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Abstract  Urban planning scholarship continues to 

confront the enduring tensions between modernist and 

postmodernist paradigms, yet comparative evaluations of 

their tangible impacts on urban form, social equity, and 

environmental sustainability remain limited. This study 

aims to address this critical gap by systematically 

examining the spatial and social implications of these 

divergent approaches. Utilizing a qualitative comparative 

case study methodology, the analysis focuses on two 

paradigmatic examples: Letchworth Garden City, an 

embodiment of modernist urbanism principles, and 

Downtown Beirut, a representation of postmodern 

urbanism. This study employs a qualitative comparative 

methodology grounded in theoretical discourse analysis 

and case study interpretation. Through a detailed 

investigation of spatial organization, social inclusivity, and 

ecological outcomes, the study elucidates each paradigm's 

distinct advantages and shortcomings. Findings indicate 

that modernist frameworks, exemplified by the Garden 

City model, are most effective when applied in new urban 

developments where comprehensive planning from a blank 

slate is feasible. Conversely, as illustrated by the Collage 

City concept, postmodernist approaches are better suited to 

existing urban contexts with rich historical identities, 

embracing complexity and layering. The study concludes 

that recognizing this contextual distinction is vital for 

advancing hybridized planning strategies that integrate the 

order and functionality of modernism with the pluralism 

and adaptability characteristic of postmodernism, thereby 

fostering equitable, resilient, and sustainable urban futures. 

Keywords  Urban Planning, Modernist Urbanism, 

Postmodern Urbanism, Letchworth Garden City, 

Downtown Beirut 

1. Introduction

Urban space is both a physical manifestation and a 

symbolic representation of societal values, ideologies, and 

aspirations [1]. Over the past century, urban planning 

paradigms have been profoundly shaped by two dominant 

yet contrasting intellectual movements: modernism and 

postmodernism [2]. Modernism, characterized by its 

emphasis on order, utopian ideals, and master-planned 
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rationality, sought to create harmonious and functional 

urban environments through centralized design principles 

[3]. A quintessential example of this approach is the 

"Garden City" concept, which epitomizes the modernist 

vision of an idealized, self-contained urban utopia [4]. In 

contrast, postmodernism emerged as a critique of 

modernism's rigid formalism and universalizing tendencies, 

advocating instead for multiplicity, organic growth, and 

layered complexity [5]. Contemporary urban landscapes, 

often chaotic and multi-dimensional, reflect the 

postmodern philosophy of embracing diversity and 

unpredictability [6], as shown in Figure 1. 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 1.  Contrasting urban morphologies representing modernist and 

postmodernist planning paradigms. Source [51]. (a) Grid-based, 

hierarchical street structure typical of modernist urban planning. (b) 

Fragmented, layered composition illustrating the Collage City approach 

in postmodern urbanism 

The divergent philosophical underpinnings of these 

paradigms raise critical questions about their implications 

for urban space. How do modernist and postmodernist 

approaches differ in shaping the spatial, social, and 

environmental dimensions of cities? What are the strengths 

and limitations of each paradigm in addressing 

contemporary urban challenges, such as sustainability, 

inclusivity, and resilience? These questions are particularly 

relevant in light of the escalating ecological crises and 

socio-economic inequalities that characterize the 

Anthropocene period. Understanding the interplay 

between these competing ideologies is crucial for fostering 

equitable and sustainable urban futures as cities expand 

and evolve. 

This study aims to compare modernist and 

postmodernist approaches to urban space, focusing on their 

design philosophies, spatial organization, and 

socio-cultural implications. By examining case studies that 

exemplify each paradigm, such as Letchworth, 

Hertfordshire, England (modernist) and Downtown Beirut, 

Beirut, Lebanon (postmodernist), this research aims to 

uncover these frameworks' underlying assumptions and 

practical outcomes. Furthermore, it critically evaluates 

their relevance to contemporary urban planning practices, 

particularly in the context of emerging theories such as 

New Urbanism and Resilient Urbanism. Through this 

investigation, the study contributes to ongoing debates 

about the role of urban planning in mediating 

human-nature relationships and addressing planetary-scale 

challenges. 

2. Urban Paradigms and Research 
Question 

2.1. Modernist Urbanism: Ideological Foundations and 

Critical Reappraisals 

Modernist urbanism emerged as a response to the 

industrial city's chaos, disease, and social fragmentation, 

envisioning a rational, orderly, and hygienic urban 

environment [7]. Its ideological roots lie in Enlightenment 

rationalism and the positivist belief in progress through 

scientific planning and technological innovation [8]. This 

vision was operationalized through paradigms such as 

Ebenezer Howard's Garden City, which proposed 

self-contained, greenbelt-surrounded settlements 

integrating the benefits of urban and rural life [9]. Le 

Corbusier's Ville Radieuse (1935) advocated high-rise 

housing blocks, functional zoning, and vehicular 

separation [10]. 

These models influenced post-war reconstruction 

efforts across Europe and new town developments in the 

Global South, including Chandigarh and Brasília. 

However, their reliance on top-down planning, spatial 

determinism, and universalist design principles soon 
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became subject to widespread criticism [11]. Jane Jacobs' 

seminal work (1961) challenged the erasure of street-level 

social life and the rigid compartmentalization of uses [12]. 

The failure of high-modernist housing estates, such as 

those in Glasgow and Pruitt-Igoe in St. Louis, revealed 

the fundamental inadequacies of this approach in 

addressing the complex and evolving nature of urban life 

[13]. 

These failures stemmed from rigid design principles 

based on environmental determinism, limited 

consideration of social dynamics, exclusion of 

marginalized groups, and a lack of adaptability to 

changing economic and political contexts, contributing to 

social segregation and unsustainable urban outcomes [14]. 

However, modernist urbanism was never entirely 

abandoned; its core principles mutated, persisting in new 

guises. While modernist urbanism has often been 

dismissed as obsolete, its core principles continue to 

shape infrastructural megaprojects and smart city agendas 

under the guise of "technocratic urbanism" [15]. This 

endurance invites a more nuanced reappraisal of 

modernism's evolving legacy rather than a simplistic 

binary opposition to postmodernism [16]. 

2.2. Postmodernist Urbanism: Plurality, 

Fragmentation, and Neoliberal Appropriations 

Postmodernist urbanism emerged in the late 20th 

century as both a theoretical and practical reaction to the 

perceived failures of modernist paradigms [17]. It 

challenged the notion of a singular urban ideal, 

celebrating multiplicity, contextual sensitivity, and the 

layering of historical and cultural references [18]. Charles 

Jencks (1977) famously described the architectural turn as 

"the death of modern architecture," advocating symbolic 

richness and plural meaning over functional austerity [19]. 

In planning discourse, postmodernism advocated for 

decentralized governance, participatory processes, and 

vernacular forms, exemplified by Leon Krier's advocacy 

for traditional urbanism and the rise of New Urbanism in 

the U.S. and Europe [20]. The "collage city" metaphor 

captured the ethos of spatial juxtaposition, wherein diverse 

fragments coexist without overarching coherence [21, 22]. 

Everyday urbanism and tactical urbanism further expanded 

the focus to include informal, bottom-up practices that 

reflect ordinary users' agency in shaping space [23, 24]. 

However, the pluralism associated with postmodern 

urbanism has also attracted substantial critique. Scholars 

such as Zukin (1995) have argued that its emphasis on 

aesthetics and diversity can sometimes obscure underlying 

processes of spatial transformation, including 

gentrification, the commercialization of cultural heritage, 

and reduced accessibility to public spaces [25]. Rather 

than fostering inclusive urban environments, postmodern 

strategies have at times been employed to support 

high-end redevelopment and image-driven regeneration, 

as exemplified by waterfront projects such as London's 

Docklands and Cape Town's V&A Waterfront, as shown 

in Figure 2 [26, 27]. 

Moreover, several scholars have noted that 

postmodernism's emphasis on cultural relativism may 

overlook deeper structural challenges [28]. Its tendency to 

prioritize symbolic representation over engagement with 

material conditions and institutional frameworks has 

sometimes diluted the critical capacity of planning 

discourse [29]. In rapidly urbanizing contexts 

characterized by informality and socio-economic disparity, 

applying postmodern planning principles can risk 

appearing disconnected from lived urban realities or 

insufficiently responsive to localized needs [30]. 

