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ABSTRACT: This paper discusses the role of design in thedéslopment of a contemporary hybrid
spatial condition that is labeled the ‘rurban’ igalRurban’ points at the interface between thiean and the
rural. Spatially, this rurbanity materialises ifragmented and dispersed way, creating diffuserbgtmeous
tissue that is often neither urban nor rural boiuianeously both. During the last decades, urlesigd has
proven its value and potential as medium to formeuteew answers to formerly unknown developmentissu
within a project-based approach in urban areas {leegrojets urbain). Likewise, it is argued that ‘design’
(pointing at urban as well as landscape designpeaone of the possible media to contribute toctieation
of innovative strategies and methods for rurbanrenments. Since this diffused condition gains motam

at fringe-areas of a metropolis with its mix of anized centers and open green areas in differapeshand
sizes, Brussels metropolitan area is used as Thegaper provides an overview of different typespatial
projects in this area and encompasses a first eta some of the roles of design in these prsject
KEYWORDS: design, rurban, Brussels, metropolitan, projectdscape scale

1 INTRODUCTION

This paper is derived from the notion that the giesilisciplines such as planning, urbanism and
landscape architecture, are increasingly callechuporespond and contribute to the management ef th
social and environmental challenges and new nekedscontemporary spatial condition that | call lvan’.
Designing within environments that contain a migtwf highly diverse urban as well as rural and rahtu
objects, structures, and places is a relatively task for both urban and landscape designers amheis.

In these rurban environments, mostly found at thgeee of cities and in-between large built-up areamrs
are confronted with the conditions’ functional nilitity (different land uses) and social complgxjtmany

actors with various spatial claims). From a desigmoint of view also a larger territorial or landpe scale
has to be faced. At the same time these rurbamcagmaents contain a lot of potential for redevelgpamd

revaluating/upgrading the living environment of ambas well as rural residents. The integrationifééreént

land uses on the one hand, and the integratiorctofsaand their spatial claims on the other is st

example of the challenges. The aim of this paperivide a first exploration of the roles of desiign
strategic spatial development projects in rurbarnrenments.

To support the discussion, this paper draws onetteample of rurban development in the Brussels
metropolitan area, Belgium’s capital city and i&riphery. It provides an overview of the differaéypes of
strategic spatial project that are being conduédtedhis environment. Furthermore, the general desig
approach of these projects will be described, aligume to draw some conclusions on the role ofgihesi
contemporary developments in rurban Brussels. lithei argued among others that more attention needs
be given to the capacity of design as crucial panturban (re)development processes and projetts. T
paper begins with a discussion of the relevanc@frurban focus connected with design as cerdsale,
followed by a brief explanation of the embeddingdekign in a project-based approach. | will them to
the case study and the roles of design.

2 SPACE OF OPPORTUNITY: RURBANITY AND ITSCHALLENGES

Geographically as well as socially ‘rurban’ poiatghe interface between the urban and the ruramF
a spatial point of view, this rurbanity materiafisen a fragmented and dispersed way, creating s#iffu
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heterogeneous tissue that is neither urban not hwiasimultaneously both. For instance accordiog t
Hoggart (2005:1) the city’s hinterland containshboatrban and rural land uses and pressures, creating
hybrid landscape or urban pressure and ‘mutataditegside. Gallent et al. (2006) on the other hasctibe
special characteristics to this ‘fringe-area’, @iéfntiating it from urban or rural areas and coersi) it to be
home to particular land uses and activities. Othghors however view this ‘in-between’ area as igere
waiting to be fully urbanised. Each opinion proleabbntains elements of truth and therefore thep'tare
necessarily contradictory. For some rurban pamsght certainly be true that they are just in mbétween
stage awaiting urbanisation, while others maintia@ir specific character and land uses and funstibat do
not fit in with urban nor rural areas.

