on a chronological basis, of the radical urban change, the growth on the last thirty years, based on 
the development of the roads network and new infrastructures provided by the government. 

Thomas Sieverts told us the story of modernization of the cities in the European continent. Actually, 
this modernization shift does also fit to the context of Istanbul. The 19e century achieved modest 
industrial developments and then, during the 1930’s, during the transition to the republican period, 
we had car-based infrastructures developed in the city. 
But my purpose will begin in the 1950’s. Just to give a general idea about how rapid the urban ex-
pansion was, seventy years ago the city occupied about 4 000 hectares, now it occupies about 200 
000 hectares. 

This is a city that was not designed, which was developed spontaneously at the human scale or even 
the scale of a horse car. It was an imperial city, during three empires. Le Corbusier depicted Istanbul 
as «harmonious structures without contradiction». I am sure that he was not only trying to describe 
the physical aspect but also the social aspect of the city. It was an imperial city where the rich and 
the poor had been living side by side till the last 1930’s. 
A French urban designer, Henri Prost, who was the head architect of the Parisian region, proposed 
the first master plan of the city in 1937, by the invitation of the Turkish Republic. He proposed a 
modernization of the city based on the design of roads’ network, connecting large squares, large pu-
blic areas and parks. Due to economic difficulties the plan could only be applied partially. It was the 
decade of the 1950ies when the pro-American government set the network of roads that had been 
implemented.  
The city reached the million in 1950 and the population had doubled at the end of the decade. There 
is nowhere else that in within ten years the population doubled. The roads’ network designed by Henri 
Prost was constructed following massive number of urban demolitions in the city core. Bulldozers 
became a landmark in this decade and about 300 000 people were expropriated.
The main roads were constructed during this period and based on the first masterplan of Henri Prost, 
and implemented by the prime minister. It was as Thomas Sieverts mentioned «a destructive creati-
vity», a concept, which does fit to the urban modernisation of Istanbul. 
The state flats and mass housing were also part of the Henri Prost plan. It was designed by an Italian 
architect. It is where the private meets the public: if you are not owner, you can enter easily in public 
sector, use the public spaces or the gardens. It is not an exemplary case for the Istanbul context; it 
is the unique case, unfortunately.

So the urban expansion is the characteristic of the city, but if we ask the question of what is the main 
line behind it, of course the answer will be the car-based mentality of this development and the brid-
ges over the rivers following this idea. 
The first bridge was constructed in the beginning of the 1970’s and from that came the triple expan-
sion of the occupied area. The bridge announced a large number of migrants. The population of the 
country increased very rapidly as well as the Istanbul one. The city, with its large number of factories, 
welcomed a large number of immigrants from Anatolia. It was the case already knew in Paris, or in 
Belgium and in Germany, like in Berlin especially. In a pursue for a better life and for the future of 
their kids, they do prefer to live in the big metropolis and work in the factories. But what happened 
here, was the lack of a welfare state, there was no law to force the factories to provide housing for 
their workers. So what happened is that they invaded the treasured land, the public land. Did the 
state wish this situation? It was a totalitarian state and they don’t want this. But in order to pre-
vent social tensions, the state allowed them to invade the land. So, whenever a migrant came, his 
relatives and friends followed him. In thirty years, all the fields were converted in mediocre blocks 
surrounding the city core. 
Another characterization of the 1970’s and the 1980’s is the mass housing of ten, twelve or fifteen 
storey apartments building with mediocre architecture.

In the 1990’s the population reach about 7,5 millions, the city was booming, and it was the time when 
the centre of gravity of the country came back from Ankara to Istanbul. The result is a second set 
of urban demolitions, which could not be implemented in the 1950’s, of a large number of historical 
houses and a large number of migrants became homeless. The dynamic of the city, in economic, 
social and political fields had drastically been changed. Istanbul now is described as one of the main 
dots on the global area. It is also one of the major dot in the banking and financial maps. It is one 
of the leading city in this ambiguous market game. The 1990’s witnessed not only the accumulation 
of the capital but also the physical representation of the capital by high-rise buildings, shiny façades 
and universal language in architectural field. The traditional core of the city shifted towards the north 
in the new business district. Istanbul had been depicted in the Urban Age conference a year ago, as 
the city of interconnections, of layers, of fragmentations. 

