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ABSTRACT
A wide variety of scholars acknowledge he-

ritage planning as a widespread phenomenon. 
However, to what extent it is widespread is deba-
table. Also, if heritage planning is an acknowledged 
widespread phenomenon, what can be learned 
about it when looking at the rhetoric and the key 
concepts used in different contexts?

This study aims at a cross-contextual investiga-
tion. The main aim is to interpret and to discuss 
rhetoric and underlying ideas used in heritage 
planning debates across contextual boundaries. 
The main aim is made workable through a num-
ber of methodological choices that curtail the 
scope of the study. The following main question 
is the result of these choices; what kinds of ar-
guments, metaphors and figures of thought are 
similar (context-independent) versus different 
(context-dependent) in a selection of recent and 
on-going debates about heritage planning from 
Malmö and Rotterdam? 

As part of the methodology, figures of thought 
– that are expected to be relevant for understan-
ding debates about heritage planning – are trea-
ted. This includes figures of thought such as the 
idea of an “original” and the idea of “progress”. 
Cases from the cities of Malmö and Rotterdam 
are chosen to study what similarities and differen-
ces come to the fore in  heritage planning deba-
tes running parallel in time but being situated in 
different contexts (respectively a Swedish and a 
Dutch). The debates chosen are about the Kock-
ums Crane and the area of Varvsstaden in Malmö 
and about the Porters Lodge and the area of RDM 
in Rotterdam. 

The analysis shows that the arguments and pre-
mises raised, the metaphors used and the under-
lying figures of thought are to a great extent simi-
lar between the cases from Malmö and the cases 
from Rotterdam. However, the use of arguments, 
metaphors and figures of thought differs profes-
sional groups in-between (“monument curators” 
versus “planners”) and between debates about 
single objects (the Kockums Crane and the Por-
ters Lodge) and debates about the development 
of areas (Varvsstaden and the area of RDM). 

This study shows that arguments, metaphors 
and figures of thought effectively are exchanged 
across national boundaries through professions. 
More notable however, is that different “langua-
ge-games” played or kinds of arguments used by 
monument curators and planners do not seem to 
conflict with each other at a discursive level. For 
example, the monument curator’s story-telling 
metaphors are smoothly turned into the planner’s 
commodification metaphors. However, at the level 
of figures of thought a potential conflict may ari-
se between the preservationist idea of the moral 
duty of stewardship and the idea of commodifi-
cation of built heritage propagated by an alliance 
between bureaucracy and economy.  
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Abstract 
A wide variety of scholars acknowledge heritage planning as a widespread phenomenon. 

However, to what extent it is widespread is debatable. Also, if heritage planning is an 

acknowledged widespread phenomenon, what can be learned about it when looking at the 

rhetoric and the key concepts used in different contexts? 

This study aims at a cross-contextual investigation. The main aim is to interpret and to 

discuss rhetoric and underlying ideas used in heritage planning debates across contextual 

boundaries. The main aim is made workable through a number of methodological choices that 

curtail the scope of the study. The following main question is the result of these choices; what 

kinds of arguments, metaphors and figures of thought are similar (context-independent) versus 

different (context-dependent) in a selection of recent and on-going debates about heritage 

planning from Malmö and Rotterdam?  

As part of the methodology, figures of thought – that are expected to be relevant for 

understanding debates about heritage planning – are treated. This includes figures of thought 

such as the idea of an “original” and the idea of “progress”. Cases from the cities of Malmö 

and Rotterdam are chosen to study what similarities and differences come to the fore in  

heritage planning debates running parallel in time but being situated in different contexts 

(respectively a Swedish and a Dutch). The debates chosen are about the Kockums Crane and 

the area of Varvsstaden in Malmö and about the Porters Lodge and the area of RDM in 

Rotterdam.  

The analysis shows that the arguments and premises raised, the metaphors used and the 

underlying figures of thought are to a great extent similar between the cases from Malmö and 

the cases from Rotterdam. However, the use of arguments, metaphors and figures of thought 

differs professional groups in-between (“monument curators” versus “planners”) and between 

debates about single objects (the Kockums Crane and the Porters Lodge) and debates about 

the development of areas (Varvsstaden and the area of RDM).  

This study shows that arguments, metaphors and figures of thought effectively are 

exchanged across national boundaries through professions. More notable however, is that 

different “language-games” played or kinds of arguments used by monument curators and 

planners do not seem to conflict with each other at a discursive level. For example, the 

monument curator’s story-telling metaphors are smoothly turned into the planner’s 
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commodification metaphors. However, at the level of figures of thought a potential conflict 

may arise between the preservationist idea of the moral duty of stewardship and the idea of 

commodification of built heritage propagated by an alliance between bureaucracy and 

economy.   

Key words 
Heritage planning, conservation, built heritage, rhetoric, metaphor analysis, argumentation 

analysis, figures of thought, Malmö, Rotterdam 
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Chapter 1 – Introduction 

Setting the scene 
Heritage planning is defined as the overlapping area between 1) the concern for 

preservation of built heritage, 2) the use of built heritage for present purposes, and 3) planning 

strategies concerning the built environment (Ashworth 1991). This study is concerned with 

heritage planning and takes debates about the conservation of built heritage central within the 

context of urban planning.  

A variety of scholars have noted that the concern for the preservation of and the uses of 

heritage for either cultural or economic purposes have accelerated during the twentieth 

century (see among others Lowenthal 1985; 1998; Ashworth 1991; Howard and Ashworth 

1999; Phelps, Ashworth, and Johansson 2002; Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000; Nora 

1989; Eco 1995; Choay 2001; Aronsson 2004; 2009; Smith 2006).  

Many of the scholars above have also noted that heritage planning is a widespread 

phenomenon. However, to what extent heritage planning is widespread – or ‘universalised’ as 

for example Laurajane Smith (2006) states – is debatable. Also, how does such a spread 

across contextual boundaries (to be understood in a broad sense) come to the fore in the 

rhetoric used and the concepts pushed forward in debates about conservation? In other words, 

if heritage planning is an acknowledged widespread phenomenon, what can be learned about 

it when looking at the rhetoric and the key concepts used in different contexts?  

Background and problem 
With contextual boundaries, I mean that which distinguishes one context from another1. 

Such boundaries can be of different kinds. A first example is the boundaries made up by 

nation-states; including both formal institutional systems (legislation, public authorities, and 

etc.) and informal norms and values in society. A second example is the temporal shift from 

                                                 
1 Conceptually, we can distinguish one context from another, but generally we will not be 

able – and there generally is not a need to do so – to put into words what constitutes such a 

metaphorical “boundary” between contexts. For that reason, the word “boundary” should not 

be considered as something static, physical and clear, but instead as dynamic, social and 

fuzzy. Metaphorically, contexts can also be thought of as fields that overlap each other.   
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one historical context to another which means that – metaphorically – a contextual border is 

crossed. A third example is given by the cultural analyst Mieke Bal (2002). Her interest has 

been the – what she metaphorically calls – “travel” of concepts academic disciplines in-

between (Bal 2002:24). Bal is also clear, however, that such a “travelling” of concepts across 

contextual boundaries can be of different kinds. For example, she writes that “they [concepts] 

travel – between disciplines, between individual scholars, between historical periods, and 

between geographically dispersed academic communities” (Ibid.).  

There is a background to my interest in the spread of heritage planning across contexts. 

During the research process of reading about both Swedish and Dutch debates concentrated 

around heritage planning, I realised that some aspects of these debates were of a 

“widespread” – or “context-independent” – kind while others were of a “particular” – or 

“context-specific”– kind.  

An example of the widespread kind is the centrality of polarisations in the debates about 

conservation. This includes the polarisation of such debates in positions for versus against2. 

Another polarisation that seemingly is of a widespread kind is the – what in rhetoric is called 

antithesis – of contrasting “old” versus “new”. The polarisations above seem to play an 

important role at a rhetorical level with the purpose of persuading others or gaining support 

from others for a certain claim or simplifying the complexity of the debate. Both polarisations 

seem to be of a context-independent kind, or in other words, effectively used and understood 

unregard the context.   

In contrast, there seems to be a friction between the Swedish and the Dutch context with 

regard to the use of the concept of planning. The concept of planning is widely used across 

contextual boundaries but the meaning attached to it varies contexts in-between. This context-

dependency or “fuzziness” of the concept is also acknowledged by both Swedish and Dutch 

and Anglo-Saxon planning scholars (see Strömgren 2007; Roo and Porter 2007; Gunder and 

Hillier 2009). The concept of planning bears multiple meanings of which the meaning 

depends on the context of time (for example, the 1950’s versus the 2000’s) and place (for 

                                                 
2 It does not necessarily have to be such a polarisation between for and against 

conservation, because a variety of in-between positions can be raised both theoretically and 

practically.   
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example, Sweden versus the Netherlands). In the case of planning, the friction seems to be at 

a conceptual level, or in other words the level of underlying ideas or premises.   

Different kinds of spread across contextual boundaries pass the revue in this study, but the 

main interest is in contemporary debates that are situated in institutionally different contexts. 

Positioning this study in relation to other studies with a cross-contextual aim 
Recently, a number of academic studies have studied contemporary cases of heritage 

planning from the point of view of a cross-contextual aim (Madgin 2009; Storm 2008; 

Hammami 2012). 

The aim of Rebecca Madgin (2009:39, my italics) was to carry out a “cross-cultural 

comprehensive exploration of how the past is selected to meet the contemporary urban 

agenda”. For that purpose, Madgin studied one French case and two British cases of former 

industrial areas and how these areas were transformed since the 1970’s (2009). A similar 

cross-contextual exploration was carried out by Anna Storm (2008) in her dissertation. Storm 

also studied the transformation process of former industrial areas since the 1970’s, but used a 

Swedish, a German and a British case. Finally, in his dissertation Hammami (2012:6, my 

italics) aimed to “investigate the becoming and the appropriation of heritage in different 

socio-political contexts, and to uncover how authority is put at work [...]”. In contrast to 

Madgin and Storm, Hammami (2012) did not study former industrial areas. Instead, he 

studied three cases, as varied as a case from Palestine, a case from Botswana and a case from 

Sweden, in which heritage values propagated by public authorities conflicted with informal 

values embedded in a local cultural context.  

All three studies mentioned above relate cases from different but contemporary contexts 

to a larger and overarching conceptual framework. In other words, the studies have not 

conducted comparative analysis. Hammami (2012:65) clarifies this approach by claiming that 

a problem overarching the different cases, paves the way for “petite generalizations”3. By 

petite generalisations is meant that conclusions can be drawn about a context transcending 

individual cases by reflecting the cases one for one to a common framework.  

                                                 
3 Originally, the concept of “petite generalizations” was coined by Robert Stake (see: 

Stake 2010).  
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Madgin, Storm and Hammami focus on an explication and discussion of power relations 

and how dominant actors marginalise, shape or direct heritage planning. The studies 

contribute to a better understanding of to what extent widespread or – as for example 

Hammami (2012:51) calls it – “universal values” exercise power on a local (culture- and 

political-specific) context. The studies do so by illuminating the “agents of change” that direct 

heritage planning. Also other studies have studied heritage planning through the lens of 

(variations of) discourse analysis and focused on power relations, with the difference that 

these have not had an explicit cross-contextual aim (Choay 2001; Smith 2006; Martins 

Holmberg 2006). 

In my opinion, the studies referred to above provide a better understanding of heritage 

planning by illuminating power relations. However, as far as I know, other aspects of the 

phenomenon are underexposed and/or not discussed yet in academic debate. The aspects that I 

think of are rhetoric and underlying ideas or concepts; the importance of these already 

introduced in the former section.         

The shift from a focus on relations of power to rhetoric and concepts bears foremost 

methodological consequences. In the studies referred to above, the phenomenon of heritage 

planning is seen through the lens of discourse analysis. In this study, the same phenomenon is 

addressed, but through another lens.  

I argue that this study can complement what already is known about the spread of heritage 

planning across contexts. The underlying premise of choosing a different methodology is that 

a more complete understanding can be achieved – even though it is at a modest rate.  

I want to place an important note here. Some studies have had an interest in the 

consequences of processes of “universalisation” of heritage planning (Smith 2006). For 

example, Smith (2006) has discussed the oppression of groups of minorities by processes of 

“universalisation” directed by “authorities”. Such an issue is about the social consequences of 

the spread of “universalised” values. Another issue is about the possible effects or 

consequences on physical environments of the spread across contexts of (Western-oriented) 

ideas about heritage planning. On this issue, Gregory John Ashworth (1991: 113) notes that it 

is an “important question of whether heritage planning […] enhances the uniqueness of place; 

or […] leads to an increasing standardisation”. I want to make clear that I do not take a stance 

towards favouring either processes that enhance “universalisation” or processes that enhance 
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context-specificity. This study does not depart from, for example, a proposition that 

“universalisation” or “standardisation” is problematic (as expression of power or as how it is 

materialised in the physical environment). Certainly, there are problems related to such 

processes and the outcomes and consequences thereof, but these are enlightened in other 

studies (Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000; Hammami 2012; Smith 2006).   

The aim, methodological demarcations and the research question 
The main aim of this study is to interpret and to discuss rhetoric and underlying ideas 

used in heritage planning debates across contextual boundaries.  

The aim is addressed and made workable through methodological choices that narrow 

down the scope of this study. A selection of tools and concepts appropriate for text analysis is 

chosen.  

Two criteria have been determinative for the choice of tools and concepts to analyse texts 

that represent the debates. Firstly, the methodology should offer tools and concepts for the 

analysis of both the explicit and the implicit level in texts; according to Bergström and Boréus 

(2005:300) this is an essential criterion for text analysis. The idea is that the explicit and the 

implicit level in texts can be studied by focusing on rhetoric and history of ideas (concepts) 

respectively. Secondly, the tools and concepts should make it possible to make claims about 

aspects of heritage planning that are of a widespread (context-independent) versus a 

particular (context-specific) kind. In other words, something needs to be able to say about the 

spread of heritage planning across contexts.  

The choice of tools and concepts for studying rhetoric and history of ideas (concepts) in 

the field of (heritage) planning is not straightforward. Studies in the field of planning give 

clues in which directions to search for tools and concepts to study rhetoric and underlying 

ideas, but to my knowledge there is no methodological foundation to start from4. The 

consequence for this study is that clues for methodological directions are given by studies in 
                                                 
4 This is otherwise when one chooses a focus on studying power relations; various 

Swedish planning dissertations have applied (variations of) discourse analysis to study these 

kinds of relations (Martins Holmberg 2006; Tunström 2009; Hammami 2012; Mukhtar-

Landgren 2012). Off course, alternative methodologies to analyse texts have applied as well, 

for example narrative analysis (Walter 2013), but these are relatively few to my knowledge.   
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the planning field, but that the methodological tools and concepts themselves are “imported” 

from other fields than planning (sociology, linguistics and philosophy). This is in line with the 

claim – made in various anthologies or other field-covering works on planning – that planning 

is characterised as a discipline which to a great extent “borrows” tools and concepts from 

other disciplines (Fischer and Forester 1993; Allmendinger 2002; Roo and Silva 2010).   

Beginning in the 1980’s, various planning scholars started advocating the analysis of 

planning practice and/or theory through the lenses of argumentation and rhetoric (Goldstein 

1984; Dear 1989; Fischer and Forester 1993; Throgmorton 1993; Langmyhr 2000)5. These 

studies have focused on different planning debates, but the common ground between the 

studies is that they have focused on aspects of rhetoric. For example, Harvey A. Goldstein 

(1984) focused on categorising arguments, James Throgmorton (1993) focused on identifying 

acts of persuasion that had the purpose to influence public opinion and decision-making and 

Tore Langmyhr (2000) focused on identifying and categorising the uses of “tropes”6. 

Common for all studies above is that they argue that a better understanding can be gained by 

studying planning practice and theory through a rhetorical lens.   

The studies above provide hints of possible methodological directions to follow when 

focusing on rhetoric.  

The first methodological choice is argumentation analysis as developed by Stephen 

Toulmin (2003) in his influential work The Uses of Argument (originally published in 1958).  

The choice for Toulmin’s argumentation analysis is the result of a wide variety of mutual 

unrelated works pointing at the same direction. In the field of planning, Fischer and Forester 

(1993) recognise Toulmin’s work in The Argumentative Turn in Policy Analysis and Planning 

and Goldstein (1984) applies Toulmin’s work to analyse and categorise arguments in planning 

debate. Outside the field of planning, a variety of scholars acknowledge the importance of 
                                                 
5 The advocacy of argumentation and rhetoric for the purpose of analysing planning 

debates should not be confused with the contemporary and related advocacy of a 

“communicative turn” in planning theory and practice. The latter plea – of which Patsy 

Healey (1992) acted as front figure – advocates a focus on arguments and rhetoric as a set of 

tools to be applied in planning practice for the sake of a more democratic process.  
6 A trope is a “figures of speech” in which a “turn” is made from a literal to a nonliteral 

meaning.  
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Toulmin’s work for the field of rhetoric (Bergström and Boréus 2005; Holmgren Caicedo 

2009).     

The second methodological choice is analysis of the most well-known figure of speech7 

called metaphor. Recently, a number of studies that take up metaphor as a tool in planning 

practice have entered planning theory (Pickett, Cadenasso, and Grove 2004; Celino and 

Concilio 2010; Tippett 2010; H. Erixon, S. Borgström, and E. Andersson 2013). These studies 

focus on the use of metaphor to stimulate new ways of thinking among stakeholders of the 

planning process. I will not use metaphor in the way these studies use metaphor. In this study, 

the focus on metaphors is a method to analyse debates. In 1980, the linguist George Lakoff 

and the philosopher Mark Johnson (2003) published their work Metaphors We Live By, in 

which they introduced a “theory of metaphor”. Since then, the work by Lakoff and Johnson 

has been recognised by scholars from various disciplines, but to my knowledge it has not been 

applied to analyse planning debates. Concerning examples of studies that use the focus on 

metaphors as a method for analysis, one has to look outside the field of planning (for an 

example in the field of sociology of law: Larsson 2011).  

The third methodological choice concerns tools and concepts to interpret underlying ideas 

in texts. For this purpose, a “heuristic model for idea critical research”8 developed by the 

Swedish social psychologist Johan Asplund (1979, my translation) is chosen. This model is 

concentrated around the main concept of “figure of thought” (Asplund 1979).  The concept of 

figure of thought has been applied in studies both in the field of planning (Bjur, Göransson, 

and Werne 1983) and in other (but related) fields (Emmelin 2009; Larsson Heidenblad 2012).  

A fourth and final methodological demarcation is carried out by choosing case studies. 

Case studies are an effective method to gain understanding of a cross-contextual phenomenon 

(Stake 2010; Flyvbjerg 2006). The cases are selected from the municipalities of Malmö and 

Rotterdam.      

Altogether, the methodological choices narrow down the scope of this study so a workable 

main question can be formulated: 

                                                 
7 A figure of speech is a technique in which words are used in a non-literal way for 

rhetorical purposes.   
8 “Utkast till en heuristisk modell för idékritisk forskning” (Asplund 1979:146). 
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What kinds of arguments, metaphors and figures of thought are similar (context-

independent) versus different (context-dependent) in a selection of recent and on-going 

debates about heritage planning from Malmö and Rotterdam?  

The idea is that petite generalisations can be drawn about heritage planning by 

explicating – or rather interpreting – what is similar and different between the cases.  

The structure of the thesis 
The second and the third chapter complement each other and form together one analytic 

and methodological framework. The chapters should be understood parallel rather than 

successive.  

The second chapter consists of a presentation of the methods and concepts chosen to 

analyse the use of rhetoric and the underlying history of ideas in text material.  

The third chapter treats figures of thought which can be expected to have relevance for the 

analysis of debates about heritage planning. The figures of thought in that chapter provide the 

expectations and an abstraction or typology against which the cases can be matched.   

The fourth chapter is descriptive and outlines the choice of empirical material and 

introduces the cases and the texts chosen.   

The fifth chapter is analytic and outlines the analysis of the debates about the Kockums 

Crane and the area of Varvsstaden in Malmö and the Porters Lodge and the area of RDM in 

Rotterdam. After having gone through each case individually, parallels between the cases are 

drawn in the last section.  

The concluding sixth chapter first discusses expected and unexpected outcomes of the 

analysis. Next, context-specific and context-independent outcomes are discussed. From these 

outcomes, conclusions can be drawn about the current state of heritage planning across 

contextual boundaries. These are petite generalisations by reflecting the outcomes of the 

debates studied to a broader context of heritage planning.  
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Chapter 2 – Methods and concepts for text analysis  

Introduction  
A number of similarities can be outlined between the methodological choices central in 

this study. Firstly, there are clear connections on pragmatist grounds between Toulmin’s 

(2003) ideas about the lay-out of arguments, Lakoff and Johnson’s (2003) cognitive theory of 

metaphor and J. Asplund’s (1979) figures of thought. Toulmin made an outspoken turn to 

pragmatism (Kuipers 2000; Danisch 2007). Mark Johnson holds an outspoken pragmatist 

view (Johnson and Rohrer 2007). Asplund cannot be labelled easily, but his “heuristic model 

for idea critical research” does not conflict with a pragmatist view. Secondly, both Toulmin’s 

and Lakoff & Johnson’s work is influenced by the thinking of late-Wittgenstein’s. Thirdly, a 

notion of Michel Foucault’s studies of power procedures provides a relevant background to 

both 20th century developments in rhetoric in general and to Asplund’s figures of thought in 

particular (Holmgren Caicedo 2009; Asplund 1979). A fourth connection is that Asplund 

himself was influenced by works by Toulmin and Lakoff & Johnson. Asplund (1979) uses 

Toulmin’s (1965) work The Discovery of Time for outlining a number of figures of thought. In 

another work, Asplund (2002) is influenced by Lakoff & Johnson’s work on the importance 

of metaphor.  

Of course, differences between the methodological choices can also be outlined. For 

example, Asplund and Lakoff & Johnson present different conceptualisations of how the 

dimensions of reality – such as the physical environment and the uses of language – relate to 

each other. Asplund’s (1979) model is grounded on a conceptualisation in which the uses of 

language (the discursive level) and the physical environment (the material bas) indirectly are 

linked to each other through an intermediate level consisting of figures of thought. Lakoff & 

Johnson’s (2003) theory of metaphor is grounded on another worldview in which they put 

language in a secondary and corpus-physical and cultural experience in a primary position. In 

Asplund’s model the link between language and the physical world is based on concepts 

(figures of thought), while in Lakoff & Johnson’s work the two are linked through 

experiences.  

The various relationships outlined above illuminate some aspects of the greater context 

that the methods and concepts take part of. An important similarity between the scholars 

above is that they reject both an absolutist and a relativist worldview (Toulmin 2003; Lakoff 
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and Johnson 2003; Asplund 1979). From my point of view, the approaches advocated are in 

line with pragmatist thinking. This means among others that the effectiveness of the methods 

and concepts can be “evaluated in terms of their successes and problems” and “judged by the 

work it does, the problems it can solve, or the influence it is able to have” (see resp.: Kuipers 

2000:ix; Danisch 2007:4). I take a pragmatist perspective9 on the methods and concepts 

chosen. From my point of view, the methods and concepts have a complementary function. 

They provide possibilities to enlighten different aspects of the spread of heritage planning 

across contexts; the spread of arguments, metaphors and ideas respectively.  

The scholar in rhetorical theory Robert Danisch (2007:2) claims that pragmatism and 

(classical) rhetoric “share a specific orientation to the world”. This shared worldview is best 

exemplified with a phrase by the scholar in critical theory John Phillips (2000:101): “our 

culture is made up of stories or narratives that support a dominant version of things that is 

generally accepted as true”. What Phillips (2000) means is that a - what he calls - “rhetorical 

dimension” is the intermediate level between the external world and the internal world in our 

minds. Such a worldview is in line with pragmatist thinking.   

According to Danisch, pragmatism and rhetoric can advance each other. Pragmatism 

makes claims about what knowledge we can have, while rhetoric offers practical tools. 

According to Danisch (2007:2), pragmatism is in search of such practical tools, so knowledge 

can be used “to guide deliberation and judgment”.          

Rhetoric 
The purpose and meaning of rhetoric is not straightforward. According to Danisch (2007:3), 

rhetoric (and also pragmatism) is not easy to define, because it is a “multifaceted and broad-

ranging intellectual enterprise”. Mikael Holmgren Caicedo (2009) – a Swedish scholar with a 

special interest in rhetoric – outlines  the variety of purposes that have been given to rhetoric 

from the classical works by Greek philosophers to 20th century works by scholars from 

varying backgrounds.  

 

                                                 
9 Such a perspective includes among others the following; to be critical towards dualisms 

(or what I earlier called ”polarisations”), to focus on a relational understanding (to understand 

x in terms of y or x in relation to y) and to assess concepts or actions by their consequences.     
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On one side, rhetoric has been considered as the art of speaking well (Nationalencyklopedien 

2013a; van Dale 2011). From this point of view, the focus of rhetoric is on verbal 

communication and the aim can be defined in terms of to convince and to manipulate the 

audience, or, the aim can be less pretentious to gain support from the audience for a certain 

statement (Holmgren Caicedo 2009). Rhetoric offers techniques to achieve such an aim.  

 

On the other side, rhetoric has been taken to offer means to analyse and to better 

understand the functioning of society (Holmgren Caicedo 2009). Holmgren Caicedo offers a 

range of examples of thinkers who have contributed to conceiving rhetoric as offering 

methods or techniques for analysis. For example, already Aristotle saw the possibility of 

rhetoric “to see through means of persuasion” (Holmgren Caicedo 2009:19 my translation)10. 

Another example, the French philosopher Michel Foucault saw the possibility of rhetoric for 

members of society “to make dominant practices in society visible so that a release from them 

would be made possible” (Ibid.:87, my translation).  

Holmgren Caicedo takes a position himself and argues for the importance of rhetoric to 

offer means for members of society to take a critical approach to assumptions that are taken-

for-granted in society. In other words and from Holmgren Caicedo’s (2009) point of view, 

rhetoric does not just offer techniques to express claims and arguments in a convincing way, 

but also offers techniques to better understand them and to become aware that it can also be 

otherwise.  

Before turning to the methods and concepts chosen, I point out three classical means of 

rhetoric by Aristotle that provide a first categorisation; logos, ethos and pathos (Holmgren 

Caicedo 2009).  

Logos, ethos and pathos 
Different scholars give slightly different explanations of logos, ethos and pathos, but I will 

limit my explanation to outlining commonalities (Holmgren Caicedo 2009; Bergström and 

                                                 
10 “En förmåga att genomskåda det som i varje situation gör övertalningen möjlig” 

(Holmgren Caicedo 2009:19). 
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Boréus 2005; Burwick 1967)11. Logos – from the original meaning of “reason” – appeals to 

the intellect and the ability of the audience to rationally assess claims. Ethos means that the 

rhetorician (the author or speaker) appeals to his own credibility (or the authority of someone 

else or a group) to gain trust of the receiving audience. The original meaning of the word is 

“character”, which is formed by the customs, beliefs, values and moral credibility attached to 

a person or group. Pathos – from the original meaning of “suffering” – appeals to feelings and 

emotions in convincing others of a certain claim.  

When reading Bergström and Boréus (2005) and the American scholar in linguistics 

Frederick Burwick (1967), it is clear that logos and pathos are related intimately. Logos and 

pathos are key concepts for understanding rhetoric, while the concept of ethos is less 

discussed.   

In this study, a first methodological step in the analysis of texts is the distinction between 

logos and pathos arguments. The distinction between the two concepts is not always 

straightforward when reading texts, so it is a matter of interpretation to distinguish them12.  

I will not develop the concept of pathos further in this chapter, but it should be noted that 

appeals to emotion often overlap with appeals to imagination, so the concept of pathos and the 

– later in this chapter outlined – figure of speech of metaphor are often used together. Also, 

arguments for conservation that appeal to the emotions and the imagination of the receiving 

audience are raised in chapter 3. Concerning the rhetorical concept of logos, I outline a model 

developed by philosopher Stephen Toulmin to deconstruct logical kinds of arguments.     

The importance of context; “language-games” 
Stephen Toulmin (2003; 1992)was student of Ludwig Wittgenstein; influences of 

Wittgenstein’s thinking are readable in Toulmin’s works. It is relevant to note that the theory 

                                                 
11 It may be noted that the original distinction by Aristotle between logos, ethos and 

pathos was made in a context in which rhetoric was foremost an oral art.  
12 For example, an appeal to logos can be an appeal to pathos in disguise. The in Sweden 

well-known planning manifest Acceptera  (G. Asplund et al. 1931) is an example of such a 

text; the manifest can be interpreted as an appeal to the emotion of the reader disguised in an 

appeal to the logic of mind.      
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on metaphor outlined later on also includes “key elements of Wittgenstein’s later philosophy” 

(Lakoff and Johnson 2003:182)  

A key concept in late-Wittgenstein’s (2009) work is the concept of a “language-game”. A 

language-game can be explained as the way language is used within a specific context. 

Wittgenstein raises the example of the use of language in the interaction between two builders 

at a construction site. Builder A gives short instructions to builder B. Builder B in his turn 

understands the words posed to him and acts upon them. The builders make part of the same 

language-game; both understand the context which is made of implicit rules of the language-

game. Outsiders (not builders) may know the words expressed by the builders, but they may 

not understand the meaning, because they may lack knowledge of the rules of the context of 

that specific language-game (Wittgenstein 2009).  

Context-specificity is the key element of Wittgenstein’s language-games. However, a 

variety of other characteristics can be added to the concept of a language-game.  

Firstly, the number of language-games is large13 due to the fact that the number of 

contexts is infinite, Wittgenstein states. This does not mean that every social situation is a new 

language-game, but it does mean that there is a large potential of new kinds or types of 

language-games being created. Examples of kinds or types of language-games are the 

following; “giving orders, and acting on them” (the example of the builders A and B), 

“describing an object […]”, “reporting an event”, “forming a hypothesis”, and etcetera 

(Wittgenstein 2009:15e). The examples above differ in logical types, but they are all 

language-games.  

Secondly, a language-game aims at a precision and exactness as high as possible. This 

does not mean that the aim is that claims are formulated and put in words as exact as possible. 

It means that the aim is that the context of a language-game is understood as precise and exact 

as possible. When someone is asked if he knows the sound of a clarinet, he may very well 

know that sound but not be able to put it in words (an example by Wittgenstein). Wittgenstein 

(2009:38e) claims that language-games have no clear boundaries, but “blurred edges”. Even 

if we can draw clear boundaries of the concept of a game, or of any other concept, this will 

                                                 
13 In fact, Wittgenstein (2009) argues that the number of language-games even is 

“infinite”.  
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often not be useful. This train of thought is best exemplified; Wittgenstein (Ibid.) gives the 

example of the instruction “stay roughly here”. Other examples to think of are concepts such 

as a region or a place. For all of these examples counts that they may not be precise or exact 

formulations, but at the same time can be perfectly precise and understood in a particular 

context (language-game).    

Thirdly and finally, games have rules. Concerning the rules of a game, Wittgenstein states 

that the rules of a game partly but never completely make up boundaries. Wittgenstein 

(2009:44e) argues that “a rule stands there like a signpost” (“Wegweiser” in German). The 

concept of a signpost indicates two aspects of a rule. Firstly, rules do leave “room for doubt” 

on how literally the direction pointed out by the signpost should be taken (Ibid.). Secondly, 

rules are made as we go along; making and even altering the rules of a game by playing the 

game. 

Above, I outlined characteristics of the concept of a language-game by Wittgenstein. 

More characteristics can be added, but the ones above will suffice for the purpose of my 

study. The concept of a language-game by Wittgenstein stands for a contextual perspective on 

language (Wittgenstein did not distinguish between texts and speech). From the 

characteristics above, it is clear that such a contextual perspective highlights the importance 

of studying what is implicit and understood in-between the lines.  

The ideas of Wittgenstein concerning language-games are identifiable in the works by 

later thinkers who often appeal to a hermeneutic tradition. The social scientists Brian Fay & J. 

Donald Moon (1994:23) interpret Wittgenstein’s contextual perspective as follows; “as 

Wittgenstein has shown, the meaning of something depends upon the role which it has in the 

system of which it is part”. Hereby Fay and Moon point at the main difficulty of an 

interpretative methodology; it is a problem that is called the hermeneutic circle. The problem 

is that to understand a particularity (an act, a single claim or a whole text) one must 

understand the social context (social practices, formal institutions, informal belief systems, 

norms and values, a whole debate) of which it is part. The problem works in both ways, so to 

understand the whole (a social context) one also has to understand the part (a particularity). 

