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1 ABSTRACT

As de-industrialisation has left factories vacamd arban living is gaining popularity, redevelopidormer
industrial area offers cities a unique residergratironment. In order to get insights in the madieé people
moving to these areas, this research has studiatbrgs of case study area Strijp-S, their motdferoving
there and their lifestyles. Former Philips tergt&trijp-S has already been partly redeveloped anioixed-
use creative and culture district and this has Iseecessful as is has been awarded a prestigimes(pRP
Gulden Feniks, 2013) and has become a popular pidoee. This study collected data from the resideof
Strijp-S. The results of the data collection showed the main group of Strijp-S residents are gpumghly
educated singles and couples. Furthermore, a tame moved to this neighborhood from their pareota
student homes and thus can be considered asrstaBased upon the activity pattern items fromnked
Bendit and Kaplan (2012), four types of lifestyl@sre discovered: Mellow Morgan, Enthusiastic Etliot
Racing Riley and Sporty Sam. While culture was ohé¢he factors, the lifestyles found in this ressar
mainly distinguished themselves by their attitudevards sport and work. Finally, when examining the
motivation of people to move to Strijp-S, it is r@rkable how many of the respondents (around 70é&Keld
for dwellings only in this neighbourhood. In padiiar, the distance to the city centre and the inwddgtrijp-

S as a creative neighborhood were mentioned tof benmortance. Furthermore, residents with a Racing
Riley lifestyle and part-time workers tend to chedisis neighbourhood for its characteristics araioless
on the dwelling characteristics. So where someiatueénd to focus on dwelling characteristics, thi&earch
shows that environmental characteristics includimg activity types should be taken into account whe
redeveloping an industrial heritage area. Furtheemtie marketing of the area is important, adrttege of
Strijp-S as a neighbourhood was often mentiondzetof importance when choosing to move there.

Keywords: lifestyles, redevelopment, industrialitagye site, mixed use neighbourhood, new use

2 INTRODUCTION

European cities offer unique built landscapes tearesent the identity and shared history of itegi
regions and inhabitants. These shared memory spaeentinually evolving, often facing challengeat
derive from processes such as industrialisatiock lkaf investment or economic decline that result in
unemployment, depopulation, disengagement and meigation. Cities dealing with the aftermath césh
challenges have been experimenting with approaahdstools to promote the revitalisation of theiiltou
environment, including areas protected as heritafgen using this same area as an asset upon tehiakild

this revitalisation process. Due to the changesddern society and cities, many industrial areas tleeir
industrial functions and became obsolete on thehamel and urbanisation is emerging on the othed.han
Reducing the amount of obsolete industrial sitesngans of revitalisation is important for regional
sustainability, because it re-utilises already nibed land for new purposes and economic functibms.
addition, such industrial areas also represenunalltvalue to society, because they are linkedhtaresd
memories and identity of the city. Recently, thetddbugovernment has emphasised the redevelopment of
industrial areas into new uses as a means to #temgdhe cities, maximize land use and stimulag th
economy (Louw & Bontekoning, 2007). However, thignsformation process from an obsolete industrial
area into an industrial heritage area with a new that is fully integrated into the rest of theydind its
social fabric is a big challenge. Reasons aredhhindustrial areas host large scale infrastrgctiostly to
re-utilise, are often spatially isolated from thestr of the city and are associated with decline and
unemployment. While it can be argued that livingcities and redevelopment of former factories are
becoming increasingly popular, currently there itdel knowledge about the preferences of residents
choosing to live in industrial heritage areas. Ef@e the main question related to this is whas s®uld

be created in these areas and for whom in ordmiate these areas more liveable.

