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vanou' telm"· ''orking parties and policies have yet to 
gra~p th1,, or to mclude the neighbourhood wi thin their 

0'' n tenn' of reference. 
What 1, c>.pected of the CAP is that it will 

ra"e the profile of the di~trict to a degree that will spark 

off 'JXlntaneou' '"' e~tmcnt in, and care of. the 
em mmment. A fa1th rather than a certainty, this 
' carccl) touche, the area's social problems, although 
ne" I) 111\tlluted play schemes and an annual festival in 

the park might be ju~t beginning to address these. There 

rcm:un count le~~ opportunities not as yet developed for 
want of people to undertake the task: for instance, the 
negotiation of a strategy for student occupation and the 

improvement of the green escarpment, which lends itself 

to nature trails and cycleways. There have been some 
notable failures - the worst being to stop the Council 

selling off the listed mansion to a private developer, 
despite $evcral opportunities to retain it for community 

use. On the other hand, there is just about to be a notable 
victory, in the restoration of the railings around the park. 

The Community Association is always 
vulnerable to the loss of any of its small handful of 
activist!>, although there are signs of more participation 
from the council estates and from some of the 
~equestered luxury-flat residents. Objectives are 
tediously slow to achieve and the work unremitting; but 
there is a personal reward when streets that were 
fonnerly faceless and alienating become peopled with 

familiar and friendly figures. Those who choose to 
identify with, and work for, an area like this are opting 
for engagement, rather than withdrawal. What all the 
effort is about is the re-humanisation of the urban 
neighbourhood, through the re-invention of its public 
rea lm, that presently disparaged pan of the city where 
the mutual interests of an otherwise divided society 

must inevitably meet. 
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ACSP I AESOP Joint I nternational Congrcs~. 
Toronto, Canada, 25-28 July 1996 
Stephen V. Ward, Oxford /Jroo/.. es Uni1•er.w y 

Five years ago in 1991, the firM joint conference of the 
Association of Collegiate Schools of Planning (ACSP) 

and the Association of European Schoob of Planning 
(AESOP) took place at what was then Oxford 
Polytechnic in the historic city of Oxford in the United 
Kingdom. The 1996 Toronto conference wa1> the 
'return match ' , hosted by the Ryer~on Polytechnic 
University and held at the Chelsea Delta Hotel, cl ol>e 10 

the metropolitan attractions of downtown Toronto. 
Predictably, the conference, in one of North America 'l> 

most appealing cities, drew many hundred1> o f 
delegates, from both continent ~. There were no le~l> 

than 19 subject ' tracks' running ~imultaneou\l y, piu\ a 
poster ' track ' . In total. something over 650 paper' were 

programmed. together with 32 ficldtrip' {'mob1IC 
workshops' ) and several plenary \C\\iOn\. El,cwhcre 
on the continent. so it was rumoured. the Olympic 
Games were taking place. 

Within all this activity there wa\ a plannmg 
history track comprising almo~t thirty ind1vidual 
offerings, together with 1>cveral historical pape r~ 

scattered in other parts of the programme. A ' in all 
such events, i t is difficult to convey a full flavour of 
what was on offer, but this review trie, to record at 
least some fragments of the whole event that were 
particularly relevant to practitioners of planning 
history. 

Perhaps the most popular o f the sc~'ion~ in the 
planning history track was the first. Thi1> wa' around 
table session organised by Carl Abbott, the President of 

the Urban History A~sociation and a fonner Council 
member of the IPHS. Entitled "Toronto a' a Capital ol 
Good Planning: Canadian and U.S. Per\ pcctlvc' ' . 11 ' 

