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For two centuries, urban parks have been perceived and 
understood as public green spaces. Naturalistic or formal 
in appearance, they provided for recreational activity, and 
often featured attractive or romantic scenery.

Located in the heart of Germany’s densely populated 
Ruhr District, Landschaftspark Duisburg Nord (North 
Duisburg Landscape Park) makes a clear break with this 
history. A milestone in landscape design, it epitomizes an 
innovative approach to the urban cultural landscape, one 
characterized by acceptance of its industrial heritage and 
dramatically altered natural conditions.

On the site of a former industrial blast furnace, Latz + 

Partners have created a place of great beauty that will per-
petuate the story of these industrial facilities for succeed-
ing generations. At the same time, through a concerted 
program of bioremediation and on-site materials recycling, 
the design manages to neutralize or reverse much of the 
ecological damage done by those facilities. To complete 
the conversion of the site, the design also introduces a 
program of public activities which will allow it to develop 
new relevance in people’s lives.

The jury praised the project as exemplary of the emer-
gence of a new era of postindustrial parks, a trend that is 
currently more in evidence in Europe than in the United 
States. In the U.S., there have been many studies of dev-
astated landscapes—including Alan Berger’s Reclaiming 
the American West, a previous EDRA/Places award winner 
(Places, Vol. 16, No. 1, pp. 14-17). But the ability to move 
from research to planning and design has too often been 
hampered by a lack of political will and government funding.

IBA Emscherpark
Duisburg Nord park cannot be understood apart from 

the larger reclamation effort of which it is a part. Until 
the early 1970s, Germany’s Ruhr area, particularly the 
Emscher District, was one of Europe’s largest coal-mining 
and steel-manufacturing centers. The decline of these 
heavy industries, however, precipitated an economic and 
ecological crisis as well as social change and a loss of cul-
tural signifi cance in the region. Left behind was a bizarre 
landscape of rail beds, smokestacks, slag heaps, polluted 
soils, industrial ruins, and reengineered waterways.

Inspired by a series of earlier “International Building 
Exhibitions” (IBA) in other parts of Germany, a partner-
ship between the state of North Rhine-Westphalia, local 
municipalities, and private companies was formed. This 
commission proposed the IBA Emscherpark, a ten-year 
effort from 1989 to 1999 to revitalize the area. The goal 
was to develop a program of renewal for the densely popu-
lated region along the Emscher River, stretching from 
Duisburg on the Rhine in the west to Dortmund in the 
east, and including approximately 115 square miles and 
many important cities in between. The “exposition” pro-
posed to accomplish its goal by catalyzing structural, eco-
nomic and social reform through a number of exemplary 
and innovative integrated design projects.

From 1989 on, the IBA Emscherpark authority staged a 
series of competitions and issued a number of calls for pro-
posals for carefully selected sites within the region. These 
ranged from cutting-edge residential developments to 
cultural and educational facilities, art projects, and open-
space systems. In one way or another, all have attempted 
to address the ecological and economic regeneration of 
former industrial land. Over the course of ten years, the 
IBA sponsored approximately one hundred projects at 
various scales.

At Duisburg Nord, the land development authority of 
North Rhine-Westphalia, supported by a real estate fund, 
purchased the grounds of the former Thyssen Steelworks 
manufacturing plant. Subsequently, the City of Duisburg 
changed its zoning to allow its conversion into a public 
park. It was in this context that landscape designer Peter 
Latz developed a plan that refl ects many of IBA’s overall 
goals and objectives, and that has become the basis for one 
of IBA’s key projects.

Landschaftspark Duisburg 
Nord—Duisburg, Germany
Latz + Partners

Latz + Partners / Landschaftspark Duisburg Nord

The steel plant as an active industrial site in 1952. Photo courtesy of the Thyssen 

Krupp Corporate Archives. 
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attempted to reveal the unique qualities of this place. Historic 
layers of use had left their physical marks through industrial 
imprints, altered conditions, and environmental contamina-
tion. However, the goal was to consider these disturbed 
and complex conditions for their creative potential rather 
than as a nuisance that should be erased or camouflaged.

Based on thorough site survey and analysis, the design-
ers were ultimately able to keep and reuse most of the 
existing industrial structures at Duisburg Nord. By trans-
forming them in subtle and sensitive ways into parts of a 
new design, and by reprogramming their functions, they 
have successfully converted this former industrial site into 
a revolutionary new landscape type, one that is attracting 
more than 500,000 visitors per year.

Conceptual Considerations
In a 2004 lecture, Latz explained some of the difficulties 

the site presents. “The park is not a park in the common 
sense, not easy to survey, not clearly arranged, not recog-
nizable as a whole. According to its situation amidst chaotic 
agglomerations and infrastructure lines, it appears as a torn 
figure with numerous different aspects.”1

Nevertheless, when the idea for a park on the site of 
the former steel plant was born in 1989, he was struck 
by the power of its remnant patters of infrastructure and 
industrial relics—an aesthetic of gigantic objects that could 
potentially function as landmarks and nourish the genius 
loci of the site.

The abandoned colossuses of steel production also 
spoke a language of the sublime. “A blast furnace is not 
only an old furnace. It is a menacing ‘dragon’ frightening 
men and rising above its surroundings,” Latz has said.2

In their groundbreaking concept, Latz + Partners 

2005 EDRA/Places Awards Design

Overall plan of the new landscape park. Drawing courtesy of Latz + Partners.
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Park Systems
The 230-hectare (approximately 570-acre) project was 

developed in phases over the course of thirteen years, 
from 1989 to 2002. It consists of several layers of design 
elements that operate independently as park systems, and 
help create a sense of orientation that makes an extremely 
complex site interpretable at a human scale. Among 
major elements are a railroad park consisting of the raised 
ribbons of old rail-beds and other structures of a formerly 
manmade topography; new footbridges and promenades; 
a water park at its lowest level; and fi elds of vegetation—
woodland-like groupings of trees, pioneer plants, and 
prairie meadows—situated between more linear elements.

Many memorable places, all unique in character, are 
interwoven within this spatial framework: the Sinterpark 
and its large multifunctional plaza used for events; Secret 
Gardens hidden in former storage bunker structures; and a 
central Blast Furnace Park with elevated observation plat-

forms, climbing walls, rock gardens, and public spaces. The 
Piazza Metallica, situated at the symbolic heart of the park 
serves as its central event and gathering space. Here, a total 
of 49 recycled iron plates, each weighing seven to eight 
tons, were carefully arranged in a square, defi ning a plaza 
that is completely enclosed by looming industrial forms.

