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1 ABSTRACT

The paper outlines the spatial development of theseborder region between the two cities - Grars{Aa)
and Maribor (Slovenia) - with regard to the intdagnma processes in the past, present and futuret, Fire
analyses of the past, when both parts of the regi@red the national border, will be discusseavillt
emphasize the consequences of the ‘border effebith are mostly characterised by growing intenation
of urbanization alongside the main transport akis,emergence of new ‘urban nods’, and the gradhin
sprawl in the hinterland. For decades, the area b®s generating various integration processes of
economic, social and cultural collaboration, whigdre in most cases partly financed by the Europtaan
(EV). In 2004, after Slovenia joined the EU, soma&litional relationships started to perform in tdpposite
way, demonstrating the gradually diminishing ratea@mmuter flows, especially those of shopping ismr
However, the current regional development is charaed by strong efforts for balancing the ecormpmi
social and cultural standards on both sides ofthes-border region. The paper aims to identifgeheew
dynamics of intraregional interactions as potestial future developments.

2 INTRODUCTION

The territorial transformation is increasingly chamg spatial relations between states, regiongsciand
agglomerations from the hierarchical and orgarosaii point of view. The strategic enforcement ahs-
national authorities is creating the new uniqueolRaan economic and social space, where differanstr
national integrations emerge and diminish the ofleational states (Sitar, 2005). In this contéte new
role of national borders that enables free moveroépersons and capital, goods and services bettieen
member states of the EU is arising. These circumst have not only evoked complex socio-economic
processes, but have also raised the new spatialapguent potentials of border areas. In the papere is

an attempt to discuss these tendencies in a ridieal light in contrast to their historical roleamely, the
cross-border areas are becoming the key elementkeimprocess of integration, economic, and social
cohesion (EC, 2002). Hence, they are supposeddonie the joining links of European integration - as
popularly said, ‘the cement of Europe under cowrsion’ (MOT, 2000). The EU offers a vision and
instruments to support these developments areagghout guidelines in several strategic documeumtt s
as the ESDP, and the co-financing of Community initiativeschuas Interreg as a new challenge for cross-
border regions. However, in practice the new roili me hard to manage since these areas represent t
crossroads of often-contrary ideas and intereswiftdrent actors (Sitar, 2005). In order to redagnthe
main forces of spatial development along the trartaion axis between the two regional centreswaf t
neighbouring countries, the City of Graz, locatadtie Southern Styria region (Austria) and the @ity
Maribor, located in Podravje region (Slovenia),lWwi presented, while keeping in mind the natidreater
phenomenon between two neighbouring courdtties

! European Spatial Development Perspectives, EC, 1999

2 gpeaking of cross-border region between the citfeSraz and Maribor, it has to be mentioned theither geographic definition
nor the administrative unit has ever existed. Hawethere is an institutionalized form of EU crdmsder initiative called
EUREGIO Styria-Slovenia (in German ‘Steiermark-Sloiea’), established in 2001 in order to link up tHerth-East Slovenian
regions with four Austrian EU-regional managemeoftsGraz, East- and South-West-Styria, and the idistfoitsberg by co-
financing of common cross-border projects.
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Fig. 1: Geographical position of the axis Graz-Maribetween Austria and Slovenia
Source: Pogzr, 2006

In the past, the spatial development of the rebearea was submitted to constant changes of g¢icpbli
context, in particular in the 20th and 21st cenfiug: changing borders, territorial frames, et well as to
transformation processes caused by specific demadnop trends. In recent years, theses are strongly
indicated by changing traditional urban patternarabterised by the transformation of historic cootpa
towns and cities towards dispersed and fragmentbdnustructures that occur in predominantly rural
hinterland. In this regard, a special attentiopagl to the new images of land use related to tharugrowth