The first bridge brought the urban growth towards eastern-west and then the north but then a second 
one, brought a larger number of immigrants and a larger expansion towards the north. 
It is a city, which was developed historically mainly along the Marmara coast on the East-West axis, 
which had been the traditional line of development. Whereas today, this axis still exists but now the 
city is growing towards the north, the forest area. 

Indeed, Istanbul is a city by the forest, which is threatened by the northern development of Istanbul. 
It is not a green protected belt, an artificial border created by the master plan. And it is a part of the 
forest which occupying 45% of the city. But a speculative idea for the future, launched by the central 
government is the implementation of a third bridge. First the location was toward the bay coast, but 
few weeks ago the Prime Minister himself, decided to take a tour by helicopter and now advises to 
build this third bridge near by an agricultural area, fascinating agriculture villages very closed to the 
University. 

Another ambitious project is the Marmara rail connection that will link the two continents. It had been 
a dream since Leonardo da Vinci who made sketches for sub or top bridges over the Bosphorus and 
over the Golden Horn. Now, after 500 years, his dream will be realized, it is under construction. Each 
morning, 1,5 million people living in the East coast take the boat to go to work on the European part 
of the city. Basically, the middle class people live in the Anatolian side and go to work to the European 
side. So it is only very recently that a modest metro system is now under construction but its size is 
nothing comparable to the ones in Paris, London or Berlin. But, of course, emerge new districts, local 
administrations, and shifted functions returned to these axis of mobility.
A postmodern geography, postmodern functions, are the concept used by anthropologists to des-
cribe this new focuses. Multinational banks, multinational headquarters represent the globalization 
of Istanbul. The Prime Minister depicted his role as «my primary duty is to mark my city». The new 
headquarters, the new shopping malls but mainly the gated communities are building a new political 
and physical landscape within the metropolitan borders of Istanbul. 

There are a lot of implementations of upper middle class gated community district. The houses are 
publicized as «20 minutes drive to the centre», but with the traffic today, it is in fact more closer to 
90 minutes. We have examples of good architecture, of experimental architectures designed by the 
latest Aga Khan Awards winners. All these houses, even before the construction, are sold in one or 
two nights. As good example there is also an Anatolian park designed by the same Turkish architect, 
the closest one to the water sources of Istanbul with the largest complexes of houses, very closed to 
the forest. These former far limits of the city, has become extremely reachable by car, so people buy 
not only to live there but also to invest. And today there is a new pressure because the richer class 
also want to buy luxury flats back in the old town.
And the question is: is there a master plan behind all these urban expansions and networks of infras-
tructures? 

In the last fifty years, the first master plan of the city had been defined and it had been improved, 
changed or enlarged following the dynamic of the city. But the Chamber of architects, whenever a 
new positioning was taken, went to the court, which cancelled it, because there is no consensus 
between the Chamber of architects and the planning authority of the municipality. But right now, we 
do have a master plan but this plan is not bringing any structure, any rule for the coexistence of the 
city and the forest. The government just recently issued a new law, which says that the forest area, 
especially with the lack of quality, can be used for the new developments. So investors are of course 
using it for speculative expansion. And the forest is not only the oxygen area of the city, it also pro-
vides the water resources of the city.

The metropolitan planning office, with the increase of the uncontrolled urban expansion, decided to 
organise an architectural and urban design competition in 2006. They invited five foreign offices for 
the Kartal Pendik area in the East and five foreign offices for the western area. Zaha Hadid won the 
first one and Ken Young won the other one. It was the beginning for the city to discuss about water 
sources and ecological and climate changes, and also about what will happen for the balance between 
the nature and the city. 

Within this urban, political and economic context, the hot topic is the emergence of urban segrega-
tions in Istanbul. This was a city where the rich and the poor were living side by side but now, with the 
globalising forces, we are witnessing the segregation between the two poles of the social spectrum. 
So where are you shopping, where do you send your children at school, where do you to work and 
especially where do you live are indicators of the segregations of the life styles. In the historical core 
of the city, massive demolitions are planned excluding gypses and Romanian who used to live there 
since a thousand years. They are forced to live in the northern forest area near a big emerging admi-
nistrative area, a unique agricultural corner left in the city of about approximately 60 000 hectares. 
A large number of non-governmental organisations have protested but they lost this case. 

