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1 Introduction 
This workshop was jointly hosted by the Leibniz Institute of Ecological Urban and Regional 
Development, Dresden (IOER)
part of the Leverhulme international research network 
involving seven partners globally, responds to the recent growth of various types of ‘eco
frameworks, which has resulted in a diverse range of urban sustainability indicators, stan
ards, and endorsement schemes.

This was the first of three consecutive workshops to
taking place in UK, Canada, China, and South Korea, in 2013
shop carries on the tradition and format 
given the opportunity to discuss ch
with yearly changing topics. The event was 
competence centre in the city of Goerlitz
in terms of a local scale lab on urban renewal, demographic change and cross
eration.  

The workshop brought together researchers
opments in research, policy and practice across Germany, Poland, Czech Republic, Switze
land and Austria. Embedded in the overall issue of standardisation of urban sustainability, 
the workshop focused on already existing cities and neighbourhoods
emphasis on historical or listed quarters
al actors here have to deal with 
cultural and building heritage of the European city and the additional requirements of liveable 
and competitive cities. In three forums speakers f
ciplinary viewpoints gave short presentations regarding priorities of the ecological urban r
newal. Following, the speakers discussed with the participants in an interdisciplinary and 
intensive dialogue in moderat
podium and panel discussion. Speakers and participants made 
phasised further demand of research.

2 Content 

Forum 1: Description and Evaluation
First, as a basis of an ecological urban renewal, the current discussion regarding the descri
tion and evaluation of urban structures and processes has been reflected within the context 
of current visions and urban strategies. The focus was on the city within the region, but also 
the urban neighbourhoods. This session was the closest to sustainability frameworks and 
indicators as followed by the Leverhulme International Network.
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hosted by the Leibniz Institute of Ecological Urban and Regional 
(IOER) and the Technische Universität Dresden

part of the Leverhulme international research network Tomorrow’s City Today
n partners globally, responds to the recent growth of various types of ‘eco

frameworks, which has resulted in a diverse range of urban sustainability indicators, stan
ards, and endorsement schemes. 

This was the first of three consecutive workshops to be held in Germany, with parallel events 
taking place in UK, Canada, China, and South Korea, in 2013-2014. Further

and format of the so-called “Denksalon”, which since 2005 has 
given the opportunity to discuss challenges and approaches for future urban development 
with yearly changing topics. The event was embedded in the activities of an established 

in the city of Goerlitz. This centre is run by the IOER and the TU Dresden
ale lab on urban renewal, demographic change and cross

brought together researchers and practitioners to take stock of recent deve
opments in research, policy and practice across Germany, Poland, Czech Republic, Switze

Embedded in the overall issue of standardisation of urban sustainability, 
already existing cities and neighbourhoods (urban retrofit)

emphasis on historical or listed quarters. Within the framework of an ecological urban rene
have to deal with a gentle use of resources, a responsible handling with the 

cultural and building heritage of the European city and the additional requirements of liveable 
In three forums speakers from science and practice from different di

ciplinary viewpoints gave short presentations regarding priorities of the ecological urban r
newal. Following, the speakers discussed with the participants in an interdisciplinary and 
intensive dialogue in moderated roundtable discussions. The workshop was closed with a 

. Speakers and participants made concluding remarks and
demand of research.    

Description and Evaluation 
gical urban renewal, the current discussion regarding the descri

tion and evaluation of urban structures and processes has been reflected within the context 
of current visions and urban strategies. The focus was on the city within the region, but also 

This session was the closest to sustainability frameworks and 
indicators as followed by the Leverhulme International Network.  
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Assessing & certifying … and everything is alright? 
The forum started with a rough overview on the national and international history and 
different organisational background
tainable assessment. Stefan Dirlich figured out the
as reporting and documentation; aggregation and evaluation; and communication, awarding 
and labeling. Based on this introduction and some examples, illustrating the differences of 
the approaches, he summaris
assessment: visualisation of sustainability and quality efforts, image improvement, proof of 
sustainability and lower operational costs, planning and cost security, risk minimization in all 
phases of the life cycle, quality assurance, and signaling/
tion. He compared these points with the critical question
building or quarter really ensures a higher sustainability than without, regarding the
the comparability, the flexibi
merely as a “greenwashing” activity,