With its unconventional appearance and unique new 
recreational opportunities, the park has become popular 
with local residents, making a great contribution to the 
surrounding lower-middle- and working-class neighbor-
hoods on the north side of Duisburg. New activities range 
from hiking, biking, and exploring the park’s hidden 
corners, to social gatherings and large-scale cultural events.

Much of the project’s charm results from the innova-
tive reuse of individual site structures. For example, the 
park is home to the Gasometer, a former gas tank that has 
been fi lled with water and is now the world’s largest indoor 
diving center. Rugged concrete bunkers provide excellent 

Latz + Partners / Landschaftspark Duisburg Nord
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training facilities for rock climbers. And landmarks such as 
smokestacks and old furnaces are illuminated at night with 
colorful spotlights that attract visitors.

Restoring Ecological Awareness
From the beginning, principles of ecology and sus-

tainability guided the design and implementation of this 
new landscape. Remnants of demolished structures were 
reused in planting substrates, recycled concrete, or new 
paving materials.

Creative ways were also found to treat runoff on site 
and integrate resulting new physical forms in the overall 

design. Most important has been the transformation of 
the Emscher River, which runs through the park from east 
to west. Previously, the river had served as an open sewer 
channel. The new design culverts and diverts wastewater, 
while converting the Emscher into a collector for pre-
treated runoff and rainwater.

Significantly, Latz + Partners decided not to convert 
this reclaimed industrial channel into a pseudo-natural-
istic, romantic, meandering waterway—as proposed by 
conservationists and other groups. Nevertheless, they 
managed to reestablish its ecological functioning as 
habitat for aquatic plants and wildlife. Platforms extend-
ing out over the water also make this new environment 
accessible to park visitors.

In contrast to these highly designed interventions, 
other large areas of Landschaftspark Duisburg Nord were 
treated in ways primarily intended to reduce maintenance 
costs and keep energy inputs low. Disturbed soils on site 

often have high concentrations of slag, cinder, and the 
remains of coal or coke. Such extreme biological condi-
tions have resulted in “natural” vegetation growth that 
reflects the site’s industrial history. Moreover, over the 
years, seeds from all over the world were introduced along 
with industrial shipments, leading to a great present variety 
and mix of native and exotic species—as many as 450 neo-
phytes. These plants now appear at many early stages of 
natural succession.

Many publications have already referred to Landschaft-
spark Duisburg Nord as one of the most intellectually rig-
orous and successful examples of postindustrial park design. 
Perhaps most significantly, it was featured in the 2005 
exhibition “Groundswell: Constructing the Contemporary 
Landscape” at the Museum of Modern Art in New York 
City. According to the exhibition catalogue, the project is 
“one of the most significant new parks of the last decade.”3

Without a doubt, this seminal work has expanded our 
definition of urban parks, and begun to influence the think-
ing of a new generation of landscape architects. Among 
its lessons are to be aware of the importance of thorough 
site analysis; to give equal weight to social and ecological 
considerations; to respect the genius loci; and, most impor-
tantly, to allow the form of a park to evolve from the past 
use of a site.
— Judith Stilgenbauer

Notes

1. Peter Latz, “The Metamorphosis of the 20th Century’s Landscape,” March 1, 

2004, at the University of California, Berkeley.

2. Ibid.

3. Peter Reed, Groundswell: Constructing the Contemporary Landscape (New York: 

Museum of Modern Art, 2005). See also Lisa Diedrich, “No Politics, No Park: The 

Duisburg-Nord Model,” TOPOS, European Landscape Magazine 26 (March 1999); 

Niall Kirkwood, ed., Manufactured Sites, Rethinking the Post-Industrial Landscape 

(London: Spon, 2001); Arthur Lubow, “The Anti-Olmsted,” The New York Times 

Magazine, May 16, 2004; and Alan Tate, Great City Parks (London: Spon, 2001).
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Opposite Left: Cowper Place, a multifunctional plaza for events and gatherings. 

Photo by Christa Panick.

Opposite Right: A big slide deposits children in a play area at the mouth of a 

former ore bunker. Photo courtesy of Latz + Partners.

Top: The gardens of the Sinterpark occupy an area that once held a mix of fine-grain 

ore and other supplements used in the smelting process. Photo by Michael Latz.
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Voices from the New Orleans Design 
and Planning Diaspora
Gary Van Zante

Following the tragic impact of hur-
ricanes Katrina and Rita on the U.S. 
Gulf Coast in August and September, 
the Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology hosted a series of symposia in 
the Fall of 2005 entitled “Big Ques-
tions After Big Hurricanes.” Our intent 
was to investigate these catastrophic 
events and discuss issues of recovery.1

The fi rst session, October 3, 
empanelled fi ve New Orleans archi-
tects and academics to discuss the 
rebuilding of their city. Organized and 
moderated by Prof. Lawrence Vale, 
head of the Department of Urban 
Studies and Planning, and myself, the 
session touched on a broad range of 
urban, architectural, social and politi-
cal issues, refl ecting the complexity of 
the public response to such disasters.

Panelists were William Barry, 
Senior Associate, Shepley Bulfi nch 
Richardson & Abbott Architects, 
Boston; Lawrence Jenkens, Profes-
sor of Art History, University of New 
Orleans; John Klingman, Professor of 
Architecture, Tulane University, New 
Orleans; Richard J. Tuttle, Professor 
of Art History, Tulane University; 
and Ellen Weiss, Professor of Archi-
tecture, Tulane University. The fol-
lowing are some edited highlights of 
the discussion.

Van Zante: In the spring of 1867 
a crevasse, or breach in the Mis-
sissippi River levee, caused heavy 
fl ooding in the New Orleans vicin-
ity—one of forty inundations since 
the fi rst levees were raised in 1727. 
In this catastrophe, victims appealed 
to authorities for aid. “Not only 
desolation and destruction of prop-
erty, but death marches along in the 
track of the swiftly overwhelming 
fl ood,” they wrote to the governor. 
“Now—today—is the time for mea-
sures of relief to be put in operation, 
for tomorrow will be too late.” The 

New Orleans Crescent editorialized, 
sounding very much like today: “It is 
to be regretted that the request for 
assistance did not elicit a speedier 
response, for had immediate measures 
been taken, much misery might have 
been relieved and much loss averted.”