I would like nevertheless to conclude with an optimist touch, through an Anatolian case concerning 
the forest area. Here immigrant groups invaded land ages ago and are eating the forest area each 
day more and more. Two young architects designed a proposal integrating small-scale public spaces, 
which create a sort of a public border between the forest and the city. It is stimulating and perhaps 
a day the municipality will accept these ideas. 

So what will happen in Istanbul in the next 15 years? It is crucial. What shall we do as planners, what 
shall we do as architects? What is our role in this capitalistic urbanisation that the city face today? 
What sort of public policy we need to apply? We need some new key words as ambiguity, as transpa-
rency and urban fragmentation to be used in a new way.
 

DEBATE

The debate is moderated by Frauke Burgdorff (DE), SC, director of Montag Stiftung Urbane Räu-
me, Bonn (DE) 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): The questions to answer here in Istanbul on the topic are so big, but then 
we come to the reality of Europe, and to all the sites of Europan11 where small little touches can 
change something. I would like to introduce the topic of city and country very shortly that we can 
start the discussion afterward. First, if we talk about city and country, I would say that there is no 
country anymore in 90% of Europe. The country debate, at least in Germany and Switzerland, is 
done. Maybe we are talking about citizens’ landscapes, or about something else. But the country and 
the city are just a cultural dimension, it is not a spatial dimension anymore.
Second is the topic of the edges within the settlements and the dwellings. Edges between the sett-
lements and green structures are getting more and more important. So this is not a discussion any-
more about the city, the edge and the green. But the more interesting discussion could be the edges 
within.
Third is that we have to change something if we want to turn to a sustainable city. With the climate 
changes, the architecture, the face of the city is going to be completely different.
Fourth, we have to find political competent forces that want to discuss the topic about dealing with 
the edge of the city, and the connection between landscape and the city. 
So going to the site of Turku in Finland, we have the topic of the inner edge. I want to talk with you 
about the politics behind the inner edge. Here you see Turku, this is a spread city, and you want to 
develop a green site near to the highway, to deal with it in Europan. Have you got some ideas of what 
could happen there? You could also just leave this space empty. So why do you want to develop there 
anything? What are the driving forces behind this development? 

Timo Hintsanen (SF): It is very cold in Finland, and very few people are living there. There are very 
few inhabitants in the cities and the problem is also that there are too many municipalities in Finland 
and in fact this site is on the border of two municipalities. I think that there are three kinds of edges. 
First of all, there are natural edges, then there are structural edges and there are artificial edges. 
And this kind of borders are artificial edges, there are not necessary. And there is a lot of green in 
this area, more than the people who are living there actually need. So we want to bring more people 
there, and have a new development to get these beautiful areas in use and to go further, to build a 
very attractive and recreational area. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): It means that you are following the philosophy that says: we are concen-
trating the people who are living there. How are you dealing with the other green spaces? Is this the 
first step to fill up the holes, or is this the last step to secure that the leaving green spaces are going 
to be preserved?

Timo Hintsanen (SF): This is absolutely not the first step to build everything. At the same time, we 
are organising another architectural competition, on the other side of this highway, which is an even 
larger area than this one. But there is a large green area between this two developed areas. This is 
going to be a green backbone of the whole neighbourhood. This is very important for us. First we are 
building in the green area, and after that we are bringing the people to live in that great area. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): So you will make sure that the green has such a high quality that nobody 
can touch it afterward.
Now we are going to Stains in France, on the boundaries of Paris. This is a very special situation of 
inner edges. There is a development planned, you can see it on the slide, where like in Graz, you have 
some gardens, and here, a big social housing complex, huge but it is going to be saved and here the 
site for Europan, architecture and city planning. How can you preserved these gardens and how can 
you fight for the possibility to keep this inner green structure? 