The paradox of global urban sustainability (Prof Dr Simon Joss, University of Westmi
ster/UK) 
Against the background of globally 
ardisation, Simon Joss focused on 1) who is developing, implementing, and capitalizing the 
certification; 2) how the frameworks are made and characterized; and 3) what
The internationalisation is accompanied by different conceptual, but also practical tensions. 
He stated for example the challenge of being sustainable both based on a local anchorage 
and a unified and international applicable certification. 
of the growing technological approaches to sustainability and the socio
practice. He summarised the advantages and disadvantages of standardising the global su
tainable city as followed:  

Advantages: 
� Global reference point to global issues (especially CO
� ‘Window of opportunity’ (large
� Replicability: economy of scale; knowledge transfer
� Cities as global actors: need for common fra

Disadvantages: 
� Predominant focus on infrastructure & energy
� Predominantly technological / technocratic solutions
� Risks down-playing social & cultural issues
� Risks side-lining local policy

Challenges, trends and policie
Czech Technical University, Prague/Czech Republic)
Karel Maier figured out the manifold societal, economic and ecological challenges of regional 
development on global, European, and national s
ties, social fragmentation, segregation, economic disparities, shrinking public budgets, lan
scape fragmentation, land consumption, soil sealing and climate change. 
responses in order to political a
solutions were presented against the background of the Czech Republic
region of Prague.  

  

Assessing & certifying … and everything is alright? (Dr Stefan Dirlich, IOER/Germany)
h a rough overview on the national and international history and 

backgrounds of green building councils and labels of building su
tainable assessment. Stefan Dirlich figured out the basic elements of assessment schemes, 

rting and documentation; aggregation and evaluation; and communication, awarding 
and labeling. Based on this introduction and some examples, illustrating the differences of 

sed the advantages and opportunities of building sustaina
ation of sustainability and quality efforts, image improvement, proof of 

sustainability and lower operational costs, planning and cost security, risk minimization in all 
phases of the life cycle, quality assurance, and signaling/screening to avoid adverse sele
tion. He compared these points with the critical question, if assessment and certification of a 
building or quarter really ensures a higher sustainability than without, regarding the
the comparability, the flexibility/adaptability of systems, the danger of 

activity, the cost of certification and investments in sustainability. 

of global urban sustainability (Prof Dr Simon Joss, University of Westmi

background of globally emerging eco-cities frameworks and attempts for stan
ardisation, Simon Joss focused on 1) who is developing, implementing, and capitalizing the 
certification; 2) how the frameworks are made and characterized; and 3) what
The internationalisation is accompanied by different conceptual, but also practical tensions. 
He stated for example the challenge of being sustainable both based on a local anchorage 
and a unified and international applicable certification. Additionally, he described a paradox 
of the growing technological approaches to sustainability and the socio-cultural and political 
practice. He summarised the advantages and disadvantages of standardising the global su

Global reference point to global issues (especially CO2-emissions) 
large-scale intervention required by unprecedented urban

Replicability: economy of scale; knowledge transfer 
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Challenges, trends and policies vs. sustainable territorial development (Prof 
Czech Technical University, Prague/Czech Republic) 
Karel Maier figured out the manifold societal, economic and ecological challenges of regional 
development on global, European, and national scale, as demographic change, age dispar
ties, social fragmentation, segregation, economic disparities, shrinking public budgets, lan
scape fragmentation, land consumption, soil sealing and climate change. 
responses in order to political and planning strategies. Selected challenges and possible 
solutions were presented against the background of the Czech Republic, particular the u
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Forum 2: Conservation and Change
Next, the challenges of dealing with the existing urban
The approach of an ecological urban renewal particular needs to consider the demands of 
urban design, building heritage and urban building history.

Dialectic of conservation and change in urban planning (Prof Dr Johann 
Stuttgart/Germany) 
This forum started with the hypotheses that there is a conflict of ecological renewal, in terms 
of change, and maintaining the historic urban areas, in terms of conservation. 
servation and change are two
this, are continuously changing. Regarding th
rived: 1) Historic districts are resource and energy efficient, avoid further land consumption 
and mobility due to their central location, the compact and dense building structure, the 
mixed functions and ownership. Ecological renewal here means to maintain and strengthen 
these qualities. 2) Since the housing stock is not up
the ratio of impervious surfaces is high, the micro
are high and green spaces are lacking, historic districts are not 
newal here means to map these deficits and to resolve thes
aesthetic and historical qualities.
conflicts. On the one hand there are conflicts with the insulation of historic buildings and the 
question to retain open spaces vs. buil
strengthen the historic urban structure. On the other hand issues of mobility and efficient 
lighting might be easily implemented in historic quarters without too many conflicts. Johann 
Jessen recommended approaches which allow detecting and supporting the new within the 
old, conservation via change, and chang
future.  