\Ub-theme wa\ the way Toromo ha\ for many year\ 
been ~cen a\ a model by many cit1e\ in the Un11ed 
State~> and the way that ro le i 1> now bemg wJ..en over, \O 

it was claimed, by Portland, Oregon. M o\1 o f the 
speakers, who included the dbtingui~hcd Canad1an 
urban hiMorical gcographeri., Richard llarri ~ ol 
M cMaster University and James Lemon of the 
Univcr~i ty of Toronto, spoke to the first pan of thi ~ 
theme. With Frances Frisken of York Univer~ it y rhcy 
revealed much of the historical underp i nning~ of 
Toronto 's compact core, never abandoned by the 
middle clas~es, its pioneering metropolitan government 

structure and its enlightened policies, e\pecially 1n 
revenue ~haring, education and transit. lt wa\ ea\y to 
~cc why it had tOwered over equivalent U.S. Cllle\. We 

aho gained a sense that some of these advantage' were 

in danger o f being lost. 
The next two planning hisrory '>e\'>1011\ dealt 

with ·Urban Space: European and U.S. Per-.pectlve' · 
and 'Telling the Urban Story·. The fir\ t included a 
paper on the Pre-industrial Town \Cape in the ln~u\lnal 
Age by Profe%or Jurgen Lafren; from rhe Un1vcr\l ty 
of Hamburg, a comparative paper on European and 
Amencan c itie~ by M oshe Adler and a remarkable 
di-.cu~\iOn on ' Nature and the City: Conceptual Duahtj 
and the Rbe of the Modern Zoological Garden· by 
Pat rick Win; of the Univcr~ity of Sou them Califom1a. 
In rhe second ~ession were two papers dealing with 
<\\peels of the urban narrative. John Mull in o f the 
Univer~ it y of Ma~sachusett~ gave a spirited 
presentation on the subject of Edward Bel larny', I HH7 
novel, Looking Backward. ~ctting it in the \ OCial and 
cultural context of Boston of the 1880' in wh1ch he 
wrote. He wa~ followed by Jame~ Clapp o f San Diego 
Swte University who ~poke about · Per\ pccti vc-. on 
American Urbanism in American Cinema·. lt wa\ a 
top1c to which the audience particularl y wanncd and 

Toron/0 Centrai/Jusme.1.1 District (0 . Massey) 
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produced one of the most animated discussions in the 

"hole tract... . 
The next ~ession in the track was another round 

table. of particular interest to the readership of this 
bulletin. Entitled ·A Life in Planning History: Gordon 

Cherry 193 1- 1996 · it took the form of a series of short 
presentations re flecting on Gordon Cherry 's 
contribution. Thus Stephen Ward offered some 
thoughts on Gordon ' s scholarship in planning history 
and Cliff Hague. the current President of the Royal 
Town Planning Institute. spoke ofGordon's long 
~erving role within the Institute. David Massey 
reflected revealingly on many years of working closely 
with Gordon in the Planning History Group I 
International Planning History Society. From Australia 
and South Africa, Rob Freestone. Wallace van Zyl and 
Alan Mabin ~poke about Gordon·s impact as a stimulus 
to planning history in their own countries. Donald 
Krueckeberg from Rutgers University. who chaired the 
~e~Mon. also spoke about his transatlantic contacts with 
Gordon. There were also many speakers from amongst 
the audience, adding perspectives from Hong Kong. 
Ireland and further insights from the U.S.A. 

This was fo llowed by a session called ·Sell ing 

Places. Sell ing History'. with papers on the history of 
place marketing by Stephen Ward, and the selling o f 

hiMory in U.S. ci ties by Robber Hodder of Virginia 
Commonwealth Univers ity. Elizabeth Morton of the 
Mas~achusetts Institute o f Technology gave a paper 
called 'Using Heritage in the promotion of Regional 
Identity and Regeneration ', highlighting U.S. examples 
of heritage planning. Finally. Alec McG illivray spoke 
on the i.ubject of ' Planning and the promotion o f 
complexi ty'. focusing on the so-called 'Theatre Block' 