Damaly Gastineau-Chum (FR): In fact, we are proposing both sites for Europan: both the allot-
ment gardens to the north and this very operational site, linked with new mobility that will generate 
a new dynamic in the area. In this place, there will be a new station, which will connect the whole 
of the area to a certain number of employment, residential and recreational zones. We are in the 
second layer of outer suburbs, around 20 km from Paris. So we know that this increased mobility will 
create enormous land pressure in the area. In the last 50 years, Stains has developed a strong mar-
ket gardening and working-class identity, which is now reflected in the presence of these allotments. 
The intended development will, if we are not careful, inevitably have an impact on those allotments. 
Our objective now is to try to preserve this identity, without setting it in stone. The question we have 
is how, in a potentially long-term process, we can ensure that the proposed new urban forms, new 
types of habitat, include these allotments, will include more sharing and more interchange. We know 
that they have a very high social value. They are there for local people. With the station arriving 
in the near future, we would like this new district to benefit people living beyond Stains and to be 
relatively economical with this land. We also have to incorporate a longer term process, because in 
the next 20 years a Metro station will provide an extension to Line 13 of the Metro, suddenly putting 
this area just 25 minutes from the centre of Paris. So it is difficult to reconcile this development with 
a strong allotment culture, and to preserve it in the future. That is why we have chosen to put both 
sites into the Europan process, primarily with a view to looking at this forthcoming density in relation 
to the existing allotment culture, which we want to keep but which is nevertheless completely open 
to reinterpretation. 

Ipek Akpinar (TK): I am very curious about the reaction of the inhabitants. 

Damaly Gastineau-Chum (FR): Opinion is divided. A big national amenity was moved out of cen-
tral Paris into the area. The negative reactions are essentially about the fear of a loss of values. At 
present, what the inhabitants and people in this suburb in general are lacking, are strong unifying 
values. The response is to say that of course there will be some pain, some land will be moved, allot-
ments will be moved, but we are here to listen, to provide support, to ask them about their practices 
so that they become stakeholders in the project. This project is above all for them, and if they do not 
embrace it, it will not succeed. So it is quite a long process, with a lot of consultation, a lot of discus-
sion, and I think that, step-by-step, we will manage to persuade people that this project will benefit 
them, and their children and the whole area.

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): We are going to Würzburg. There you have already designed the plan. The 
university is planned, and the housing is planned and a very important green space which is going to 
be developed by a national competition. So the question is: should there be connections between the 
green and the housing? And why Europan then?

Christian Baumgart (DE): Würzburg is a town of 134,000 people, both large and small, the cen-
tre of the region, with all the marks of centrality, and it is not a “shrinking city”, there is even some 
expectation of growth. We have a famous university attached to the town, known all over southern 
Germany. In future years, we will have a further 3500 students. This project is possible because the 
army is moving out. It is a matter of luck, 135 hectares are going to be released, and this raises the 
possibility of creating new landscapes. For a town situated in a valley and next to a river, it opens up 
new possibilities for connection with the external environment. There is a large part which includes 
the extension of the university campus, with more than 50% of the area needing to be “green”. The 
aim is to link this campus with other, existing sectors of the town, to think about its connections with 
the town environment. one possibility would be to think about “zwischen landschaft” – “in-between 
landscapes”! The goal is to look for the ideal combination of landscape and town, and to link it with 
the other surrounding towns. The third advantage for the site is the arrival of the tramline, and a 
garden festival which needs to be connected to the rest and easy to access. For the Europan com-
petition, there is a small 1 ha site and another, larger, 9 ha site, and we are looking for proposals on 
connecting with the landscape and the infrastructures. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): Please tell us, between the university and the housing, what would be the 
border? Is it an edge or a building? 

Christian Baumgart (DE): The space between the built structures will need to be a connecting 
space. There will be a sort of green cross running north-south and east-west, which will make the 
connection much easier. However, this requires management of the buildings. The Europan competi-
tion will be about introducing housing, with innovative typologies, and this is actually going to be built 
fairly quickly. This means that the partner that we will find through Europan will genuinely obtain a 
commission to build, and for us this is very important. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): We go now with Per Kraft in Sweden. 

Per Kraft (SE): There are a lot of similarities between the Finnish sites and the Swedish sites. For 
us it is a sort of increasing density. So if you want do this you have to investigate the green spaces. 
The edges are always something that defines the difference between two conditions. So you could see 
that today a lot of people are involved in defining the qualities of these green spaces, from biologists 
to people working for urban agriculture. You have to define if it is a forest, a park or a junk space and 
if it is junk space does it house any particular species that you need to be careful with, do you block 
any movement, connectivity for these green infrastructures…
These are the kind of questions that we face. It seems that we have a lot of space to build on even if 
this question of extension actually is quite complex. 