Integrated planning procedures for low emission concepts in urban cultural heritage cont
(Alexa Bodammer, Technische Universität Dresden/Germany)
The results of a European research project (3encult) were presented by 
She questioned the focus of energy efficiency to buildings
portunities to improve the energy balance of single buildings, which have to be seen critically 
due to the historical and aesthetical building quality. She called for an integrated view, wide
ing the scope of analysis and concepts from the single building to the neighbourho
whole city, also to avoid single, independent measures, ignoring the interactions. Therefore a 
detailed analysis is necessary to assess the manifold possible measures in their interaction
conflicts and synergies. Based on this understanding sh
issues of energy efficiency in the planning procedures of integrated urban development co
cepts on the basis of so called urban structure types. An evaluation system was introduced 
to assess the three dimensions: urban 
energy efficiency as a basis for tailored solutions. 

Urban heritage conservation 
versity of Salzburg/Austria) 
Sigrid Brandt raised the questio
term used in the context of urban development and particular the conservation debate. Since 
the European cities can be from the socialist or capitalist era
industrialization, for example; 
This implies the question of what is worth to be protected or even listed. Sigrid Brandt re
ommended referring to the reasons and mechanisms for certain urban structur
breaks and continuities of the pattern of plots, the arrangements of streets and places, the 
building blocks or the axes, including the underground structures
in order of experiencing the urban structure.

Conservation and Change 
Next, the challenges of dealing with the existing urban environment have been addressed. 
The approach of an ecological urban renewal particular needs to consider the demands of 
urban design, building heritage and urban building history.    

Dialectic of conservation and change in urban planning (Prof Dr Johann Jessen, University of 

This forum started with the hypotheses that there is a conflict of ecological renewal, in terms 
aining the historic urban areas, in terms of conservation. 

servation and change are two immanent objectives of urban planning, the tensions, related to 
are continuously changing. Regarding this initial hypotheses two positions
: 1) Historic districts are resource and energy efficient, avoid further land consumption 

bility due to their central location, the compact and dense building structure, the 
mixed functions and ownership. Ecological renewal here means to maintain and strengthen 
these qualities. 2) Since the housing stock is not up-to-date regarding the energy s
the ratio of impervious surfaces is high, the micro-climate is bad, the air and noise emissions 
are high and green spaces are lacking, historic districts are not sustainable
newal here means to map these deficits and to resolve these, appreciating the functional, 
aesthetic and historical qualities. He gave some examples of appropriate approaches and 
conflicts. On the one hand there are conflicts with the insulation of historic buildings and the 
question to retain open spaces vs. building new houses to foster inward development and to 
strengthen the historic urban structure. On the other hand issues of mobility and efficient 
lighting might be easily implemented in historic quarters without too many conflicts. Johann 

approaches which allow detecting and supporting the new within the 
, and change via conservation in terms of retaining options for 

Integrated planning procedures for low emission concepts in urban cultural heritage cont
(Alexa Bodammer, Technische Universität Dresden/Germany) 
The results of a European research project (3encult) were presented by 

the focus of energy efficiency to buildings, since there are a number of o
rove the energy balance of single buildings, which have to be seen critically 

due to the historical and aesthetical building quality. She called for an integrated view, wide
ing the scope of analysis and concepts from the single building to the neighbourho
whole city, also to avoid single, independent measures, ignoring the interactions. Therefore a 
detailed analysis is necessary to assess the manifold possible measures in their interaction
conflicts and synergies. Based on this understanding she presented an approach to integrate 
issues of energy efficiency in the planning procedures of integrated urban development co

of so called urban structure types. An evaluation system was introduced 
to assess the three dimensions: urban structure, aesthetic and cultural characteristics and 
energy efficiency as a basis for tailored solutions.  