REAL CORP 2019Proceedings/Tagungsband ISBN 978-3-9504173-6-4 (CD), 978-3-9504173-7-1r{pri m—
2-4 April 2019 — hitps://www.corp.at Editors: M. SCHRENK, V. V. POPOVICH, P. ZEILE, PLESEI, C.BEYER, J. RYSER



Lifestyles, New Uses, and the Redevelopment of limdh$leritage Sites: A Case Study of Strijp-S, Hiaden

There is a large body of literature concerning whedple prefer for their housing and housing muhili
Among such research, three aspects are found ittflbential for the choice of housing. These asperk
housing and housing environment attributes, as wasgllpeople's life trajectory and lifestyle. Reldvan
dwelling attributes are: dwelling type, number obms, total size, room size, tenure, price, outdpace &
size and year built. Furthermore, environmentatitattes are also of influence, especially for urban
neighbourhood with various facilities available (Moet al., 1997; Goetgeluk, 1997; Boumeester et al
2008). Goetgeluk (1997) and Boumeester et al. (RG0So looked into the relation between socio-
demogprahics and dwelling and neighbourhood preée® of residents. According to their findings, ,age
income, household situation and ownership are tbst nmportant determinants of housing choice. While
preferences guide the choice and behaviour of petik ideal house however, might not always Haimwi
reach. In that sense, the life trajectory appra#tdrs insight in the triggers which make a househlecide

to actually move. Therefore, the life trajectoryrigortant for decisions on housing and is expldibg the
scoio-demographics, such as changes in the faonitgdtion and job career. However, the decision éwen

is not only determined by the life trajectory bigcathe lifestyle of people. For instance, somelestiis will
decide to stay with their parents, while othersidke¢co move. This is related to restrictions anefgnences

of these specific households. Classical approaahqsain these differences only based on socio-
demographic characteristics (age, household staitesme). Some however argue that these are n@tong
sufficient to explain differences between varionsideholds; they claim differentiation in housindpé&our
has increased due to demographic, socioeconomicsacidcultural shifts in Western economies and a
greater variety in lifestyle cultures (Jansen, 30There are different lifestyle concepts but imegal, it is
explained as a qualitative description of tastakjas, preferences and motives (Ben Hammouch, 2007)

A repetitive theme in lifestyle research is thdfaténce between rural people and city dwellerssTdia
shift from the previously mentioned notion of ‘uniem as a way of life’ (Wirth, 1938). Today citiese this
as a way to distinguish themselves and the urlbestyie is a popular notion (van Diepen & Muste2d(9).
Van Diepen and Musterd (2009) take a behaviourgkrageh for the influence of lifetsyle on housing
decisions where they indicate that people withréage lifestyle will move to a house and locatitratt fits
their needs best. They connect urbanity at the rggbical level with the plentiful availability o&€ilities
and services, and the ease of life due to less tiomsuming daily tasks and recurring activities.tie
individual level, urbanity is associated with thetidties people engage in; urbanites visit culkereents,
often meet local people (instead of family andrfdg) and outsource housekeeping activities. Unpasit
thus mainly related to activity behaviour aspeaits activity based lifestyle approach thereforeestisuited
for this research. Driessen en Beereboom (1983gldped an activity based lifestyle approach inrthei
research of housing decisions. They identified tbat dimensions are the foundation of the behasiou
variables they researched: recreational activitlexk-related, practical use activities and vitapansive
activities. In their research, the respondents werneed into seven lifestyle groups. The varioosups had
some difference in preferences concerning theindivenvironment. In more recent research, by Frenke
Bendit and Kaplan (2012) a similar approach wasl @&l they concluded that the lifestyle of knowkedg
workers was related to their residential choicethlit research, they identified four lifestyle gosiased on
activity patterns; culture-orientated, work-origeth home-orientated and sport-orientated actsvithd! in
all, in order to understand the housing decisionnmtives for moving to a house, dwelling and
neighbourhood preferences, life trajectory andstifee characteristics are important to investigate.