The rurban phenomenon describe here is not newyidtespreadedness and gradual intensification
however are. During the last two-three decenniareimsing amounts of rurban tissue with a particular
structure and morphology appeared, challengingléwelopment and sustainable management of it. [Up ti
now many definitions that try to grasp its diffused specific character have been formulated iremdifft
context. Examples are tliwvischenstadof Sieverts, the urban-rural fringe used amongrstiby Gallertt
the hinterland of Hoggart or thatta diffusaof Indovina. Although originating from specific ggraphical,
economical and institutional contexts, these cotscdyave similar characteristics. Some of theseaare
fragmented appearance, a mixture of dissimilar mrbad rural functions and land uses, and a blur of
territorial, psychological and contextual limits.hé&h using ‘rurban’ to describe the contemporantiapa
reality, | refer to these common characteristied Hre evidence for the rife of the phenomenon.

The specificity of rurbanity places urbanism ananpiing (and other disciplines) for new challendes.

a result from the areas’ position as buffer betweeban and rural, its function as receptacle for
‘second-degree’ land-uses that were not desirauttiar zones (Gallent et al 2006), as well as its a3 a
mediator between ‘place’ and ‘world’ (Sieverts 2813, a heterogeneous landscape (Sieverts 200®i€2)
great diversity in land uses, socio-economic abtisi and structures emerged. The functional and
morphologic duality that characterises this rurbpatiality causes problems as well as offers oppdits

for future socio-economic and spatial developm@ntas Ascher indicates, ‘This new, diffuse urbaacsp

in perpetual expansion, fragmented and heterogesnefien constitutes a challenge for architectsanists,
and politicians, for it does not match the tradiibforms of appropriation, between social life aexitorial
rights’ (Ascher in Fort et al. 2000:414). That plarg and urbanism can contribute to the managemwient
these rurban areas has been widely acknowleddee iretent literature (Gallent 2006). However, idesrto
respond properly, the particular issues that aslafiention and that make of rurbanity an intengstopic
from a spatial viewpoint have to be made clear.

Rurbanity — and analogous concepts — are for skereaons hot topics in current literature, pokond
practice. One of these is the growing ecologicalceon, and another one has to do with social aient
aspects. For a long time, a compact developmenities with dense built-up areas was thought ofhas
most ecologic-sustainable form. Whereas it alrdsglyame clear that the pursuit of this type of dgwelent
model from a spatial point of view is no longerligt&c and feasible in a rurban reality, recentdgts also
show that the idea of the compact model being tbetracological form might not always be true. They
indicate that the largest degrees of biodiversity be found in edge-areas. At the edge of urbarraadl
tissue a larger amount of habitat variation exigtsulting in more biodiversity. Keeping the lengththe
boundary between urban-rural as small as possisiéhle compact city model intends) is consequerdty
always the most favourable option from an ecolggimt of view. Also socially the compact city models
created discussion. The need for easy accessibén gpaces within a reasonable distance from vhg li
environment is increasingly considered as precamdifor a liveable and social-sustainable environine
Classical concepts and models such as the comipachedel are therefore being questioned in theenak
these rurban developments (Sieverts 2003). Newatber different or better adapted- models andesiies
are therefore being sought after (Busquets ande@@006), and as | will argue further on designtmmone
of the possible media to explore these new stresegiodels and concepts.

The rurban environment is moreover a desired tagay because it is viewed by different parties as
space of opportunity. The urban as well as thel mgamunity claim parts of the rurban environmehe
first as area for augmenting liveability througte thstablishment of areas for recreation or for agodl
purposes; the latter as area for economic produckarthermore, in terms of ecological balancebaor