Unravelling the logic of arguments 
From my point of view, the British philosopher Stephen Toulmin has advanced the 

contextual concept of language-games in an important way. In 1958, Toulmin (2003:11) 
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raised the concept of a “field of arguments”. Such a field consists of arguments of the same 

“logical type”. For example, arguments in astronomy are of the type of making predictions 

about the future, while arguments in history are of the type of making claims about the past 

(Toulmin 2003).  

Fields of argument 

A first contribution by Toulmin (2003) is that he advocates that features of arguments can 

be either “field-invariant” (context-independent) or “field-dependent” (context-specific). 

Toulmin’s proposition rejects the absolutist idea of the possibility that arguments can be 

assessed, judged, verified, and etc. by universal criteria or standards. Also, Toulmin’s 

proposition rejects the relativist idea that arguments always are field-dependent and cannot be 

related to arguments of other fields. In short, Toulmin rejects two opposing ideas and argues 

for a position that acknowledges that arguments have both context-independent and context-

specific features.       

The concepts of field-dependence and field-invariance are best understood by 

exemplification. Toulmin (2003:26) raises – among many other examples - the example of a 

guard on a train telling a passenger that “you cannot smoke in this compartment, Sir”. The 

field-invariant, or universal, feature of the argument is the word “cannot”. The meaning (or 

what Toulmin (2003:28) calls the “force”) of the word “cannot” is the same regardless of the 

field of argument. Terms as “good”, “possible”, “impossible”, “presumable” and “probable” 

are examples of force indicators that all of them have universal value (Toulmin 2003). The 

force of cannot is identical in another example such as “you cannot demolish a listed 

building”. Even if the two examples above are identical and of the same logical kind (field of 

arguments14), they cannot be judged, measured, assessed, and etcetera by the same scale or 

criteria. The reason for this is that the criteria for both examples are field-dependent. The 

example of the claim by the guard on the train implicitly leads back to regulations and statutes 

of the railway company that prescribe social behaviour on board of the train, while the 

example of the listed building implicitly leads back to criteria set by national legislation on 

the conservation of cultural heritage.  

The weakness of the comparison of the examples above is that the field-dependent criteria 

still are of a rather similar kind, namely legislative. However, the field-dependent features of 
                                                 
14 Field of arguments of the logical type of posing forbiddings.  
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an argument may also be set by among others statistics or theories or observations or cultural 

norms and values (Toulmin 2003). 

Before turning to Toulmin’s second contribution, I want to raise a study by the American 

planning scholar Harvey A. Goldstein to offer a concrete example of the application of 

Toulmin’s concepts of field-dependent and field-invariant criteria.  

The American planning scholar Harvey A. Goldstein (1984) has used the model offered 

by Toulmin to typify what he calls “clusters of arguments” in planning. Such a cluster 

consists of arguments in planning that can be interpreted as being of the same logical kind. 

After having pinpointed three clusters of arguments15 in planning, Goldstein (Ibid.) pushes 

forward the tentative hypothesis that it is possible to rationally point out the best argument 

within a cluster, but that it is not possible to rationally point out the best argument between 

arguments that belong to different clusters. This is the point that Toulmin makes; arguments 

of different logical types (being fields of arguments or Goldstein’s clusters) cannot be cross-

assessed.   

The warrant and the backing of the warrant 

Toulmin’s second contribution is that he offers a scheme to systematically deconstruct and 

categorise arguments. In other words, Toulmin offers steps for laying out the (internal) 

structure or logic of arguments. The scheme consists of six components; the conclusion, the 
                                                 
15 The three clusters of arguments that Goldstein (1984:305) distinguishes are a 

“utilitarian”, a “systems” and a “procedural”. The utilitarian gained much support during the 

1930s-1950s (post WW II era). The foundation of the utility arguments is in “applied welfare 

economics”. Individual and social welfare is believed to be improved through a co-operation 

of economic laws and state intervention. The objective is efficiency and growth. The systems 

cluster emerged in the 1960s. The foundation is related to a variety of disciplines; 

cybernetic/computation, social, management and biology sciences. There is a systems goal of 

a higher order; stability and order. Threats to stability are to be anticipated and tackled. 

Finally, the procedural cluster calls for ethical justification of the planning and decision-

making process. The objective is fairness or an equal ethical value such as liberty or it may 

even be process efficiency. According to Goldstein (1984), arguments used in planning can be 

categorised in these three clusters, but further research is needed to see if the categorisation 

holds and what the hierarchy is between arguments belonging to different clusters.     
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datum16, the warrant, the backing of the warrant, the qualifier and the rebuttal (Toulmin 

2003).  

I will use an example to clarify the distinguished components of an argument; see also 

figure 2.1. The example is given by Toulmin (2003:103) and it is the following phrase; 

“Petersen is a Swede, so almost certainly Petersen will not be a Roman Catholic”. “Petersen 

will not be a Roman Catholic” is the conclusion and “Petersen is a Swede” is the datum or 

evidence for the conclusion. The datum is always an explicit and singular premise. The datum 

relates to a warrant, which often is implicit and tacit. In the example, the warrant is “a Swede 

can be taken almost certainly not to be a Roman Catholic”. While the datum refers to a 

particular case, the warrant is a universal (general) and hypothetical premise. The warrant 

acts as a bridge from the datum to the conclusion. However, the warrant is not the evidence 

itself for the link made from datum to conclusion. The warrant can be questioned and in that 

case it will need the backing. The backing shows a high degree of variability and field-

dependency. In the two examples of “cannot” in the former paragraph, the backing consisted 

of a framework of regulations and prohibitions. In the example of Petersen, the backing is 

made up of statistics; “the proportion of Roman Catholic Swedes is less than 2%” (Toulmin 

2003:96-103). Above I outlined the field-invariant force of words as cannot, presumable, and 

etcetera; all of these are modal qualifiers. A modal qualifier is an explicit reference to the 

degree of force of the conclusion (Ibid.: 93). “Almost certainly” is the qualifier in the example 

of Petersen. Finally, the rebuttal, typically following on the word “unless”, gives constraints 

of exception on the qualifier (Ibid.). In the example of Petersen there is no rebuttal to the 

qualifier, because “almost certainly” comes forth from the backing. In the example “you 

cannot demolish a listed building”, the rebuttal to the qualifier “cannot” could be “unless 

dispensation from the prescribed restrictions has been granted by the authority”.  

                                                 
16 In a later book, Toulmin (1977) replaces the term datum for the term ground. However, 

I will stick to the term used in his pioneering work (Toulmin [1958] 2003).  
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Figure 2.1 - The scheme shows how Toulmin (2003:97) thought of the internal structure of an 

argument  

In this study, I make use of Toulmin’s concept field of arguments for the reason that it 

provides a tool to analyse logical types (logos) in rhetoric. However, I will neither use all six 

components that Toulmin outlines nor follow his scheme strictly. This choice is in line with 

the critique that Toulmin’s model has received; that it is too static to deal with complex 

argumentations and therefore preferably should be used in a more flexible way (Gasper and 

George 1998). Two components of Toulmin’s scheme seem particularly useful for studying 

debates about conservation; the warrant and the backing of the warrant. By unravelling these 

two components of an argument, the logical kind of the argument becomes clear. The warrant 

is essential to explicate, because it is the conceptual bridge from an explicit and particular 

argument to the main claim. In other words, without the warrant an argument does not make 

sense. The backing of the warrant is the foremost field-dependent or context-specific 

component of an argument. An explication of the backing of the warrant makes it possible to 

evaluate what Bergström & Boréus (2005:123) call the “credibility” or “plausibility” of a 

claim.     

In summary, Toulmin’s ideas about unravelling arguments can be broken down to some 

steps; 

• To explicate the warrant, which is the universal premise that often is implicit, but 

that is necessary for making sense of an argument.  

• To evaluate the evidence for or the credibility or plausibility of a claim by 

explicating the backing of the warrant.  

• To categorise arguments according to their logical kinds. This step includes 

explicating what components of an argument are of a context-independent (field-

invariant) versus context-specific (field-dependent) kind.  
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• To acknowledge that arguments that belong to different fields of argument cannot 

be cross-assessed, while the ‘best’ argument can be agreed upon within a field of 

argument.    

Figures of speech 
Besides logos and pathos, the concept of “figures of speech” is another important concept in 

rhetoric (Johannesson 1998; Holmgren Caicedo 2009). A figure of speech is the use of 

language in a nonliteral way17. It is a rhetorical technique. Many figures of speech exist and 

have been listed by studies about rhetoric, but I will limit the scope of this study by outlining 

the rhetorical techniques of metaphor and antithesis only18.   

 

Metaphor is the most well-known and used figure of speech. As already outlined in chapter 

one, I treat metaphor extensively because it recently has been subject to the development of a 

method and theory (Lakoff and Johnson 1999; 2003). As far as I know, such an extensive 

methodological and theoretical body as Lakoff and Johnson developed for metaphors is not 

yet present for other common figures of speech.  

 

I outline antithesis – in which a contrast or an opposition is created – because I consider it 

likely to be relevant to this study; this is grounded on the observation that polarisations such 

as “for” versus “against” and “old” versus “new” are frequently used in debates about 

conservation. I outline antithesis shortly, because it remains foremost a rhetorical technique, 

and not the subject for the development of a method or theory.             

Antithesis 
In rhetoric, the concept of antithesis is a “literary [not figuratively, such as metaphor] 

device in which an opposition or contrast of ideas is expressed” (Soanes and Stevenson 2003). 

                                                 
17 Sometimes a figure of speech is called a trope, which literally means that there is a 

“turn” from a literal to a nonliteral meaning of a word or phrase (Johannesson 1998). 

However, it is outside the scope of this study to discuss the classification of figures of speech 

into sub categories.   
18 Other common figures of speech are for example metonymy, synecdoche, irony, 

syllogism, allegory, paradox, and etc.   
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Antithesis is an example of a figure of speech in which the order of words of a phrase is 

changed into an unusual or unexpected order to accentuate a meaning (Johannesson 1998).   

An excellent example of an antithesis is given by Ingrid Martins Holmberg (2006:317) in 

her dissertation; “on the level of public discourse [the area of Haga in Gothenburg] has gone 

from being “old and ugly”, to being “the old and nice Haga””. Martins Holmberg’s statement 

is an antithesis; two contrasting ideas in one sentence. The study by Martins Holmberg shows 

that the idea of an antithesis can be a central rhetorical figure in debate about heritage 

planning.    

Metaphor as a method for analysis 
A metaphor is a specific kind of figure of speech (Holmgren Caicedo 2009). Just as with 

rhetoric in general, a (dominant) perspective on metaphor has been that it is foremost a matter 

of a linguistic form of expression without a conceptual content. Relatively recently, a group of 

scholars have claimed otherwise (Lakoff and Johnson 1999; 2003; Asplund 2002)19. 

According to these scholars, metaphors are more conceptual than linguistic. “The locus of 

metaphor is in concepts, not words”, Lakoff & Johnson (2003:244) argue. In general, we are 

not (continuously) aware of our daily use of metaphors. However, the use of metaphor 

contains information on how our reality is conceptualised and understood. Metaphors provide 

a way of making sense of reality (Lakoff and Johnson 2003; Asplund 2002). J. Asplund 

(2002:103) even speaks of “metaphor blindness” and underscores that this form of blindness 

is not reserved for everyday conversation, but also obvious in academic writing (Asplund 

refers to the field of sociology).    

An influential work concerning the study of metaphors is Metaphors We Live By by 

Lakoff & Johnson (2003, originally published in 1980). Lakoff and Johnson explain that 

people and societies use metaphors to understand concepts. Lakoff and Johnson propose a 

relational view; we understand concepts (aspect of reality) in terms of other concepts.  The 

simplest way of putting a metaphor is according to the equation x = y. For example, argument 

is war or time flies or time is money (examples Lakoff & Johnson) or upper-class or the bee’s 

                                                 
19 Hereby I do not claim that this perspective on metaphor is entirely new to the history of 

rhetoric. As I pointed out earlier in this chapter, rhetoric has been considered from different 

perspectives throughout its history (see Holmgren Caicedo 2009).   
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language (examples J. Asplund) or water is the enemy (a context-specific Dutch example), 

and etcetera. For all of the examples above counts that they are not be taken literally, they are 

variations of the form x = y.  

The concept x is understood in terms of the concept y; that is the essence of metaphor. 

However, x and y may be of varying kinds. Foremost, a metaphor makes it possible to 

understand something abstract in terms of something concrete and/or tangible (Lakoff and 

Johnson 2003). However, J. Asplund (2002:117) clarifies that both x and y can be concrete as 

well as abstract, which makes four kinds of metaphor.  

 It is important to note that metaphors constitute what Lakoff & Johnson (2003) call 

“metaphor clusters”. Let us consider the example raised by Lakoff & Johnson on the concept 

argument. The metaphor argument is war informs us that argumentation has to do with some 

aspects of war, such as to attack and defend, to retreat and claim victory. For example, it suits 

to claim that the opponent has attacked the main argument of the PhD thesis. However, the 

metaphor argument is war does not tell us everything about argumentation. Therefore other 

metaphors complement our understanding; for example, argument is building. From the 

building point of view, an argumentation has a base or fundament and building stones. It also 

suits to claim that the opponent has deconstructed the main argument of the PhD thesis. A 

third related metaphor is argument is a journey. The journey-metaphor adds to the concept of 

argument that there is a defined path. Concerning the work of a PhD thesis it suits to make 

statements such as following a certain line of argument or straying from the path or off the 

trail and going in the wrong direction. A third complementing metaphor is argument is a 

container. The idea of a container adds to the concept of argument the idea of having content. 

It also suits to make statements such as the argument does not have much content or the core 

of the argument or the argument is not watertight. Together the metaphors argument is war, 

argument is building, argument is a journey and argument is a container constitute a 

“metaphor cluster” or “metaphorical coherence” (Lakoff and Johnson 2003:11,87). The 

concept argument is understood in terms of the metaphor cluster. In a simple phrase, one 

metaphor won’t do the job. The different metaphors cohere in relation to a single concept, 

which is argument in the case of the example. The equation of the metaphor cluster is that x is 

understood in terms of y1 + y2 + y3 + y4. Each of the different metaphors is emphasising other 

aspects of one and the same concept.  
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Metaphors, such as the four related to the concept of argument outlined in the former 

paragraph, correspond to what Lakoff &Johnson (2003:81) call “experiential gestalts20”. 

Lakoff & Johnson argue for the importance of human experience to understanding in general 

and to metaphors in particular21. For example, the concept of argument is associated with 

certain activities and experiences, while the concept of war is associated with other activities 

and experiences. When war is used in the metaphor argument is war, certain aspects of the 

war-gestalt (experience) are used for the concept argument, while other aspects are not used. 

For example, aspects of the war-gestalt such as the experience of a conflict and the experience 

of surrender, victory, retreat or truce as possible outcomes are suitable, while the experience 

of physical pain is not to the concept of argument. The essence of a metaphor is that x and y 

of a metaphor are rooted in different experiences (or things as in the case of the metaphor 

structure argument is a container) (Lakoff and Johnson 2003).  

Lakoff & Johnson point out two important features of experiences; experiences are both 

physical and cultural. Lakoff & Johnson take a phenomenological perspective concerning the 

relationship the two features in-between; culture is embodied and the body is enculturated. It 

is important to enlighten that the experiential gestalts that metaphors are grounded on are 

embodied as well as enculturated.  

Firstly, it explains why a wide range of metaphors have a spatial orientation  (up-down, 

central-periphery, near-distant, and etc.) or spatial attributes (such concepts as a container, a 

road, and etc.), Lakoff & Johnson (2003)argue.  

Secondly, Lakoff & Johnson (1999:57) point out that certain experiences – and therefore 

metaphors also – are “universal” or “widespread” while others are specific to a particular 

culture. Lakoff & Johnson (1999:46, 69) call the universal (or widespread) metaphors for 

“conventional […] metaphors” or “conventional mental images”. With the word conventional, 
                                                 
20 The concept Gestalt is a German concept from the beginning of the twentieth century. It 

means “form” or “shape”.  
21 It is relevant to note that the theory on metaphor as proposed by Lakoff and Johnson 

includes “central insights of phenomenological tradition” as well as “key elements of 

Wittgenstein’s later philosophy” (Lakoff and Johnson 2003:182). Earlier in this chapter, I 

outlined some aspects of Wittgenstein’s thinking about language games that provide a 

relevant background to the work by Lakoff and Johnson.  
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Lakoff & Johnson mean that a larger cultural group or language community shares the 

conceptualisation of a concept (grounded on shared experiences). Even though a metaphor 

may become conventional and widespread, alternative conceptualisations are available. This 

becomes clear when looking at cultures in which a conventional metaphor (for example 

conventional within the context of the so called Western countries) does not make sense22. 

Concerning the number of conventional metaphors, Lakoff & Johnson (1999:57) state that 

“there appear to be at least several hundred such widespread, and perhaps universal, 

metaphors”. Among many other examples, two examples are the metaphors time is money and 

a purposeful life is a journey (see resp. Lakoff and Johnson 2003:145; 1999:61). Both are 

examples of metaphors that began in a part of the Western industrialised world, but that 

gradually were introduced to new cultures until they reached the current stage at which they 

are to be regarded as conventional metaphors. 

An example of how metaphors transfer from one context to another is given by Stefan 

Larsson (2011) in his dissertation in the field of sociology of law. Where Lakoff & Johnson 

(2003:1) study “metaphors we live by”, Larsson (2011:24) studies “metaphors we legislate 

by”23. The study by Larsson is relevant to this study in the sense that it shows that the 

transferring of concepts from one context to another (the essence of metaphor) bears 

implications due to cultural variance. The contextual shift that Larsson encounters is the shift 

from legislation of analogue entities to legislation of digital entities (think of the role that 

words as “copy” and “piracy” play in the move from an analogue to a digital context). In 

short, Larsson’s (2011) conclusion is that the move of concepts from an analogue to a digital 

context had implications and led to ineffective legislation, partly due to the reason that social 

norms were different in the new context. 

The outline above may suggest that there are metaphors – figurative connotations – and 

literal expressions, but the distinction is not that simple. Metaphor is rather to be understood 

as a spectrum; some metaphors are long-lived and hardly identifiable any longer as 

metaphors. These metaphors may even be labelled as “dead metaphors” (Asplund 2002). 

                                                 
22 Lakoff & Johnson (1999) raise the Japanese culture as an example of a culture in which 

there are metaphors alternative to metaphors conventional in the Western culture.   
23 Larsson’s methodological and theoretical framework draws upon the work by Lakoff & 

Johnson.  
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Other metaphors are deeply embedded in cultures, but still recognised as metaphors. These 

metaphors may even expand when more aspects of the experiential gestalt are used in relation 

to a concept. Also, new and innovative metaphors may come up and either establish 

themselves or disappear again. Some metaphors may increase understanding of concepts and 

dilemmas, while other metaphors are misleading (all kinds of examples are raised in Lakoff 

and Johnson 2003; Asplund 2002). A theoretical discussion of the spectrum of metaphors is 

outside the scope of this study, because it leads to a philosophical discussion on how we 

categorise our experiences and knowledge about the world24.     

Methodological steps of metaphor analysis   

I want to finish this section on metaphor by outlining five steps in conducting metaphor 

analysis.  

1. To distinguish literal from figurative speech. This step is about identifying the 

metaphorical relationship of understanding x in terms of y. Moreover, a part of the 

step is to identify if the components x and y are of a concrete or an abstract kind.  

2. To count the frequency of the use of the metaphor. This step also includes the 

classification into active (innovative and new metaphors, not yet established in 

society), inactive (established in society and recognisable as metaphors) and if 

possible dead metaphors (this category is difficult to point out) (Bergström and 

Boréus 2005).   

3. To extract the metaphors. This step includes two considerations. 

a. Which experiential gestalts are identifiable? 

b. Which aspects of the experiential gestalts are used, and which not? 

4. To identify coherence with other metaphors. This step includes the mapping of 

metaphor clusters that are linked to a single concept (x). 

5. To re-contextualise metaphors. This step includes the consideration of contextual 

moves and changes. Is the metaphor used in other contexts?  Does the metaphor 

seem to “vary from culture to culture” or is it rather of a conventional or 

widespread kind (Lakoff & Johnson 2003, p.14)?  

                                                 
24 For example, Wittgenstein’s concept of family-resemblances and Lakoff & Johnson’s 

concept of subcategorisation are of relevance for a discussion on this matter.   
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I now finish the part on rhetoric and turn to the part on figures of thought.   

Explicating Foucault’s influence to Asplund’s concept of “figures of thought” 
Texts are related to power. Texts “reflect, reproduce or question” power, Bergström and 

Boréus (2005:15) argue. A scholar that has related texts to power is the French philosopher 

Michel Foucault. In his work, Foucault (2004) has focused on what is called discours in 

French and what has been translated to discourse in English25.  

 

I have two arguments for shortly outlining Foucault’s work on power. Firstly, discourse 

analysis has gained popularity as a method among field-related studies (see among others: 

Choay 1997; Martins Holmberg 2006; Strömgren 2007; Tunström 2009; Mukhtar-Landgren 

2012; Brusman 2008). I will not make use of discourse analysis, but I want to acknowledge 

the contribution that it makes to a contextual perspective on text analysis by studying texts 

from the point of view of power relations. Secondly and more importantly for this study, the 

work by Foucault has been influential to the concept of “figures of thought” that the Swedish 

social psychologist Johan Asplund (1979) developed. I want to emphasise that Asplund does 

not draw on Foucault’s methodology for discourse analysis. It is Foucault’s overarching aim 

that has been influential to Asplund’s initiation of the concept of figures of thought. In the 

next paragraphs, I will enlighten some aspects of Foucault’s inaugural speech. My reason for 

doing so is that it provides a background to what Asplund (1979:146) phrases as “idea critical 

research”, which is the approach that Foucault and Asplund share.        

 

In his inaugural speech, Michel Foucault (2004) outlines procedures that control, direct, 

weed out and exclude the freedom of using language in a broad sense. Foucault distinguishes 

three groups of procedures that restrain the freedom of writing and talking.  

 

The first group consists of externally imposed procedures that exclude certain parts from 

discourse. One of the excluding procedures is prohibitions that tell us which words are 

                                                 
25 It is outside the scope of this study to treat the various uses of and meanings attached to 

the concept of discourse (for different uses of the concept, see among many others: Foucault 

2004; Hajer 1995).  
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forbidden to speak about and which taboos exist in a society. Another of the excluding 

procedures is the division between true and false in a society. The drive to know what is true 

and what is false is of exclusive kind, because it has the potential to lead to rejection of what 

is considered false. For example, the first advocates of a heliocentric instead of a geocentric 

worldview were confronted by the exclusive process of a division in true and false. Foucault 

outlines that for all excluding procedures counts that they are institutionalised; they are 

“strengthened and rewritten by a layer of [social] practices” (Foucault 2004:47).  

 

The second group of procedures that restrain the freedom of the uses of language consists 

of procedures that control, constrain and weed out the aspect of coincidence, chance or 

randomness in the uses of language. These procedures are – in contrast to the first group – 

internally imposed. The procedures have to do with the idea of an identity; the idea of an 

identity stimulates a certain degree of repetition, sameness and regularity in discursive 

practices. The idea of having an individual identity bears the premise that the identity is 

repeatable. The idea of an organisation of disciplines (Foucault mentions the examples of the 

disciplines of medicine and botany) also stimulates the idea of an identity and realises the 

continuation of certain rules or propositions that frame a discipline (Foucault 2004).  

 

The third group of freedom-restraining procedures consists of procedures that control the 

uses of language by weeding out the number of people allowed to speak. These procedures 

influence the accessibility of – figuratively speaking – the speaker’s chair. A first example of 

such a procedure is the forming of language communities that arrange gatherings that are 

closed and at which speakers are selected. Another example is what Foucault (2004:60) calls 

“social appropriation”; it is about systems of education and other influences that raise the 

chance of a subject to enter the speaker’s chair. 

 

Overarching, Foucault claims to strive for tracking and localising the above mentioned 

procedures that direct, control, weed out and exclude uses of language. It is central to all of 

Foucault’s work to create experiences that refute the boundaries of knowing. The concept of 

experience is central to Foucault’s work and according to Foucault the essence of an 

experience is that some state has changed “in relation to ourselves or in relation to our cultural 

world” when having gone through it (Foucault 2004:176). For Foucault this means to detach 

and distance oneself from the discourses and practices established and taken-for-granted. 
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When detaching and distancing ourselves and when experiencing something by which we get 

another view on how ‘things’ function, new possibilities will appear, the underlying premise 

is (Foucault 2004:169–181; Holmgren Caicedo 2009:83–87). The experiential process 

described above of getting a critical distance towards what is taken-for-granted is also 

characteristic for what happens when figures of thought are explicated.                 

Figures of thought 
I will now turn to the final concept for analysis called figures of thought. It is a concept to 

analyse the implicit and conceptual dimension. As I will show, figures of thought are in a 

direct relationship with the discursive (rhetoric, metaphor, arguments) and tangible (built 

heritage) dimensions of this study. The concept of figure of thought was proposed by the 

social psychologist Johan Asplund (1979:146 , my translation) as part of a “heuristic model 

for idea critical research” that he drafted. According to Asplund, the model should be counted 

to the field of idea historical research.    

As part of the model, Asplund (1979:chap. 7) discusses three interrelated levels; 

“discourses”, “figures of thought” and “base”. The three influence each other in complex 

ways. Some characteristics of the relations in-between can be pointed out. Firstly, the 

concepts are to be understood as levels from a higher to lower order. The hierarchy of the 

levels is that figures of thought are believed to be the intermediate level. Figures of thought 

are at the conceptual level and connecting the base (bottom-level) with the discourses (top-

level). The connection between the base and the discourses is mediated always through the 

conceptual level of figures of thought . 

The model of three interrelated levels by Asplund methodologically solves an ontological 

problem in this study. The problem is how built heritage (for example, the physical 

environments of Varvsstaden in Malmö and RDM in Rotterdam) relates to language (written 

documents about the areas). The built heritage and the written documents stand for Asplund’s 

levels of the base and the discourses respectively.       

More specific names that Asplund (1979:149, 153) gives to the base are the “material 

base” or the “material conditions”26. Asplund refers to Marxism to point out a first character 
                                                 
26 “materiella grundvalen” and ”materiella förhållanden” in Swedish (Asplund 1979:149, 

153).  
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of the material base. According to Asplund (1979:153), it consists of “conditions for 

production”. From the point of view of Marxism, these conditions are the sum of all factors 

that influence the production process. The conditions of the material base are “original”, 

“primary” and “determinative” in relation to the discursive level (the level at which people 

write and talk) (Asplund 1979:153). In addition to the Marxist conditions for production, 

Asplund (1979:154) emphasises that the material base includes all aspects of the tangible 

world such as “artefacts, places and buildings, but also such conditions as spatial distance and 

dimensions”. Asplund exemplifies the level of the material base with the work Madness; the 

invention of an idea by Michel Foucault (see for an English translation Foucault 2011). In 

short, the clue of Foucault’s study is that the creation of the societal category of madness was 

stimulated by the fact that the (physical and conceptual) “infrastructure” already was available 

in society. When the time came that the infrastructure stood unused, the availability of vacant 

infrastructure paved the way for the creation of the category of mad people. It is not Foucault 

but Asplund (1979) who uses the word infrastructure. Asplund’s argument is that the 

infrastructure consisted of tangible conditions (buildings raised for the keeping of people 

having the disease of leprosy) and conceptual conditions (the role and meaning attached to the 

societal category of sick people). As follows from above, the level of the base is to be 

understood and accepted as being wide in scope and primary. It is a level that appeals to 

ontological discussions, but that is not the purpose of this study. In this study, the base is 

accepted as the most primary and basic level consisting of among others the physical 

environments of the areas of Varvstaden in Malmö and RDM in Rotterdam, the spatial 

dimensions such as the situation of these areas and the social practices and production factors 

related to the areas.                 

The next level is the level of figures of thought. The concept of figure of thought should 

not be confused with the classification of “archetypes” by psychoanalyst Carl Jung27. Asplund 

explicitly takes distance from Jung’s archetypes; they are not analogies, Asplund (1979) 

states. The main argument is that Jung’s archetypes are claimed to be part of human collective 

and individual consciousness, whereas the origins of figures of thought can be traced back in 

human history. In other words, figures of thought are not inborn or inherited (Asplund 1979). 

                                                 
27 The classification of archetypes stands for different prototypical structures that are 

engraved in the individual as well as collective mind and that trigger prototypical human 

behavior, independent of the culture(s) one belongs to.    
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In a recent dissertation, historian David Larsson Heidenblad (2012:20) clarifies the distinction 

between Jung’s archetypes and Asplund’s figures of thought by stating that the former is 

“biological” and therefore “transcultural” and the latter not biological and therefore 

“culturally specific”.  

So far, I clarified what figures of thought not should be confused with. In the next 

paragraph, I aim at clarifying the concept of figure of thought by setting out the concept in 

relation to the concept of discourse. It should be emphasised that the concept of discourse in 

this study is used in the way Asplund uses it, which is partly different from the ways, for 

example, Michel Foucault (2004) and Maarten Hajer (1995) have used it. I also want to 

emphasise that Asplund’s concept of figures of thought and not his concept of discourse is 

central in this study.   

A figure of thought is more persistent and constant than a discourse. Generally, a figure of 

thought lasts longer than a discourse. Discourses are relatively short-lived; they come and go. 

Figures of thought are persistent and slow; they stay with us. Another difference is the 

number; there are few figures of thought to many discourses. A discourse is explicit; it is the 

level of texts and speeches. According to Asplund (1979:158), figures of thought are 

developed into what he calls “lines of thought”28 at the level of discourses. A figure of 

thought is more complex than a line of thought; it contains multiple lines of thought. A figure 

of thought may even contain contradicting lines of thought (Ibid.). In this study, the discursive 

level is represented by the selected texts; planning documents, culture-historical assessments 

and newspaper articles.  

In his book Teorier om framtiden, Asplund (1979) raises a variety of examples of figures 

of thought, including among others the following; the idea of individuality, the category of 

madness, the idea of a doomsday or apocalypse, the idea of an ageing world (mundus 

senescence), the idea of progress, the idea that everything is related to everything else (the 

great chain of being), the idea of a separation between nature and culture and the idea of a 

separation between body and soul. In other books, Asplund (see resp. 2002; 1991) raises the 

figures of thought of the idea of a class hierarchy (in society) and the conceptual pair of 

Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft (also known as rural/urban). In chapter 3, I raise a variety of 

figures of thought central to conservation and planning doctrines, among which the following; 
                                                 
28 “tankegångar” in Swedish (Asplund 1979:158). 
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the idea of an original and natural state, the idea of mundus senescence, the great chain of 

being and the idea of progress.  For now, I will just raise one example; the figure of thought 

of moral causality.  

In his dissertation Our own fault. Moral causality as figure of thought from 2000’s climate 

alarm to pre-modern sin penalty beliefs, David Larsson Heidenblad (2012) writes that the 

recent propagated idea that the world is heading towards its end - and that it is a human fault, 

so we bear the moral duty (for the next generations) to act – is a continuation of the biblical 

figure of thought of a doomsday/apocalypse. The discourse over a climate alarm is new, but 

conceptually the figures of thought of a doomsday and a dying world were already available. 

Also Richard Rorty treats the figure of thought of moral causality, but he raises another 

example of its application at a discursive level. Rorty (2003) raises the example of the idea 

that human beings in rich and developed countries bear the moral duty not to eat excessively 

(and to feel guilt for eating excessively), because human beings in poor and undeveloped 

countries are hungry. The figure of thought of moral causality comes to the fore in discourses 

over cultural heritage as well; human beings bear the moral responsibility of keeping care of 

a world’s or nation’s or former or next generation’s cultural heritage. The discourses differ 

between the above examples on moral causality, but the underlying figure of thought is the 

same or at least similar.           

I will point out some aspects of figures of thought that will help to explicate and discuss 

them; 

1. A figure of thought is “difficult to imagine as not existing”, because we live and 

function by them and are usually not aware of them. When we become aware of them, 

they are difficult to imagine as not being real (Asplund 1979). 