To explore this study in the context of redeveloptmareas, we focused on the residents of the former
Philips industrial site, Strijp-S, a 27 ha area,ioWhhas been redeveloped into a culture and crgativ
oriented mixed-use neighbourhood. It is centratigated in Eindhoven, The Netherlands as it is tha
within the inner belt of the city. At the end oktB0th century however, Philips moved their proucline
elsewhere and a lot of the factories became vatar2002 the municipality and project developer kéol
Wessels purchased the land and started planningettevelopment. The two stakeholders combined their
efforts into a joint venture; Park Strijp Beheeref@ti & Stam, 2011). In the following years, Ppdi
withdrew incrementally from the property and in 2Q8arts of the property and factories were soltivio
housing cooperations; Trudo and Woonbedrijf. Trwdms the first to develop on Strijp-S; starting from
October 2004 ‘Het Klokgebouw’ was transformed iattcreative factory” one storey at a time. In ortter
generate vitality in the area, room was given ®wlorking creative class (Hezemans, 2004) anddheest
venue PopEi (Dieleman, 2004). In February 201Jitkeresidents arrived at Strijp. Now it is a Vigart of
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the city as it offers various leisure possibiliteesd serves as one of the main locations of thetDDesign
Week (DDW, 2016). The area is still in transforroatiseveral factories have already been redeve)dpgd
also new projects have been added and others &ite geme. The area is served by its own railwaygich
and a bus line to the airport. Strijp-S has beearsiciered as a succesfull case since it has becqupuar
place to live, visit and work and was awarded \itbrestigious prize (West 8, 2013).

An important focus of the redevelopment is cregtivihe creative industry is seen as promising toed
foundation for the new identity of Strijp-S (WestZ04). There is no functional clustering, instédael aim
is to create a mix in functions such as creativeaganies, offices, housing, and facilities like agsants,
cafes and shopping. Therefore, “creativity” hasrban important driver of the Strijp-S developmdinhas
been the foundation of the vision of, and markefimrgthe neighbourhood also in terms of the redidén
target group and the planned facilities. Strijps& isuccessful example of industrial heritage reldgwment.
Therefore having insights into the area and itglezdgs’ decisions to live in that area might befulstor the
redevelopment of other areas to.

The remainder of the paper is structured as folldwust the methodology section explains the suraeg
the data collection. Then, the data and resultsosedescribes the sample characteristics andebats of
lifestyle analysis and the tree analysis. Findlg paper concludes with a discussion of major losians
and recommendations.

3 METHODOLOGY

For this research, we looked into the residentStofp-S, their lifestyles and motives to live imetarea. We
collected data from 149 residents of Strijp-S viacaline questionnaire. The questionnaire wasidigtd
amongst the residents of the Strijp-S neighbourhBedpondents were asked about their

. socio-demographics such as age, household sityatmyme and education;

- preferences for both their previous and currentlitvgeand neighbourhood characteristics such as
dwelling type, size distance to city centre andkyetc.;

« motives for moving out of their previous home andving to Strijp-S such as work, education,
household situation and housing and neighbourhbadacteristics;

- lifestyles based on leisure activity patterns bing3 statements regarding their work, culturersp
and home-oriented activities. Respondents weredaskevhat extent they agreed with these statements
on a 5 level likert scale from absolutely disageabsolutely agree. These statements are takemtfre
study of Frenkel, Bendit and Kaplan (2012) andloauiseen on Table 1.

The collected data was analysed in several stepfirsf basic descriptive statistics of the respansere
conducted. From there, the relevant variablesuhér analysis were selected. Then, in orderdssify the
respondents into lifestyle groups, first a relidpitest was done to identify relevant variabldgn by a
factor analysis these variables were combined latamnt lifestyle factors. In the last step, a @dustnalysis
was done by k-means clustering to form the actfesdtyle groups. After these steps, both the outfidhe
descriptive statistics and the cluster analysisewesed for a tree analysis. From this, decisioesti@ the
choice of residents to move to Strijp-S were exaahifurther. All of these analyses were executedgusi
SPSS. These steps can be seen in figure 1.