of both city regions where the new urban landsdaparising. This development is characterized by ne
‘urban nodes’ growing within the area along themiafrastructural corridor linking both cities. Thpecific
motorway-bound development emerging on green-bedds along the transportation axis during thel@st
-15 years in form of cargo centres, shopping centesiness centres, recreational and culturaregnis
changing the visual appearance as well as theiamtatbetween both cities. In the literature such a
development is being described as characterisitufe of regions with growing interdependence, igqgot
that “...the cities within such regions have tendeaddalesce morphologically and functionally intogker

and dispersed regional urban systems where a nuofiliEmtral cities are located at close proximityo
major tendencies are particularly relevant in tieispect: the continuing emergence of new 'nodes’the
enlarging of the scopes and the thickness of therdependencies between both old and new nodes"
(Meijers, Romein, 2002).Within this background, widl introduce the methodological framework, based

the bottom-up observations of spatial developmanthe research area, by indicating the new emerging
urban structures which are changing the convertionage of the border region. Additionally, some
statistical data concerning main indicators willibeluded in the investigation.

3 APPROACH AND RELEVANCE

The spatial development of the cross-border area-@BAaribor is reflecting the challenges of the i,
economic, and social transformation processes eflabt decades, as well as the new market consljtion
which raised the new dynamics to the developmeatredis located outside the traditional cities. Gjipdo

the traditional way of geographical analyses, thestjon of the appropriate methodology suitableéht
uncertainty of steadily changing spatial structuras been one of the topics of discussions by auade
researchers and scholars. The issue of the emergémew urban landscapes is especially interegtirige
case of border areas between the new and old ElWberestates. Generally, the lack of methods andtool
caused our decision to transmit from the primasttistically based analyses to more illustratineso We
relied upon the describing of the development pses, such as mapping, designating, and decoding th
characteristic spatial development images, obsenvatifferent time periods. The structural analyses
mainly dealing with urban agglomeration developnamracterised by urbanisation growth out of thg ci
borders, at urban edges, in the outskirts, anchénhtinterland. This kind of approach is well knoian
contemporary urban and regional planning analyBesre are a few architects and planners from Geyman
Switzerland, the Netherlands etc. who expose ttietliat the outward development of cities was @luar

the development of the inter-urban space, oftecrdex] as the space in-between the cities. Accgrthn
Sieverts (2005, p.70), who claimed that “...the outisadirected development of the communities reptsse
the internal development of the region...”, we try émplain and to understand the emerging urban
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landscapes as a new types of urban structuresratiteg the current spatial trends, potentials, and
perspectives of an attractive, prosperous, andesstul cross-border region.

According to the above mentioned problematic o&dilg changing circumstances in the research &hea,
analysis of urban development stretching along@hez-Maribor transportation axis will be presenigda
series of maps illustrating the main phases of dbatial transformation processes (Fig. 4). Firsthg
approach taken into the consideration for the aealyof the area attempts to divide the identifiad a
mapped spatial processes into certain periods esspecific spatial-development stages of territoria
organization, basically from the point of view ohé. The methodology was adopted after Borsdor9420
who presented the urbanization processes of thieotgron the base of three different phases itatsd as,
(a) the Compact settlements/Urban-rural dichotofinythe Urban-rural continuum, and (c) the Urbaratu
compound. Secondly, the influence of the nationaidér on the region’s development was the other
important factor taken into consideration. In ortiergive valuable information on the complexity tbe
area’s spatial development, both factors of infagerthe main spatial development phases and theite

of the national border, will be incorporated in tepters followed (Pogar, 2008).

In this paper, the research area of the Graz-MagRs is acting as a case-study of the cross-boedgons’
development which represents the arena for disgayeillustrating and describing various territdrand
morphological processes, in relation to differanpacts, effecting the image and organization ofitiber-
urban space. The analyses will incorporate theldpi@ent of both cities, Graz and Maribor, in theecific
role as regional centres located only 60 km aparthis context, the city of Maribor is being sligh
privileged because of its specific role being ledatonly 18 km close to the national border. The
development of the city of Graz is taking place .affp km away and was not so strongly affected ley th
presence of the border.

