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This is the third time since it was revived in 2009 
that the Otto Linne Award for urban landscape 
architecture has been presented to honour excel-
lent professional work in landscape architecture 
and the planning of open spaces for people who 
live in an urban environment.

Whereas the last competition brief for the Otto Lin-
ne Award in 2011 was concerned with the “Mouth 
of the Bille” and the southern access to Hamburg 
city that is dominated by transport infrastructure, 
this time the issue was to look at open spaces 
in a typical residential neighbourhood from the 
1950s and 1960s in the district of Hamburg-Horn 
- the task, as important as it was complex, was to 
look at what is there and develop strategies and 
measures to enhance and restructure the open 
spaces, taking into account the increasing pres-
sure to infill residential quarters. We are deligh-
ted to report that more than 50 teams embarked 
on the task of (re)interpreting the town planning 
principle of the “garden city” and that so many 
viewed the disciplines of landscape architecture, 
architecture and town planning as interrelated. 

We are also most impressed to see students who 
are obviously only just starting their courses wil-
ling to tackle this complex task. We do hope that 
many will follow their example in coming award 
competitions. Another point calling for a positive 
mention is that some entries also make use of 
other media. This is certainly something that we 
could see more of in future.

And so we thank all the entrants for their bold 
designs and congratulate the winners on their 
achievements. They have all helped to enrich 
the debate, among local residents as well as jury 
members, about ways in which the district might 
develop. We owe special thanks to SAGA GWG, 
which has partnered and generously supported 
this year’s Otto Linne Award, and to the advisory 
body which encouraged us, the initiators of the 
competition, to dare to make this future-looking 
task the object of the competition. 

We are sure that this Otto Linne Award will be a 
fruitful contribution to the debate about urban 
landscape architecture and town planning in po-
litical and government circles, in planning offices 
and in the wider urban community and are al-
ready looking forward to what lies ahead.

Foreword

Jutta Blankau
Senatorin Senator for Urban Development and 
the Environment of the Free and Hanseatic City 
of Hamburg

Heiner Baumgarten
managing director of the igs 2013 international 
gartenschau hamburg GmbH

Jutta Blankau Senator for Urban Development and the Environment of the Free and Hanseatic City of Hamburg
Heiner Baumgarten, managing director of the igs 2013 international gartenschau hamburg GmbH
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As a Hamburg housing company, our primary 
concern is with providing homes; in addition to 
that, however, we believe that open spaces play a 
key role in creating and preserving a good quality 
of life in our neighbourhoods. 

Open spaces fulfil leisure and recreational func-
tions, they are places for social meetings and 
communication and are important for our health, 
the climate and the environment. As the city 
grows and a shortage of available space becomes 
more acute, this topic will increasingly become 
a focus of attention and unanswered questions 
need to be addressed.

The starting point for the Otto Linne Award 2013 
was a housing estate in Hamburg-Horn; mana-
ged by SAGA GWG, it is a typical example of home 
building in the post-war period 1946 to 1960, 
whose open row structures offer considerable in-
fill potential. 

The men and women who produced the 52 ent-
ries took some very different approaches to this 
complex problem, but in every case the results 
were super. There was an incredible number of 
very good ideas and suggestions for developing 
this neighbourhood and the area beyond. We are 
very grateful for this fantastic input and would 
like to warmly congratulate the winners and say 
a big thank-you to everyone who took part in the 
competition.

Willi Hoppenstedt, Chairman of the Board SAGA 
GWG

 

Stefan Henze, SAGA GWG, Manager of the Hamm 
branch

Willi Hoppenstedt, Chairman of the Board SAGA GWG
Stefan Henze, SAGA GWG, Manager of the Hamm branch
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The first encounter with the district is “Washington Allee”. That sounds like “Moskovsky Prospekt” 

in Hamburg’s sister city St. Petersburg, or “Michigan Ave.” in Chicago, another sister city. At any 

rate, the name raises expectations. Expansive. World class. A district like a city!

But initially, when you arrive at Legienstrasse on the no. 2 or no. 4 underground train, your ex-

pectations are well and truly dashed. Initially. This district’s in the middle of nowhere, out in east 

Hamburg. There are so many trees it seems green all over, but also red all over thanks to those 

post-war brick façades. It looks a bit boring, tame even. Certainly the visitor does not suspect that 

the place urgently requires re-planning, needs to be turned upside down or even reinvented.  

„... quite incidentally
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It is a quiet, bourgeois district. Even the mayor rarely strays this way. Because everything works. Because 

you quickly get the impression “... everything’s okay here”. Tenants stay a long time in the same house, 

which seems to confirm it. And yet ... Don’t let’s speak of the devil. We won’t talk anything down. The 

district is as it is. 

But it does expect to be given some attention now. Not in twenty years’ time, when, perhaps, everything 

has gone to the dogs. Perhaps. Who can say today what things will be like tomorrow. The challenge is not 

to breathe new life into a dilapidated part of the city. What graduate of a town-planning or landscape 

architecture school would quail at that task. It’s what they’re trained to do. No, the challenge is to find 

ways to preserve this near-idyll for the future, to keep it as it is. That is much more difficult. To preserve 

the charm and esprit of the district, to take it forward so that 30 years hence the rate at which people 

move out of their apartments is still well below the average for Hamburg. 

