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Abstract 

In the wake of the bombings inflicted on Germany during World War II, cities had the 

challenging task of redesigning landscapes. Parks amongst these destroyed landscapes straddle 

the objectives of the city government, desires of residents, and availability of space. In this 

thesis, I explore the ways in which social capital predicts park creation or preservation in urban 

areas within former East and West German blocs and how these differences in capital manifest 

today. Considering the drastic differences in governmental styles in Germany between the blocs, 

the historical interaction between social capital and power holders illuminate certain 

characteristics of each park and their city’s identity in their development. Choosing Dresden and 

Essen as two cities in each of the former blocs, two notable parks from each city were selected 

with interviews and field notes contextualizing its social capital and government intervention. In 

review of the historical data, social capital appeared to be stronger in parks located in former top-

down regimes while government intervention in park planning occurred in heavily polluted 

regions where social capital appeared to be lower. These findings have implication for how local 

governments approach interaction with social capital around potential or existing public spaces 

under historical precedents of the area encompassing them. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

Walking along a pathway, meandering through the expansive lawns with edge cut grass 

lining up along the slabs of cement, serenity sets in. A gorgeous setting like a park brings people 

together for social activities, improves mental health, and can benefit local businesses. Parks also 

offer environmental value with intentional spaces for trees, plants, and grasses to harmonize 

within the landscape, crafting beautiful, unique spatial elements. Under an urban context, parks 

are abrupt in some ways. While population density, centralization of economic and political 

functions, and built forms traditionally define urban life, parks can fill the holes left by the 

inherent human occupation of space. What about these parks makes them a part of the city? A 

better question might be: how do the parks represent the cities they occupy? 

 These questions came at a point in my study abroad where I formulated my thesis topic 

focusing on how environmental governance influences general green space development in 

Germany. I found parks in particular as grounds for natural exploration and adventure, 

transporting urbanites to an imagined grassland or forest. Moreover, my initial assumption that 

most of these spaces came from top-down planning by governments seemed shortsighted in 

hindsight. The social capital each park represented manifested from historical influences relating 

to the city’s development and what its citizens deemed to be valuable. In turn, my focus veered 

toward the relation of city identity, historical trends, and social capital to park planning. The 

ways in which parks become constructed rely on a myriad actors and contexts to properly 

ascertain the origin or origins of each space in relativity to the city. This paper will examine how 

social capital influences park planning and preservation in Essen and Dresden based on the city’s 

identity. 
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 Across Europe, the geopolitical powers fluctuated in terms of their strength in the first 

half of the 20th century. After World War II, Germany split off into two nations: in the west, the 

Free Republic of Germany (FRG) and in the east, the German Democratic Republic (GDR) 

(Wild, 1992). These two nations embodied separate governing structures that radically 

transformed how the two polities rebuilt themselves, especially in cities where the destruction of 

built forms drew high devastation (. These nations existed as separate entities until the fall of the 

Berlin Wall in 1990, leading to the Reunification of Germany (Wild, 1992). 

 From these two nations, I selected one city on each side of the Iron Curtain. In addition, I 

wanted to pick cities with entirely different characteristics pertaining to city identity. Over 

summer 2019, I first visited Dresden seen in Figure 1, capital of the Free State of Saxony and 

about 120 miles south of Berlin, close to the Czechian and Polish borders. Even through multiple 

disturbances, the city’s identity remains preservationist due to its many historically significant 

structures. Dresden, like the rest of the GDR, became subjected to socialist style governance and 

urban planning counsel of the former Soviet Union (Wild, 1992). This had the effect of more 

top-down approaches to city planning ideals in post-war cleanup and revitalization. The parks 

selected for my case study in this city were Grosser Garten, an elegant estate turned park that lies 

in the southeast part of the city, and Hufewiesen, an informal park space currently resting in the 

northwest neighborhood of Trachau. 

On the other side of Germany, Essen, located in the region known as the Ruhr Valley, 

rests in the former FRG bloc in the northwestern section indicated in Figure 1. Essen’s historical 

significance became synonymous with the industrial revolution as economic movement became 

the region’s identity for progressing the Ruhr Valley to new heights. Additionally, the industrial 

identity embraced by Essen from the late 19th to mid-20th century transformed it into its post-
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industrial legacy identity, which will be discussed throughout the paper. The Allies, made up of 

the Netherlands, France, United Kingdom, and the United States, saw out this transition and 

post-war reconstruction (Wild, 2009) As the paper emphasizes later on, the approach to 

governance by the FRG followed a hands off approach to modernize cities like Essen. The parks 

selected under the case studies for Essen had not been conceived until around or after 

Reunification in 1990. Emscher Park, located over a swath of land that touches Essen and much 

of the Ruhr Valley, serves as a model for park planning on brownfields in a region suffering 

from the consequences of industrial pollution. Krupp Park, the other Essen case-study, reflects 

the success of Emscher Park. The location of both these parks lie on former industrial sites, with 

Krupp Park erected on the grounds of the old steel factory of the Krupp corporation and Emscher 

Park along the eastward flowing Emscher River. 

Competing preservationist and industrial identities helped define Dresden and Essen, 

respectively, in the Cold War under varying governance structures. Yet similar circumstances 

follow both cities in the post-WWII era, most notably the instance of bombings on German 

cities. Allied bombings during WWII targeted both Dresden and Essen at separate times during 

the war, leaving both cities devastated by the tremendous losses in built environments (Wild, 

2009). The response tactics in the respective cities showed drastic variance in the ways in which 

governments believed post-war planning should unfold and how these governments' actions 

contrasted or aligned with the citizens’ opinions on the matter. 

This is why social capital adds another layer of analysis that gets lost in the more broad 

city-wide or nationwide initiatives by governments before and after Reunification. Translating 

what level of social capital existed in these cities, more specifically around these highlighted 

parks, illuminates this developing urban phenomena. What really defines this topic is the sheer 
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abundance of social capital in Dresden appears absent when compared to Essen. In turn, these 

observations and gatherings emphasize an aspect of urban park planning that looks at what does 

the park mean to the citizens interacting with it and how is that reflected, along with city identity, 

in these spaces. Moreover, placing social capital and governmental influence into conversation 

over the course of the paper will help to describe which forces influenced the park and to what 

degree. 

Essen 
Dresden 

Figure 1. Map of Eastern and Western Germany with Dresden and Essen marked. 

 Source: from Wikipedia Commons with the city markings done myself. 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Deutschland_Bundeslaender_1957.png  
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I. Methodology 

This paper will focus on four parks as the main primary source material. In each city, I 

selected two parks each in order to compare across former bloc lines. I selected Essen and 

Dresden on the basis of geographic diversity, being that they are on land previously attributed to 

West Germany (FRG) and East Germany (GDR), respectively, and city identity. 

I chose the particular parks based on their notoriety within each city. In Essen, I looked 

for parks that utilized the existing post-industrial legacy landscape to craft green spaces. Emscher 

Park is the best example as it became the model park for post-industrial cities throughout 

Germany and the world. Krupp Park is a new example of this model. The means in which these 

parks were constructed helps progress the theory of post-industrial cities needing more top-down 

approaches. On the other hand, Grosser Garten represents a more established park in Dresden 

that has endured a multitude of challenges to its existence. As Grosser Garten represents a park 

that has been established for many years, Hufewiesen holds informality in its post-Reunification 

existence that shows a resilient side of Dresden’s social capital that was remarkable to me 

The way in which I analyzed the parks assumes a less than idealistic way of depicting 

them. My visits to these parks were perhaps more out of curiosity nonetheless bore lasting 

impressions. The only park out of the four I did not directly see was Emscher Park however I did 

encounter one portion of it, Zollverein Coke Plant. The other three locations were visited in-

person during my time studying abroad in Germany. I toured both cities during weekends in July 

in 2019 with Dresden taking place July 5th-7th and Essen during the 19th-21st of July.  

At the three parks I visited, I took notes and photographs of the layout of the parks. This 

included the actual ecological landscape, the ways in which people used the space, and how the 

park was incorporated into the surrounding environment. In noting the landscape, I looked at 
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how the park influenced visitors through its design, what kind of features stand out, and whether 

these features were natural, in terms of trees or other naturesque features, or more built forms. 

Noting these features through my own observations will share only surface level critique while 

interviews and governmental documents help provide some deeper context. The surrounding 

environment both had explicit signs of its relation to the park in terms of the quality of the 

housing around the park, what kind of accessibility the park has, and the way in which citizens 

interact with the space. These observations were assisted by interviews that filled gaps on the 

socioeconomic make-up of the area along with more details on the community connection to the 

parks. 

I conducted interviews both over the phone and in person with an urban planner, 

academic, and community leader. Sebastian Schlecht, urban planner in Essen and project 

manager of Essen Green Capital 2017, has expertise in post-industrial legacy cities and 

brownfield rehabilitation projects. Carol Hager, professor of Political Science at Bryn Mawr 

College in Bryn Mawr, USA, informed the discussion around Reunification politics and German 

environmental movements. This specific realm of study discerns what attitudes survived post-

Reunification, what kind of pressures were present in Germany around the 1990s, and include 

her observations on the state of Dresden immediately after Reunification. Finally, I spoke with 

Rüdiger Kubsch, head of the Hufewiesen e.V. which organizes citizens around that park in 

activism for its existence. Inside Hufewiesen, he gave me a tour of the park itself and the 

surrounding neighborhood for context. All three of these interviews assisted the images and 

notes used. 

To complement the in-person photos taken of the three parks, I looked at historical maps 

of Hufewiesen and Krupp Park. These places in particular had previous uses pre-Unification so 
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using maps to highlight how these spaces were designated, what was marked in these spaces and 

when did they become formalized will be looked at in this analysis. Grosser Garten and Emscher 

Park represent parks with established precedent in the neighborhood and a scale that 

encompasses multiple municipalities due to sheer size, respectively. 

Using this primary source collection, I overlay it on the historical context to see where 

these narratives align with trajectories of each city, even broadening to their respective 

governments during the Cold War. Chapter 2 dives into the post-WWII reconstruction in 

Dresden and Essen under separate parameters of governance. In the discussion of Essen, their 

narrative elaborates on the continuation of industry and how the Allies managed the collapse of 

the industrial economy in the Ruhr. In Dresden, the erasure of Dresden’s important architectural 

memory post-WWII by the GDR stunted a healthy reconstruction from the severe bombings. 

This struggle between the old and planned version of Dresden defined forty-five years of 

disagreement between citizens and the Soviet government, respectively. 