1 According to Whitehand (1988) the origin of thencept lays with geographer Herbert Louis (1936).
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areas turn out to be valuable areas, as well a$ edreerns social issues. The rurban edges ofditie
increasingly looked at to improve the liveabilitf/the city because they still contain large opeacss that
for instance can be transformed to peripheral par&siding both social (such as recreation) andoggoal
opportunities. Understanding grows that the usia@de rurban areas with their open spaces is tfocithe
development and quality of life of the urban regifom the development of a sense of place and ityeand
for the environmental benefits as water retentoilution abatement and keeping the temperatureund
control (cf. van den Brink et al. 2006, Woolley 3p0Czerniak et al. (2007:11-12) for example renthg
these open spaces are some kind of ‘bargaining tbipompensate for expansive building, but theyatso
assume designed dimensions of enormous social @vidgécal value’. The many spatial claims that are
placed on the same piece of land in a rurban emviemt, make the organisation and management ofat t
rather complicated task. The juxtaposition of ckimcombination with the unconventional mix offeient
elements, structures and actors in the rurban lagsts to calls for (different forms of) integratisnch as
institutional, spatial, or functional integratiosegé Vanempten 2010). For instance Gallent (200&kspof
integrating the urban and rural areas, functiond, ases, and predicts that (at least some) rurkeas dor
fringes as he calls it) will be ‘guided by a forrhmlanning and governance that promises to be farem
‘negotiated’ and integrated’ (2006:390). Followi@gllent urbanism and spatial planning have a clgarto
play in managing rurbanity since they are framewddt bringing interests together, for facilitatingange
and for managing complexity (2006:389) and for damating the actions of interest groups and prongpti
integrated thinking in the rural-urban fringe (20884). Their role is more specifically not thatrefjulator
but of negotiator, facilitator and coordinator. éaf the possible task for the design discipline®hs thus
not only to guide the development of these operespa a qualitative manner and combining the wiffe
social, economic and ecologic needs, but also turibmte to the safeguarding or restoration of the
coherence and identity of the landscape.

Summarised, the diversity of rurbanity, althougteofconsidered as negative characteristic, iset th
same time its richness. Within the complexity ofstlenvironment, potentials for different kinds of
development that can boost the regions’ social @whomic development are present. Supported by an
argument of De Meulder, | will focus attention testhn as one of the possible media to explore this
potential in a creative manner and to respond ammtribute to the management of the social and
environmental challenges and new needs of the mucbadition. The attention for design is furthermor
based upon a quote of Barnett in (Krieger and Sensn2009:108), saying that ‘Today’s city is a coempl
metropolitan organism still in the process of fotioa and guiding its development is the principal
challenge for urban designers.’. Not only urbanigtess, but all design disciplines are increasiragited
upon to think of possible answers for the new dgwalent issues of rurban environments. Ways to leandl
the further development of them are needed, buy osdearched to a limited amount (contrary to the
numerous studies describing it). Secondly, not dméyreasons why design is mentioned by some autwor
a suitable medium to come up with innovative answbut also some of the ways how design itself is
influenced by operating in a rurban condition arplered. One of the implications of rurbanity faesign is
for instance the requirement of another scale Jevainely the intermediate, territorial or landscapele.
Also, because of the complex spatiality and curstrites for sustainable development, the comtonaif
ecological concerns and social oriented developrappears frequently in the context of planning tfa
rurban edge.

3 DESIGNING A RURBAN ENVIRONMENT

According to De Meulder (2009), in the context eban redevelopment urban design — inextricably
connected with a project-based approach — turnetbdue a medium to formulate new answers to folyner
unknown development issues. His argument is amdmgr® based upon Busquets who attributes a formal
and aesthetical capacity to urbanism. Following taigument, ‘design’ (embedded in a project-based
approach) might also be one of several media tavaemgo the challenges and needs of the rurban
environment. A first question that arises in tlaspect is why design and why can it formulate neswers?
And furthermore: To what extent does design indeffdr new answers to the rurban development
condition? Which design applies to rurban (in steddurban) development issues? Which are the
preconditions that have to be fulfilled in ordeattidesign is to be able to formulate new answers?

To start with, what are those ‘new answers’ that laging sought after in a rurban environment? An
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example concerns this landscape’s increasinglygite land use and activities, and growing impartaof
green structures and nature areas. Besides prgvidices for recreation, augmenting the liveabititythe
city’s urban tissue, the rurban structure is alsokéd upon to enhance and secure biodiversity. New
landscapes that fit the multifunctional use of gpiaca more sustainable manner have to be des{@mecbp
2005). As a result other approaches for desigriiegd landscapes come into sight, paying spectéatiin

to the ecological and socio-aesthetical needs. rébent turn to more landscape-oriented approaahes f
instance and the appearance of a new discourdaraistape urbanism’ illustrate this (cf. Shane 20860
initiatives such as the development of design dunde for ecosystem networks (Opdam and Steingréver
2008) or a conceptual framework for sustainablddaape planning (Botequilha Leitao and Ahern 2@082)
indications of some of the directions that are gedsplored in responding to the challenges of thrban
landscape. ‘New answers’ therefore can encompasairtestrategies, other development models, adapted
concepts, etc.