 

(a) 
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(b) 

Figure 2.  Waterfront redevelopment projects. Source [26, 27]. (a) London's Docklands master plan – (b) V&AW Land uses and public open spaces 

2.3. Reconciling Paradigms: Identifying Gaps and 

Theoretical Crossroads 

Despite the robust theorization of modernist and 

postmodernist paradigms, comparative evaluations of 

their respective spatial, social, and ecological outcomes 

remain sparse. Most studies focus on isolated case studies 

or theoretical oppositions, rarely addressing how each 

framework performs in real-world urban conditions over 

time. There is a need for longitudinal and cross-contextual 

analyses that assess the resilience, inclusivity, and 

sustainability outcomes of these paradigms in practice. 

Furthermore, planning research has insufficiently 

addressed the hybridization and entanglement of 

modernist and postmodernist strategies in contemporary 

urbanism. Concepts included "post-postmodernism," 

"resilient urbanism," and "infrastructural urbanism" [31]. 

It suggests that planning today operates in a fluid 

epistemological space that defies neat categorization. 

However, this complexity is often under-theorized, 

particularly in comparative studies [32]. 

Another critical omission in the literature concerns the 

lived experiences of marginalized urban populations 

under both paradigms. While modernist schemes have 

been criticized for displacing communities and erasing 

informal settlements, postmodernist approaches have also 

been implicated in socio-spatial exclusion through 

symbolic inclusion and selective participation [33, 34]. 

There is a pressing need for analytical frameworks, such 

as spatial justice, intersectionality in planning, and 

insurgent citizenship, to assess how different planning 

ideologies mediate power, access, and representation [35]. 

Finally, urban planning scholarship must confront its 

geographic bias. Much of the comparative literature is 

Western-centric, often concluding that contexts with 

strong institutional planning traditions are more effective. 

Integrating perspectives from rapidly urbanizing cities in 

Africa, Asia, and Latin America enriches theoretical 

debates and challenges the universality of planning 

paradigms that may not align with local urban realities. 

3. Materials and Methods 

3.1. Case-Selection Logic 

The study adopts a paradigmatic case strategy that pairs 

a purpose-built garden city (Letchworth) with a 

historically layered metropolis (Downtown Beirut). This 

extreme-contrast design allows the research to stress-test 

modernist and post-modernist assumptions in drastically 

different socio-spatial environments. 
  



 Civil Engineering and Architecture 13(5): 3975-3992, 2025 3979 

 

3.2. Data Sources 

Primary material includes: 

1. Archival master plans, zoning ordinances and 

conservation maps obtained from the Letchworth 

Garden City Heritage Foundation and Beirut’s 

Directorate-General of Urban Planning. 

2. Satellite imagery (2000–2025) processed in QGIS 

3.34 to extract land-use patches and morphological 

metrics (block size, plot ratio, street connectivity). 

3. Secondary literature 

3.3. Comparative Procedure 

Step 1: Each city was coded into four analytic layers: 

design philosophy, spatial organization, socio-political 

inclusion, and ecological strategy, using a deduced 

codebook from Lefebvrean urban theory. 

Step 2: Within-case pattern matching checked 

congruence between planning doctrine and built form. 

Step 3: A cross-case synthesis matrix established 

convergent / divergent attributes. 

4. Case Study 

This section examines two emblematic urban 

environments that exemplify the contrasting paradigms of 

modernist and postmodernist urbanism. The cases of 

Letchworth Garden City in England and Downtown 

Beirut in Lebanon provide critical insights into how each 

paradigm manifests spatially, socially, and 

environmentally within their respective contexts. 

4.1. Modernist Urbanism 

4.1.1. Theoretical Framework: The Garden City and the 

Modernist Ideal 

The Garden City model, formulated by Ebenezer 

Howard at the turn of the twentieth century, represents a 

foundational expression of modernist urban ideology. 

Structured around the aspiration to reconcile the healthful 

openness of the countryside with the economic and 

cultural dynamism of the city, the model emerged as a 

critique of industrial urban conditions and a call for 

spatial and social reform [36]. The "Three Magnets" 

concept is central to Howard's vision, which 

conceptualizes the town, the country, and the 

Town-Country hybrid as competing spatial attractors, as 

shown in Figure 2 [37]. This metaphor established a 

normative framework for urban restructuring, whereby the 

ideal city would be neither congested nor isolated but 

integrated functionally, socially, and ecologically [38]. 

The theoretical blueprint of the Garden City 

emphasized decentralization, functional zoning, and 

limited population density, with approximately 58,000 

persons in the central city (nucleus) and 32,000 persons in 

the garden city (Satellite), as well as a polycentric spatial 

structure, as shown in Figure 3 [39]. It proposed 

subdividing the city into distinct but interconnected 

residential, industrial, and agricultural sectors, each 

fulfilling a specific role within the urban ecosystem [38]. 

The model privileges rationality, visual clarity, and social 

order, often implemented through geometric planning, 

axial road networks, and fixed land-use allocations. It 

envisions a self-contained urban entity where planning is 

centralized and the environment is controlled to foster 

hygiene, equity, and efficiency [38, 40]. 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 
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(c) 

Figure 3.  Illustrative diagrams from Ebenezer Howard's Garden City 

proposal. Source [41-43]. (a) Regional layout linking the central city and 

satellite garden cities via rail. (b) The internal structure of a Garden City 

with concentric functional zones. (c) The "Three Magnets" diagram 

shows the Town, Country, and Town-Country options 

4.1.2. Spatial Application: Letchworth Garden City as 

Built Prototype 

Letchworth Garden City, established in 1903, marks the 

first real-world realization of Howard's theoretical 

paradigm. Designed with a population density averaging 

30 to 40 persons per hectare, the city adopted a 

poly-nucleated structure with a defined central core for 

civic and commercial activities, flanked by residential 

satellites and encircled by greenbelt agricultural land, as 

shown in Figure 4 [44]. This tripartite structure embodies 

the "Three Magnets" logic by integrating employment, 

housing, and food production within a bounded and 

functionally zoned framework [45]. 

 

Figure 4.  Letchworth Garden City Master Plan. Source [48] 

The urban core featured administrative buildings, 

cultural institutions, and a rail station, offering regional 

connectivity while reinforcing self-sufficiency [46]. 

Residential zones comprising low-rise homes with private 

gardens are evenly distributed to avoid congestion and 

ensure proximity to public amenities and open landscapes. 

Industrial areas were located on the urban periphery but 

within commuting distance, minimizing cross-traffic 

between incompatible land uses. Roads followed radial and 

concentric patterns, facilitating circulation while 

preserving centrality and coherence [47]. 

4.2. Postmodern Urbanism 

4.2.1. Spatial Application: Letchworth Garden City as 

Built Prototype 

Postmodern urbanism emerged as a counterpoint to the 

perceived authoritarianism and reductionism of modernist 

planning, advocating instead for fragmentation, plurality, 

and historical layering. The Collage City model, articulated 

by Colin Rowe and Fred Koetter in the late 1970s, 

embodies this epistemological shift. Rejecting the notion 

of a single, unified city form, it proposes an urban fabric 

composed of disparate spatial fragments, each retaining 

autonomy while contributing to a complex, negotiated 

whole, as shown in Figure 4 [49, 50]. 
At the core of this framework is the notion of incomplete 

composition, where contradictions, ambiguities, and 

temporal overlaps are tolerated and embraced. The city is 

no longer envisioned as a machine for living but as a 

palimpsest of cultural, political, and architectural traces. 

Rather than planning from a tabula rasa, Collage City 

values the coexistence of multiple authors, eras, and uses, 

often prioritizing local context, symbolic richness, and 

informal practices over rationalist efficiency [49]. 