2. A figure of thought “reveals itself first in a historical perspective” (Bjur, Göransson, 

and Werne 1983:11). Therefore it is difficult to fully understand contemporary 

figures of thought. However, figures of thought are long-lived so a clue is given by 

considering a longer period of time. One should think in terms of centuries, in the case 

of figures of thought.  

3. The origin of a figure of thought can be pinpointed. However, that is not the aim of 

this study. The aim of this study is in the next point. 
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4. Figures of thought are “not transcultural, but they are assumed to vary from culture to 

culture”, Asplund (1979:166) states. Even though figures of thought are assumed to 

be cultural variant, they can become widespread. A good example of this is the figure 

of thought of Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft. According to Asplund (1991:12), the 

conceptual pair has become so spread among societies that he believes it to be “nearly 

universal”. 

5. In the same work from 1991 – which is called Essä om Gemeinschaft och Gesellschaft 

– Asplund (1991:38) adds the characteristic that figures of thought “always are more 

or less interdisciplinary”. Again, Asplund (1991) refers to the figure of thought of 

Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft as not being reserved for the discipline of sociology, but as 

having established itself in and in-between a variety of disciplines.  

6. Finally, a figure of thought should always be distinguished from the upper-level of 

discourses (explicit claims and arguments) and the lower-level of the material base 

(conditions for production, elements of the tangible world and social practices). As 

being the intermediate level between the discourses and the base, figures of thought 

provide the conceptual outlook to the world. Asplund (1991:39–40) explains that one 

always sees something as something29. It is in that connection of seeing that figures of 

thought are to be found. Asplund explains further that it is not without consequences 

when considering the ways we see things; “to uncover a figure of thought is parallel to 

relativize it and to create possibilities for other ways of seeing”, Asplund (1991:40) 

states30.  

Summary   
The methodology in this study consists of a combination of methods and concepts to 

analyse texts. The methods and concepts complement each other to analyse the explicit and 

                                                 
29 Concerning the point of always seeing something as something, the thinking of Ludwig 

Wittgenstein is relevant. Wittgenstein raises the example of the duck-rabbit illusion; one can 

either see the drawing as a duck or as a rabbit, but one cannot see it as both at the same time 

(2009:PPF 118). A figure of thought has a similar connective function.    
30 Concerning this point, there is a clear relationship to Michel Foucault’s project of 

uncovering discourses and practices taken-for-granted to achieve the experience of getting 

another view on how ‘things’ function (2004).    
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the implicit level in texts, and, to consider contextual variance versus invariance from both a 

contemporary and a historical point of view.  

The first step in analysing the empirical material is to approach the material from a 

rhetorical point of view. A selection of rhetorical concepts is chosen; to identify logos 

arguments, pathos arguments, metaphors and antithesis. Logos arguments appeal to the ability 

of a receiver to rationally assess a claim. A model developed by S. Toulmin is used to 

categorise kinds of logos arguments. Pathos arguments appeal to the emotions of the receiver. 

Metaphors appeals to the imagination of the receiver; to understand something figuratively. 

The work by Lakoff & Johnson is used to study metaphors. Finally, antithesis is the rhetorical 

technique to set up a contrast or opposition.   

The rhetorical concepts above are used to analyse the explicit level of texts, but also open 

up possibilities of interpreting and discussing what is implicit in the texts (premises 

underlying arguments and experiential gestalts underlying metaphors).   

The main methodological tool to analyse the implicit level of texts is provided by J. 

Asplund’s concept of figures of thought. Figures of thought are the intermediate level 

between the discursive level (the level of rhetoric and texts) and the base (the level of the built 

environment). The concept of figures of thought is central in the next chapter.  
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Chapter 3 –A conceptual web 

Introduction 
The Canadian philosopher Charles Taylor (1994:199) argues for the necessity of a 

“conceptual web” when comparing practices from different societies. Taylor makes the 

statement in a text on hermeneutical studies. The role of a conceptual web is to provide a 

typology or categorisation that is abstract enough to test cases across contextual boundaries 

upon. According to Taylor (1994:200), this is necessary for counterworking “that we interpret 

all other societies in the categories of our own”.   

The function of this chapter is to provide a conceptual web31 consisting of figures of 

thought, which are derived from a selection of academic literature and non-academic key 

works. In the next lines, I want to clarify the choice for including both academic and non-

academic texts. 

 According to a variety of scholars, the 19th century debate between pro- and anti-

restoration is considered as having key importance for the further development of 

conservation theory and practice during the 20th century (Lowenthal 1985; Howard and 

Ashworth 1999; Phelps, Ashworth, and Johansson 2002; Price, Talley, and Vaccaro 1996). 

However, the key stakeholders of that debate did not express their ideas in academic texts 

(Ruskin 1851; Morris 1995; Viollet-le-Duc 1990). For that reason, non-academic texts from 

the 19th century are chosen for pinpointing figures of thought central in debate about 

conservation.   

Concerning the academic literature treated in this chapter, roughly two groups can be 

outlined from which figures of thought are derived. The first group consists of a number of 

Swedish academic texts that explicitly make use of the concept of figure of thought (see 

among others: Asplund 1979; 1991; 1992; Bjur, Göransson, and Werne 1983; Emmelin 2009; 

Mukhtar-Landgren 2012). The second group consists of academic works that do not use the 

specific concept of figure of thought, so the extraction of figures of thought from these works 

                                                 
31 The metaphorical preference for “web” above “frame” or “framework” is intentional, 

because the focus is on the relations concepts in-between. Also, a conceptual web does not 

evoke the suggestion to be complete, which a frame (-work) does to a greater extent.  
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is of an interpretative kind32. However, these works are at the level of explicating key 

concepts – translatable to figures of thought – central in (heritage) planning. The foremost 

example is the work by Françoise Choay, who has done text analysis of 19th century debate 

about city planning33. According to Choay (1969; 1997), the 19th century movements in 

planning have a crucial importance for understanding the further development of planning 

during the 20th century. 

A critical note should be made concerning the choice of texts. To identify figures of 

thought central in heritage planning, I study two 19th century debates that are embedded in 

different ‘fields’. Firstly, the debate about pro- versus anti-restoration can be argued to be 

embedded in architectural theory. Secondly, the debate that Choay illuminates can be argued 

to be embedded in theorising of city planning. However, such a distinction between fields of 

study is not fruitful for this study; both the phenomenon of heritage planning and the concept 

of figure of thought are of an interdisciplinary nature.   

On the basis of the works treated in this chapter, expectations are drawn of which figures 

of thought are central in heritage planning. Later on in this study, the empirical material from 

Malmö and Rotterdam is analysed and compared to the conceptual web. The expectations 

provided a certain gaze towards the empirical material, but in the process of analysis I have 

remained open for unexpected outcomes. To some extent, the process – of analysing what 

figures of thought can be expected on basis of the conceptual web and what figures of thought 

come to the fore in the empirical material – has been a dialectic one.  

This dialectic process has had one major consequence for the conceptual web presented in 

this chapter. In two succeeding works, Johan Asplund (1991; 1992) treats the figure of 

thought of Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft. In these works, Asplund states that 

Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft possibly is the most prominent figure of thought in the field of 

twentieth century architecture and city planning. Because of the importance given to this 

                                                 
32 In the sense of employing the concept of figures of thought to the selected works about 

19th century planning and pro- versus anti-restoration debates.   
33 But who also has had a special interest in conservation issues and heritage planning 

(see Choay 2001). 
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figure of thought34, I included it initially in the conceptual web. An expectation was that 

Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft would show relevance in the analysis of the empirical material. 

However, in the empirical material no indications came to the fore that it had an underlying 

presence in the debates. Varying reasons may underlie this outcome35, but the practical 

consequence is that I excluded Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft from the conceptual web.           

Conservation, preservation and restoration 
The concepts of conservation and preservation - and also reservation - have a common 

origin in the Latin word “servare”, which means “to keep” (Soanes and Stevenson 2003; 

Nationalencyklopedien 2013b). The concepts are akin and differences of nuances between 

con- and preservation can only be analysed in relation to the specific context of use. 

Originally, conservation refers to keeping something “together” (in an original state) and 

preservation refers to keeping something (safe) “in advance” (Soanes and Stevenson 2003).  

However, in the Swedish and the Dutch context, there is not such a clear distinction; the 

concepts of “bevarande” and “behoud” respectively are used to typify both pre- and 

conservation36. This has been a translation problem. Conceptually, the English distinction has 

relevance for outlining the Western European 19th century debate discussed in this chapter.     

However, the distinction is not relevant for the analysis of the empirical material later on.  

According to Gregory John Ashworth (1991:2), conservation is “conceptually much 

wider” and distinguishes itself from preservation by putting function or use(-fullness) of the 

                                                 
34 In fact, not only by Asplund himself, but also by scholars interested in heritage 

planning (Alzén 1996; Dunér 2000). 
35 Asplund himself already made the reservation that Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft possibly 

was “on its way to lose its vitality” in a postmodern context (1991:16). Another possible 

explanation is that the outcome is a consequence of the kind of cases chosen in this study; 

former harbour-industrial objects and areas. It is possible that Gemeinschaft/Gesellschaft is 

present in debates about (former) residential areas. A newspaper article about the residential 

area of Heijplaat – which is connected to the area of RDM – raises evidence for this 

hypothesis (see: Gorp 2002).    
36 However, a tentative hypothesis can be placed that pre- and conservation respectively 

stand for “bevarande” and “hushållning” in a Swedish context and that two different figures of 

thought are underlying the distinction.    
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targeted object just as central as the form of the object. For matters of consistency, the 

concepts of conservation and preservation are treated as the respectively wider and narrower 

concept in this study. I use the concept of preservation to typify the extreme opposite to total 

or complete demolition. The wider concept of conservation comprises both preservation and 

restoration. In 19th century debate within the broader conservation movement, preservation 

was opposed to restoration (Ruskin 1851; Morris 1995).  

Pro- versus anti-restoration 
A variety of scholars refers to the late 19th century as starting point for sketching the 

debate between advocates for and against restoration37 (see for example Choay 2001; 

Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000).  

The front figures pushed forward are the French architect Eugène-Emmanuel Viollet-le-

Duc (1990, translation from the French, by C. Wethered )38 and the British writers and critics 

of art and society John Ruskin (1865) and William Morris ([1890]1995). Whereas Viollet-le-

Duc is associated with the pro-restoration movement, Ruskin and Morris are associated with 

its countermovement. However the main texts by the men above are referred to as being 

testimonial, similar advocates can be found in the Netherlands and Sweden. Evidently, the 

debate had spread to other cultural active figures in Europe. Viollet-le-Duc had his 

contemporary pro-restoration allies in the Swedish architect Helgo Zettervall and the Dutch 

architect Pierre Cuypers (see resp. Rossholm Lagerlöf 1998:212; Ashworth 2002:46)39. 

Ruskin and Morris had their anti-restoration allies in von Heidenstam ([1894]1990) in 

                                                 
37 I will use the concepts pro- and anti-restoration. Synonyms are scrape and anti-scrape 

(see Pappas 1985; Stovel 1985). 
38 The book is composed of a selection of extracts from Viollet-le-Duc’s work during 

1814-1879 that were translated from French and presented together with a commentary by the 

editor.   
39 Both Zettervall and Cuypers had personal relationships to Viollet-le-Duc. All of these 

architects were concerned with the restoration of churches and some fortresses. In the 19th 

century context of Sweden, also Carl Georg Brunius is relevant. In contrast to Zettervall, 

Brunius did not have a personal relationship to Viollet-le-Duc. I will treat Brunius later on in 

this chapter.    
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Sweden and Victor de Stuers (1873) in the Netherlands (Pettersson 2001:68; Ashworth 

2002:42).  

Verner von Heidenstam and Victor de Stuers 
Just as Ruskin and Morris in the United Kingdom, both von Heidenstam and de Stuers 

were prominent front figures on the cultural scene in their respective countries and of their 

time. Neither of them had a background as architect or engineer. Von Heidenstam was writer 

and poet. De Stuers was advocate, official of the State and politician. Nevertheless they 

expressed their views on the way to take care of built heritage. They were critical to the late 

19th century trends in their respective societies. Both von Heidenstam and de Stuers were 

initiators of the debate between pro- and anti-restoration in their respective countries40.  

Von Heidenstam ([1894]1990) attacks the practice of restoration in 19th century Sweden 

in his work Modern barbarism. According to von Heidenstam (Ibid.:4, my translation), the 

project of restoration is to restore a building to “unity of style”41. Anomalies from the original 

style are abandoned. Restoration is a scientific project and it is explicitly the scientific driving 

force that von Heidenstam attacks. Even if restoration may not come forth from ill-

willingness, it is “barbarism” and “vandalism” and on the same level as destruction, von 

Heidenstam (Ibid.:2-3) argues.  According to von Heidenstam  (Ibid.:20, my translation), it is 

through a scientific treatment that built heritage loses its “anecdote value”42. Anecdote value 

is personal and often speaks to affection. A scientific treatment is impersonal and creates an 

unbridgeable gap between human, object and place43. In other words, the connection between 

                                                 
40 R. Pettersson (2001:68, my translation) states in his dissertation that “Restauration 

debate had been initiated in Sweden by Gustaf Upmark senior and Verner von Heidenstam”. 

Also, Pettersson (2001) argues that the ideas advocated by John Ruskin and William Morris 

offered the inspiration for von Heidenstam to pose his critique.  
41 “Stilrenhet” and “stilrensning” are the Swedish words used by von Heidenstam (1990:4, 

8). “Clearness of style” would be a more literal translation, but I will use the expression 

“unity of style” for matters of consistency.    
42 “anekdotvärdet” (Heidenstam [1894] 1990:20). 
43 This is a main critique on “museumification”. The urban geographers Ashworth et al. 

(2007:111) write that “in the museumification of heritage, the intent is to break any possible 

connection between the viewer’s present and the displayed past”. 
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human, object and place is broken. The connection is the anecdote value. The anecdote value 

is not a tangible value; it is the “power of imagination” (Ibid.:20, my translation)44. The 

importance of imaginative power is best understood through exemplification. Von 

Heidenstam (Ibid.) gives the following example of a tour guide who speaks to his audience;  

“Här nedstacks Caligula af Chaereas svärd! Då breder sig med ens en plötslig liflighet 

öfver hela sällskapet, och alla hufvud trängas för att se och för att allt efter måttet af 

inbillningskraft återkalla anekdoten i minnet.” 

Examples of the anecdote value are many, all around us and in our personal experiences. I 

add an example of my own to emphasise at once the personal as well as the universal value of 

von Heidenstam’s argument; 

 I think of the green buffer zone situated between the house I grew up in and the local 

airport. As a child, I used to play there with my friends and construct dens. We also gathered 

bullets. When we had a full bucket of rusty bullets, we would turn them in at the local police 

officer’s house. The bullets had something mysterious; they spoke to our imagination telling 

us that “the Germans” and later “the Canadians” had really been here at this place!  

It was imagination that established connections between us, the objects we found, the 

places we dwelled in, the event of the Second World War and the stories of our 

grandparents45.    

 The importance for this chapter of Von Heidenstam’s argument for preservation but 

against restoration is that he argues that the power of imagination is universal. As I will show 

later on, von Heidenstam’s argument suits a tradition of scholars who have advocated a 

phenomenological approach to conservation.               

Also in the late 19th century, Victor de Stuers (1873) criticises the treatment of art in the 

Netherlands. The concept of art included for him objects as paintings as well as buildings and 

construction details of buildings. De Stuers argues for the importance of art due to its value of 

speaking or appealing to the memory of individuals and society. De Stuers does not enfold his 

                                                 
44 “inbillningenskraft” (Heidenstam [1894] 1990:20). 
45 Of course, at that time we were not aware of these connections. Now many years later, I 

can acknowledge the anecdote value in the child’s experience.  



45 

 

argument as clear as von Heidenstam does when the latter argues for the importance of the 

anecdote value. At first glance, it appears that de Stuers mainly argues for the value of 

monuments for enriching the identity of the Dutch nation-state and society.  

However, de Stuers argumentation is not simply a plea for national identity; far from it. 

De Stuers' argumentation is outstanding due to the exceptional insight in facts that de Stuers 

had. For example, de Stuers knows exactly how much money the central government spends 

for art, he knows exactly the earnings of the employees responsible for conservation of 

objects of art all over the Netherlands, he knows the names and backgrounds of all architects, 

builders and decision-makers involved, he knows how restoration and preservation are carried 

out in contemporary France, England and Belgium and he knows the state of the buildings he 

refers to because he has explored every detail of them. In short, the claims and arguments by 

de Stuers are thoroughly considered and backed-up by investigation (de Stuers 1873).  

 

De Stuers argues in line with von Heidenstam on the matter of restoration. De Stuers 

(1873:374–7) also speaks of restoration as being “vandalism” and “worse than” demolition. 

However, he nuances his claim by stating that restoration can be carried out carefully as well 

(implicitly, he refers to France and Belgium). Whereas von Heidenstam's attack is directed at 

the practice of restoration, de Stuers attack is directed foremost at the central government and 

in lesser degree the Dutch society in general. De Stuers repeatedly claims that the attitude of 

the central government is characterised by lawlessness, indifference, ignorance and 

unwillingness, while the attitude of the society in general is characterised by economy, 

avarice and narrowness. According to de Stuers, the central government should take its 

responsibility for the safeguarding of art46.  

 

The works by von Heidenstam and de Stuers are a good starting point for setting up the 

spectrum between the poles of preservation and restoration. Von Heidenstam and de Stuers 

point out key principles that are highlighted in the coming sections; first the principle of unity 

                                                 
46 It remains questionable if de Stuers considers the role of the central government as 

permanent or temporarily (educating society, correcting society); it may be true that de Stuers 

envisioned an ideal state of society in which art has become integrated in its norms and 

values, and the central government can drawback its influence when that stage is reached. 



46 

 

of style which is driven forth by a scientific rational approach and second a moral concern for 

the anecdote value.   

Restoration; the principle of “unity of style” 
Key principles of restoration of built heritage, such as a unity of style and a state of 

completion, are concentrated around the idea of a definable original (Rossholm Lagerlöf 

1998:210). What is interesting is that the same figures of thought are acknowledged for 

restoration of defined nature reserves as well as for restoration of (cultural) built heritages; the 

idea of an original and the idea of a state of completion are addressed in some way. Lars 

Emmelin (2009:133–140) discusses a number of figures of thought – literally using J. 

Aplund’s concept – central in nature conservation.  According to Emmelin (Ibid.: 136), the 

idea of an “original and natural state” (or a “pre-settlement” or “intact” state) is a figure of 

thought central in that field.  It is a figure of thought interrelated with the conceptual pair of 

nature/culture, which can be regarded as another figure of thought47. In the following lines, I 

will outline some key principles of restoration of built heritage that are grounded on the idea 

of a definable original state.  

A first key principle of restoration advocated by Viollet-le-Duc (1990, translation from the 

French, by C. Wethered ) is the already outlined objective of a unity of style. The task for the 

restorer is to decide upon the original style of a building and to restore the building in that 

style. Viollet-le-Duc was not naïve concerning this task. From reading his original texts 

translated from French (Ibid.), it becomes clear that Viollet-le-Duc recognises the problem 

and nearly impossibility of deciding upon the original style. In practice, it means that the 

restorer has to make a decision upon the original style of every single element of the building. 

After having decided upon the original style, the restorer has to strive for restoring the 

building into a state of unity of style.  

The restoration principle of unity of style is intertwined with the objective to reach a stage 

of completion and wholeness. Viollet-le-Duc (Ibid.:6) phrases the objective of completion as 

follows; “to re-establish [the building] in a complete condition that may never have existed at 

                                                 
47 It is outside the scope of this study to discuss the division between nature and culture 

(for a starting point, see Emmelin 2009; Saltzman 2000; 2008).  



47 

 

any given moment”.  According to this principle, the restorer should strive for making 

complete and finishing the built structure in a final state.  

For the restorer, there are several alternatives to consider when striving for a stage of 

completion and a unity of style. Firstly, it may be necessary to add missing elements to reach 

completeness and unity in style. Many examples exist of buildings that were never finished 

according to the original plans. Secondly, it may be necessary to remove elements that 

conflict with how the building originally is supposed to be. American historical architect 

Nicholas A. Pappas (1985) raises the example of the Courthouse in Williamsburg. The 

Courthouse dates from 1770 and was renovated in 1911 after a fire. The renovation of 1911 

included the construction of four columns under the portico, while the building did not have 

columns before renovation. The leading argument was that the building originally was 

intended to have columns, but that these were never delivered. During restoration work in 

1930 the columns were removed again, because now it was argued that the building was more 

original without the columns (Pappas 1985). The example by Pappas pushes forward the 

problem of identifying originality.   

The Canadian restoration architect Herb Stovel (1985:52) coins the term “principle of 

preference” instead of the principle of unity of style. The word “preference” is suitable to 

point out two characteristics of the 19th century debate about pro-restoration. Firstly, it refers 

to the preference of a certain period or age. It is interesting that advocates of both pro- and 

anti-restoration preferred the style and values of the Gothic / medieval age. Pro-restoration 

advocates such as Viollet-le-Duc in France, Helgo Zettervall and Carl Georg Brunius in 

Sweden, Pierre Cuypers in the Netherlands as well as preservation advocates such as John 

Ruskin and William Morris in England have preferred the Gothic and medieval age (Viollet-

le-Duc 1990; Grandien 1974; Heidenstam 1990; de Stuers 1873; Ruskin 1865; Morris 1995).  

Evidently, it is not the preference of a certain period or age that necessarily resulted in 

conflicting perspectives.  

Secondly, conflicts arose concerning the matter of whose preferences should prevail. A 

good example is the conflict between the Swedish restorers Carl Georg Brunius and Helgo 

Zettervall. Brunius was of an older generation than Viollet-le-Duc, Helgo Zettervall and 

Pierre Cuypers (the latter three knowing each other personally). Brunius’ mission was to fight 

“neglect” and “destruction” of religious buildings in particular (Grandien 1974:214). Brunius 

believed that a restorer had two alternatives; either to restore a building to its original style or 
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to change a building to “pure medieval style” (Ibid.:129). Brunius preferred medieval style(s) 

above all other styles, but combined characteristics of different (sub) styles in practice. He 

combined Gothic with Roman forms and complemented medieval style(s) with the 

“symmetry” and “regularity” characteristic for the Renaissance style (Ibid.:436). The 

restoration project of the cathedral of Lund – of which he was the official restoration architect 

from 1833 to 1859 – became Brunius’ lifework. Brunius strived for restoring the cathedral of 

Lund in 12th century medieval style and removed elements that had been added during the 15th 

and 16th centuries. Zettervall succeeded Brunius as restoration architect of the cathedral of 

Lund and held the position from 1860-1902. Zettervall also strived for restoration of the 

cathedral into its original style and to achieve unity of style. For this purpose, Zettervall 

removed what he considered anomalies and added what he considered to be missing. 

Zettervall went a step further than Brunius and torn down the twin towers of the cathedral to 

build them again from scratch. He did this according to Viollet-le-Duc’s principle to achieve a 

condition of completeness and unity of style that the cathedral had never been in before. In 

other restoration projects, such as the cathedral of Växjö and the St. Petri cathedral in Malmö, 

Brunius had shown to be willing to go just as far as Zettervall to achieve unity of style and a 

complete state. Brunius and Zettervall both followed pro-restoration principles, but still there 

was a deep conflict both restorers in-between. In his dissertation on Brunius, Bo Grandien 

(1974:506) concludes the following concerning the conflict: “both [Brunius and Zettervall] 

were offspring of the same spirit. Therefore, the conflict was […] unnecessary: more 

psychological than ideological”. Even though Grandien places the conflict on psychological 

grounds mainly, the debate between Brunius and Zettervall exemplifies the problem of pro-

restoration concerning the matter of whose preferences should prevail.   

The key principles of wholeness and unity of style demand another principle, namely the 

principle of control (see among others Stovel 1985). From reading Viollet-le-Duc (1990), it is 

clear that he worked according to a strive for total control. Total control includes the whole 

process from documenting the building in detail to making rational decisions upon which 

style to choose for every detail of the building. Spontaneous or random choices should be 

avoided by the restorer, Viollet-le-Duc argues. In the words of the French urbanist thinker 

Françoise Choay (2001:107), control of the restoration process is achieved by considering the 

building as “a historical determined object for rational analysis”. The citation from Choay 

points out three important consequences of the pro-restoration approach. Firstly, a break is 

created between the past and the present. Secondly and related to the former consequence, a 
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break is created between the object (the remnant of the past) and the subject (the restorer). 

Taking the break between the past and the present and the break between the subject and the 

object together, the pro-restoration approach consequently leads to a break between “the 

viewer’s present” and “the viewed past” (Ashworth, Graham, and Tunbridge 2007:111). 

Thirdly, the principle of control demands a scientific approach; working systematically to 

define the original stage, working from a distance to the object and by making use of 

technology to record as much as possible (Choay 2001).     

The essence of pro-restoration can be summarised by what Choay (2001:102) calls a 

doctrine of “intervention”.  The discussion above shows that there are varying ways of 

intervention that suit under the header of pro-restoration. Intervention  varies from minor 

adjustments of building elements; to adding new elements to the building; to removing 

elements from the building; to finally constructing a new building into a pre-defined original 

style (for example Neo-Gothic style)48.  

Anti-restoration; the moral duty of preservation  
From reading Ruskin (1865), Morris ([1890]1995), de Stuers (1873) and von Heidenstam  

([1894]1990)follows that each of them advocates the importance of a moral duty of taking 

care of built heritage. The anti-restoration advocates argue for another perspective than the 

pro-restoration advocates on the role of the human being in relation to its built environment.  

Central to the history of ideas of preservation à la anti-restoration is the figure of thought 

of the great chain of being (Emmelin 2009:15; Choay 2001:102–103). The great chain of 

being is the idea that everything is related to everything else. J. Asplund (1979:218) outlines 

that the figure of thought of the great chain of being has a “religious-feudal” origin. The 

biblical content of the idea of the great chain of being is explained by Toulmin & Goodfield 

(1965). According to them, the great chain of being was imagined in medieval debate as a 

hierarchical ladder in which God, human beings, animals (creatures of lower orders), plants 

                                                 
48 For a discussion of the varying possibilities of restoration, see for example an article by 

Swedish professor in sciences of art Margaretha Rossholm Lagerlöf (1998). 
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and minerals had their given place49. According to Asplund (1979), the figure of thought of 

the great chain of being underlies a variety of discourses that emerged during the centuries of 

the modern era. During the 19th and 20th centuries, the great chain of being related to 

discourses about ecology. In the ecology discourses, the great chain of being stands for 

thinking in terms of relationships and nodes instead of thinking in terms of isolated parts and 

distinctions between object and subject. Toulmin & Goodfield (1965) as well as Asplund  

(1979) outline that one of the principles of the great chain of being is that an intervention at 

some place in the whole has consequences for the whole chain of being.  

In contrast to pro-restoration, preservation advocates minimal- or non-intervention with 

regard to build heritage. The reason is of a moral kind. As part of the great chain of being, 

human beings bear a moral duty towards previous and next generations as well as towards the 

other parts of the great chain of being (other orders in the hierarchical ladder). Human beings 

have a moral duty to act or not to act with respect to and in harmony with the creations of 

previous generations and the other parts of the chain. The role of stewardship seems an 

appropriate label for the kind of preservation advocated by Ruskin, Morris, von Heidenstam 

and de Stuers, I argue. According to the role of stewardship, creations of previous generations 

are not corrected. What is accepted following the preservation advocates, is cleaning, 

consolidating, maintaining and preventing a building from falling down (Choay 2001:106; 

Ruskin 1865). In contrast to pro-restoration, in which the use of new material is accepted, 

preservation is restrained concerning the use of new material. The ideal type of preservation 

totally rejects the use of new materials; originality of material is a key principle (Lewi 

2008:152).  

The concept of continuity is central to preservation. The continuum is a sense of fluid 

time, a flow in which past and present become one (Choay 2001; Rossholm Lagerlöf 1998). 

From the point of view of continuity, buildings are conceived as “chronicles of evolution over 

time”, Herb Stovel (1985:52) states. By this he means that the sum of changes over time is 

important to preserve (Stovel 1985; Pappas 1985). Concerning the appreciation of changes 

                                                 
49 Both Toulmin & Goodfield and Asplund outline that the history of the idea of the great 

chain of being has its origin a long way back in human history (longer back than the middle 

ages).   
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over time, it suits to recall Verner von Heidenstam’s plea for the anecdote value of built 

heritage.  

The changes over time are reflected in built heritage in several ways. Firstly, continuity is 

reflected in the material and natural weathering of built heritage due to ageing and the 

external influence of climate (Stovel 1985; Lewi 2008). Secondly, continuity is reflected in 

“cultural weathering” (Heath 2001).  

Cultural weathering 

The idea of cultural weathering – as proposed by the American professor in historic 

preservation and architecture Kingston Wm. Heath (2001; 2009) – can be regarded as a 21th 

century concept that is a continuation or extrapolation from the late 19th century anti-

restoration principles.   

According to Heath (2001:xix), cultural weathering entails the pragmatic or “incremental” 

change “left on the built environment by its inhabitants”. In opposition to pro-restoration, 

Heath (2001:184; 2009:4) states that “the record of ongoing change is as relevant as episodic 

moments of isolated achievement”. The principle of continuity is central to cultural 

weathering.  

Cultural weathering leads to a “distinctive patina50 of place” and an appreciation of the 

vernacular (Heath 2001:xxiii; 2009:6). The concept of vernacular refers to regional 

distinctiveness. But how does such a distinctive patina of place or vernacular built 

environment come about? And, which are the factors of change that cultural weathering 

propagates? Heath (2001; 2009) speaks of “sub regional forces” including a wide variety of 

factors that influence human adjustments of the built environment; the climate and the 

physical environment, the rituals and the behaviour specific to a cultural group51, the local 

                                                 
50 The concept of “patina” is – just as the concept of “weathering” – used in a 

metaphorical sense by Heath. In its original meaning, patina stands for the result of the 

physical process of coloration of a metal due to oxidation.  
51 The sub regional force referring to particularities of a cultural group becomes clear 

when thinking of the changes in a region’s built heritage brought about by the influence of 

immigrants from another cultural group moving in to the region. Some scholars use the 

concept of hybridisation to understand this process (Ashworth, Graham, and Tunbridge 
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planning legislation and policy and the regional economic transformations and declines. The 

sub regional forces together make up a certain context to which inhabitants respond by 

making adjustments to the built environment. The accumulation of these human responses and 

adjustments leads to regional distinctiveness that a cultural weathering approach advocates.    

Heath gives clear examples of adjustments brought about by sub regional forces. One 

example concerns the case of mass-produced and standardised mobile homes in the USA. 

Heath has explored the development of these prototype homes in two regionally distinct 

contexts in the USA. Originally, the homes had the same form in both regions. However, 

incremental changes due to sub regional factors led to regional distinctive forms over time. In 

one context, the weather was harsher and winters brought a long period of coldness and snow. 

The inhabitants responded to this climate factor by changing the angle of the roof of the 

mobile homes and by adding an entrance portico that would provide space for wood storage. 

In the other context, the climate was sunny and many immigrants came from cultures that 

included certain social rituals outside the home. The inhabitants adjusted the mobile homes by 

adding elements to provide shade and shallowness and building porticos that would provide a 

place for socialisation (Heath 2009). 

A remark on the concepts of cultural weathering and vernacularism is that it opposes itself to 

a “progressivist” and an “idiosyncratic” approach, Heath (2009) argues. The progressivist 

design theory is not sensitive to contextual factors (regional distinctiveness, local history, 

etc.); it “takes little regard to contextual issues”, Heath (2009:9) states. This remark is 

important to bear in mind, because I will enlighten a progressivist model of urbanism later on 

in this chapter.  

A related remark is that Eugene Viollet-le-Duc – as the front figure of pro-restoration – was 

not ignorant of the specificity of a distinctive regional and cultural context. Viollet-le-Duc’s 

theory does not suit an ideal type of the progressivist design theory that Heath criticises. 