3.1 why design?

Before exploring the why, what and how, it has éanfiade clear which type of design | am talking @abou
As indicated, the rurban environment requires agrosicale than the urban development scale. Fanost
in a rurban environment, one is also confrontedhwitlandscape perspective and a landscape scake. As
result, in several spatial projects for these emrirents not only urban design but also landscapigmlés
mobilised. Methods from landscape design are atdngbapplied in rurban development projects. Design
strategies include for instance successive plantingenerate new soil based on plant life cycled an
different crop-techniques to rehabilitate degratedf, or a cultivated maintenance and mow management
to create pathways and soft boundaries betweeaatenal and economic used afe&®r this reason, | will
take both urban and landscape design into accauhsgeak from this point on of ‘design’ in genek&@hat
concerns defining ‘design’, there isn’'t one gerlgralccepted definition. Different authors definesidga
according to their own context, subject and peioaptLikewise, | use a description of design, based
other authors and adapted to the focus of thisrpaperinciple, design is a process shaping arireninent
according to the needs of human beings in ordezntiance the quality of life (based on Lang 1994).
According to Lynch ‘Design is the playful creatiand strict evaluation of the possible forms of stbrimgj,
including how it is to be made’ (Lynch 1984:290). dther words, through design different options of
development can be imagined. Secondly, these aptian be tested to the socio-spatial circumstaoictse
development (actors, land uses, topography, ett)tlwEndly it can be explored and detailed if andvhibie
chosen options and strategies can be transformetkeésures that make them reality. These three ateme
are basic elements of what design does.

Although Lang (1994:70) wrote about (urban) degfugt its role is ‘limited in dealing with the major
problems and issues confronting the world’, redgagcit as medium for thinking of new answers fortran
development issues can be validated when takingpéinspective of design as a political tool. Sinlce t
layout of the environment and social change argtiiwably linked, design mirrors the social worldafg
1994). Therefore it can contribute on a limited amatlest scale to determining the direction of dewelent
and the answering of challenges in the rurban w@&&tause solving problems, and more particulgrétial
problems, is a basic objective of design (Rowe 198Thakes sense to call upon design as one ahtdia
to manage rurban challenges. So far, it is not@wgtclear how design can do this, making an extion of
the characteristics and qualities of design necgs@éhat are the reasons for design being a seitatgldium
in the first place? To begin with, | have focusé@rition on what De Meulder describes as desiggEcity
to ‘formulate new answers to formerly unknown depehent issues’. Besides that, design possesses a
number of other characteristics that explain whgait be a suitable medium in this respect. To mgiomp,
these characteristics are mainly designs’ abibtyake the spatial particularity into account amdvgle a
form of quality, to act as a medium for communigatiand thirdly its capacity to create correlatiams
integration. For instance, because design is abepibring, discovering, and showing different opsoof
development, expressing itself with a combinatibrisual and non-visual means, several authorsidens
design as a means of communication. The differgtioies can feed and stimulating debate between the

2 This is among others the case in a project célliéescape’ that aims at the development of a muphrk on the former garbage
dump Fresh Kills on the suburban Staten Island, Mesk. Design team is Field Operations under sup&mw of landscape architect
James Corner.

