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within cities that are polluted, battered, abandoned. These zones have different potentials,
i such as access to urban equipment and facilities. In practice, the redevelopment of these
ilands may be associated with challenges such as the type of ownership, accessibility, and
i economic viability, etc. Measuring and ranking their redevelopment capacity can be an
g'important planning step in returning these lands to the urban development cycle. In the
i past, Yazd city had some factories and active industries that are now located within the city
idue to the urban growth and expansion. Currently, these sites are abandoned and have
i environmental pollution. These sites lead to many social, economic, environmental, and
landscape issues. These issues include reduced social security, lack of a sense of belonging,
i reduced desirability for settlement in these lands, devaluation of land, adjacent municipal
i waste disposal sites, unpleasant urban image, and spatial discontinuities. Therefore, the
i main purpose of this paper is to evaluate the redevelopment capacity of the abandoned
lands (former Manufactory - Industrial Lands) in Yazd city.

ETHODS: This research is an applied type of research. The research employs a
H descriptive-analytical research method, and the data is collected by bibliographic
i study and interviews. Delphi, ANP, Super Decision, and Arc GIS software were employed
i for data analysis. In the first step, the criteria and the indices are extracted from theoretical
{literature. The criteria and indices have been scored by Delphi method, and accordingly,
gthe weight of each criterion is defined by the ANP method in the Super Decision software.
iIn the next step, industrial zones of Yazd city were recognized on the basis of weighted
icriteria in Arc GIS software. Finally, Yazd industrial zone redevelopment capacity has
ibeen achieved in 5 classifications (very high development capability, high development
i capability, medium development capability, low development capability, and very low
development capability).

INDINGS: According to the results of the network analysis process in Super Decision
;B software, thefollowingcriteriaare prioritized: 1-Site physical status with 0.451 coefficient
i of significance, 2- Economy with 0.387 coefficient of significance, 3- Infrastructure with
$0.161 coefficient of significance. Respectively, location in the city (0.223), owner willingness
Eor activity status (0.220), access to a network of passages (0.118), quality of buildings
£(0.117), area (0.114), ownership (0.094), price (0.036), access to public transport (0.033),
i burnout status (0.027) and access to utilities (0.013) are significant sub-criteria. The results
ishow that the lands in the middle and central texture of Yazd have very high and high
i development capability, which indicates the importance of the location in the city. The
lands that have the highest redevelopment capacity have the best access to the pathways.
i Therefore, location in the city, owner willingness (activity status), access to passages and
iareas are of high importance. Also, the low ratio of highly developed land area to total
{land area (35.8) indicates the low redevelopment capacity of manufactory-industrial lands.
i These results can help urban planners and managers prevent unnecessary growth and
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?expansion of the city in the future and mitigate the low density and urban dispersal.

ONCLUSION: Redevelopment of lands is a complex and multidimensional process in
: environmentally deprived sites with urban facilities and infrastructure. This process
i requires supportive laws and regulations, social participation of owners, citizens, and
i attention to outreach projects. Most redevelopment projects are costly at first, but if
i redeveloped to suit the site’s features properly, it will bring economic benefits in the long
run. This approach can respond to the cities’ need for growth and development due to
i population growth and urbanization and inappropriate use of urban land, leading to good
i land management. It can also bring vitality, dynamics, social identity, and quality of life
back to inefficient urban areas and contexts.

{ HIGHLIGHTS:

i~ In order to weight the criteria, Delphi technique and network analysis process (ANP)
i method have been used.

- Criteria of physical condition with indicators of location, area, quality of buildings and
i dilapidated status compared to the criteria of economy with indicators of owner readiness,
i land price and ownership and infrastructure with indicators of access to the road network,
 facilities and public transport are important There is more in the redevelopment of
abandoned lands.

i - The ratio of land area with very high and high development capability to the total of
i Manufactory - Industrial Land in Yazd is equal to 35.8%.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS:
i This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public,
i commercial, or not-forprofit sectors.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST:
: The authors declared no conflicts of interest.