in downtown Toronto. 
The last session in the planning history track 

wa~ another rather full event called ·Making and 
Remaking History: Germany, Eastern Europe and the 
U.K.·. Maria Cavalcanti of the Federal University of 
Pernambuco in Brazil presented a paper about ·Urban 
Reconstruction and Autocratic Regimes', highlight ing 
her fascinating research about President Ceaucescu 's 
grand schemes for Bucharest and comparing these with 
the works of other dictators. Something of the same 
theme was evident in Re iner Jackson's (Univers ity of 
Toronto) paper on 'Urban Planning from Communism 
to Capitalism·. Lynn Davies of the University of 
Reading looked at the remaking of planning in the 
United Kingdom betwee n 197 6 and 1996 in a paper 
entitled 'T wenty Years of Radical Change'. Finally. 
Dirk Schubert o f the Technical University of Hamburg 
looked at the scientific concepts of urban planning in 
Britain and Germany before the First World War in a 
paper ent itled • From Urban Expansion to Urban 

Renewal'. 
This, then, was the formal planning history 

programme. Yet it would almost have been impossible 

to put 10gether another planning history programme 
from re lated contributions in other tracks. Of the 
sessions I caught. I particularly enjoyed David 
Crombie's fascinating and spirited reflections on the 
planning process in Toronto based on many years of 
very active political engagement in the process. It was 
also nice to see planning historians contributing in 
other arenas. such as Rob Freestone's work on the edge 
city phenomenon, Joe Nasr talking about agriculture as 
a sustainable use of land or Marsha Ritzdorf about 
women and planning history. Yet the most impressive 
example of a planning historian finding a wider role 
was Eugenic Birch of Hunter College, New York. 
From being President of the Society for American City 
and Regional Planning History in 1991 , she has now 
become President of the Association of Collegiate 
Schools of Planning. 

In some ways, this wider contribution o f 
planning historians hints at the importance of very 
large conference~ like these for our subject. The 
bewildering randomness of the subjects of the papers 
presented means that they cannot rival our own, more 
~peciali st . gatherings as arenas for developing or 
refining the subject. The importance of gatherings, like 
Toronto. for planning history is that they allow us to 
publicly assert and demonstrate its sign ificance within 
the wider setting of planning studies. In this connection 
it is worth noting that the planning history track, 
though by no means the largest, came about middling 
in terms of track size. Areas such as planning education 
or planning theory were quite a number of tracks 
smaller than planning history. Many other tracks were 
broadly the same size. In other words, planning history 
can fi eld a solid team. Its place certainly does not go by 
default . At times it can draw in those whose primary 
interests lie elsewhere. Some of its practitioners can 
cont ribute to other aspects of the planning debate. 
Doubtles~ we can do more to raise the profile of our 
subject, but there is certainly much to be pleased about. 

XIX Congress of the International Un ion of 

Arch itects 
Karar:y11a Plura. Warsaw U11iversiry ofTeclmology 

The XIX Congress of the International Union of 
Architects had as it!> theme ·Present and Futures, 
Architecture in Cities' and was organised by the 
Architects' Association of Catalonia. It was held in 
Barcelona between 3 and 6 July 1996 and it had broad­
based institu tional backing. The Congress included an 
extraordinary number of exhibitions, debates, 
conferences and visits and was a cultural event of the 

greatest importance. 
The host city of the Congress. Barcelona, is a 

place which has undergone spectacular transformations 
in recent years and has a rich architectural legacy. 
welcomed architects to its very centre. Various 
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buildings around the city's basic axis of La Rambla 
were the framework for the Congress and allowed 
participants to come into direct contact with the ci ty. 

During the Congress. architech from all over 
the world wondered about the role that architecture can 
play in the changing conditions of the contemporary 
city. In the last twenty years the process of urban 
development around the world has entered a new. 
accelerated phase of growth. The pheneomenon of 
urban concentration is common both to the most 
developed and to Third World economies. There are 
more than a dozen cities with over ten mill ion 
inhabitants, and more than two hundred with over a 
mill ion. The other, frequently negative, feature of ci t ie~ 

is that they are spreading out over an ever larger 
territory, with increasingly imprecise boundaries. Some 
main features, which characterise this process. include: 
changes in population, health and hygiene. new 
consumer strategies, new technologies and the growth 
of new channels of communication and transport. 