4 CASE STUDY: CROSS-BORDER REGION GRAZ-MARIBOR

4.1 The position of the research area within Austria ad Slovenia

The research area is situated in the corridor @intlin trans-national transportation route of Earaghich

Is also the main north-south axis to the Balkanmse ©f the Pan-European corridors, Corridor X (Xayges
both cities and prolongs in the direction to SlagerCroatian border. In addition, Corridor V (VegiKiev)
crosses the city of Maribor in the east-west dioect Nevertheless, the border area holds an impbrta
geostrategic position being often considered asltioe to the south-eastern Europe.

4.2 Austria and Slovenia as neighbouring border countres

Both states, Slovenia and Austria, are considesdaoader countries, since they share a high peagentf
borderlands with neighbouring countries in relatimnthe surface of their national territories. Aw f
example, Slovenia, with approximately 2 Million atfitants and 20.273 Km2, shares the borders with fo
neighbouring countries. With regard to the sizeStdvenia and the influence of the national border o
spatial development, it can be advocated that rtftae half of the territory belongs to the bordesasr
(Poganik, 2000). According to that, the areas eligile the co-financing by the special border relatéd E
funds (e.g. Phare CBC, Interreg) cover quite aelgnart of the country (Fig. 2).

Discussing the phenomenon of the Slovenian bondersasituation, Vr3aj (2004) stated two reasonshier
generally higher sensitivity, such as:

e Firstly, the structural weaknesses (declining pafioih, low settelment density, problems in
maintaining minimum of infrastructural standardacd of central functions, low accsessibility to
services); as a concequence, the absence of regevelopment is most present in the north-eastern
part of Slovenia where the borderlands are mamipe countryside with lack of urbanisation;

» Secondly, the relatively strong pressures amongpetitive neighbouring regions, which are not
only political, but also economic and cultural; tipgality of life in the pheriphery is considered as
being lower than in towns and cities, and accordmghat, the national identity is supposed to be
more vulnerable.

In respect to the obstacles mentioned, the bordamigipalities of the Podravje region are constantly
struggling against the demographic decline and gheew population loss caused mainly by rural-urban
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migration. Additionally, the increased mobility helsanged the lifestyles of the population, sineeatea of
daily activities of work, education etc. is spreagdmainly out of the settelments.

Austria, as the so-called ‘Grenzland’ (Borderlamdgth 8.184.700 inhabitants and the area of 83.852,k
shares as much as eight borders with the neighipeountries. After the World War Il, the southteas
parts of Austria were in an unfavourable geostiatpgsition, embraced by the Iron curtain towars t
communist countries. In relation to the north-wastEuropean countries, the Southern Styria as asll
Burgenland, and some parts of other regions locatetie south-eastern margin of the western Eunupes
politically and economically isolated. In fact teeareas were the poorest and most underdeveloped in
Austria until the mid-late 70ies, when the inteioa&l relations to former Yugoslavia began to sufte
During following decades, the social and economigpess has highly improved their spatial and egdiao
performance. The efforts to raise the quality winly were demonstrated in different regional depalent
measures, with emphasis on subsidies’ support Her development of agriculture, tourist farms, and
viniculture. The border areas also recovered dutheéonew impetuousness of ‘shopping tourism’ realiz
mainly by the customers from former Yugoslavia. M¥itthis context, the middle-size and small towns o
the Austrian side of the border, such as LeibiSteass and Spielfeld, experienced an extremelyufidostn
growth presented mainly in construction of new iheig and service capacities. In the mid 80ies, tlue
better mobility and motorization, the city of Grgained more importance in the cross-border economic
flows (shopping, tourism etc.), as well. Recentig border area of Southern Styria is still showngitive
rates of various development indicators. For examgiie number of inhabitants of the region grew by
almost 2% between 1991 and 2001 with a relativédy lshare of young people living in the prevalently
rural environments, and a relatively high perceatafgworking places (17%) located on the Austriie ®©f

the border region (KMU Forschung Austria, 2003)stime entrepreneurial investments, the regionaisero
border economic integration has launched noticeafyb®rtunities for the revival of the once perigiemd
underdeveloped border regions.