Thomas Sieverts (DE): I think there is an interesting question concerning density, the normal case 
in the European city is that you have high density cores and low density edges. But I think that in 
the future it would be the other way round. Because the edges are the most attractive points and we 
can secure them by higher density. This is a very general question. So if you leave the old European 
pattern of high density cores and put it out to the edges, then we could by that secure the open spa-
ces. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): I would like to ask Mme Gastineau-Chum from the Syndicat of cities where 
Stains is included if you have the same feeling that the density is getting more pressure in the edges 
than in the centre of the city? 

Damaly Gastineau-Chum (FR): I am not a great believer in models. In any case, not really in the 
areas where we are working. They all have a history. There is a lot of talk of renewing existing urban 
fabric, and moving towards density. Density needs to be considered in its context, where its meaning 
lies. Places that are extremely well-connected at local level. But also places that allow projection to a 
larger scale, regional or even further. It seems to me that, even in towns in the first or second ring of 
suburbs, there are places where you do not necessarily need to move towards greater concentrations 
of density, because they are going to act as a counterbalance to those places where buildings, func-
tions, activity, animation are concentrated. It is perhaps one of the possible responses in the balance 
we are looking for. Is it necessary to increase density in every town centre and leave the outskirts 
less densely built-up? Or should we not rather think in terms of focal points on all scales, which would 
enable us to achieve this form of balance? 

A speaker from the floor (FR): The question of edges is also a social question. When you design a 
green area, the real question is how will it be used? What needs does it meet? Obviously in countries 
where there are large open spaces, the question arises less, but there is also somewhere a confron-
tation between different social uses, farming, recreation? Sometimes, we see that there is still this 
model of the expanding city, ever wider expansion, with problems in relation to transport. But I am 
asking about the social role of those famous transitional spaces. Greenery for the sake of greenery, 
you have to ask: what is it for? 

Timo Hintsanen (SF): For example in Turku, there are very few places, which are attractive for 
young families to move in. They usually move to the outskirts, in the neighbouring municipalities. So 
we are trying to create a new attractive area to live for those families. This is the main aim, trying to 
find something new.

Christian Baumgart (DE): Don’t imagine that the question of human occupation is the most im-
portant question for us. For us, it is more a question about the landscape, and urban sprawl that is 
constantly eating further and further into the environment. For us, the very strong project focus and 
intention is an opening up to the landscape. So buildings yes, but with a clearly defined intent. That 
is what we are looking for in the projects.

Frauke Burgdorff (DE):  Almere is a famous new city in the Netherlands. The idea is to find a new 
way to develop housing in the forest. So the Europan project is very small, you are just asking for a 
house in this infrastructure. What are your motivations there?

Marteen Janssen (NL): The forest is already here since thirty years. It is an old polder. One of my 
country fellow mentioned that the land in Leeuwarden was a thousand years ago an ocean, this site 
was only ninety years ago an ocean.  And until thirty years ago it was a lake. They planted the forest 
before building this new town. So this is the oldest forest in Almere but this area has always been 
reserved to be built eventually. Almere is a multi central city which is now 100 000 inhabitants, and 
will going to grow till about 300 000 inhabitants. This is still according to the master plan designed 
in the 1970’s.
The area proposed for Europan has always been thought to be developed. In what way? It is to be 
discussed right now. It is the plan we won the competition with. This good thing with this very small 
Europan site, is that it is very defined and we are also promising to actually build it. 
This forest is now quite boring in most places, but it is a rich forest in some places with small creek. 
We know that we have to be careful with the forest and in some places preserved the quality of what’s 
already there. Prior to develop a park of small density housing we have to invest to forest and make 
it better in the places we are not going to build. The rest of the housing is going to be build on a men 
made dune, which we have to build on the forest floor without any alteration. We plan not to put a 
new layer of sand to make the roads and the houses on, like it is normally done in Holland on this clay 
underground. We go on the natural forest floor, which is very clay like and has a lot of water springs 
in it. But for this specific site we think that it should be high build as a forest house. 
A lot of people think that Holland will be hit the hardest when the climate changes will raised the level 
of the seas. But actually, since everything from the last 500 years in Holland has been engineering to 
the smallest details for what concerns water and the pumping out of water, we can last maybe longer 
than most other places in the World. And in this area, as long as we can pump it out,
water is not a problem. 