And so it is perfectly in order that the Washington Allee does not immediately live up to the grandeur of 

its name, but lets the observer discover it slowly, quite incidentally. Graced by magnificent old trees. It’s 

winter now, but the stranger visiting hopes that in summer life pulses under their shade. That women 

stroll and gossip with the neighbours. That people with French roots play boules. Quite incidentally.“

Werner Steinke, Free and Hanseatic City of Hamburg, Ministry of Urban Development and the Environment
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History of the Award
In 2009, after a twelve-year hiatus, the invitation 
went out to submit entries for an international 
ideas competition to find the winner of the “Otto 
Linne Award for Urban Landscape Architecture.” 
It was hoped to provide an opportunity and mo-
tivation for people to make a contribution to the 
development of the city and landscape within the 
city, to enrich Hamburg’s “Quality Open Spaces 
Campaign” and focus on the topic of sustainable 
quality assurance and development of Hamburg’s 
network of open spaces and green areas.

Otto Linne Award 2013
52 competition entries and a large number of 
overseas participants illustrate that many take a 
keen interest in urban landscape architecture is-
sues.

Results, number of prizes
On 5 November 2013 the jury awarded 3 prices and 
2 purchases. Dr. Carlo W. Becker, chairman of the 
jury, expressed his delight that the quality of the 
works was so very high. He praised the efforts of 
all participants who decided to grapple with this 
complex task.

Procedure
The competition was open only to students and 
young graduates of landscape architecture cour-
ses or landscape architects or people entitled to 
use this professional title.

Members of the jury
The jury consisted of the following people:

• Heiner Baumgarten, managing director, igs 
  internationale gartenschau hamburg 2013 
gmbh

• Manfred Saal department of regional and land-
scape planning, BSU, FHH

• Bodo Hafke, head of the department of eco-
nomics, construction and the environment of 
Hamburg-Mitte borough council

• Dr. Carlo W. Becker, free-lance landscape ar-
chitect, Berlin/Leipzig

• Karoline Liedtke, HafenCity University, Hamburg
• Stephan Henze, head of the SAGA office in 
Hamburg-Hamm

• Maria Hristova, landscape architect, winner of 
the Otto Linne Preis 2011

• Karin Wienberg, 1st chairperson of the Hamburg 
Horn District Association

This documentation shows all the works submit-
ted.

The Competition1
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The Area2

Horn is a district in the eastern part of the Free 
and Hanseatic City of Hamburg and forms part of 
the borough of Hamburg-Mitte. It is bounded to 
the south by the course of the river Bille, in the 
east by Schiffbeker Weg and in the north by the 
A24 motorway; the bypass railway for freight traf-
fic defines the western edge of the district. The 
review area for the competition stretches around 
Washingtonallee. 

Lage in der Stadt

In town-planning and architectural terms, this 
part of Horn is very homogeneous, with residen-
tial buildings from the 1950s and 1960s. Rows 
of three to five-storey brick houses stand here, 
illustrating the principles of “garden city” plan-
ning; spacious outdoor areas that “flow” into 
each other and stands of trees that have grown 
for many years give the district its garden charac-
ter. The biggest home-owners are SAGA/GWG and 
a number of smaller cooperative societies. The 
Washingtonallee neighbourhood, like the others 
developed in the immediate post-war period, 
are a particularly interesting field for study from 
the housing supply viewpoint because they of-
fer enormous potential for concentration. At the 
same time these buildings often have long-stan-
ding refurbishment needs. People’s ideas about 
what they want their home and their local neigh-
bourhood to be like have also changed. As one 
generation succeeds the next, households tend to 
become smaller and act against the concentration 
that urban development policies are striving to 
achieve.

location in the city
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„The north-west section of Washingtonallee presents a compact, urban 
image with buildings lining its sides; the south-east section seems more 
frayed. The central green strip is a pleasant feature of the street space, but 
seems without recognizable use or significance in design terms. Typically for 
apartment houses built in the 1930s these buildings look rather like barracks 
and further infilling would be awkward here. Infill potential exists between 
Horner Weg and Beim Rauhen Haus. The outdoor facilities show no signs of 
use, the poles for clothes lines still stand as tributes to their long out-moded 
original purpose. In general it may be seen that none of the open spaces are 
used, there are very few playgrounds, no gardens for the tenants; the front 
gardens and planted sections outside the ground floor flats and along access 
paths are featureless. There are no internal footpaths connecting the rows 
and blocks with each other. Some signs of improvement may be seen in the 
1960s-era estate around Washingtonring, where the buildings are not as tall; 
obviously some of the apartments here are privately owned, at least a sign is 
offering them for sale. The area seems well equipped with public parks and 
gardens, which include Blohms park, Horner Park, Horn racecourse and the 
green corridor along Sandkampsweg.

But it lacks
●  Connecting structures
●  Design elements that link together
●  Organization of suitable ways to use the facilities“
Jan Michael Runge

Impressions...
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Objectives, brief and tasks3
For the 2013 Otto Linne Award the set topic was to 
grapple with the issues of urban open spaces in 
a 1950s/1960s residential neighbourhood, where 
reorganization in the wake of infill developments 
is coming into increasingly sharp focus. Entrants 
were called upon to take a close, independent 
look at the paradigms of this post-war neigh-
bourhood and identify the issues and challenges 
that have to be dealt with in order to develop 
this area. Building on their own view of the re-
view area they were to develop planning ideas 
which give convincing answers to the prevailing 
difficulties and the present challenges. 