% In the ‘Parc de la Dedlle’ in the metropolitan aoéille — France, this type of strategies weredis
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actors involved. People can sit around a tablestad discussing on a sketch or drawing from threrdd
development. They can start drawing themselveaniattempt to come up with a suitable solution sujegl

by all around the table. Especially ‘resarch byigiegas a subtype of design) can be a way to #shkab
communication between the actors involved. At thme time, it can be used to build a public suppase

by involving representatives of the different asstiens and of the inhabitants into the design essc
Furthermore, design has been called ‘the art aftirg)’ by Clarence Stefnlt can be a medium to relate
structures to one another and to their naturahggtbr land uses, communities, etc. As Lang (12@#)ed, it
not only relates physical matter, but it can alskate these structures ‘in time and over time'. d-afso
remarked that (urban) design is about relating gusibnal concerns to each other (such as health and
biodiversity). In imaging different options, therpen or persons that are designing frequently nusslecof
analytical/empirical sources of inspiration in dafi to their conventional wisdom. For instance,nga
designs start with a typo-morphologic analysistaf involved environment, and/or with a general eqhc
that determines the direction of thought. Thesértepies are considered to reveal among othershpessi
relationships to be distilled by the designer. thep words, using design can be a chance to wotl wi
existing edges, boundaries and constraints ratiaerignoring them, making it an interesting too&irurban
environment were different types of boundaries (alemstitutional or physical) are present.

The previous gives just a few hints towards the svegsign can be a medium for providing new or
innovative answers in a rurban environment — agiattor and communicator, as provider of substaatce,
However, not all design does ‘act as medium for momication’ or as integrator. The circumstances in
which design operates, the reasons why designed, wnd the person(s) that are designing influ¢hee
usage of the capacities of design to a great exBaribre turning to the Brussels rurban environméntill
now go on with explaining why design is studiedhivita project-based approach.

3.2 Designin aproject based approach on inter mediate-territorial-landscape scale

The contemporary way of development within urbanismithout a doubt project-based, encompassing
actions and interventions that have an importapiichon a larger city area (Masboungi 2002, Busgaed
Correa 2006, Loeckx and De Meulder 2007, Salet @ualini 2007, De Meulder 2009). Since the
appearance of therojet urbair -spatial projects in urbanised environments- abthe 1980% a lot of
experience has been built on how to develop inftgrateas. When broadening the horizon to perighera
rurban areas one enters however more virgin teyriecently, it became clear that the fragmenpediality
needs its ownprojet territorial’ (Mangin 2004) on a larger scale level. This sdalel transcends the scale
of the urban project, in the same way as the udsselopments transcended the scale of the araligbct
level. Some describe it as a territorial scale §Bilder 2009), others as a landscape scale (S&0@6) or
a regional scale (Sieverts 2003). Whereas thisfasgale-level is required to look at and deal with
problem issues of the rurban area today (see &iange Selman 2006, Leinfelder 2007), it also means
(re)new(ed) perspective for urbanism. Because efiffierent scale and the specificity of problesuiss in
the rurban environment, classical methods of digyping and urban design cannot be used directigast
cases. Another implication of the larger scale llesethe appearance of landscape in the discussions
Landscape architecture and landscape urbanismsigneldisciplines become involved in the development
processes in an attempt to link the larger, mostratt territorial scale to concreteness (De Mauk®)9).
Furthermore, it becomes increasingly clear thasdhepatial projects on a landscape scale require a
multidisciplinary approach (Lootsma 2000, Krieged&aunders 2009).

(Urban) design has been a central component opihiet urbain during the glossy period of urban
renewal, experimenting with new concepts and sirese Similarly, this capacity of design is exphoit
according to De Meulder (2009) in the current trefighrojets territorial Design is looked upon to crack
open new problem areas of city and territory ancréate new concepts and visions. In this followshthis
paper, a first exploration of this new practice ancreasing role of (urban and landscape) designa‘a
medium to formulate new answers to formerly unknalemelopment issues’ (cf. De Meulder 2009) is being
carried out by means of the Brussels metropolit@a @s a macro-case and several spatial projedts in
rurban edge as micro-cases.