Viollet-le-Duc (1990) advocated that for every detail of a building, the style that is specific to 

the regional and cultural context that it arose in, should be pinpointed. The point here is that 

                                                                                                                                                         

2007). The original meaning of hybridisation comes from genetics; the act of mixing different 

species (plants or animals) to produce hybrids. Ashworth et al. have approached built heritage 

as being the product of hybridisation.  
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on the matter of taking into account regional distinctiveness, pro- and anti-restoration cannot 

be contrasted to each other.  

I will now continue and finish this section on completing the ideal type of preservation by 

shedding light on the questions why continuity is considered important and how it should go 

about.  

Memory and community engagement 

Earlier in this chapter I outlined the importance that Verner von Heidenstam 

acknowledged to the power of imagination; von Heidenstam  (1990) considered the anecdote 

value as highest value of preservation. Von Heidenstam’s concept of the anecdote value 

provides a link to a key concept of preservation that has been missing so far; memory. A key 

moral principle of preservation is that relics, artefacts, built heritage and so on address 

themselves to the affective memory (Choay 2001; Heidenstam 1990; Lewi 2008; Stovel 

1985). According to de Stuers (1873), memory is a moral concern that a society should 

prioritise. Stovel (1985) argues that a main difference between pro- and anti-restoration is that 

pro-restoration focuses on “formal values” (referring to scientific and educative purposes), 

while anti-restoration also has a focus on “non-formal values”. According to Stovel, non-

formal values are attached to emotion and memory. A theoretical discussion of the complex 

and dynamic concept of memory is outside the scope of this study. However, I want to clarify 

that a variety of relatively recent studies have focused on the track of studying heritage 

(planning) by taking the concept of memory central52.   

Besides the concept of memory, advocates for preservation have acknowledged the 

importance of awareness, engagement and pride among the members of a community to take 

care of their built heritage (Morris 1995; Stovel 1985). An engaged community comprises a 

broad support and appreciation of art and craftsmanship, which is central to preservation à la 

anti-restoration (Morris 1995; Stovel 1985; Heidenstam 1990; de Stuers 1873).    

So far in this chapter I have aimed at setting up the polarisation between pro-restoration 

and anti-restoration with its roots in the late 19th century debate about conservation. The ideal 

                                                 
52 For a theoretical discussion of the both fuzzy and important concept of memory, see 

Edward Casey (1993), Geoffrey Cubitt (2007) and David Lowenthal (1985). For a discussion 

of memory within the context of city planning, see for example Karen E. Till (2005). 
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types are summarised schematically in figure 3.1. In the next section, I will turn to an abstract 

typology of critical planning with roots in the late 19th century as well.   

Pro-restoration Preservation as anti-restoration 

Intervention, correction  Non- or minimal intervention 

Principle of unity of style  

 

Principe of a complete and finished state 

Appreciation of incremental change over 

time; cultural and natural weathering  

Continuity 

An educative and scientific ideal 

  

Moral importance of anecdote value and 

memory  

Principle of control, driven by scientific 

theory and technological progress  

Advocates an artistic process, embedded 

among the members of a community 

Figure of thought of a natural and original 

state; a definable original style 

Figure of thought of the great chain of being; 

the moral duty of stewardship 

 

Originality of material 

Advocates specialisation and a top-down 

decision-making  

Advocates a role of community engagement 

and awareness 

Figure 3.1- A schematic overview between pro- and anti-restoration 

19th century ideal types of urban planning 
 The ideal types of restoration and preservation outlined above have influenced the 

development of urban planning since the 19th century up to present (Howard and Ashworth 

1999; Choay 2001). I will make use of the work by the French urbanist Françoise Choay to 

categorise 19th century ideal types of urban planning.   

Choay’s typology 
Choay’s project has been to analyse the written works by renowned architects to get 

insight in basic principles of architecture and urban planning. These basic principles can be 

evaluated as figures of thought central in urban planning. Choay traces the origins of 20th 

century urban planning to the 19th century. Choay (1969:10) labels the movements that arose 

during the 19th century as “critical planning”. The distinguished movements of critical 

planning have in common that they criticise the industrial city. The industrial city is the city 

that arose during the early period of industrialism and that was formed by capitalist 
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production interests. The industrial city led to several problems, of which social 

fragmentation, environmental contamination, poor housing and sanitary conditions and 

epidemic outbreaks are the foremost. Advocates of critical planning revolted against the 

industrial city. The movements of critical planning have in common that they advocated the 

(re-)creation of order by spatial interventions (Choay 1969; 1997).  

Choay (1969) distinguishes three models (what I referred to as movements) of critical 

planning; the “regularist”, the “progressist” and the “culturalist”. According to Choay, the 

regularist does distinct itself from the progressist and the culturalist by advocating for 

uncovering and building further on a hidden spatial organisation of the city. In other words, 

the advocates for a regularist model believe that there is an existing spatial arrangement in the 

city, but that it was covered and hidden during the formation of the industrial city. The 

stereotypical example that Choay (1969) pushes forward for representing this model is the 

19th century plan for Paris by Georges Eugène Haussmann.  

Concerning the progressist and the culturalist model, Choay (1969) distinguishes two 

stages in the historical development of the models during the 19th century; “pré-urbanism” 

and “urbanism”. The pré-urbanist stage is the stage laying the foundations of the model 

before the model was taken up by urban planning. The progressist and the culturalist model 

have in common that they strive for a new (spatial as well as societal) organisation; the 

industrial city had to be replaced by a new order. Despite this common ideal, the progressist 

and the culturalist model differ in principles that are advocated to realise a new spatial and 

societal arrangement.  

The typology by Choay is discussed in a number of Swedish dissertations on urban 

planning53 (Linn 1974; Franzén and Sandstedt 1981; Rådberg 1988; Andersson 1989; Larsson 

1994; Thorslund 1995; Stahre 1999; Martins Holmberg 2006; Brusman 2008). From these 

works, strengths of as well as critiques on the typology by Choay can be gathered.   

A critique on Choay’s typology  
Björn Linn (1974) poses in his dissertation – that is the first in a succession of Swedish 

dissertations treating Choay’s work – a couple of points of critique on Choay’s idea-historical 
                                                 
53 An interesting question is how and why the typology by Choay became so well-known 

within the Swedish academic discourse over urban planning?  
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typology of critical planning. Firstly, Linn criticises that Choay has not given equal 

consideration of the principles of a regularist model in comparison to the principles of pré-

urbanism and urbanism. According to Linn, the progressist and the culturalist model are 

given much attention by Choay, while the regularist model remains limited to a discussion of 

the plan for Paris by Haussmann.  

Secondly, Linn argues that a variety of works - that can be considered important to the 

models - are lacking in Choay’s treatment. Choay (1997:preface) herself corrects her initial 

treatment of Eugène Viollet-le-Duc and states that she underestimated the impact of his work 

on the development of urban planning. In addition to the point of lack of treatment, several 

works considered important seem to fall in-between the models (Linn 1974). This is a 

challenge that is also mentioned by Choay(1997) herself. It is a challenge inherent to all 

abstractions and generalisations. The works by Viollet-le-Duc and Ebenezer Howard are 

examples of works falling in-between models. Viollet-le-Duc’s principles of pro-restoration 

comprise aspects from all three models. However, Viollet-le-Duc’s treatment of built heritage 

suits the progressist model most because he was a servant of the French State and prioritised a 

scientific progress-driven approach over art (my own interpretation of reading of Viollet-le-

Duc in Viollet-le-Duc 1990).  Ebenezer Howard’s work on “the garden city” comprises 

aspects of the progressist and the culturalist model. Again, here it is discussable to which 

model his work applies most. Choay (1969) herself recognises the triviality of the concept of 

the garden city, but argues that it suits the culturalist model most.             

The two points of critique that were initially raised by Björn Linn seem to be main causes 

to the difficulty of interpreting Choay’s work. With possibly only Lilian Andersson’s (1989) 

dissertation as exception, all dissertations succeeding Linn’s dissertation evidently have 

trouble dealing with the regularist model and treating works and cases that fall in-between 

models. The approaches of the scholars to solve these problems vary. 

Franzén & Sandstedt  (1981) choose to focus on the progressist and the culturalist model 

only. They have a good argument for doing so, because their study focuses on the specific 

urban type of “neighbourhood”54 during the period after the Second World War (Franzén and 

Sandstedt 1981).  

                                                 
54 The concept of “grannskap” in Swedish. 
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Johan Rådberg (1988) acknowledges the difficulty of Choays model to categorise and 

chooses to substitute Choay’s abstract ideal types for three urban planning concepts that 

represent three what he calls “doctrines” about public space. The three concepts that Rådberg 

(1988) chooses are “den täta kvartersstaden” (“the compact city”), “the garden city” and “the 

open functionalist city” which represent the doctrines of “regularism”, the “garden city” 

(Rådberg chooses to focus on a submovement of culturalism) and “functionalism” 

respectively.      

Lennart Thorslund (1995) rejects Rådberg’s replacement approach for the argument that 

Rådberg’s categorisation in planning types is at a more superficial level of analysis than 

Choay intended to focus on. Thorslund’s solution is to combine the regularist model and the 

progressist model under one header that he calls “rationalism”. The ideal type of rationalism 

is opposed to “humanism”, Thorslund (1995) argues. Bo Larsson (1994) and Ulf Stahre 

(1999) also end up in a polarisation between “rationalism” and “humanism” (Larsson prefers 

the term “romanticism”) after having discussed Choay’s typology55.  

Ingrid Martins Holmberg (2006) and Mats Brusman (2008) reject Choays typology for the 

reason that it potentially could “lock” empirical observations. Martins Holmberg and 

Brusman choose a more open and flexible conceptual framework to analyse their empirical 

material.  

I find it noteworthy that in a majority of the dissertations above the choice is made to 

focus on a polarisation, dichotomy or dualism. Modifications of Choay’s typology can be for 

the better or the worse and this can only be assessed within the framework of the specific 

purposes that the dissertations above have. However, I argue that an important aspect of the 

typology by Choay is lost when simplifying it to a polarisation between rationalism and 

humanism. I prefer the way Lilian Andersson (1989) has treated the typology. In her 

dissertation, Andersson discusses how the three models (regularist, progressist and 

culturalist) relate to the concept of “laissez faire”. Moreover, Andersson uses Jürgen 

Habermas’ distinction between “system” and “lifeworld” to discuss the relationships the three 

models in-between. Habermas’ concept of lifeworld is unifiable with Choay’s culturalist 
                                                 
55 It is worth mentioning that it was Björn Linn (1974) who proposed a different 

terminology for Choay’s models; “rationalism” and “humanism” were more suitable than 

“progressist” and “culturalist”.        
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model, while the concept of a system is applicable to the regularist and the progressist model 

(Andersson 1989). I argue that the treatment of Choay’s typology by Andersson is fruitful, 

because she distinguishes between two kinds of systems; one system is based on an economic 

rationale and the other on a bureaucratic rationale. Differences and similarities between the 

two kinds of rationality (standing for the regularist and the progressist model) can be derived 

from their respective relationship to the concept of laissez faire. Andersson achieves to 

advance the typology by Choay without oversimplifying it to a polarisation, dichotomy or 

dualism. I will discuss Andersson’s approach to Choay’s typology and the concept of laissez 

faire in the next section. 

A final critique of Choay’s typology is that it does not take into account present day or 

recent works in the field of urban planning. I do not consider this as a problem, because in this 

study the focus is on figures of thought, which are concepts that cover a longer period of time 

than some decades. The 19th century idea-historical ideal types that Choay sketches explicate 

figures of thought that have relevance up to day.   

Laissez faire and the regularist model 
For a further discussion of Choay’s regularist model, it is necessary to enlighten and 

clarify how the model is related to the concept of laissez faire. The concept of laissez faire 

had its breakthrough in 18th century France. The direct translation of laissez faire is ”let 

(people) do” (Nationalencyklopedien 2013b; Wikipedia 2014). Laissez faire can be defined as 

a form of extreme liberalism, because it advocates non-interference of the central government 

in the choices of individuals and companies56. Laissez faire is an economic concept that is 

against any market interferences such as subsidies, import- and export regulations, tariffs, etc. 

The only exception is the regulation of property rights. In the context of 18th century France, 

the concept of laissez faire was advocated by so called “physiocrats”. Physiocrats stand for 

the interest of agricultural production and there main argument is that market prices and trade 

of agricultural products should not be regulated. A central principle of laissez faire and a 

physiocratic perspective is a deterministic view on nature and physical order. The laws of 

nature determine the physical organisation of space by directing production interests (the 

agricultural production in particular but also an economic rationale in general). The physical 

                                                 
56 On a scale of liberalism, other forms are (neo-) classical- and social liberalism; the 

former advocating limited regulation and the latter embracing regulation.  
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organisation is conceived as a self-regulating system that should not be interfered by a central 

government (Nationalencyklopedien 2013b; Wikipedia 2014).  

Following Lilian Andersson’s (1989) discussion of Choay’s typology, the regularist 

model stands for the kind of city planning that clears obstacles and that fosters flows in the 

spatial organisation that naturally grows in the context of laissez faire. In other words, 

regularist city planning facilitates the self-regulating economic and spatial order of laissez 

faire. In practice, the clearing of obstacles and fostering of flows meant that drinking water 

and sewerage infrastructures were laid out and effective traffic circulation systems and 

transport ways were built. These interferences in the spatial organisation included generally 

that obstacles were demolished and constrictions were widened. In this study, the principles 

underlying the regularist model and the concept of laissez faire are more important than the 

practical outcomes. The key principles of laissez faire are that it advocates an economic 

rationale that is not interfered by a government system and that it links the economic rationale 

to the premise that spatial organisation is ruled by laws of nature. The spatial organisation that 

grows under the conditions of laissez faire is not questioned but is instead supported by 

regularist city planning.  

Progress 
The sub-urbanist stage of the progressist model was set during the 19th century (Choay 

1969)57. A key principle of the progressist model is that it is of a prior or preceding or 

forward-looking kind. Lilian Andersson (1989:18) states that “the progressist approach 

projects a model in future”. From the progressist point of view, the central government has an 

important role in directing society towards the future model. In other words, the progressist 

model is driven forth by a bureaucratic rationale (Choay 1969). One of the means of power of 

the central government is the use of legislation and the regulation of planning norms.    

The bureaucratic rationale goes hand in hand with a technological and a scientific 

rationale. The key principle of rationality has several consequences for the planning- and 

building process. Firstly, a scientific rational approach stimulates the conception of a 

separation between the object (the city or the building) and the subject (the planner). 

                                                 
57 Choay (1969) refers to the utopian socialists Robert Owen, Charles Fourier and Etienne 

Cabet as front figures of the pre-urbanist stage of the progressist model.  
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Secondly, a technical-rational approach goes hand in hand with specialisation in the planning 

and building process. The consequence is that a gap is generated between the builder and the 

user of the building. Thirdly, a technical-rational approach propagates standardisation in the 

planning- and building process. The standardisation has benefited the replication of standard 

building norms and types at the cost of case- and site-specific solutions. This point is clarified 

by Kingston W. Heath. According to Heath (2009:9), the “progressive design theory” is not 

sensitive to contextual factors (such as regional distinctiveness, local history, and etc.). Heath 

(Ibid.) borrows a metaphor from medicine/biology to typify the approach of urban planning 

that he opposes to a vernacular approach, namely it [the progressist approach] is 

“transplantive”.  

The architectural styles of modernism and functionalism express the ideals of the 

progressist model best during the first half of the 20th century58. Choay (1969:110) refers to 

Le Corbusier as the front figure and the Congrès Internationaux d'Architecture Modern 

(CIAM) and Bauhaus as the front movements of the progressist model in the urbanist stage. 

The principles propagated by the CIAM and the Bauhaus movement were spread and applied 

internationally. Within the Dutch context, among others Johannes Jacobus Pieter Oud - who 

worked as architect of the Municipality of Rotterdam from 1918-1933 – can be mentioned. 

Oud propagated the production of minimalistic and standardised building blocks according to 

the principles of functionalism (Doevendans and Stolzenburg 2000)59. Within the Swedish 

context, the manifest “Acceptera” is well-known as propagation for functionalist principles 

(Asplund et al. 1931). It is outside the scope of this study to get into functionalist principles 

such as a) the separation of functions, b) that form is subordinated to function, c) the use of 

standardised types that can be replicated and d) the initiation of norms on factors such as 

                                                 
58 However, it should be noted that there are various strands or sub movements of 

functionalism. For example, a devoted advocate of the culturalist model such as William 

Morris ([1890] 1990) also advocated the functionalist principle that the form (ornamentation) 

should be subordinated to the function or purpose of a construct.  
59 Other Dutch architects that followed functionalist principles during the first half of the 

20th century are Mart Stam, Hendrik Berlage, Gerrit Rietveld, Cornelis van Eesteren and 

Leendert van der Vlugt (Doevendans and Stolzenburg 2000). It should be noted however, that 

there was internal debate among followers of functionalist principles, resulting in various sub 

movements and various degrees of implementation of functionalist principles.  
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hygiene, and etc (Asplund et al. 1931; Doevendans and Stolzenburg 2000). What I do want to 

point out is the preference of style advocated by the functionalist movement, because this 

links to the discussion on pro-restoration. The authors of the manifest “Acceptera” criticise 

late 19th and early 20th century architecture and city planning for imitating and simulating past 

styles; Gothic or other. According to the authors, every attempt to “borrow” or “accomodate” 

styles from previous cultures is “fake” or “mistaken” (Asplund et al. 1931:14,163, my 

translation)60. The authors propagate a style contemporary to its time and culture (Ibid.). 

Thereby the principle of unity of style that is important to pro-restoration also applies to the 

architectural style of the progressist model. The difference is that unity of style in the 

progressist model is grounded on a definition of contemporary style. According to Finn 

Werne (1998:58–9, my translation), the idea that there is “a correct style for each period of 

time” had become a “figure of thought” at the end of the 19th century in architecture and arts-

and history-related disciplines. The style characteristic of a certain time stands in a dialectic 

relationship to the ever-changing Zeitgeist (the spirit characteristic of a period or generation), 

Werne (1998) argues. The Zeitgeist sets the boundaries for the choice of style, while the style 

chosen61 gives expression to a specific Zeitgeist (Ibid.).                     

Besides the figure of thought above, the key figure of thought underlying the progressist 

model is the idea of progress. A variety of scholars point out that the origin of the idea of 

progress lies in the modern period following the period of the middle ages (Toulmin and 

Goodfield 1965; Asplund 1979; Koselleck 2004). According to Toulmin & Goodfield (1965), 

the idea of progress had its breakthrough in the 19th century, but a platform for the 

breakthrough was generated during the 17th and 18th centuries. 

Progress conceptualises a temporal break by standing for a break between past, present 

and future and opposing the idea of a fluid time. The historian Reinhart Koselleck (2004:256) 

explains the gap between past, present and future by introducing the concepts of a ”space of 

experience” and a ”horizon of expectation”. The former concept refers to a link between the 

past and the present, meaning that past experiences are captured in present through memory. 

The latter concept refers to expectations – or hopes – for the future. According to Koselleck 

                                                 
60 The Swedish terms used are “kulturlån” and “falsk” (Asplund et al. 1931:14,163).  
61 Such a choice is made through a complex of “social as well as individual, rational as 

well as emotional” preferences (Werne 1998:64).  
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(2004:267), what happened since the period of Renaissance and Enlightenment, is that 

“expectations for the future became detached from all that previous experience had to offer”. 

Koselleck states that generations before Renaissance and Enlightenment lived in a time in 

which the future could be forecasted based on past experiences. If there was any change, this 

occurred in a continual way and pace. The experiences as well as expectations did not differ 

that much between generations (Ibid.).  

Until the period of Renaissance and Enlightenment, the expectations of the future were to 

a large extent based on a Christian doctrine, Koselleck (2004) explains. Toulmin & Goodfield 

(1965) outline that progress is a secular figure of thought as it breaks with theological figures 

of thought such as mundus senescens (the ageing world), the ladder of nature (the idea of a 

hierarchy from higher to lower order beginning by God) and the great chain of being (the idea 

that everything is related to everything else)62. The figures of thought informed by a Christian 

doctrine were grounded on the idea of a stable and fixed order (hierarchy) and fixed laws of 

nature. 

 The idea of progress – and related concepts of evolution and development – broke with 

the idea of a fixed order and fixed laws of nature. Progress adds to the idea of a hierarchy 

from higher to lower the temporal dimension of earlier and later, Toulmin & Goodfield (1965) 

state. According to Koselleck (2004), the idea of progress generated a gap between the life 

worlds of generations. By life world, I mean the world as conceptualised and experienced by 

people. Instead of a continual succession from generation to generation, progress generated a 

gap between past experiences and future expectations, a gap between one generation and 

another, Koselleck (2004) explains.   

Tore Frängsmyr (1980:19) – who has studied the history of ideas of Enlightenment – 

argues that the idea of progress “perhaps is one of the most important concepts to analyse if 

one wants to gain perspective on our [present] existence and our conceptualisation of the 

future”. Frängsmyr contributes to the discussion of progress, because he clarifies different 

discourses over progress. Firstly, Frängsmyr outlines that progress refers to either a present 

improvement with regard to the past or the idea of a better future. Frängsmyr (1980:116) 

states that “the enlightenment man […] saw his own time as history’s climax” and was 
                                                 
62 The figure of thought of the great chain of being is an offspring of the figure of thought 

of the ladder of nature (Toulmin and Goodfield 1965; Asplund 1979).  
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occupied with lauding the progress made and not the progress to come. It was not until the 

19th century that the idea of progress was related to the perspective to achieve a progress with 

regard to the future. Secondly, Frängsmyr outlines the discourses of bounded progress and 

unlimited progress. The former is the idea that progress will achieve a climax, while the latter 

does not propagate a kind of end or climax state. Thirdly, Frängsmyr clarifies that different 

discourses propagate progress of different kinds. The following kinds of progress can be 

mentioned; progress in natural sciences by the discovery of natural laws, progress as 

technological development, moral and intellectual progress of human beings and finally, 

progress towards a more effective society (Frängsmyr 1980). In chronological order, progress 

was related to the idea of development in natural sciences first, but followed up by the idea of 

developing a better or more effective society soon (in the 19th century). The latter became an 

objective of urban planning; resulting in the progressist movement outlined by Choay.   

According to Hans Bjur et al. (1983:185), the figure of thought of progress is “perhaps the 

most influential figure of thought in planning”. Planning theorist Dalia Mukhtar-Landgren 

(2012) discusses two planning discourses over progress. According to one discourse, progress 

is understood in terms of being “autodynamic” or “immanent” (Mukhtar-Landgren 2012:99); 

progress just happens and comes to us. From this discourse point of view, planning only has a 

passive role; the role of planning is to handle or facilitate progress. According to the other 

discourse, progress is something that actively can be “generated” by choice (Mukhtar-

Landgren 2012:100). According to this discourse, the role of planning is an active one to 

generate progress.   

Concerning discourses over planning, advocacy of progress has regularly gone hand in 

hand with advocacy of sanitisation. In other words, arguments for demolition have regularly 

been justified for the sake of planning for a better future. Boris Schönbeck (1994) discusses 

two periods (the first around 1900 and the second in the 1960’s) during which demolition of 

built heritage held a high position on the agenda of planners and politicians. Following 

Schönbeck, a relationship can be drawn between the idea of progress and the justification of 

demolition. Schönbeck outlines that demolition during both periods was the result of an 

unusual and indomitable optimism about a better future. In line with Schönbeck, also a variety 

of other scholars have pointed out that the idea of progress often is related to feelings of 

optimism about a better future (Asplund 1979; Frängsmyr 1980; Aronsson 2004; Avery 

2008). 
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The culturalist model 
The culturalist - or preferably “humanist” according to Björn Linn and followers - model 

is the most fascinating of the three models by Choay. According to Linn (1974), this is 

because the culturalist model is heterogeneous and diverse to its nature; a wide variety of 

planning texts express a drive towards culturalism or humanism. As such, it is a model that 

includes opposing perspectives. It is not an easy task to reflect the diversity within the 

culturalist model while at the same time considering the model as standing for an overarching 

principle.  

Many of the scholars and works that passed the revue earlier in this chapter as part of the 

ideal type of preservation have ideas that cohere with the culturalist model as proposed by 

Choay (see Heidenstam 1990; de Stuers 1873; Lewi 2008; Pappas 1985; Stovel 1985; Heath 

2001; 2009). Choay (1969) herself raises John Ruskin and William Morris as front figures of 

the pré-urbanist stage of the culturalist model. The works by Verner von Heidenstam in 

Sweden and Victor de Stuers in the Netherlands are other examples of pré-urbanist works of 

the culturalist model.  

Concerning the urbanist stage, Choay (1969) pushes forward Camillo Sitte – who focused 

on aesthetics in city planning – as front figure of the culturalist model. Lilian Andersson 

(1989) draws the conclusion that Patrick Geddes’ work also suits the culturalist model. Even 

though arbitrary, also the works by sir Ebenezer Howard and his contemporaries and 

followers63 of the garden city ideal are linked to the culturalist model (Choay 1997; Rådberg 

1988). The arbitrary aspect of the concept of the garden city is that it also comprises 

principles of the progressist model. The variety of the works mentioned above shows that the 

culturalist model comprises a broad spectrum of works and concepts.  

Overarching principles     

The culturalist model proposes a new urban order. A variety of principles are underlying 

the new urban order.  

                                                 
63 The “doctrine” – as Rådberg (1994) calls it – of the ideal of a garden city spread 

internationally; contemporaries and followers of the ideal can be found in many countries 

(concerning the spread and the implementation of the concept to the Swedish and the Dutch 

context, see respectively: Rådberg 1994; Korthals Altes 2004).   
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Firstly, the culturalist model stands in a critical relationship to systems based on either an 

economic or a bureaucratic rationale. It is critical to systems, among of other reasons because 

of their exclusive nature (exclusive in the sense of excluding people from the process of 

organising space). As already outlined, the culturalist model is diverse, but it stretches among 

others from having less restrictions and regulations by (public) authorities to having no 

restrictions at all in its most extreme form (organising space on basis of purist anarchistic 

ideas64) (Morris 1995). 

Secondly, the culturalist model is not strict with regard to an envisioned or a planned end 

result. Cities planned according to the ideal of the garden city can be a priori modelled to a 

great extent, but it also suits the culturalist model to banish the purpose of reaching a state of 

completion. In other words, the culturalist process creates a new spatial order, but it is not 

necessarily a predefined or a priori modelled order. The new spatial order may be the 

continuous shifting momentum of pragmatic problem-solving with the material available.    

Thirdly, the culturalist model is driven forward by a valuation and appreciation of culture 

and aesthetics. Culture and art are considered as the highest good in the establishment of the 

physical environment. Aesthetics are believed to be central to the experience of built heritage 

(Ruskin 1851).  

A fourth principle – related to the former – is that human experience is put central. The 

culturalist model has much in common with a phenomenological perspective. The work by 

the American phenomenologist philosopher Edward Casey65 (1993) is a good example of 

clarifying the phenomenological principle of the culturalist model. According to Casey, the 

human body, its tangible surroundings and the concept of culture form a kind of a holy trinity 

in which the experience of place is central. To be is to be in place, Casey could have said. The 

body stands always in some relationship to its tangible surroundings, so place is per definition 

embodied. The same counts for culture; following the phenomenologist perspective, culture is 

not something brought to a place (by human bodies), but it is something already in place 

because it is embodied (Casey 1993). The essence of the phenomenologist perspective is that 
                                                 
64 It is noteworthy that anarchistic ideas not necessarily have to be offensive to systems.  
65 In his work, Edward Casey continues on the line of thought developed by 

(phenomenological) philosophers such as Edmund Husserl, Martin Heidegger and Maurice 

Merleau-Ponty (1993).  
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it rejects dualisms such as object-subject and nature-culture. The characteristic of being 

critical to and transcending dualisms is a fundamental principle by which the culturalist model 

distinguishes itself from the progressist model in particular. 

Finally, many of the followers within a culturalist tradition have advocated an increased 

public participation, community awareness and/or -engagement in urban planning. Among 

other aspects, community engagement means that a close relationship is advocated between 

the builder and the user. Also, handcraft is evaluated as a high cultural good (see for example 

Heath 2009; Werne 1998; and of course the work by 19th century culturalist Morris 1995).  

In summary, even though the culturalist model comprises a variety of positions, it 

advocates an overarching ideal of a new spatial and societal order based on a synergy between 

a variety of dichotomies (nature and culture, urban and rural, object and subject, builder and 

user, and etc.) and putting human experience and creative energy central instead of an 

economic or bureaucratic rationale. The culturalist building process is driven forth by the will 

to aesthetic and cultural expression by individuals as well as communities66. The importance 

of artistic expression and handicraft as well as the importance of an engaged community are 

the fundaments of organising space according to culturalist principles (see Morris 1995).  

Authenticity; development of a figure of thought  
According to dictionaries, a key characteristic of something authentic is that the origin of 

something is “undisputed” or “genuine” and based on “reliable” facts or evidence (see for an 

identical explanation: Nationalencyklopedien 2013b; Soanes and Stevenson 2003; van Dale 

2011). Concerning claims on authenticity, the evidence or the backing of the warrant as 

Stephen Toulmin (2003) would call it, should be available to test for reliability67.  

                                                 
66 In her dissertation, Lina Olsson (2008) studies the “self-organised city” which is about 

the “appropriation” of space by individuals and communities as a process more or less 

undirected by the public authorities. Olsson’s dissertation is an example of a study that sheds 

light on culturalist principles within the present Swedish context.   
67 The difficulty of determining what is authentic is a philosophical problem or puzzle that 

is known as the “ship of Theseus” (see: Overbeeke 2010; Algreen-Ussing 2004). The ship of 

Theseus is a parable (a metaphor in the form of an anecdote that is used to explain something 

abstract in terms of something concrete).   
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However, the concept of authenticity is used in various contexts and its meaning is not 

fixed or static. The concept of authenticity seems an offspring or development of the figure of 

thought of a natural and original state. Asplund clarified that figures of thought are not static, 

but that they develop through time (T0, T1, T2, etc.) (1979). If the figure of thought of a 

natural and original state would be of the kind T0, then authenticity may well be of the kind 

T1 or T2. 

Howard and Ashworth (1999) outline a typology of authenticity and distinguish seven 

meanings; see figure 3.2.  

The authenticity of the... 

Creator Material Function Concept History Ensemble Context 

“the hand 

of the 

master” 

“the 

original 

material” 

“the 

original 

purpose” 

“the idea 

of the 

creator” 

“the 

history of 

the 

artefact” 

“the 

integrity of 

the whole” 

“the 

integrity of 

the 

location” 

Figure 3.2 - Meanings of authenticity by Howard & Ashworth (1999:45) 

 The figure by Howard and Ashworth gives some clarification on the broad scope of 

meanings attached to the concept of authenticity. However, the classification is incomplete 

and insufficient to understand the complexity of the concept. For example, authenticity of 

experience seems to miss in the typology. In the next lines, I will enlighten some discourses 

related to the concept of authenticity.  

The British professor in archaeology Sian Jones (2009) identifies three discourses of 

authenticity. The first is related to a materialist approach. The materialist approach attaches 

the meaning of authenticity to among others the material of the object, the construction of the 

object or the architect of the object. The meanings identified by Howard and Ashworth suit 

this approach to authenticity. The second discourse takes a constructivist approach to 

authenticity. The constructivist discourse remains unclear to me from Jones’ text; it seems to 

ground on the vague notion that authenticity is a cultural construct68. The third discourse is 

advocated by Jones; it is the discourse taking human experience central. Jones (2009) refers to 

                                                 
68 A problematic notion, because the objects treated in the materialist approach are also 

cultural per se.  
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aura and magic, but practically it is the phenomenologist’s approach that takes the 

establishment of connections between human-objects-place central. It is in line with the 

principles that I outlined in the section on the culturalist model of Choay’s typology. 

The American professor in sociology Sharon Zukin (2011) identifies two discourses on 

authenticity. The first discourse is associated with the works by Jane Jacobs. It is a discourse 

that Zukin associates with life in New York City up to the 1960’s. It is a discourse about 

people being able to establish roots in place. Authenticity has a direct connection to origins, 

re-creation of tradition and continuity. From the work by Zukin, I identify a clear relationship 

between this discourse of authenticity and the figure of thought of a natural and original 

state.  