Following each city subsection of Chapter 2, a short background of the two parks help 

place the origin of the park within that city. The park descriptions help confirm or contrast the 

narratives of the city’s history while showing uses during the Cold War and how Reunification 

changed the space. With these two sections at hand, trends of top-down and bottom-up 

approaches to park planning form in the decisions made by governments and high-level actors 

like developers or the action of the citizens. City identity additionally showcases the way in 

which Essen and Dresden, respectively, adopted labels to help define their city for the rest of the 

world. 

Using Chapter 3, a chart talking about these larger scale influences will round out the 

discussion to ensure clarity on location, use, planning objectives, and social capital. This chart 
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includes summaries of the field notes and interviews generally. Comparing the parks to one 

another assists in defining what kind of differences in social capital become expressed from city 

to city, neighborhood to neighborhood, and in origin of planning. Comparisons between the two 

cities as well as park-to-park analysis parlays into the Chapter 4 analysis topics of city identity, 

social capital and top-down versus bottom-up.  

Finally, Chapter 4 looks at analyzing the themes presented in the literature review of 

identity, social capital and top-down versus bottom-up. The analysis section combines the 

historical context of Chapter 2 and primary sources of Chapter 3 to understand how each park 

came about from the local conditions, including socioeconomic status and environmental status, 

and the respective city’s trajectory. Additionally, the chapter will look at whether or not 

governmental philosophies during the Cold War period influenced park development in Essen 

and Dresden. The discussion section of Chapter 4 will delve into more personal assessments 

from the primary source chapter and how I see the development of these parks reflecting 

progressing themes. 

 

II. Literature Review 

a. Social Capital and Urban Land Use 

In deciphering the role in which citizens play in crafting their urban environment, 

defining social capital in the context of a city will serve to define resident’s view point in these 

parks. Social capital is not physical capital in terms of access to materials nor goods but the 

ability for a network of individuals to enable citizens to have resources otherwise not available to 

them (Bourdieu, 1986). Nan Lin furthers Bourdieu’s statement by stating social capital includes 

the investment people put in social relations to further strengthen networks in addition to 
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accessing those previously unattainable resources (Lin, 2001). The aggregation of people to not 

only be willing to strengthen the social network but to enable others to benefit from flows of 

information (Lin, 2001) or material resources (Lin, 2001; Bourdieu, 1986). Relating this to an 

urban context requires understanding the pressure on land, as cities have a higher density, thus 

limiting potential for land use opportunities. Social capital centered around unused spaces allows 

for functions to be carried out in line with the social networks it would supposedly benefit. 

 Sheila R. Foster, professor of Law and Public Policy at Georgetown University, gave a 

broad overview of why does social capital matter in urban land use decisions in her paper “The 

City as an Ecological Space: Social Capital and Urban Land Use”. The paper serves to identify 

challenges to land-use power on the community level through thematic and case-study analysis. 

Her use of social capital can be defined as “individuals and communities creat(ing) trust, 

maintain(ing) social networks, and establish(ing) norms that enable participants to act 

cooperatively toward the pursuit of shared goals” (Foster, 2006, p. 529). Foster talks about the 

relation urban residents make with informal spaces not designated by the city, like an urban 

garden. When abandoned or vacant land that the city owns becomes subjected to development, 

social capital is thoughtfully ignored, especially if the area has had historically low socio-

economic status (Foster, 2006). In remarking the ability of social capital to influence 

development, Foster acknowledges that city government’s redevelopment strategies need strong 

consideration for social networks of the areas they target. 

 Inversely, a study done by Holtan et al., (2015) showcases the relationship between tree 

canopy cover and social capital. Using a study conducted by the City of Baltimore on social 

wellbeing in a variety of facets related to their neighborhood along with tree canopy cover data 

from aerial surveys, the findings showed higher levels of social capital existing in areas with 
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significant canopy cover, controlling for urban form, neighborhood socioeconomic status and 

age. While the study cannot delineate if tree canopy forms social capital, the ability for social 

capital to develop can be facilitated by increased investment in public features (Holtan et al., 

2015). Theory around the formation of social capital and how it can develop strongly in certain 

neighborhoods versus others highlights high natural stock maintenance, especially for tree care. 

This requires both citizen involvement and city resources to maintain tree canopy in areas where 

that kind of maintenance is requested. 

b. Identity of citizens in the planning process of parks 

In terms of analyzing the development and planning of parks, roles and designation of power to 

certain actors by the city government aligns what kind of priorities does the city project as a cost 

or benefit to citizens. Identity of the citizens surrounding parks can be realized through citizen 

participation in planning processes, denoting a level of citizen power. In Sherry Arnstein’s “A 

Ladder of Citizen Participation”, the level of citizen power depends on the actual participation or 

non-participation to which powerholders give them (Arnstein, 1969). The latter situation comes 

about in situations of reluctance by the powerholders to redistribute power, leading to citizens 

losing out on expressing their identity in public spaces. 

  As Neil McInroy details his analysis of a park planning struggle in Glasgow, the 

powerholders, in this case the city government, made an arrangement with an international 

committee (McInroy, 2000) . This arrangement designated the city as an European City of 

Culture with Garnethill park viewed as a renovation project to bolster Glasgow’s chances 

(McInroy, 2000). This self-fulfilling identity elevated by the city in turn left citizens out of the 

participation process as final designs for the park had already been drawn once citizens met for 

supposed collaborative planning. Leaving out citizens from the discussion of how the space will 
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best serves both the city’s identity and the citizens places them in the category outside of the 

citizen power on the Arnstein Ladder of Citizen Participation (Arnstein, 1969). The “tokenism” 

of the citizens in the process allows their voices to make its way into discussions around the park 

but have little weight. In succinct planning processes that place citizens at the forefront of the 

project, not just as a token. 

 Placing the citizens as the drivers of change by enabling their participation only deepens 

the connection of the eventual end product of a park to its residents. Jeffrey Hou and Michael 

Rios attribute positive park planning with initial investment in citizen demands on behalf of the 

powerholders. By consulting individual residents and community organizations in tandem, local 

governments can come up with a list of demands that should meet before the rest of the park can 

be designed (Hou & Rios, 2003). In the opposing case of Garnethill park, the demands of 

citizens followed the park design, instilling a sense of alienation in a public space (McInroy, 

2000). However, the clear distinction of public participation gets muddled with actors like 

advocacy groups supporting environmental benefits of a space (Davies, 2001). So stating a 

purely public participation in planning comes as unrealistic in that actors tasked with 

representing the public or environmental concerns fill the gap between power holders and 

citizens. In so doing, the origin of planning puts into question power dynamics between citizens, 

in mass but with less political authority, and powerholders, smaller in quantity but rich with 

resources. 

 c. Top-Down vs. Bottom-Up Planning 

Building off of citizen identity in park planning touches on top-down planning versus 

bottom-up planning. Underlying these concepts are notions of power and how to define it. 

Competing theories of power proclaim either its influence in making someone or group to do 
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something in tune with the power holder or the capacity to do something (Allen, 2016). In Robert 

Dahl’s discussion of power, he leans towards the former interpretation, stating “A has power 

over B to the extent that he can get B to do something that B would not otherwise do” 

(Dahl,  1957). The broad framework of top-down and bottom-up planning regard citizens and 

power holders as inserting into A and B under the varying circumstances. 

Top-down approaches rely on a central actor, as researcher Paul Sabatier explains, 

yielding results that exclude other actors as the decision trickles down to implementation 

(Sabatier, 1986). He also mentions the difficulty in implementing top-down planning in places 

with defined objectives or too many governmental actors. Using Dahl’s framework, the A is the 

central actor with the B being the citizens who have little say in the process (Dahl, 1957). 

Important to note that the initiative and origin begins at the top level with the powerholders, that 

disseminates downwards towards the citizens in the implementation phase. 

The issue of bottom-up planning, according to Ioannis A. Pissourios, lies in the lack of 

understanding of broader systems. Implied in bottom-up processes are certain demands by 

communities hoping to formulate legislation on something specific to their neighborhood 

(Pissourios, 2014). In trying to exercise power over the powerholders to do something that they 

otherwise would not do, with the A being citizens and B being powerholders (Dahl, 1957), the 

relationship becomes tangled in lack of understanding of procedural measures (Pissourios, 2014). 

The greatest asset for citizen participation is collective power by assembling fringe actors in 

opposition to a threat posed directly or indirectly to the community (Davies, 2001). Ioannis 

Pissourios proclaims that sometimes there is no “bottom” side of the equation, meaning the 

citizen activism side does not exist or a neighborhood has only new residents coming into a 
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previously unoccupied area (Pissourios, 2014). In turn, the power holders can proceed in a top-

down fashion without public ramifications or apparent threat. 

In the following section, the topics of social capital, citizen identity, and top-down 

planning bolster the discussion of Essen and Dresden during the Cold War. Citizen response to 

challenges placed by powerholders, predominantly in the form of governmental regimes, unveils 

true character or lack thereof by communities. The ways in which the infrastructure to organize 

influences social capital has ramifications for both citizen identity and planning approaches.  
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Chapter 2: Historical Context of German ‘Disunification’ and Parks 

Investigating this period between 1945 and 1990 in Germany requires looking at the 

framework for rebuilding the cities. The regimes during this timeframe immediately after the war 

defines what visions, one for citizens and one for the government, garnered mass appeal. 

 

I. Dresden 

a. Rebuilding in the Eyes of Whom? 

In the aftermath of the bombing, Dresdeners discovered not only a cleanup and 

rebuilding  looming but also a new government forming in their region that would threaten their 

city. With 85% of the city crumbled in the bombing, a need for construction remained present 

however the style or plan for the reconstruction seemed murky until the establishment of the 

GDR in 1949 (Paul, 1990). Immediately, the approach to rebuilding Eastern German cities from 

the ruling government followed socialist style planning objectives that rejected Western planning 

practices (Paul, 1990). While Western planning practices considers a holistic approach to 

decisions, Soviets, and by extension GDR, believed in little to no private land and a rigid top-

down approach. In this socialist style planning, buildings burnt in the bombings would be 

bulldozed and new promenades constructed with flanking modernist architecture structures on 

either side (Stilgenbauer & McBride, 2010). These ideals were adopted in the ‘The New 

Dresden’ exhibition a year after the bombings, emphasizing top-down planning approaches to 

remedy the destruction and instruct a direction for the city (Paul, 1990). This direction included 

tearing down the remaining structures of the city center, a suggestion met with fierce backlash 

from citizens entirely absent in the process. Neglect towards Dresdeners has been a common 

theme in the city’s history, with the physical landscape changed repeatedly that “its identity [has 
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been] constructed not through historical continuity but through the illusion of such continuity” 

(Ten Dyke, 2001, p. 97). Elizabeth Ten Dyke calls this disillusion the “Dresden Syndrome”, 

where behind all the eventual socialist style building and destruction of buildings, Dresdeners see 

the older structure there in its place (Ten Dyke, 2001). Unwillingness to let their built identity 

erode to the Soviets dictates how preservationists were highly influential during the GDR period 

in keeping and rebuilding historical structures. 

