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“The bicycle question will not be treated
here any further, as bicycle traffic is transforming
into car, motorcycle, and moped traffic. In the USA
bicycles are only children’s toys and do not constitute
any kind of traffic question. If separate bicycle paths
are to be built in our country, they can only be
constructed alongside main roads. In residential
areas traffic is low and in the city streets
bicycles are not a suitable vehicle.”

LAV LAIKAARI,
CATY PLANMNING ARCHITELT
IN TuRKu 1948-1960

T LASAARI 196Z, 54.




Olavi Laisaari’s comment from the early 19605
is a typical example of the attitude modernist
traffic planners had towards cycling.

Cycling was supposed to disappear, and it
was not perceived as a proper mode of
traffic, the way motorized traffic was.

It did not need to be taken into
consideration in traffic planning.*

The USA was seen as the ideal country in traffic
planning. There (arge-scale motorization had
taken place a lot_:_ earlier than in Europe.
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City centers had been renewed drastically
to make space for massive urban highways.

T MORTOM L008: HERLIHY Look, FLL-FL8,

 disappeared in the USA already during the

Cycling as a traffic mode had practically

early decades of the 20th century
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At the same time, cyclists were a major part of urban
traffic both in Finland...

and elsewhere
in Europe.

The 1948 traffic count in Turky
was carried out in one spot for
Olavi Laisaari’s city plan.

Statistical models were important in
social planning that had a central
societal role in post-war Europe.”

Traffic planning became a planning field of its
own, giving traffic planners and their quidelines
the power to transform whole cities?

H EMANUEL LoTL, 157,
5 LuNDPIMN LooS.

Olavi Lairaari’s 1952 city plan and
development programme for Turku were based
on projections of ever increasing car traffic.




Laisaari’s city plan for Turku highlighted the need to widen
the streets in the city center, in order to (et the car traffic
flow freely and to ensure enough parking spots.*

Even though the city had less
than 9000 registered cars in the
beginning of the 195057

Laisaari was a modernist traffic planner who
wanted to design functionalist decentralized
cities that prioritized car traffic.®
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b LAISAARI 1951, 66-68,

F LAAKSO 1984, LF6.

2 NISKAMNEN Lolo, Fo-43.

Laisaari’s city plan for Turku was never fully carried out, but his goal of widening
streets for car traffic gave a motivation for wide-ranging changes.
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Of existing buildings in the city center
were demolished

And replaced, between
the late 19505 and the
early 1970s.7
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- Traffic in the Finnish cities went through a
dramatic change due to a quick motorization,
but not without the purposeful contribution

- of fhg_ﬁtraﬁ{g_g‘[a_nnmg.

Following international trends, traffic planning
had started to focus on car traffic even before
the number of cars had started to grow.” ,

In many places, building for the growth
of car traffic started already in the
19305, when cycling was at its height.

The visions of future traffic had very little
connection to the actual traffic sitvation
of the time.
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Cyclists were perceived as a hinder for car
traffic, but as there were so many of them,
separate bicycle paths were seen as a
possible solution.”

10 MCSHANE 1999 WALLIOINEM LooL.
11 OLPENZIELS HARD 2013, 152-154.
12 WALLIOINEN ZooL, 54.55.

For example, in Helsinki the first bicycle
path network was planned during this
period, in 1939.%




In the 19505, the focus on
car traffic further
increased in European
traffic planning.

Whereas the planning in earlier
decades had also considered
public transportation...

and non-motorized
modes, now the planning
ideal was a car city of
high efficiency. The most
important goal was to
let the maximum amount
of car traffic flow
through the urban
centers.”

13 seHmucwl Zool, LuMpIN Zoo88.
T4 LaNpIN ZooB, ZTF1-275.

Motorization was treated as a force of nature, the development
of which societies had to accommodate and advance.™




Also Laisaari’s attitude changed during the
years. Although his 1952 city plan for Turku
clearly focused on car traffic

It still also considered the bicycle as a
traffic mode and referred to Danish
bicycle planning.

According to Laisaari’s prognosis, car traffic
would grow manifold in the coming years,

but also bicycle traffic would likely double

in numbers. -
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AUl bridges and larger streets would need
to be fitted with bicycle paths.

But there was no space for that,
as he immediately pointed out.”

In the beginning of the 19605 he had
grown to think that cycling had no
space in city centers at all.*

15 LAISAARI 1952, 64,
To LAISAARI 196, 4.



Bibliography
Emanuel, Martin (2012) Trafikslag pd undantag: Cykelfrafiken i Stockholm 1930-1950. Stockholm: Stockholmia
forlag.

Flaschner, Thomas (2000) Stahlros auf dem Aussterbe-Etat: Zur Geschichte des
Fahrrades und seiner Verdrangung in den Soer Jahren. Eckstein: Journal fiir Geschichte 9 (2000): -2

Herlihy, David V. (2009) Brcycte: The History. New Haven and London: Yale University Press.

Kallioinen, Johanna (2002) Pydrdilyn institutionaalinen asema likennesvunnittelussa. VATT-keskustelvaloitteita 261.
Helsinki: Valtion taloudellinen tutkimuskeskus.

Laakso, Veikko (1984) Nopean kaupungistumisen vuosikymmenet. In Eero Kuparinen (ed.) Turun seitseman
wosisatoa. Turku: Turun Historiallinen Yhdistys & Turun kaupunki.

Lahtinen, Rauno (2013) Turun puretut talot. Fifth edition, first revised edition. Turku: Sammakko.
Laisaari, Olavi (1952) Turun yleiskaava ja kaupungin kehittimisohjelma. Turku: Turun kaupunki.
Laisaari, Olavi (1962) Tehokas kaupunki: The Smooth-running Town. Turku,

Lundin, Per (2008) Bilsamhllet: Ideologi, expertis och regelskapande i efterkrigstidens Sverige. Stockholm:
Stockholmia farlag.

Lundin, Per (2008b) Mediators of modernity: Planning experts and the making of the “car-friendly” ity in
Europe. In Mikael Hard & Thomas J. Misa (eds.) Urban Marchinery. Inside Modern Eurapean Cities. Cambridge: The
MIT Press, 251-219.

McShane, Clay (1995) Down the asphalt path: The automobile and the American cify. New York: Columbia
University Press.

Niskanen, Riitta (2010) Ja Jumala loi kaupungin: Kaavoittaja Olavi Laisaati ja modernismin opit. In Museoviraston
rakennushistorian asaston aikakauskirja. Helsinki: Museovirasto, 30-43.

Norton, Peter (2008) Fighting Traffic: The Dawn of the Motor Age in the Amerfcan Gity. Cambridge, Massachusetts:
MIT Press.

Oldenziel, Ruth & Hard, Mikael (2013) Consumers, Tinkerers, Rebels: The Peaple who Shaped Europe. Hampshire:
Palgrave Macmillan.

Schmucki, Barbara (2001) Der Traum vom VerkehrsfluB. Stidtische Verkehrsplanung seit 1955 im devtsch-devtschen
Vergleich. Frankfurt am Main: Campus.