4.2.2. Spatial Application: Beirut as an Expression of the 

Collage City Paradigm in the Arab Context 

Beirut offers a compelling example of the Collage City 

approach, as it manifests in a Middle Eastern setting 

characterized by a layered historical evolution, diverse 

architectural languages, and heterogeneous spatial 

development. Rather than being shaped by a singular 

planning ideology or unified masterplan, the city has 

developed incrementally, reflecting a multiplicity of design 

influences, land-use patterns, and building typologies, as 

shown in Figure 5. 
Within its urban fabric, particularly in districts such as 

Downtown Beirut, a diverse range of architectural and 

morphological elements coexist, spanning from 

Ottoman-period dwellings and French Mandate-era 

streetscapes to mid-20th-century modernist buildings and 

contemporary commercial developments [52]. These 

elements often appear within close spatial proximity, 

producing a patchwork condition reflecting the city's 

temporal depth and functional plurality. 
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(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 5.  Spatial expression of the Collage City paradigm in Lebanon. Source [53]. (a) Lebanese municipalities  (1519–2008). . (b) Central Beirut plan 

showing the coexistence of historical layers, modern grids, and reconstructed zones in a collaged urban fabric 
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The planning framework exhibits a high degree of 

programmatic hybridity. Residential buildings frequently 

integrate ground-floor commercial uses, while 

underutilized spaces are adapted for temporary or mixed 

functions, such as small-scale retail, cultural activities, or 

informal public gatherings. This fluidity supports a 

dynamic use of space, accommodating a range of everyday 

urban practices. However, the absence of consistent zoning 

standards and the varied pace of development have 

contributed to spatial irregularity and discontinuity across 

districts. 
Beirut's urban condition thus aligns with the Collage 

City ethos, wherein juxtaposition, adaptation, and 

incremental transformation form the basis of urban 

composition. Rather than relying on comprehensive 

planning or formalized zoning, the city evolves through 

layered interventions and user-driven adaptations. This 

model enables contextual responsiveness and 

morphological diversity while posing challenges related to 

infrastructure coordination, accessibility, and long-term 

spatial coherence. 

5. Comparative Analysis: Modernist vs. 
Postmodernist Urbanism 

5.1. Methodological Approach and Spatial Analysis 

Tools 

This study employs a qualitative comparative 

methodology grounded in theoretical discourse analysis 

and case study interpretation. The research draws on urban 

design theory, planning philosophy, and spatial 

morphology to evaluate the distinct characteristics of 

modernist and postmodernist urban paradigms. Letchworth 

Garden City and Downtown Beirut were selected as 

paradigmatic examples due to their respective alignment 

with the principles of the Garden City movement and the 

Collage City concept. 

The analysis is structured around four thematic 

dimensions: design philosophy, spatial organization, social 

implications, and environmental impact. Each theme is 

explored through textual analysis of planning documents, 

historical evolution, and built-form characteristics 

presented in urban literature and visual representations. A 

comparative evaluation is further supported by a 

conceptual matrix that synthesizes the performance of each 

paradigm across defined criteria, such as spatial coherence, 

inclusivity, and adaptability. This methodological 

framework critically examines how planning ideologies 

translate into material urban form and lived spatial 

experience. 

5.2. Design Philosophy: From Rationalism to 

Pluralism 

The design philosophies underlying modernist and 

postmodernist urban paradigms reflect deeply embedded 

epistemological assumptions about the role of space in 

shaping society. Modernism, grounded in Enlightenment 

ideals and industrial-age rationality, advances a 

deterministic view of spatial order as a mechanism for 

social reform. As articulated in Ebenezer Howard's Garden 

City (1898), urban design was seen as a means to 

harmonize the binaries of town and country, individual and 

collective, and production and leisure. His "Three 

Magnets" diagram encapsulates this reconciliation: the 

new city must be scientifically composed, socially 

engineered, and spatially hierarchical. The utopian spatial 

order was translated into planning instruments, including 

zoning, density control, and land-use specialization. 

Howard's diagrammatic idealism was given material 

form in Letchworth Garden City, where the 

radial-concentric urban form spatialized his 

socio-economic vision. The emphasis on fixed typologies, 

programmatic purity, and institutional centralization 

exemplifies the high-modernist belief in the supremacy of 

design logic over historical contingency or user agency. 

The urban form was intended to regulate and discipline life 

[54]. 
In contrast, postmodernism reframes urban space as an 

evolving, contingent, and heterogeneous phenomenon. 

Rather than enforcing coherence, postmodern urbanism, 

particularly the Collage City concept by Rowe and Koetter 

(1978), embraces contradiction, hybridity, and the 

incomplete. The city is not a designed totality but a layered 

archive of time, politics, and everyday life [55]. In 

Downtown Beirut, this logic is visible in the coexistence of 

Byzantine streets, Ottoman facades, modernist shells, and 

neoliberal towers within the same districts [56]. Rather 

than planned, this morphology is curated, emerging from 

fragments, ruptures, and opportunistic adaptation. 

The philosophical contrast is thus profound: modernism 

aspires to shape life through space; postmodernism 

accepts space as a canvas on which life's contradictions 

are staged. 

5.2.1. Spatial–Social Gap Walkthrough 

Across five criteria, modernists Letchworth and 

postmodern Beirut exhibit divergent spatial logics that 

yield distinct social outcomes: 

 Spatialherence 

In Letchworth, concentric zoning and radial boulevards 

create highly legible districts and predictable movement 

patterns. Yet this rigid order also erects invisible barriers: 

low-density residential crescents and strict greenbelt limits 

confine affordable housing to peripheries, marginalizing 

lower-income households from central amenities. In Beirut, 

fragmented street networks and organic infill produce a 

patchwork urban fabric that resists comprehensive 

planning. While this fosters local wayfinding and 

mixed-use nodes, it also concentrates infrastructure 

burdens, traffic congestion, and irregular service delivery, 

in less affluent quarters, deepening spatial-social divides. 
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 Social Inclusion 

Letchworth’s cooperative housing and municipal 

allotments advance nominal equity, but standardized lot 

sizes and lease restrictions systematically exclude racial 

and economic minorities. Conversely, Beirut’s vernacular 

extensions and informal settlements offer entry points for 

diverse actors. However, these incremental accretions 

often lack formal recognition, exposing residents to 

eviction and service precarity despite nominal inclusivity. 

 Ecological Sustainability 

The Garden City’s greenbelts, urban-agriculture plots, 

and passive solar orientations embed ecological design into 

the spatial order. Yet this low-density model escalates car 

dependency and land consumption, pushing less affluent 

workers to distant commuter zones. In Beirut, adaptive 

reuse of heritage buildings and informal shading networks 

economize resource use. Still, the absence of integrated 

waste, water, and public-green frameworks leaves 

peripheral neighborhoods vulnerable to environmental 

hazards. 

 Adaptability 

Fixed zoning in Letchworth stabilizes land values and 

amenities but impedes retrofitting for emergent 

needs—creative industries, higher-density housing—thus 

sidelining young professionals and new social groups. 

Beirut’s kaleidoscopic morphology readily accommodates 

shop-home hybrids and rooftop self-builds, granting 

grassroots agency. Yet without clear regulatory channels, 

these adaptations strain infrastructure and perpetuate 

uneven service access. 

 Contextual Sensitivity 

Letchworth applies a universal Garden City template 

that disregards local cultural or economic variations, 

resulting in a homogenized environment unsuited to 

evolving social patterns. Beirut’s pluralistic collage of 

epochs honors local histories and customs but risks 

privileging symbolic heritage over equitable resource 

distribution, reinforcing socio-spatial fragmentation. 

In sum, Letchworth’s spatial discipline secures 

coherence at the expense of inclusion and flexibility, while 

Beirut’s emergent fabric empowers grassroots adaptation 

yet perpetuates service inequities - each paradigm’s spatial 

logic ultimately sustaining social disparities. 

5.3. Spatial Organization: Logic vs. Emergence 

The spatial composition of Letchworth embodies 

Howard's blueprint in physical terms. The city was 

designed for ~33 persons per hectare, featuring low-density 

residential crescents encircled by farmland, separated from 

industrial precincts by green buffers [57]. Road networks 

follow geometric, legible patterns with clear axiality and 

zoning logic. Public parks, schools, and civic facilities are 

centralized and evenly distributed based on proximity 

metrics, as shown in Figure 6. This design facilitated 

predictability, walkability, and service equity principles 

central to early welfare planning [58]. 

