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before 1922:  
shared, open space. Used for military excercises, sport activities 
and leisure

1922 - 1945: 
Tempelhof became one of the first European Airports.  
From 1935 on a massive over- and underground structure 
was build. 
The airport became an ideological symbol for modernity 
and monumentality 
but at the same time for the cruelty of the third Reich. 
The space turned into a closed military-industrial space. 

1945 - 2008 
The US Air Force took over the airport. With the Air Lift in 1948 
the airport became  
a symbol for the struggle for freedom and for the positive 
relation between Germany and the USA. 
The airport opened for the public again in 1981 and remained 
a civil airport until 2008.

The first civil society intervention - closing the airport or leaving it 
open? 
2008 a referendum was initiated in order to decide about the 
future of the place as an airport - 

Pro Contra

Actors: 
Businesses 
Airlines 
Conservative Politicians  
old Generation 
!
Arguments: 
- generating business for the city 
- more airports - more jobs 
- Tempelhof is a symbol of the city 
- new housing is not required  
- no vision for the future use

!
Actors: 
Public Administration 
City government 
Community groups 
Environmental Groups 
!
Arguments: 
- City airport creates pollution, 
noise and other risks 
- The used space will be open 
for public 
- Creating a common space 
- Concentration on one airport

Result of the referendum:  
missed the Quorum (21% particpation, 60% vote Yes)

The airport was turned into a park and opened in 2010. Since 
than it became a vivid meeting place. However, the future use 
was unclear.  
The city government developed a masterplan, which foreseen 
housing and industry in parts of the park. 
The initiative 100% Tempelhofer Feld launched a referendum 
which was hold in 2014 in order to keep the space as it is.

Pro Contra
Actors: 
Community Organisation 
Ecological Groups 
Activists 
!
Arguments:  
- preserving an open space 
for the city 
- no further housing needed, 
since it will tackle upper 
income 
- The open space is needed 
for the city climate

Actors: 
Local Government 
Businesses 
Local Administration 
!
Arguments: 
- city needs housing and industry 
in order to develop 
- dividing the city structure 

Today

Results: 
64% pro' the parliament passed in 2014 the law securing the open space.

The building is used as the biggest refugee shelter in 
Germany. 
The city claims housing is needed in order to provide 
proper  shelter 
Activists claim the city wants to create a ghetto in 
order to build up the area. 
The refugee argument and the fear of Gentrification 
is causing strong discourses in the neighborhoods.