MNumber of items to include in factor analysis

Decrease number of items as input for the cluster analysis

Overview of answers of respondents Grouping of respondents based on their lifestyle

Decision of residents

Figure 1: Data analysis process
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Work-orientated Promoting my career is currently the most importaimg in my life

| participate in many conferences and professiooatses

I work until late in the evening and also on weealen

| am highly available for my employer outside of mgrk hours

Culture-orientated | frequently go to restauramid eoffee shops

| frequently hang out in discotheques, bars andsclu

| frequently go to the theatre and music shows

| frequently go to operas and concerts

| frequently go to museums, exhibitions and gadieri

| frequently go to courses and seminars

| frequently go to the cinema

| enjoy living in an urban area that offers aburaaaof opportunities and population diversity

| am socially involved in my community

Sport-orientated | frequently dedicate time to @atdsport activities

| frequently jog or walk in parks and public opgrases

| frequently use sport facilities near my residence

| frequently engage in outdoor activities in par@rdens and open spaces

| frequently engage in outdoor sport activitiestsas cycling

Home-orientated | frequently gather with friend$ame

| like to walk around the neighbourhood

| like to work in the garden, design the houserayagje in other hobbies at home

| have social relations with my neighbours

| prefer to live in a quiet neighbourhood

Table 1: Leisure activity-pattern factors (Frenigndit, & Kaplan, 2012)

4 DATA AND RESULTS

In total 208 respondents filled in the questiommalowever, 59 of the collected cases were incample
Therefore, 149 eligible respondents remain. Thebsut 14% of the Strijp-S residents. Below thelltegor
the each step of data analysis process as shakigure 1 will be explained.

Socio-Demographics Sample %
Age 18-25y 45 30.2
26-30y 59 39.6
3140y 26 17.4
41+y 19 12.8
Household situation single 70 47.0
together 63 42.3
other 16 10.7
Education Lower vocational education 1 0.7
Highschool; lower level 3 2.0
Vocational education 9 6.0
Highschool; average and high level 7 4.7
Professional education 56 37.6
University 70 47.0
Other 3 2.0
Work full time (more than 35 h) 89 59.7
part time (12 + 35 h) 29 19.5
less than 12 h (or no work) 31 20.8
Household income Unknown, 0 + 19 12.8
(net minimal income) 625 + 41 27.5
1875+ 46 30.9
3125+ 29 19.5
4375+ 14 9.4
Student Yes 41 27.5
No 108 72.5

Table 2: Overview of socio-demographic variablethef sample
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4.1 Descriptive Results

As can be seen in table 2, the majority of the oadpnts are below 40 years old, single or livinghva
partner, highly educated, working full time, andddie income. Table 3 shows the differences between
previous and current housing and neighbourhoodemates of respondents. The current housing situati
of residents differ compared to their previous ogisn terms of size and price. After moving toijptsS,

the residents have less rooms (60.4 %), their hisus®aller (40.9 %), their living room is smal(d0.9 %),
they loose outdoor space (45.6 %) and pay more(7nh® %). An explanation could be found in the lif
trajectory approach; residents might have less rieedarge housing and therefore downsize fromrthei
previous dwelling such as youngsters living witiniig or elderly people.

Change in Dwelling Sample %
Less rooms 90 60.4
Nr Rooms Same room nr 33 221
More rooms 26 17.4
More than 20 m2 smaller 61 40.9
Size Same size (-20 to +20) 34 22.8
More than 20 m2 bigger 54 36.2
Smaller living room 61 40.9
o Same size (-10 to +10) 33 221
Living room - —
Bigger living room 36 24.2
No living room (loft) 19 12.8
Independent to independent 104 69.8
shared to independent 39 26.2
Shared -
independent to shared 2 1.3
shared to shared 4 2.7
Less or same rent 22 23.2
Current rent More rent (max 250 Euro) 39 411
More than 250 Euro extra rent 34 35.8
No outdoor to no outdoor space 7 4.7
No outdoor to outdoor space 23 15.4
Outdoor space
Outdoor space to no outdoor space 68 45.6
Outdoor space to outdoor space 51 34.2

Table 3: Differences between previous and currewtlthg and neighborhood preferences

In figure 2, the motives for moving out of the pas house can be seen. The first two categoreestated

to the housing career; the dwelling and environalenharacteristics. These include motives like ,size
tenure, maintenance of dwelling/neighbourhood astlbance by neighbours. Also the household career
seems of importance, especially moving out of theeptal / student home and living together as gleou
The work and education careers were combined in& because presumably the motives for moving are
similar, such as accessibility to the work or ediocalocation. The category ‘Other’ includes severa
motives to move that were only invoked rarely; Ifkeancial reasons, splitting up, getting kids oowimg
closer to family.