In particular we were looking for convincing 
answers from the kind of urban landscape ar-
chitecture that is in a position to give the impetus 
required to assure the future viability of the resi-
dential neighbourhoods. Entrants were expected 
to develop an integrated strategy for the deve-
lopment of open space in the review area around 
Washingtonallee. It was, however, left to indivi-
dual choice whether the entrants develop plans 
for their core idea in relation to a large, conti-
guous area, or whether concentrating on a smaller 
area will suffice to demonstrate their approach. It 
was, however, imperative to consider the specific 
architectural, social and cultural structures that 
exist in the area and to design spaces in a man-
ner that transcends a purely superficial face-lift.

Old values, new principles
The model for town-planners in the 1950s and 
1960s was the garden city - low-rise, low den-
sity developments. The neighbourhoods planned 
then have since “grown up”; certainly in terms of 
their greenery they have attained the garden city 
character that their designers wanted. However, 
the buildings are showing their age, the demo-
graphics have changed, what people now want 
city living to be has altered dramatically - in short 
there is tremendous demand for change and re-
newal.

How should one deal with this model? What va-
lues must be preserved in future? What aspects 
urgently need to be changed, because, as far as 
one can tell now or predict the future, they can-
not last? At issue here is nothing less than a nu-
anced view of a model that has not only shaped 
the district of Horn, but may be encountered in 
similar form in numerous other places in Germa-
ny. What principles should modern models adopt 
if they wish to contribute to a positive updating 
of these neighbourhoods? What measures seem 
appropriate in order to bring more life, more di-
versity into the neighbourhood? Radical or cir-
cumspect - how far should change go?



17

Little idylls
The neighbourhood is full of little gems: often one 
comes across green niches, undiscovered idylls 
inside a housing area where people have made 
themselves comfortable, transforming them over 
time into informal meeting points. These are signs 
that the residents identify with their neighbour-
hood and are accepting of it. Places of lasting va-
lue have grown. And so one topic might be how 
to preserve, even strengthen, these idyllic little 
spots that people in the neighbourhood have 
made their own. For that one would need to find 
out how these places function, what they mean 
to the residents. It would also be worth exami-
ning if and how these might be integrated into a 
superordinate strategy for open space planning.

A garden for everyone
Public parks like Horner Park play a central role in 
any city. Because these public open spaces offer a 
collective garden to people who have no garden 
of their own. Extra benefits include the health 
aspect and opportunities to present art and cul-
ture. And in Horn, with its variety of green spaces 
that differ in scale and attractiveness, this is also 
the case.  And it is sure to remain true in future 
- despite internet and Facebook - that a socially 

balanced city needs nuanced open spaces which 
serve many different purposes and offer places 
that are attractive to a heterogeneous population 
- of all ages and cultural backgrounds. Or is that 
not so? These settlements built in the 1950s and 
60s challenge us to think about private, commu-
nal and public open spaces and their relationship 
with each other - and about the “talents” that 
each brings to the space and urban society.

Space for all age groups to play and exercise
Spaces close to home where people can play and 
exercise are another key topic in Horn. In the spi-
rit of Otto Linne, it is important to occupy oneself 
in greater depth with the issue of playgrounds for 
all ages. What play and exercise opportunities are 
there and where are they? Is it too noisy between 
the rows of houses? How can the varying interests 
of the residents be reconciled and activities or-
ganized? It is also worth thinking about the “ac-
quisition” of new open spaces such as leftover 
roadside areas or unused roofs, or even about 
putting open spaces to multiple use, such as, for 
example, school yards or sports club grounds.
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Designing the environment
The planning of urban open spaces has long been 
firmly entwined with sustainability issues. The 
designs and concepts for private and public open 
space need to take this into account. How can 
nature be experienced in the city? How can ideas 
that make economic sense and are socially me-
aningful be reasonably united with, for examp-
le, adaptation strategies in response to climate 
change or the preservation of species and nature 
in the city. Must not young landscape architects 
also thoroughly explore this kind of issue and 
take their profession to its limits?

Involvement of local players and the kind of 
process required
Another hot topic for open space planners is par-
ticipation, i.e. getting local residents involved 
in their own living environment - making sug-
gestions and criticisms, partaking in decisions, 
shaping plans, playing an active part. The speci-
fic local knowledge and experience of residents, 
members of local clubs and managers of housing 
companies can help planners to develop a bet-
ter understanding of the place and its demands. 
Moreover, involving local players can generate 
interest and responsibility for the potential im-
plementation of plans. In view of continuously 
changing social structures and the demands on 
planning processes, the participatory model will 
have to be refined. 

Competition entrants were expected to make sug-
gestions for open, transparent urban and open 
space development processes that locals can re-
late to.

When local people are actively involved in the 
process - from resident, to house-building com-
pany to education facility - procedural design is 
of particular importance. A well-functioning pro-
cess in cooperation with all those involved and 
the establishment of networks is vital if mutu-
al communication is to succeed and will serve 
to generate acceptance and the positive overall 
development of the district. Young landscape 
architects are called upon to develop ideas and 
concepts for the design and coordination of such 
a process and consider which players should be 
involved.