Ipek Akpinar (TK): Are not you tired of planning in such detail, these new cities? What would the 
people will do when they will be living in this area if it is already completely designed. What are the 
reactions of the people living in the surrounding about this extra-planning? 

Marteen Janssen (NL): It is a good question because Almere is a great example of a town, which 
is completely planned. Until very recently there was little or no personal choice allowed. Everything 
was projected in a mass scale housing. At this time, we are in a massive real estate crisis in Holland 
and Almere, which was the strongest market of the country, is still doing very well. Specifically be-
cause they are putting a lot of «build your own site» locations on to the market. So this is a really 
interesting area for the real estate market. For the people in Holland this is really close to Amster-
dam. People want to build their own house and be able to say what they want to live in. Especially 
the areas in the forest, some small parcel for single houses. We think it is a great opportunity in our 
plan to welcome this individual initiatives. 

Thomas Sieverts (DE): If you look from the airplane down to the Istanbul area, you will find exactly 
the same situation. You will find houses in the forest, like these condos. These settlements in the 
forest are a very interesting policy to use building as a kind of invention of the forest.

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): The site of Pejë is very interesting within the subject. You have this great 
green land, it was a place where during the war the bombs felt down, and there were the security 
forces of Kosovo, established there. It has a difficult historic situation. One of these programs is to 
build in the green, to create a sort of «in between space». This is the position you have, is it? What’s 
the idea behind this project? 

Ikir Gjinolli (KO): It was a former USA army camp, which was set during the war in Kosovo. Now, 
there is only one building left and the infrastructures, quite heavy, roads and underground infrastruc-
tures. So the idea of the city of Pejë is to develop the site in an education purpose, high education. A 
university should be established here very soon and a recreational and leisure area, which is linked 
to the city park in the West. The green area reaches the edge of the mountains to become a new na-
tional park. With these functions, education and sports, it is meant to be a new public space, linked 
to city centre, which is only 10 minutes by foot. But also linked to the mountains area, because in 
the former Yugoslavia there was a tourism development there and it was supposed to be a cable car 
point, used by the skiers or other users of mountain activity like walking, climbing… So basically the 
development is meant to be link with the green. Actually it supports the vision of the municipality for 
the next ten years in the urban development. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): It looks like you have already decided that it is a park where people can 
build on but what are the driving forces. Is it to build the forest as a city-forest like in Almere? 

Ikir Gjinolli (KO): This is actually the edge of the city, in the mountains. This is not really a forest 
area. It is a public use and a social use of this area. It is not a private area or a prohibited area like 
it used to be when the area was filled with army barracks. So the social values are open, with these 
new buildings, which are supposed to be build, like university and sport facilities but also the parks 
or green areas inside. 

Ipek Akpinar (TK): I have just a quick question about identity. I feel a bit confused. The university 
in the Balkans may have different forms. What sort of university will you implement here? 

Ikir Gjinolli (KO): Until now, the universities as they are known in Kosovo, are more or less a cam-
pus style. Usually the buildings are opened to the public and they are part of the city public area. It 
should be also a requirement in Pejë, that these new contents should be opened to the public. What 
the municipality intend and, it is also supported by the government, is that it should be a public uni-
versity not a private one. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): We are going to Getaria, Spain. The have a very special situation that deals 
with strong edges. The sea, the city and the green… I am very interested by what it will be developed 
on the Europan site. You could decide here, to see this strong edge as a new stop of your village. You 
have a need for new housing. You could have the idea, or the dream that Europan competitors will 
give you some open situation in this landscape. 

Ignacio de la Puerta (ES): As we are talking about the relation between the local and global, we 
also need to think about the scale of intervention. The Basque Country has 2 million inhabitants, 
which allows me to make a comparison with the development process that has taken place in Is-
tanbul. But yes, we have had a model of development and regional action since the 1980s, which 
focuses on looking at the whole region as a linear town, the Basque town. It would be a system 
of multinuclear towns connected by infrastructures, which organises all the activities that develop 
across the whole region. Within this scheme, however, there are still small municipalities like Getaria, 
with 2000 inhabitants, located in the coastal area. The population is small, mostly fishermen and 
sailors. It developed from one centre on the Getaria peninsula. This formed a gateway to the eastern 
zone, protected from maritime invasions from the north-west. The built-up part of the town is located 
between the Getaria peninsular and the continent. 