The significance of Dresdeners fighting for the city center illuminates how social capital 

strengthens through conflicts over these built forms. Translating this to the parks discussion, that 

resiliency of citizens to endure plans being passed without their consent instills this sense of 

pride that people in high level positions, whether it is governmental or private developers, must 

consider their voice in these processes. This theme carried out through the GDR regime in 

Dresden, which inspired the support for the environmental movement during the 1980s through 

church organizations. 

 
b. Environmental Awareness through Church Groups in GDR 

After the dust cleared from the clean-up and the dispute over the city center, relations 

between citizens and the GDR became tense. It came to a tipping point in the 1970s when 

industrial consequences became widespread within the worldwide scientific community. Over 

the course of two decades, Dresden transformed from a primarily land-owning, agricultural city 

to an industrial city at the hands of top-down action by the GDR. Now faced with this looming 

crisis of industrial pollution, the GDR established the Ministry for the Environment and Water 

Management in 1972 (Rink, 2002). Meanwhile, countries outside of the GDR grew worried with 

the status of East Germany, demanding environmental data to be showcased (Ionata, 1991; Rink 

2002). International pressure for transparency, in effect, caused the GDR to withhold pollution 
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data (Ionata, 1991). The conditions in Dresden deteriorated with unsustainable waste 

management, both industrial and agricultural, contributed to unsafe contaminant levels in the 

Elbe River running through Dresden (Langhammer, 2010). With a disastrous flood in 1987 

destroying a wastewater treatment facility, the situation in Dresden and places downstream 

worsened (Netzband et al., 2002). This water quality movement compounded with the nuclear 

movement continuing on from the late 1970s into the 1980s (Hager, 2019). As Hager describes 

in her account of the GDR in the 1980s, the church remained an institution separate from the 

state in which environmentalism could spread with little restriction. 

 The church offered a venue for citizens to organize in the fight against the socialist 

government. In Protestant churches in the GDR, an organization, Kirchenbund, comprised 

initially of religious folk but, as Hager noted, expanded to atheists and non-Christians under the 

broader goal of environmental awareness and protection (Jones 1993; Hager, 2019). Specifically 

in Dresden, the chapter of Kirchenbund focused on the Elbe water quality in detail, staging 

demonstrations including an exhibition in the city square documenting water quality (Jones, 

2019). While officials removed the exhibition, activists had their voice heard by people 

throughout the city, making shockwaves into the post-Reunification era. 

 While the discussion of the city-wide history shows social capital convening to save the 

city center or exposing water quality, the link between city-wide social capital and localized 

social capital needs elaboration. How Dresdeners relate to built forms like the city center and 

natural features like the Elbe River across the city, not just those in the immediate area, shows 

social capital fluidity and reach. This translation can be seen in the survey results of the 

Hufewiesen by the prospective developer which exposed people from across the city offering 

their support for continuation of the park (THOMSON Group, 2014). Not only does this survey 
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show solidarity with a park across the city but it identifies places, like the city center and 

Hufewiesen, as spatial attachments that bring people together. 

 

c. Parks Context: Hufewiesen and Grosser Garten 

Grosser Garten, located in the southwest section of Dresden in Figure 2, remains a staple of 

Dresden’s landscape. Founded in 1676 as a garden and palace estate by Johann Georg III, the 

estate underwent constant invasions during the 18th and early 19th century (Die Geschichte des 

Grossen Gartens, n.d.). The park underwent changes in terms of leadership and openness to the 

surrounding community that influenced citizens’ relationship to the park, primarily catering to 

bourgeois and nobility (“Großer Garten: Palais im Großen Garten,” n.d.). Dramatic additions 

started in 1866 as the last invaders before the GDR expelled themselves from the land, allowing 

a zoo and botanical garden to arise within the estate (Die Geschichte des Grossen Gartens, n.d). 

The harmony between citizens and the park rose in the latter 19th and early 20th century with the 

park taking root amongst locals as an important treasure for learning and amazement. 

 On the opposite side of the city from Grosser Garten observed in Figure 2, a wild jungle-

like park, Hufewiesen, persists on in the Trachau section of Dresden. In former times, the land 

had value for large agricultural plots, extending behind a row of homes providing income for 

residents according to Rüdiger Kubsch, leader in the Hufewiesen community group (Kubsch, 

2019). Around the 1500s, a regional trading route was established next to the agricultural land, 

eventually developing into a train line in the late 19th century (Kubsch, 2019). Transitioning 

away from large agricultural production to niche produce, the GDR rule incentivized local 

residents to 
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Figure 2 Map of Dresden with Grosser Garten and Hufewiesen marked 

 Source: Map from The 1900 Collection https://www.discusmedia.com/maps/dresden_city_maps/4790/ with the park labels 
my addition 
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use the plot for small-scale produce. Yet, post-Reunification there was no need for solely 

agriculture land, allowing it to grow wildly throughout the 1990s according to maps from the 

City of Dresden website (Orthophoto 1999 of Hufewiesen, 1999). The wild nature did nothing to 

deter interest from developers, the first of which came in 2002 (Kubsch, 2019). However, this 

particular developer lost their land due to increased measures by the city on curbing building in 

flood-prone territories. The second attempt at developing this land has incited a huge local and 

citywide debate around the park and its use and role in the neighborhood. 

 

II. Essen 

a. Continuity until Collapse: Industrial persistence in the Ruhr post-WWII 

Essen in the post-war period emphasized a continuation of industrial activity under the 

watch of Western powers. Originally just France and then the Allied forces oversaw the 

reconstruction of the Ruhr Valley and its industrial production, ensuring a transition towards a 

de-weaponized future (von Petz, 2005). Yet the concerns over a heavily invested industrialized 

economy that researcher Ursala von Petz depicted as an ‘all eggs in one basket’ approach to post-

WWII restructuring sweep  the region to no avail. Peak coal mining production hit in 1956, 

attributing to the narrative of Western Germany’s ‘Economic Miracle’ during the 1950s 

(Hospers, 2004). The local coal mining and associated industry had a shock when cheap imports 

of coal substitutes flooded the market in 1958, leading to a slow decline in the Ruhr Valley 

according to Prof. Gert-Jan Hospers. The final blow came in 1974 with the worldwide crisis 

where structural economic changes forced a large portion of steel firms to shut down in 

developed, industrialized nations (Goch, 2002; Hospers, 2004) 
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 Specifically in the Ruhr Valley, the attitude around industry followed an undeniable 

belief in the longevity of their most successful economic sector. Infrastructure like workers’ 

housing and coal processing plants constructed post-war relied on government support for  

 

Table 1. Sectoral Employment Rates in % of those Employed plus Unemployment Rates in the 
Ruhr versus the FRG (1961-2000)  
 
Source: data from Goch (2002), table created by Hospers (2004)  

 

financial means to enable private actors in the industrial sector (von Petz, 2005). Even in 

workers’ housing, private investment lagged behind the growth of housing stock, leaving 

government actors in a position to continue to sponsor this post-war (von Petz, 2005). This 

unhealthy relationship culminated in precipitous decline for employment in the Ruhr  from the 

1970s onward, as seen in Table 1. The primary, concerned with resource extraction, and 

secondary, product finishing in factories, sectors dropped significantly between 1961 and 1980. 

The region suffered with high employment rates; seen in Table 1, unemployment rose in the 

Ruhr from .3 % in 1970 to a staggering  10.8% by 1990. In comparison to the rest of the FRG, 

Ruhr unemployment rate far exceeded the national average at the time of  Reunification. 

Meanwhile, the environmental and social conditions of the Ruhr worsened throughout the FRG 

without viable solutions in sight. 
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b. Industrial Impact on Well-Being of the Citizen and Environment 

As industrial production in the Ruhr can be viewed having a sharp rise and dramatic fall, 

social and environmental conditions had a slow and painful decline during the German 

disunification. Much of the connection between social and economic forces came at the cost of 

environmental conditions, for example workers’ housing. Construction of these units post-WWII 

incentivized affordable housing close to industrial sites, providing social opportunities with 

individuals in higher density environments than traditional suburbs. Furthermore, the temporary 

government tried to implement reforms of the garden city movement by having housing a 

“healthy” distance away from factories (von Petz, 2005). Yet the pollution from these factories 

negatively impacted life of nearby residents by generating smog in the Ruhr that turned gardens 

black (von Petz, 1999). Rather than having proposed parks during the 20th century that might 

become public eyesores, citizens opted for private gardens. Opting for private gardens reflected 

the fear in the multitude of brownfields and polluted water streams that discouraged public green 

space (von Petz 2005). This attitude towards public goods bleed into areas like education where 

blue-collar families had little incentive in a strong industrial economy to get non-technical 

schooling (Goch, 2002). The economy in a way functioned as a public good in so it provided 

valuable means of living for most families. In short, what the homogenous decision by the public 

to commit to an industrial way of life until its demise reflected a deep citizen pride in the 

industrial legacy of the Ruhr Valley (Goch, 2002).  

Collectively, the region realized its potential in rebounding back from this economic 

disaster without forgetting the driving forces behind their society today. Different from the GDR 

in terms of their intrusive policies to combat economic difficulties, the FRG realized potential in 

letting processes play out. The strict planning conditions of the GDR paled in comparison to the 



22 
 

trial and error approaches by the FRG and the North Rhine-Westphalia to achieve a socially 

cohesive society (Goch, 2002). The environmental concerns of the Ruhr bore hardship for 

achieving this societal goal by forcing away certain populations from derelict areas. Yet those 

people forced to move back to these polluted areas, as Ruhr social historian Dr. Stefan Goch 

remarks, endured economic hardships of poverty while “neither possess(ing) sufficient 

capabilities to organize themselves and articulate their interests, a level of influence or veto 

power nor are they able to come together as a group” due to the varied interests (Goch, 2002, p. 