4.3 Cross-border cooperation network of the cross-borderegion Graz-Maribor

As the next issue, the short historical overviewhaf development of the cross-border region Grarbda
will be presented. The evaluation indicates the esld importance of the cities from the point @wiof the
cross-border cooperation in the past. The City afibbr, at a crossing of two cultures, has tradaity built
upon a good relationship with neighbouring Austriespecially with the City of Graz. Generally, tress-
border cooperation between Slovenia and Austriss i@k to the early 1960ies. First, it belongedht®
TRIGON community, then to the Alpe-Adria communiignd later, to the EU-cooperation framework
performed by various Interreg programmes, wheratgnesmall cities and regions independently, without
respect for national borders, could build on theim identities (Schindegger, 2003). At presentesav
regional cooperation based on economic, socialir@mwental and cultural interests are promoting the
attempts to incourage the interdisciplinary apphda@sed on the coordination and harmonisationfterdint
procedures, relations among partners, actionsEahgrojects (e.g. EUREGIO, URBAN, URBACT, etc.) of
trans-national and even global dimension (SitaQ520Slightly more ambitious economic impulses are
arising on the Austrian side, such as the ideahefdevelopment project called Technology-Axis Graz-
Maribor, which is obviously lagging behind partlgdause of time delay in the construction of theamedy
from the Slovenian-Austrian border in the directiorCroatia (Sitar, 2005).

2
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Fig. 2: The example of the cross-border cooperatiea of the Interreg Il A: Austria — Slovenia
Source: http://www.at-si.net (15.9. 2006)

4.4 Observing the development of the cross-border regioGraz-Maribor in four phases

Phase Phase | Phase Il Phase Il
Period 19"C. - 1918 1919 - 1970 1970 - 1990
Spatial trend dichotomy urban sprawl continuum
Border no border division by the| national border
national border
INFRASTRUCTURE] railway no improvements| highway
sections

Fig. 3: Spatial development phases of the resemes Graz-Maribor

Phase |

From the historical point of view, the cross-bordegion Graz-Maribor is a part of the territory thie
historical province, the Duchy of Styfiawhich in the past both regions were belongingata whole. The
Duchy was a part of the crown-land of Austro-HumgaEmpire until its dissolution in 1918. Due tonmga
territorial and political changes throughout thethiy the area represents the territory of manyopean
ethnic population groups and cultures and can dxgtdd as a vivid European culture region. Since5,184
apart to the variety of several roads, both citlesgz and Maribor, have been strongly connectethby
Southern Vienna-Trieste railway, which was the dasionomic stimulus to the regions’ developmentafor
century. The railway has caused the industriabragpprocesses in the city of Maribor followed by an
intensive urban growth. In terms of spatial deveiept, the region and its image were based on the
traditional European dichotomy that remained itsmfieature until the late second half of the 2Gthtary.

In 1908, on the Austrian side there was Graz ammag capitol and the largest city in the area wtib
population of 151.781 inhabitants, but there wése aome well organised middle-size cities and swsurch
as Leibnitz and Wildon, situated in the natural iemment with agricultural plots in the lowlandsdan
viniculture on the hilly sites. On the other sitlegre was Maribor with the population of 27.994ahitants
with its hinterland of predominantly agriculturakas (Karner, 2000).