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): What interests us now is how you will deal with such strong edges? 

Ignacio de la Puerta (ES): The question is how this initial nucleus grew outwards. The compe-
tition site is very small, and the plan is to build 130 dwellings there, 80% of them social housing. 
The intention is to see how this final development of the town can be done. Here, it is about seeing 
how an architecture that takes account of the context can resolve the problem of an exposure that 
is unfavourable in physical and climatic terms, but fabulous from the point of view of image and of 
presence in the territory.

Frauke Burgdorff (DE): We move now to San Bartolomé, on the Canary Island where we have a 
completely different situation. The idea is to develop new housing in the surrounding of great green 
spaces. This would be the last step for San Bartolomé to finish the city. But it doesn’t look like a last 
step, but like a beginning of a fighting between landscape and the city. Because everything seems 
like you are going further there. Maybe you could explain what are your ideas concerning landscape 
and city development. 

San Bartolomé (ES): In San Bartolomé, since the start, the urban area has developed through 
a partial plan and new amenities, such as a primary school, a day centre for the elderly, a cultural 
centre, and a commercial zone with private and public housing. This partial plan is situated within a 
dynamic of general development which is in the process of occurring now. Within this general plan, a 
cycle and pedestrian track acts as a perimeter boundary with the landscape, in a context of future po-
pulation growth. To the north, there is potential urban land which may develop after 2005. This area 
belongs to the town which, because of its lack of amenities, is thinking about developing this zone. In 
addition, it is an area that has average annual rainfall of 250 litres per square metre. In Lanzarote, 
the creation of green areas raises different questions than on other Spanish sites. In 1730, there was 
a volcanic eruption on Lanzarote, which spread lava across 40% of the island, which is now a protec-
ted area. This made it possible to develop high-quality agriculture. That is why our green area has to 
be adapted to the existing island landscape. The site for the public housing operations is a minimum 
area of 3600 m². It is an operation that could be compared with injecting a grain into an oyster to 
create a pearl, in order to improve the architectural and landscape environment of the town.
 
Frauke Burgdorff (DE): In Switzerland the sites have a common characteristic. The first site has 
to deal with at the edge of a more or less city double structure. And the second can be compared to 
it. It is a structure next to an open space. What is here the dialogue between the landscape and the 
city? 

Rodolphe Luscher (CH): The site is located in a landscape, in Valais, on a plain, or let’s say a val-
ley, with mountains on either side. So here we are in a situation where we are talking about nature, 
with three types of different, but complementary nature. The nature of the mountains, which is pure, 
unchanged. There are rocks and all sorts of things. Nature in the raw. Then, we have nature as far-
mland. The land of the plain that has been worked by farmers. And finally, in a few specific places 
where there is human habitation, we have nature in the form of gardens. A garden underneath the 
trees. So here we are, with three types of nature, flanked by mountains on both sides. Is interesting, 
because it should prompt the future designers, and I’m thinking particularly of the landscape archi-
tects and architects, to choose which type of nature they want to emphasise. What meaning they give 
to that nature and where the connecting spaces will be introduced, because those are the themes we 
are talking about today: the transitions between the edges of the developed and the outside. 
In Monthey, we are in an Alpine landscape. This is an industrial platform which contains some buil-
dings that have a certain value, and others with no value at all, which can be removed. However, the 
platform will still be concrete, a mineral base. The plan here is to create a new area for encounter and 
interchange, and also housing and activities, though not industrial of course, to meet the needs of the 
town. Here, the connections are different, a big adjacent shopping centre and, on the other side, a 
link with the road into the village. It is a gateway to the village. Then, on this site, the architects will 
need to respond to a mixed programme. The nature introduced into this platform will need to allow 
for ground pollution. To decontaminate land, you can either dig, which costs a fortune, or make a few 
holes here and there. The municipality and the private investors would like this landscape to include 
something natural. This requires the landscape architects to know about more than just gardening. 

Thomas Sieverts (DE): This is a new phenomenon the question of limits. At the edges, the problem 
of open space contains a sort of hidden future, it has to be saved or build. This is very difficult to 
practice because now we have to stop, to freeze a certain kind of development to keep these green 
spaces opened. In the mean time you have to make these free spaces very valuable. So I think that 
we have to enlighten in the Europan 11, the crucial topic of the edges.
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