Karimi, F.; Jalilisadrabad, S.,

COPYRIGHTS

©2021 The author(s). This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, as long
as the original authors and source are cited. No permission is required from the authors or the publishers.
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

HOW TO CITE THIS ARTICLE

Karimi, F.; Jalilisadrabad, S., (2021). Evaluation of redevelopment capacity in abandoned manufactory - industrial lands of Yazd city. Journal of
Iranian Architecture & Urbanism., 12(2): 69-82.

https://dx.doi.org/ 10.30475/1SAU.2020.221664.1363

https://www.isau.ir/article_118146.html




VFee lno) 9 b FA-AY Olxin Y o)Ll Y 0,90 .oyl pl (55l e 9 (5 lomo (ol @y p25

Ol 6 3lw yoeis 9 (5 lore (ke & il
(JIAU)

https://www.isau.ir/

;M' 95— ;o.l.c e

31 s (BB — (Frieo (LBl 50 459 yio (LSl )| A gi b by iz

=5 bl oo (ko dilows ! o095 dobld

i ! i 5 ol SIS sl 5 o lone sUSCLs sy (i ytoling LSy il S il )
Ol i ] i 5 ol DSl il e 5 5 lome ot oy bslics] T

US> Ao wlasivw

Sy gl Jmoly (0 1) s Glilo s Al g ol o s is el g b gl Comen 0l l
50 4 g0 ol dnwgiil (e VA 5 VAAL dad g0 jo .l 00ls g (6 drwgi | VWAAAYA - Juol @yt
o joms (59,0 (sloaigy wy)bummu;l A b 150858 A gl Colw d_sjw).:) yvaa/-§/- v 65555k &b
IS VUV 3 6).9‘_.“; ‘—’l)—*er?u - ;_)L.ML: )._.Ja.J @LAJ.WL\J LS‘bL} 9 d_fjrao ‘J‘j)d_’ﬁ) sods_” as
Lo jLoxs ol o Bl o (Judos - saogs o] gy ol 48,5 IS8 (05 08 25,5 - sxio
)l oolawl L) Lbua.>LM.v 9 LD)LM e loads C‘).?c.»_.»‘ 6;]4; ‘:L\A )l ML& 6Lhua>Lu 9
5o dileais my39 Super Desition jl38ls 5 )0 (ANP) slasiis Judow 1,8 5 alo SosS
3yl 5150 5 (w2 9,50 ARCGIS 1816 5 50 lajlxe (359 olwl 1 Lvdiged (g0 o8 H
bl g b ColilB il wgie S bl YL LB YU jlws L) a o O jo ol as g aSy ke ool
u’JLuo M_SL: )9 09290 (o) LS‘LQAJ.IQB as AR 0 UL"’“’ C.:L..: RGP J._.ob (L)_“"L’ )L._.w.: wy)[_,
ooy sloaslad pl o o0 Bl e YL g YU Jlhs an gy e LB slilo o5 0B (655 50 g B s )|

AN LCTRYAY Sy g

EAFC ) bl el

oS o 53lg

SR A

YL oYU s an gy cobB L ol ol ol co s (o dzres Aiws el (6l
Ol Saze dxwgs aS Jl> 10 s0 il oo drw b ol Sed b saseolad (YOIAL) (ol S
.L..JLJ asls JL..:Q aQ ‘) u}.@l)g M_SL: o)l_gjé ‘rJLJ}J 9 ‘;d.:))_..: .)._:‘5.1‘_,’4.1 L.'a—"")‘

sl oasoolazwl (ANP) (glasSiss Jdos aiT)d iy 5 oo oSS 5l b ylne 00559 jokaie 4 -

A o (S99 Crdg g anl CdS ol o e ComBan laas i Ly (oS58 Cmds Jlne -
A (i ot li U colu ) g ol coSlle 5 oy Cond oSl (Solel glaas i Ly sladl )Lss
il oadley (Sl dnsiils 1o (i dey Cnenl SIS (6t Sl 5 (coges JB 5 e mlee S
=l i (a5 sio ol IS A YL g YU b an g e LB L Sl co s cons -
aib e YO/IA

oloro ale 4, i i (BENS - o o) 0 Sy e ol anwgiil cod )b ronw (V) ailecw 0l oo (> gasbl oS
FAAY ONY ol g5l ,pi 5