We could sum up this trend and call it the 
transformation ' from city to metropolis', but we should 
aim to make this change a positive one. The need for 
new organisation of space is a most urgent task. ln this 
situation it is very difficult for architects and 
architecture to stake out a role as director and arbitrator 

of the process. 
The aim o f the Congress wa~ to reflect on and 

debate the contributions which architecture can make 
to the new metropolitan situation. This Congres~ was 
structured around the following themes: 
Mutations- the major changes taking place in the 
context of the transformation of today's cities (I had 
the honour of presenting a pape r in this se~~ion enti tled 
'Shaping the architectural and urban complexes in 
Po land as an element of planning the sustainable 
development of cities); 
Habitations- new housing models arising from the 
new metropolitan situation; 
Flows- the influence of the media and means of 
information and transport on contemporary archi tecture 

and cities; 
Containers- the forms of architecture dealing with 
the new rituals. which shape the public and pnvate hfe 
of the inhabitants of cities; 
Terrain Vague - waste or obsolete land within the city 
fabric, and the urban projects which may transform 
them. 
For example . the urban redevelopment of Barcelona 
rests largely on the articulation and recuperation of 
dozens o f ' terrains vagues' in the inner c ity. which 
were turned into parks,amenities, services and even 

Barcelona (K. Plura. 1996) 
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ne\\ centre:, in conjunction with certain general city 
infra~trucure projects. That was the strategy behind 
both a rehabilitation of the districts of the city and the 
launching of the programme which made it possible to 
host the 1992 Olympic Games. 

During the Congress in Barcelona an enormous 
number of architects and students from all over the 
world exchanged ideas and engaged in debates. These 
involved various groups and institutions: architecture 
~choob. professional organisations, national sections of 
the UlA and their work groups. Over 500 professionals 
from 66 countries responded to the request for 
tndlvtdual paper!>. with the aim of presenting their 
rcnections on the themes of the Congress or projects 
wh1ch set out relevant answers to the questions under 
debate. A selection of these proposals was presented at 
one venue in the form of oral communications and 
graph1c pre entations. 

Currently there are many recommended and 
more frequently observed methods of planning cities 
which \hould assure their sustainable development. but 
to reach that target it is necessary to restore the proper 
role for the factor of urban composition. The built 
env1ronment in cities should be treated in the same way 
a~ the natural world. Both environments should be 
treated equally and simultaneously on a scale which is 
i~ c lear and understandable by citizens. Such activities 
w1ll enable us to attain the following aims: the 
prevention of the ecological destruction of town space, 
the encouragement of the physical and psychic comfort 
of man. the retoration of nature's right to harmonious 
development and the act ive shaping of the bio-climate 

by urban activities. 
Exhibitions, conferences, debates. seminars and 

design competitions were part of the wide variety of 
events on offer to participants of the Congress. Added 
to thb were the schemes and presentations presented by 
City delegates and national organisations. All these 
made the UIA 96 Barcelona Congress the cultural 

event of the year. 

'The P lanning of Capital Cities' 
MtChael Harrison, University of Central England 

Thi\ was theme of the First lnternationaal Conference 
of the Hellenic Planning and Urban History 
AsSOCiation and the Seventh International Conference 

of the International Planning History Society. The 
conference was held at the Aristotle University of 
Thessaloniki from 17 to 20 October 1996. The event 
was supported by the University's Research Committee 
and the School o f Technology, the Geothe Institute, the 

British Council , the lnstitut Francais, the School of 
Architecture o f the National Technical University, the 
Mint~try of Culture and the General Secretariat of 
Research and Technology. The Conference Convenor 
was Professor Vilma Hastaoglou-Martinidis and the 

Organising Committee included Or Kiki Kafkoula, 
Professor Georgios Lavas, Or David Massey and Mr 

Savas Tsilenis. 
Almost 100 delegates from 25 countries were 

able to attend this conference. Although they were 
greeted by rain when they arrived in Thessaloniki, they 
were given a warm welcome (and a large conference 
pack) by Yilma, Kiki and their colleagues and helpers. 