4 Quoted in (Lang 1994:ix)
5 The project-mode in urbanism originated aroundli®@0s as an answer to the fading blueprint andaaratic masterplanning
(De Meulder 2009).
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4 RURBAN DEVELOPMENT IN BRUSSELSMETROPOLITAN AREA

Brussels historically expanded radio-concentricmiag an inner circle — the so-called ‘first crown’
19" century belt and an outer circle referred to @&s'skecond crown’ that corresponds with the extemsib
the tissue towards the ring road in thé"@ntury. Describing what is precisely meant wiBrussels’
depends strongly upon the chosen perspective. Rrdarger spatial perspective, Brussels is a stiateg
spatial and economic location situated in the bérfEurope, on a crossing of highways, linking disiet
spatial networks such as the Randstad, Ruhr-aréaParis/London on a European scale, or the Flemish
Diamond and the Walloon triangle, and North andtBdn Belgium. From an institutional perspective,
Brussels only encompasses the strongly urbanisetibpoof land mastered by Brussels Capital Region
(BCR), its governmental entity. The tight institutal boundaries of BCR do not correspond with
socio-economic aspects, nor with the spatial readit the Brussels metropolitan area (Hooghe 1993,
Oosterlynck and Swyngedouw 2007, Vanderstraetah 2009, Delwit and Deschouwer 2009). The redult o
this mismatch is a scattering of competences oiferent regions. To make matters even more comphex
authority to regulate most spatial development dsswithin the BCR-region is spread over its 19
municipalities. As a result, the regional level liasted control over spatial issues and land uaas, has to
depend constantly on other actors such as the ipalhies, the railway, private parties, etc (Maaok
2009).

Just as many vibrant metropolises, the core urissud of the BCR is surrounded by dispersed
peripheral tissue. Large parts of these rurban sareperate functionally independent (such as
Vilvoorde-Zaventem) and belong to Flemish or Watiderritory, but link on morphologic level with the
BCR tissue. Brussels today is not only an urbaiitaapith a great deal of built-up surface, it alsantains
many green and even rural places, especially iririhge area. An intense functional and spatiarattion
between the urban core of Brussels and its suringadxists, making this zone ‘rurban’ territoryeuery
meaning of the word. It is an edge-region in aiabatnse (urban, rural, natural elements; perghesue
meets city tissue; etc), but also in a socio-caltaense (different language groups meet, mixtticifi@rent
cultures). It contains both urban and rural tisagewell as areas with valuable nature that are giahe
Natura-network, or industrial zones, bundles ofasfructure, housing, rural activity, etc. Someupies of
the magnificent photo-reportag®ver de rand(freely translated: about the fringe) of Michidendryckx
[fig. 1] illustrate this intriguing spatial mixturéll taken in this Brussels fringe-area, with axinaum of
10km distance from the city centre, these photdgahow life and spatiality in the parallel wortifsurban
and rural that mingle in this edge-zone. Thereftsam a spatial point of view, ‘Brussels’ pointsaat urban
region, the physical agglomeration with a seriesulifurbs and urbanized municipalities (Kesteloat &aey
2002), that transcends the governmental bounddf@sthat reason, | speak of the ‘Brussels metitgpol
area’.

Figurel The Brussels fringe, showing Sint-Agatha-Berchktaise and Zaventem
(Copyright Michiel Hendryckx)

Summarised, the spatial development of the rurtiagd of Brussels is not only challenging for reaso
of spatial fragmentation and dispersion, but alscase of the complexity of the institutional lazase. The
following provides an overview of some projectghiis rurban environment of Brussels, in order tovsto
their variety and to provide a first scan of thffedent roles that design can take up. Furthermefecus on
the way the projects deal with the tension betwadyan and rural (e.g. which strategies are used) is
analysed.
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4.1 The spectrum of spatial projectsin Brusselsrurban environment