Phase Il

After the First World War, in 1919, the researchaaGraz-Maribor has been divided by the nationaiidro
between Austria and the Kingdom of Yugoslavia. &wihg the Saint Germaine peace treaty, the border
caused the separation of the population and theitan two parts that have been functioning as alavin
some aspects until then. The new border has tomy rfaamilies apart and quite a number of members of
ethnic-national groups were left on 'the other 'sigeparated from their homeland and native cultine
following period of approximately 50 years was nhaicharacterized by the standstill in developmeime,
decline in economic exchange, and cooperation letvlee two countries. One could speak about the two
divided and independent development paths, not belsause the national border was functioning as a

3 German ‘Herzogtum Steiermark’, Slovenian ‘Vojvaaliitajerska’
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physical barrier, but also because of the presefithe two completely different political and ecomio
systems concerning the values and priorities ofpiygulation. During the same period, from the reglo
development point of view, the remarkable diffeesdn peripheral and inland areas of both separate
countries can be observed. Whereas the close bardas were retreated into a kind of spatial ismiat
characterized by population decline and migratlows$ toward the larger towns and cities, the dgualent

of the cities Maribor and Graz resulted in the digind intensive growth in the direction to actrapartant
well-organized and prosperous regional centresepaated border regions. During that period, Maribo
became the most important Yugoslav centre of &xitd metal industry (Lorber, 20066). The intensive
development of the economy reached its peak ir6éhes, without taking into account the Second World
War’s depression and renewal. The spatial structiMaribor became the location of first industizanes,
followed by the construction of residential neighbdmods of social housing indicating an importdatrent

of the planned economy. The city population greavf65.000 inhabitants in 1948 to 85.000 inhabitémts
1961, and reached the size of 97.000 inhabitant®7i (Pirkovi-Kocbek, 1982). Beside, after World War
I, the city gained more political importance dwethe national border with Austria, but it has be¢nhe
same time loosing the traditional economic relaiavith Vienna and Graz. Slowly, the city’s economic
relations have turned toward the southern paroohér Yugoslavia (PirkogiKocbek, 1982), relying upon
its role as the one of the leading Yugoslav indaistowns.

The urban development of the city of Graz was iB8L%ieavily influenced by the annexation of 21
communities (‘Katastralgemeinden’) to the admimiste area of Old Graz (‘Alt-Graz’). After the
annexation, the area of the Large Graz (‘Gross-§sragion grew from 22 km2 to app. 120 km2 (Moser,
1972). According to Moser, the planning of the Gregion was discussed in the context of the devedop
potentials toward the Croatia and other southegions, particularly in the consideration of theuhat
importance of the city as an industrial and culteentre of the wider region. In this period, anessive
demographic development of the city region, fron®.800 to 350.000 inhabitants in 1939, compared to
208.000 in 1938, was foreseen. Above all, the esipanof the city was in general oriented towards th
south, yet the World War Il obstructed the real@abf the plans based on this conception. After\tforld
War Il in order to stop the uneconomic dispersecelimment that was already identified in the outskat
the time, some areas that were already includadhban plans as building land have been convertek ba
into the green areas, (Moser, 1972). According#&b, the urban development of the area can beibdedaus

a phase of urban sprawl.

Phase Il

The spatial development between 1970 and 1990 wiseinced by the warming of the international
relations between both countries, accompanied dyise of strong cross-border flows. It coincidethwhe

rise of mobility and transport infrastructure deghent in the 70ies and 80ies, as for example, the
beginning of the construction of the motorway Gkéaribor. The Austrian part of the motorway Graz-
Leibnitz was completed already in the 70ies andopged to the border town Spielfeld in the 80iag, ib
took an additional decade for the motorway to biét bai the town Sentilj on the Slovenian side andbe
prolonged to the city of Maribor. At that time, taeea between Maribor and Graz became a part ohtst
intensive commuters’ routes, linking the north-weatt of Europe towards the south-east Europe3ia

Km long diagonal line. The border crossing Se@jjelfeld became an important gate, yearly pasyed b
over the Millions of trucks and passengers.