The task in the context of the Otto Linne Award 
was to translate theoretical thoughts and insights 
on the topic of participation and process design 
into spatial, visual form.
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„They say that infilling promotes development and the 
enhancement of existing built neighbourhoods, aided 
by the use of existing infrastructure. 
That is how it works in theory. 

We are expecting the Otto Linne Award 2013 to spark 
discussion about “density” as an objective and to hear 
ideas about how to activate dormant synergies in the 
locality - with and through the housing companies, 
with and through the residents.

A low level of churn in a district’s population may be 

seen as an indication that there are many, half-hidden 
qualities behind the rather sedate exterior. It suggests 
that residents identify with their neighbourhood. If 
planners wish to promote this kind of “density” they 
must have an eye for the structures behind the scenes, 
as Otto Linne would want.“

Bertel Kehlet Bruun, landscape architect, Hamburg

Behind the scenes
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Fundamentally, the chosen approach should be 
wide-ranging and not limited too early in the 
proceedings. The topics described in 3. are sug-
gestions to help decide the range of issues trea-
ted and not intended to be a definitive list. The 
entrants are free to choose other focus topics and 
to weight issues as they see fit.

One option, which we would recommend but 
is not compulsory, is to assemble an interdis-
ciplinary team of, for example, town planners 
and architects, traffic planners and sociologists, 
communication designers and artists. A varie-
ty of views and approaches can thus be brought 
to bear on the tasks. The particular skill required 
here is to bring everything together from the per-
spective of open space planning, using the me-
thods of the landscape architect.

How problems relate to open space planning 
(time spent outdoors) and landscape architec-
ture (designing green spaces) is to be considered 
throughout and clearly marked. Here, obviously, 
the status quo and particularly visible individual 
features are to be taken into account.

Ideally, the entrants will succeed in redefining 
the green space planning tasks that faced Otto 
Linne in a different town-planning and historical 
context 100 years ago.

Review area
Just as the range of topics is open, the review area 
is not a firmly bounded planning area. Rather it 
is intended to serve as a search area to see whe-
re the planning ideas may be implemented; the 
spatial demarcation and depth of detail (choice 
of scale) are to be selected to match the chosen 
topic. Essentially, however, the spatial demarca-
tion must be plausible. Therefore reasons for the 
choice and shape of the space are to be given.



21

Access to daily life in the neighbourhood
How life is actually lived in the neighbourhood 
should be the key starting point. To ensure that 
the end-result is not just a “pretty design”, we 
should like to point out now that the residents 
and what they want open spaces to offer are es-
sential considerations. One way to get to know 
what people want their open spaces to be like is 
to observe and put oneself in their place by ex-
ploring the area from the perspective of its rather 
heterogeneous populace. The interaction bet-
ween this kind of phenomenological approach 
and an objectivized professional view will open 
up many perspectives on the neighbourhood. 
Questions will rise to the surface - for the plan-
ners and the residents. How do you want to live? 
Is it acceptable to live like that? What ought to 
change? What has to stay? Where do you feel at 
ease? Does anything go, does tolerance have its 
limits? Must some kinds of use be ruled out? How 
do I steer things in the “right” direction? How can 
the neighbourhood and other players be motiva-
ted to become involved? How can participation 
become permanent?

Think about communication, initiate processes
What good is the best idea, if no-one under-
stands it! In keeping with the non-restrictive na-
ture of the competition brief, entrants are expec-
ted to develop apt, creative, unconventional and 
debate-provoking ways to present their chosen 
key themes.

Participants are encouraged to find other media 
such as comics, newspapers, films or art installa-
tions to express their ideas in addition to presen-
ting their plans and models. The target audience 
for these forms of communication should not be 
the jury, but the neighbourhood residents and 
the property owners.

Much importance is attached to making the con-
nection between form and content transparent, 
i.e. the medium should be carefully chosen to 
match the theme. It must be possible to present 
the work for evaluation in the context of a mee-
ting of the jury. All entrants must also provide a 
sheet with a summary of the core contents of their 
work if they are using media other than plans.
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4
1. Sponsors
igs internationale gartenschau 
hamburg 2013 gmbh
Am Inselpark 1
21109 Hamburg
Contact: Christina Leicht
www.igs-hamburg.de

Free and Hanseatic City of Hamburg
Ministry of Urban Development and the 
Environment
Office of regional and landscape planning
Alter Steinweg 4
20459 Hamburg
Contact: Werner Steinke
Werner.Steinke@bsu.hamburg.de

in agreement with the borough council of 
Hamburg-Mitte

2. Procedural support
büro luchterhandt
stadtplanung.stadtforschung.stadtreisen
Shanghaiallee 6
20457 Hamburg
Contact: Daniel Luchterhandt, 
Manuela Witt, Ann-Kristin Schlapkohl
T.: 040-70708070
F.: 040-707080780
buero@luchterhandt.de
www.luchterhandt.de
3

3. Type of procedure 
The competition was being organized as a single-
stage, international ideas competition for open 
space planning, addressed to students and young 
landscape architecture graduates. Working groups 
were admitted as described in 7.3. The procedure 
is anonymous.