As a result of the diversity and the functional andrphologic duality of rurbanity, different type$
projects emerge in the rural-urban edge. Theydiffieinstance according to the type of developniarttan,
rural, both), and the objectives (creating synerggycling areas, restructuring space, filling ggainitiating
new development, enhancing and reinforcing existiagentials, etc.). Some projects seek connectidim w
the urban centre, others with the more rural hiatel, and even others try to combine both. The land
development and land consolidation projects foraimse rather fit in with the rural activities arahdl uses.
In most cases they are targeted at open spaceogeveht and protection against further urbanisatiden
often support of agricultural activities. The coati@en with urban developments remains in most cases
limited to the construction of recreational netwaorn the other side of the spectrum are the gojadhe
frame of the ‘housing plan’ and the allotments-pot$ such as the England-project in Linkebeek &ed t
Erasmus-project in Neerpede. In between both edseis a whole spectrum of different combinations of
urban and rural measures and strategies. In edtlesd projects, design is used for certain reasopdwith
different purposes, other than creating and imagird substance. For instance, design can be uséa as
‘PR’ of the project, to explore different possibés and directions of development, to attemptraae a
support base among the various involved actors, etc

Gardens of Jette

Neo-project - Heizel
Canal zone /

Maalbeek-Mol k - A
aalbeek-Molenbeek - Asse Schaarbeek-Vorming

Erasmus-project Neerpede Plateau of Moorsel

Groene Wandeling
Meighemheide - Beersel

nn ns O c ctions O Mixed devl
Figure2 spatial projects in rurban Brussels

- Urban connections:
The urban development Canal zone is a bit of asidert in this analysis, since this project mainly
targets at developing the banks of the canal Blsi3garleroi in the city centre. An overall vision
on the Canal and its potentials for redevelopmemissing at the moment. However, since the
canal stretches out into the periphery, and siheecurrent project is already being financed by
‘Beliris’ (a cooperation between the BCR and thdefal government), this project could be an
opportunity to pay attention to the transition dinétage of the city with its surroundings. The role
of design at the moment is showing the projechb@bitants and to the different municipalities (the
canal forms a border between different municipadiin the BCR), acting as a basis for discussion.
Its role could however be expanded, acting as #egiator of urban and rurban structures and
networks. Another interesting project in this redpis the Erasmus-project in Neerpede. This
project aims to develop a green area in combinatith dense housing (mainly private, small
amount social housing) in a part of Brussels thiittes a rural feel to it. A first design propbsa
encompassed the creation of 1800 to 2800 housiitg om a terrain of 13 hectares. Design in this
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project was used for its basic role as a provideubstance. Its role as communicator was however
not being played out. From a first exploration bfstproject, it appears that only a line of
communication existed between the designers anddthelopers. Probably unintended, the design
for the Neerpede-development stimulated howevedipudebate on the desired development.
Especially the density of apartments and sociakimg, and the absence of any public services that
showed from the first designs triggered the delaai resistance grew against the allotment that
was largely based on singular economic grounds.

Rural connections

The land development Meighemheide in Beersel (10skuth of Brussels city centre) aims to
development of a large piece of open space areases are among others supporting agriculture
in the fringe of the city, enhancing and safeguagdiatural and landscape values, improving the
accessibility, linking the place to the networkapfen spaces in the Brussels fringe, water retention
measures, etc. Also the land development Asse Meakilolenbeek (460 ha) and Plateau of
Moorsel, situated in the open space between Bussel Leuven, have similar targets. The task for
design in these projects is mainly to think of @bi¢ solutions that are solid enough to provide a
barrier against further urbanisation (for instantbe planting of trees or the creation of small
woodlands are a few of the used strategies). Fumibre, besides providing measures to protect the
openness or green character of the landscape,eariatk of design in these projects is to structure
the landscape to create coherence and identityn$teince by designing recreational networks that
link the place to its surroundings). Whereas the ob design in the projects on the urban sidénef t
spectrum included conducting the ‘PR’, showing pueject to inhabitants and other parties, or
acting as a basis for discussion, the role of debkigre seems rather to be to provide technical
solutions.

