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INTRODUCTION

Al a first glimpse, the site was frightening
big, asthonisingly baautiful. [asg papgerses

for 48w archivestursl mrnal"-:I?] What we looked at
was a left-over space of the urban tissue,
A place with different identities, views, use

This project is a search for possibilities,
coherence, diversity, scale, urban needs.
Al a large scale we tried Lo create an
answer to inclusive urbanism by not
making exclusives, by leaving as many
possibilities for the present and surely

for the future. There |s not a single answaer
to inclusive urbanism, there should not be
“rules” to follow. There should howevear

be differenl ways to experience, potential
for future needs.

On a smaller scale we iried to implement
the same idea. Keeping possibilities open
[ enide. divaredy ana it in heuens, | AN accessibility
in mind

These smaller projects are not fenced, they
make part of the urban tissue, of the
public ground
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DEFINING THE BORDER rIATUH.AL BOUNDARIES

ywheare the f||:| w of paople

Making a project by doing as little as p
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POTENTIAL OF THE VOID COMMUMNITY CENTER
The harizental movemant of the residential
results in an upwards spiral movemani
Different scenarios as possibilities for different needs giving full accessibility lo everyone
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RESIDENTIAL AREA
The horiz alig f : 18 bord ates
in between




INTRODUCTION

At a flirst glimpse, the site was frightening
big, asthenisingly beautiful, [ meygemen

for all aur architeessral amogenen?] WhHat we looked al
was a |left-over space of the urban tissue.
A place with dilferent identities, views, use

This project is a search for possibilities,
coherenca, diversity, scale, urban needs
At a large scale we tried to create an
answer to inclusive urbanism by not
making exclusives,K by leaving as many
possibilities for the prasent and surely

for the futura. There is not a single answaer
to inclusive urbanism, there should not ba
“rules” to follow. There should however

be different ways to experience, potential
for future needs

On a smaller scale we tried 1o implameant
the same idea. Keeping possibilities open
[voimn. sy ana nasming n neuses, | @0A accessibllity
in mind.

These smaller projects are not fenced, thay
make part of the urban lissue, of tha
public ground.
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DEFINING THE BORDER MATURAL BOUR
rwhera the of people is simple,
slr iderstandable, yel interesting
Making a project by doing as little as possible Ex. A different kind of pavement leads to the entrance of public places.




E‘. ——

R, -

POTENTIAL OF THE VOID COMMUNITY CENTER
The horizontal movement of the resi
results in an upw
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