4. The task
The object of the competition was to create an 
integrated overall strategy for open space and 
landscape architecture planning in the review 
area - Horn-Washingtonalle neighbourhood in 
the borough of Hamburg-Mitte within the Free 
and Hanseatic City of Hamburg - that respects the 
specific social and cultural structures in the dis-
trict and goes beyond merely prettifying its exter-
nal appearance. The entrants’ task was to enter 
into a dialogue with the planning area, to iden-
tify for themselves what development issues and 
challenges the area presents and to find solutions 
which flow into their own concept as expressed 
in spatial terms. It was left to competitors’ discre-
tion whether they deal with one large contiguous 
area or focus on one sector, one specific place or 
one exemplary detail.

Procedure
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5. Eligibility
Students and young graduates from faculties of 
landscape architecture, landscape planning or 
landscape conservation are eligible to participa-
te if they are no older then 39 at the time the 
competition is announced. Students and gra-
duates from other fields will be admitted only if 
they are part of a working group with landscape 
architects. The competition is open exclusively to 
students or graduates who have not reached their 
40th birthday at the time of its announcement 
(date of birth on or after 1st Jan. 1973). 

6. Eligible countries and competi-tion language
The competition was open to every country in the 
world. The competition language is German, for 
non-German speakers it is English.

7. Jury 
Members of the jury: 
• Heiner Baumgarten, managing director, igs 
internationale gartenschau hamburg 2013 gmbh

• Klaus Hoppe, regional and landscape planning 
department at the Ministry of Urban Develop-
ment and the Environment, Free and Hanseatic 
City of Hamburg

• Bodo Hafke, head of the department of eco-
nomics, construction and the environment of 
Hamburg-Mitte borough council

• Dr. Carlo W. Becker, landscape architect, Berlin/
Leipzig

• Karoline Liedtke, HafenCity University, Hamburg

• Willi Hoppenstedt, SAGA GWG Hamburg
• Milena Georgieva, Winner of the Otto Linne 
Award 2011

• Karin Wienberg, District Society Horn e.V.  

substiture members:
• Wolfgang Denien, igs internationale gartenschau 

hamburg 2013 gmbh
• Manfred Saal, regional and landscape planning 

department at the Ministry of Urban Development 
and the Environment, Free and Hanseatic City of 
Hamburg

• Markus Weiler, office for the management of 
public space, economics, construction and envi-
ronment department, borough council Hamburg-
Mitte

• Sabine Rabe, landscape architect, Hamburg
• Philip Haggeney, landscape architect, Hamburg
• Stephan Henze,  SAGA GWG Hamburg
• Sylvia Kracht, Winner of the Otto Linne Award 2011
• Gerd von Borstel, Chairman Historystudio
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8. Experts
• Dr. Hanna Bornholdt, regional and landscape 
planning department at the Ministry of Urban 
Development and the Environment, Free and 
Hanseatic City of Hamburg

• Friedo Hauff, office for the management of 
public space, economics, construction and 
environment department, borough council 
Hamburg-Mitte

• Christina Leicht, igs internationale gartenschau 
hamburg 2013 gmbh

• Ulrike Pelz, office for urban and landscape 
plan ning, economics, construction and envi-
ronment department, borough council Ham-
burg-Mitte

• Bernd Schmidt, office for social space manage-
ment, youth, social issues and health depart-
ment, borough council Hamburg-Mitte

• Sylvia Wiegers, office for the management of 
public space, economics, construction and 
environment department, borough council 
Hamburg-Mitte

9. Preliminary examination
The peliminary examination will be conducted 
by büro luchterhandt, Hamburg, in cooperation 
with igs 2013 gmbh, the Ministry of Urban Deve-
lopment and the Environment of the Free and 
Hanseatic City of Hamburg, the borough council of 
Hamburg-Mitte and residents of the district. The 
sponsors reserve the right to appoint additional 
advisers and preliminary examiners.

11. Requested efforts
• Principal design idea presented in competitor’s 
chosen mode

• Schematic diagram clarifying how the project 
can be integrated into the urban and open 
space setting with reference to the current and 
future situation, representation of the functio-
nal spaces in the green corridor and how the 
project connects with the surrounding urban 
and landscape structures, proposal of a concept 
for future land use

• Structural plan on a scale of 1:5,000 
• Draft design in a scale freely chosen by compe-
titor (including any relevant altitudes)

• Entrants’ choice of detail plans, sketches, per-
spectives or topographic sections to explain the 
landscape architecture design idea

• Explanatory report with the reasoning behind 
the concept
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12. Assessment criteria
• Quality, feasibility and originality of the creati-
ve idea / overall concept

• Design and spatial quality
• Procedural quality (maintenance, sustainabili-
ty, participation aspects)

• Innovative content
• Conformity of concept with presentation
• Interdisciplinary quality
•Does the work show signs of an approach that 
is contemporary yet typical of Otto Linne’s atti-
tude?

• Have methods and approaches been chosen 
that lead beyond the conventional technical 
standards for landscape and open space plan-
ning?

• Is landscape architecture, despite the wide 
range of content and the interdisciplinary work, 
the most salient feature of the planned solu-
tions? 

• Have a variety of media been used to commu-
nicate messages? Which contemporary media 
seem apt to reach a range of players? Which 
seem especially appropriate for communicating 
landscape architecture issues?