A hundred years later, in 1965, 
Louisiana Governor John McKeithen 
said, “We have spent hundreds of 
millions of dollars to protect our-
selves from the water. We have cut 
the Mississippi in many places so 
the water can get faster to the gulf. 
We have built levees up and down 
the Mississippi. We feel now we are 
almost completely protected.” That 
same year hurricane Betsy struck 
New Orleans with winds of 170 miles 
per hour. The levees were breached, 
sending fl oodwaters into the city. It 
was called the worst natural disaster in 
American history.

Now, in the wake of Katrina, our 
response to disaster and our ability 
to prevent it seem hardly to have 
improved. What can we say about the 
future of New Orleans as a safe place 
to live and work?

Tuttle: It is important to understand 
the history. Historical understanding 
is equal to the optimistic future-ori-
ented, technological response. Man 
has for centuries taken that stance, 
that something can be done physi-
cally to make it better. In general it’s 
worked, as in the case of the Nether-
lands or the Po River Valley; however, 
those places maintained strong public 
commitments.

Jenkens: In New Orleans this 
notion of an unsafe city is something 
people live with. From hurricane 
season to hurricane season we think 
about what might happen if the “big 
one” comes, [but] we’ve squandered 
the opportunity to protect ourselves. 

As Katrina was bearing down, the 
Corps [of Engineers] was saying 
the Category 3 levees have settled 
over time, and maybe they now only 
protect us against a Category 2 storm. 
There is this culture of living with 
danger and being relieved when you 
dodge the “big one”—but the “big 
one” is always going to come.

Barry: New Orleanians are tena-
cious, having fought this diffi culty 
throughout the city’s history. You 
could say New Orleans is unsustain-
able, [that] “they should rebuild it 
somewhere else.” However, one of 
the big messages here is that the city is 
not gone. New Orleans today is eighty 
percent intact and twenty percent dev-
astated. There are structures that have 
been fl ooded, perhaps by toxic sludge; 
but even much of that twenty percent 
may be salvageable.

Jenkens: I wonder if New Orleans 
is still a tenacious place. I’ve talked 
to many who have returned to fl ood-
ravaged neighborhoods, who have 
said “I can’t start fi xing until they tell 
me I can start fi xing, or if FEMA tells 
me they are going to bulldoze or not.”

Klingman: One of the things that is 
most disturbing in all this is that the 
rule system we have been living under 
in New Orleans is broken. It’s hard to 
understand if zoning issues or build-
ing-code issues are going to apply; 
or what changes there will be in the 
transportation or utility infrastruc-
ture; or if environmental mediation is 
going to be in the forefront. We hear 
that billions of dollars are being sent 
to the city and the region, and no one 
knows who is going to shepherd that 
money. Part of the solution is thread-
ing back to something that makes 
sense before it is possible to proceed.

Van Zante / Voices from the New Orleans Design and Planning
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process. Our concern—those of us 
at the table—is the quality of the city 
that we have and are afraid of losing 
entirely. We’re desperate to get that 
back. The impulse to bulldoze and 
start from scratch is a solution closely 
allied with the political process.

Van Zante: Those bulldozers now 
roaming New Orleans may be acceler-
ating what has been called one of the 
worst cultural disasters in American 
history. What do we know about the 
impact of this catastrophe on New 
Orleans’ 37,000 historic structures?

Weiss: There are FEMA assessment 
teams at work, but I worry about the 
shotgun neighborhoods. The shotgun 
is a great house form—it was probably 
invented in New Orleans as an adap-
tation to local house lots. Everybody 
has their own house, they have a door 
right on the street, the streets make 
neighborhoods, and people sit out on 
the street. There are not a lot of street 
cultures left, but New Orleans has a 
vibrant one. There is an urge now to 
shrink the city up to the high ground, 
put everybody in fourteen-story build-
ings. This is the worst possible solu-
tion. We’ve got to recognize that New 
Orleans is one of the largest historic 
districts in the world. It’s really the 
whole city—it’s a carpet, a fabulous 
urban texture.

Klingman: I think many people will 
accept this as a goal. But there are 
people who [will] want to take down 
old houses that haven’t been lived 
in for awhile. There is going to be 
more pressure to say “that looks bad, 
let’s get rid of it,” when in fact most 
of these buildings can be repaired 
and renewed. This is probably true 
even for buildings under water for a 
long period. New Orleans is built of 
cypress. Much of New Orleans was a 

cypress swamp, and when the swamp 
was drained, enormous trees were cut 
for building. Old-growth cypress is 
one of the most rot-resistant woods 
in existence. It seems reasonable to 
assume these houses can endure and 
be renewed.

Audience Question: What role can 
planners and designers have in reshap-
ing the political and economic situa-
tion that led to this catastrophe?

Klingman: There is a document 
out by the AIA which proposes to 
make school-building the focus of this 
reconstruction. One of the tragedies 
of New Orleans was the public educa-
tion system. Imagine if all of a sudden 
there were a hundred new schools in 
the city. Los Angeles, for example, 
adopted a bond issue to build thirty 
branch libraries in the neighborhoods. 
They hired, I think, thirty different 
architects—a few are rehabs, a few 
additions, and a lot of them are new 
construction. You go to the librar-
ies now in L.A. and they’re full. It’s a 
huge success story. I think the poten-
tial of something like that in New 
Orleans is brilliant. It’s a way of saying 
“here’s something we can do.” And it 
shouldn’t be hard to find sites.

Audience Question: Tourism has been 
the foremost economic development 
strategy of the city before Katrina. Will 
there be a change in that strategy?

Barry: Many, if not all, of the 
tourist attractions survived rather 
well. It is the fabric of the city not 
often seen by tourists that will quickly 
fall to political expediency. [People 
will say] “we need an area to wipe 
clean and start over again to show 
everybody that we can solve this 
problem with new building.”

Weiss: These areas are the cul-
tural hearth, this is where the jazz 
comes from. This is also where the 
minimum—wage workers who support 
the tourist industry come from.

Audience Comment: I worry that 
with so many people having left New 
Orleans and not being able to come 
back in a timely way, you lose the 
[local, rejuvenating] dialogue sur-
rounding the very thing that you want 
to preserve and modernize.

Vale: Empowering local voices [is] 
the central challenge. We are working 
with local community groups and 
unions to see if there might be a way 
for faculty and students to assist. One 
big challenge for planners is to help 
community leaders reconnect severed 
social networks. If New Orleans is to 
recover, it will take more than a return 
of the city’s planners and designers. 
But surely such leadership will form a 
vital part of what needs to happen next.