104). Services arrived to these people but the lack of collective power to incite change caused 

these neglected areas to diminish. While grassroots models for labor organizing in the Ruhr 

helped slowly but surely transition the economy through collaborative approaches, these 

periphery areas of environmental hazard had little tools in combating their realities. The reality 

of industrial harm on the environment and placing injustices on impoverished populations in 

allowing resettlement in brownfield areas shows spiraling problem of sustainable planning. 

c. Context of Parks: Krupp Park and Emscher IBA 

The Emscher IBA Park bore out of a decades long neglect of the Emscher River, a river 

flowing north of Essen in Figure 3 and across the Ruhr Valley. During industrial times, Sebastian 

Schlecht, urban planner in the Essen metropolitan area, detailed widespread dumping of 

industrial waste into the river because of its location close to coal mining sites, to which factories 

eventually resided on (Schlect, 2019). Schlect describes the stench during this time as unbearable 

for residents living adjacent to the river, with groundwater also flooding basements of residences 

as well. The state of the Emscher heading towards Reunification in 1990  had little attention paid 

to it from larger structures until Internationale Bauausstellung (IBA), translated into the 

International Building Exhibition, came knocking (Schlect, 2019). The proposed plan by the IBA 
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takes form as an exhibition rather than a direct solution, trying to showcase potential ways to 

remedy the river and the sites adjacent to it (Shaw, 2002). With much of the river polluted, the 

project represented a new hope for residents around the Emscher River, and more broadly to the 

Ruhr Valley, that environmental change is imminent. 

 By extension, Krupp Park represents a success of the Emscher Park in realizing the modular 

idea of brownfield rehabilitation. The site of a former steel factory for the former Krupp 

Coporation, this space produced weapons for Nazi forces during WWII. After the Allies 

decommissioned it, the space laid idle in the neighborhood of Altendorf for the rest of the 

century (Machule, Usadel, & Barz, 2011). In concert with factory workers residing in the 

surrounding area, investment to Altendorf lagged behind the rest of the city according to 

Schlect’s account of the area (Schlect, 2019). According to the City of Essen’s detail of 

environmental planning, Altendorf had been the last neighborhood to receive a newly 

constructed green space apart of the Grüne 14 (Machule, Usadel, & Barz, 2011). Change 

accelerated when the thyssenkrupp1 corporation, an evolved form of the former Krupp 

Corporation, proposed locating next to the former steel factory with an invested interest in 

redeveloping the Krupp Belt, a series of factories owned by the former Krupp Corporation 

(“Krupp Belt,” n.d.). Designs for the park were drawn up in 2006 with the park completed in 

2009, coinciding with the relocation of the thyssenkrupp headquarters next to Krupp Park in 

2010 (“Krupp Belt”, n.d.). 

 
1 As their corporate name, thyssenkrupp does not capitalize the ‘t’ nor the ‘k’. Thyssen AG and Krupp 
went through a merger in 1999 after almost two decades prior of negotiations (“Krupp—Lead up to the 
merger with Thyssen”, 2011). 
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Figure 3. Map of Essen with markings of the Krupp and Emscher Park 

 Source: map from user Tish11. (n.d.) in Deposit Photo with park labels added by me 
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III. Coming together under the Umbrella of Sustainability: Germany in Post-Reunification 

Yet after reunification, the unified German government placed emphasis on sustainability 

in cities. After the neglect of social and environmental conditions through much of the 

disunification, sustainable urban development offered a solution by incorporating social, 

economic, and environment health into decision making. Stated in “Urban Development and 

Urban Policy in Germany” by the Federal Office for Building and Regional Planning 

(Bundesamt für Bauwesen und Raumordnung), the 1990s can be primarily defined by the 

introduction of sustainable urban development (Beckmann & Wiegandt, 2000). The document 

attributes this to the environmental awareness fostered throughout the 1980s to realize that solely 

economic development cannot drive Germany towards a new nation but to consider all three 

portions of sustainability. Taking this remedial approach to park planning exhibits itself 

especially in Essen, where brownfield rehabilitation needed heightened involvement to remedy 

the ills of pollution.



26 
 

Chapter 3:Case-Study:  Krupp Park, Emscher Park, Grosser Garten, and Hufewiesen 

Hufewiesen 

Tucked away between railroad tracks and residential properties lies Hufewiesen. Kubsch 

brought me to the secluded park as the entrances into the park had no signage. This adds to the 

idea of an informal space without proper entrances that are accessible to the public, creating a 

designation of secrecy and seclusion. Entering the space through the west side denoted with a red 

circle in the Figure 5, the feeling of a dense flora safari come to mind with tall grasses creating 

this meadow through the center, with a thin path cutting through. Fruit trees sparsely placed 

throughout the meadow give some diversity in the height of this central section. Figure 4 shows  

a sea of tan and green on the meadow with no buildings in sight. Throughout the park, it is easy 

to forget this park resides in an urban context, especially without seeing any buildings or 

designations like signage, clear paths, or benches. The old remnants of agricultural land were 

seen in a stone post that engraved a date of 1717 on it residing on the far exterior of the park. 

Pioneer tree species like birch formed clusters of trees, untouched and pure, with undergrowth 

springing outwards from the trunk as seen in Figure 6. To sit down to talk with Kubsch, we 

flattened some grass and avoided the abundance of thorns to talk about the history of the park. 

The lack of formal landscaping gives this rustic feel, transporting oneself back to a time of 

untouched nature. 

 The use of the park was as varied as the park's composition. When I went, there were a 

couple of dog walkers utilizing an open field near the northeast end of the park to practice dog 

tricks. Some younger couples walked through the park but with no strollers. This signified a 

limitation of Hufewiesen as the lack of formalized paths makes pushing a stroller around
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Figure 5. Orthophoto of Hufewiesen in 1999 

Source: Map from Themestadtplan Dresden with my marking of the western entrance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 4. A meadow in Hufewiesen  in the summer 

Source:  Photo taken by Owen Deitcher (me) 2019 
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                                        Figure 6. Birch trees with tall grasses encasing the base of the trunk 

                                       Source: photo taken by Owen Deitcher (me) 2019 
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tiresome. Whilst in the park, it did not feel like you were sharing it with people because of the 

seclusion each area. 

In comparison to the other parks I visited, Hufewiesen felt the most like being transported 

to a far, remote nature reserve. Crunching of the grass, the whistling of the trees, and chirping 

acoustics of the birds melanged together in harmony. The only human generated noise that I 

experienced came from the trains passing along the Northside of the park and airplanes flying 

over. This park has continued this peacefulness through the efforts of local residents that have 

organized to create a park community group, Hufewiesen e.V. to combat threat of development 

(Kubsch, 2019). 

 The existence of the space and the passion in keeping the park were not always 

formalized. Around 2011, ADLER Real Estate AG, a company based out of Hamburg, began 

talks with the city over the space (Kubsch, 2019). Long-time residents who have utilized the park 

in all of its offerings for years came under the realization that Hufewiesen is in danger. This 

spurred a congregation of people to protect a space not designated a name. The area never had a 

name during the GDR rule and the spoken history of the area, according to Kubsch, never had a 

sort of persuasion to give it one (Kubsch, 2019). In 2011, Hufewiesen Trachau e.V. became the 

title of the community group with the park named Hufewiesen finally which enabled a sense of 

formality to a previously informal park. The name of the park harks back to the old agricultural 

days of the land, translating roughly to a horse hoof on grassland (Kubsch, 2019). By giving the 

space a formal name, developers and the city took the space with more regard (Kubsch, 2019). 

Yet the true revelation of the social capital around the park occurred during negotiations between 

the community group and developer with the city as the mediator. 
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 The true test of social capital in a park manifests in times of hardship placed upon those 

who use these spaces. A compromise reached in 2013 allowed ⅓ of the land to become 

developed with the remaining ⅔ designated for naturalized purposes (Kubsch, 2019). Rather than 

agreeing, ADLER set up a fence around the entire park and hired a security team to monitor the 

park. This tactic tried to make the residents surrounding the park less attached to it if they could 

not access it. In addition, the developer started to cut down trees, which the Hufewiesen 

organization started documenting trees using GPS services to show the city government the 

destruction the company was doing (Kubsch, 2019). This was before any agreement was reached 

on the land distribution of green space and development so the residents were furious. Yet their 

tactics in approaching the following meetings was of compromise with the developers and city 

government. Although the forces against them could have incited a more emotional reaction, the 

Hufewiesen e.V. approached the meeting with level-headedness and evidence of the malpractices 

done by ADLER in influencing the outcome (Kubsch, 2019).  

 Furthermore, two surveys were conducted, one by the Hufewiesen e.V. and the other by 

THOMSON Group contracted by ADLER, to showcase the public interest in Hufewiesen. The 

use of a third-party company reduces any potential bias, even though the company had been 

contracted under ADLER. Before reading the report, I assumed a low level of support from areas 

outside of Trachau for the persistence of Hufewiesen in turn favoring development. Yet out of 

2000 respondents, 96% of them thought this park was important as a space (THOMSON Group, 

2014).  What the survey conclusion came to, after taking into account the opinions of officials in 

the public and private sphere, was that building should take place there, however the degree to 

which was unspecified.  Inscribed throughout the survey results are trademarked company tools 

that show little transparency on the survey materials in their distribution, weight of the official’s 
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opinion versus the public, and the specific questions asked, thus reducing confidence in it 

(THOMSON Group, 2014). The survey conducted by the Hufewiesen e.V. in collaboration with 

Technische Universitat Dresden (TU Dresden) revealed more particular results and transparency 

with their methods. 

 In the survey conducted by the association for Hufewiesen’s persistence, the results 

showed a much stronger support for keeping the green space. The breakdown of survey 

respondents was 40% of the participants resided outside of Pietschen, 60% within (Osiander, 

2014). The purpose of this survey was to gather opinions on the proposal by Hufewiesen e.V. to 

compromise the land with the developer. 82% of the participants agreed with that compromise 

proposal of ⅓ developed and ⅔ nature. This survey dug into specifically how people wanted to 

see the land developed in addition to agreeing or disagreeing with the proposal. Extensive use 

became a common desire amongst surveys, responding to potentially the difficult accessibility of 

the park (Osiander, 2014). For respondents, the takeaway revolved around the idea the park 

means more in terms of identity to the city than people realized at first. ¾ of the people surveyed 

knew of Hufewiesen, an informal park, meaning the publicity around it has spread like wildfire 

throughout the city. This fluid social capital shows in the face of desperation and Dresdeners rose 

to the occasion to save this park from total demolition. 

 Having Kubsch introduce me to the adjacent property owners made me feel at home. 