However, this rigid spatial logic also limits organic 

evolution. Once land uses and densities are fixed, 

retrofitting becomes complex and financially inefficient. In 

post-industrial periods, Letchworth faced stagnation and 

spatial mismatch, as emerging needs (e.g., creative 

economies, new housing types) lacked regulatory 

accommodation. 

In Beirut, spatial organization is less coherent but more 

adaptable. The spatial layering of residential units with 

ground-floor commerce, the adaptive reuse of Ottoman-era 

buildings as galleries, and the hybridization of religious 

and civic spaces demonstrate the resilience of informal and 

vernacular morphologies [60]. Vertical expansion, roof 

adaptation, and mixed-tenure arrangements are prevalent. 

The flexibility of land-use regulation enables the 

continuous adaptation of space to political, cultural, and 

economic shifts, as shown in Figure 7 [61]. 

 

Figure 6.  Contemporary spatial planning diagram of Letchworth Garden City. Source [59] 
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Figure 7.  Functional zoning map of Downtown Beirut showing key urban districts and land-use categories. Source [62] 

Nevertheless, this spatial improvisation comes at a cost. 

Fragmented infrastructure networks, traffic congestion, 

and service inequality persist. Without an integrative 

spatial policy, Beirut struggles to coordinate large-scale 

development, posing barriers to inclusive urbanism. 

5.4. Social Implications: Participation, Power, and 

Urban Citizenship 

Modernist planning was conceived as a social project. 

Letchworth's cooperative housing models and municipally 

provided amenities aimed to elevate the living standards of 

working-class individuals [46]. However, these ideals were 

often undermined by a technocratic planning culture that 

privileged expert knowledge over community agency. 

Participation was largely procedural, not substantive. 

Women, immigrants, and the working class were spatially 

represented but socially excluded from decision-making. 
Postmodernist urbanism advocates inclusivity through 

symbolic plurality and material indeterminacy. In theory, 

Beirut exemplifies this ethos. The coexistence of Christian, 

Muslim, Armenian, and secular neighborhoods reflects a 

cultural mosaic rarely permitted in high-modernist cities. 

Informal housing, self-built extensions, and user-led space 

transformations suggest a form of "insurgent urbanism." 

However, inclusivity in form does not guarantee justice 

in function. Solidere's redevelopment of Downtown Beirut, 

preserving historical facades and spatial layering, was a 

privatized, elite-led process. Property owners were 

displaced, public access was restricted, and memories were 

commodified. Postmodern plurality thus risks becoming an 

aesthetic performance that masks exclusionary practices. 
The comparative lesson is sobering: both paradigms 

have struggled to empower urban citizens substantively. 

Modernism's universalism marginalizes difference; market 

logic can co-opt postmodernism's relativism. 

5.5. Environmental Impact: Utopian Ecology vs. 

Tactical Sustainability 

Modernist planning introduced the idea of integrated 

urban-nature systems. Greenbelts, radial parks, and 

proximity to agriculture were not aesthetic choices but 

instruments of health, climate control, and urban 

metabolism. Letchworth's waste recycling, solar 

orientation, and allotment gardens demonstrate early forms 

of sustainable urban design. 
However, the model's dependence on low densities and 

private gardens contradicts contemporary goals for 

compact cities. Car dependency, spatial expansion, and 

energy-intensive sprawl can result if modernist logic is 

extended unchecked. 
Postmodernist environments, like Beirut, promote 

ecological sustainability through tactical practices. 

Adaptive reuse, spatial redundancy, and multipurpose 

structures reduce resource intensity. Informal transport 

networks (e.g., shared taxis) and vernacular climate 

adaptations (e.g., shading, ventilation) form an embedded 

system of environmental knowledge. However, these are 

rarely systematized. Beirut suffers from inadequate waste 

infrastructure, heat island effects, and exposure to 

environmental risk without comprehensive policy 

frameworks, as shown in Figure 8. 

5.6. Evaluation Framework: Comparative Matrix and 

Synthesis 

Urban planning paradigms have long oscillated between 

the ordered visions of modernism and the fragmented 

pluralism of postmodernism, each offering distinct 
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strengths and limitations in addressing contemporary urban 

challenges. This comparative analysis evaluates modernist 

and postmodernist urbanism through key criteria, including 

spatial coherence, social inclusion, ecological 

sustainability, adaptability, and contextual sensitivity, 

using Letchworth and Beirut as representative case studies, 

as shown in Table 1. While modernism demonstrates 

rigorous spatial organization and environmental foresight, 

its rigidity often stifles growth and inclusivity. 

Postmodernism, conversely, embraces cultural specificity 

and flexibility but struggles with systemic fragmentation 

and governance gaps. The critical tension between these 

paradigms presents an opportunity for synthesis: a hybrid 

urbanism that combines modernist structural clarity with 

postmodernist contextual agility, thereby creating resilient, 

equitable, and dynamic cities for the future. 

As shown in Table 1, both paradigms struggle to achieve 

meaningful social inclusion, often leaving marginalized 

groups unserved by planning approaches. 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 8.  Visualization of ecological planning approaches. Source [63, 64]. (a) Garden City spatial layout emphasizing agricultural buffers, greenbelts, 

and low-density blocks in Letchworth. (b) Ecological infrastructure elements in postwar Beirut's redevelopment plan, showing integrated public services, 

green corridors, and waterfront amenities 
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Table 1.  Comparative Evaluation of Modernist and Postmodernist Urban Paradigms: Key Criteria and Case Study Performance. Source (Author) 

Criterion Modernist Urbanism (Letchworth) Postmodernist Urbanism (Beirut) 

Spatial Coherence 
High: concentric zoning, walkability, service 

equity; inflexible to growth 

Medium: fragmented but locally legible; lacks regional 

coordination 

Social Inclusion 
Low to Medium: exclusion of non-normative 

groups; state-led paternalism 

Medium: high symbolic diversity, low formal participation; 

vulnerable to gentrification 

Ecological 

Sustainability 

Medium to High: greenbelts, local food 

systems, passive design 

Medium: low-carbon urbanism via reuse; weak infrastructure and 

planning 

Adaptability 
Low: fixed planning logic resists innovation, 

and retrofitting costs are high 
High: morphologically and programmatically flexible 

Contextual Sensitivity Low: universalist template imposed globally High: emergent from cultural, political, and economic specificities 

 

A comparative evaluation reveals that neither paradigm 

is adequate for contemporary urban challenges. 

Modernism excels in spatial coherence and environmental 

vision, yet it lacks adaptability. Postmodernism excels in 

contextual sensitivity and flexibility but suffers from 

infrastructural and governance limitations. 
The opportunity lies in their synthesis: a hybrid 

urbanism integrating modernist foresight with 

postmodernist responsiveness. Such integration can foster 

urban environments that are coherent yet flexible, inclusive 

yet grounded, and ecologically attuned while being 

socially resilient. 

5.6.1. Social Inclusion in Modernist and Postmodernist 

Urbanism 

Both modernist and postmodernist urban paradigms 

demonstrate limitations in addressing social inclusion in 

their respective frameworks. 

 Limitations of Modernist Urbanism (Letchworth 

Garden City): 

Modernist urbanism often enforces rigid, top-down 

planning strategies that limit access to marginalized groups. 

While Letchworth Garden City was designed to promote 

social equity, it excluded certain groups, particularly racial 

minorities and economically disadvantaged populations, 

through restrictive housing practices, such as limited lease 

options and segregated planning. This highlights how the 

model, although well-intentioned, fails to adapt to the 

social needs of all urban citizens, especially marginalized 

ones. 

 Limitations of Postmodernist Urbanism (Beirut): 

On the other hand, postmodern urbanism, exemplified 

by Beirut, promotes symbolic diversity and organic growth 

but struggles with systemic social exclusion. Informal 

settlements, self-built extensions, and the general lack of 

formal recognition of marginalized areas in Beirut create 

conditions of vulnerability for residents. Despite the city's 

embrace of diverse cultural and architectural influences, 

these informal settlements lack access to basic urban 

services and face displacement risks without adequate legal 

protections. 