Note

1. The event was hosted by the Department of Urban 

Studies and Planning’s City Design and Development 

Forum. I would like to thank Shilpa Mehta, Leslie 

Myers, Richard Tuttle, and Larry Vale for their 

assistance.

Dispatch
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Restoring wetland ecosystems in 
neighborhoods where they have been 
engineered into pipes and filled in 
for development has become a famil-
iar goal within ecological design. 
However, it may also be a successful 
economic redevelopment strategy 
for urban neighborhoods. The right 
design for a wetland park can provide 
the necessary public amenity to 

Replacing a Shopping Center with an  
Ecological Neighborhood
Jennifer Dowdell, Harrison Fraker, and Joan Nassauer

attract new higher-density, mixed-use 
development. In response to the work 
presented in the last issue of Places 
on “Retrofitting Suburbia” (Vol. 17, 
No. 2), the case of the Phalen Village 
Small Area Plan in St. Paul, Minne-
sota, offers many important lessons.

Restoring Nature
The idea of replacing one of St. 

Paul’s oldest shopping centers with 
a wetland park was first proposed by 
landscape architect Joan Nassauer, 
architect Harrison Fraker, and stu-
dents at the University of Minnesota. 
Our task, ultimately funded as part of 
a Legislative Commission on Min-
nesota Resources design research 
project, had been to assist the City of 

St. Paul and Phalen residents explore 
a range of design alternatives for a dete-
riorating and financially bankrupt strip 
shopping center.

After we first proposed the wetland 
park, Phalen residents embraced the 
idea. Some of the oldest could still 
remember childhood fishing excur-
sions to a small lake that had existed 
there before the site had been filled 
in. Eventually, the park became the 
centerpiece of a vision adopted as part 
of the City-funded Phalen Village 
Small Area Plan—a transportation-ori-
ented mixed-use development, includ-
ing a significant amount of affordable 
housing.

Initially, all went well for this 
ground-breaking “retrofit.” Shortly 

Dowdell, Fraker, Nassauer / Replacing a Shopping Center

Top: The original plan for Phalen Wetland Park in 

1995 envisioned how the restored natural area would 

serve as a neighborhood amenity, wildlife habitat, and 

means of cleaning stormwater runoff.

Opposite: Current proposals fragment and privatize 

what was originally intended to serve as a public open 

space corridor, and introduce suburban street and 

housing development patterns.
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after the plan was approved in 1994, 
the City began negotiations to pur-
chase the shopping-center site, and by 
1998 demolition had begun to create 
the new Phalen Wetland Park. In 
addition to creating a signature public 
amenity, the plan envisioned the 
park linking to a new wildlife habitat 
”spine” and helping filter and retain 
local stormwater. The first phase of 
the park, on land owned by the City, 
was constructed in 1997; the second 
phase was begun in 1998. Develop-
ment of new businesses, institutions 
and housing according to the Small 
Area Plan began in 1998.

Today important changes in 
the original landscape plan for the 
wetland park have emerged—partly 

in response to the great success of the 
park as a focal amenity for develop-
ment. The restored wetlands have 
indeed become an effective part 
of the area’s stormwater retention 
system. However, habitat connections 
among wetlands in the area have been 
restricted by new residential develop-
ment that has begun to encroach on 
the park itself.

In particular, rather than maintain-
ing crisp boundaries between the park 
and adjacent commercial and residen-
tial areas, much of the new residential 
development has been arrayed around 
the wetland on small cul-de-sacs. This 
has brought a miniature version of a 
familiar suburban scene—wetlands 
in the backyards of new single-family 

homes—into the heart of one of the 
oldest, most urban neighborhoods of 
St. Paul.

A Retrofit Success
The good news from the point of 

view of retrofits is that the demolition 
of the shopping center and the con-
struction there of a new urban ecosys-
tem that mimics the original natural 
system is an idea that definitely worked. 
Studies have documented how the 
wetlands constructed during Phase 
One, on land owned by the City, dra-
matically increased local biodiversity.1 
In addition, the Phase One park site 
has already been recognized as hallowed 
ground in the cultural life of the city. 
It was even recently named the Vento 

To Rally Discussion
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Memorial Grove, after the early death 
of the beloved environmental champion 
and U.S. Congressman Bruce Vento.

Meanwhile, the larger part of 
the wetland park, which occupies 
the former shopping center site, 
has become the focal point of a fast-
developing part of East St. Paul. This 
area also lies within the larger Phalen 
Corridor Initiative, the aim of which 
is to revitalize and connect the larger 
neighborhood to downtown St. Paul 
by extending Phalen Boulevard. 
Indeed, when the redevelopment of 
the Phalen Village area is complete in 
the next five years, it will mark some-
thing of a culmination of this long-
term project.

There is no doubt the wetland park 
has contributed to the present success 
of the Phalen Corridor Initiative. St. 
Paul Planner Curt Milburn today says 
the wetland has become “the jewel 
of the corridor.” Investment in its 
immediate area has also reached $200 
million, which is almost half what 
has been invested in the entire cor-
ridor. Among other things, since the 
late 1990s the neighborhood around 
the park has seen the addition of a $4 
million Wells Fargo Branch Bank, 
a Walgreen’s drug store, and the 
Phalen Village Clinic. Milburn also 
points out that construction of the 
Minnesota Bureau of Criminal Appre-
hension has also brought “the CSI of 
Minnesota” to Phalen Village.

Housing, of course, has been the 
densest addition to the area. Much of 
it is in the form of the affordable units, 
as envisioned in the plan. So far, built 
projects include affordable senior 
housing facilities such as the Native 
American Elders Lodge and the 
Realife Cooperative Senior Housing. 
The complete renovation and reha-
bilitation of low-income housing in 
the Roosevelt Homes neighborhood, 
as well as the Ames Lake and Rose 

Hill public housing complexes just 
east of the wetland, has also begun, 
and is slated for completion in 2006. 
Near that site, the construction of new 
Habitat for Humanity housing was 
also approved in 2004.

However, the newest housing 
development is within the planned 
boundaries of the wetland park itself. 
Called Phalen Crossing, it was begun 
in the summer of 2004 by River Run 
Properties, and its construction is 
expected to last four years. This 
complex involves at least five major 
sites, surrounding the wetland with a 
mixture of townhouses, condos, and 
single-family houses.