Parallel, this period is characterized by growiigpdrities between the two neighbouring countrieghe
70ies, in the City of Maribor the long lasting pess of the economic stagnation started, partiguiarthe
industrial sector, and lasted till 2002 (LorberP@) It was marked by the decline of the producsentor,
diminishing investments in building sector, andvgrgy social problems, as well. However, severalesta
investments in municipality social housing schemese erected, among others the largest development
project ‘Maribor-South’ (1976), which tempted togmve the social housing policy, but increased the
suburbanization processes of urban land towardsutskirts and hinterland in the south of the bityders.

Since the 60ies, on the contrary to the declineeéonomic development of the city of Maribor, the
development of Graz has been a prosperous onepréh&ar economic predictions reflected in the istea
urban development toward the suburban municipslitiellowed by the positive rates of the population
growth. The most intensive urbanization occurrexhgside the transportation routes in all road tives.
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The city faced the most intensive economic devebmnin manufacturing industries (automobile cluster
wood cluster, human technology cluster, materidlster etc.). In the 1980ies, the asymmetry of the
development between Graz and Maribor, as well agdan both city regions even increased. However, th
most important regional development goal of thev&hsans was reached in 1991 when for the first fime
the history, the Republic of Slovenia claimed itslependence. Since then, the certain predominaince o
economic expansion of the area at the Austriandidiee border remained, in spite of strong tramafdion
processes of economic and political structuresherSlovenian side was accompanying the new codperat
tendencies.

From the spatial development point of view the peses of the suburbanisation can be describedeas th
phase of urban-rural continuum.

Phase IV

The period between 1991 and 2008 is characterigetthdo new motivation for strengthening cross-border
relations in the region after Slovenia’s joining@tBU in 2004 (Austria joined EU already in 1995nc®
then, the ongoing processes, strengthening thessigcef harmonising the development standardsath b
sides to the European ones, have opened a newopatioperation of the two cities and regions, afl.we
From the spatial point of view, this phase is cbemdzed by extreme spreading of the urbanisatidgrobthe

city borders into the wider urban landscapes, atingly growing urban agglomerations, and the appese

of new urban nodes arising predominantly alongitifi@structure axis between both cities. If thevpyas
phase was still mainly characterised by urban-rgmitinuum, the new development represents a shift
toward the urban phenomenon called urban-rural comg. Above all, the increased connectivity in the
global transportation streams has evoked remarlaidages in the settlement structures in the indoen
area Graz-Maribor, in favor to the enlarged scoptinctional urban regions of both cities. The nead
strategic allocation along the transnational tcafforridor has offered the space for various spieeh
development complexes, such as the network of tdabp centres, big shopping malls (Shopping centre
Seiersberg etc.), logistic centres (Cargo centerriinal Werndorf), recreational centres (Schwaezlsggorts
centre) etc. On the other hand, since 2004 the bpeder between two countries caused a paradox that
could still be indicated as the enormous declinbartier crossings of daily commuters for work, ghog,

and leisure, as well as the negligible presenceuliflic transport in traffic flows crossing the berd
However, the ones very important international eorctossing Sentilj-Spielfeld has lost its priméugiction

and was until now unable to establish a new pasitiothe context of the cross-border region (Raga
2008).

Additionally, since 1991, the most dramatic isstithe Slovene economic and social development baa b
the high unemployment rate, which increased fromi8%®90 to above 10% in 2005, mainly in areaseclos
to the traditional city borders (Pecar, Faric, 200Maribor and its urban agglomeration were cortiedn
with very high unemployment rate accompanied byl#ol of entrepreneurial opportunities. In 2004 th
unemployment rate reached 16.9% as the highesnhdhe last 13 years. Recently, small and mediuaesi
enterprises act as an important base for the edergnowth of the region and are seen as new emmaym
opportunities, allocated in the areas of urban esiea (Drozg, 2006). Within the economic activitiése
structural changes are clearly reflecting the fres of the service sector.