The programme for the conference, whose 
theme was 'The Planning of Capital Cities', was an 
impressive, if ambitious. one. In her Opening Address, 
Vilma Hastaglou-Martinidis welcomed delegates and 
reflected on the honour and fear she had felt when the 
late Gordon Cherry had invited her to organise the 
event. She acknowledged that it had been a fascinating 
challenge to bring so many proposals together. Stephen 
Ward. the new President of the international Planning 
History Society. rightly thanked the organisers for 
bringing the conference to fruition. He noted that the 
theme and the venue had proved attractive. Indeed, 
Thessaloniki will be the Cultural Capital of Europe in 

1997. 
Stephen Ward expressed pride in being 

nominated President of IPHS but sadness at the loss of 
the Society's founder, Gordon Cherry. The latter's 
scholarship, leadership and friendship had been of 
inestimable value to the Society. Gordon had always 
taken ~reat pleasure in the growing diversity and 
strength of this increasingly world-wide body of 
scholars. He would be pleased if we could maintain this 
momentum. Stephen Ward concluded his address by 
recalling a message from Gordon Cherry that planning 
history could be such fun. The truth of this was evident 
in the ensuing sessions and social gatherings. 

Whatever the tone of the conference, there was 
much to be learnt from the proceedings. The main 
problem was deciding which of the many sessions to 
attend after the Plenary Lectures. The larter were of a 
very high standard. They ranged in time from the 
Hellenistic age to the present, and geographically from 
Thessaloniki to Canberra. I must be one of the many 
delegates looking forward to receiving the printed 
conference papers. 

The topics of the Working Sessions were even 
more wide-ranging. The period covered spanned early 
and medieval capitals through to contemporary 
Khartoum. National capitals, divided capitals, regional 

capitals and fragmentary interventions were 
considered. A number of capital cities came in for 
repeated scrutiny: Paris. London, Athens, Canberra, 
Washington and Helsinki. Eastern and Northern 
Europe, the Far East and parts of Africa and Latin 
America were featured in the sessional papers. Among 
individual planners, the name of Haussmann not 
surprisingly cropped up more than most. 

In order to make the most of this rich and 
impressive agenda the delegates had to work hard. 
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They were timetabled from 9 a.m. to 8 p.m. (although 
they were allowed a couple of breaks). As ever. the 
organisers and chairpersons had difficulty keeping thi ~ 
large group of independent-minded and loquacious 
academics to time. (I should be careful here. as Heleni 
Porfyriou reminded me that English workers are among 
the worst time-keepers in Europe!) Perhap~ it was more 
a case of doesn't time fl y when you are enjoying 
yourself. 

The enjoyment was apparent during the two 
planned visits. On the Friday afternoon. after a lively 
and illuminating introduction to the c ity by Alexandra 
Yerolympos. we were taken by coach round parts of 
the historic city of Thessaloniki. This so whetted the 
appetite of this reviewer, and a number of other 

PLA 

delegates. that they stayed in Thessaloniki on the 
Sunday morning. The majority of the delegate\ took 
the opportunity to visi t Pel la, the si te of the capi tal ol 
Phi lip of Macedonia. and Lefkadia. They left me with 
the impression that that trip was a succes~ abo. 

On a more sombre note, a session wa' ~>Ct a\1dc 
on the Saturday evening for de legates to pay tribute to 
the late Gordon Cherry. Stephen Ward took the chair 
and Tony Sutc liffe, Te resa Zarebska, Shun-ichi 
Watanabe. Kiki Kafkoula. Robert Home and llan Trocn 
all 'poke movingly about the former IPHS Pre~>ident. 
While recognising his academic contribution~. they all 
\tressed hi!> human qualities. especially his abi lity to 
engage, involve and encourage other people. The I PI IS 
Counci l, for its part. is considering ways of 
commemorating Gordon Cherry·~ contributton to 
planning history. 