Urban heritage conservation – subject, methods and examples (Prof Dr Sigrid Brandt, Un

Sigrid Brandt raised the question of the definition of the “European city” as a widespread 
term used in the context of urban development and particular the conservation debate. Since 
the European cities can be from the socialist or capitalist era; built before, during or after the 

rialization, for example; the patterns, characteristics and forms can be very different. 
This implies the question of what is worth to be protected or even listed. Sigrid Brandt re
ommended referring to the reasons and mechanisms for certain urban structur
breaks and continuities of the pattern of plots, the arrangements of streets and places, the 
building blocks or the axes, including the underground structures, are the issues to deal with 
in order of experiencing the urban structure. 
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Forum 3: Use and Collaboration
A successful ecological urban renewal needs the integration of users and owners. Finally, 
with regard to the implementation, the positions of different stakeholders, their objectives and 
requirements have been reflected. 

Urban land use: competitions and decisions
University, Poznan/Poland) 
Andrzej Mizgajski focused on issues of land use in the context of building density, public 
transport and green infrastructure also in terms of their interactio
focused on the interests, resources and power of the different actors to plan, regulate and 
implement land use decisions
model of participation, which means to legitimize 
est groups and finding compromises, with the model of harmonization of different demands 
and interests. 

Sustainable urban quarters (Dominic Church, German Sustainable Building Council
Germany) 
The certification scheme for s
Council is strongly influenced by German and European views. 
urban living and sustainability in urban environments can be analysed and evaluated apa
from considering particular social and cultural contexts. 
their system and interested in its internationalization. The critical question is if values implied 
in the system can be transformed in other cultural, political,
Church reported about experiences in transferring the DGNB
discussed the challenges of being a global player with local r

Experiences from the International Building Exhibition (I
Hamburg/Germany)  
Simona Weisleder reported from experiences of the „International Building Exhibition“
finished this year in Hamburg. One of the core issues was the “city under climate change”, 
dealing with mitigation and adaptation to climate change. The “energy atlas” 
area of Hamburg-Wilhelmsburg 
energies for electricity and heating is possible until 
efficient refurbishment of the housing stock, new building development 
plus-energy houses, local heating systems supplied with renewable energy, make use of the 
potentials to produce electricity in the neighbourhood on site. 
crete measures and specific pa

She presented numerous examples and the 

2000-watt-society (Dr Daniel Kurz, Zuerich/Switzerland)
Daniel Kurz introduced the objective of the city of Zuerich to reach a 
the year 2150. Since 2008 this objective is part of the local constitution. It means to reduce 
the individual energy consumption to one third 
the CO2-emissions to an eighth of the 
and administration as well as 
the collaboration of all political fields. It addresses the energy supply (electricity, heating)
energy consumption in housing 
pilot projects, development of carbon
private actors and investors. Besides
gy demand for building mater
point is to change our lifestyles. He gave the examples of decreasing the ratio of individual 
living space to 35 m², increasing the shared and common used spaces and get rid of indivi
ual car-oriented mobility.    

nd Collaboration 
A successful ecological urban renewal needs the integration of users and owners. Finally, 
with regard to the implementation, the positions of different stakeholders, their objectives and 

reflected.  

ompetitions and decisions (Prof Dr Andrzej Mizgajski, 

Andrzej Mizgajski focused on issues of land use in the context of building density, public 
transport and green infrastructure also in terms of their interactions. In his presentation he 
focused on the interests, resources and power of the different actors to plan, regulate and 
implement land use decisions in an urban-regional context. He compared the traditional 
model of participation, which means to legitimize sectional interests by informing other inte
est groups and finding compromises, with the model of harmonization of different demands 

Sustainable urban quarters (Dominic Church, German Sustainable Building Council

for sustainable urban quarters of the German Sustainable Building 
is strongly influenced by German and European views. The question is if ideas of 

nd sustainability in urban environments can be analysed and evaluated apa
social and cultural contexts. The DGNB is both asked to export 

their system and interested in its internationalization. The critical question is if values implied 
in the system can be transformed in other cultural, political, and social contexts. Dominic 

reported about experiences in transferring the DGNB-System to other countries and 
being a global player with local responsibilities

Experiences from the International Building Exhibition (IBA) Hamburg (Simona Weisleder, 

Simona Weisleder reported from experiences of the „International Building Exhibition“
this year in Hamburg. One of the core issues was the “city under climate change”, 

and adaptation to climate change. The “energy atlas” 
Wilhelmsburg proofed, that a complete provision and supply

for electricity and heating is possible until the year 2050. This need
urbishment of the housing stock, new building development with low

energy houses, local heating systems supplied with renewable energy, make use of the 
tentials to produce electricity in the neighbourhood on site. She presented numerous c

crete measures and specific participation approaches. 