Most, if not all, of the adjacent properties belong to Hufewiesen e.V. members that support the 

park (Kubsch, 2019).  Hearing the passion when they talked about what the park means to them 

showcases how the park has transformed the residents as much as the residents shape the park 

over the
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Figure 7. Orthophoto of Hufewiesen from 2003/2004 

 Source: Captured from Themenstadtplan Dresden map 
builder 

Figure 8 Orthophoto of Hufewiesen from 2006/2007 

 Source: Captured from Themesnstadtplan Dresden map builder 

Figure 9 Orthophoto of Hufewiesen from 2015/2016 

Source: Captured from Themenstadtplan Dresden map builder 
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years. By allowing the park to remained untouched as seen in Figures 5,7,8 and 9, the park has 

garnered its natural character, to which citizens feel endowed to protect. 

 

II. Grosser Garten 

Located southwest of the city center, Grosser Garten has had a long history as an established, 

formal park space within Dresden. The grand promenade in the park center equipped with an 

elongated pool stretching to the front of the palais pictured in Figure 10 creates an impressive 

combination of grass, water, and built forms. The park is well-maintained throughout, allowing 

wooded sections to remain uninterrupted while the garden portions receive routine maintenance. 

The zoo and botanical gardens add a nice accent along with the sports fields, restaurants and beer 

gardens. There is so much social life and activity here in its boundaries it was hard to do 

everything in the 180 hectares of space, with 154 dedicated solely to green spaces (Die 

Geschichte des Grossen Gartens, n.d.). But the essence of the park is a social activity in the idea 

of bringing people together within this beautiful space. 

In terms of the usage of Grosser Garten by people, the possibilities remain endless. 

Families with strollers joined older folks on strolls while bikers and joggers whizzed by on the 

34 kilometers of paths within the park (“Großer Garten: Palais im Großen Garten,” n.d.). Picnics 

took place on the abundance of open fields, serving additionally those frisbee tossers and dog 

owners in the meadows of grass. The biergarten livens up at night, drawing local residents to the 

bar with a backdrop of gardens. Bird enthusiasts patiently wait for the right sound as they patrol 

areas of the park, bumping into the botanical buffs along the paths and deep into the woods and 

along the garden beds. Soccer teams and their supporters bring the turf fields unrivaled energy  
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Figure 10. Photo of the Palais of Grossen Garten 

 Source: photo taken by Owen Deitcher  (2019) 
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and excitement to passerbys. Children squeal with joy petting an animal in the zoo or feeding a 

llama while the botanical garden draws that “wow” from crowds through the aesthetically 

pleasing fauna arrangements. The myriad of options for use within Grosser Garten allows for so 

many crowds to converge on the park day after day. 

 Grosser Garten showcases its history in a variety of forms other than traditional 

monuments. One tree had a plaque memorializing the shrapnel that blistered its trunk during the 

bombing of Dresden in 1945. Having this tree memorialized shows a respect for the damage 

done to natural forms in wartime While Dresden itself cannot memorialize the damage inflicted 

during the bombing except in the black exterior of the city center structure, finding long-standing 

natural formations like parks to commemorate damage signifies this theme of preservation. The 

continuation of the zoo and botanical garden also signifies the last changes to the park in the 

latter 19th century remain apart of history. For citizens during WWII, Grosser Garten 

represented one of the last public spaces from the old city that citizens could participate in 

without fear of repercussions. 

During the reign of the GDR, Grosser Garten became a haven for locals to participate 

together to clean up a damaged public landmark. The city attitude of historic preservation came 

into conflict with the socialist style of governance, especially with the lack of management of 

parks like Grosser Garten (Junghans & Brauer, 1953). Citizens became enabled by this 

disrespect and cleaned up debris from the bombings in the park despite the dire conditions of 

survival for East Germans (Stilgenbauer & McBride, 2010). Survival during this period 

outweighed public good projects like park planning and preservation in the eyes of the citizens 

during the GDR period (Stilgenbauer & McBride, 2010). Yet around the park, especially on the 

southern side of Grosser Garten, affluency permeates the architectural styles of those detached 
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townhouses in my observations of the surrounding area. This gives credence to the hypothesis 

that higher socio-economic citizens adjacent to Grosser Garten had a higher invested social 

capital than working class populations. considering a park of Grosser Garten’s scale, the relative 

effort to keep the park intact and restore that canopy cover persisted enough towards 1990 that 

the park eventually relinquished ownership to the State of Saxony in 1993 (Die Geschichte des 

Grossen Gartens, n.d.). In the ownership change, the commemoration of the citizen efforts to 

preserve the park remained absent. 

Once the ownership was handed down to the State of Saxony, the work of local residents 

in maintaining this park was relieved. The work done to maintain it comes from grounds services 

contracted by the government. However, the social capital which built the identity of the park 

does not get the credit it deserves in the modern representation. The years in which the 

government did not support the widespread usage of such a historic space has now been realized 

in the context of a contemporary draw to the city. In addition, those citizens who fought to 

maintain the park now have a beautiful park, free of charge and abundant in activities. 
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Location in City Role of State 

Role of Nearby 
Residents 

Role of Private 
Business 

Physical 
Characterisitcs 

Social Activity/Use of Park 
Top-Down or Bottom-
Up 

Park               

Grosser Garten 

Southeast 
section of 
Dresden 
beholds the 
enormous 
estate-turned 
park, on a 
similar scale of 
disruption to a 
Central Park in 
New York City. 

While the city was not 
involved in the 
creation of it, multiple 
invasive governments 
have established rules 
of usage for the park, 
taking over it by 
creating a wall around 
the park or increasing 
security. During the 
GDR occupation of 
Dresden, the park was 
not maintained to the 
standards kept over 
hundreds of years. Not 
until 1993 did the 
regional government 
of Saxony take control 
of the park to ensure 
its longevitiy through 
restoration and 
expansion of 
functions. 

Strong support 
from local 
residents to keep 
the park 
maintained. 
Through periods 
of neglect, like 
under GDR, 
nearby residents 
maintained the 
landscape, or at 
least the tree 
canopy, to the 
best of their 
ability. Their 
pushback against 
change during the 
Soviet occupation 
revealed a level of 
determination the 
citizens were 
willing to go to in 
protest of socialist 
style planning. 

Private businesses 
had no power in the 
creation of the or 
maintenance of the 
park, or at least not 
as big of an impact 
as the citizens 
during periods like 
the GDR 
occupation. 

The palace, originally 
designated for the 
estate, sits in the 
center-most location, 
with a long narrow 
pond leading straight 
to the front of the 
steps. Surrounding 
the palace are 
magnificent gardens, 
blooming with all 
shades and colors, 
complimenting the 
patches of forestry 
around the park. The 
flat landscape also 
feeds into mandering 
paths that lead to 
parts of the park 
including soccer 
fields, a zoo, a 
biotanical garden, 
and beer gardens. 

The variety of function of 
the park allow for 
widespread usage all 
times of the day. Runners, 
soccer teams, plant 
enthuasists, and beer 
drinkers can enjoy a 
Saturday afternoon 
together. This park 
functions as a gathering 
space for small or large 
gatherings. The elegance 
of the park, from the 
palace down to the 
maintenance of the 
gardens and toy train 
railroads, eminates in all 
corners of the park. 

Giving credit to how 
the park persisted 
during tough times of 
unfaithful, oppressive 
leadership, citizens 
have really made this 
park. The bottom-up 
processes of 
community activists 
coming together to 
clean up bomb debris 
and maintain the 
trees within the park. 
That spirit that kept 
the intergretity of the 
park, including the 
detoriating palace, 
together until 
Reunification and the 
eventual takeover by 
the State of Saxony 
embodies more than 
just a bottom-up 
process. 

 

Table 2. Summary of Grosser Garten 

Table brings together information found in the case-study and some historical context of Grosser Garten. 
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Location in City Role of State 

Role of Nearby 
Residents 

Role of Private Business Physical Characterisitcs Social Activity/Use of Park Top-Down or Bottom-Up 

Park               

Hufewiesen 

Across the 
river from the 
Dresden City 
centre in the 
northwest 
neighborhood 
of Trachau. 
Situated 
between 
residential 
homes on 
three sides and 
train tracks on 
the fourth side. 
The 
neighborhood 
surrounding it 
is historically of 
a poorer 
socioeconomic 
status than the 
rest of 
Dresden. 

The city, although 
owning the property, 
never had any stake 
in it until developers 
started to come 
knocking on their 
door asking about 
the potentiality of the 
space. As the space 
became under the 
eye of developers, 
the state had to 
solidify a position of 
pragmaticism to 
ensure residents 
surrounding the park 
had their voices 
heard. Stands now 
as a firm mediator 
between developers 
and community 
groups. 

The local residents 
made this park what it 
is today. The 
interaction with the 
space by the local 
resident spands back 
centuries yet the 
continual maintenance 
and protection of 
Hufewiesen feels 
ingrained in many 
residents minds. 
Creating the 
Hufewiesen E.V. 
group fight back 
against plans for 
development show 
how much the park 
means to residents. 
The close connection 
to the park means 
going to great lengths 
to protect it and it 
shows in community 
meetings and in the 
coverage of the park 
by local media. 

Developers like ADLER 
have gone to the city of 
Dresden to request 
permission to build on the 
site of present-day 
Hufewiesen. A large plot of 
land in a relatively cheap 
neighborhood with no 
present built forms on it 
showcases quite an 
attractive piece of property. 
ADLER is closing in on 
developing on just one third 
of the total area of 
Hufewiesen yet the details 
as of writing this are still 
unfinished. Rather than 
supporting the mission of 
the park entirely, the 
developers sought first full 
control but now are 
conceding to just one third 
of the total property. 

A jungle-like appearance 
to the park gives it a 
majestic tone entering 
the space. Unlike any 
other park in an urban 
area, the grass grows 
head high with fruit trees 
scattered across the 
meadow, splitting the 
park into two with the 
forest section falling 
closer to the east side of 
the park. No formal 
paths were designed for 
the park so little passage 
ways form organically 
from use. The untamed 
nature extends 
everywhere in the park 
with vines rampantly 
devouring some older 
trees and young, pioneer 
species take over the 
forested section. Thorny 
bushes sprinkle 
throughout the meadow, 
making offroading via 
foot or bike difficult. 

The park has a wide social use 
on an everyday basis. Dog 
walkers bring their furry animals 
to roam the wide fields with not a 
worry about any dangers. People 
enjoys picnics during the Spring 
and Summer months, enjoying 
the oasis of nature in a relatively 
deprived neighborhood of such a 
lush green space. The park 
organization holds a festival 
every year in Hufewiesen 
celebrating the community and 
the park's continuation another 
year. Besides implicit use, 
neighbors that abute the park 
take deep care of it, watching out 
for unwanted guests or criminal 
activity and monitoring the nature 
within with any trim, cut, or 
planting made to keep the park 
accessible to all people. 