13. Prize money
The total available prize money for this competi-
tion is 12,000 euros (net).
1st prize:  5,000 euros
2nd prize:  3,000 euros
3rd prize:  2,000 euros
4th prize:  1,000 euros 
Purchases:  1,000 euros

The jury may unanimously decide to allocate the 
prize money in different manner.

14. Competition schedule
15 February 2013  competition documents 
   are available
12  April 2013  Colloquium
16 September 2013 Submission deadline
05 November 2013 Jury meets
02 December 2013 Award ceremony in 
   Hamburg
February -  exhibition of 
March 2014  competition works
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Otto Linne Award 2013

2nd prize

COMPETITION ENTRIES5
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purchase

3rd prize

purchase
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Lucas Rauch, Jim Anton Reifferscheid
Berlin

Otto Linne Award 2013 „SPACE SEQUENCES“



29

Authors’ notes (excerpt)
The task this design intends to perform is to 
structure and complement the existing, disorder-
ly and inharmonious sequence of spaces in such a 
way that they combine to form an exciting overall 
work with a new highlight. The complicated cros-
sing of “Rennbahnstrasse” with “Hermannstal” 
and “Sievekingsallee” will be re-dimensioned 
and adapted, and the spatial arrangement of the 
street scene at “Washingtonallee” and “Renn-
bahnstrasse” will be enhanced. Individual infill 
building projects and additions to the district 
are another focus of interest. The green strip that 
follows the line of the underground railway is to 
be upgraded and at the same time become more 
strongly linked with its surroundings. The cul-
mination of the entire composition is the remo-
delling of Washingtonplatz and its neighbouring 
promenade.

The partial demolition of Horn shopping centre 
and its associated multi-storey car park will pro-
vide fresh impetus to town planners seeking to 
create a new centre. In addition to planned infill 
in the south and north west of the new centre, 
considerate action is to be taken in relation to 
existing buildings which will be complemented 
by extensions.

urban impulse U-Horner Rennbahn
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green corridor

p romenade
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Verdict of the jury

The main part of this work is concerned with creating a continuous, yet sequenced, green finger connection 
over the underground railway lines. The jury expressly praised the clear progression of spaces with diffe-
rent characters. The issue of creating an urban focal point appears to have been successfully resolved. The 
difficulties in crossing Rennbahnstrasse are solved by reorganizing the road and remaking the centre using 
simple means which are appropriate to the neighbourhood. The design of open spaces for the urban context 
acknowledges the presence of a new centre. In particular the new buildings pleasantly proportion the space, 
which has the feel of a village green. It is the jury’s view that the site of the square should be re-examined, 
because to the west of the Rennbahnstrasse a new spatial situation around the Community Centre is arising. 
The green corridor is broken up by the modulated building line and deliberately interspersed activity areas, 
without losing any of its spaciousness. The other building interventions seem logical, apart from building on 
the sports ground, which is an important open space that should be preserved. This work offers a plausible, 
practicable concept that could be taken further and spark more innovative questioning.

detaillocation plan
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Frithjof Hamacher, Klaus-Peter Lorenz
Dresden

2nd prize „GREEN HORN“

Authors’ notes (excerpt)
Overall, Horn lacks open spaces that add to its 
image; the primary goal is to create a landscape 
architecture element that gives Horn a sense of 
identity, enhancing the look and utility of the 
district for everyone living there. The individual 
neighbourhoods and open space structures are 
insufficiently linked and are to be ordered and 
improved by suitable interventions. The main 
element is the green corridor that already exists, 
which is to be re-thought and uniformly en-
hanced through better design and functionality. 
Along the green corridor there are appropriate 
reactions to the adjoining structures in the sha-
pe of spatial situations, access paths, entry way 
situations, transition zones where the vegetation 
changes and clearly formed edges and borders.
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location plan
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perspective
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The work has a strong attitude and formulates a clearly defined town planning “figure”. This is derived from 
the green corridor, which is reconstructed and fortified. A new centre is found within the green corridor 
which joins the ‘old’ and the ‘new’ Horn together and opens up new relationships in the urban tapestry of 
Horn. Its urbanity creates an attractive built contrast with the park-like appearance of the green corridor. 
New spatial situations have been created where the green corridor meets the urban structures. They offer 
a wide variety of activities. They create a clever network of paths with appropriate hierarchies. The work is 
complemented by a convincing tree-planting concept (boulevards, rows, grids). The work stands out for its 
rigorous adherence to a coherent design statement. We feel that not addressing the issue of the crossing from 
the shopping centre to Horner Boulevard is a weakness. We would have liked to see a cycle track concept.

detaildetail

Verdict of the jury
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Authors’ notes (excerpt)
In order to improve the quality and safety of the 
connections for pedestrians and cyclists, all parts 
of the green corridor and eastern side of Washing-
tonallee will be brought together on one level, to 
create a park and promenade. Motorized traffic is 
to be restricted at the intersection of roads, parks 
and promenade.

The borders between living space and open space 
will be abolished so that local residents can use 
the options offered by public open spaces.

On the western side of Washingtonallee the carri-
ageway will be narrowed and the eastern carria-
geway will be merged with the central reservation 
and the edge of the road to create a promenade. 
The traffic system will not be altered.

Existing footpaths join the green corridor with the 
promenade and other public spaces.