As Sheri Pemberton-Hoiby of the 
City of St. Paul explains, “the housing 
that is currently being developed is 
mostly market rate.” Distinct in style 
and options, it is equivalent to the 
current median-priced home in the 
region, averaging $207,000.

From Public to Private Amenity
While all this housing is surely a 

welcome addition to the neighbor-
hood, there is no doubt its location 
has severely compromised the origi-
nal purpose of the wetland park as a 
public amenity that embodied urban 
ecological function. In the original 
plan, the wetland park’s boundary 
was sharply defined by public streets, 
making it both visible and accessible as 
the centerpiece of development. Now, 
with the intrusion of housing into it, 
the park is no longer experienced as 
“open” and available to the public. It 
is now defined by private property.

If there is a lesson to be learned 
from Phalen it is that urban ecological 
restoration can succeed as a retrofit 
strategy, but its public boundaries and 
access must be carefully defined, and 
“ownership” by adjacent residential and 
commercial uses must be established 
from the outset, so that the park has 

empowered beneficiaries and defenders.
As Milburn explains, the local 

problem was that commercial activity 
was relocated from the old shopping 
center to arterial streets and not to the 
streets beside the park, where it could 
have activated its boundaries. Creating 
“a natural amenity with the only active 
spaces being a farmers’ market and an 
amphitheater,” left the open space too 
vulnerable to residential development 
pressures, particularly as the park was 
recognized as a desirable amenity.

This story thus involves a good 
news/bad news scenario with impor-
tant lessons for other towns. As the 
community saw the opportunities 
being created by the design of the site, 
interest burgeoned among commer-
cial entities, neighborhood groups, 
the federal government, and the City 
of St. Paul to go even further than 
previously imagined in reinvigorating 
the community. With so much pres-
sure on building, the underlying value 
of the public ecological vision was 
subordinated to other values.

But there is another deeper story 
here. Why this happened? Why 
couldn’t the entirety of the public 
wetland park be embraced as part of a 
successful redevelopment effort? 

Here one sees the power of private 
suburban development models over-
whelming the identity and definition 
of public space. One can also see 
the opportunism of developers who 
recognized the amenity value of the 
public wetland park and incorporated 
it to increase the value of their own 
private projects.

Note

1. J.I. Nassauer, “Monitoring the Success of 

Metropolitan Wetland Restorations: Cultural 

Sustainability and Ecological Function,” Wetlands, 

Vol.24, No.4 (2004), pp. 756-65.

Drawings courtesy of Joan Nassauer.
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Caring for Places: In Complexity

New Orleans set before us, front and center, all the elements of place: the 
forces of nature and topography within which places exist; varying patterns of 
buildings and streets that structure the settlement of places; building types that 
adapt (or not) to the conditions at hand, and disparities in the resources avail-
able to their builders. The physical and cultural landscape that grows up within 
these patterns requires nourishment and care—care that must extend to the 
fundamental structures on which all else depends. In New Orleans, a disturbed 
coastal ecology, the channels of the river, and levees and pumps that kept sur-
rounding waters at bay formed the nexus of a structure that was imperiled.

We’ve been confronted, now, with the unforeseen or unattended-to conse-
quences of the technological transformation of ground and resources. We’ve 
also seen that cultures, in all their complexity, are entwined within the fabric of 
a place in a way that develops fierce attachments and loyalties and draws people 
to it. Histories of all sorts, from the idiosyncratic and personal to the epic, 
become embedded in the structures themselves and archives they shelter.

We see, most essentially, that we must care for the justice of how resources 
are distributed within our environments and ensure that alert and equitable 
hands guide the continuing improvement and adjustment of places. This will be 
hard; there is always great opportunity for exploitation within the arrangements 
needed to stabilize a place—especially when responsibility is allocated to corpo-
rate owners who may be remote and care little for cherished nuance.

The impossibility of reconstructing exactly what was lost is obvious, and no 
doubt some of it does not bear repeating. Yet, without careful attention—even 
given the urgencies of the moment—there is great likelihood that patterns of 
construction will soon loom into place, in the name of expediency and profit, 
that will carry with them processes that disallow exactly the interim, ad hoc, 
marginal adjustments which have given so much spirit and charm to the places 
of New Orleans, forming the character that vibrates in our memories.

Even if there were a remote chance that large corporations would be inter-
ested in such fine-grain accommodations, there is no way they could reproduce 
what developed over time. But what could be devised are processes that engage 
community interest… that allow things to continue to transform and accrete, 
with new additions and modifications that bear marks of individual attention. 
What could now be built are places that accept the complexities of life, with pat-
terns and groupings that enfold both existing structures that can be saved and 
new configurations that better suit the conditions of place and its evolving social 
structure. Such attention might offer hope as well as reminiscence, opportuni-
ties for complex initiative and expression as well as simple health and security.

New Orleans faces a challenge that has seldom been met well, especially 
through massive efforts at reconstruction conducted under duress. But it is a 
challenge worthy of a city that has won wide fame as a place of uncommon cre-
ativity… now masked by a face of disorder and plight.

Struck down by forces beyond control, set into harm’s way by development 
hubris and social injustice, left unguarded through official neglect, the city yet 
seems ready to rise. With care, it will deck itself again in a bounty of initiatives.

—Donlyn Lyndon, Editor
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Cover Image: Weber Point

When the City of Stockton first came to the Mayors 

Institute of City Design on October 1994 Weber 

Point was “vacant and unlandscaped, with abandoned 

parking lots, an occasional tree, and a pervasive sense 

of neglect.” As previously reported in Places (Vol.10, 

No.1, Winter 1996, pp. 32-37), the point had once 

been the heart of the city’s Gold Rush-era port. Yet 

the only indicator it had been an important destination 

for steamers plying the delta channels 65 miles inland 

from San Francisco was the landmark Hotel Stockton 

that faced onto it.

 According to the case-study material developed for 

the Institute, a series of failed redevelopment plans had 

left the city with a dead zone at its heart. And the most 

recent redevelopment scheme—to locate a convention 

center, office building, and parking structure there—

had failed to inspire the community. At the Institute, 

held that year in San Antonio, Texas, the resource 

panel counseled the City, represented by Mayor Joan 

Darrah, to forgo that scheme. They argued that a 

community panel should be formed to build public 

consensus for a more distinctive use of the precious 

waterfront site.

 Darrah returned to Stockton and did just that. 