Solely a bottom-up endeavor 
for Hufewiesen, not only in 
establishing the park but giving 
it a formal name for which the 
city calls it by now. The 
continual efforts to fight for a 
public space like this that 
everyone can enjoy shows the 
true potential of strong social 
capital in implementing an idea 
into reality through non-
traditional means. Through the 
ideas and persistence of the 
park organization's members, 
the idea trickled up to the city 
leadership and eventually 
became formalized after 
previous use as local 
agricultural land. Allowing it to 
be in the public sphere before 
its formalized name means so 
much in terms of the local 
resident's interaction with the 
space and the growing social 
capital present in such an 
unusual space of urban nature. 

 
 

Table 3. Summary of Hufewiesen 

Table brings together information found in the case-study and some historical context of Hufewiesen
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III. Krupp Park 

Standing in the shadow of the recently built ThyssenKrupp headquarters, Krupp Park lies on the 

site of historic industrial pride pertinent to the Ruhr Valley. The former steel factory grounds has 

transformed into a remarkable park considering the previous site’s condition according to 

Sebastian Schlecht, project manager on the Europe Green Capital campaign for Esssen (Schlecht, 

2019). Figure 11 captured by the Metropole Ruhr in 1969 shows the site had not progressed 

much since its decommission post-WWII with the roads and some vegetation covering the 

scarred ground (Machule, Usadel, & Barz, 2011). The only addition to the site before the 

construction of the park was a large parking lot established sometime between 1969 and 1990, 

the year of Figure 12. Once this lot disappeared from the site by 1998, indicated in Figure 13, the 

space remained empty for years, full of hazardous waste soil. 

 In relation to the local area, Altendorf, the encompassing neighborhood, has the flavor of 

the industrial past engrained in its infrastructure. Towards the southwest section of the park, a 

church, shown in Figure 14 has black soot littering the bell towers. On the northside of the park, 

a mineral refinery lies with a protruding wheel piercing the skyline. Mountains of rubble litter 

the landscape around the park. The main obstacle in the design of Krupp Park was the 

management of the brownfield (Schlecht, 2019). While the site had no built forms on it prior to 

construction in 2006, rehabilitating the soil presented a logistical challenge in terms of opening a 

space up to residents without health fears (Machule, Usadel, & Barz, 2011). Following in the 

example of Emscher Park, Schlecht remarked the ease in applying that model to the future Krupp 

Park (Schlecht, 2019). Specifically, two 
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Figure 11. Orthophoto of Krupp Park circa 1969  

Source: Map from Luftbilder Metropole Ruhr map builder 
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Figure 12 Orthophoto of Krupp Park in 1990 

 The addition of the parking lot to the site contrasts the 1969 
photo.  

Source: Map from Luftbilder Metropole Ruhr map builder 

 

Figure 13  Orthophoto of Krupp Park in 1998  

 The slow renaturalization of the site happened without formal 
planting 

Source: Map from Luftbilder Metropole Ruhr map builder 
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large mounds seen on either side of Figure 15 root the foundation with a clay mixture that 

interacts with the soil directly to extract contaminants (Schlecht, 2019). On top of this foundation 

lies healthy soil on which the visible nature present in Krupp Park relies (Schlecht, 2019). This 

procedure ensures both that rehabilitation of the brownfield takes place while residents interact 

with the park, without putting them at risk due to runoff. Making Krupp Park usable again for 

local peoples rekindles the connection between the community and the in a healthy, 

environmentally friendly manner. 

 The elongated and thin form of the park yields to a valley like formation between the two 

mounds. Inside the valley, a volleyball pit and a basketball/soccer court give an athletic avenue 

for park-goers. A small playground allows families to enjoy the serenity of the park. Beyond the 

left-side mound in Figure 15, a graffiti-painted mural serves as a backdrop for the skatepark. I 

visited the park at around midday on a weekend during the summertime and it revealed a lack of 

heavy use with only the playground nearing capacity. The relatively new structure possibly needs 

time to integrate into the Altendorf neighborhood. Yet the relationship between the thyssenkrupp 

headquarters and Krupp Park has long been established even in the design phase. 

 Krupp Park and the thyssenkrupp headquarters share an intimate connection. The vertical 

stature of the buildings on the thyssenkrupp campus allow plentiful amounts of exposed grass 

and trees. In the case of rain, water filters down through the soil where excess supply collects 

under the headquarters. From there, the water travels underneath Berthold-Beitz Boulevard, the 

street dividing the park and the headquarters, and empties into the drainage pond (Schlecht, 

2019). When asked about where the water drains to, Schlecht replied the pond feeds eventually 

in the Emscher River (Schlecht, 2019). The irony of this statement is that decades ago, industrial 

waste from 
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Figure 15 Picture of Church with soot build-up on bell tower in background of Krupp 
Park 

 Source: photo taken by Owen Deitcher (me) 2019 

 

Figure 14. The two mounds are pictured on the left and right hand sides of the image of 
Krupp Park  

 Source: photo taken by Owen Deitcher (me) 2019 
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the steel factory on which Krupp Park stands today would likely empty into the Emscher River. 

To change that narrative and allow safe drainage water to enter the watershed signifies progress 

towards habitable natural spaces. 

 

IV. Emscher IBA Park 

In terms of historic precedent amongst the park selected across both cities, Emscher IBA 

Park holds such significance in green infrastructure proliferation around the world. In terms of its 

intent, the park, stretching over 300 square kilometers serves as an elongated exhibition space to 

showcase what can be done with derelict spaces in post-industrial regions. In turn, the park 

represents ideals beyond just what was required to complete the project; the concept of the 

Emscher attaches itself to large-scale movements. Grounding this project in the local context 

helps provide some context for the creation of such a massive park. 

The areas around the Emscher River in the North Rhine-Westphalia in the decades before 

the idea of Emscher IBA Park experienced horrible conditions. Industrial activities throughout 

the region utilized the Emscher River as a dumping riverway, allowing their waste to join in with 

the rest of the environmentally corrupting materials downstream (Schlecht, 2019). Deep deposit 

coal mines and factories were located closeby to the Emscher River as well, according to 

Schlecht, providing another issue of brownfields proliferation. The final issue involved workers’ 

housing being located near the river, that gave off noxious fumes (Schlecht, 2019). Solving all 

three of these issues  were at the core of the park’s creation. 

In solving these particular issues, the IBA brought in a new perspective into the region in 

terms of tackling ecosystem reparation. In 1989, the IBA commissioned a plan for the 

construction of an environmental rehabilitation project for the Emscher River. Actors across 
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government lines, including unions, citizens, regional planners, environmental experts, and civil 

engineers formed an all-star cast to reflow the Emscher (Shaw, 2002). The banks along the river, 

which included many abandoned factories, formed one large brownfield. The vision was to 

rehabilitate this space by turning the whole river area into a large park (Schlecht, 2019). 

According to Schlecht, the smell had become the most pressing issue for local residents of the 

Emscher system (Schlecht, 2019). The IBA covered up the river, trapping the smell within whilst 

attempting to get the Emscher to flow again. The state of the Emscher had gotten so horrific in 

the 1980s that water could not flow through the waste engrossed within the river banks (Schlecht 

2019). The waste formerly within the river had moved towards a sewage treatment site thanks to 

the project (Shaw, 2002). Plantings along the river banks and throughout the brownfields in the 

Emscher helped restore biodiversity while providing soil content regulation (Shaw, 2002). Much 

like the environmental conditions of the Emscher River, the housing along the system lacked in 

terms of quality. Over 2,000 new units and 3,500 refurbished units of housing were designated 

by the IBA project towards rejuvenating social life around the river once again (Shaw, 2002). 

Advancements in housing tie into social capital in that the residents around the park, comprised 

of lower-income households (Schlecht, 2019), can continue to stay within the region as they 

build trust in the land, except not for coal. 

The need for improved housing quality along the Emscher made itself clear early on in 

the planning process. The park, while not a traditional park in the sense of a confined space, 

needs people to inhabit the landscape. While residents may have not provided the reason to 

transform the Emscher River, those same people needed to be properly housed to commit to 

advocating for improved services. The park provides a venue for it implicitly through housing, 

which in turn incentivizes collaboration and is a sign of social capital. 
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Table 4. Summary of Krupp Park 

Table brings together information found in the case-study and some historical context of Krupp Park 

 

 
Location in City 

Role of 
State 

Role of 
Nearby 
Residents 

Role of Private 
Business 

Physical 
Characterisitcs 

Social Activity/Use of Park 
Top-Down or 
Bottom-Up 

Park               

Krupp Park 

Located in the 
northwest 
neighborhood of 
Altendorf in 
Essen, Krupp 
Park sits on the 
site of a former 
steel factory of 
Krupp 
Coporation and 
is adjacent to 
the current 
Thyssenkrupp 
headquarters. 

As a result 
of the 
Grune 14 
program, 
Altendorf 
was in 
need of a 
park. This 
government 
iniative had 
to be 
expanded 
upon due 
to the 
nature of 
the former 
steel site as 
the 
brownfield 
status 
makes it a 
difficult 
case. 

Not clear, 
need to 
follow up 
with 
Sebastian 
Schlecht 

Thyssenkrupp 
incoporated their 
headquarters into 
the design of the 
park, allowing water 
to drain from the 
elevated position of 
the headquarters 
and into the 
drainage pond 
locarted inside 
Krupp Park. The 
project was 
supported, while 
figures are unknown 
by the coporation, 
with the renaming 
commermorating 
the old Krupp 
coporation. 

Narrow, non-
traditional park with 
two large mounds 
occupying the 
landscape, with 
soccer court and 
playground nestled 
in the valley between 
them. There is an 
abundance of 
seating in this 
section and towards 
the drainage pond, 
where some wildlife 
and bog specific 
plant species persist 
along the perimeter. 
In addition, a mini-
skate park with a 
graffitti ridden 
display abbuting one 
side faces towards 
the eastern side of 
the park. 

Mix of young people 
skating, families relaxing 
on benches and letting 
children wander around 
the park, and older people 
basking near the calm 
pond. There is a clear 
recreational use element 
to the park in terms of its 
mixed usages and 
activities. Even something 
specific like a skate park 
and the graffitti wall gives 
the park a worn in look, 
possibly a comfortable 
look for skaters. This 
contrast with the serenic 
pond setting on the other 
side of the park, in a 
calmer section 
surrounded by more trees 
and bushes, a retreat from 
the hectic side of the park. 
The organization of the 
different functions of the 
park make it more easily 
accessible to various 
groups. 