Perhaps mindful of Gordon 's dictum that 
planning history can be fun . the organiser<, arranged a 
..uitably named 'Convivial Dinner' on the Saturday 
evening. Here.as elsewhere, during this stimulattng and 
varied Conference old friendships were renewed and 
new contacts were made. Once again. the organ1ser<, 
should be commended for bringing together thi\ 
\timulating and friendly body of planning hbtorian,. 
The delegates will have left Thessaloniki with many 

happy memories and interesting thoughts. We look 
forward with interest to see what Robert Freestone can 
arrange for us in Sydney in two years time. 

For the information of IPHS members I list 
below the names of the contributors to the Conference 
and the title of their papers. 

Plenar y Lectures 

Professor Georgios Lavas (Universi ty of At hen~ ). 

Thessaloniki. a non-capital city of capita/meaning 
Professor Wolfram Hoepner (Frei Universitat Berhn). 
Capital Cities of the Hellenistic Age. 
Profe,sor Anthony Sutcliffe (Leicester Universtty). 
Paris and London: Tll'o approaches to capital cuy 
planning. 
Professor Alexander Papageorgiou-Yenetru. 
(Technische Universitat Munchen), Athens: Modern 
planning in cm historic comext. Early planning 
schemes and their impact on the creation of the 
cultural-arclwelogical park. 
Professor llan Troen (Ben-Gurion Universi ty). The 
tramformation of Jem salem imo a modern capital 
city:an exploration of the politics and aesthetics of 
planning. 

Professor Thomas Hall (Stockholm University). Is 
capital city plamring differem? Reflections on 
European developmemfrom Henry IV to Ceaucescu. 
Professor John Reps (Cornell University). Forgotten 
plans and neglected designs: a new look at the 1912 
competition for the Australian National Capital. 
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Sessional Pa pers 
Capital - t he concept 
Stephen Ward (Oxford Brookes University), Rhetorical 

capitals . The recompositioning of regiional cities on 

the glolwl stage. 
Carola Hein (Tokyo Metropolitan University) , Visions 

and reality of the European capital. 
Panayotis Toumikiotis (National Technical University 

of Athens). Lo terre er le papier. 
Early capita ls 
Corinne Lathrop Gilb (International Society for 
Comparative Study of Civilizations), The nature of rule 

and the planning of capitals: some early examples. 
Felipe Gorostiza Arroyo (University of Pennsylvania), 
Budding Cosmopolis: Planning and the sign in Mexico­

Tenochtitlan. 
Evangelos Dimitriadis (University of Thessaloniki), 
The new urban model of post-Renaissance Europe: the 

'capital city'. 
The model capita l 
Donatella Calabi (lstituto Universitario di Architeettura 
di VeneLia). The capital city as a model of modernity. 
Pans: an example for Italian planning in the second 

half of the nineteemh century. 
Ro~a Tamborrino (Politecnico di Torino), Paris as 
model : Haussmann and the capital of the nineteemh 

century. 
Xavier Malverti (Ecole d ·Architecture, Paris-la-Seine), 

Alger: construction of the modern city. 
I nter -war capita l pla nning 
Takashi Yasuda and Makoto Terauchi (Setsunan 
University), Dai Osaka and planning an economic 

capital in the imer-awr period in Japan. 
Kiki Kafkoula (University of Thessalonik.i), An out-of­

place wopia ? The Garden City movement and the 
planning of capital cities outside metropolitan regions. 