J}L.wo o».\.uu.vj.\ %
< QAN ATVOAY ¢ 0l
s_jalili@iust.ac.ir :Sdg xS




33 st AU YU — (a0 51 39 45'g o S0 3 A gi 30 S )10 i

FA—AY Olxio /Y o bou . 1Y 099 . 1P oo by g wls

=yl angiil a8l o0 il (6 4t Ax gl 45 > 4
45 Cdls (rdge — e 9090 09 OlyS0 |y 45555
W@)Jé‘mssjlgc_b%jk)?éclq_;ilﬁ)o
BUIRPLERAN SUUPIE P11 B CRGISP - SN I SN L Gy Y
oy lac i U olbeolS )15 g Laails 1S gl ls o5
e S g 0y Jedoan aS Cilodgn xio g

Dl 318 a5 gy o Laly ol

Sl Sogll slyls g a Sy e Lalas ol , o> Jls o

WS in dy pzmine ol oyl s aorec g
9 bty j (solaidl ( claixl gaiw o ol
o pas  cloixl il yials wiles a5 a0
=2yl =l Blbl o ey 3, il ‘Lr»éz‘gl o=
R Sy Sloww 5 e sl Sogll 59
u.ua_,ob sleo o 0524 (g i sladll; (:Jé J=ee
S Sl § (lad (Siwsn poe (JLsdpd
sloacacs 5l SO Jds e ay ailoa b 0,8 g
S 5% St Ol )2l 9 G —S Sm e (Lo
5o da_wj.t )l_> 9 6)‘Jj)l.a — LT"")‘ U_" )‘ oolaz_wl
i adlie ool Lol Gae g0l ol e soss]
Oty ) L) e e (ol e, g od)b
oaisl )0 e giil Cg 05 jomd (2B - o

W2 o oleii |y gy (gl ogpd 5l

dodlo

N5 e sLpoday (S0 S dags

@) 6t Gl el g Glareionilgine o lgon
(Mo VAL 42 o4 S g ebas .l ooly 55w
o 10 o9y 00STy o S didas> slmodsyy
03— yigal 8 oy 8S Slacdl su e drwgi 4 e
9 58 (Sog— B L g oailojl 65— ang 5l Ly
39 Plg da e dxwgi Ly axwgiil ol J S (g0, S8
(6 s drwgd dlf A glacwlow jl SO dcqome )
DAe daigi Ay A4S 09 o a5y 0 dr gl
oaiil; Jlyjig; 45 Lo (19,0 0 (ladiy 5 (2l
‘_“Jaw;«_wa) GL_Q‘S?QBJ‘ Lgl)b 9 OQH).’; ‘4_§9).~a 9
;529) ol 99y Slagdgs (50 0jl o0 Wn
drwsgs b o 0351 g ool S e ixio o)
Gt ol de gy a0 ilgs co Sl sl sa e
S S ey oleS alin la g ool il g
OQ[—OT S_JLJy) g_:L_MML 6‘)|o (5‘“0‘)‘ U‘—" O
(Hlo - =y slo as o 5l ailyy o aS a4l
D xe drwgs ARl de gl g (6, S i
052 = il L a5 S s o ol ol
b 5l 0gm A8 e A g o s Sl Sl g4
Axwgy Cud,b o wd S ol ol em 0,8 g (g0l
o5 5 S ol e La T sa s a5, g La oyl so e
2 o=l 0ol S 5 cne 50 S5 4l ot sl

Fig.1. The historical course of the idea of redevelopment of brown lands (Alimi and Ismailipour, 2016:13)

4 gloggd ol do e dxwg sldog Db g
bt Lo by slog—ed (—2l)) po—tie o 25
Soe dawg (bl Lo by, slog—d (—2)
Lo g ol (o=l U=l 5 log—d (—2)
Sl u}—%l’ 90 OF—b 50 —bged adlaie 4 alllas
) ol el 5 a9l (sloyd bl ki
(Fang Fang, 2007)s_as
ST s o o5 g syl all el S
S35 30 28l S (wcad b Yy e Ly (sla Il
A 180 )9 dsged dBlke dangi jslaie a4 Lol
s S5l (el - aogi g, L ol
Ea—ao (Ng) 9 delidun p JeSS Lo (558 o Slpe
aS Cowl oo oolaiwl GIS laxe jo 539 ool
Slise 675 50 S3b JS )0 a8 wms oo ot gl
Lol VAN o b o> o 5 @ laci i b a0
L S 8,5 VARY by 4y g byt )l