Working with the Stockton City Council, which was 

also eager for a change, she appointed a 28-person task 

force and hired a consultant team of urban designers, 

landscape architects, and economic-development 

experts. Their eventual recommendation was for a 

“water square” that would provide a focus for public 

consciousness and a site for animated family-oriented 

recreation events.

 Darrah is no longer Mayor of Stockton, but she 

believes the Weber Park Events Center that now 

occupies the point has turned out to be everything her 

city could have hoped for.

 As she writes, “It is a park to stroll in and look out at 

the water. Children run in the interactive fountain on 

warm days, swing or slide on the play structure, or walk 

on the footprint of the house of our founder, Captain 

Charles Weber. It has served as the catalyst for major 

waterfront revitalization that includes a sixteen-screen 

Cineplex, an arena, a ballpark, and a Sheraton Hotel.

 “It is also the location of our city’s largest events, 

like the Asparagus Festival [pictured here] and the 

Cinco de Mayo celebration. On the Fourth of July 

every year thousands of Stocktonians come together 

to celebrate. The Stockton Symphony plays on 

an elevated stage under an expansive canopy; they 

conclude with the Star Spangled Banner, and a 

fireworks extravaganza begins.“The place of our city’s 

founder [is now] a place for all Stocktonians.”

Photo courtesy of The Stockton Record.
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2005 EDRA/Places Awards

Each year the EDRA/Places awards program, initiated in 
1998, recognizes exemplary projects in the place design, 
place planning, and place research. In recent years, juries 
have been instructed to award up to six prizes, of which one 
must come from each of the above categories. The 2005 
jury chose to award two prizes in each design, planning, 
and research. The awards were presented April 29 at the 
EDRA annual conference in Vancouver, B.C.

The jury for the 2005 EDRA/Places awards was held 
February 25-26 at the University of California, Berke-
ley. EDRA and Places would like to thank the College of 
Environmental Design, and its Dean, Harrison Fraker, for 
serving as host, and for continuing to support the awards 
program. The 2005 jury was composed of:

Gail Brager, Professor of Architecture, University  
of California, Berkeley.

Galen Cranz, Professor of Architecture, University  
of California, Berkeley.

Hugh Hardy, Principal, H3 Hardy Collaboration  
Architecture, New York.

Robert Harris, Professor and former Dean, School  
of Architecture, University of Southern California.

Larry Vale, Professor and Head of the Department  
of Urban Studies and Planning, MIT.

EDRA and Places would like to thank all who entered their 
work in the 2005 awards cycle. For more information on 
the 2006 awards, please turn to the call for entries on page 
43 of this issue.

Award for Design

Landschaftspark Duisburg Nord—Duisburg, Germany

Latz + Partners, Kranzberg/Duisburg, Prof. Peter Latz, Lead Designer

Award for Design

Los Altos School District Master Plan Update—Los Altos, California

Gelfand Partners Architects, San Francisco, Lisa Gelfand, Principal
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Award for Planning

Lloyd Crossing Sustainable Urban Design Plan & Catalyst Project—Portland, Oregon

Mithun Architects+Designers+Planners and the Portland Development Commission, 

with KPFF-Portland, GreenWorks, SolArc, Heartland, Urbsworks, Interface, ID, 

and Walsh Construction

Award for Planning

Iqaluit Core Area and Capital District Redevelopment Plan—Nunavut, Canada

The City of Iqaluit, FoTenn Urban Planners and Designers, Office for Urbanism, 

Laird & Associates

Award for Research

The Dignity of Resistance: Women Residents’ Activism in Chicago Public  

Housing—Chicago, Illinois

Roberta M. Feldman and Susan Stall

Published in 2004 by Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, U.K.

Award for Research

People and Places on the Outer Cape: A Landscape Character Study

Jack Ahern, Ethan Carr, Elisabeth Hamin (Dept. of Landscape Architecture and 

Regional Planning), and David Glassberg (Department of History), University of 

Massachusetts, Amherst

Robert Page and Margaret Coffin Brown, Olmsted Center for Landscape 

Preservation, U.S. National Park Service

Cape Cod National Seashore, Superintendent Maria Burks and staff

2005 EDRA/Places Awards
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Lloyd Crossing Sustainable Urban Design Plan  
and Catalyst Project—Portland, Oregon
Mithun Architects+Designers+Planners and  
the Portland Development Commission

On January 8, 1973, maverick Oregon Governor Tom 
McCall famously warned state legislators of the threat 
posed by those he called the “grasping wastrels of the 
land.” “Oregon,” he proclaimed, “is an inspiration,” and 
land was its “most valuable finite natural resource.”1 
Oregonians listened. Today the state is a leader in forward-
thinking land-use planning and innovative environmental 
policy. Portland, the state’s most populous city, has also 
been touted as the “American headquarters of the ‘New 
Urbanism’,” the place to live “the green American dream,” 
and even “the largest European city in America.”2

The Lloyd Crossing Sustainable Design Plan & Cata-
lyst Project, commissioned by the Portland Development 
Commission, is proof that these are not empty accolades. 
Produced by Mithun Architects+Designers+Planners of 
Seattle and a broad team of affiliated consultants, it seeks 
to almost triple the developed square footage of a 35-block 
area of the city, while simultaneously reducing its environ-
mental signature to that of a pristine forest.

This winner of a 2005 EDRA/Places Planning Award 

contains two equally ambitious components. Its Sustain-
able Design Plan endeavors to create a framework of 
implementation strategies, quantifiable measures, and 
region-wide connections to support the emergence of a 
central-city district offering the best of both urban living 
and ecological sensitivity. The associated Catalyst Project 
attempts to demonstrate that this vision will not only be 
technically feasible, but also aesthetically desirable and 
financially profitable.

The Background: Lloyd Crossing
The plan covers a 35-block area within the Lloyd Dis-

trict, located northeast (across the Willamette River) from 
downtown Portland. While the area is officially part of 
the “Central City,” many feel it lacks the vibrancy that 
distinguishes the Rose City’s other famous neighbor-
hoods. Indeed, according to Sloan Schang of the Portland 
Development Commission (PDC), it can feel more like a 
“middle-American downtown” than the heart of a lively 
West Coast metropolis.

Mithun Architects+Designers+Planners / Lloyd Crossing

Brager: This seemed to really have a nice organization 

of goals, analyses, and performance measures. 

They went beyond just saying we’re going to do it. 

You might argue with the methods, but they had 

methods—it wasn’t just on a philosophical struggle. 