Similar to 
Emscher Park, 
this park 
needed to have 
top-down 
intervention to 
fullfil a project 
of this scale. 
Given the 
brownfield 
conditions of 
the site and the 
historical 
presidence it 
sets for 
Altendorf locally 
and Essen as a 
city, 
government 
intervention on 
a city and state 
level needed to 
assist with the 
completion.  
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Location in 
City 

Role of State 
Role of Nearby 
Residents 

Role of 
Private 
Business 

Physical 
Characterisitcs 

Social Activity/Use of 
Park 

Top-Down or 
Bottom-Up 

Park        

Emscher IBA Park 

Continues 
through the 
northern city 
limits, 
covering a 
large portion 
of the Ruhr 
Valley but not 
neccesarily 
confined to 
just Essen 

High state 
involvement 
through the use 
of the IBA to 
help construct 
this exhibition on 
brownfield sites. 
State continues 
the work of the 
IBA in present 
day function 

Presence 
around the 
Emscher River 
incentivized 
action by the 
state to clean up 
the river as 
housing was 
increasingly 
unappealing and 
hazardous 

Businesses 
worked with 
the IBA to 
form 
technical 
centers along 
the park to 
promote 
technological 
activities to 
residents 

Expansive, 
collection of green 
infrastructure 
projects, intertwined 
with technology and 
engineering 
companies 
scattered 
throughout the park. 
Covered Emscher 
River to prevent 
stench from 
contaminating the 
air. 

Bike path crosses 
through the park with 
industrial legacy 
features like 
Zollervein and other 
industrial 
infrastructure intact 
for tourists to see. 
More for the tourist 
draw as a 
transformation of 
landscape than a 
resident's luxury 

Top-Down 
construction as 
the citizen 
activism in the 
area was null, 
required high 
level of 
government 
intervention and 
scientific 
experimentation 
to achieve this 
project. 

Table 5. Summary of Emscher IBA Park 

Table brings together information found in the case-study and some historical context of Emscher IBA Park 
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Chapter 4: Analysis, Discussion and Conclusion 

I. Analysis 

a. Park(ticular) Conception: Identity and Social Capital in Preservation and 

Creation 

Throughout the paper, two major themes of how parks channel their character and their origin 

become apparent: identity of the city and neighborhood and social capital. Within each city, the 

elements of identity change based on historical influences. As seen in Dresden, the litany of 

architecture built during the 19th century persisted on and became a symbol of pride amongst 

residents. In a city of constant invasion for hundreds of years, having a beautiful, established 

architectural style throughout transcended the building themselves. Likewise in Essen, the 

industrial infrastructure resonated with its residents to a point of an unsustainable relationship 

between the earth, the people, and industry. Yet both places experienced similar destruction from 

bombings that set back progress in continuing industrial production in Essen and preservation of 

architecture in Dresden. Additionally social capital allotment in the two cities needs to be 

brought into a discussion around how parks come to be and how citizens relate to it. 

 

1. Identity 

Identity plays a role in bringing about a city-wide theme that transcends residents. 

Identity of the city in relation to the park realizes the history of city in influencing the 

development or lack thereof in sites. Markers of this identity, whether specific monuments, 

memorials, or buildings, become supplanted in the images of how residents view their city. In 

Dresden and Esssen, identity subsequently strengthened through the destruction of built forms. 
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Without physical markers of identity, the transcendental nature of identity is put in question with 

its relationship to unbuilt forms like parks further unclear. 

 Essen has direct link between identity and the composition of the two parks in the case 

study. Industrial heritage lives on in the identity of these parks in Essen mainly through the site 

selection. In selecting the Emscher River, the disastrous decision made back at the start of the 

Industrial Revolution to pick the Emscher River as the dumping stream can be remedied 

(Schlecht, 2019). Through specific sites that repurpose factories, the Emscher IBA Park binds 

together disparate sites into a unified assemblage. Repairing the damage caused by industry 

while honoring it signifies a double-entendre in displaying this identity. These parks introduce a 

newfound interpretation of the industrial. Krupp Park captures this post-industrial legacy, 

constructing a park that rehabs the brownfield while honoring the legacy of the Krupp 

Corporation in the name.  

 On the other hand, Dresden harnesses an identity of preservation that came from limited 

historical spaces. The bombings left the city center as one of the only standing examples of the 

Baroque style in Dresden. The affiliation between the architecture style and Dresdeners became a 

citywide identity as a cohesive measure to preserve what endured the bombings. What needs to 

be remembered when discussing Dresden is the tendency for citizens to see what came before 

what stands presently. The “Dresden Syndrome” haunts the collective memory of the city in that 

older structures need to be idolized in a history of constant invasion (Ten Dyke, 2001). So in 

terms of the two parks, the continuation of functions in both parks throughout the GDR time and 

past Reunification means more than disgruntled citizens. Formed through attacks, Dresden built 

an identity of preservation that citizens latched onto during the GDR period as a sign of 

solidarity with the city. The scarred tree from the bombings of WWII stands as a resilient, living 
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memory of this destruction. Identity forms around those spaces, objects, or buildings that hold 

onto the past in Dresden. 

2. Social Capital 

Another theme to view these selected parks in conceptual realm drives at the collective action by 

citizens in achieving community goals. Social capital expresses itself in park planning with high 

involvement in the public sphere, not afraid to speak out against government structures. Looking 

at the trajectories of both cities, Dresden stands out with its high citizen involvement in its 

cleanup from WWII.  

With 85% of the city devastated in the 1945 bombings, clean-up in Dresden required a 

thorough cleanup, furthermore complicating a smooth transition to a post-war period. Echoed in 

the grandfather of Prof. Carol Hager’s account of Dresden after the bombings, the roads even 

melted tires from the shear heat in the explosive’s wake (Hager, 2019). The focus for citizens 

laid in protecting what remaining spaces survived the bombings, like Hufewiesen and Grosser 

Garten. As mentioned in the identity section, scarcity, in the sense of Dresden, helped propel 

awareness on quality of public spaces that existed before the GDR. Through this scarcity did 

places like Grosser Garten remain protected during the GDR period from further neglect. 

Presently, the threat of development on Hufewiesen has incited a visible, documented campaign 

from a community group, Hufewiesen e.V. to remain forested. These shared goals expressed in 

both parks by residents embody the meaning behind social capital in preserving shared, public 

spaces that hold historical value to the city. 

The desire for trying to build community cannot function in places when environmental 

neglect nullifies social interaction. As industry continued after the end of WWII, the existing 

skilled workers supply and industrial infrastructure persisted on in cities like Essen. Once 
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industry left Essen, the housing became obsolete in serving its function of proximity while 

wading in toxic materials. Hazardous areas do not inspire public organizing; rather, brownfields 

deter individuals from leaving their homes or promote moving away as an increasingly attractive 

offer. Similarly discussed about Krupp Park, the lack of investment in Altendorf detailed by 

Schlecht drew lower socio-economic residents and keep lower-income families from moving out. 

Movement on the development on the Krupp Park occurred around the time that thyssenkrupp 

proposed moving their headquarters to Altendorf, adjacent to the Krupp Park. Andreas Kipar, 

landscape architect, designed the plan between the headquarters and Krupp Park with the goal of 

making the space liveable again for the community (Bürklein, 2014). The connection of the two 

spaces unites the landscape back with the company and into the community’s arms. 

b. Urban Park Planning: Bottom-Up vs. Top-Down Approaches 

In analyzing the parks themselves while including broader parameters, one notable 

difference would be the variance in establishing or preserving parks. In considering all the actors 

involved, we can start at the bottom of the pyramid with urban citizens, working up to city 

officials, including city planners and mayors, and then to national/bloc leaders in the case of 

Germany between 1945 and 1990. Initiatives or directives starting with the citizen action leading 

to broader change can be defined as a bottom-up planning approach. On the other hand, decrees 

laid down by national or regional actors to be dispensed at a local level will be termed a top-

down planning style. In considering these two approaches, it must be noted the differences in 

governance structures during GDR and FRG. As mentioned before, the GDR implemented 

socialist style planning that relied on heavy, if not entirely, top-down reforms while the FRG had 

a more equitable, hands off approach in relation to the former. In analyzing these approaches, I 
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look at the approaches that closely inform the development of the parks and the context of the 

city’s history. 

 

1. Top-Down Planning 

Top-down planning in Essen during the Cold War period was not the most immediately 

clear method of properly rehabilitating derelict spaces. Brownfields that had grown in number 

since the start of the 20th century presented a spatial difficulty for planners around the Ruhr. In 

the aftermath of the bombings of Essen, compounded by the deindustrialization of the Western 

World, the abundance of space leftover after factories left presented a challenge (von Petz, 

2005).  In the context of park planning, bottom-up approaches imply a degree of agency amongst 

residents to declare a space to be theirs or redeveloped. In the creation of the two parks in Essen, 

that agency designated for citizens never came to fruition, leaving government actors to step in. 

Krupp Park and Emscher Park represent two examples of this top-down approach to 

initiating these collaborative planning approaches. In both parks, the idea of creating a park came 

from top-level actors, the IBA in the case of Emscher Park and City of Essen in Krupp Park. In 

his description of the Emscher IBA Park planning process, Hosper highlights the achievement in 

electing a more collaborative process in the design and amenities citizens want to see from the 

park (Hosper, 153). I disagree with the characterization that the empowerment came from the 

citizens to generate this project, not to design it. By having the IBA offer up their services to the 

Ruhr Metropole, their acceptance as a partner incites a top-down approach with having an 

organization outside of the local context influence the pattern of development. With park 

planning, the design reflected the desires of businesses, locals, city actors, and investors yet the 

intent of establishing the park solely lies in the hands of the IBA and North-Rhine Westphalia 
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(Shaw, 2002). While literature boasts the revolutionary bottom-up approach in the design 

process, the unique nature of needing an actor in higher-level positions becomes exposed in these 

brownfield rehabilitation processes. The added layer of bringing in specialists to minimize risk to 

the public while creating an accessible park space makes these types of parks difficult in 

organizing citizens around it. Krupp Park followed a similar path, as the incentive of the 

thyssenkrupp headquarters moving into Altendorf accelerated park planning ideals. While the 

park itself must have included community input, the actors involved made the process top-down 

in terms of implementation. 

 

2. Bottom-Up Planning 

Conversely, the bottom-up approach can be seen in Dresden through their makeup of 

parks and the relationships citizens grow with these spaces. In looking at how the influence of 

the GDR government, top-down mindset to public infrastructure projects did not gel with 

Dresdener’s values. Having their dear spaces, the remaining structures and spaces from the pre-

WWII period, attempted to be desecrated brought about a need for bottom-up planning. Looking 

at Grosser Garten and Hufewiesen, the well of citizen support ignited top-level actors to become 

involved. 