a5 aolie a3l 5 e blis 0950 (5B sl
slocagl 5 ol anwgish wnls 5 o5lsh
Sl 5 Ol gl (e S (5B
PR S ST [ Z9°1 B PP JURAL  PR W21
ao |, So,hs sloadl; Ly sgew ‘6_?05JT b
oals oo c bl c sy o e o Blas ol
30 e Sla sl V8 8 Lo VA Jlw jo 0
9 e Sy LS o asilgle (54l
S8 e ed cdled ay golaidl Bl ssuss
sbooisn am Glogod (2|l Jmoss lm (=¥
(Ismailipour, 2016:13

Ly gl o VooVl o Sl Sk S
Sl w2l S (e e St Ole—e

0"

LI BRaN |

c

];. 3

(S -

[y

[ 1]
b

I’

23

I

\o
(73




‘A‘h.' Va1 M g
ol | 5% e (G
A}‘\r:"’&\ LD

99

s |l o 4 P
O g (S 3 et gl § (S gl

ol

s

PA—AY Slwio /Y 0 )loii . 1Y 0599 . 1F el 9 s

T o k> dilows (o015 A0bld

, ((Quoted from Slachrtka & Roberts,2003:15
Ay A ],8 latedr (50 S0 e drwgi iy
Silwodissb gl aS ol d coul ad, S )
oslaiwl o golaidl § claixl (u JIS slaly
300, 5 sep VAT A ol it 9 g g0
PR 6).Q_m Sd—20 M}: Ls‘)_b Yj_o.v.a elfq_).o u_a‘
U_‘l B QH‘SQ oolar il ).e,_..u ‘ro.adﬁ 6LDM
—) 6u‘;)49 shloas g5l glaab J_a.)T)S
ool _wl a s ‘é_al.mu...a) RS 0 )bJ )_Iaad.n ‘) A_...JL»
Jlgyag, S sloosaslo e il o5 o1 5
Sgd—rxo Q] Lgol_.a;:ﬁ ksl_(bu.w)s as 6‘005.}_9:4 ]
)_>L| ‘r.ob‘ B 0‘9_’(56 ‘) Cnss k;)"ﬁ ] 00
slplazlw g oo ila ) lrabgme i 2o
6u6f)l5 H l_u 9 od_uu.').?u l_’ ooLQ.._..u‘)L»
3,18 0,Lil 009 3 Glacdl d pgd Shg D9 ol
Sl ol placionS ey by e oo (g
s o,las 6:51—"35‘ ad,oloanl =S ooLEa.'i_.»l as
a8 518 ol Bl o as ey I Ol )
wolaidl 5 g,z bl (s S alon ol
Oimed g Wload Syt g a8 Jlgjang,; 45 g2
Slosldai o a5l les ol 5Ll slas p,l8
S3lgs E9—dge B9 3 ey (S D Sdtme daigd
I3 et plaaiie 4 gis e 00 o s 2
Mo cdle 5, o, a3 VA a2 g8 S
(Berkpour, 2011: 2) o& Jo 5,05

)_>)a}4 9yt oola__ul A S d.t_..uﬁ.s
LocosIb (o), ablae 8T 0 a5 o b o alg>
sials o, e g Lageols oMb ol ol
Comprehensive Infill Guide-)c sl o alg=
ol ol aswy gos ! ine, 2015
Lo Sogl jials osls lo; Las,l Ll
Y JSn (EPA, 2015) o,ls Jlss a0 g
Sdsre drwgi ;0 B O,00 slacoie g Ladiy
s oo plas 1 el

shls alize slo,siS g aolin 0 455,00 o)
ooleiwl o5 Ly I sla iy =) 0, S cola
ul_..n )9 )=t g D9l —Y‘rayila u‘_a) G - o
UL 9 Sloas )l S—e0 yp0 =Yoo aslw ija_..u
u_..a) 50)_:.6 9 u‘ cu)L@lB p—o_ﬁ.u.a.u.’ A_..uLo.ib LS)'Q—“"
h 2Bl 5 o ooty 6,8 Lo 4S5
95 o=l 5l rodls (glogg8 (Ll 5l st S s
load 6)5‘H> ¢\ qu_a- o U‘ A_Q_i)LD