According to results, a large group of residentsvely chose to live in Strijp-S; almost 70% hadyon
searched for dwellings at Strijp-S and most of théichnot even look at other dwellings at all. Fig®
shows the number of respondents who indicatedaharticular reason was of importance to them. Most
residents found the dwelling characteristics toddevant, but this is closely followed by the vaisaypes of
neighbourhood characteristics. Of these espeaidyance to the city centre and the image of S8ijgs a
creative neighbourhood are prominent. The ‘othategory represents people who had motives to nmve t
Strijp-S that were not related to the built envir@nt. One respondent explained that (s)he moved tihe
home of his/her partner, so the most importantads neither related to the dwelling itself noe th
environment.
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Figure 2: Motives for moving out of previous house
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Figure 3: Reasons to move to Strijp-S

4.2 Lifestyle Results

As found in the literature research, residentséslyles could offer more insight into their housing
preferences. This is thought to improve understandi the choices of residents, because it classifiem

by their behaviour and attitudes instead of soemagraphic characteristics as age and income hirthe

23 activity based statements of Frenkel et al. 22@lere used in this study. They uncovered fouedkht
activity patterns; culture, sport, work and homewotated. These same statements were used in@ fact
analysis under the residents of Strijp-S, attengptinfind similar lifestyle patterns. Then the disits were
clustered into groups with similar lifestyles. Asptained in the methodology, first a factor anaysias
done in order to decrease the number of clusterambles. Then a cluster analysis was used inrdae
identify groups of similar residents.

Of the 23 statements, two were excluded due to tigrelation with each other (0.679);
« | participate in many conferences and professiooatses
« | frequently go to courses and seminars

The rest of the items were found to be adequatpddiorming a factor analysis, because an overaitbdéd—
Meyer—Olkin value of .706 was reached.

A factor analysis using the principle axis factgriextraction method and Varimax rotation (with k)s
was executed. In order to find the optimal humieiactors, various analyses were run; each regultima
different number of factors (three to six). Whererikel et al. (2012) found four factors, this reshahose
to continue with six factors. This was groundedbyh the explained variance and the eigenvalues& hix
factors are sport, culture, work, going out, comityuand home activities.

The six obtained factors were then used in thetedusnalysis. In this step the actual lifestylecipgies
were obtained by grouping people that have simaifeawers on the cluster variables. k-means clustevas
used to form the groups. Therefore the numberusitets had to be decided beforehand. Two considesat
had to be taken into account. On the one handntimeber of clusters should be high to keep as much
information on the residents, because if all thedents are grouped into one cluster no distinctiam be
made. On the other hand, the clusters need toasemably sized. As 30 was the envisioned minimailyar

of cases per cluster, no more than 5 clusters doeltbrmed. Therefore, at first a cluster analygth 5
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clusters was performed. The first and last clubtawvever consisted of too few cases (21 and 26} thu
another clustering procedure with 4 cluster sohgiavas executed. This resulted in a better suitable
classification as all clusters consisted of mowntBO respondents and were evenly sized. The fastec
solution is also supported by the variance ratiteigon (VRC) of Calinski and Harabasz (1974).

Figure 4 illustrates the four clusters. The setehssare distinguished especially on the sportvend factor.

Cluster 1 and 3 are both very sportive, while 2 drténd to practice sport less. Cluster 2 and 3vaee
focused on work. For cluster 1 and 4 their worless important. As the sport factor is most digiecfor
the first cluster, these residents are designategparty Sam. The third cluster scores high ontsmowell,
but also scores high on most other factors. Becaldee high levels, this cluster is called RadRitgy. The
second cluster scores high on work and going adiisatherefore named Enthusiastic Elliott. The thsster
can be identified by their low scores on most fexctind thus have a more relaxed, easygoing waweof |
Therefore they are called Mellow Morgan.