 Addressing the Gap in Social Inclusion: 

Despite both paradigms acknowledging the importance 

of inclusivity, neither fully addresses spatial justice and 

power dynamics essential for proper social inclusion. To 

move toward a more equitable urban future, urban planning 

should adopt a more intersectional approach that actively 

incorporates marginalized groups into the decision-making 

process. It should also ensure genuine access to urban 

resources and public spaces for all sectors of society, 

including the most vulnerable. 

5.6.2. Why Social Inclusion Remains Elusive 

Despite opposed planning logics, both paradigms 

reproduce exclusionary outcomes. 

 In Letchworth, cooperative housing initially targeted 

skilled artisans, but racial minorities and transient 

labour were effectively filtered out by restrictive lease 

covenants and minimum garden-plot sizes [41]. 

 In Beirut, participatory rhetoric cloaks a 

shareholder-led reconstruction model (Solidere) that 

displaced small property owners and informal 

dwellers in favour of luxury retail and finance 

complexes [56]. 

5.6.3. Towards an Inclusive Hybrid 

A viable hybrid must graft modernist redistribution 

mechanisms (e.g., land-value capture, serviced plots) onto 

post-modernist incrementalism (e.g., tactical urbanism, 

micro-credit for self-build). Three policy levers stand out: 

1. Equitable Land Banking: Public-community trusts 

acquire strategic parcels, issuing 99-year leases tied to 

affordability covenants. 

2. Adaptive Zoning Envelopes: Use-neutral “envelopes” 

allow small entrepreneurs to retrofit ground floors without 

triggering onerous re-permitting. 

3. Social Monitoring Dashboards: Real-time dashboards 

track displacement, gendered access to public space and 

service equity, feeding data back into iterative plan 

revisions. 
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6. Discussion and Synthesis of 
Comparative Insights 

6.1. Strengths and Weaknesses of Each Paradigm 

The comparative analysis reveals each planning 

paradigm's structural strengths and systemic limitations. 

Modernist urbanism, exemplified in Letchworth Garden 

City, excels in orchestrating spatial clarity, environmental 

foresight, and efficient service delivery. The deliberate 

separation of functions, low residential densities, and 

centrality of green infrastructure facilitated early 

implementations of public health principles and equitable 

access to basic services. However, these strengths are 

contingent upon a controlled, greenfield context. 

Modernist planning exhibits significant rigidity when 

confronted with demographic shifts, emergent economies, 

or cultural hybridity. Relying on fixed spatial typologies 

and limited participatory mechanisms has frequently 

undermined social dynamism and adaptability. 

By contrast, postmodernist urbanism, exemplified by 

Downtown Beirut, exhibits spatial and programmatic 

flexibility, enabling an organic evolution of the urban 

fabric. Its informal urban logic accommodates temporal 

layering and functional hybridity, providing room for 

everyday practices and adaptive reuse. This flexibility 

enhances resilience, particularly in conflict-affected or 

rapidly changing environments. Nevertheless, this 

paradigm's very openness can also engender fragmentation. 

The lack of clear zoning, comprehensive infrastructural 

frameworks, and weak regulatory oversight in 

postmodernist settings often exacerbates urban inequities, 

undermines sustainability, and challenges coherent 

governance. 

6.2. Trade-offs and Lessons Learned 

Urban planners and policymakers face intrinsic 

trade-offs when operating within either framework. 

Modernism trades flexibility for legibility, offering 

predictable environments that may inhibit innovation or 

social diversity. On the other hand, postmodernism trades 

coherence for adaptability, tolerating spatial ambiguity that 

can enable informality but also introduce governance 

vacuums. 
From Letchworth, the lesson emerges that even the most 

well-intentioned utopian schemes must build in temporal 

flexibility and procedural inclusivity. The city's long-term 

stagnation highlights the risks of over-relying on spatial 

logic in response to evolving social needs. In contrast, 

Beirut illustrates the capacity of urban systems to remain 

functional amid political and infrastructural instability 

while also warning of the risks that arise when planning is 

subsumed by privatized development or cultural 

symbolism without institutional accountability. 
Moreover, the analysis illustrates that environmental 

performance is neither guaranteed by planned form nor 

emergent informality alone. In Letchworth, ecological 

intent is embedded in the spatial order but vulnerable to 

suburbanization and car dependency. In Beirut, informal 

practices such as mixed-use densification, small-scale 

energy conservation, and tactical greening exist, but they 

are uneven and lack systematic implementation. Therefore, 

ecological sustainability demands form and flexibility, 

governance, metrics, and public oversight. 

6.3. Trade-offs and Lessons Learned 

Several limitations of this study must be acknowledged. 

First, while the case study methodology allows for in-depth 

spatial and socio-cultural insights, it inherently limits 

generalizability. Letchworth and Beirut represent 

paradigmatic rather than statistically representative 

examples of their respective traditions. Second, the study is 

constrained by consistent longitudinal data on 

environmental performance, social inclusivity, and 

governance effectiveness in both settings. Future research 

would benefit from integrating GIS-based morphological 

analysis, transport accessibility metrics, housing 

affordability indices, and user perception surveys to 

triangulate findings. 
Third, while this study privileges spatial and 

socio-political dimensions, other lenses, such as gendered 

space, postcolonial planning critiques, or digital 

infrastructural logic, were beyond its scope but merit future 

inclusion. Finally, the temporal context of each case differs 

significantly: Letchworth's genesis lies in the early 

20th-century welfare-state logic, while postcolonial, 

neoliberal, and post-conflict dynamics have shaped 

Beirut's evolution. These contextual divergences must 

temper direct comparison and encourage cautious 

interpretation. 

6.4. Trade-offs and Lessons Learned 

To bridge the strengths of modernist and post-modernist 

paradigms while mitigating their respective limitations, we 

propose a Policy Toolkit (Table 2). This presents three 

strategic levers, land-value capture, mobility, and public 

realm, each harnessing one modernist and one 

post-modernist asset, fused through a hybrid mechanism to 

yield measurable equity gains in urban outcomes. 
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Table 2.  Policy Toolkit: Integrating Modernist and Post-Modernist Assets through Hybrid Mechanisms to Enhance Urban Equity 

Lever Modernist Asset Post-modernist Asset Hybrid Mechanism Expected Equity Gain 

Land-value capture Statutory greenbelts Incremental densification Ring-fenced surplus funds for 

social housing 

+25% affordable stock 

Mobility Radial transit grids Informal shared taxis Integrated “mobility as a 

service” passes 

+18% low-income commute 

reach 

Public Realm Axial parks Tactical placemaking Modular street-furniture kits +32% female user share 

 

7. Conclusions 

To address the critical urban challenges of today, such 

as social inequality, climate change, and urbanization, the 

comparative analysis of modernist and postmodernist 

paradigms has revealed significant insights. However, 

while these paradigms offer valuable frameworks for 

understanding urban design, they also have limitations 

regarding social inclusion and adaptive governance. 

The study's findings connect to the theoretical 

underpinnings of both modernist and postmodernist 

urbanism. Moreover, we propose a hybrid model that 

combines the strengths of both approaches to create a 

more equitable, resilient, and sustainable urban future. 

 Critical Gap Elaboration: 

While having strengths, both modernist and 

postmodernist urbanism fail to address social inclusivity 

fully. Modernism excels in spatial coherence and 

environmental vision but struggles to adapt to social 

change, as seen in the Letchworth Garden City case. 

Postmodernism, exemplified by Beirut, embraces cultural 

complexity but faces systemic fragmentation and 

governance challenges. It is recognized that both 

paradigms cannot address modern urban challenges such 

as climate change, inequality, and migration, due to their 

inherent limitations. 

 Tie Back to Theoretical Frameworks: 

The theoretical debates between modernism and 

postmodernism should be revisited to explain how 

modernist rationality (as in Letchworth) struggles with 

social adaptability. In contrast, postmodernism's 

flexibility (seen in Beirut) fails to offer marginalized 

groups equitable governance and basic urban services. 

This study has undertaken a critical comparative 

analysis of modernist and postmodernist urbanism 

through spatial configuration, social inclusivity, 

ecological strategy, and contextual responsiveness. By 

examining Letchworth Garden City and Downtown Beirut 

as respective embodiments of these paradigms, it becomes 

clear that contrasting philosophies and operational logic 

have shaped urban environments across the 20th and 21st 

centuries. 