Ziario_sb o Yo /YYo8,b 2STlas o FY/F YL o 4,
(et al., 2016

5o \\HﬂfJLw 5o s9.»_w.> 0 9 6Ql_~c W_M
ol ang s o b i’ lae U (gla]lis
S o - oy s, L " a—iedll sai La,
oozl GIS )‘).—é‘l“)‘. L= )'| Laosls RS S
l.%ua>l_~u d_..d.: )I oA_n—‘ J_»al.> C_»Lu el so
slass a S cul ol o Lo o JdSanis, 9
Sl degh St slo e lg—ie a s LS
(Ebadi & Khasto, 2015)xlea—s
6‘4-”.0.4 )«) AYa0 J‘_MJ )Q ‘u‘)lio.ﬁ 9 ‘S_JLJ) = 9
slacalbs 5 b)lSal; ovw 5 owyp Tole—e Lo
L Tl o o e oadle) (LS o e o e
Loools (g 5la—az (glym a5 ¢ Ldoi - 2oy 9,
S50, 41 9 SPSS I3 8ls 5 5l solarwl b aesls o
care s T ol 5 alloizr oS, sloapss;!
sl Jbo sla )l icdgs puiinss d>0) bl i
9 Sl (Faile, Sl S g (e sty
Iy G (3 i S g0 s B0 sl
S 5l A G900 0 1cdS el oo Eg—atme ;0 M0
Fumo IS 4y g 0sh oolaiwl ey L] (6 4l 9,0
So b S a5l eanl des wiz B w5 Sy pae
P e ol & Gy Sz o Olyiee 5 il
SOl (53,5 aele ST 0g2g Liwly ol jo cils

o3 e bl 5o Sl Sledbl oo b, 5|
Jaie Slojlu 5 olgs olonl wosliiul Db g oo (5,85
W 518 093 IS jeiws 3 ) e e LS S e 48

(Rezaei et al., 2017)aw, o a5 4 55,0 5 oY

S (Sl
azw o3 b

B el s5lwnd ezl i Lo 3ollas

Jss am b (29 dame dwg o b
L’>—>‘5’ 90 dd—> (_g)l.;\fqb)_w 6Lbdj_~.~0 sl
Suze 0oLl g aidlioe (605 4S5 g 009 B
u:—"""b oo g pls cnsy 6‘)“) FELY L'>—>‘9" )"
APA)) s oo 18, baioe e e jo ai il
i3l 55l 5 Simlsl o a3 el 0 (2012
o)lsd (il Sk g (il o)l (sl sanl b
oadle) Lo g 5 I8 ke (yg0m o Jlg e, ailaie
eyad it by Sl (- Stes angiil o]
Oly—eds pls jo by Lsleog 5 plomil (g Ly
oloe s Ly 45 coul sasanslis ol
=lorb b bdpe bolss s Lag b wlwl s
Nozari and Ismailpour, 2016: 16) o5 o o



33 st AU YU — (a0 51 39 45'g o S0 3 A gi 30 S )10 i

FA—AY Olxio /Y o bou . 1Y 099 . 1P oo by g wls

Fig.2. Target zones and advantages in land redevelopment

Table 1. Definitions of brownfield from different sources

Resource
(country, researchers)
Beames et al., 2018

Definition

The term “brownfield land” usually refers to sites in a developed urban area with a former
industrial and contaminating land use. In the late 1990s, a cleanup policy was made to reuse
those lands and reduce the risks of contamination. However, in recent decades, the reuse of these
lands consistent with sustainability and the utilization of their social and economic opportunities
have been on the agenda of cities.

Bardos et al., 2016

An abandoned land is a hidden source of sustainable land management. Its presence provides an
opportunity for new developments in the urban environment in response to the needs of a
community.

EPA, 2011

Brownfield land is used for industrial purposes or certain service functions. Such land may
contain a small amount of contamination and waste (low or hazardous). And there is the potential
to eradicate its contamination and reuse that land.