In the period from 1999 to 2004, the majority ofmneommercial and business centres were built in the
outskirts of the city of Maribor, few of them ofgienal importance (Drozg, 2006), indicating theioegl
interdependency and extremely fast urban growttatds/the hinterland. These processes were supgnyrted
the population increase in the years between 18812802 that had been stated particularly arouadity
edges, as well as alongside the main roads lintiagsurrounded towns, such as Sentilj, among atirs
the contrary, the city core’s population decreg§adzg, 2006).
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Fig. 4: Observing the spatial development of thessiborder region Graz-Maribor in four phases
Source: Pogsar, 2008

5 CONCLUSIONS

During the last decades, the European integratasdet the new spatial vision of regional develagme
based on the priorities of the decentralisation tndtorial cohesion presented in the efforts fatancing
the living standards, in general. In the cross-borégion Graz-Maribor one can recognize these tionbi

in the preferences for political and economic nekivig on the level of inter- and intra-nationalatbns.
These endeavors are extremely important for theeldpment of cross-border cooperation from spatial,
economic, social, and cultural point of view. Ie tBuropean perspective, the cities and their agglations
are considered as engines of growth. In terms atiadevelopment characteristics the aim of theepavas
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to identify the new urban tendencies toward theanrboncentration, and to present them in the lidhhe
potentials to create the formation of the attractand prosperous European cross-border region. The
potential region, experienced from the unlike hised background for decades, even centuries fliscteng
dramatic transformations of political, economic awtial circumstances. In the past, the Graz-Maribo
spatial axis, marked by asymmetrical confrontadbtwo completely different economic and socialteyss

on both sides of the national border, created olestaagainst any kind of integration. Currentlkirng into
account the enormous structural changes, one camnabthat it was perhaps this very asymmetry whash
strengthened the continuously growth of the cragsir activities and has in principle acted beregfic
Alongside the main transportation corridor Graz-idar, the images of newly developed cross-border
structures were mapped and identified as the ggranal interactions in the form of the new urbaales,
and can be understood as a new landmark of thegargarrban landscapes. As an echo, the questiortdow
promote and balance the development of the unighanuregion as an attractive place for working and
living could be a new focus of the research andudision among politicians, scholars, professionals,
responsible for the future, as well as the oth¢oradnterested to invest in the development of diess-
border region Graz-Maribor. Rich history of initisgs on local, regional, and national level is podimg
some common bases for economic, cultural, and Ilscaliaboration being partly realized in severadjpcts
and actions in the past. Since the independendii@Republic of Slovenia in 1991, and Slovenian EU-
membership in 2004, the cooperation processes nemsified and promoted to benefit in economicjao
cultural, environmental, and spatial relationshifisese new development trends present the neweolgak

for urban planning on local and regional levelnasl.

Searching for the common criteria, there is no &ngnswer to the question about the most apprepriat
strategies for the variety of size, position, aole of actors and institutions in regional, natipead trans-
national context. In the most vivid urban expansicga alongside the main transportation routesdjwaty,
railway etc.) there is the dilemma about the catieh of small urban structures in contrast toltnge-scale
infrastructure projects situated in the extremelysitive landscapes of the cross-border region.pBnadox
of the decline of border crossings of daily commuter work, shopping, and leisure, is diminishihg
possibilities for the intensification of the comnication processes, necessary for the disseminaitich
exchange of new ideas, plans and visions to trerested stakeholder and the population of the megio
Recently, some new institutionalised initiativeganised by two city municipalities in collaboratiaith
public associations of planners, architects andtartappear as the new promoters for the cooperati
different fields of cities’ development.

From this point of view, the recent developmenhdiee can undoubtedly be judged as the chance tinobta
the appropriate understanding necessary for themmwymproject and actions. In order to increase the
prosperity of the region and its population, theeavours to collaborate shall be supported by #we n
information and communication technology relyingonpthe idea, that the transfer of the data will be
adapted to the practitioners needs. Paralel, thesresses have to be guided by the inventive farfintity
governance incorporating the involvement of thelipykarticipation, which might offer the opportues for
strengthening the endogenous potentials of themegi
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