Quang Huy Le
München

3rd prize „MIXED SPACES“
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potential concept
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location plan
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The authors of this entry concentrate on the design and structures of the green corridor between the shop-
ping centre and the Legienstrasse train station and create connecting ways from the green corridor into the 
residential areas. In addition, Washingtonallee is restricted to the south-bound carriageway, so as to make 
space for a wide promenade. The division of space along the green corridor and on the new promenade 
creates open spaces offering new qualities and something for all ages and types of users, thus doing es-
pecial justice to the social make-up of the district. Particularly noteworthy features are the new square in 
front of the Legienstrasse station with a pavilion to serve as a meeting point for senior citizens - close to the 
old people’s residential home - and the games and sports opportunities that are integrated into the green 
corridor, without chopping it up too much or sacrificing any open spaces for general use. All the spaces are 
connected logically and functionally by a cycle track, which acts as the “soul” of the housing estate, bringing 
the parts of the neighbourhood together. The sparing use of infill building is also beneficial for the district, 
leaving potential for the development of private open spaces in the inner courtyards of apartment blocks. 
In this sense is it only logical to close the edge of the blocks, in order to improve the living quality and shut 
out noise.

Verdict od the jury

concept sketchperspective
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location plan

Alfredo Escuin, Karen Ruthven, Nicholas Tuttle, 
James Bibby
Sydney

A purchase „permeable shift“
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The design takes a liberal approach to finding solutions and breaks through existing structures. The design 
throws the usual town planning grid overboard and opens up the blocks in each quarter for open space 
relationships. Meandering paths and open space structures are threaded through the openings. This design 
connects public and private open spaces and blurs the borders. A mix of amorphous and linear structures 
creates an interesting dichotomy.

It is a convincing solution for putting the shopping street to leisure pursuits and for ways to pass over and 
through it. The convincing presentation of the concept from idea to plans is honoured. But unfortunately the 
design does not make any use of citizen participation or similar schemes.

perspectiveperspective

Verdict of the jury
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location plan

Moritz Rohde, Karoline Biermanski
Berlin, Hannover

A purchase „Horner Höfe - in my backyard“
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The authors title their work “Horner Höfe - in my backyard” and thus focus on an aspect that is important as 
a topic and as a spatial issue - sensitive infill that does not upset the residents. 

This work charts, in a clearly structured, readily accessible style, the path from analysis to guiding principle. 
Their suggestion to use an association, Horner Höfe e.V., to shift onto a realistic, sustainable path to parti-
cipation, seems very promising. Modular solutions for buildings and courtyards are developed that serve as 
the basis for such participation. In this way, utilizable open spaces for the residents of town housing deve-
lopments can be created, much as Otto Linne would have wished

perspectiveperspective

Verdict of the jury
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Lageplan

Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan

Isabella Bayr 
Dasing

Second round

Heike Daniela Schmidt
Osnabrück

Second round

location plan

perspective perspective

location planlocation plan
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Second roundSecond round

Korbinian Severin Lechner
Wien

Yun Sun Shim, Sanghoon Jung
Cambridge, UK

perspective perspective

location plan location plan
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Lageplan

Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan

Second roundSecond round

Elia  Hermoso de Mendoza, Athanasios Tsalikidis
Sheffield

Birgit Greiner, Juliane la Meir
Oberursel, Erbach

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan Konzeptplan

Second roundSecond round

Daniel Bodenstein
Berlin

Nathan Pirrottina, Ellen Ward, Hasti Afkham
Sydney

location plan conceptional plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan

Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan

Second roundSecond round

Florian Zwangsleitner, Wilhelm Henschel
Berlin

Stefanie Baumgartner, Eva Maria Schilling
Papperswil

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Second round Second round

Ulrich Marek, Korbinian Kroiß
München

Claudius Veser, Severin Sebald
Freising

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan

Perspektive

Lageplan

Second round Second round

Elena Lischka, Daniela Hitzlert
Zürich

Peer Lehn-Pedersen, Caroline Dilling, 
Kristine Prestrud
Oslo, Norwegen

location plan location plan

perspective concept
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Second roundSecond round

Robert Bode, Tina Bergmann, Oliver Klenz, 
Dennis Gregor, Juri Kuther
Leipzig

Heyden Freitag, Philipp Rösner
Berlin

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan

Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan

First roundSecond round

Annika Koslowski, Svenja Rahlfes
Hannover

Bettina Hämmerle, Verena Bayrhof, 
Theresa Friedrich
Mindelheim

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

LageplanLageplan

Johanna Hortig, Juliane Weuler
Kassel

Roman Kubisch
Sigmertshausen

First round First round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective



54

Lageplan

Perspektive

Lageplan

Perspektive

First round

Elisabeth Egerter
Mehring

Felix Richard Josef Derßler
Fraising

First round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Perspektive

First round First round

Ninette Hoppe
Graben-Neudorf

Barbara Keil
Freising

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan

Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan

First roundFirst round

Tobias Christopher Klein
Buchholz

Julian Numberger, Johannes Schmid, 
Tobias Schmidhammer
Freising, Bodman

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan/Isometrie

First roundFirst round

Zisheng Lin, Xueting Zhan, Renlong Wang, 
Hanriong Liu
Kensington, Australien

Benjamin Charlton, Nazanin Azimipanah, 
Georgia Alexander, Alexander Crowe
Sydney, Australien

location plan/ isometry concept plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan

Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan

First roundFirst round

Morgan Watt, Cassandra Teo, Lalhlan Bellach, 
Hueo Takase-Simpson
Killara, Australien

David Whitworth, Hassan Naddi, 
Sarah Elizabeth Fayad
Sydney, Australien

location plan location plan

perspective perspective



59

Lageplan Lageplan

PerspektivePerspektive

First roundFirst round

Jaideep Warya, Anca Panait, Tianyu Zhang, 
Jiemez Luo
Edinburgh, UK

Kamilla Streit 
Wannweil

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan Lageplan

PerspektivePerspektive

First roundFirst round

Yuichiro Takayama
Chiba City, Japan

Lars Uebel, Christoph Därr, Sylvie Michelle Pfeifer, 
Laura Meyer
Düsseldorf

location plan location plan

perspective perspective



61

Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Isometrie

First round First round

Cornelia Geske, Geske Müller
Berlin

Janina Gäckler
Berlin

location plan location plan

isometry perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

LageplanLageplan

Florian Zweckl, Nikola Stadler, Martin Kerfers
Landshut

Alexander Roscher, Katharina Lembcke, 
Assaf Hameiri, Isabel Meier-Koll
Berlin

First roundFirst round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Jonathan Fey
Osnabrück

Katharina Hoffstädt, Yubing Han
Neubrandenburg

First roundFirst round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

LageplanLageplan

Chanda Lilo Jelena Winter, Maike Sasse, 
Yvonne Thomas
Kirchheim

Lukas Merkel
Berlin

First roundFirst round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

Lageplan Lageplan

Dóra Máté
Leonberg

First round

Luisa Pick, Paul Helles
Kassel

First round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Perspektive Perspektive

LageplanLageplan

Henning Holk, Julia Müller, Martina Schwarz
Berlin

Robert Nolte, Arlett Gehrke
Berlin

First roundFirst round

location plan location plan

perspective perspective
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Lageplan

Perspektive

Filipe Miguel Severino, Pedro Filipe Severino, Már-
cio Filipe Fernandes Severino, Paulo Filipe Severino 
Lampas - Lissabon, Portugal

First round

location plan

perspective
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Otto Linne - an important landscape architect in Hamburg6
Otto Linne, born on 2 December 1869 in Bremen, 
learned gardening at the Royal Gardens in Dres-
den. After his military service in Rostock he at-
tended the Gardening Instruction and Research 
Institute at the Game Park in Potsdam. Brief stints 
followed as a gardening technician at the mu-
nicipal gardens departments in Berlin-Treptow, 
Lübeck and Dresden-Blasewitz. In 1894 Linne 
became chief municipal gardener in Magdeburg. 
Five years later, aged 29, he was appointed di-
rector of gardens in Erfurt. Here he complete-
ly reformed the administration of gardens and 
created numerous new facilities. After nine years 
he transferred to Essen, where he worked in the 
same capacity. The last large large German city to 
do so, Hamburg established its own gardens de-
partment at the beginning of the year 1914. Up 
until then, gardening and cemetery management 
had been the responsibility of the engineering 
department of the building authority. Otto Linne 
was chosen as Hamburg’s first director of gardens. 
Under Linne’s stewardship the plans for Hammer 
Park were advanced and Hamburg Municipal Park 
(Stadtpark) opened to the public.

Otto Linne
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Otto Linne’s work in Hamburg was interrupted 
by the outbreak of the First World War. After the 
war ended he dedicated himself to restructuring 
the parks and gardens in Hamburg. As a result 
of post-war changes in society, the mast majo-
rity of people were unable to make much use of 
the existing parks and green spaces. The poorer 
sections of the population in particular lacked 
both time and money to visit the more distant 
parks. Thus Linne’s main priority was to create a 
tight network of smaller parks in direct proximity 
to the densely populated housing areas where, 
instead of purely decorative gardens, local resi-
dents would have spaces for recreation, games 
and sports. An office was set up to deal with 
allotments; it was tasked with the provision of 
assistance to allotment gardeners, fair alloca-
tion of the gardening land and the designation 
of additional sites. Under Linne’s management 
numerous open air facilities, some of them quite 
considerable, were created in Hamburg between 
1914 and 1929:
 
6  parks, including the transformation and 
 replanting of Horner Park, Wehbers Park, 
 Trauns Garden, Hayns Garden, Hammer 
 Park
3  green space corridors
13  grass playgrounds and sun-bathing 
 lawns
78 children’s playgrounds (including the 
 first adventure playground in Jungius-  
 strasse)

42 sand pits and 15 paddling pools
9 gardens for senior citizens
38 sports grounds
91 permanent lease gardens

Otto Linne’s artistic designs for the Municipal Park 
(Stadtpark) and his extension to Ohlsdorf cemete-
ry were both much admired (1914-1920).

On 31.12.1933 Otto Linne retired; he died three and 
a half years later in Klein Flottbek. Linne’s garden 
design was typical of the “New Garden Architec-
ture” of the opening decades of the 20th century. 
Otto Linne was a pioneer in the design of public 
gardens that could develop and cleverly utilize 
existing open spaces for the benefit of the people 
while attaching great importance to leaving the 
landscape’s natural elements intact.
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