American Planning
Association (APA), 2004:20

The term “brownfield land” is used to describe all abandoned spaces or places where
redevelopment is complicated by the presence of contaminants. These contaminants can include
diesel, fossil fuels, asbestos, acids, etc.

Waurtzler DiL.uigi, 2007:1

Brownfield land covers sites that can be redeveloped and reused. There are already contaminants
or the underlying cause of the contamination in those sites.

NCSL, 2010

Brownfield sites are usually desolate or industrial or commercial lands with contaminants that
may affect their future use.

Caves, 2005:26

The brownfield sites are usually considered to be surfaces that have been unused or abandoned
for a long time. They usually have worn-out properties. These sites have remained because of
the movement of industries from within the cities and their central areas due to changes in
technologies and methods of production and transportation within the cities.

Pizzol et al, 2016

A land whose former use has been altered, affected by surrounding land, abandoned, or less used.
All or most of brownfield land is located in developed areas. It suffers from contamination
problems and needs intervention to be reutilized.

Ahmad et al, 2018

In defining brownfield land, various terms have led to complexity. Communicating and
summarizing several infected, dangerous, underused, and vacant words in one “brownfield” term
are also a misconception. This type of land not only suffers from the environmental
contamination but also leads to urban land shortages, increased crime, economic and social
inequalities, etc.

Tarawneh, 2015

Brownfield land can be classified into three categories: abandoned, vacant, and contaminated
lands. Mines, large unfinished projects, and prohibited uses can be considered as abandoned and
contaminated lands. Also, the remains of construction projects and surrounding land uses can be
placed in the category of vacant lands.

Ahmadi, 2014: 3, as cited in

CABERNET Institute in
the European Union

The term “brownfield land” refers to spaces that were previously affected by its former use and
surrounding land and are now abandoned and vacant. It suffers from some real or obvious
infections. Brownfield sites are generally located in developed urban areas and need intervention
to be reused. The utilization of these lands can act as an economic stimulus at the district and
neighborhood scale, directly and indirectly, create employment, and remove environmental
pollution and take steps to improve the environment.

Cowan, 2005:40-41

Brownfield land is used as a contrasting term for green land. Brownfield sites are suitable for
relative density and use existing resources effectively compared to new developments or
undeveloped ones. They are often difficult to redevelop due to fragmented ownership, poor
service and transportation systems, and environmental pollution. Since 2002, the UK
government has preferred to use the term “previously developed land (PDL)” for these sites.

Nozari & Esmailpour,
2016: 24; as cited in the
Canadian Real Estate
Association (CREA), 2007

In Canada, the term brownfield land refers to abandoned, vacant, or unused industrial or
commercial property whose previous activities have led to contamination in these areas and
hence the potential for radar redevelopment. These sites are estimated to be between 20,000 and
30,000, scattered throughout Canada, and many of which are being prepared for redevelopment.
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Table 1. Definitions of brownfield from different sources

Esmailpour et al. 2014: 3

The term brownfield land was first introduced on June 28, 1992, at a state meeting hosted by the
Congress of the Northeast Middle East Coalition. In 1994, the Clinton administration introduced
an incentive tax on brown land to accelerate the city's clean-up and development. The Clinton
administration announced a national partnership for these lands. In the same year, the US
Congress allocated a budget for these lands.

Brownfield sites in the old part of the city, which in the past had industrial and commercial land
use for various pollutants, as well as barren and abandoned land in the old part of a city which
became garbage dumps, addicts' hangouts, etc., because of inattention to their situations.

Brownfield land related to industries and factories that have entered the legal area of a city due
to the expansion of the city: These factories have either continued to operate or have closed and
become inactive, separating different areas of the city.

Rural and suburban brownfield sites that have entered a city due to the expansion of the city:
These lands, which are almost like factory brown lands, have been located in the city or within
the legal boundaries of the city due to the growth of the city, and sometimes the municipality
may not have considered them as an urban area in its plans. Ecological groups of people living
in financial and economic poverty live in these sites. These areas do not have good conditions in
terms of quality-of-life indicators.