The second discourse that Zukin identifies is a discourse in which rhetoric of authenticity 

merges with a (universalised) rhetoric of (upscale) growth. According to Zukin (2011), the 

second discourse has emerged since the 1960’s (at least in New York City, which is the 

playground of Zukin’s research). The second discourse of authenticity relates to new 

beginnings instead of origins and roots. The discourse is about styles and images, for example 

authenticity as part of a conscious chosen lifestyle. It is a discourse within the settings of 

consumption and gentrification (Zukin 2011). The second discourse seems to have a clear 

connection to the figure of thought underlying the commodification of the past, which will be 

treated in the next section.  

Jones and Zukin use other words, but the discourses that they identify share some 

similarities. Both Jones and Zukin seem to favour a rather similar approach; for Jones it is a 

perspective associated with establishment of connections between people-objects-place, while 

for Zukin it is a perspective associated with continuity of place and the establishment of roots 

in place. Both criticise other discourses of authenticity; Jones (2009) criticises a materialist 

and constructivist approach, while Zukin (2011) criticises a discourse driven by economic and 

political forces that understands authenticity in terms of consumption.       

An extreme and pessimistic view on authenticity; nihilism 
Zukin is clearly pessimistic concerning the future of authenticity; even so is the French 

sociologist, cultural theorist and philosopher Jean Baudrillard. Baudrillard (1994:conclusion) 

gives an extreme view on authenticity; he states himself that he is a nihilist. However, I think 
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his view, precisely because it is an extreme one, can enlighten a bit of Sharon Zukin’s (and 

others) concern with present-day authenticity. 

According to Baudrillard (1994), contemporary society continuously reproduces 

“simulations”. Examples of simulations are; the idea of an economic system, the greenhouse 

effect, the idea of a financial crisis, or more concretely maps. By producing simulations, 

contemporary society has lost all connections to origins and roots. In fact, origins and roots 

have lost their relevance. We have been pacified to see truth, reality, origins, and etc., 

Baudrillard states. An example of this pacification and loss of roots is what Baudrillard (1994) 

phrases as “the map precedes the territory”. Baudrillard notes that we understand and see the 

world through maps (simulations) and have lost a direct contact to the territory (a concept in 

close relationship to human origins). According to Baudrillard, the process of the 

reproduction of simulations is irreversible and unavoidable. The only thing we can do to break 

this continuous reproduction of simulations is to turn to destruction and terrorism69 and to 

blow up air castles (simulations), Baudrillard  (1994) claims.  

The semiologist Umberto Eco (1995) is on the same track as Baudrillard. The key concept 

of Eco is what he calls “hyperreality”. By this he means that the original and the fake are 

fused into a total reconstructive setting that is more real or better than real. Eco (1995:16, 13) 

observes a “reconstructive mania” or “reconstructive neurosis” on his trip through the United 

States of America. The reconstructions consist of a complex gathering or collection of 

original objects and copies into a setting that is synchronised according to the idea of how it 

originally is supposed to be. These settings vary from nature reserves, to museums, to entire 

cities (for example Las Vegas or Disney World), Eco (1995) states.     

Finally, also Johan Asplund (1979:127) observes that “the world we live in is to a high 

degree a referenced world”. He means that there are originals and references of the originals. 

Asplund exemplifies with the daily reports in newspapers and the stories that people tell each 

other.      

Commodification of the past; heritage as resource and product 
A variety of scholars have noted that built (cultural) heritage increasingly has become part 

of a commercial industry (Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000; Ashworth 1991; Howard 
                                                 
69 The meaning that Baudrillard gives to terrorism is a philosophical one.  
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and Ashworth 1999; Choay 2001; Zukin 2011; Gibbons et al. 1994; Ulf Stahre 2007; Lewi 

2008; Madgin 2009; Storm 2008). The scholars back up the claim with varying degrees of 

evidence and depth in substance. In some works the argument remains a single statement, not 

further developed (see for example Gibbons et al. 1994; Ulf Stahre 2007). Other works 

consider the idea of commodification of (cultural) heritage into depth; Ashworth has had a 

special interest in the economic uses of (urban) heritage since the early 1990’s. In succeeding 

works, Ashworth and his allied (Brian Graham, John Tunbridge, Peter Howard and Mihalis 

Kavaratzis) claim that the focus of heritage studies has been too much on heritage’s cultural 

uses and that a better understanding is needed of the economic uses of heritage (Ashworth 

1991; Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000). In this section, I draw on the works by 

Ashworth and his allied to outline what they have called the “commodification of the past” 

(Howard and Ashworth 1999:88; Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000:143).  

Commodification means that something is “turned into or treated as a commodity”; it is 

made tradable (Soanes and Stevenson 2003; van Dale 2011). Necessarily that something is 

regarded as a resource, even though it was not considered as such before commodification. 

The origin of the idea of commodification can be traced to origins of concepts such as 

liberalism, mercantilism, materialisation and capitalism. Especially the idea of mercantilism – 

“trading” - seems relevant. According to the Swedish national encyclopaedia, mercantilism 

”appeared in its purest form in Western Europe during the period 1550–1750” 

(Nationalencyklopedien 2013b). However, the origin of the idea of trading goes far back in 

human history. Recently, Ashworth and Kavaratzis have studied the concepts of place 

marketing and city branding (Kavaratzis 2004; Kavaratzis and Ashworth 2006; 2008; 

Ashworth and Kavaratzis 2009).  According to them, these concepts are not a new 

phenomenon; place marketing and city branding are as old as cities have existed (Kavaratzis 

and Ashworth 2006; 2008). However, the 19th century saw a breakthrough of the selling of 

commodities and the 20th century up to day witnesses a variety of discourses in which 

industrial places (1930’s-1970’s), cities (1980’s-), post-industrial places (1990’s-) and city 

brands or images (2000’s-) are sold (Kavaratzis and Ashworth 2008). Even though the origin 

of the concept of commodification is not easily pinpointed because it leads back far in human 

history, the idea of commodification of the past and of cultural (built) heritage is of a modern 

kind. As such, I will treat it as a figure of thought, even though commodification of the past 

may conceal an underlying figure of thought that is difficult to pinpoint. 
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In commodification of the past, heritage is seen as a resource that can be turned into a 

commodity. As a commodity, heritage is understood in metaphorical terms of production, 

selling and buying, marketing and consumption (Graham, Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000).    

Kavaratzis & Ashworth (2004:59) point out that there are implications with “transferring 

marketing knowledge [and concepts] from its initial field of industrial goods and services to 

places”. The reason is that places just are “too complex to be treated like products” 

(Kavaratzis and Ashworth 2006:188). In the work A geography of heritage  (Graham, 

Ashworth, and Tunbridge 2000), a number of implications of treating heritage as a product 

are outlined. These implications include among others the price-setting of heritage (which 

obviously is difficult due to ‘soft’ factors such as aesthetic-, culture-historical- and anecdote 

value) and that there is no production system of heritage in the conventional way (2000).    

According to Ashworth (1991:115), “the economic gain offered by heritage […] is the 

single most convincing explanation of its growing popularity”. A premise to the advantage of 

heritage is that with marginal costs and investments increases can be generated; the 

infrastructure and resources are often to a wide extent already available. Generally, the 

“ultimate goal” of using heritage for economic purposes is “to improve the quality of life” of 

the place’s residents (Kavaratzis 2004:66; Kavaratzis and Ashworth 2008:155). To achieve 

this ultimate goal, commodification of heritage can attract external investors70 and foster 

affectivity and connectedness of residents to their place, it is believed (Graham, Ashworth, 

and Tunbridge 2000; Kavaratzis 2004; Ashworth and Kavaratzis 2009). At this point, it is 

important to distinguish between a tangible product and an intangible image or brand. City 

marketing and city branding aim at “adding value” to a product by generating images and 

brands (Kavaratzis 2004:64). In city marketing and city branding, images and brands are 

planned while heritage fulfils the function of tangible product.  

Finally, studies indicate that commodification of heritage bears a paradox concerning 

uniqueness versus sameness (Ashworth 1991; Kavaratzis 2004). A premise of 

commodification of heritage is that a unique product is sold, which has the potential to 

achieve competitive advantage. However, some cases point out the contrary result; that there 
                                                 
70 The archetype of consumers and external investors in the local economy are tourists. 

However, a wide variety of consumers and investors can be identified (Howard and Ashworth 

1999).   
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is a tendency towards sameness when cities adopt strategies of commodification of their 

heritage (Kavaratzis 2004).  

Conclusion of the conceptual web 
The conceptual web presented in this chapter consists of a number of figures of thought 

that can be expected to be present in debate about heritage planning. This presence is 

expected to be generally implicit in debates, because figures of thought are at an intermediate 

and conceptual level connecting the explicit level of texts (or speeches) to the base (consisting 

of the physical environment and social practices).  

Two important debates – that are grounded in the 19th century – provided the point of 

departure for the explication of figures of thought. The first debate concerns pro- versus anti-

restoration perspectives. Figures of thought central in this debate are the idea of an original 

and natural state versus the idea of a stewardship role. In practice, the former figure of 

thought is related to striving for a “unity of style” and a “state of completion” when restoring 

built heritage. The latter figure of thought is related to the advocacy of the importance of an 

“anecdote value” and the display of “cultural weathering” when taking care of built heritage.  

The second debate concerns strands in planning that have been distinguished by Françoise 

Choay. Choay distinguishes three models that were critical to the 19th century developments 

in cities; the “regularist”, the “progressist” and the “culturalist” model. The different models 

are linked to different ideas about how planning should go about. The culturalist model is 

grounded on a phenomenological perspective and has much similarity with the key ideas of 

anti-restoration advocates. The progressist model is grounded on the modern figure of thought 

of progress. The regularist model is grounded on a deterministic view on the physical order 

and facilitates the idea of laissez faire. Finally, the metaphorical figure of thought of the 

commodification of heritage is expected to play a role in actual debates on heritage planning.  

The conceptual web shows how ideas (figures of thought) emerge and are spread and 

transferred across contextual boundaries in space as well as in time. It shows that figures of 

thought are persistent and should be seen from a historical perspective.        
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Chapter 4 – The selection of cases and texts   

The criterion of comparability 
According to the academic on qualitative research Sharan B. Merriam (1994:35), the main 

purpose with cases studies is “to interpret within a demarcated context”. The purpose leads 

directly to the main dilemma in carrying out case studies, namely the problem of demarcation. 

The demarcation problem is about giving limitations to the cases and the context of the cases. 

Merriam (1994:64) gives guidelines for demarcation criteria and one of these is “comparison 

criteria”, meaning that the empirical material should be of a comparable kind. Comparability 

of both the empirical material and the context of the cases is the main criterion for my choice 

of cases.  

The context; Sweden and the Netherlands  
I choose to analyse cases from Sweden and the Netherlands. The choice is mainly based 

on two arguments. Firstly, Sweden and the Netherlands are countries that I am affiliated with 

on language matters and on subject matters of planning and conservation. Secondly, Sweden 

and the Netherlands have a legislative system and institutional bodies on planning and 

conservation that are comparable. Some scholars have written about the institutional systems 

for planning and conservation of Sweden and the Netherlands (on institutionalisation of 

conservation, see: Phelps, Ashworth, and Johansson 2002:29–54; Howard and Ashworth 

1999:147–151; Wetterberg 1992; and on the planning systems, see: Gerhard Larsson 2006). 

The Swedish and the Dutch context respectively form a frame that to a certain extent 

binds the freedom of the selected debates. In other words, the debates are contextually bound 

by a complex context made up by among others institutions (in a broad sense) and cultural 

norms and values. For example, I attempted a comparison of the legislations relevant for 

heritage planning in both countries, but it soon turned out that such a comparison cannot be 

based on the respective acts for planning and the conservation of built heritage only71. The 
                                                 
71 See respectively, the statutes on the conservation of cultural heritage of national interest 

which are the Swedish Kulturminneslagen (KML) from 1988 and the Dutch Monumentenwet 

from 1988, the statutes on planning which are the Swedish Plan- och Bygglagen (PBL) from 

1987 and its revision from 2010 and the Dutch Wet op de Ruimtelijke Ordening (WRO) from 

1965 and its revision from 2008. 
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main reason is that these acts refer to other acts and are part of a greater legislative web in 

both countries.  

Also, a comparison would lack on other grounds outlined by Ashworth (1991). Ashworth 

has pointed out that the rise of national planning legislation does not secure its objectives; 

public opinion and the opinion of property and land owners are essential to the success of 

legislation. Also, lower public authorities may interpret national legislation in different ways. 

Apart from differences in interpretation, unwritten social rules are also important to consider. 

These rules consist of norms and values in society. The factors of interpretation and unwritten 

social rules contribute to a variety in local planning and conservation practices. In other 

words, the influence of national legislation on planning and cultural heritage differs per 

municipality. Concerning this point, Ashworth (1991:32) outlines that some municipalities 

have a higher heritage consciousness than others. I acknowledge the importance of 

interpretation of national legislation and the importance of unwritten social rules for framing a 

context, but I do not include these dimensions in my empirical material, because it is difficult 

to select texts on this matter that meet the criterion of comparability.  

Malmö and Rotterdam 
 I choose to select case studies from the municipalities of Malmö and Rotterdam. I have 

multiple arguments for this choice.  

Firstly, both municipalities are not well-known for their heritage value (concerning 

Rotterdam see Moscoviter 1995). Currently, Malmö and Rotterdam have 23 and 552 

nationally listed built heritages respectively (Municipality of Malmö 2014; Municipality of 

Rotterdam 2014b). Statistically, both municipalities take relatively comparable positions 

within their respective national contexts; Sweden and the Netherlands respectively have about 

2.400 and exact 60.000 listed built heritages (The Swedish National Heritage Board 2014; 

The Government Buildings Agency 2014). This means that both Malmö and Rotterdam cover 

almost 1% of the total of listed built heritages in their respective countries. Statistics also 

show another fact; Malmö and Rotterdam are respectively number three and two in their 

respective countries concerning number of inhabitants, but they score far less when it comes 

to their respective national position in number of designated built heritages. One has only to 

think of cities as Stockholm, Göteborg, Amsterdam and Utrecht and look at statistics for small 
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and medium-sized cities as Karlskrona, Kalmar, Deventer and Volendam to understand the 

position of Malmö and Rotterdam concerning the number of nationally designated buildings.  

One explanation for the national position of Malmö and Rotterdam as described above can 

be found in the second argument for the comparability of both municipalities. Both 

municipalities share a history in the industrial sector of harbour-related activities (Tykesson 

and Magnusson Staaf 2009; Dalen, Boon, and et al. 1983). Since the late 19th century, 

industrial harbour activities emerged and took a leading position in the 20th century economy 

of both cities. An important part of the built heritage in both cities dates from the industrial 

period. Industrial built heritage was not a category considered for conservation strategies until 

the 1990’s; other historical periods (often older) were considered worthy for conservation. 

Relatively recently, roughly said the last two decades, interests in conservation and re-use of 

industrial built heritages have increased considerably. See even the amount of academic texts 

that study conservation and/or re-use of (former) industrial built heritage (see among others 

Storm 2008; Alzén 1996; Olshammar 2002; Madgin 2009).    

Thirdly, the built heritage of both cities was subject to relatively drastic changes in the 

built fabric during and/or in the decades following the Second World War. Rotterdam inner 

city was bombed and eliminated in 1940 during WW II. After WW II enormous restructuring 

and planning was needed (van de Laar and van Jaarsveld 2012). Technical-rational planning 

offered solutions. Malmö was not bombed, but also extensively made use of strategies of city 

sanitisation and technical-rational planning during the 1950’s and 1960’s (Malmö kulturmiljö 

and Länsstyrelsen Skåne 2002a; 2002b; 2002c).  

Fourthly and lastly, both cities were subject to significant changes in the economic and 

spatial structure during roughly the last two or three decades due to de-industrialisation 

(College van burgemeester en wethouders and directie Havenbedrijf Rotterdam N.V. 2009; 

Bergström 2011; Tykesson and Magnusson Staaf 2009). Economically, a difference between 

Malmö and Rotterdam is that the former has lost its harbour function almost entirely, while 

the latter still has an international and economic viable harbour function. Spatially, it counts 

for both cities that harbour activities recently and currently moved away either to other cities 

(in the case of Malmö) or further away from the city centre (in the case of Rotterdam). As a 

result of function moving out, large former harbour-industrial areas and built structures were 

and are left behind vacant at locations relatively close to the city centres. As a result of the 

changes in the economic and the spatial structure, both Malmö and Rotterdam are typical 
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examples of (post-) industrial cities that are subject to a transformation period from the 1990’s 

up to day.  

The main consequence of choosing Malmö and Rotterdam is that the focus of this study 

empirically is directed towards industrial heritage. In both cities, industrial heritage is the 

category of built heritage that is central in recent and current conservation and planning 

practices.    

The selection of cases within Malmö and Rotterdam  
Concerning the selection of cases within Malmö and Rotterdam, I have made use of a 

search strategy following two tracks. Firstly, I conducted a rather extensive retrieval of 

newspaper articles. It soon turned out that the local newspaper Sydsvenska Dagbladet by far 

delivers most of the articles on debates about conservation and planning issues in Malmö72. I 

choose Sydsvenska Dagbladet as primary source for newspaper articles about Malmö and will 

use articles by other newspapers and journals only as secondary information. Concerning 

Rotterdam, it soon turned out that the local newspaper Rotterdams Dagblad and to lesser 

extent De Havenloods delivers most of the articles about conservation and planning issues73. I 

choose Rotterdams Dagblad as primary source for covering the debates in Rotterdam.       

Secondly, I interviewed two local planning and/or culture-historical experts in both 

Malmö and Rotterdam74. It was my objective to map local debates concerned with 

conservation issues in Malmö and Rotterdam that played during the 1990s, the 2000s and that 

                                                 
72 I used the newspaper databases Mediearkivet Retriever and Artikelsök BTJ to find 

relevant articles.  
73 I used the newspaper database of the Municipal Archive of Rotterdam and the archive of 

the newspaper Algemeen Dagblad (which Rotterdams Dagblad was fused into in 2005) to 

find relevant articles.  
74 In Malmö, I interviewed Olga Schlytter (antiquarian at the department of Kulturmiljö at 

the Municipal Office of Malmö) and Thomas Romberg (antiquarian at the County 

Administrative Board of Skåne) in December 2010. In Rotterdam, I interviewed Kees 

Machielse (lecturer in planning and transition management at Rotterdam University) and 

Youri Zomerdijk (planner at the unit of Monuments at the Municipal Office for city 

development dS+V) in May 2011.   
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are on-going. The two tracks of the search strategy served the objective to find potentially 

interesting case studies. The two tracks also turned out to be complementary, because the 

local experts highlighted some cases that were of interest from their position as expert but that 

were not reported on much in newspaper articles. For example, the case of Limhamn in 

Malmö and the case of Delfshaven/de Driehoek in Rotterdam were given much attention by 

the experts working at the municipal offices of Malmö and Rotterdam respectively, but these 

cases were not taken up much in newspapers articles.  

A distinction can be made between cases concerned with conservation of an individual 

object and cases concerned with the development of an area and the place of conservation in 

that development.   

Concerning Malmö, two cases directly come to the fore; a debate about the object of the 

Kockums Crane (that played during the period 1999-2002 and is covered in at least seven 

articles) and a debate about the area of Varvsstaden (that plays from the late 2000’s up to day 

and is covered in at least ten articles). Apart from these cases, there is one article by a sender 

arguing for conservation of the lighthouse nearby Western Harbour, one article arguing for 

conservation of an area in Limhamn and three articles arguing for preservation of the cultural 

heritage of Malmö’s inner-city (called “City”). A recent debate (2012 and ongoing) with 

arguments for and against conservation has started concerning the old sports Stadium of 

Malmö.        

Concerning Rotterdam, debates about preservation of individual objects include the 1990’s 

and 2000’s debates about the (vertical lift) bridge De Hefbrug (at least four articles), the 

former industrial complex called Van Nelle (at least eight articles), the former Porters Lodge 

in the area Lloydkwartier (six articles), the soccer stadium De Kuip (at least two articles) and 

a brick wall that a legendary soccer player used to practice against (at least three articles). 

Debates about areas include the area of Lloydkwartier (at least twelve articles), the area of the 

former shipyard company RDM (at least fourteen articles) and the related areas of Heijplaat 

and Dokhaven (two articles each) and finally the area of Delfshaven/De Driehoek (a historic 

town that was annexed by the Municipality of Rotterdam) (at least eight articles).  

After having mapped the results of the search strategy, I choose cases for both Malmö and 

Rotterdam, following arguments based on the criterion of comparability: 
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a) that there is relatively much empirical material and that the empirical material has 

‘argument thickness’ or in other words a certain density of arguments, which includes 

perspectives for and against preservation; 

b) that the empirical material is of a similar kind (for example, newspaper articles 

published in local newspapers or policy documents written by planning or monument 

experts);  

c) that the cases are ‘hot topics’ in public debate during a limited and parallel period of 

time;  

d) that the cases concern built heritage of a comparable kind (for example, a single 

building or an area);  

 

The first selection of cases concerns debates over the preservation of a single artefact or built 

structure; the cases of the Kockums Crane in Malmö and the case of the Porters Lodge in 

Rotterdam. The cases are comparable because of the following reasons; both were hot topics 

during the early 2000’s, both were debated among a wide variety of actors, both debates were 

documented in newspaper articles during a limited period of time, and both debates included a 

deep-rooted polarisation between advocates for and against preservation.  

The second selection of cases includes redevelopment projects of former harbour-industrial 

areas; Varvsstaden in Malmö and RDM/Heijplaat in Rotterdam. The cases of Varvsstaden and 

RDM are comparable because of several reasons. Firstly, in both cases the planning processes 

cover the 2000’s, the 2010’s and are still ongoing. Secondly, both Varvsstaden and RDM are 

part of largest redevelopment projects in their respective cities (measured in area size and 

money flows). Thirdly, Varvsstaden and RDM share an identical functional history. Both 

areas gave space to and were owned by the major shipyard companies of both cities; Kockums 

AB in Malmö and Rotterdamse Droogdok Maatschappij (RDM) in Rotterdam. Fourthly, the 

empirical material is of a comparable kind; local newspaper articles, planning policy 

documents produced by the municipal authorities and culture-historical assessments. Finally, 

both cases have to deal with the key dilemma of making decisions on a spectrum ranging 

from preservation to restoration and demolition.  

An introduction of the cases from Malmö 
In figure 4.1, the locations of the Kockums Crane during the period 1974-2002 and the 

area of Varvsstaden in Malmö are shown.  
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Figure 4.1 - The locations of the cases in Malmö. Source: Kartdata ©2014 Google.     

The Kockums Crane 
The Kockums Crane in Western Harbour was built in 1973-1974 at the Kockums shipyard 

in Malmö to be used in ship-building (see figure 4.2). With its 138 meters of height, the crane 

was the biggest in the world of its kind. The crane was used in ship-building up to 1987 when 

the company had to stop its production due to industrial decline. Since then, the Kockums 

Crane was out of function for most of the time (apart from a role in moving pillars for the 

Öresundbridge during the 1990’s). In the summer of 2002, the Kockums Crane of Malmö was 

deconstructed and torn down. The crane was sold and moved to a company in South Korea. A 

heated debate had preceded final removal of the crane. Advocates for and against preservation 

had argued back and forth in favour of their perspectives between approximately December 

1999 and July 2002 (Luthander 1999; Bergström 2000; Sydsvenska dagbladet 2000; 

Sydsvenska dagbladet 2001; Kyander 2002; Svenstedt 2002; Magnusson Staaf 2002). 

Nowadays, the Kockums Crane is part of harbour activities in South Korea. The area in 

Malmö where the Kockums Crane used to move along its rails is now built with the housing 

area of Dockan. Figure 4.3 shows a tangible remnant of the crane which has been left at its 

original location. Also, the original place of the Kockums Crane bears the name 

“Kranplatsen” (“The Crane’s place”) and the quay along which it moved bears the name 

“Krankajen” (“The Crane’s quay”), both being references to the history of the crane. 
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Figure 4.2 - The Kockums Crane in 1999. Source: Swedish National Heritage Board (2014). 

Picture taken by Bengt A. Lundberg on 28 May 1999).  

Figure 4.3 - A physical remnant of the Kockums Crane in 2013. Picture taken by the author on 26 

November2013.     

The area of Varvsstaden 
The company Kockums Mekaniska Verkstaden AB is founded in 1840 in Malmö. In 1870, 

Kockums buys a piece of land in the area of Western Harbour and starts harbour-industrial 

activities in the area parallel to an expansion of its activities at its start location (named 

Davidshall in present Malmö). From 1911-1914 however, Kockums moves all its industrial 

activities to Western Harbour (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007).  

The area of Varvsstaden is the start location for Kockums’ industrial activities in Western 

Harbour. The activities start around a dock that already existed before Kockums bought a 

piece of land in Western Harbour. The dock is located in the north-eastern corner of 

Varvsstaden (see figure 4.1) and it is from that location that Kockums’ harbour-industrial 

activities expand during the twentieth century (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007).         

Several expansion periods can be outlined, notably the definitive move of Kockums’ 

activities to Western Harbour during the 1910’s, a modernisation during the 1930’s, an 

enormous expansion during and directly after the Second World War (approximately 1940-

1965) and finally a “big bet”75 during the late 1960’s and early 1970’s of which among others 

the Kockums Crane was part (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007:65). 

 

                                                 
75 ”En storsatsning” in Swedish (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007:65). 
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The oil crisis of 1973, the economic depression during the 1970’s and harsh concurrence 

of the Asian ship-building industry caused a dramatic decline of Kockums’ ship-building 

activities. In 1979, the Swedish central government takes over Kockums. Since then the 

company has been bought by succeeding companies76. Nowadays, the company is not settled 

at Western Harbour anymore except for some administrative work in one office building. 

From the 1980’s up to present, various other industrial production companies have used or 

still use the industrial facilities at Varvsstaden (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007).        

 

Development of the area of Varvsstaden is part of the greater development project 

Western Harbour. The redevelopment of Western Harbour after the closure of Kockums’ 

activities started during the 1990’s. An important event during the development process of 

Western Harbour was the housing expo Bo01 in 2001. Planning for the development of 

Varvsstaden started in the second half of the 2000’s by the land- and real estate owner PEAB 

(a private construction and civil engineering company) in cooperation with the Municipality 

of Malmö. Among others, a culture-historical assessment was carried out, planning guidelines 

were formulated and a “parallel sketching assignment” was initiated during the late 2000’s 

(Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007; Bjur and Engdahl 2008). Concerning the parallel 

sketching assignment, four established Danish architect firms77 were invited to take part of 

the competition. In 2009, a jury assessed the proposals and declared a winner in the proposal 

by the architecture firm Vandkunsten (Bedömningsgruppen Varvsstaden 2009).  

An introduction of the cases from Rotterdam 
In figure 4.4, the locations of the building of the Porters Lodge until it was demolished in 

2003 and the area of RDM in Rotterdam are shown. Also, the workers’ village of Heijplaat is 

marked in the figure. 

                                                 
76 After the crisis in the 1970’s, Kockums stopped ship-building for the civil sector and 

specialised instead on ship-building for the naval sector. Nowadays, the production is 

continued in the city of Karlskrona and Kockums is taken over by the German concern 

Thyssenkrupp Marine Systems.    
77 Vandkunsten, Juul & Frost, Entasis and White & Gehl (Bedömningsgruppen 

Varvsstaden 2009).  
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Figure 4.4 - The locations of the cases in Rotterdam. Source: Kartdata ©2014 Google.     

The Porters Lodge 
The building of the Porters Lodge was built in 1950 in the harbour area of Lloydkwartier 

(see the figure 4.5). Lloydkwartier is part of Delfshaven, which is an administrative district 

within the greater municipal area of Rotterdam. The harbour area of Lloydkwartier was 

dogged and built from approximately the year 1900 to the early 1910’s (Oosting 2005; van de 

Laar and van Jaarsveld 2012). Unto 1970, the harbour area of Lloydkwartier was used by the 

shipping company (Koninklijke) Rotterdamse Lloyd N.V. The company transported goods 

and passengers between Rotterdam and the former Dutch colonial areas in Indonesia. The 

Porters Lodge was the place where the porter of the harbour received and directed further 

arrivals to the harbour.  

In the summer of 2003, the Porters Lodge was demolished. Demolition was preceded by a 

fierce debate in which many actors had taken part during the period between December 2002 

and June 2003. On December the 16th 2002, a public meeting was held at which the 

Municipal Planning Office (Planning dS+V) had presented their plans concerning the future 

of the Porters Lodge in particular and the Lloyd district in general. The arguments for 

demolition of the Porters Lodge were conceived as weak by the public attending the meeting. 

The news that permission for demolition already had been granted by the public authorities of 

Delfshaven therefore was not received well by the public (RD 2002/12/17). Shortly after the 
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meeting in December 2002, the issue of the Porters Lodge had entered the municipal political 

arena (RD 2003a/01/28). Among the politicians, the issue of the Porters Lodge created a 

divided arena. In the meanwhile, the lay public pro-preservationists had handed over written 

objections to the demolition permission that had been granted (van der Vaart 2003/03/20). 

The debate came to an end with the destiny of the Porters Lodge being in the hands of the 

municipal Commission for Reviews and Appeal. The Commission had to consider the 

objections and thereby make a final decision. The final decision to demolish the Porters 

Lodge led to a short aftermath, but also meant that the debate came to an end (RD 

2003d/06/27).   

Nowadays, an architectural renowned building accommodating the Maritime University 

of Rotterdam is situated at the place (see figure 4.6) (ref).    

   

Figure 4.5 - The Porters Lodge (1950-2003). Source: Stichting Koninklijke Rotterdamse Lloyd 

Museum (2014).   

Figure 4.6 - The building of the Maritime University of Rotterdam, year 200?. Picture taken by the 

author on 14 December 2013.  

The area of RDM 
In the period 1870-1910, Rotterdam experiences a “great expansion” of its harbour area 

and activities (Dalen, Boon, and et al. 1983:49). It is during this period – in the year 1902 to 

be exact – that the ship-building company Rotterdamse Droogdok Maatschappij is 

established. The company locates its activities in the area shown in figure 4.478. During the 

                                                 
78 An interesting note is that the Rotterdamse Droogdak Maatschappij followed up the 

company Maatschappij De Maas which was located at the quay that the Porters Lodge was 

built in 1950. A first reason for the move to the new area was that there was not enough space 
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twentieth century, two expansion periods can be outlined, notably the period before the 

Second World War and the period of the 1950’s and 1960’s (Crimson architectural historians 

2005). During the period before the Second World War, the ship-building activities expand to 

the level that the Rotterdamse Droogdok Maatschappij becomes “one of the biggest shipyards 

in Europe” measured in both numbers and sizes of ships built (Ibid.).     

Since roughly the 1970’s, the ship-building activities decline dramatically and in 1983 the 

Rotterdamse Droogdok Maatschappij goes bankrupt. After bankruptcy, the company goes 

through a re-start period with the production of sub marines for the defensive industry, but in 

1996 the company is dismantled (Municipality of Rotterdam 2011). 

Concerning the area of RDM, the area is sold to a container storage company in 1994, 

who rents out the area for harbour-industrial purposes. In 2002, the Municipality of Rotterdam 

buys the area for the purpose of (re-)development and passes down ownership of the area to 

the Port of Rotterdam (Rotterdams Dagblad 2002). The RDM area is part of the larger project 

Stadshavens which is a joint initiative by the Municipality of Rotterdam and the Port of 

Rotterdam initiated in the middle of the 2000’s. The project Stadshavens comprises large 

parts of the twentieth century harbour areas of Rotterdam with a total of 1600 hectares. In 

both local and national newspapers, Stadshavens is described as the largest urban 

revitalisation project within the Netherlands and as a “monster project […] within a European 

context” and (see resp. de Havenloods 2009; Hoogstad 2009). Within the project of 

Stadshavens, the area of RDM has a special position; it is metaphorically described as “a 

crown jewel” “a pioneer”, “the role model”, “a test garden”, “a catalysator”, and etc. (see 

resp. AD/RD 2007; de Havenloods 2008;  de Havenloods 2009; AD/RD 2009).  