The way they presented it was also very educational. 

It’s a really nice model for others to follow.

Vale: So often we have the buzzwords of sustainability. 

But this one really says, here is a 35-block urban 

ecosystem, let’s set some standards for how 

you can have growth and densification without 

raising ecological impacts. To actually talk about 

reforestation—“a small mixed-conifer forest woven 

into the urban infrastructure”—as they put it. It’s a 

lovely concept.

Brager: I think it fit a lot of criteria of what we were 

looking for in terms of the connection of research 

to planning, and going from planning back to clear 

Lloyd Crossing Sustainable Urban Design Plan and Catalyst Project—Jury Comments
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But the potential is there. The neighborhood covered 
by the plan contains 2.8 million square feet of developed 
building space housing a wide variety of uses, including the 
Rose Garden Arena and the Oregon Convention Center. 
It has been dubbed “Lloyd Crossing,” because of its des-
ignation as a future meeting point of the present light-rail 
system and a planned new streetcar line.

The Lloyd District Development Strategy—formulated 
in 2001 for the larger area that includes Lloyd Cross-
ing—had already called for the creation of an active, dense 
urban neighborhood in the area. Additionally, market 
studies indicated that over the next 45 years, an additional 
8.1 million square feet (70 percent of what present zoning 
allows) could be absorbed by the district, bringing with it 
8,000 potential new residents.

All 35 blocks of Lloyd Crossing lie within an urban 
renewal area. In 2004, when the PDC drew together a 
project-specific advisory committee composed of twelve 
area stakeholders, from property owners to neighborhood 
advocates, to help guide its redevelopment, sustainability 

soon emerged as a central objective. As Schang notes, there 
is “a lot of movement in the city to push the envelope with 
sustainability.” Indeed, when the request for proposals for 
Lloyd Crossing emerged from the advisory committee, it 
not only expressed a desire to maintain the development 
potential of the land and create a district with a defined 
sense of place, but to establish a vision that would both 
reflect “financial reality” and exceed LEED platinum-level 
standards.

The winning team assembled by Mithun shared this 
bold vision. According to Bert Gregory of Mithun, when 
it comes to sustainability, what is most needed today is to 
“move beyond green buildings… to jump to the next level, 
to look to neighborhoods as systems,” and to recognize it is 
possible to create vibrant urban places with extremely low 
impact on the environment. Of equal importance, though, 
is that one of the largest property owners in the neighbor-
hood, Ashforth Pacific, also expressed an interest in doing 
something truly innovative.

The Proposal: Urban/Forest
As a first step, the team attempted to give teeth to the 

concept of “sustainability.” This was no small feat. By 2000 
it seemed that “sustainable” was a required word in virtu-
ally all planning documents, and that “sustainable devel-
opment” was the avowed goal of everyone. Yet, as J.G. 
Frazier has noted, the concept was so poorly defined as to 
be largely meaningless. In fact, during the 1990s the edito-
rial staff of Issues in Science and Technology, a publication of 
the National Academy Sciences, had proclaimed the phrase 
to have “no useful meaning.”3

The Sustainable Design Plan, in contrast, rests on a 
functional concept of “Pre-development Metrics” devel-
oped by the team. These measures embody a theoretical 
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recommendations. These predevelopment measures 

define clear metrics to use as a benchmark. They were 

really looking at different critical dimensions of the 

project and establishing how they would be met.

Hardy: I was impressed that it is the Portland 

Development Commission that sponsored the thing. 

Their statement—which is very ambitious—I think 

is true. They say the study is to examine the benefits 

of an integration of urban design strategies, green 

infrastructure opportunities (they certainly went into 

that), shared building systems, innovative financial 

models (which are often left in the dust), and to serve 

as a catalytic sustainable urban design model. And all of 

that, which is enormously ambitious for a city agency 

to even think about, was there. Quite extraordinary.

Brager: Exactly. And too often you see these 

ambitions and you get excited about the project, and 

you look through it and say, “Well, where is it?” It’s 

The towers and parking lots of the Lloyd District, across the Willamette River from 

Downtown Portland. It is here the that the Lloyd Crossing project is planned to 

take shape.



baseline representing the ecological profile of the site 
before there was a human presence on it. This framework 
was then used to create a plan that would be even more 
ambitious than the “beyond-platinum” goals specified in 
the RFP. In effect, the remarkable notion at the heart of 
the plan is that intense urban redevelopment can be used to 
reverse existing environmental impacts, and return many 
of the ecological qualities of the site to those of a 54-acre, 
mature, mixed-conifer forest.

Wildlife habitat, water and usage quality, and energy 
consumption are three areas where the plan establishes 
specific performance goals. In terms of habitat, the prede-
velopment metric was 90 percent tree cover, supporting a 
diverse range of species. In comparison, the plan attempts 
to reestablish 25-30 percent tree cover—an “abstrac-
tion” of a mixed-conifer forest, involving native “forest 
patches,” green streets, rooftop gardens, and habitat cor-
ridors. Meanwhile, provisions are also proposed for off-site 
habitat restoration.

In terms of water, the plan estimates the study area 
receives 64 million gallons of rainwater a year, and it pro-
poses treating much of this runoff on-site. It also proposes 
reducing potable water consumption by 62 percent, and pro-
viding on-site sources for 100 percent of nonpotable water 
demand through rainwater harvesting and wastewater reuse.

Energy metrics involve a number of concerns. Accord-
ing to the plan, the neighborhood receives 161 million 
kilowatt hours per year of solar energy. The plan aims to 
exceed the level of utilization of this energy that would be 
typical of a mature forest.

Among the plan’s other goals are to reduce on-site carbon 
dioxide emissions to predevelopment levels and create an 
overall carbon-neutral strategy. Since the construction 
industry consumes 40 percent of the global economy’s raw 
materials, the latter would involve giving preference to 
materials that employ renewable resources, that are from 
within 300 to 500 miles of the site, have low embodied 
energy, and that receive a positive Life Cycle Assessment.

Placemaking
The placemaking strategy of the plan builds on the suc-

cessful qualities of Portland’s older core neighborhoods.
In terms of district character, the plan not only recog-

nizes that developing intensely near existing infrastructure 
will “reduce the pressure on development in other outly-
ing areas,” but it argues that many of the environmentally 
friendly architectural and planning features it encourages 
will create a unique identity for the district. Residential 
units would be mixed with business uses; a hierarchy of 
green streets would be established; towers would be set 
back to allow adequate sun at street level; pedestrian and 
bicycle access would be encouraged; and new open spaces 
would be created.