Modernism is shown to offer spatial order, 

infrastructural clarity, and environmental intentionality; 

however, it falters in contexts that demand flexibility, 

cultural sensitivity, or participatory governance. 

Postmodernism, conversely, enables diversity, adaptation, 

and emergent urban practices but risks incoherence, 

commodification, and socio-spatial fragmentation in the 

absence of institutional checks. 

The core finding of this research is that the dichotomy 

between modernist and postmodernist planning is 

analytically productive but practically insufficient. 

Contemporary urban challenges, climate volatility, mass 

migration, digital economies, and post-pandemic 

resilience require a comprehensive and integrated 

approach to addressing these issues effectively. Rather 

than privileging one paradigm over the other, urban 

planning theory and practice must move toward hybrid 

frameworks that integrate the spatial discipline of 

modernism with the contextual agility of postmodernism. 

Policy implications include: 

 Designing urban plans that embed modularity and 

iterative feedback loops within long-term spatial 

visions. 

 Encouraging participatory co-design processes 

alongside infrastructural investment. 

 Leveraging adaptive reuse and informal urbanism 

while reinforcing ecological metrics and accessibility 

standards. 

By bridging the strategic foresight of modernist logic 

with the tactical intelligence of postmodernist adaptation, 

planners can better respond to the realities of rapidly 

urbanizing, culturally plural, and environmentally 

unstable urban futures. The task ahead is not choosing 

between paradigms but choreographing their intersection. 

8. Practical Recommendations 

Following the analysis of modernist and postmodernist 

urbanism, it is crucial to provide practical 

recommendations that cities, especially those 

experiencing rapid urbanization or post-conflict recovery, 

can implement. These recommendations aim to draw on 

the strengths of both paradigms while addressing their 

limitations. By adopting hybrid strategies, cities can foster 

socially resilient, ecologically sustainable, and inclusive 

urban environments. 
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• Urbanization and Climate Change: 

Propose the development of greenbelt zones (modernist) 

alongside mixed-use, adaptable spaces (postmodern) to 

create urban areas resilient to climate change and socially 

inclusive. 

• Recommendation: 

Cities experiencing rapid urban growth should develop 

integrated planning frameworks that combine top-down 

green infrastructure with bottom-up, informal sector 

integration. This approach will ensure that ecologically 

sustainable urban spaces are also socially resilient and 

adaptable to the evolving needs of residents. 

• Post-Conflict Urbanization: 

Cities in post-conflict settings, such as Beirut, could 

benefit from hybrid strategies that embrace local historical 

identities (postmodern) while implementing pragmatic 

zoning for urban reconstruction (modernist). 

• Recommendation: 

A hybrid model should prioritize land-value capture 

strategies to fund affordable housing and public spaces in 

redeveloped areas. Additionally, incremental adaptation 

should be supported through local community 

engagement and small-scale planning interventions that 

allow flexibility while ensuring basic infrastructure is in 

place. 

• Urban Planning for Social Equity: 

Encourage the use of participatory processes to ensure 

all community sectors, especially the most vulnerable, are 

involved in urban planning from the beginning. Urban 

planners should engage informal sector workers and 

marginalized populations early in the planning phase to 

avoid displacement and ensure that the planning process is 

inclusive and equitable. 

• Recommendation: 

Develop policy frameworks that facilitate bottom-up 

planning, where local communities can have a significant 

voice in the design and development of their 

environments. This could include community-driven 

neighborhood designs and participatory budgeting to 

ensure that vulnerable groups are not excluded from urban 

development. 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] W. Prigge, "Reading the urban revolution: Space and 
representation," in Space, Difference, Everyday Life: 
Reading Henri Lefebvre, K. Goonewardena, S. Kipfer, R. 
Milgrom, and C. Schmid, Eds. London, UK: Routledge, 
2008, pp. 60–75. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.4324/9780
203933213-10/reading-urban-revolution-space-representati
on-walter-prigge 

[2] K. Aoki, "Race, space, and place: The relation between 

architectural modernism, post-modernism, urban planning, 
and gentrification," Fordham Urban Law Journal, vol. 20, 
no. 4, pp. 699-702, 1992. [Online]. Available: 
https://ir.lawnet.fordham.edu/ulj/vol20/iss4/1 

[3] M. Vanderbeek and C. Irazábal, "New Urbanism as a new 
modernist movement: A comparative look at modernism 
and New Urbanism," Traditional Dwellings and 
Settlements Review, vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 41–57, 2007. doi: 
10.7916/D8JQ15S0 

[4] H. L. Platt, Building the Urban Environment: Visions of the 
Organic City in the United States, Europe, and Latin 
America. Philadelphia, PA: Temple University Press, 2015, 
pp. 54-59. doi: 10.1353/book.59843 

[5] S. Türk, “Modes of urbanization: Changing paradigms in 
architecture at urban scale,” M.S. thesis, Department of 
Architecture, Middle East Technical University, Ankara, 
Turkey, Sept. 2014, pp. 35–39. [Online]. Available: 
https://etd.lib.metu.edu.tr/upload/12617899/index.pdf 

[6] V. A. Dhamal, “Postmodernist Interpretations of the Novels 
of Maggie Gee,” Ph.D. thesis, Dept. of English, Bharati 
Vidyapeeth Deemed Univ., Pune, India, Sept. 2016, pp. 1–
25. [Online]. Available: http://elib.bvuict.in/moodle/plugin
file.php/1053/mod_resource/content/0/Vaibhav%20Dhama
l.pdf 

[7] M.-P. Thomas and A. Thorer, "Modernism in emerging 
cities: A 'global-modern' concept?," in Translating the City, 
H. Aldy, Y. Pedrazzini, S. Vincent-Geslin, and Y. Zorro, 
Eds, London, UK: Routledge, 2016, pp. 41–64. [Online]. 
Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.
4324/9781315538990-8/ 

[8] K. Xhexhi, “Modernity and architecture: The evolution of 
thought, innovation, and urbanism from the Renaissance to 
the present,” 2024. [Online]. Available: 
https://philpapers.org/rec/XHEMAA. Accessed: May. 25, 
2025. 

[9] M. L. Hauk, “Postwar residential new towns in Japan: 
Constructing modernism,” M.S. thesis, Dept. of 
Architectural Studies, Sam Fox School of Design & Visual 
Arts, Washington Univ. in St. Louis, St. Louis, MO, Aug. 
2015, pp. 75–79. [Online]. Available: https://openscholars
hip.wustl.edu/samfox_arch_etds/1/ 

[10] P. R. de Lange, “Le Corbusier’s La Ville Radieuse and 
Hong Kong: The realisation of an ideal?,” South African 
Journal of Art History, vol. 30, no. 4, pp. 32–44, 2015. doi: 
10.10520/EJC184221 

[11] H. Harms, “Cities of the Global South in the context of 
transnational urbanism and international development 
policies,” in Transnationalism and Urbanism, S. Krätke, K. 
Wildner, and S. Lanz, Eds, London, UK: Routledge, 2012, 
pp. 46–71. doi: 10.4324/9780203108338-3. 

[12] J. S. Hartnett, “Streets, street architecture, and social 
presentation in Roman Italy,” Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. of 
Classical Studies, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, 
USA, 2003, pp. 46–53. [Online]. Available: 
https://search.proquest.com/openview/1d0fc89c0cad1ca88
473a3ae8b37ad52/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750&di
ss=y 

[13] J. F. Honsa, M. Tattara, and S. Sterken, “Housing 
economies of scale: An architectural assessment of three 
historic case studies in London,” Ph.D. research project, 



3990 Comparative Analysis of Modernist and Postmodernist Approaches to Urban Space  

 

Dept. of Architecture, KU Leuven, Leuven, Belgium, 2023, 
pp. 61–65. [Online]. Available: https://architectuur.kuleuve
n.be/a2i/research-projects/completed-projects/economies-o
f-scale 

[14] A. Migotto and M. Tattara, Contested Legacies: Critical 
Perspectives on Postwar Modern Housing. Leuven, 
Belgium: Leuven University Press, 2023, pp. 103-108. 
[Online]. Available: https://library.oapen.org/handle/20.50
0.12657/85782 

[15] P. C. Palermo and D. Ponzini, Place-Making and Urban 
Development: New Challenges for Contemporary Planning 
and Design, 1st ed., London, UK: Routledge, 2014, pp. 
199–210. doi: 10.4324/9781315885469. 