1.00
@ 0.90
0.80 e

0.70 “’V
oi4o _ /

0.30
£ 0.20
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< 0.10
0.00

d factorscore

K

ge weighte

Sport Culture Work Going out Community Home
Factors

Total 1 - Sporty Sam 2 - Enthusiastic Elliott 3 - Racing Riley

4 - Mellow Morgan

Figure 4: Results of cluster analysis

Looking at the clusters and corresponding socioatgaphics and dwelling characteristics, it is fouinalt

the Sporty Sam cluster is composed of residentsavhovery sportive and less focused on work. Thiey a
mainly singles and earn average income. They chawseage housing size. The Racing Riley cluster is
composed of residents who are highly interestesport and culture, spend much of their time on wané
oriented towards community. These residents afetimé workers and chose housing with one room (no
living room). The Enthusiastic Elliot cluster israposed of residents who find work important, ofgenout

to restaurants and bars and don’'t spend much timsports and culture. These residents are young and
single and chose large housing. Finally the Melldargan cluster is composed of residents who hasg ea
going lifestyle, older than average Strijp-S resideliving together with a partner, working lessufs than
average, have the lowest income and chose smalirwpu

4.3 Tree Analysis

Tree analysis was used to get a deeper understpofithe decision to live in Strijp-S. This typeddcision
model predicts the value of the dependent varitglegrouping respondents based on the independent
variables. From the obtained tree, the relatiorsshigtween the various variables can be observedhigs
research focuses on the choice for Strijp-S, thestnmmportant reason to choose to live on StrijpfS o
respondents was used as the dependent variablandtives to move to Strijp-S can be divided intceth
main reasons; dwelling characteristics, neighbomdhoharacteristics and other reasons. This grouiging
done to have enough responses per reason in erdenduct the tree anaylsis. As the ‘other’ categeas
mainly concerned with motives unrelated to thetlkenvironment and was rather small, these respasiden
(12) were left out of the analysis. The obtainedleis thus describe the main reason for groupssideats
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to choose their current home; either the dwellitsglf or because of the neighbourhood Strijp-Sthig
model, lifestyle and socio-demographic variables iacluded as explanatory variables for the motiees
move to Strijp-S.

As can be seen in figure 5, the main sociodemoggagriable is being a student or not. Studentsl ten
focus more on the dwelling characteristics. Thighhibe explained by the focus on housing pricesheg
often have less to spend. The next distinction liegthe lifestyle groups. Racing Riley found mgitiie
neighbourhood characteristics of importance (68.2¥gn choosing their current dwelling (node 3). thar
other lifestyles the amount of time they spend amkws relevant (node 5 and 6). Residents who violtk
time put the dwelling characteristics first, whilart time workers slightly focus more on the neiginthood.
For them, especially the image of the neighborhedahportant (33.3%).

Motives_Strijps_dwmellingORneigh_other

Node O
Category * 1]

B Dwalling charactenstios

830 M

|
i ® Dimalling characteristics |
| ® Neighborheod characteristics :

B Meighborhood characteristies 470 63

| O Sighaiiomont (annetainios Total 1000 134
Student
Improvement=0 025
Nlo YTS
Made 1 Nade 2
Category % n Catagory k] L]

L Cwwelling characteristios 479 45
B Neighborhood charactenstics 521 49

B Cwvelling characteristics 650 26
B Neighborhood charactenstics 350 14

Total 701 B4

Total 289 40
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Improvament=0 022

Racrrj Riley Spoty Sam, Enthusiastic Elliott; Metlom Margan
MHode 3 Hode 4
Categony = n Categorny = n
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B Dwuelling eharacteristics 428 @
B Haighborhood charsctenstion 871 12

