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Does scale affect the presence of the urban-rural
interface? Managing this interface on a small island state:
the case of Malta

The Maltese 1slands offer an interesting, albelt comph:, arban seenario. As settlements
grow and their older inner cores spread ootwards (ot times sporadieally and, mone
recently, specalatively ), neighbooring leulitses fused together. Rampant post-war
development ehanged the face of the nrban-rural fringe that had existed up Hll then, and
contribated to establishing Malta as one of the densest countries workiwide

Taday, Ui fringess have almost disappeared; rural areas have becotme pert-urbin areas
and it is has becorme almnst impossible o distinguish the different scales and interfaces
that compose the urban-raral spectnam. Where it happens, the wrban-nerald fringe is
almply am wrban extension for speculative property and further urban sprawl,
Unfortunately, international knewledge on the sultject is nat always applicable o small
alates such as Malta, primarily due to dilferent seale definilions. This paper starts by
identifving the limitations of international case study airlril{'arinn. and attemipts to answer
the questions “How do you reconcile urban and roral when their fringe dees not exist?”
anel *1a the urban-rural fringe a conservatbon zone to be protected, o trassition sone or a
distinet zome in its own right?” In Makta's casa, this debate demands looking at the wrban
design aspects of the buill envinomment and the architecture that characledises urban-to-
rural,

Lirhan design plays a limited role on the Maltese planning agenda; numerous urban
deaizin policles, principlos aisd elespeints are absent from ale-apecifie Local Plans (a1 the
miero seale) and the huilding-based Development Control Policy and Diesign Guidanes
dovuments {at the micro seale] produced by the Malta Environment and Planning
Authority. The vesults of this deficiency in the Maltese planning svstem are reflected in
the ever-increasing incompatibility of emvironments, & the dense urban fahric becomes
e coniplex with inereasing projects and eontinues o spresd outwards 1o the detrsment
af bath the inner urban and the surreanding maral stroctures, The paper asks whether the
urban-rural fringe shoubd in fact be a transition zone of architectural typalogies. Abao,
what should this architecture reflect — shoubd it fodlow om frem the innes urban or outer
rurnl aren or shaould it be a distinet archetype? Thindly, how is the current planning
ayatem shaping Usis debale?

Can wi therefore establish some painters for the future? How can we rethink our curent
palicy-making? Does this discussion have wider implications on the planning system per
sef And e can & small Bland state contrilwte to the wider European debate on the
wrham-raral interfice?
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