Pavlos Delladetsimas (University of the Aegean), The 
immed1ate post-war period ( 1944-52). Policy measures 

and their impact on the developmefll and planning of 

Greater Athens. 
C ity conceptions and forms 
Marina Lathouri (University of Pennsylvania). Le 
Corbusier: from Paris to Chandigarh:Variarions on the 

same theme 1922-56. 
Kermit C. Parsons and Bonnie MacDougal (Comell 
University), Chandigarh's romantic/rational 

reputation reconsidered. 
Luiz Cesar Queiroz Ribieiro and Lena Lavinas (Federal 

University of Rio de Janeiro), Images er 
represemations des femmes dans la construction de la 

modemite de Copacabana. 
Com paring capita ls 
Pierre Pi non (Ecole d ' Architecture Paris-la Defense), 
La ville-lotissement: trois capitales aux 18me et 19me 

siecles: Londres, Paris et Istanbul. 
Jesus Escobar (Fairfield University), A project for 
Madrid: Fransisco de Sotomayor and the planning of a 

capital city in sixteenth century Spain. 
Stcphane Yerasimos (lnstitut Francais d 'Etudes 
Anatoliennes), Constaninople: une capitate avantla 

planijicarion. 
Fragmenta ry planning 
William Wright (University of North Carolina), White 

city. white elephant, white blouses: reusing 
Washington' s Union station. 
Natasa Remundu-Triantafyllis (Greek Ministry of 
Planning), Twenty years experience of corrective 
measures: The making of the historical identity of the 

Athenian capital. 
Cleopatra Karaletsou and Rena Papageorgiou 
(University of Thessalonik.i), Fragmentary 
inter1•e111ions in Thessaloniki: Restruclllring the urban 

experience. 
Provincial capita ls 
Fransisco Javier Monclus (Barcelona School of 
Architecture), Barcelona: Urban discourse and 
planning strategies 1897-1923. 
Stamatina Malikouti (National Technical University of 
Athens), The planning evolution ofPireus 1834-1922. 

Ljubinko Pusic (University of Novi Sad), The 
transformation of Novi Sad in the first half of the 

twentieth century. 
Becoming the capital 
Theresa Zarebska (Warsaw University of Technology), 
Bet oming the capital: Warsaw in the 16th and 17th 

centuries . 
Nadja Kurtovic Folic (University of Belgrade), 
Belgrade in planning history: the 16th- 19th centuries. 
Laura Kolbe (Unversity of Helsinki), The University 
and the City : Turku and Helsinki 1802-1995. 

Public space 
Aleth Pi card (Ecole d ' Architecture de Normandie), 
Paris 1850-1900: modernisation of capital cities and 

public space. 
Dirk Schubert (Technische Universitat Hamburg), 
Creating Imperial London: planning Kingsway and the 

'Haussmannisarion' of the capital. 
Heleni Porfiriou (lstituto Universitario di Architerrura 
di Vene.tia), Haussmann and Siue: Formal versus 

informal planning. 
Planning colonial cap itals 
Robert Home (University of East London), Planning 
British colonial cities as future national capitals . 
Alexandra Yerolympos (University of ThessaJoniki), 
Planning colonial capitals in the early twentieth 

cenltlry: The twilight of grand design . 
Vassilis Colonas (Architect, T hessaloniki), Civic 
centres in the capital cities of the colonies 1840-1940. 

Athens: Mod ern ca pital 
Dimitris Philippidis (National Technical University of 
Athens), An insignificant footnote in the Athens plan 

1838-39. 
Eleni Kalafati (National Technical University of 
Athens), Lo mairrise de/' eau a Athenes aux 19me 
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si eel e. 

Manolis Marmaras (Universi ty of the Aegean), From 
the policy of town planning to that of compacmess: 
Athens during the first half of the twentieth cemury . 
Divided capita ls 
Andreas Ashiotis (Nicosia Planning Department), 
Planning in a divided capital: Nicosia . 
Rassem Khamaisi (Haifa University), The British 
Mandate planning legacy as a tool for I'OIItrol of 
Palestinian development in the West Bank by Israeli 
occupation. 

Ursula von Petz (University of Dortmund), Berlin after 
1989: The renewal of a capital. 
Capita l-scale p rojects 
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