The bombing of Dresden made so that truly public spaces, rid of governmental influence, 

became difficult to come across. Long established places like Grosser Garten and the now-called 

Hufewiesen have been ingrained in the minds of citizens for centuries as important spaces. Yet 

Grosser Garten, for much of its existence, restricted means of entry to low class citizens. Once 

the space opened up to citizens, the transition from a private estate to accessible private land 

became realized. To have such a beautiful space available to citizens produced a response out of 
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scarcity when the GDR came in and threatened these space. Out of this threat and the lack of 

support from other top-level actors did these bottom-up preserving tactics commence. Similarly 

to Hufewiesen, the threat of developers banded local residents under an umbrella of activism. 

Preserving this space, along with Grosser Garten, became a trend among citizens in preserving 

spaces as they had character to the city. 

II. Discussion 

Parks contribute to a broader topic of green infrastructure in urbanized centers. Part of 

my allure to study parks was their visible nature versus green roofs or storm water management 

that become built into existing infrastructure. In addition, parks serve the purpose of providing 

recreational space for residents in their varied functions. The most surprising aspect of these 

parks seemed to be the outward nature of their creation. What I mean by that is the parks I 

studied, especially Krupp and Emscher Parks, had an identity tied to a larger, transnational social 

capital that includes actors across scales. Schlecht was the project manager for the Green Capital 

of Europe campaign for Europe, which seeks to award cities trying to display environmentally 

friendly projects in urban contexts (Schlecht, 2019). While the individual projects varied in scale 

and content, the core values seemed to be about changing the narrative in the Ruhr Valley to this 

new post-industrial city. Parks fit in by serving the goals of this project, even though Emscher 

Park predated the designation of the Green Capital award in 2017, by achieving core values of 

the campaign whilst serving a benefit for the people. This muddled nature of the origin of these 

parks, with the IBA coming in to assist the creation of Emscher and the City of Essen providing 

help with the Krupp Park, gives the impression of larger movement intertwining with local social 

capital. 
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One thing I did not get a grasp on is the degree of social capital in the areas around 

Emscher and Krupp Parks. In my research of articles or announcements about these parks, I 

found little evidence of citizen enforcement or desire that motivated this construction. In my 

paper, I allude to the strength of Dresden’s social capital in comparison to Essen’s, especially in 

these localized contexts, in that the latter had little visible accounts of this social capital. The 

limitations placed on organizing around public spaces by environmental hazards was a theme I 

deduced. Shared goals around public spaces have trouble coalescing due to health concerns and 

insurmountable challenges to making it safe again. In particular, the evolving identity of Essen 

and the Ruhr contributed to possibly a sense of isolation for residents without an established idea 

to latch onto. The continuity of Dresden’s identity throughout the Cold War and into post-

Reunification stands in stark contrast to the evolution of Essen’s. 

The premise of the Dresden as a backdrop for the parks I visited rubbed off this sense of 

timelessness. Understanding the clean-up of the city and the lengths to which citizens fought to 

preserve parts of the standing structures emphasized a continuity. The architecture of the 

buildings, aside from the less-dressed facades of socialist housing projects, contributed to 

bringing back the vibrancy of the city before WWII, especially in the neighborhoods on the north 

side of the Elbe River. The shared vision of architecture points to citizens and a post-

Reunification government dedicated to enriching the identity of preservation. The parks served 

as an extension of this theme in their resiliency and ability to draw people together in beautiful 

spaces. The specific features of Grosser Garten with the old palace and stretched pond entrench 

this identity for people in the future to enjoy without fear of destruction. Hufewiesen reworked 

the function of the space to provide a recreational value sorely needed in the area due to the lack 

of green spaces available to people in Trachau (Kubsch, 2019). Furthermore, the evolving 
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function of the space has preserved one key feature: serving the locals. A developer coming into 

the space tried to disrupt this continuum of serving the local population by imposing a means to 

extract value out of land to serve a couple of families versus a larger community. I fear that once 

the compromise of 1/3 developed and 2/3 naturalized space passes, the city of Dresden will step 

into making Hufewiesen more ‘formal’ in its green spaces. 

III. Conclusion 

Social capital in park planning has significance in how cities proceed with trying to increase 

urban green space going forward. As we see in post-industrial cities like Essen, the lack of local 

social capital requires strong top-down intervention by governing bodies to achieve brownfield 

rehabilitation projects. I mention worldwide as an influence because Essen won the European 

Green Capital award in 2017. While projects like Krupp Park were completed long before the 

competition, incentives from larger governing bodies like awards or designations bring out 

change from top-down actors to organize campaigns. This outward looking promotion of green 

spaces bypasses local social capital by reaching for a larger audience instead of focusing 

specifically on the residents. This had been a precedent set by the introduction of the Emscher 

IBA exhibition in that the idea for rehabilitation of brownfields served more as an example for 

other post-industrial cities to follow. It was not until the IBA came to the Ruhr Valley did this 

topic receive more attention from governmental actors, to which it succeeded in attracting city 

planners from all over the world to learn about the project. Therefore top-down processes in 

places of drastic environmental damage and low social capital, albeit tied to environmental 

degradation likely, had precedent. This could be decisive in how many post-industrial cities 

move forward knowing that potentially more top-down involvement needs to take place to see 

change come to fruition. 
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 While top-down processes take the step to bring parks or green spaces to existence, 

bottom-up approaches come from resident concerns or desires. Dresden experienced high levels 

of social capital in times of severe distress, notably after the firebombing in 1945. The remaining 

architecture of Dresden endured in the now-termed city center yet became the subject of removal 

by the GDR. This attitude by the intrusive governing body irritated  Dresden residents to fight 

back to preserve the last remaining bit of the former city. Fear of losing precious built forms dear 

to residents incited an increased level of community organizing and cooperation over a shared 

goal. In the face of resiliency, social capital in Dresden grew out of informal groups and illegal 

environmental organizations through churches. While other cities cannot replicate this level of 

invasion for Dresden residents, it is important to consider how strong the social capital is in 

certain areas. In turn, the strength in organizing community support for construction of social, 

green spaces like parks showcases solidarity with these efforts. In theory, these bottom-up 

processes should not be applied on a city-wide scale by those local governments but carefully 

accessed on a neighborhood-by-neighborhood basis. Looking at residents’ interactions with their 

local built forms, or city center, exhibits patterns of local support that cities should see as a 

strength as demographics and landscapes change. 

 In conclusion, social capital forms from challenges presented to local community, 

especially visible projects like parks. The ways in which cities access social capital to achieve 

spatial planning like parks differs greatly based on governing philosophies, historical identities, 

and the needs of neighborhoods. If community efforts align with city goals, social capital can be 

seen as a proper tool for assisting development. If not, social capital needs to be strongly 

considered before a top-down solution overpowers the organic involvement of citizens. In places 
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without community objectives on derelict spaces, providing a top-down solution that informs 

citizens and rehabs land serves to initiate the conversation. 

While this research was limited to just four parks with higher publicity than just a normal 

neighborhood park, they show a small subset of parks each city offers and how these examples 

of top-down and bottom-up planning manifest in certain types of cities. Yes Further research 

would dig more into the relation between the community and parks as my evidence for this 

relation came entirely from chief actors like the head of a park organization and head urban 

planners. Their perspectives, while valuable, may overlook some key aspects of interaction in 

social spaces like parks not known to an observant eye. Another area for further investigation 

would be the influence of the European Union programs and other continent-wide designations 

like the European Green Capital award on park planning. The unique collaboration of European 

cities in combating climate change through initiatives like experimental planning programs, 

standards for transportation, and research centers for environmental data posits a unique position 

for countries. 
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Appendix A: Interview Script 

Below are the questions asked during the interviews with the participants asked in English with 
responses also in that language. While these questions helped guide the conversation, topics 
brought up by the participants relating to their specific area of expertise geographically, whether 
Essen, Dresden, or Germany as a whole, added another layer to the interviews. These questions 
were approved much earlier than I refined my final topic so follow-up questions conducted post-
September 2019 pertained closer to this thesis topic. 
 

A. Standard Questions 
a. What kind of role do you play in the whole process of environmental governance? 
b. Which level of government do you see green infrastructure being discussed at the 

most? Where do you see the most impactful change in terms of policy on green 
infrastructure? 

c. How do you view your cities work on green infrastructure? 
d. Any criticisms you might have of how green infrastructure is implemented or 

imagined by governments? Anything you would change if you had complete 
control? 

B. Questions for City Planners 
a. How do city officials manage the responsibility of both the city’s commitment to 

an ecologically friendly urban center with the state and national requirements? Is 
there a pressure to continue pushing for more sustainable initiatives? 

b. When did green infrastructure become a topic city planners had to consider in 
long term in Germany? Did this predate actions enacted at the EU level? 

c. How might city planning become more adapt to climate preparedness? Do you see 
cities creating policy that they hope to set as a benchmark for other cities?  

d. Do historical aspects of your city affect future environmental planning decisions 
(East vs. West Germany, industrial vs. non-industrial, etc)? 

C. Question for Community Level Personnel 
a. How much of the planning process is out of the government’s control and resides 

in the resident’s hand? Is community-based planning becoming more popular to 
circumvent the bureaucratic process for developing nature-based solutions? 

b. What kind of barriers are there for green infrastructure projects and how are these 
addressed on the various levels of governance? 

c. What kind of forums do you explore for initiating green infrastructure 
changes/project? 

d. What is the receptiveness of nature-based solution projects at a local level? 
D. Questions for Professors 

a. What kind of interaction do you see between the varying levels of environmental 
governance in Germany? 

b. How does the state/federal regulate the activities of the cities? 
c. Which level of governance do you see the greatest potential for improving green 

infrastructure implementation? 
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Appendix A: Interviewees 

A. Professor Carol Hager 

a. Professor of Political Science at Bryn Mawr College in Bryn Mawr, PA, USA 

b. Expert on German Reunification politics and Environmental Movements 

during the GDR and FRG reign 

B. Sebastian Schlecht 

a. Project Manager for the Essen Green Capital 2017 campaign 

b. Worked extensively on the Green Capital 2017 campaign which Essen won 

c. Knowledge on post-industrial legacy within Essen and the Ruhr 

C. Rüdiger Kubsch 

a. A leader for Hufewiesen e.V, the park organization tasked with protecting the 

natural territory 

b. Managing Director of the Euroregion Elbe/Labe partnership 

c. Heavily involved in Dresden city politics under the Green Party 

 

 