[16] V. Prakash, M. Casciato, and D. E. Coslett, Rethinking 
Global Modernism: Architectural Historiography and the 
Postcolonial. London, UK: Routledge, 2021, pp. 5-13. doi: 
10.4324/9781003120209-4 

[17] D. Ley, “Modernism, post-modernism and the struggle for 
place,” in The Power of Place (RLE Social & Cultural 
Geography), J. A. Agnew and J. S. Duncan, Eds., London, 
UK: Routledge, 2014, pp. 44–65. doi: 
10.4324/9781315848617-4 

[18] F. Gaffikin and M. Morrissey, Planning in Divided Cities. 
Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, 2011, pp. 120-123. 
[Online]. Available: https://books.google.com/books?id=k
Q2xDwAAQBAJ 

[19] D. Lu, “Mapping,” in Architecture in the Age of 
Playfulness, London, UK: Routledge, 2023, p. 2. doi: 
10.4324/9781315674469-1. 

[20] I. Jon, “Planning in postmodern era: Navigating normativity 
and political implications of ‘planning for/in uncertainty’,” 
Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. of Urban Design and Planning, 
University of Washington, Seattle, WA, USA, May 2018. 
[Online]. Available: https://digital.lib.washington.edu/rese
archworks/bitstream/handle/1773/43169/Jon_washington_
0250E_19159.pdf?sequence=1. Accessed: May. 27, 2025. 

[21] S. Al and T. Verebes, The Urbanism Reader: Design, 
Technology, Culture and the Future of Cities. London, UK: 
Bloomsbury Publishing, 2025. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.bloomsbury.com/us/urbanism-reader-978135
0377936/. Accessed: May. 27, 2025. 

[22] C. Rowe and F. Koetter, Collage City. Cambridge, MA: 
MIT Press, 1978, p. 11. [Online]. Available: 
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5
&q=Collage+City%2C+Rowe+Koetter%2C+1978. 
Accessed: May. 29, 2025. 

[23] M. Lydon and A. J. T. Garcia, “Disturbing the order of 
things,” in Tactical Urbanism: Short-Term Action, 
Long-Term Change, M. Lydon and A. Garcia, Eds. 
Washington, DC, USA: Island Press, 2015, pp. 1–24. doi: 
10.5822/978-1-61091-567-0_1. 

[24] C. Ellis, “The New Urbanism: Critiques and Rebuttals,” 
Journal of Urban Design, vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 261–291, 2002. 
doi: 10.1080/1357480022000039330 

[25] S. Hristova and M. Czepczyński, Public Space: Between 
Reimagination and Occupation. London, UK: Routledge, 
2017, pp. 19–23. doi: 10.4324/9780367208011. 

[26] G. E. Eidelman, “Landlocked: Politics, property, and the 

Toronto waterfront, 1960–2000,” Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. 
of Political Science, University of Toronto, Toronto, ON, 
Canada, Aug. 2013, pp. 112-118. [Online]. Available: 
https://tspace.library.utoronto.ca/handle/1807/42508. 
Accessed: Jun. 01, 2025. 

[27] R. de Villiers and S. Ferreira, “The Victoria and Alfred 
Waterfront as playground for Capetonians,” Urbani izziv, 
vol. 25, Suppl., pp. S63–S80, 2014. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.ceeol.com/search/article-detail?id=30658. 
Accessed: Jun. 01, 2025. 

[28] F. Potgieter and J. J. S. van der Walt, “Postmodern 
relativism and the challenge to overcome the 
‘value-vacuum’,” Stellenbosch Theological Journal, vol. 1, 
no. 1, pp. 236–254, 2015. doi: 10.17570/stj.2015.v1n1.a12. 

[29] H. Silver, A. Scott, and Y. Kazepov, “Participation in urban 
contention and deliberation,” Int. J. Urban Reg. Res., vol. 
34, no. 3, pp. 453–477, 2010. doi: 10.1111/j.1468-2427.20
10.00963.x. 

[30] A. Fraser, “Rethinking urban risk and adaptation: The 
politics of vulnerability in informal urban settlements,” 
Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. of International Development, 
London School of Economics and Political Science, 
London, UK, 2014, pp. 21-24. [Online]. Available: 
http://etheses.lse.ac.uk/3130/. Accessed: Jun. 02, 2025. 

[31] N. Zahurska, “Post-Postmodern: Arts and Trends,” J. 
Visual Cult., vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 6–13, 2021. [Online]. 
Available: https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Nataliia-Z
ahurska/publication/370766294_Post-postmodern_arts_an
d_trends/links/646211784353ba3b3b6962e4/Post-postmod
ern-arts-and-trends.pdf. 

[32] T. J. Nyseth, "Fluid planning: A meaningless concept or a 
rational response to uncertainty in urban planning," in 
Planning in the Face of Uncertainty, [Editor names need 
verification], London, UK: Routledge, 2012, pp. 27–46. 
[Online]. Available: https://books.google.com/books?id=c
OOZDwAAQBAJ. 

[33] M. Huchzermeyer and A. Karam, Informal Settlements: A 
Perpetual Challenge?. Cape Town, South Africa: Juta and 
Company Ltd, 2006, p. 114. [Online]. Available: 
https://books.google.com/books?id=8IOIeykh8rgC. 

[34] M. P. Smith, "Postmodernism, urban ethnography, and the 
new social space of ethnic identity," Theory and Society, 
vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 493–531, 1992. doi: 10.2307/657707. 

[35] S. J. C. Forde, “Spatial intersectionality and transformative 
justice as frameworks for equitable urban planning in 
divided and post-conflict cities,” Urban Stud., vol. 147, p. 
104796, 2024. doi: 10.1016/S0264-2751(24)00010-6. 

[36] J.-Y. Tizot, "Ebenezer Howard's Garden City Idea and the 
Ideology of Industrialism," Cahiers Victoriens et 
Édouardiens, no. 87, 2018, pp. 20-45. doi: 
10.4000/cve.3605. 

[37] E. Şevik, “Territoriality of heterotopia: Threshold as a 
condition of heterotopian space in the case of Emek District, 
Bursa,” M.S. thesis, Dept. of Architecture, Middle East 
Technical Univ., Ankara, Turkey, 2018, pp. 35–44. 
[Online]. Available:https://search.proquest.com/openview/
7d964353b3afc2e224540404d9f1cd13/1?pq-origsite=gsch
olar&cbl=2026366&diss=y. Accessed: May. 25, 2025. 

[38] P. Batchelor, “The origin of the garden city concept of 



 Civil Engineering and Architecture 13(5): 3975-3992, 2025 3991 

 

urban form,” Journal of the Society of Architectural 
Historians, vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 184–200, Oct. 1969. doi: 
10.2307/988557. 

[39] P. Hall and C. Ward, Sociable Cities: The 21st-Century 
Reinvention of the Garden City, 2nd ed. London, UK: 
Routledge, 2014, pp. 67. doi: 10.4324/9781315758367. 

[40] C. Abbott, City Planning: A Very Short Introduction. 
Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press, 2020, pp. 92-98. 
[Online]. Available: https://books.google.com/books?hl=e
n&lr=&id=t771DwAAQBAJ&oi=fnd&pg=PP1&dq=C.+A
bbott,+City+planning:+a+very+short+introduction.+Oxfor
d+University+Press,+2020.&ots=m5s_sU2YGV&sig=RQ
asdfdYJuCVa8AYFdhJnvamE78 

[41] A. R. Al-Shams, K. Ngah, Z. Zakaria, N. Noordin, and M. Z. 
H. M. Sawal, "Waterfront development within the urban 
design and public space framework in Malaysia," Asian 
Social Science, vol. 9, no. 10, pp. 77–89, 2013. doi: 
10.5539/ass.v9n10p77. 