amples and the  

society (Dr Daniel Kurz, Zuerich/Switzerland) 
Daniel Kurz introduced the objective of the city of Zuerich to reach a ‘2.000

2150. Since 2008 this objective is part of the local constitution. It means to reduce 
the individual energy consumption to one third (from now approx. 6.000 watt) 

eighth of the status quo. The objective is both gui
 private and cooperative initiatives. The implementation requires 

the collaboration of all political fields. It addresses the energy supply (electricity, heating)
energy consumption in housing and the urban mobility. The implementation is fostered by 
pilot projects, development of carbon-neutral neighbourhoods and incentives and advice for 

Besides, a number of technical approaches to reduce the ene
gy demand for building materials, heating, electricity consumption and mobility, the crucial 
point is to change our lifestyles. He gave the examples of decreasing the ratio of individual 

increasing the shared and common used spaces and get rid of indivi

A successful ecological urban renewal needs the integration of users and owners. Finally, 
with regard to the implementation, the positions of different stakeholders, their objectives and 

(Prof Dr Andrzej Mizgajski, Adam Mickiewicz 

Andrzej Mizgajski focused on issues of land use in the context of building density, public 
ns. In his presentation he 

focused on the interests, resources and power of the different actors to plan, regulate and 
. He compared the traditional 

by informing other inter-
est groups and finding compromises, with the model of harmonization of different demands 

Sustainable urban quarters (Dominic Church, German Sustainable Building Council (DGNB)/ 

of the German Sustainable Building 
The question is if ideas of 

nd sustainability in urban environments can be analysed and evaluated apart 
is both asked to export 

their system and interested in its internationalization. The critical question is if values implied 
and social contexts. Dominic 

System to other countries and 
sponsibilities.  

BA) Hamburg (Simona Weisleder, 

Simona Weisleder reported from experiences of the „International Building Exhibition“, being 
this year in Hamburg. One of the core issues was the “city under climate change”, 

and adaptation to climate change. The “energy atlas” for the case 
supply of renewable 
This needs: energy-
with low-energy and 

energy houses, local heating systems supplied with renewable energy, make use of the 
She presented numerous con-

000-watt-society’ until 
2150. Since 2008 this objective is part of the local constitution. It means to reduce 

(from now approx. 6.000 watt) and to reduce 
The objective is both guiding for politics 

private and cooperative initiatives. The implementation requires 
the collaboration of all political fields. It addresses the energy supply (electricity, heating), the 

an mobility. The implementation is fostered by 
neutral neighbourhoods and incentives and advice for 
a number of technical approaches to reduce the ener-

electricity consumption and mobility, the crucial 
point is to change our lifestyles. He gave the examples of decreasing the ratio of individual 

increasing the shared and common used spaces and get rid of individ-



 

 

3 Key Discussion Points

Opportunities and limits of indicator frameworks for existing neighbourhoods and the 
building stock 
Based on the input statements a vital discussion emerged according to the potentials and 
advantages, critical issues and future requirements 
neighbourhoods and the building stock
while the majority of participants were quite critical
were wide apart. Particular the representatives of the planning practice were s
cording to the added value of applying international schemes 
cities. The question was raised, who is certifying the one who develop and apply t
schemes.  

Potentials/advantages:  

� Coordination of interests of different actors 
� ‘term to talk’, rising awareness in an early stage of planning and processing building activ

ties  
� Relevance of schemes in order to reach overall goals as for example clima

Critical issues:  

� Balance of globally applied schemes and local or individual frameworks
� Are certified buildings more sustainable 

ments of the schemes?  
� Better to spend money on the implementatio

fication 
� Risk of rebound effects, i.e. 

means they don’t have to care about their consumption or mobility behaviour
� Lack of social and cultural issues covered in the schemes
� Sustainability cannot be standardised

Despite the critical opinions, 
buildings and urban heritage were formulated

� Development of individual schemes or categories
ciate the specific potentials, limits and 

� Requirements might be the same, but the paths to meet them should be adapted
insulation to save heating energy might not be a universal solution)

� Certification of very different existing neighbourhoods cannot be comparable (the p
tials to reach certain standards are completely different in a neighbourhood from the 
1890’s to a district from the 1950’s)

� Integration of the issue of being local or regiona
edge  

� Appreciating the limits of the system of certification, since they cannot cover issues of land 
consumption or ecological lifestyles