The Catalyst
To provide a real-world structure for these bold envi-

ronmental goals, the plan proposes hard numbers for 
financing planned changes to the urban fabric. Specifically, 
the Catalyst Project seeks to demonstrate financial feasi-
bility by outlining two alternate building scenarios. One 
involves a midrise, mixed-use project containing 150 new 
residential units; the other is a highrise project containing 

one thing to analyze a building and look at actual 

performance, rather than have green-washing statements. 

But to do it at the planning stage is even harder. All too 

often you have these grandiose statements of intent 

without any kind of metric to back it up.

Hardy: And the inference was that there are ways to do 

this, rather than this is what it will be. This, from my 

point of view, is the nature of what planning should be.

Harris: In Portland anyone who wants to get reelected 

has to be in favor of this, and there is likely to be a 

good amount of political support. But this is also 

really well suited to where it is in Portland. It’s a 

huge area—a little bigger than the densest part of the 

central district. It’s a tough location, but it could be 

quite wonderful over time. They even identified some 

catalytic projects they thought might get it started.

Vale: I was really delighted to see an urban- or 

district-scale approach to sustainability that had some 

measurable outcomes. It seems the right kind of 

multiprong strategy, at the right place, at the right city, 

at the right time.
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portrayed the region from San Francisco to Seattle as the 
preeminent bastion for such views in the U.S.5 Yet while 
San Francisco may be home to innumerable environmental 
organizations, and while Seattle may be a self-described 
“Pugetopia,” it is Portland that has so far come closest to 
turning fiction into fact by realizing an ideal of environ-
mental urbanity.6 It is providing the kind of inspiration 
that would make Tom McCall proud.
— Jason Alexander Hayter
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between 240 and 300 residential units.
Based on a public/private partnership, these model proj-

ects are estimated to provide a potential developer return 
of 16 to 21 percent, while exceeding LEED platinum-level 
standards. They would also allow the construction of a new 
one-acre public park, green infrastructure, and buildings 
demonstrating the latest in sustainable technology.

A Model
The jury was broadly impressed with many aspects of 

this ambitious proposal. But, most importantly, they noted 
that its clear metrics gave substance to the usual buzzwords 
of sustainability. Because of this, they praised the PDC and 
Mithun for creating something that could move the entire 
urban planning field forward—not just in Portland, but 
around the nation and the world.

With luck, some form of a catalyst project may be built 
in a few years. But, until then, Schang says, “We’ve gotten 
a lot of people talking.” In addition to winning a 2005 
EDRA/Places award, the work has been lauded in a recent 
issue of Planning, and it has won an American Society of 
Landscape Architects Honor Award and an American 
Institute of Architects Top Ten award.4

This year marks the thirtieth anniversary of the pub-
lication of Ernest Callenbach’s Ecotopia, a work of fiction 
that both provided a vision of ecological possibility and 
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Opposite: The plan analyzes issues related to habitat, water, energy, and place-

making. It aims to encourage urban growth that will result in drastically reduced 

ecological impacts for the area by the year 2050.

Left: Street sections detail specific ways to integrate new patterns of site ecology 

with existing and planned new circulation patterns. 

Right: The Catalyst Project presents highrise and midrise alternatives for the design 

of actual new buildings and open spaces.
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Literature of Place
Dwelling on the Land before
Earth Day 1970

Melanie L. Simo

“No other book treats the historiography of
place as Melanie Simo does in this engag-
ing and thoughtful work. By introducing
unexpected or little-known texts—try E. B.
White alongside Jane Jacobs—she freshens
and deepens our understanding of how
Americans have written about landscape,
place, and nature.”—Mac Keith Griswold,
garden historian and writer

15 b&w illustrations
$39.50 cloth

Imagining Eden
Connecting Landscapes

Lyle Gomes
With an introduction by Denis Cosgrove
and an interview with the photographer
by Karen Sinsheimer

“Lyle Gomes’s delicate black-and-white
photos of fabricated Arcadias, paired with
well-chosen historical quotes, echo with
history and offer a quiet reproach to much
contemporary landscape photography.
Pieces of Eden can turn up where you least
expect them.”—Drew Heath Johnson,
Curator of Photography, Oakland
Museum of California

60 duotone photographs
$49.95 cloth

Re-creating the American
Past
Essays on the Colonial Revival

Edited by Richard Guy Wilson,
Shaun Eyring, and Kenny Marotta

“Re-creating the American Past, a
genuinely major achievement, provides
a fresh and rich look at the diversity,
complexity, and pervasive appeal of the
Colonial Revival in American cultural life.
These essays and well-documented case
studies offer us a kaleidoscopic vision of a
multifaceted phenomenon. The volume is
an invaluable resource that will be admired
and mined for decades to come.”—Michael
Kammen, Professor of American History
and Culture, Cornell University

132 b&w illustrations
$49.50 cloth

New in paperback
Lots of Parking
Land Use in a Car Culture

John A. Jakle and Keith A. Sculle

“For anyone interested in automobile his-
tory and the growth of cities and suburbs,
this will be a readable and enjoyable book.
It is peppered with facts that will drive
friends and relations crazy: the first com-
mercial parking lot appeared in downtown
Detroit in 1924; Chicago in 1998 issued
four million parking tickets generating 175
million dollars in revenue. . . . There is
very little written on this subject and noth-
ing really current, making Lots of Parking a
must purchase for all libraries.”—Choice

Published in association with the Center for
American Places
80 b&w illustrations
$18.95 paper

U N I V E R S I T Y O F V I R G I N I A P R E S S
800-831-3406 www.upress.virginia.edu

Available in paperback
New Orleans
The Making of an Urban Landscape
Second Edition

Peirce F. Lewis

“A city of legend, a legendary geographer,
and a landscape loved by America’s legions
of place-cherishers: These come together
in Peirce Lewis’s timely revision of New
Orleans.”—Paul F. Starrs, University of
Nevada

Center for American Places
$22.50 paper, $49.50 cloth

The Last Undiscovered
Place
David K. Leff

“This is a kind of folk archeology that I
love. In a nation now nearly catatonic from
the ravages of suburbia, Leff does a fine job
of recovering the lost memories, textures,
rhythms, flavors, and feelings of authentic
town life.”—James Howard Kunstler,
author of The Geography of Nowhere

11 b&w illustrations
$27.95 cloth