[42] N. Nabila, “The concept of garden city and its relevancy in 
modern city planning,” Southeast Univ. J. Archit., vol. 1, no. 
1, pp. 1–7, Jul. 2021. [Online]. Available: 
https://seu.edu.bd/seuja/downloads/vol_01_issue_01_Jun_
2021/SEUJA-Vol01Issue01-1.pdf. 

[43] S. Hügel, “From the Garden City to the Smart City,” Urban 
Planning, vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 1–4, 2017. doi: 
10.17645/up.v2i3.1072. 

[44] J. J. Betancur, “History and theory of urban planning and 
policy,” in Handbook on Transport and Urban Planning in 
the Developed World, M. C. J. Bliemer, C. Mulley, and C. J. 
Moutou, Eds. Cheltenham, UK; Northampton, MA, USA: 
Edward Elgar Publishing, 2016, pp. 15–35. [Online]. 
Available: https://www.elgaronline.com/downloadpdf/edc
ollchap/edcoll/9781783471386/9781783471386.00008.pdf 

[45] C. A. Mensah, “Sustaining urban green spaces in Africa: A 
case study of Kumasi Metropolis, Ghana,” Ph.D. 
dissertation, School of Geography, Earth and 
Environmental Sciences, University of Birmingham, 
Birmingham, UK, 2015, pp. 162-165. [Online]. Available: 
https://etheses.bham.ac.uk/id/eprint/6122/. Accessed: Jun. 
04, 2025. 

[46] K. O'Sullivan, "Letchworth: The first garden city's 
economic function transcribed from theory to practice," 
Berkeley Planning Journal, vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 164–175, 
2016. doi: 10.5070/BP328133866. 

[47] A. Siddorn, "The role of urban design in relation to the 
environmental quality of urban residential areas in 
London," Ph.D. dissertation, Bartlett School of Planning, 
University College London, London, UK, Sept. 2005, pp. 
25-32. [Online]. Available: https://search.proquest.com/op
enview/6b991bf86a9616f4fd85673da54880d2/1?pq-origsit
e=gscholar&cbl=2026366&diss=y. Accessed: Jun. 01, 
2025. 

[48] R. Rani, T. S. Brar, and M. A. Kamal, "Analysing ecology 
as a tool for sustainable planning and development of 
Gurgaon, India," Architecture Engineering and Science, vol. 
3, no. 4, pp. 238–248, 2022. doi: 10.32629/aes.v3i4.1050. 

[49] C. Rowe and F. Koetter, “Collage City,” in The Urban 
Design Reader, 2nd ed., M. Larice and E. Macdonald, Eds. 
London, UK; New York, NY, USA: Routledge, 2013, pp. 
198–217. [Online]. Available: https://books.google.com/bo

oks?hl=en&lr=&id=Gb0lkuETIqUC&oi=fnd&pg=PA178 

[50] C. Rowe and F. Koetter, “Collage City: Architectural 
Review (1975),” in The Urban Design Reader, 2nd ed., M. 
Larice and E. Macdonald, Eds. London, UK; New York, 
NY, USA: Routledge, 2013, pp. 178–197. [Online]. 
Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.
4324/9780203094235-20/collage-city-colin-rowe-fred-koe
tter. 

[51] E. Besa, “An Approach to the Architectonical Method 
Through the Analysis of the Dutch Embassy in Berlin by 
Koolhaas & OMA,” ShodhKosh: Journal of Visual and 
Performing Arts, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 566–593, 2023. doi: 
10.29121/shodhkosh.v4.i1.2023.372. 

[52] E. Pietrostefani, “Urban Transformations and Complex 
Values: Insights from Beirut,” Urban Planning, vol. 7, no. 1, 
pp. 142–154, Feb. 2022. doi: 10.17645/up.v7i1.4851. 

[53] K. El Nabbout, “Geo-Visualization Tools for Participatory 
Urban Planning: The Case of Tripoli, Lebanon,” Ph.D. 
dissertation, Technische Universität Dresden, Dresden, 
Germany, 2007. [Online]. Available: https://tud.qucosa.de/
id/qucosa%3A24964. Accessed: Jun. 25, 2025. 

[54] J. Karakiewicz, A. Yue, and A. Paladino, “How Garden 
Cities Became Objects of Desire,” in Promoting 
Sustainable Living: Sustainability as an Object of Desire, 
London, UK: Routledge, 2015, pp. 59–105. [Online]. 
Available: https://www.taylorfrancis.com/chapters/edit/10.
4324/9781315780122-9/garden-cities-became-objects-desi
re-justyna-karakiewicz-audrey-yue-angela-paladino 

[55] J. A. E. Shields, Collage and Architecture, 2nd ed. London, 
UK: Routledge, 2023, pp. 79-86. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.routledge.com/Collage-and-Architecture/Shie
lds/p/book/9780367647940 

[56] S. Khalaf, Heart of Beirut: Reclaiming the Bourj. London, 
UK: Saqi Books, 2006, pp. 154-156. ISBN 0-86356-530-5. 
[Online]. Available:https://archive.org/details/heartofbeiru
trec0000khal 

[57] A. M. Perez, "Garden Cities, Suburbs and Fringes: The 
Green Belt in a Global Setting," in Repurposing the Green 
Belt in the 21st Century, London, UK: Policy Press, 2020, 
pp. 44–67. [Online]. Available: https://library.oapen.org/bi
tstream/handle/20.500.12657/51778/1/9781787358843.pdf
#page=60. 

[58] S. J. Dixey, "Transport and the design of new settlements," 
Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. of Civil and Building Engineering, 
Loughborough University, Loughborough, UK, 2003, pp. 
3-5. [Online]. Available: https://repository.lboro.ac.uk/arti
cles/Transport_and_the_design_of_new_settlements/9486
908/files/17112266.pdf. 

[59] T. Editor, “Strategic masterplan adopted for new 900-home 
development in Letchworth,” Letchworth News, Jun. 1, 
2025. [Online]. Available: https://letchworth.nub.news/ne
ws/local-news/strategic-masterplan-adopted-to-enable-900
-home-development-in-letchworth-garden-city-235535. 
Accessed: Jun. 04, 2025. 

[60] C. Yahchouchi, “Modularity for Crisis: Sustainable and 
agile typology strategies for transitional needs,” M.S. thesis, 
Dept. of Architecture and Design, Politecnico di Torino, 
Turin, Italy, 2023. [Online]. Available: https://webthesis.bi
blio.polito.it/27593/. Accessed: Jun. 05, 2025 



3992 Comparative Analysis of Modernist and Postmodernist Approaches to Urban Space  

 

[61] T. Maloutas and N. Karadimitriou, “Introduction to Vertical 
Cities: Urban Micro-Segregation, Housing Markets and 
Social Reproduction,” in Vertical Cities, T. Maloutas and N. 
Karadimitriou, Eds. Cheltenham, UK; Northampton, MA, 
USA: Edward Elgar Publishing, 2022, pp. 1–21. [Online]. 
Available: https://www.elgaronline.com/edcollchap/book/
9781800886391/book-part-9781800886391-7.xml. 
Accessed: Jun. 25, 2025. 

[62] R. J. Ghosh, "Dialogical Approach for the City Identity: 
Examination of Beirut Central District Contemporary 
Architecture," in Cities' Vocabularies: The Influences and 
Formations, N. Mohareb, A. Versaci, Y. Mahgoub, S. 

Maruthaveeran, and F. Alberti, Eds. Cham, Switzerland: 
Springer, 2021, pp. 25–47. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-51961-
2_2. 

[63] H. Vossen, “Wettbewerbsübersicht August 2019,” Garten + 
Landschaft, Aug. 2019. [Online]. Available: 
https://www.garten-landschaft.de/wettbewerbsuebersicht-a
ugust-2019-1-2/. Accessed: Jun. 02, 2025. 

[64] R. Steuteville, “Rebuilding a neighborhood in beleaguered 
Beirut,” Public Square, Cong. for New Urbanism, Feb. 24, 
2022. [Online]. Available: https://www.cnu.org/publicsqua
re/2022/02/24/rebuilding-neighborhood-beleaguered-beirut. 
Accessed: Jun. 05, 2025. 

 