� Acknowledging the “historic intelligence” of buildings and the functional as 
thetic values of existing buildings might be hardly covered by evaluation schemes 

� Emphasis of the social issues of living, lifestyles might be even more important to reach 
sustainability 

Challenges and opportunities in considering building hist
building culture within ecological urban renewal 
The discussion focused on the issue
mands (heritage conservation, environmental and nature conservation). Strategies 
cussed to make building conservation 

Key Discussion Points  

Opportunities and limits of indicator frameworks for existing neighbourhoods and the 

Based on the input statements a vital discussion emerged according to the potentials and 
and future requirements for indicator frameworks for existing 

neighbourhoods and the building stock. Advantages and disadvantages were discussed, 
the majority of participants were quite critical and the opinions of scientists and practice 

. Particular the representatives of the planning practice were s
of applying international schemes and the relevance for small 

The question was raised, who is certifying the one who develop and apply t

Coordination of interests of different actors  
, rising awareness in an early stage of planning and processing building activ

Relevance of schemes in order to reach overall goals as for example clima

alance of globally applied schemes and local or individual frameworks
Are certified buildings more sustainable or are they just better adapted to the r

the implementation of sustainability standards than 

i.e. that people believe they are living in a certified building which 
means they don’t have to care about their consumption or mobility behaviour

issues covered in the schemes 
Sustainability cannot be standardised 

 requirements for future certification and application for listed 
were formulated: 

individual schemes or categories for heritage or listed buildings to appr
potentials, limits and challenges  

equirements might be the same, but the paths to meet them should be adapted
insulation to save heating energy might not be a universal solution).  

fication of very different existing neighbourhoods cannot be comparable (the p
tials to reach certain standards are completely different in a neighbourhood from the 
1890’s to a district from the 1950’s) 
Integration of the issue of being local or regional in order of building materials or know

Appreciating the limits of the system of certification, since they cannot cover issues of land 
ecological lifestyles 

Acknowledging the “historic intelligence” of buildings and the functional as 
thetic values of existing buildings might be hardly covered by evaluation schemes 
Emphasis of the social issues of living, lifestyles might be even more important to reach 

Challenges and opportunities in considering building history, building heritage and 
building culture within ecological urban renewal  

discussion focused on the issues of both competing objectives and links of different d
mands (heritage conservation, environmental and nature conservation). Strategies 

building conservation a more successful strategy:   
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building conservation from environmental/nature protection (e. g. suburbanisation)

� “Waiting” until better/appropriate solutions
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� Emphasizing the values of historic building 
historical references and spirits of the place (‘genius loci’) 
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spaces, traffic infrastructure, and 
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fore public funding opportunities can be the starting point for changes.

According to the extremely different 
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or energy saving an important component is the behaviour of the inhabitants. This seems to 
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sustainable urban neighbourhoods
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4 Conclusion and outlook
The workshop focused on issues of the implementation of an ecological urban renewal in 
existing cities, towns and neighbourhoods, partly faced with 
and conservation.  

The workshop aimed at an intensive discussion between research
from public authorities and private companies critically reflected international approaches 
sustainable development and weighted up the potentials and limits.   

The results of the workshop are mainly reflecting th
of an ecological urban renewal
of large cities (Hamburg, Zurich
were reflected. Besides this structural v
showed the different backgrounds of urban areas
demographic change and economic pressure
private capital. On the other han
also public capital. At a first glance latter might have better opportunities for an ecological 
renewal. Compared to this, the potentials of individual engagement and slow and small a
proaches might be better in economically difficult situations. 
ed to consider in the further comparative analysis

This workshop again showed the gaps of considering social qualities and cultural features in 
the recent frameworks. Beyond dealing with this challenge the ‘building’ of sustainable di
tricts should be accompanied by approaches aiming at the society, individual lifestyles and 
behaviour. This seems to be less addressed in the current discussion. 

Furthermore the discussions seem to be focused or even limited to issues of energy supply 
and consumption. Undoubtedly these are crucial topics for the future urbanity. But 
renewal should be more. Ecosystem services of the green infrastructure (in terms of urban 
parks, community gardens, flood retention areas or greened roofs) 
both according to evaluation and implementation. Taking the chance to enhance green 
space development might strengthen the traditionally weak urban green space planning. 

 

Further details (available in German): http://www.ioer.de/denksalon/
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