Taghvaei et al. 2015: 18

It is difficult to determine the number of existing brownfield sites because of the variety of
current definitions used. Landowners and municipalities are reluctant to describe properties as
brownfield sites with the stigma of contaminated land. Mayors are worried that the publication
of the exact number of brownfield lands can put them at a disadvantage compared to cities that
do not release this information. Of course, in recent decades, academics have been well-advised
by policymakers on the definition of brownfield land, which is now known as previously
developed land (PDL) (whether or not it is contaminated).
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Table 2. Criteria and indicators for measuring the open capacity of abandoned land development

Criteria indicator sources
Physical Quality of buildings  Northeast-Midwest, 2001/ City-Parish Planning Commission, 2004/ Banihashem,
age Server, & Ziary, 2014
Area
Activity Current land use Caves, 2005/ Banihashem, Server, & Ziary, 2014/ Mc Connell & Wiley, 2010/ EPA,
Performance 2015
incompatibility
Activity status
Texture geographical New Port City Council, 2009/ Listokin, Walker, Ewing, Cuddy, & Cander, 2006/; Otak,
pattern location 1999/ Fang fang,2007/ Loures, 2016
Background and
texture type
Urban Access to municipal  Northeast-Midwest, 2001/ Enger, 1997/ Florida Department of Community Affairs,
infrastructure facilities 2003/ Aly & Attwa, 2013/ Allan, 2001/ Enger, 1997/ Comprehensive Infill Guideline,
Access to public 2015/ Yilun et al, 2019/ Loures, 2016
transport
Distance to the
network of passages
Risk-taking Natural hazards Listokin, Walker, Ewing, Cuddy, & Cander, 2006/ RERC, 1982/ Fang fang,2007
Economy Land prices Otak,1999/ Northeast-midwest,2001/ Fang fang,2007
Ownership Fang fang,2007/ Server, & Ziary, 2014
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Fig.3. Horizontal growth and expansion of Yazd city in
different periods (Zanganeh Shahraki et al.,2011:180)
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Fig.5. Conceptual model for measuring the redevelopment Manufactory - Industrial lands in Yazd

Fig.6. Network model for prioritizing Manufactory - Industrial lands in Yazd
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Table 3. Status of criteria and indicators (sub-criteria)

Criteria / Index Score Percentage Spatial Display
Distance to the network of passages
<200 5 6/38
200-400 4 17/4
400-600 3 10/9
600-800 2 15/8
>800 1 5/16

Distance to the bus station

300> 5 9/96
300-600 3 11/8
600< 1 72/5

Status of utilization of municipal sewage network

With sewerage network 5 26/2
With sewerage network 1 73/8
Quality of buildings
Maintainable 3 57/9
Repair 4 13/08
Destructive 1 6/54
Location
Middle texture 5 711
Central texture 4 8/09
External texture 1 84/7
Land price
500000-1000000 5 62/3
1000000-2000000 3 13/08
> 2000000 1 24/6
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Table 3. Status of criteria and indicators (sub-criteria)

Criteria / Index Score Percentage Spatial Display
Ownership
Governmental 4 8/2
Personal 2 92/5
Endowment 1 0/93
Public benefit 5 2/8

Owner readiness (Activity status)

With activity 1 63/55
inactive 5 36/45
Area
200-1000 1 42/36
1000-50000 3 55/45
50000-100000 4 0/93
100000-200000 5 0/62
200000-267509/866205 2 0/62

Table 4. Final score of criteria and indicators

Criteria Indicator
Economy 0/387 Ownership 0/094
Owner readiness (activity status) 0/206
Land prices 0/036
Physical condition 0/451 location 0/235
area 0/114
Quality of buildings 0/117
Burnout condition 0/027
Infrastructure 0/161 Distance to the network of passages 0/118
Distance to the bus station 0/033
Access to municipal facilities 0/013
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Table 5. Capacity redevelopment of Manufactory - Industrial Land city of Yazd

Capacity Area(Hectare) Percentage
Very low development capacity (1) 11/7680434711 18/9
Low development capacity (2) 44/2561304137 22/4
Medium development capacity (3) 13/32241442624 2217
High development capacity (4) 50/5106649866 25/2
Highly development capacity (5) 28/1895145824 10/6
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