Late 2005, an idea competition is commissioned to meet the aim of the project 

organisation Stadshavens to gather ideas for giving temporary functions to the RDM-area 

(Rotterdams Dagblad 2005). The competition focuses on the area of Dokhaven in specific, 

which is a part within the greater RDM-area. Criteria given by the project organisation are 

that the proposal should “do justice to the raw romantic and the famous cultural history of the 
                                                                                                                                                         

to establish ship-building activities in the same area as the (Koninklijke) Rotterdamse Lloyd 

N.V. established its ship transportation activities. A second reason for the move is that the 

ship-building activities demanded a deep water way (Crimson architectural historians 2005; 

Municipality of Rotterdam 2011).     
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area” (Rotterdams Dagblad 2005). The competition results in 97 handed in proposals, which 

are documented in bookwork (Schravesande 2006).   

Finally, it is important to point out that the area of RDM often is treated in combination 

with two other areas; the workers village of Heijplaat and the Quarantaine area. Concerning 

the latter, it is an area located to the west of the RDM area that was built during 1930-1933 

for the purpose of taking into quarantine infectious ship men. Nowadays, the area is used by 

bohemians (Municipality of Rotterdam 2014a). Concerning the workers village of Heijplaat, 

which is located to the south of the area of RDM (see figure 4.4), it was built in the period 

1914-1918 commissioned by the shipyard company RDM (Dalen, Boon, and et al. 1983). 

Heijplaat was built according to the principles of the garden city ideal and is an example of 

philanthropic ideals among industrial entrepreneurs with its origin in 19th century England 

(Doevendans and Stolzenburg 2000; Dalen, Boon, and et al. 1983). Taken together, the area 

of RDM, the village of Heijplaat and the Quarantaine area are included in the Culture-

Historical Main Structure for the Province of Zuid-Holland for having an “exceptional 

culture-historical value” and nominated for the status of conservation area of national 

importance79 (Crimson architectural historians 2005:9).    

The text material chosen 
Concerning the cases of the Kockums Crane and the Porters Lodge, newspaper articles are the 

text material of main interest. The newspaper articles about the Kockums Crane and the 

Porters Lodge are interesting empirical material, because they represent a broad spectrum of 

arguments for and against preservation of the crane and the building raised by a variety of 

actors.   

The Kockums Crane 
Concerning the Kockums Crane, seven newspaper articles are selected. Five articles are 

published in the southern Sweden newspaper Sydsvenska Dagbladet (Bergström 2000; 

Sydsvenska dagbladet 2000; Sydsvenska dagbladet 2001; Svenstedt 2002; Magnusson Staaf 

2002). Two articles are published in the nationally spread newspapers Dagens Nyheter and 

Aftonbladet respectively (Luthander 1999; Kyander 2002). The reason of national newspapers 

making report on the case of the Kockums Crane mainly seem to be that a delegation 

                                                 
79 This is the concept of “beschermd stadsgezicht” in Dutch.  
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administered by the Central Government and the Swedish National Heritage Board listed the 

Kockums Crane to a list of the ten most valuable industrial heritages of Sweden (Luthander 

1999; Kyander 2002). The article by journalist Britt-Marie Bergström (2000) is written in 

news style, while the articles by journalist Per Luthander (1999), journalist Kristiina Kyander 

(2002) and the two staff editorials in the Sydsvenska Dagbladet (2000, 2001) are written in 

editorial or opinion style to more or lesser degree (the latter two being published as leaders). 

Two published texts are letters to the editor written by freelance writers that both occupy 

prominent positions in the culture sector (Svenstedt 2002; Magnusson Staaf 2002).   

The Porters Lodge     
Concerning the debate about the Porters Lodge, six newspaper articles are chosen to represent 

the debate (RD 2002; RD 2003a; RD 2003b; RD 2003c; van der Vaart 2003; RD 2003d). All 

of the articles are published in the local newspaper Rotterdams Dagblad. The readers of the 

newspaper are mainly the inhabitants of Rotterdam. Five of the articles are published 

anonymous, but for all six articles is known that they are written by journalists hired by the 

newspaper Rotterdams Dagblad. All of the articles are written in a style to inform the reader 

on the issue (news style). Only in the two latest published articles, the journalists consciously 

or unconsciously add an opinion of their own and pathos to the otherwise dominantly 

informative writing style (van der Vaart 2003; RD 2003d).  

Varvsstaden and the area of RDM 
Concerning the cases of Varvsstaden and RDM, arguments for and against conservation are 

posed mainly in documents produced by public authorities or by external experts 

commissioned by public authorities. I choose culture-historical assessments and planning 

programs as main empirical material. However, I will also analyse newspaper articles as 

secondary empirical material to see if they add arguments, premises or metaphors to the 

debate that are not raised by the public authorities’ documents. 

Culture-historical assessments  

Firstly, extensive culture-historical assessments are carried out for Varvsstaden as well as the 

area of RDM (see resp. Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007; Crimson architectural historians 

2005). Both the areas as a whole and the individual built objects located at the areas are 

assessed. Both documents are produced by curators hired or commissioned by the Municipal 
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Office. Both documents play an inventory and advice-giving role on the issue of conservation 

and culture-historical value. 

Planning documents 

Secondly, a variety of planning documents are produced for either the specific case study area 

or for a greater area of the municipality that includes the case study area. The documents 

represent different stages of and different roles in the planning process. The different planning 

documents are shown in figure 4.7. I choose not to analyse strategic plans for the greater 

municipal areas, because these documents are of a too general kind. I also choose not to 

analyse juridical-binding plans, because the status differs from case to case and there is only 

one plan that was accepted recently and that is a product from after the industrial period, 

which is for a small sub area of Varvsstaden.  

 

I choose documents that are of a programmatic kind as empirical material. The chosen 

documents are in the stage of the planning process in-between the stage of municipal strategic 

plans (the Swedish Översiktsplan and the Dutch Structuurvisie) and the stage of juridical-

binding plans (the Swedish Detaljplan and the Dutch Bestemmingsplan). The documents 

chosen for analysis are emphasised in grey in the overview of planning documents given in 

figure 4.7.   

 

Both the document Varvsstaden. Program för parallella uppdrag (Bjur and Engdahl 2008) 

and the document Research, Design & Manufacturing. Gebiedsplan RDM-terrein (Met 

Andere Woorden 2009) are written in initial stages of the planning process and contain initial 

arguments and premises.  

 

The initiators of the document on Varvsstaden are the land- and real estate owner PEAB and 

the Municipality of Malmö. The purpose of the document is to be a first step in the 

formulation of a strategic plan and planning program for the development of Varvsstaden. For 

that purpose, the document provides the guidelines for the four architecture firms that take 

part of the parallel drawing session – that is set up to formulate architectural and urban design 

principles in the next stage of the planning process (Bjur and Engdahl 2008).  

 

The co-authors of the document on the area of RDM are the land owner Port of Rotterdam 

and the Municipality of Rotterdam. The document has two objectives. The first is to translate 



88 

 

ambitions into concrete strategies and projects. The second objective is “to seduce” actors to 

take their stake of the development of the area of RDM (Met Andere Woorden 2009:7).   

 
Stage of and/or role in the 

planning process 

Case of Varvsstaden Case of RDM 

Strategic plan for the 

greater municipal area 

Malmö 

Stadsbyggnadskontor. 

Översiktsplan För Malmö. 

Malmö stad, May 2014. 

Westerlengte, ed. Stadshavens 

Rotterdam. Structuurvisie. 

Programmabureau Stadshavens 

Rotterdam, September 2011. 

Program guidelines 

formulated by the 

municipal authorities 

Bjur, H., and B. Engdahl, 

eds. Varvsstaden. Program 

För Parallella Uppdrag. 

Peab and 

Stadsbyggnadskontoret 

Malmö stad, October 2008. 

Met Andere Woorden, ed. Research, 

Design & Manufacturing. 

Gebiedsplan RDM-Terrein. 

Programmabureau Stadshavens 

Rotterdam, January 2009. 

Documentation of 

proposals by external 

experts as result from 

commissioned 

competitions 

Bedömningsgruppen 

Varvsstaden. Varvsstaden. 

Bedömning Av Parallella 

Uppdrag. Peab and Malmö 

stad, June 2009. 

Schravesande, M. Unorthodocks. 

Ideeëngids Voor de Rotterdamse 

Dokhaven. Rotterdam: 010 

Publishers, 2006. 

Strategic plan for the case 

study area 

Signal, U., K. Nilsson. 

Planprogram Varvsstaden. 

Pp 6030. Malmö: Malmö 

stadsbyggnadskontor, April 

2011. 

Ruitenbeek et al. RDM. 

Stedenbouwkundigplan en 

Beeldkwaliteitplan. Rotterdam: 

Palmbout Urban Landscapes, 

October 2009.  

Juridical-binding plans Nilsson, K., K. Åkerwall. 

Detaljplan För 

Maskinverkstaden I 

Varvsstaden I Malmö. Dp 

5175, Hamnen 21:149. 

Stadsbyggnadskontoret 

Malmö stad, April 2012 (in 

process). 

Planned, not yet initiated.   

Figure 4.7 - The table gives an (incomplete) overview of different kinds of planning documents with 

relevance for Varvsstaden and the area of RDM. What it shows is that the planning process consists of 

similar stages in both contexts. The documents in the grey boxes are chosen for analysis.    
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The documents Planprogram  Varvsstaden (Signal and Nilsson 2011) and RDM. 

Stedenbouwkundigplan en beeldkwaliteitsplan (Ruitenbeek et al. 2009) are texts that go a step 

further in formulating how the respective areas should develop. Both documents are written 

by either municipal planners or external urban design and planning experts commissioned by 

the project organisations for Varvsstaden and Stadshavens respectively.         

Newspaper articles 

Finally, newspaper articles are selected as secondary text material. Most of the articles are 

written in news style and replicate the arguments by culture-historical or planning experts 

raised in the documents above. Concerning the case of Varvsstaden, Britt-Marie Bergström – 

who is a journalist on Sydsvenska Dagbladet – reports extensively on the development of the 

area in predominantly a clear news style (Bergström 2006; 2009a; 2009b; 2010a; 2010b; 

2012; 2013). Two articles are written by other journalists of Sydsvenska Dagbladet, of which 

one is clear news style and the other a column by a reporter on culture (see resp. Persson 

2011; Svensson 2012). Finally, two articles are published in the other regional newspaper 

Skånska Dagbladet, of which one is in news style and the other a faulty attempt to write in 

news style (see resp. Bringmark 2011; Skånska Dagbladet 2009).  

 

Concerning the case of RDM, a number of newspaper articles written by journalists of the 

regional newspaper Rotterdams Dagblad are written in news style (Rotterdams Dagblad 2005; 

AD/RD 2007; AD/RD 2009). Five newspaper articles are written in a combination of news 

style and editorial style, of which the two oldest are published in the Rotterdams Dagblad and 

the three newest in the national newspaper NRC Handelsblad (see resp. Moscoviter 2004; 

Oosting 2005; Duursma 2006; Metz 2006; Hoogstad 2009). Evidently, the case of the RDM is 

noted by the NRC Handelsblad to have national news value.  

 

A final remark is that I have not found (published) letters to the editor for the cases of the 

Porters Lodge, the area of Varvsstaden and the area of RDM. A clear difference between the 

newspaper articles about the Kockums Crane and the Porters Lodge and the newspaper 

articles about Varvsstaden and the area of RDM is that articles report on the debate in the first 

two cases, while the articles in the last two cases predominantly report on the development of 

the area in question.          

Summary 
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Both Malmö and Rotterdam share recent phenomenon of former harbour-industrial areas 

becoming vacant. The harbour-industrial heritage in both cities is topic for debate for and 

against preservation. I choose four cases that contain a relatively wide variety of arguments 

for and against preservation and that were or are hot topics during a limited period of time; the 

single objects of the Kockums Crane (Malmö) and the Porters Lodge (Rotterdam) and the 

areas of Varvsstaden (Malmö) and RDM (Rotterdam). Concerning the debates about the 

Kockums Crane and the Porters Lodge, newspaper articles are chosen for analysis. 

Concerning the areas of Varvsstaden and RDM, culture-historical assessments and planning 

documents are chosen as primary text material for analysis.    
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Chapter 5 – Case analysis 
In this chapter, the analysis of the cases and the text material is presented. The 

methodological steps are the same for all cases and text material, but I choose to present the 

analysis in the structure that suits every specific case best. The reason is that the 

representation becomes strained and forced when the analysis is tried to fit into a standard 

template.     

The Kockums Crane – Malmö 

Arguments based on logos 
A variety of arguments are posed for and against the central claim that the Kockums 

Crane should be preserved (or demolished, if one approaches the debate from the opposite 

angle).  

An appeal to a democratic rationale 

Per Luthander (1999) poses the claim that “a majority of the [Malmö] inhabitants” is for 

preservation of the crane.  According to the Toulmin method, the warrant in the claim above 

is that preservation is justified on the condition that a majority of the stakeholders involved is 

for preservation. This is a premise that appeals to logical assessment and to an idea of how 

decision-making goes about in a democratic context. The problem with Luthander’s claim is 

that the backing of the warrant is implicit, in other words the evidence for the claim is not 

given to the reader in the article. Possibly, the claim is based on the result of a survey carried 

out by the newspaper Sydsvenska Dagbladet in 1996 (see Magnusson 1996). The survey 

called Enkät 96 asked 409 politicians from Malmö if the Kockums Crane should be saved 

from demolition. The result was that 60% of the politicians answered “yes” and 26% 

answered “no” to safeguarding (Magnusson 1996). I could not find any other surveys carried 

out, but that doesn’t rule out that there are.   

Carl Henrik Svenstedt (2002) claims in his letter to the editor that “no one” mourns the 

upcoming removal of the Kockums Crane. His backing of the warrant is that no protest 

demonstrations have been initiated, implying that no one cares about the demolition. Björn 

Magnusson Staaf (2002) directly reacts to Svenstedt’s claim by replying in a letter to the 

editor that he himself belongs to “the exclusive little group” mourning the demolition of the 
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crane. Who else belong to the group does not come forth from the article, but Magnusson 

Staaf is clear that it is to be regarded as a minority.  

The articles by Luthander (1999-12-15), Svenstedt (2002-07-27) and Magnusson Staaf 

(2002-08-10) give evidence for the rhetorical importance of raising arguments that appeal to a 

democratic rationale; what is the opinion by the majority and who are to be regarded as the 

minority? Concerning each of the articles, the backing of the warrant (to speak with 

Toulmin’s terms) or simply the evidence for the claim is disputable.     

No function, no conservation 

Two interrelated arguments against preservation are rather straightforward. Firstly, the 

argument that the maintenance of the object costs a lot on a yearly basis; this argument is 

backed up by figures of yearly costs (Sydsvenska dagbladet 2001). Secondly, the argument 

that the Kockums Crane no longer has a function and “therefore preservation is not 

motivated” (Sydsvenska dagbladet 2000). The arguments are relatively undisputable, but still 

the premise that conservation cannot be motivated if the object in question has no function is 

problematic due to the symbolic function that the object evidently has.   

Evidence for the presence of the progressist model  

In the article by Luthander (1999-12-15), the real estate company Wihlborgs – the owner 

of the crane at that time – is cited; “we have a plan for the area […] and have a difficulty 

seeing how the crane can fit in the image”, Lennart Ottosson at Wihlborgs states. Moreover, 

the Kockums Crane is claimed to “defy” city planning, Luthander (Ibid.) states. In another 

article (Sydsvenska dagbladet 2001), the discrepancy between the current reality of the crane 

and a planned image is further developed. It is written that the crane is “disturbing” the 

planned development (Sydsvenska dagbladet 2001). An image of the planned development is 

given by a projection metaphor; projecting the reader to a future state of the area by outlining 

how it shall be. In the debate, there is a clear underlying premise that a plan for a (better) 

future (of Malmö) motivates demolition or sanitisation. In the leader from 2001-02-13, the 

Sydsvenska Dagbladet  (2001) states that “offensive stakes […] are necessary for Malmö’s 

development”.  

The figure of thought of progress is evidently present in the debate about the Kockums 

Crane. The argumentation above testifies of a perspective on the role of urban planning that 

proposes a new urban order following the principle of a priori modelling and steered by a 
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bureaucratic rationale. The characteristics of Choay’s progressist model are evident in the 

debate about the Kockums Crane.    

The advocacy of the progressist model and the idea of progress triggers a reaction put into 

words by the Deputy County Governor of Skåne Lise-Lotte Reiter, who claims that a hurry is 

no good; “Malmö changes image and there is a risk of getting blinded by the pace of change 

[the idea of progress]” (Bergström 2000).        

Symbolism; appealing to pathos and imagination 
Besides the idea of progress, the debate about the Kockums Crane predominantly centres 

on arguments that treat the Kockums Crane in terms of symbolism. Repeatedly, the crane is 

typified as “a landmark”, “a monument” (in both meanings; in matters of size as well as 

appealing to memory) and “a symbol” (Luthander 1999; Sydsvenska dagbladet 2000; 

Sydsvenska dagbladet 2001; Kyander 2002; Furstenberg 2007; Sydsvenskan 2012).  

The main argument used by those for preservation is that the crane is an important symbol 

for Sweden as well as Malmö (Luthander 1999; Kyander 2002). The claim that the Kockums 

Crane is a symbol is posed with pathos (appealing to the emotion of the reader) and 

metaphors (appealing to imagination of the reader). This stands in contrast to the arguments in 

the former section that appeal to the logical assessment of the reader (logos).  

Claims and arguments related to the symbolic function of the Kockums Crane are posed 

both in the setting of an identity shift of Malmö and in the setting of a competition between 

symbols to represent a nation-state or city.  

Antithesis; the old versus the new and the monument versus the monster 

Firstly, the Kockums Crane is given place in an identity shift of Malmö. The article by 

Kristiina Kyander (2002) is rich of pathos and makes use of the figure of speech of 

antithesis80 from beginning to end. Kyander speaks of “a shift of identity” for Malmö and 

Malmö “as a changed city”. The “old” Malmö is characterised in terms of the “epoch of the 

shipyard”, the “industrial city”, “continuity” and the “rawness of place”. The “new” Malmö is 

characterised in the opposing terms of the “post-industrial city”, the “education city”, as an 

                                                 
80 Antithesis is a figure of speech that opposes or contrasts one against the other, see also 

chapter 2.  
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“identity loose, artificial state that emerges when all too many buildings arise at the same 

time”81 and as represented by the ”shiny facades of steel and glas” respectively (2002). 

Kyander is clear on the role of the Kockums Crane in the antithesis. The Kockums Crane is 

present in and the prime symbol of the old Malmö, but absent as symbol in the new Malmö 

(Kyander 2002).  

Where among others Kyander sketches the Kockums Crane as a symbol of dignity, beauty, 

monumentality and a trace of a past gone by, the opposite is also claimed. According to a 

leader in the Sydsvenska Dagbladet (2000), the crane is a “dark symbol” for representing 

investment failures and a period of decline in Malmö. The leader finishes with the 

metaphorical statement to “tear down the monster” (Ibid.).  

The symbolic function of the Kockums Crane is explained in terms of metaphors. The 

experiential gestalt that down is subordinated to up is actively used in the leader that sketches 

the crane as a negative symbol. Lakoff & Johnson (2003) outline that “up” and “down” are 

given positive and negative connotations respectively in “Western culture”. The following 

claims all point downwards and thereby sketch a certain image of the crane; the Kockums 

Crane is supposed to be a symbol for “a collapsed [major] shipyard”, “a shipyard on the 

decline”, “a falling industry” and it has been “no elevation for either Kockums or Malmö 

city”,  it is “a heavy weight” (so, pressing downwards) (Sydsvenska dagbladet 2000). In 

contrast, Kyander (2002) makes use of the positive (up) connotation by titling her article “new 

elevation for crane” (which has a literal as well as metaphorical meaning).   

The debate about the Kockums Crane shows that the figure of speech of antithesis is actively 

used to appeal to the reader’s imagination and feelings; the old versus the new Malmö and the 

Kockums Crane as a symbol for the glory days of the Swedish shipyard industry versus the 

Kockums Crane as dark symbol for industrial decline. Also, the metaphors used reinforce the 

feelings and imaginations associated with the Kockums Crane.    

A competition between representative symbols   

The second rhetorical setting is a competitive setting. The function as monument and 

symbol is gained and lost in relation to other objects. In 1999, a delegation representing the 

                                                 
81 “identitetslösa, artificiella tillstånd som uppstår när alltför många byggnader kommer 

till på en och samma gång” 
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Swedish National Heritage Board and administered by the Central Government points out the 

Kockums Crane as one of ten most valuable and preserve-worthy “industrial monuments” of 

Sweden (Luthander 1999; Sydsvenska dagbladet 2000). Journalist Kyander (2002) appeals to 

feelings and imagination by claiming that the Kockums Crane is Malmö’s own “Tower of 

Eiffel” and “Statue of Liberty”, after which she draws parallels between the three objects82. 

Also, Kyander (2002) states that the Kockums Crane is the prime symbol of the old Malmö, 

but that it will lose its role as prime symbol to the Turning Torso. In another article, the 

Kockums Crane is claimed to have lost its symbolic function to the Øresund Bridge which is 

“higher and more elegant” and expresses “optimism and openness” (Sydsvenska dagbladet 

2000).   

After demolition; the reproduction of a symbol 

Nowadays, the Kockums Crane is part of harbour activities in South Korea. Even though 

Malmö has lost the crane physically, it is evident that the symbolic function of the crane has 

continued. Claes Fürstenberg (2007) reports that the “South Koreans” baptised the crane 

“Tears of Malmoe” and that it in Korea stands as a symbol for “the decline of the European 

shipyard industry”. In Malmö, the symbolic function of the crane continuous up to day 

judging from newspaper articles (see among many others Hallemar 2003; 2005; Bergström 

2009a). Also, the continuation of the symbolic function of the Kockums Crane within Malmö 

is confirmed in the street landscape (see the billboard in figure 5.1) and as motive used by a 

local clothing company (see Sydsvenskan 2012).  

                                                 
82 The comparison by Kyander is an example of the figure of speech called simile. In a 

simile, multiple fundamentally unlike things are explicitly compared in the form x is like y or 

x is as y.  
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Figure 5.1 - The billboard announces the following; “A new chapter in the history of Western 

Harbour [heading]. When the Turning Torso [the skyscraper in the background of the picture] rose up 

to the sky in 2005, Malmö got its awaited landmark to fill the void after the Kockums Crane was torn 

down in 2002” (picture taken 26 November 2013 by the author).  

An additional retrieval of newspaper articles – after the analysis of the newspaper articles 

chosen for this study – learns that the symbolic function of the Kockums Crane not only is 

reproduced within Malmö, but also within a broader Swedish context83. Recently, the 

demolition and the symbolic function of the Kockums Crane is referred to in a number of 

local newspapers from different Swedish municipalities (see: Borås Tidning 2012; Ravani 

2013; Falköpings Tidning 2014; Maunula 2014). Also recently, the Kockums Crane is 

referred to within other settings than newspaper articles, such as the dissertation by Dalia 

Mukhtar-Landgren (2012:9) and a culture-historical assessment for a crane in Gothenburg 

(Ahlberg 2011). These observations of references to the Kockums Crane are interesting, 

because they show how the symbolic function of the crane is reproduced – and possibly even 

enhanced – many years after the deconstruction of the actual physical object.       

Wrapping up the case of the Kockums Crane 

The case of the Kockums Crane shows the importance of rhetoric in debate; arguments 

that appeal to logical assessment (logos), arguments that appeal to emotions (pathos) and 

                                                 
83 For this purpose, the Swedish search database for newspaper articles Retriever Research 

was used (see: http://www.retriever.se).    
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figures of speech such as metaphor and antithesis prove to form the debate and to trigger 

reactions.  

Concerning the conceptual web, a number of principles do not come forth in the debate; 

neither pro-restoration principles such as unity of style and authenticity nor principles such as 

laissez faire and the regularist model’s economic rationality nor culturalist urbanist 

principles play a crucial role. During the debate for and against preservation, the dominant 

role is played by the figure of thought of progress (and the advocacy of progressist urbanist 

planning). Not only does the figure of thought of progress underlie the pro-demolition 

arguments which advocate progress to come. Also, the pro-preservationists symbolise the 

Kockums Crane as representing the progress that Malmö (and Sweden) made during the 

industrial epoch. However, the pro-preservation argumentation is not solely grounded on the 

idea of historical progress. The figure of thoughts of stewardship and the great chain of being 

also play a role; the Kockums Crane symbolising the different chronicles of time – the 

cultural weathering – of Malmö. An interesting observation is that the figure of thought of 

commodification is not used by pro-preservationists in anticipation of demolition. It is not 

until after demolition that the Kockums Crane extensively is branded, marketed, produced, 

consumed and sold as a symbol.       

The Porters Lodge - Rotterdam  
The analysis of the six newspaper articles shows that advocates for and against 

preservation of the Porters Lodge make use of different figures of speech and figures of 

thought. The arguments raised by those for demolition mainly are grounded on logos, while 

the arguments raised by those for preservation mainly are grounded on the rhetorical domain 

of pathos.  

Pro-demolition; an appeal to logos and “the plan” 
A variety of arguments can be outlined for demolition, of which three are appeals to 

logical kinds and one is a metaphor.  

The argument of scoring 

One argument against preservation of the Porters Lodge is the argument that many other 

buildings in the area already are preserved. Representatives for the Municipal Planning Office 

dS+V argue that “seven out of ten of the original buildings are preserved, which is a fairly 
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well score” (RD 2003a; van der Vaart 2003). It is an argument of a quantitative and relative 

kind in the sense that it quantifies preservation policy and takes measurement of a single 

object in relation to its surrounding objects.  

According to Toulmin’s method for unravelling arguments, the argument is schematised as 

follows; already many other buildings in the area are preserved (the datum), so the Porters 

Lodge does not apply for preservation (the conclusion). It does not come forth from the text if 

there is a Rebuttal (an exception to the rule). The warrant (the implicit and universal premise 

that acts as a bridge from the datum to the conclusion) is like the following phrase; the higher 

the preservation score within an area, the lower the justification for a next building within the 

area to be preserved. 

The in-relation-to argument 

Another argument against preservation is that the building was not more than “just nice” and 

if the Porters Lodge had any particular value, the value was in its relation to the railroads that 

passed it (RD 2003-01-28). The argument is raised by representatives of the monument 

section at the Municipal Planning Office (bureau Monumenten dS+V in RD 2003a). The line 

of thought of the argument is that the value of an individual object is measured in relation to 

the ensemble that it is part of. The universal warrant is that the preservation value of a part is 

raised if (on the condition that) the whole that it is part of is preserved as well.    

The state of the building as justification for intervention 

At the first public meeting in December 2002, the architect Robert Winkel – who was 

commissioned by the Municipal Planning Office to conduct a study of the possibilities of 

integrating the Porters Lodge in design of new building works – raises the argument that the 

state of the building is “doubtful” and that it is “in a poor condition” (RD 2002). The 

argument that the building is in a poor or doubtful condition is reiterated by advocates for 

demolition in the political arena (see resp. RD 2003a; van der Vaart 2003). At first sight this 

argument may seem uncontroversial, but so is not the case after a closer look at the debate. 

Dirk Rijneke – the renter and user of the Porters Lodge at the time of the debate – replies on 

the claims on the poor condition of the building that he has never seen any official reports on 

this (van der Vaart 2003). Following the argumentation scheme by Toulmin, Rijneke asks for 

the backing of the warrant; evidence for the explicit and particular premise (the datum) that 
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the Porters Lodge is in a poor condition and the warrant that a building in poor condition is 

not worth preserving.  

Interestingly, the architect Robert Winkel adds to the claim that the building is in a poor 

condition that “too much intervention could make conservation artificial and unreal” 

(architect R.W. in RD 2002). This notion is interesting, because it refers to the spectrum 

between pro- and anti-restoration.  

A side story is that another building in the area, the Ferry Lodge, which is claimed to be “in a 

very poor condition”, will be renovated or even rebuilt at its place (RD 2003c, my emphasis). 

In contrast to the case of the Porters Lodge, pro-restoration is advocated in the case of the 

Ferry Lodge. Following the outcome for the Porters Lodge and the Ferry Lodge, factors other 

than claims about the condition of the building evidently have played an important role. 

Schematically, there is an unknown rebuttal that justifies pro-restoration [in the case of the 

Ferry Lodge]; building x is in a poor condition (the datum), so, unless y (the rebuttal), it is not 

worth preserving the building.  

The metaphor in the next section gives a clue of the argument that has been determinative to 

the outcome of the debate about the Porters Lodge (but that did not apply to the Ferry Lodge).  

No place in the plans  

An argument for demolition that is metaphorical is the claim that there is “no place” in 

the plans for the Porters Lodge (RD 2002). It is the main argument that the representatives for 

the Municipal Planning Office of Rotterdam push forward from the beginning to the end of 

the debate. The Porters Lodge is claimed to “stand in the way” for the realisation of a 

boulevard and an innovative cable system respectively (RD 2003a; RD 2003b). Also, it is 

claimed that the building should “step aside” for the realisation of the cable system (RD 

2003c; RD 2003d). The argument is metaphorical, because a tangible object (the building of 

the Porters Lodge) and an image of a future situation (the plan) are imaginatively combined in 

one totality. In that imaginative totality, the Porters Lodge is a figuration that is able to stand 

on the wrong place and to step aside.   

Even though the cable system is raised as main construct that the Porters Lodge stands in 

the way of, the argument remains somewhat fuzzy or unstable from reading the newspaper 

articles. It is the discrepancy between a tangible object in present and the planned and 



100 

 

imagined situation in the future that both the politicians and the lay public who advocate 

preservation react on and criticise. Those advocating preservation claim that the Porters 

Lodge cannot “stand in the way” and that it does “fit in the plans” (RD 2002; RD 2003b).  

The opposition (those arguing in favour of preservation) question why the advocates for 

demolition are in “such as hurry” while “the plans are not even finished yet” (RD 2003b; van 

der Vaart 2003). A logical premise raised against the arguments to demolish the building is 

that “when it is demolished you cannot turn it back” (”look before you leap”) (van der Vaart 

2003). Both politicians and lay public for preservation claim that the plans for the area should 

be finished before the argument for demolition can convince and be justifiable.  

Pro-preservation; an appeal to pathos arguments 
The arguments for preservation are of a different kind than the arguments for demolition 

outlined above. 

An argument that obviously appeals to the domain of pathos is given by neighbourhood 

resident Huib Louwerense (van der Vaart 2003). Louwerense had worked in the Porters 

Lodge during a period of 20 years (1970-1990); “I could not do without it [the Porters Lodge], 

because it has been part of a long period of my life” Louwerense states (van der Vaart 2003). 

Metaphorically, the building is for Louwerense a “point of recognition” (2003).    

Other notions that appeal to the domain of pathos are given by the journalist(s) reporting on 

the debate. In two articles, the journalist typifies the building as “loveable” and “lovely” (see 

resp. RD 2002; RD 2003c). The last two articles reporting on the debate testify of the 

journalist consciously or unconsciously including pathos in the text (van der Vaart 2003; RD 

2003d). In the second-last article, the journalist Janet van der Vaart informs on what was said 

during a meeting open to the public. She reports on what both sides of the debate have said, 

but she devotes more space in the text to the opponents of demolition, lets the opponents have 

the final word in the text and adds that there are “not less than” five objections [to the 

demolition grant]” (van der Vaart 2003). In the last newspaper article, the reporter states that 

the building is eliminated to “the grief of many citizens of Rotterdam” (the journalist in RD 

2003d). In the article, it is not given on what information – the backing of the warrant – the 

claim is based. Another argument that is grounded on a democratic rationale is the statement 

by Rijneke that he has done his “best for the city”, but the process testifies of a “false 

democracy” (RD 2003d). 



101 

 

Finally, the metaphor of notifying the building in terms of human characteristics is traceable. 

In one of the articles, the politician M.G.J. Harbers – who initiates arguments for preservation 

in the political arena - denotes the concept of “character” to the building (RD 2003a). Also the 

resident and former worker Huib Louwerense speaks of the building in terms of it having 

“character” (van der Vaart 2003). By the time that the building is erased, the demolition is 

promulgated in terms of that it [the building] “is gone” in the Dutch meaning of when a 

human being has died (RD 2003d).  