Mixed connections:

An example of a mixed development project is ‘Nabthe plateau of the Heizel in the north of
Brussels area. The programme for this 67ha larga ancompasses a combination of services of
communal importance (congress centre, hotel, shgpmiall), park area and public services and
was determined by political actors of the munidtgadf Brussels and the responsibles on regional
level. The further development and design of thigyramme into a concrete spatial project is being
conducted at the moment by means of an urban desigpetition. Afterwards also an architectural
design competition will be organised. Design instpiroject is clearly forced to concentrate on
adjusting the predetermined programme to the ctaaite. Another mixed development project is
the ‘gardens of Jette’. This project combines ashaydevelopment in a landscape park of 7 ha
near the boundary between the BCR and the Flenaglom. Its catalysing effect seems to be
limited though and it has a rather local scalepiiests ambition to realise the development within
a landscape park of 7 ha. Another interesting ptojgth rurban connections (rather than being a
mixed development) is the ‘Green walk’ project (&we Wandeling). This project is part of the
development of a regional green network and creatkm long route of green and natural places
in the 19" century belt of Brussels. Design seemed to playever only a very small role in this
development, merely providing technical plans agé@eral outline of the route.

A first, rudimentary, conclusion that can be drafinom the analysis of these different types of spati
projects concerns (regretfully) the often poor guand lack of innovative design strategies. Instnaf the
discussed projects in Brussels edge, design iedaie work within a traditional frame and lacksanative
gualities. Its role varies however widely, from mlgrtechnical plans to PR-instrument and integrator
Several projects furthermore concentrate on thal lecale-level focusing on a single problem issné a
showcasing only limited catalyst capacities. Esgficithe ones that interconnect strongly with urban
development are among these. Some innovative ailppsnteresting developments are present however.
First of all, these projects (except for the Grestk-project) nevertheless prove that design isdpeised in
Brussels’ rurban environment and sometimes givelnaace to do more than ‘just’ providing a substdoce
the development. For instance the design competftio the Neo-project could spice up its developtnen
and also the attention for the canal zone as iategof urban and rural can be promising.
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Besides within the frame of a project-based apgrodesign in Brussels metropolitan environment is
also used in other initiatives concerning the spatevelopment of the rurban fringe. Examples heepieas
for an ecopolis or loby city model that concentratedeveloping an overall vision for the developimein
Brussels as spatial entity.

5 CONCLUSION

This paper looked at the challenges for designimgaicontemporary spatial condition labeled the
‘rurban’ reality. The dispersed spatial conditionximg rural, urban and natural structures is ndt ja
problematic ‘evil’ that needs to be dealt with. e contrary, it offers a chance for innovative @epment
and can be looked upon as a space of opporturttignthon for these areas has increased lately,rgéng a
need for new -or rather different or better adaptaddels and strategies for its qualitative redepelent.
Based on an argument of De Meulder, | argued tlegign’ can be one of the possible media to expdoch
strategies, models and concepts for a rurban emvieot. Elements to support this argument are being
sought after in the different roles that design &afil (integrator, communicator, etc). Designifigr the
rurban reality however also means obtaining a witspe, one that goes beyond that of ‘urban design’
taking the landscape-perspective into account. ush,sdesign too is challenged by the rurban coomiti
For instance when considering planning of the mirbdge, different issues need to be handled atahe
time. As a result, designing for rurban areas meaksg into account the complex physical-spatial
structures and characteristics as well as sociepalcerns (such as ecology) and concerns of local
communities. Another implications of rurbanity fdesign is the requirement of another scale lexahely
the intermediate, territorial or landscape scal@terAdetermining some of the challenges of rurlyafor
design, | carried on explaining the project-basggre@ach, and ended by looking at a concrete casssBls
metropolitan area. It made among others clear Wegn conducting a project for a spatial development
design is involved and mobilized for different reas and with different purposes, determining ite io the
project.

Certainly not all the questions that were formudaite this paper have been answered. It encompasses
just a first exploration of Brussels rurban contertl the spatial projects that are being conduttteck.
Ongoing research therefore concentrates on fuah@uating the role of design and the way it hamdhe
tension between urban and rural. One of the tapickesigns’ role as political tool, as a sociatesteent,
leading to questions such as: what is the diffexdmetween a design that serves the needs and svigfon
developers and actors involved in the first platarting primarily from formulated social, econoaliand
cultural claims with a spatial reflexion or onettstarts from characteristics of socio-physicalcgpsuch as
topology or existing land uses looking towards fatsocial, functional and ecological needs?
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