B Duuelling characternistics

B Neighborhood charactenstics 431 22

500 20

Total 187 21

Tatal

| 5

Figure 5: Results of tree analysis for motives toventm Strijp-S

5 DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION

As the city population keeps increasing (Beetslet2815), there is increasing pressure on urbaasar
Simultaneously former industrial areas have becoamant over the past years, because production has
moved to other countries (Pike, 2009). As citiegehgrown larger, these areas have been an intamugt

the urban structure. These industrial areas howeffer a chance to be redeveloped into new andyiate
parts of cities (VROM-raad, 2009) due to the remuncof land consumption, their industrial heritaayed
location within the city. This research strivedptrtray residents of redeveloped industrial hedtageas and
capture their motives for moving to these areasrder to get a better understanding of the attren@ss of

this type of neighbourhood.

4o
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We collected data from 149 residents of Strijp-3egenerated industrial heritage area in EindhoVée,
Netherlands, by means of an online questionnaiesulis of the collected data show that Strijp-$desgs
are mainly young, high educated singles or couftegarding, the motivation of people to move tdj&,

it is found that around 70% of respondents looke#d dwellings only in the Strijp-S area. The dist&rno
the city centre and the image of Strijp-S as atsreaeighbourhood were mentioned to be important f
their decision to move. Based upon the activitytguatitems, four lifestyles groups were found: Mell
Morgan, Enthusiastic Elliott, Racing Riley and Sgd@am. The lifestyles found in this research waainly
distinguished by residents’ attitude towards smortd work rather than culture and at home activities
However, creativity and culture was an importanvelr in developing Strijp-S. It was expected thia t
research to lifestyle would show culturally origethresidents. Therefore, there might be a difiezein
people deciding to live in this neighborhood andpde who come to Strijp-S in order to work or vigie
culture facilities.

Furthermore, both the sociodemographic variables the lifestyle clustering of Strijp-S residentdeof
insight in the type of residents that actively cbmdo live in such areas. In that respect, an dstig
outcome is the change in dwelling characteristrawing from the literature review, it was expecthdt
residents advance in their housing career, thuswieving they choose bigger, more comfortable hausi

In this research, however the opposite was foundstMstrijp-S residents have downsized from their
previous dwelling. This kind of behaviour can b@eoted from the elderly, as their children have enout

and therefore have less need for bigger housinglewhey do show the most decline in total sizanhar of
rooms and size of living room, younger residentsoathow a decrease. This might be related to the
attractiveness of the neighbourhood and resideightrhe willing to accept smaller housing in ortietive

in this specific neighboirhood. This is also comgd when looking into the decision to move to §i§j
Residents who found dwelling characteristics mangdrtant are more likely to increase their housing
situation, but do pay more in order to get thislesf comfort. Furthermore, neighbourhood charasties

are mainly preferred by non-students, Racing Rileyesidents who are in other clusters and work flean

12 hours. This research enables forming ideas rimsteof new uses, environmental characteristics and
marketing for the redevelopment of other industnelitage sites with similar characteristics.

For project developers of residential industriatitage projects, this study can give reccommendatian
the target group that is interested in the redegramt. A potential group are young, highly educaiedles
and couples without kids. While this might lookdila small defined group, the lifestyle researctwshihat
there still is differentiation in their attitudevtards especially work and sport and their choicewélling.
Moreover, it is seen that all respondents condaitggout, and community related activities verygirently.
This should be taken into account such as makingdnuse areas when redeveloping industrial heritage
sites. Furthermore, other groups should not beuded as also elderly and some household with emnildr
have chosen to live in Strijp-S. These groups twmgd be attracted to living in industrial heritaayeas, but
the dwellings of Strijp-S might not have been dul@dor their needs. When these groups are aléuteriest
for developing future projects, their needs shduddconsidered from the start of the redevelopmiant.
addition, the marketing of the neighbourhood sesstessant. In this research it was found that thagenof
Strijp-S as a creative neighbourhood was an impbriaighbourhood characteristic that pulled redisiém
Strijp-S. Therefore when redeveloping industrialghbourhood a clear vision for the neighborhoodustho
be found to distinguish the neighbourhood. Using thision as part of marketing the neighbourhootl, w
help attract residents.
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