Stewardship versus the progressist model  
The observations outlined above explicate that advocates for preservation and advocates 

for demolition have used different rhetorical techniques. Advocates for preservation have 

used arguments that appeal to pathos, while advocates for demolition have used arguments 

that appeal to different logical kinds. Besides the use of different rhetorical techniques, the 

opposing advocates implicitly refer to different figures of thought. I will explicate these 

figures of thought by focusing on the arguments raised by one of the main advocates for 

preservation in the debate, namely the renter and user of the Porters Lodge at the time of the 

beginning of the debate, Dirk Rijneke. Rijneke has not passed the revue much so far, but his 

arguments explicate a conflict between two figures of thought that are central in the debate 

from beginning to end.   

Firstly, Rijneke (RD 2002) argues that the Porters Lodge has value for contributing to a 

certain atmosphere which he characterises as “film noir”. Also, he questions open-minded if a 

certain degree of “messiness” in the physical environment is not attractive as well (RD 2002). 

Thereby Rijneke reacts on the cleanness communicated and visualised in the plans for 

development presented by the municipality at the first meeting in December 2002. According 

to Rijneke, an area rich of historical references is exciting. In the last article, just after 

demolition of the building, the reporter interviews the emotionally touched Rijneke (RD 

2003d, my emphasis); “It is an empty place now and will become a Vinex district”. The 

concept “Vinex district” was coined by the national government in its national policy for 

spatial planning in 1992. Vinex districts were nationally appointed “greenfield” areas to be 

built to meet a growing demand for housing. The concept got a negative meaning in popular 

speech; Vinex districs are associated with boring and uniform areas. The building type got this 

negative stamp due to experiences that it did not matter if one visited a Vinex district in the 

western or northern part of the country; they all looked the same. In the debate about the 
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Porters Lodge, the concept Vinex district is used by Rijneke as a metaphor. A Swedish 

lookalike of the metaphor would be the claim that an area will become a 

Miljonprogramsområde. By raising the concept of a Vinex district, Rijneke refers to a genuine 

culture-specific experiential gestalt. Through the metaphor, connotations as “not exciting” 

and “bare to historical references” are given to the future of the area (RD 2003d). 

Rijneke represents a perspective grounded on preservation principles such as the importance 

of continuity and incremental change, cultural weathering, a diversity of styles reflected in 

the built environment and the idea of an unfinished state. The arguments by Rijneke and the 

other advocates for preservation are grounded on the figure of thought of stewardship, which 

is a development of the figure of thought of the great chain of being. Those advocating 

preservation also advocate the principles of Choay’s culturalist model to a great extent, such 

as the advocacy of aesthetics, human experience and public participation. 

The figure of thought that the advocates for preservation criticise is progress. From the text 

material it is clear that the principles of Choay’s progressist model are advocated by those for 

demolition and criticised by those for preservation. The principles are the a priori projection 

of a future model (the plan), the importance given to rational assessment and arguments 

grounded on logical kinds (logos) and the power of a bureaucratic rationale.  

What stands loose for either side of the debate is the criterion of Choay’s urbanist models that 

a new order is advocated. Neither side strictly advocates a new spatial or social order. 

However, the analysis of the newspaper articles on the Porters Lodge shows that the kind of 

arguments used (pathos versus logos) and the figures of thought that the arguments lead to 

(preservation as stewardship versus progress) differ clearly between advocates for and 

against preservation.       

Varvsstaden 
Concerning the culture-historical assessment, three appeals to logos are distinguished. An 

appeal to emotions (pathos) is not clearly made, while several appeals to imagination (through 

metaphors) are made. The planning documents mainly contain appeals to imagination through 

an extensive use of metaphors. Finally, some figures of speech are added to the debate in the 

newspaper articles.       

Culture-historical assessment  
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The culture-historical assessment for Varvsstaden is written by three authors, of which 

two are monument curators hired by the Municipality of Malmö (Lund, Lundberg, and 

Schlyter 2007). According to the document, the two monument curators have carried out the 

assessment of the area and its buildings (2007:5). The assessment is carried out by order of 

PEAB – the property owner of the area of Varvsstaden. The purpose of the assessment is 

firstly “to assess the culture-historical and antiquary values […] in advance of a future 

transformation and adaptation [of the area]” and secondly ”to create a fundament for the 

making of juridical-binding plans” (2007:5). The audience of the assessment are mainly two 

cooperating actors; first the property owner and developer PEAB and second the city planners 

at the Municipality of Malmö (the last actor being responsible for making juridical-binding 

plans and giving guidelines to the developer). 

X represents y 

The main argument in the assessment is that the case area (Varvsstaden) plays an 

important representative role. Varvsstaden’s importance is argued for in terms of the role that 

the company of Kockums has played in the development of (the identity of) the city of Malmö 

in specific and the history of industrialisation in general (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 

2007:14). The logical kind of the argument is that the built heritage of Varvsstaden represents 

a part of the history of Malmö. Metaphorically, Varvsstaden is written to be “an important 

puzzle piece” of Malmö’s history (2007:14).   

Not only is the logical kind of x represents y used for evaluating the area of Varvsstaden 

as whole, but also it is used for evaluating specific buildings within Varvsstaden. Concerning 

specific buildings, the ‘y’ that is represented is a specific period with related architect and 

architectural style, see figure 5.1 (LLS 2007:pt. Attachment 1, p.5–91).   

Period Architect Architectural style Number of built 
objects 

Second half of the 
19th century 

? Medieval with round 
archs and yellow brick 
as material.  

1 dock and 1 
building with 
annexes  

Ca. 1910-1923 Axel Stenberg  Historicising, with 
ornaments and red brick 
as material  

5 

Ca. 1937 Victor Månsson Simplistic, 
functionalism  

4 

Ca. 1940-1965 Foremost Joel 
Lundequist, who was 

Rational-repetitive, but 
brick is still used as 
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succeeded by Nils 
Centerlöf 

material.   

Ca. 1967-1976 Skånska Cement AB Voluminous in style 
and sheet plate as 
material   

4 

Late 1980’s-early 
1990’s 

Diverse  Not relevant.  3 

Figure 5.1 - An overview of the periods and related architects and architectural styles represented 

by the built heritage of Varvsstaden (Lund, Lundberg, and Schlyter 2007).  

The less anomalies from y, the more preserve-worthy x is 

The premise underlying the relationship between x and y is the following; the less 

anomalies x has from y, the more preserve-worthy x is. The logical relationship between 

anomalies from y and x’s value for preservation, suggests the importance of a definable 

original for the assessment of Varvsstaden’s built heritage (LLS 2007:pt. Attachment 1). It 

follows that a key premise in the assessment of single buildings at Varvsstaden is the 

following; the less anomalies/changes with reference to the original drawing and /or erection 

of the building, the higher the value of the building is for preservation.  

Rareness 

Finally, the principle of uniqueness or rareness is raised. However, it is only raised in the 

case of one object in the area; a so called “Spitzbunker” which was erected during the Second 

World War. The Spitzbunker is claimed to be “the only one of its kind in Sweden” and 

therefore being of both “national” and “irreplaceable” value (LLS 2007:pt. Attachment 1. 

Page 37).    

Classification 

The assessment makes use of taxonomy to classify elements (buildings or other built 

structures) of the area. The taxonomy distinguishes between the following three categories84 

(LLS 2007:20); 

                                                 
84 In Swedish, the categories are; 1) ”omistlig”, 2) ”bevarandevärd” and 3) 

”miljöskapande”. In the text it is not explicated where the taxonomy is derived from, but in an 

e-mail conversation one of the authors explains that it is a taxonomy created specifically for 

the cases of Varvsstaden and Norra Sorgenfri in Malmö. A study of culture-historical 

taxonomies is outside the scope of this study, but nevertheless an interesting track to follow.  
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1) Irreplaceable; 

2) Worthy preserving; 

3) Contributing to the overall environment/ensemble. 

The assessment of Varvsstaden’s buildings and other built structures makes clear that the 

key premises are x represents y and x’s value is measured by the degree of anomalies from y. 

The two premises together determine the category for a building or built structure. Certain 

buildings are assessed to have ”unchanged exterior”, while others have “undergone exterior 

changes” (LLS 2007:pt. Appendix 1). None of the buildings by Victor Månsson is regarded 

“irreplaceable”, which may be due to the fact that his buildings have undergone exterior 

changes since their time of erection during the 1930’s. In contrast, all of the buildings by the 

hand of the architect Axel Stenberg are regarded “irreplaceable” (LLS 2007:pt. Appendix 1). 

However, having an unchanged exterior is not enough to be classified high as “irreplaceable”; 

a preference of style and preference of certain periods of representation is evident from the 

assessment. Looking at the buildings erected during the 20th century, the expansion period 

during the 1910’s and the expansion period during and after the Second World War are valued 

high, while the buildings erected during the 1930’s and from the late 1960’s and on are valued 

evidently lower even if they have unchanged exterior (LLS 2007).   

Stewardship; preservation by rule and pro-restoration by exception 

The assessment advocates preservation principles above pro-restoration principles. The 

built heritage of Varvsstaden is evaluated for displaying a “natural and continual” process 

(LLS 2007:14–15). This line of thought is supported by the metaphor built heritage is an 

organism; in the assessment, buildings are conceived as “living” and “growing old” 

(2007:15). The figure of thought of stewardship is evidently present. According to the 

assessment, the built heritage should be treated with “respect” (2007:15). Both cultural and 

physical weathering is evaluated high, because it shows the continual- and natural 

development of the area. It is stated that built heritage should not be “cleaned and tidied up” 

more than necessary (2007:17). This claim suggests that preservation as advocated by John 

Ruskin and William Morris is advocated; no- or minimal intervention (maintenance is 

accepted). 

Pro-restoration is not excluded entirely. It is stated that “reconstructions [not a synonym 

for restoration, but a related concept] are an exception to the rule but can be appropriate in 
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specific situations” and that “restoration can be motivated by exemption [for specific details, 

such as window frames and the colours of details]” (LLS 2007:see resp. 15 and 18).       

Two discourses over preservation 

Two discourses over how the built heritage of Varvsstaden should be used can be 

distinguished. The first discourse is pro-contrast between old and new (LLS 2007:15). In the 

second attachment to the assessment, cases from Hamburg are raised as examples. Another 

discourse is for a mouldable or “radical” approach in which much change and transformation 

is advocated (attachment 2). According to this approach, only the “skeleton” of a building and 

building volumes are kept. From this approach, a contrast or break is not advocated between 

old and new. In contrary, a mix of or an integration of various time periods is advocated. In 

the attachment, examples from Malmö itself and from Copenhagen are raised (attachment 2).   

“The built heritage is a book” and “the history is an asset”  

Unregard the discourse chosen, preservation of the built heritage of Varvsstaden is 

supposed to make the story better (my words). Two metaphors are important in the 

assessments. Firstly, the (cultural) history of Varvsstaden is conceptualised in terms of an 

asset. The authors outline that – for the development of the area – it is “fundamental” to see 

history in terms of an asset or resource. The arguments given is that the history – which is 

represented by the built heritage – contribute to “an exciting and stimulating environment” 

(LLS 2007:15).  

The second metaphor is that the built heritage is a book. A wide variety of strategies and 

guidelines is given to improve “readability” (2007:15). I will only mention some of these 

strategies and guidelines. Firstly, contrast between old and new [for example materials, forms 

and colours used] is advocated to “improve readability of the place” (2007:15). A second 

example is the choice of names for streets, districts and buildings, which bear the potential to 

tell something about the history of the place (2007:19). Thirdly, the authors argue that it can 

be motivated (again, as an exception to the rule) to restore the former industrial shipyard 

character by importing former machinery or for example a ship to the area (to enhance the 

readability) (2007:15-16).  

The metaphors above raise evidence for the presence of the figure of thought of 

commodification. I want to explicate however, that the figure of thought of commodification is 

not evidential in the assessments of the individual buildings, which were grounded on the 
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premises outlined earlier on, but that it is evident in the main text assessing the area as a 

whole (LLS 2007).  

Planning documents 
The figure of thought of commodification is evidently central in the planning documents 

on Varvsstaden. In the document Varvsstaden. Program för parallella uppdrag (Bjur and 

Engdahl 2008:5, 6, my translation), Varvsstaden’s built heritage is claimed to be “an asset”85 

that will “enrich” a new contemporary context The document Planprogram Varvsstaden 

(Signal and Nilsson 2011) builds further on metaphors that relate Varvsstaden’s built heritage 

to economic value. The relationship between conservation and profitability is stated 

explicitly; “conservation […] causes profits”, even though the connotation of economic profit 

is not given explicitly at that place in the text (Signal and Nilsson 2011:41). At another place 

in the text, it is stated that “Varvsstaden will contribute to […] a continuous increase in value 

for whole Malmö” (2011:10, my italics). Further the word “rich” is reiterated often in the 

document Planprogram Varvsstaden (2011) to outline contributions that history and built 

heritage make to the future of the area, again suggesting the importance of experiential 

gestalts of commodification and merchandising.  

Metaphors of commodification and profitability are related to metaphors of attraction and 

seduction in the treatment of Varvsstaden’s built heritage. Human characteristics are given to 

the built heritage all through the Planprogram Varvsstaden (2011), such as “curiosity”, 

“sociability”, “living”, and foremost “attractiveness”. The line of thought is that conservation 

contributes to a mixed, rich and varied physical environment which is “attractive” (Signal and 

Nilsson 2011:among others, see p. 10–11).  

In both planning documents, it is stated that contrasts will make Varvsstaden such a 

unique environment. Contrasts between old and new in the built heritage are raised as an 

important asset (Bjur and Engdahl 2008:18; Signal and Nilsson 2011:22, 25). In practice, this 

means that preservation and new construction should contrast (Bjur and Engdahl 2008:18). In 

Planprogram Varvsstaden (2011:6), it is stated that not only “will” Varvsstaden’s physical 

environment consist of contrasts, but also the people that “will” inhabit the future’s 

Varvsstaden “will” form a contrasting mix.   

                                                 
85 ”En värdefull tillgång” in Swedish (Bjur & Engdahl 2008:5).  
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The former sentence is an example of the use of a projection metaphor; the authors step in 

the shoes of a visitor to the future and write in a present time of a future state. Projection 

metaphors are used at several places in the planning documents. The idea of creating a central 

public square and meeting place in the centrum of Varvsstaden in the “skeleton” of a former 

industrial hall provides an example of the projection metaphor; “The hall […] shall be a new 

[…] destination point for the inhabitants of Malmö” (Signal and Nilsson 2011:35). Also at 

other places, the projection metaphor is used to state that Varvsstaden “will” provide places 

“for all inhabitants of Malmö” (Ibid.:58).   

The projectors have a clear idea of how to achieve that Varvsstaden becomes a place for 

inhabitants from all over Malmö; the idea is “to initiate cultural happenings [so that] 

Varvsstaden is established both physically and mentally in the minds of Malmö’s inhabitants” 

(2011:6, 12). The phrase suits the concepts of city marketing and city branding perfectly. The 

municipal government, in co-operation with PEAB, evidently plans for imaginary along with 

planning for the physical environment.  

The idea of built heritage as commodity and resource for city marketing and branding 

becomes evident through the metaphor of a catalyst. In Varvsstaden. Program för parallella 

uppdrag (Bjur and Engdahl 2008:18), it is stated that the housing exhibition Bo01 was a 

“catalyst for the image of the new Malmö” during the 2000’s and that Varvsstaden has the 

potential to play the role of catalyst for “the image of the new Malmö” during the 2010’s. In 

relation to the statement above, the “historical traces at the place [Varvsstaden]” are labelled 

as one of Varvsstaden’s foremost assets (Ibid.). The ambition for Varvsstaden as catalyst is to 

become a “creative and cross medial city area” and to create a ”growth- and innovation 

environment of world-class”  (Ibid.). To get the catalyst role of Varvsstaden from the ground, 

among others the municipal authorities have taken initiative to place a “catalyst” in the 

northeast corner of Varvsstaden; the joint initiative Moving Media City which is housed in 

preserved buildings and houses among others SVT.  

Ideas such as the re-use of a former industrial hall for the creation of a public square, 

incentives to the initiation of cultural happenings and the creation of Moving Media City are 

all examples of catalysts from an entrepreneurial point of view. From this point of view, the 

built heritage of Varvsstaden fulfils the function of a commodity that provides economic 

gains. The case of Varvsstaden fits the image that Ashworth & Kavaratzis (2006; 2008) 

sketch of city branding and city marketing entirely. 
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Moreover, the case of Varvsstaden suits the economic rationale followed according to the 

regularist model by Choay (1969). A new spatial order is not propagated in the planning 

documents for Varvsstaden; “places will be built up around existing elements” (Signal and 

Nilsson 2011:36). The plan starts from the existing built structure of the area, grounded on the 

metaphor that the built heritage is an asset as outlined above.  However, accessibility to and 

within the area will be fostered by tearing down barriers, advancing flows of transport modes, 

opening up buildings towards public spaces and constructing new bridges (Signal and Nilsson 

2011). Evidently, the figure of thought of commodification and the principles underlying 

Choay’s regularist model are propagated in the planning documents for Varvsstaden.      

Newspaper articles  
The newspaper articles about the development of Varvsstaden add or re-enforce a variety 

of arguments and figures of speech to the debate.  

Pro- versus anti-restoration 

Firstly, in one of her articles Britt-Marie Bergström (2006) reports a central claim pushed 

forward by the chiefs of Malmö’s City Museum and Municipal Department of Culture. The 

claim is that the dock in Varvsstaden built in 1857 should be preserved as “(open-air) 

industry-museum” or “industrial history park” (Bergström 2006, my translation). The 

advocates of the claim propose that it would be justified to move back an old crane into the 

area to realise the potential of an industry-museum. According to Bergström (2006), the 

argument for museum-like conservation is not conceived well by the property owner who 

plans for establishing residential and business functions in the area. In a later article, 

Bergström (2009a) cites the project leaders for development of the area around the old dock; 

for example Lennart Ottosson86 claims explicit that he advocates selective conservation and 

not museum-like conservation. The reports by Bergström raise evidence for conflicting 

discourses over heritage planning in general and the figures of thought of authenticity and 

commodification in particular. The museum-like conservation is an example of what Umberto 

Eco(1995) typifies as the creation of a hyperreality.       

Incorrectness and rhetorical misguidance 

                                                 
86 A consultant hired by the project organisation and who also was an active stakeholder in 

the case of the Kockums Crane. 
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Not all newspaper articles about the development of Varvsstaden are posing correct 

information. An article in the local newspaper Skånska Dagbladet exemplifies that news 

report can pose incorrect information and even – intentionally or not – misguide the 

interpretation of the debate (Skånska Dagbladet 2009). Firstly, the article reports that planning 

for the area “has come a long way” and that the winning proposal of the four architect firms 

taking part in the “competition” will be realised (Skånska Dagbladet 2009). This information 

is incorrect as the so called competition is a parallel drawing session from which the best 

ideas will be picked and mixed to be included in the formulation of programmatic guidelines 

for further development of the area. Also, the parallel drawing session is part of a rather 

initial stage of the planning process. Secondly, the article is rhetorically deceptive which 

comes forth from the title; “resistance against [the (re)development of the] city district in the 

Kockums area”. In the article however, it is not explained who gives resistance against 

exactly what. The correspondent cites two experts in the field – both with a curator 

background. Both experts draw a polarisation; “ït is now everything is decided; to demolish or 

to preserve”, one of them states (Skånska Dagbladet 2009). The other expert – who also is one 

of the authors of the culture-historical assessment  of Varvsstaden - is clear about being for 

“roughness” and “rawness” and against “poshness”87 for the future development and design 

of the area (Skånska Dagbladet 2009). However, even though both experts draw polarisations, 

none of them argues against the development of the area, so the newspaper article misguides 

the reader by suggesting so.           

The figure of speech of antithesis 

A text rich of pathos-argumentation and metaphors is written by the journalist Patrik 

Svensson (2012) on the relationship between the area of Varvsstaden and the development of 

the greater area of Western Harbour. Svensson (2012) starts his article by posing an 

antithesis; “architectonic bulimia against rusting past”. The antithesis contrasts two metaphors 

to each other. The first metaphor is a combination between the discipline of architecture and 

the compulsive eating disorder bulimia. According to Svensson, expressions of architectonic 

bulimia are the Turning Torso, the ICA Maxi, “reflective glass and shiny metal” and “the 

swelling Bo01-area”. The second metaphor explains something abstract (the past) in terms of 

something concrete (the process of rusting). According to Svensson (2012), “industrial 

decadence”, “a stage of ruination” and ”buildings as moaning ghosts” stand for the rusting 
                                                 
87 ”Piffighet” in Swedish. 
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past. The area of Varvsstaden is the décor for the rusting past, he positions the area’s place in 

the antithesis.  

All through his article, Svensson (2012) sharpens and envelopes his antithesis. He 

strengthens the contrast even further by writing of “the new Malmö and the old” in which the 

new Malmö is characterised by the architectonic bulimia which is “boundless” and gives “a 

promise of something cocky and undefined” and the old Malmö is characterised by the rusting 

past, which is “dusty” and “an artefact […] that will be gone soon”. The old Malmö is the 

“industrial city” or the “workers city”, while the new Malmö is the “knowledge city” in which 

place is made for “the creative middle class”, Svensson (Svensson 2012) continuous.   

The article by Svensson (2012)  is an ideal typical example of a text that appeals to the 

imagination and emotions of the reader, clearly illustrated in the last phrase of his text: “it’s 

like standing in the middle of the street [Stora Varvsgatan] as an unarmed guard at a border 

[…] observing a Malmö where the new Malmö literally eats up the old”88. 

The antithesis between the old and the new Malmö does not return in the other newspaper 

articles about Varvsstaden as explicit as it does in Svensson’s article. However, the case of the 

Kockums Crane shows that it is a figure of speech broadly embedded in rhetoric about 

Malmö.  

Two metaphors; the built heritage is an organism and the place is a container  

Two groups of metaphors are reinforced in the newspaper articles; metaphors that describe the 

built heritage in terms of features of an organism and metaphors related to the idea that a 

place is a container.  

Concerning the first group of metaphors, especially the metaphor that the built heritage has a 

heart is reinforced. The area of Varvsstaden itself is explained in terms of being “the heart” of 

the Kockums area, which should be kept “alive” (Bergström 2009a). A commentator to the 

article claims that “conservation of the old gives the city a soul and a heart” (Bergström 

                                                 
88 In Swedish; “står man mitt i Stora Varvsgatan […] som en obeväpnad väktare vid en 

gränsövergång. Betraktande ett Malmö där det nya bokstavligen äter upp det 

gamla”(Svensson 2012). 
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2009a). In another article, the building Varvshallen – centrally located in the area of 

Varvsstaden – is labeled as “the heart” of the Kockums area and of which “the skeleton” 

should be kept  (see resp. Persson 2011; Bergström 2009b).  

A metaphor cluster that seems important is the metaphor of the area is a container. Britt-

Marie Bergström (2009a, my translation and italics) claims that Varvsstaden is “filled with 

memories”. In an article written by Andreas Persson (2011), project leader Karin Månsson 

claims that the building Varvshallen should be “saved and filled with content”. In an article by 

Karsten Bringmark (2011) , the experiential gestalt underlying the metaphor of the container 

is fundamental in the text; in-between the lines a distinction can be made between what the 

container is, what should be kept within the container, what should be added to the container 

and what the container should be emptied from. Among others memories are to be kept in the 

area, “residences and labour activities” are to be added to the area and finally the area should 

be emptied from “industrial activities”.   

 

Taking into account all the newspaper articles about Varvsstaden, it becomes evident that 

the metaphor of the container is related to two ways of rhetoric. Firstly and concerning filling 

the container, there is an outspoken clearance of who are welcome to the area and who not. 

Secondly, there is a clear rhetoric that the development of the area is hindered by the current 

industries in and around the area. There is a clear sense in the articles that a group of future 

users is welcome and that the current users are not welcome any more. Concerning current 

renters and users of Varvsstaden and the area nearby, several articles raise that current 

industries (EWP, Kockums industrier and Cereals) are “blocking the way”, “standing in the 

way”, “should make place for”, and etcetera (Bergström 2010b; Bringmark 2011; Persson 

2011).   

 

In an article by B-M Bergström (2010b), two of the current renters in Varvsstaden at that 

time – EWP and Kockums industrier – are interviewed and claim to move to Ystad and 

Trelleborg respectively. The director of Kockums industrier claims that “we look forward to 

move to Trelleborg. There we are welcome.”. In the article by Persson (2011), project 

manager Karin Månsson claims the paradox that “everyone should feel welcome to the area” 

while at the same time claiming that the area will be an “exclusive residential area for people 

who enjoy city life […] and who have a stuffed wallet”. In his article, Svensson (2012, my 
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italics) explicates who are planned to be the future users of the area; the “new Malmö” makes 

“place for the creative middle-class”, he states.  

 

Following the discussion above, there seems an implicit premise directing the handling of 

PEAB and Malmö Municipality; individual interests (the companies that are the current 

renters) should move and make space/subordinate themselves for the common good of 

developing the area.   

The area of RDM 

Culture-historical assessment 
The assessment for RDM is written by five representatives of a private and external 

company called Crimson Architectural Historians in cooperation with one freelancer. All six 

co-writers are monument curators. The assessment for the RDM-area was carried out by order 

of the organisation Stadshavens Rotterdam (the cooperative initiative between the 

Municipality of Rotterdam and the Port of Rotterdam) (Crimson architectural historians 

2005:5). The purpose of the assessment is to propose new perspectives on and ideas about the 

development of RDM from a culture-historical point of view (2005). The audience of the 

assessment is explicitly the principal Stadshavens Rotterdam, who purposes to use the 

assessment as a foundation for the formulation of guidelines and plans for future development 

of the area (2005).  

X represents y 

The Crimson Architectural Historians raise the outcomes of a national assessment carried 

out during the 1990’s that was called Monumenten Selectie Project (MSP). The MSP was an 

initiative by the national Cultural Heritage Agency and carried out in co-operation with the 

municipal authorities, of which the Municipality of Rotterdam is one. In the MSP, the main 

claim for RDM is that it is “a unique example of a twentieth century shipyard” (Crimson 

architectural historians 2005:28). Five arguments are raised for the claim (Ibid.); 

1. the built heritage is largely “intact”;  

2. the area represents the Company of RDM as front figure in the 20th century 

industrial sector of large-scale ship-building;  
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3. the specific building of the machinery factory is “one of the oldest” industrial 

harbour buildings preserved in the harbour of Rotterdam; 

4. the built heritage has an important “situational value” due to its relation to the river 

De Maas; 

5. the built heritage of the area of RDM has an important “ensemble value” together 

with the residential area of Heijplaat and the Quarantaine area.  

Replacing intactness for story-telling value 

In their culture-historical assessment from 2005, the Crimson Architectural Historians are 

critical to the assessment and argumentation within the framework of the MSP. According to 

the Crimson Architectural Historians, the statement that the built heritage of RDM is largely 

intact is questionable. The equipment of the buildings is gone and much of the infrastructure 

that characterised the open spaces in-between the buildings has been sanitised, the authors 

argue contra the claimed intactness. According to the Crimson Architectural Historians 

(2005:28), the area of RDM is metaphorically “possibly best compared to a robbed 

archaeological find”. However, the area of RDM is a unique example of a 20th century 

industrial shipyard for its voluminous sizes, its situational value and for “telling a story” that 

is displayed in the “organic growth” of its built heritage, the Crimson Architectural Historians 

(2005:27–28) evaluate the area.      

The causal relationship that follows from the counter argument by the Crimson 

Architectural Historians is the following; anomalies to/deviants from the original building 

(style) devaluate the culture-historical value. However, the Crimson Architectural Historians 

(2005:50–51) turn the devaluating logical kind to another kind of culture-historical quality; 

the radical changes “tell” something about the “very pragmatic approach” that the company of 

RDM had. A good example is the Machine Factory Building, which not at all fulfils pro-

restoration principles such as unity of style and completeness. In fact, the building contains 

elements representing all architectural styles and all expansion periods characteristic for the 

area of RDM (Crimson architectural historians 2005).  

A taxonomy combining conventional criteria and case-specific criteria   

In the assessment, taxonomy is developed to classify the buildings and other built 

structures within the area of RDM in three main categories. The taxonomy consists of both 

conventional criteria and case-specific criteria. The former criteria are used in the MSP and 
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are conventional or at least widespread in Western monument curator’s rhetoric (Crimson 

architectural historians 2005:80). The first conventional criterion is the premise (based on 

logos) that the less anomalies x has to the original y, the more preserve-worthy x is. The 

second conventional criterion is the premise (also of a specific logical kind) that the rarer x is, 

the more preserve-worthy it is.  

The latter criteria are created by Crimson Architectural Historians (2005:80) specifically 

for the case of the area of RDM. The first case-specific criterion is the narrative and symbolic 

value. This is about story-telling and about assessing to what extent the built heritage as well 

as former workers is able to “re-tell” the story of RDM. As already outlined in the former 

section, this criterion is able to replace the criterion of intactness. The second case-specific 

criterion is the assessment of possibilities for re-use and adaptation to a new functionality of 

the area.  

Three main categories are distinguished in the taxonomy. The categories relate the 

evaluation of a building’s value to gradations of practical treatment (Crimson architectural 

historians 2005:80);   

1) x is of national importance  to be preserved; 

2) x has ensemble value and to some degree architectural value  to be re-used, 

integrated and transformed, not according to strict principles of preservation but 

according to a utilitarian and adaptive approach; 

3) x has ensemble value, but no architectural value  to be “consumed”89.  

The discourse pro-contrast between old and new 

The taxonomy above is relevant for existing built heritage, but it is also worth mentioning 

which perspective is propagated in the case of new constructions. Crimson Architectural 

Historians (2005) is clear that contrast between old and new is advocated. Approaches that are 

rejected are pro-restoration (which is believed to weaken the story-telling value) and 

approaches that aim to fit new constructions into the existing physical environment without 

contrasting it (Crimson architectural historians 2005:107).    

Measuring x’s value in relation to y 

                                                 
89 In Dutch;”opsouperen” / ”opgebruiken” (Crimson Architectural Historians 2005:80).  
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Concerning the assessment of the individual objects of the area of RDM in particular but 

also the whole of RDM in general, the most important value is the relational- or ensemble 

value. Many examples of this logical kind are evident. I already mentioned that the whole of 

RDM is valued high due to the ensemble that it forms together with the residential area of 

Heijplaat and the Quarantaine area. Together the ensemble of the three areas is in the 

nomination procedure for becoming a “protected city scenery”90 (Crimson architectural 

historians 2005:9, my translation). The ensemble value is also raised for the relationship 

buildings in-between, for example concerning the office buildings at the shipyard (2005:50). 

Another example is the forge, which is argued to gain value due to the situation that it has in 

relation to the water (2005:52). Another example of the importance of the ensemble value is 

the large-scale shipyard-building; the building has originally a close relationship to 

surrounding infrastructure such as a dock ramp and railroads (2005:31). However, the 

surrounding infrastructure was sanitised and is now covered with more recent layers.  

Even though Crimson Architectural Historians do not advocate pro-restoration principles 

in general, they advocate reconstruction of the dock ramps for the reason of raising the 

relational value of buildings such as the shipyard-building (2005:53)91. Also, pro-restoration 

is motivated in the cases that original window frames were substituted by deviating new 

frames (Crimson architectural historians 2005).       

Commodification and city branding 

The authors of the culture-historical assessment ask themselves if the area of RDM can 

“fulfil the function of culture-creative catalyst” within the greater project of Stadshavens 

(Crimson architectural historians 2005:83). The authors conclude that the answer is yes, but 

that the expectations should be moderated and tempered for the decennium to come. The 

authors (Ibid.) advocate letting the image of RDM as “experimental-cultural and 

                                                 
90 In Dutch the concept is called “beschermd stadsgezicht”.  
91 This suggests that there is a hierarchy the different kinds of arguments in-between. Pro-

restoration arguments are subordinate to arguments in favor of cultural weathering and the 

story-telling value of a pragmatic change of the built environment over time. However, pro-

restoration is justified if it enhances the ensemble value. The tentative hypothesis that kinds of 

arguments in-between there is a hierarchy is in line with the conclusion that planning scholar 

Goldstein (1984) reached in his research of identifying “clusters of arguments” in planning.   
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entrepreneurial place” grow bottom-up by focusing on small groups of inhabitants from 

Rotterdam in the beginning of the planning process. The role of the built heritage is that it is 

an asset or commodity; built heritage is metaphorically noted in terms of “weathered 

souvenirs” and “décor pieces” that can be used to create unique areas (2005:102). The authors 

(2005:101) recommend the Project Organisation of Stadshavens to work strategically and 

actively with the creation of “unique selling points” to attract investors and visitors. 

Evidentially, the figure of thought of commodification and the strategy of city branding are 

advocated in the culture-historical assessment.       

Planning documents 
The document Gebiedsplan RDM-terrein (Met Andere Woorden 2009:5) contains the 

preluding that the area of RDM undergoes “a metamorphosis” and that it enters a new epoch. 

A clear statement in the document is the announcement that the new name of the area is 

Research, Design & Manufacturing based on the initials of the – not any more existing - 

Rotterdamse Droogdok Maatschappij (Met Andere Woorden 2009:5). 

The Port and the Municipality of Rotterdam are explicit on the ambitions they have for the 

area and what is needed to fulfil these ambitions. The ambitions come forth from the use of a 

projection metaphor by means of which the authors step in the shoes of the future and write in 

a present time of a future state (Met Andere Woorden 2009). They write how it “shall be”; for 

example, the area will become an “international icon” for “creative and innovative make-

industry focused on energy transition and water management”, it shall be “climate proof”, it 

shall be “a recreational area” that “regularly will be visited by other citizens of Rotterdam” 

(Met Andere Woorden 2009:12-13, my translation). The authors are explicit on who are 

welcome to settle in and to visit the area: “artists and creative entrepreneurs are very 

welcome” (Met Andere Woorden18-19, my translation and emphasis).  

Even though the authors have an image of how it “shall” be, the idea of progress towards 

a better future is not evidential from the planning documents. The documents outline that the 

development and metamorphosis of the area of RDM will be “incremental” and that the trick 

is to anticipate unpredictability and dynamics and not “to sketch a static final image” (see 

resp. Met Andere Woorden 2009:15; Ruitenbeek et al. 2009:28). The future outlook is not 

grounded on progressist principles such as a priori modelling and advocacy of a new spatial 

order. Instead, the future outlook is about guiding and advancing an economic rationale.  
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An important concept is that of the “catalyst” (Met Andere Woorden 2009:11,16,21; 

Ruitenbeek et al. 2009:14). RDM is outlined as the “catalyst” for the larger project 

Stadshavens (Met Andere Woorden 2009:21). Zooming in at the area of RDM, the RDM 

Campus – which is a cluster of higher education institutes that offers programs in engineering 

– is called the “catalyst” for the development (or better; metamorphosis) of the area (Met 

Andere Woorden 2009:16). The Port and the Municipality of Rotterdam are initiative takers 

behind the RDM Campus. The explicit purpose of the RDM as a catalyst within Stadshavens 

and the RDM Campus as a catalyst within RDM  is to “seduce” actors to take their stake in 

the development of the project of Stadshavens and the area of RDM (Met Andere Woorden 

2009:19,7). The built heritage of RDM is seen as an asset that contributes to branding the area 

as catalyst (Ruitenbeek et al. 2009:14). Explicitly, it is stated that the physical environment of 

RDM is attractive and has potential to seduce potential developers and investors. The 

foremost attractiveness of the area is the coherent ensemble of built elements that was created 

during the 20th century (Palmbout Urban Landscapes 2009:29).    

In the documents, it is highlighted that the main characteristic of the area of RDM is that it 

is an area of “contrasts” (Met Andere Woorden 2009:5, 9; Ruitenbeek et al. 2009:11,14). A 

wide variety of contrasts is mentioned in the documents, such as the small-scale residential 

village in contrast to the huge-scale working area, the city in contrast to the harbour, and etc. 

The public authorities are explicit about their role in the process: “the public authorities 

stimulate” and “leave more space for the market” (Met Andere Woorden 2009:21). Also in 

other documents produced by the Municipality and the Port of Rotterdam, it is emphasised 

that the authorities are working with city branding and city marketing (see for a good 

example; Stadshavens Rotterdam 2013). In the latter document, it is explicitly stated that it is 

fundamental (for the municipal authorities) to work on a “continuous creation of added value” 

(Stadshavens Rotterdam 2013:18).  

The authorities are clear about which interests and developments it watches over; 

foremost advancing and monitoring sustainable development and advancing accessibility of 

areas. Concerning the latter, the authorities have formulated a strategy called “crossing 

borders” (Met Andere Woorden 2009:11). Practically, the strategy means that links, routes, 

and transport flows to the area of RDM are fostered and improved. For example, it is stated 

that “spaces around the monumental buildings is made accessible for public” (Ruitenbeek et 

al. 2009:14). Also, new entrances to the area of RDM are advocated, including literally 
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breaking walls that form barriers (Ruitenbeek et al. 2009). The area is made accessible to both 

residents from Heijplaat as well as citizens from other parts of Rotterdam – that are projected 

to visit the area in the future. The rhetoric in the planning documents for RDM is in line with 

the principles of Choay’s regularist model.  

Finally, one of the planning documents raises a plea against the argument to contrast old 

to new (Ruitenbeek et al. 2009). Ruitenbeek et al. (2009) argue for organising new 

construction in a careful way that harmonises and fits in with the existing built heritage. Such 

an approach should not be confused with a copious approach, Ruitenbeek et al. (Ibid.) state. 

The plea adds a discourse to the debate about RDM’s development that stands in contrast to 

the discourse advocated by the authors of the culture-historical assessment (Crimson 

architectural historians 2005)   

Newspaper articles 
In this section, I will not reiterate arguments, premises, metaphors and figures of thought 

expressed in the culture-historical assessment and the planning documents. I focus on what 

the newspaper articles add to the debate about the area of RDM. The newspaper articles about 

the RDM contribute in mainly two ways; the uses of metaphors and the establishment of an 

explicit link between the area and a priori modelling of a “breeding place” for creativity.  

Metaphors 

Metaphors are used to outline the built heritage, the role of the area and the destiny of the 

area.  

Firstly, the built heritage of RDM is outlined in terms of the metaphor of a(-n) (human) 

organism. In an article in the local newspaper De Havenloods is written that “the post office 

and the doctor’s office [within the area of Heijplaat] already died” (Gorp 2002, my translation 

and italics), while Herman Moscoviter (2004, my translations and italics) writes about 

“making the area [of RDM] alive”, “giving the monumental building a face” and “giving the 

RDM-offices a second life”. In 2005 is written that the Dokhaven is “the heart of” the RDM-

area and about “an old shipyard in a new coat” (see resp. Oosting 2005; Rotterdams Dagblad 

2005).  

Secondly, the role of the RDM-area is labelled in terms of metaphors. According to the Major 

of Rotterdam, the RDM-area is a “crown jewel” (AD/RD 2007). The director of the project 
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organisation for the greater project of Stadshavens labels the RDM-area in terms of “the 

beginning of an oil slick called Stadshavens” (an example of an uncritical choice of metaphor) 

and “an inspiring test garden” (AD/RD 2009). Moreover, the area of RDM is labelled as a “a 

pioneer”, “a role model” and “a catalyst” within the project of Stadshavens (de Havenloods 

2008; de Havenloods 2009; AD/RD 2009). Altogether, the metaphors used for the area of 

RDM form a metaphor cluster. What all of the metaphors used have in common is to appeal 

to the idea of the area of RDM having a pioneering and prominent role (that the development 

of other areas is subordinated to and depends on).    

Finally, the journalist Tracy Metz (2006) metaphorically describes the destiny of the area of 

RDM in an article published in the national newspaper NRC Handelsblad. The future for the 

area is “open” (an example of an abstract concept explained in terms of another abstract 

concept) and the past “lies to be picked up” (an example of an abstract concept explained in 

terms of a concrete and tangible metaphor), Metz (2006) writes. Further Metz uses the 

metaphor an area is a container to outline that planning is about determining and directing 

the content of the container; “to empty” the area of industrial functions and “to fill” the area 

with new companies, homes, culture and recreation. Also from other articles comes forth that 

the current industrial companies are in a clash with the municipal authorities (Oosting 2008). 

The implicit argument being that there is a clear image of who is welcome and who is not 

welcome (anymore) to the area. The underlying premise being that the individual (an 

industrial company) should subordinate himself and make place for the public interest of 

developing the area. 

The metaphor of a “breeding place” for creativity  

In at least five articles by various journalists, the RDM-area is related to a new economic 

sector grounded on concepts such as creativity, innovation, pioneering, and etc. (Moscoviter 

2004; Oosting 2005; Duursma 2006; AD/RD 2009; Hoogstad 2009). The relationship is that 

the RDM-area can “give space to” the “knowledge economy” (Moscoviter 2004) and that it 

can become a “breeding place” for new products, techniques and the activity of thinking out 

innovative and creative things (Oosting 2005).  

One for one the journalists write about the need of a “creative class”. A creative class is 

described in the articles as consisting of people that ”make innovative things” (Oosting 2005) 

and that are “high educated and prosperous”, and that include “pioneers and starting 

entrepreneurs” (Duursma 2006). The creative sector is characterised in terms of (the 
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production of ) “concepts and images instead of tangible things” (Moscoviter 2004), a 

“potential for growth” and having the image of “young, hip, dynamic and inspiring” 

(Duursma 2006). According to the journalists, people fitting the description of the category of 

the creative class are needed because they are a “scarce category in Rotterdam” (Duursma 

2006) and because Rotterdam has the problems of a “brain drain” and “ageing in the harbour 

industrial sector” (Hoogstad 2009).  

Old industrial complexes suit well to give space to the creative sector. The new names given 

to the areas indicate the link between the area’s industrial history and the new creative sector; 

“innovation dock” (for the enormous former machine hall) and “Research, Design and 

Manufacturing” (instead of the former name Rotterdamse Droogdok Maatschappij) (see resp. 

AD/RD 2009; Hoogstad 2009).   

Drawing parallels between the outcomes  
The analysis shows that the arguments and premises raised, the metaphors used and the 

underlying figures of thought are to a great extent similar between the cases from Malmö and 

the cases from Rotterdam.  

Both in the case of the Kockums Crane and the case of the Porters Lodge, the figure of 

thought of progress is underlying the argumentation for demolition. Both municipal 

governments (together with the property owners) metaphorically argue that the object does 

not fit the image or that there is no place in the plan. The premise of the object being 

subordinated to a future model goes hand in hand with the argument that sanitisation is 

motivated. The argumentation for demolition evokes a reaction from the advocates for 

preservation. The pro-preservationists appeal to the figure of thought of stewardship which 

advocates the importance of the symbolic value or the anecdote value that the objects have. 

Also, the pro-preservationists appeal to a democratic rationale by labelling groups as being in 

“majority” or “minority”. A problem is that the claims referring to the opinion of a majority or 

minority generally are not grounded on evidence.   

In contrast to the Porters Lodge, the Kockums Crane is part of a debated competitive 

setting of symbols. The figure of speech of antithesis is central in the debate; the Kockums 

Crane is positioned in the opposition of the “old versus the new Malmö” and typified in 

contrasting terms as “a symbol versus a monster”. The other symbols raised in the debate are 
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the Statue of Liberty, the Eiffel Tower, the Turning Torso and the Oresund Bridge.  The 

experiential gestalt of a competition is underlying the debate about the Kockums Crane.     

The debates about Varvsstaden and the area of RDM give evidence for the prominence of 

other rhetoric and figures of thought than the cases of the individual objects. The similarities 

between the texts on Varvsstaden and the texts on RDM are striking.  

The culture-historical assessments use similar rhetoric and are grounded on similar 

figures of thought. The same logical kinds (logos) are used; x represents y; the less anomalies 

x has from y, the more preserve-worthy x is; and the rarer x is, the more preserve-worthy x is. 

On a discursive level, similar preservation rhetoric is expressed; a contrast between old and 

new is advocated. Practices of pro-restoration are advocated to be minimised or avoided and 

are only justified as an exception to the rule. Interesting is that both culture-historical 

assessments make use of the experiential gestalt of story-telling to argue for the importance of 

preservation. In the assessment of Varvsstaden, the built heritage is outlined metaphorically in 

terms of a “book” of which the “readability” can be enhanced through a variety of strategic 

actions (for example: integrating remnant details from the past in new buildings). In the 

assessment of the area of RDM, the “story telling value” of the area is appraised and the built 

heritage is among others typified in terms of “décor pieces” and “souvenirs”. In both cases, 

the use of story-telling metaphors goes hand in hand with an argumentation for cultural 

weathering and for the importance of the anecdote value. These indicate that the figure of 

thought of stewardship is central in both culture-historical assessments.     

The figure of thought of commodification is peripherally touched upon in the culture-

historical assessments, but further developed and central in the planning documents. In the 

planning documents, the conservation of built heritage and the links to the history of the area 

are the main input for defining the unique selling point of the area. Metaphorically, the built 

heritage is an “asset” used to “attract” and to “seduce” potential new users to the area. It is 

clear that the conservation of built heritage is thought of in terms of “gaining profit” and 

“adding value” to a merchandisable product.  

Besides commodification metaphors, the concept of a so called “catalyst” is important in 

the planning documents. The experiential gestalt of a catalyst coheres with the experiential 

gestalt of a commodity in giving connotations to the built heritage. The areas of Varvsstaden 

and RDM are metaphorically thought of as “catalysts” within the setting of a greater 
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development (resp. the development of Malmö and the development of the project 

Stadshavens). Also, the concept of a catalyst is used to outline the importance of pioneering 

activities to launch the development in both areas. The idea of the importance of a catalyst is 

to be understood from the experiential gestalt of competition; in both cases, the importance of 

– among others - creating a specialised “world-leading” cluster is outlined.  

Concerning the role of the municipal authorities, the principles of the regularist model are 

advocated in the planning documents; facilitating a self-regulating market system and an 

existing spatial order by removing barriers, fostering accessibility and movement flows and 

initiating the establishment of a catalyst in the area. Evidently, the figure of thought of 

commodification and the advocacy of regularist urban planning co-operate in the planning of 

Varvsstaden and RDM.  

However, this is not to say that the figure of thought of progress does not play a role at all 

in the cases of Varvsstaden and RDM. In both cases, the projection metaphor – projecting an 

a priori model of a future state – is used. Even though the (economic) uncertainties related to 

planning are emphasised (as we have seen, partly based on experiences of competition), the 

authors of the planning documents occasionally digress over how it “shall” be.     

Finally, the newspaper articles add to the debates about Varvsstaden and the area of RDM 

an enhancement of mental images. For example, in the case of Varvsstaden (and to a high 

degree in the case of the the Kockums Crane as well) newspaper articles contribute to the 

debate by enhancing ideas about “an old versus a new Malmö” and who and who not should 

be metaphorically “contained” in the Varvsstaden of the future. In the case of the RDM, the 

newspaper articles contribute by enhancing the idea of a new economy which is characterised 

by concepts such as pioneering, innovation and the “creative class”. Also concerning the case 

of the RDM, the newspaper articles enhance ideas about who and who not should be 

“contained” in the future RDM-area.       
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Chapter 6 – Conclusions and final discussion 
This study started with the claim that it is debatable to what extent heritage planning is a 

widespread phenomenon. To be able to discuss widespread versus particular and context-

specific aspects of heritage planning, the aim was to interpret and to discuss rhetoric and 

underlying ideas used in heritage planning debates across contextual boundaries.   

Expected and unexpected outcomes  
The methodology – including the rhetorical concepts and methods for analysis and the 

conceptual web – was developed before the analysis of the debates. Based on the conceptual 

web, the analysis of the debates included the having, the rejection and the confirmation of 

expectations. Some outcomes were expected, while others were not.  

Firstly, because the study focused on debates concentrated around perspectives on the 

conservation of built heritage, the expectation was that ideas about pro-restoration and 

authenticity would be important. However, the analysis shows that this is not the case; both 

concepts are peripheral in all of the debates. Pro-restoration principles are not advocated and 

should only remain exceptions to the rule, the shared opinion is. The figure of thought of 

authenticity is also peripherally touched upon in the debates. For example, a newspaper article 

about Varvsstaden reports on the idea to create a “museum-like” environment around the 

object of Dockan. A newspaper article about the Porters Lodge cites the claim by an architect 

that restoration of the object would be “artificial and unreal” (see resp. Bergström 2006; RD 

2002).  

Other expectations came to the fore in the debates; the figure of thought of the moral duty 

of stewardship (underlying preservation/anti-restoration ideals), the figure of thought of 

progress and the figure of thought of commodification. These figures of thought are discussed 

in this chapter.  

Also a figure of thought that was not included in the conceptual web turned out to be 

important; the idea that the whole is greater than the sum of its parts.         

Discussing context-specificity 
The study shows that recent and on-going heritage planning debates with only one clear 

exception are grounded on internationally widespread rhetoric and concepts. Key arguments 
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and their underlying premises, metaphors and figures of thought are to a great extent similar 

and coherent between the Malmö cases and the Rotterdam cases.  

However, some context-specific features can be found in the debates. For example, it is 

specific for Malmö that an antithesis between the old and the new Malmö is posed. Another 

example is such a figure of speech as “it will be a Vinex-district”, which obviously is a 

metaphor specific for the Dutch context. However, such examples as above belong mainly to 

the discursive level. At the level of figures of thought, only one clear exception can be found 

in the empirical material, which is specific for the cases from Rotterdam.  

 “The whole is greater than the sum of its parts” 
The ensemble value of built heritage is important in both the case of the Porters Lodge 

and the case of the area of RDM, but it is not raised in the cases from Malmö. The observation 

hypothetically suggests that the ensemble value relates to a figure of thought that shows 

contextual variance.   

The ensemble value is grounded on the idea that the whole is greater than the sum of its 

parts. The idea fulfils all the criteria for a figure of thought; firstly, it is clearly an 

intermediate level relating the base (social practices, the physical environment) to discourses 

(written policies and strategies). Many examples of this relationship exist. In the debate about 

the Porters Lodge, it is stated that the building only has value in its relationship to the railway 

track outside the building. Concerning the area of RDM, its main value is argued to be its 

relationship to the area of Heijplaat and the Quarantaine-area. Together, the three areas form 

an ensemble that is part of another ensemble called the Culture-Historical Main Structure of 

the Province of Zuid-Holland (which exemplifies that the idea of an ensemble works on 

different scales). 

Secondly, the idea that the whole is greater than the sum of its parts is persistent in the 

Dutch context. This suggestion is supported by the Dutch legislative system; the Dutch Act on 

Spatial Planning is on the concept of “spatial organisation” (thereby implying systems 

thinking) and the Dutch Monument Act has a chapter on the – by municipalities widely 
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applied – concept of “protected city sceneries”92 (see resp. Dutch Government 2006; Dutch 

Government 1988).  

Thirdly, the origin of the idea is possible to pinpoint; ideas related to systems thinking 

(which ensemble strategies are) originate among others from Gestalt psychology, which 

developed in Germany during the 1920’s, the professor in systems thinking Kathia C. Laszlo 

(1998:5) outlines. Other influences to the development of systems thinking come from among 

others developments in the fields of biology, ecology and engineering (Laszlo 1998). It should 

be reminded that a figure of thought does not come into existence abruptly, so earlier 

developments paved the way for systems thinking and the idea that the whole is greater than 

the sum of its parts to break through.    

Finally, the idea is genuine interdisciplinary; a wide variety of 20th century Dutch 

examples exist in which the idea of a spatial ensemble integrates different disciplines with 

each other. Often such interdisciplinary discourses concentrate around concepts such as 

structures, networks, systems, and etcetera.     

Even though the cases in this study give evidence that the figure of thought of the whole is 

greater than the sum of its parts shows contextual variance, a critical note has to be made. 

Other cases – either from Malmö or from other municipalities in Sweden – may give another 

outcome, thereby challenging the conclusion that the figure of thought in question shows 

contextual variance. Off course, Swedish examples of strategies and concepts related to 

heritage planning can be raised in which the idea of an ensemble or a system or a structure is 

central. The interesting question, however, is if the degree of importance of the ideas shows 

contextual variance in the field of heritage planning. This study suggests that there is. A 

relevant observation in the text material about the area of RDM is that the ensemble value is 

regarded as crucial both in the culture-historical assessment and in the planning documents, so 

the idea is not reserved for either monument curators or planners, but it is embedded 

interdisciplinary (in a broader institutional context).   

A universalised heritage planning discourse? 

                                                 
92 ”Beschermde stads- en dorpsgezichten” in Dutch; the concept legislates the protection 

of ensembles of built heritage instead of individual built objects (Dutch Government 1988).  
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The outcomes of the analysis of the cases in this study are in line with the conclusions that 

Feras Hammami draws in his dissertation. Hammami (2012:52) – who aimed at petite 

generalisations on a level overarching his three cases – concludes that the dominance of what 

he calls a “universalized heritage discourse” has reduced and marginalised the diversity of 

interpretations of heritage at the level of local contexts. Even though I have applied a different 

methodology than Hammami, the cases from Malmö and Rotterdam also give evidence for 

the impact on local contexts of internationally widespread concepts and premises.  

In addition to the evidence for a universalised heritage discourse (to speak with 

Hammami), the cases from Malmö and Rotterdam give evidence for a widespread planning 

rhetoric grounded on the idea of commodification of built heritage. The observation that the 

figure of thought of commodification is widespread in heritage planning is in line with the 

conclusions by other studies (Storm 2008; Madgin 2009; Choay 2001; Kavaratzis and 

Ashworth 2008).   

Relating to power  
This study has not focused on power relations, but still some reflections can be posed 

based on Foucault’s (2004) outline of “procedures that control, direct, weed out and exclude 

the freedom of using language”. A number of examples of such procedures can be pointed out 

in the debates included in this study, of which I will mention two. My reason for doing so is 

to show that the methodology used in this study and a methodology focused on mechanisms 

of power complement each other.    

Firstly, the “parallel sketching session” for the area of Varvsstaden and the “idea 

competition” for the area of RDM are an example of the freedom-constraining procedures that 

control and weed out the number of people with access to the metaphorically called speaker’s 

chair. For the parallel sketching session four reputable architect firms with an already 

established reputation and from outside Malmö were invited. This obviously has several 

consequences; the foremost one that the invited actors have the privilege to influence the 

discourses over the development of Varvsstaden in an early stage of the planning process. In 

contrast, the idea competition for RDM was open to everyone, so the possibilities of 

contributing to the discourses over the future of the area is greater from the offset (hereby it is 

not said that the greater possibilities of contributing actually will have influence).  
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A second example concerns procedures that control, constrain and weed out the aspect of 

“coincidence, chance or randomness” in the uses of language. These procedures are internally 

imposed; the idea of having a certain “identity” generates a certain degree of repetition, 

sameness and regularity in discursive practices, Foucault (2004) states. Among others, the 

idea of an identity comes forth from the rules and propositions that frame a discipline 

(profession). These kinds of internally imposed procedures are evidential in this study when 

considering the differences between monument curators and planners on the matter of 

arguments, metaphors and underlying premises posed in the debates about Varvsstaden and 

the area of RDM.   

Language-games; widespread through professions  
In the culture-historical assessments and the planning documents, it turns out that the 

arguments and metaphors raised and the underlying premises to a great extent are the same 

unregard the context of Malmö or Rotterdam. What does differ instead, is to which profession 

(monument curator or planner) the debater belongs, and, if the object for debate is a single 

object or an area.  

Concerning the monument curators, it appears that they use different language-games (to 

borrow a concept from Wittgenstein) or fields of argument (to borrow a concept from 

Toulmin) dependent on whether an object or an area is assessed. Concerning the assessments 

of single objects within Varvsstaden and RDM, a premise such as the less anomalies x has 

from y, the more preserve-worthy is central. Concerning the assessment of the whole areas, 

the metaphor of the built heritage having story-telling value is central. This difference does 

not necessarily have to be so (the assessments could have been the other way around without 

becoming illogic), so seemingly it is a matter of different language-games or fields of 

argument.        

Concerning the differences between the monument curators and the planners, it appears 

that both professional groups are taking part in different language-games or different fields of 

argument. The use of similar arguments, metaphors and underlying ideas used by the 

professional groups, unregard the context of Malmö or Rotterdam, indicates that the process 

of spread across contextual boundaries effectively is carried out within the distinct 

professions.  
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The different language-games played or fields of argument used between monument 

curators and planners do not seem to conflict with each other; the arguments and metaphors 

used by monument curators are effectively incorporated in the planning documents. The 

advocacy of the value of cultural weathering and the anecdote – or story-telling – value in the 

culture-historical assessments is effectively turned into an asset and a commercial value in the 

planning documents. Discursively, this transformation does not seem to conflict, but at the 

level of figures of thought conflicts may arise between the idea of the moral duty of 

stewardship and the idea of commodification of the built heritage. These conflicts may appear 

at the level of the base, or in other words the social practices and the tangible environment. 

Reviewing the debates studied, the former figure of thought goes hand in hand with the 

advocacy of “diversity” and a degree of “rawness” or “messiness” of the remnants of the past, 

while the latter goes hand in hand with the advocacy of a defined single “image” or “product” 

and the cleaning up or sanitisation of the area (following the principles of the regularist 

model).    

  A potential tension between the “moral duty of stewardship” and 

“commodification” 
I want to emphasise that the cases from Malmö and Rotterdam raise evidence for a 

potential tension between the ideal type of preservation and a combined progressist and 

regularist ideal to ‘clean up’ the area, see figure 6.1. The preservation ideal is grounded on 

ideas such as a minimal intervention by authorities, and the appreciation of ruination, cultural 

weathering and the anecdote value. These ideas are mainly advocated in the culture-historical 

assessments. The combined progressist/regularist ideal is grounded on the removal of 

physical barriers, the fostering of flows and accessibility and the guidance of mental images 

related to the area. These ideas are mainly advocated in the planning documents. In the 

empirical material, Dirk Rijneke in Rotterdam and Patrik Svensson in Malmö put the potential 

tension between the two groups of ideas best in words; Rijneke (In RD 2002) questions the 

cleanness or “spic and span” propagated by the authorities, whereas Svensson (2012) states 

that the “rusting past” is losing against “architectonic bulimia”.  
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Figure of 
thought 

“The moral duty of 
stewardship” 

“Commodification”, and to lesser degree 
“progress” 

Ideal types of 
planning 

Preservation A combined progressist/regularist model 

Advocated in: Culture-historical assessments on 
RDM and Varvsstaden 

In planning documents on RDM and 
Varvsstaden 

Built heritage Is readable, has story-telling 
value 

Is an asset, a resource  

Realm Anecdote value Branding value 

Role of public 
authorities 

Maintenance and finding suitable 
functions, pro-contrast between 
old and new  

Intervention in the physical order by removing 
barriers and fostering flows as well as directing 
mental images 

Figure 6.1 - An overview of the tension between ideas in the cases of the RDM and Varvsstaden.    

From commodification of built heritage to the guidance of mental images 
Except for the debate about the Porters Lodge, the debates in this study confirm the 

importance of the figure of thought of commodification. The built heritage is an asset that fits 

into branding strategies. For the Kockums Crane, the branding intensified after demolition, 

which is an interesting observation. Concerning the debates about RDM and Varvsstaden, the 

branding process started in the initial stage of the planning process.   

Kavaratzis & Ashworth (2006) outline that branding deals with the guidance of mental 

images. Branding requires products or assets that can be turned into unique selling 

propositions – a role which the built heritage fulfils – and a strategy to position the brand “in 

relation to competing products within a defined competitive arena” (Kavaratzis and Ashworth 

2006:187). All of the debates in this study emphasise in some way the value of the object or 

the area in a competitive setting. For example, the Kockums Crane is related to the Turning 

Torso and the Tower of Eiffel, the Porters Lodge is related to the other buildings in the area 

and the debates about Varvsstaden and the area of RDM appeal to achieve a role model 

function and world-class business hubs within a greater context.  

Scholarly pessimism    
The central role of the figure of thought of commodification and the focus on mental 

images bears a consequence formulated well by Choay (2001:147): “it becomes more and 
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more difficult for the visitor to avoid these interferences [all kinds of attempts to direct and 

mediate mental images] and to be able to engage in unmediated dialogue with monuments”. 

This is the consequence that scholars as varied as J. Baudrillard, U. Eco, S: Zukin and P. Nora 

have expressed their pessimism about. To express their concern they have used different 

concepts, but the essence is that unregard if the phenomenon is to create “simulations”, “a 

hyperreality”, “authenticity of new beginnings” or “transformations of memory into history”, 

it is at the cost of what is supposed to be “original” (see resp. Baudrillard, 1994; Eco, 1995; 

Nora, 1989; Zukin, 2011). Even though the scholars above give negative connotations to the 

general ideas of commodification and mental images in heritage planning, there is also 

optimism about it. This is outlined by Anna Storm (2008), who states that the dominant 

perceptions – among the stakeholders of the transformation of the areas she studied – is 

characterised by hope and optimism. Hope and optimism as guiding forces for development 

are also evident in the cases I studied.   

Directions for further research 
The methodology used in this study has shown to improve the understanding of heritage 

planning. It also has shown that dialectic between a history of ideas (for which the concept of 

figures of thought was used) and a contemporary context (for which rhetorical tools were 

used) is fruitful. To even better understand the mechanisms underlying the spread of heritage 

planning across contexts, a direction for further research is to study premises (underlying 

arguments), experiential gestalts (underlying metaphors) and figures of thought central in 

different disciplines or professions that are involved in heritage planning (for example, 

monument curators and planners, but also academics). Two figures of thought that could be of 

interest for further examination of heritage planning are the idea of commodification of 

heritage and the idea that the whole is greater than the sum of its parts.         

Finally, a direction for further research is to focus on specific phenomena in heritage 

planning. As an example, I think of the case of the Kockums Crane. The case shows an 

interesting phenomenon; even though the crane physically is lost, it symbolically and 

imaginatively is to be regarded as cultural heritage of Malmö now more than ever. This 

suggests the importance of and the need to study the relationship between planning of the 

physical environment and planning for images, symbols and other kinds of simulations.  
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ABSTRACT
A wide variety of scholars acknowledge he-

ritage planning as a widespread phenomenon. 
However, to what extent it is widespread is deba-
table. Also, if heritage planning is an acknowledged 
widespread phenomenon, what can be learned 
about it when looking at the rhetoric and the key 
concepts used in different contexts?

This study aims at a cross-contextual investiga-
tion. The main aim is to interpret and to discuss 
rhetoric and underlying ideas used in heritage 
planning debates across contextual boundaries. 
The main aim is made workable through a num-
ber of methodological choices that curtail the 
scope of the study. The following main question 
is the result of these choices; what kinds of ar-
guments, metaphors and figures of thought are 
similar (context-independent) versus different 
(context-dependent) in a selection of recent and 
on-going debates about heritage planning from 
Malmö and Rotterdam? 

As part of the methodology, figures of thought 
– that are expected to be relevant for understan-
ding debates about heritage planning – are trea-
ted. This includes figures of thought such as the 
idea of an “original” and the idea of “progress”. 
Cases from the cities of Malmö and Rotterdam 
are chosen to study what similarities and differen-
ces come to the fore in  heritage planning deba-
tes running parallel in time but being situated in 
different contexts (respectively a Swedish and a 
Dutch). The debates chosen are about the Kock-
ums Crane and the area of Varvsstaden in Malmö 
and about the Porters Lodge and the area of RDM 
in Rotterdam. 

The analysis shows that the arguments and pre-
mises raised, the metaphors used and the under-
lying figures of thought are to a great extent simi-
lar between the cases from Malmö and the cases 
from Rotterdam. However, the use of arguments, 
metaphors and figures of thought differs profes-
sional groups in-between (“monument curators” 
versus “planners”) and between debates about 
single objects (the Kockums Crane and the Por-
ters Lodge) and debates about the development 
of areas (Varvsstaden and the area of RDM). 

This study shows that arguments, metaphors 
and figures of thought effectively are exchanged 
across national boundaries through professions. 
More notable however, is that different “langua-
ge-games” played or kinds of arguments used by 
monument curators and planners do not seem to 
conflict with each other at a discursive level. For 
example, the monument curator’s story-telling 
metaphors are smoothly turned into the planner’s 
commodification metaphors. However, at the level 
of figures of thought a potential conflict may ari-
se between the preservationist idea of the moral 
duty of stewardship and the idea of commodifi-
cation of built heritage propagated by an alliance 
between bureaucracy and economy.  
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