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“If these difficulties hinder us, who

are of its essence, it is not difficult to
understand that the rational talents

of this side of the world, ecstaciated in
the contemplation of their own cul-
tures, have been left without a valid
method to interpret us. It is unders-
tandable that they insist on measuring
us with the same yardstick with which
they measure themselves, without re-
membering that the ravages of life are
not the same for everyone, and that
the search for one's own identity is as
arduous and bloody for us as it was for
them. The interpretation of our reality
with other people's schemes only con-
tributes to making us more and more
unknown, less and less free, more and
more lonely. *

Gabriel Garcia Marquez_ (1982) La
soledad de América Latina.
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COMPLEX GEOGRAPHY

Extreme Biodiversity

Bogota

city

River
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EXTREME DIVERSITY

Biological Diversity

Bogota

city
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COLOMBIAN CONFLICT
Actors, Areas & Affectation

Bogota
city
A , S
Intencity of the Conflict:
Very Low
Low
Medium
High
E ot Spots”
Coca plantages
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COLOMBIAN CONFLICT

Forced Displacement

Bogota

city (migration end)
city

city

Indicator of Displaced Homes:

BN 5785>-1015
B 015> -19
s 19>-03

-0.3>90.7
V777 Migratory sub-regions 110.00.000
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HISTORY

Demographic Growth

Almost a century after the city was
founded it had barely grown.
showing some signs of expantion to
the North.

_less than 100.00

_Chapinero.

_Tram.

1910_

South neighborhoods were deemed

as working class and the high class It had consolidated itself as the safe

society moved up north away from the It had consolidated itself as the safe city in Colombia

decadent center. city in Colombia _10.000.000

_Close to 300.000 _3.500.000 _5exits

_BOGOTAZO 1948 _Airport el Dorado + AV. 26 _No proper massive public transport
1940_ 1970_ 2000_
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CUENCA MAYOR

Ecological Neglect

Main Ecological Structure
Paramo

“Cuenca alta”

Water

Water

Main Infrastr. \ /

C— Urban Limit : 1150.000
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ARRIVAL CITY

Urban Dichotomy

1oWueD A9 Sigessy, y

° llegal Settlements
7777. Formalized Neighbourhoods
- --- Railway
—— Main Infrastr.

Urban Limit
. \Water

1150.000
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URBAN TYPOLOGIES

Urban Dichotomy

Jli

Informal City
Formal City
Railway

Main Infrastr.

Urban Limit
Water

1150.000
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LOGIC STRUCTURE

Research Question

HOW CAN
A SOCIO-
ECOLOGICAL
APPROACH
FOR THE
PLANNING
OF BOGOTA
INTEGRATE
BOTH THE
NECESSITIES
OF THE
AND
THE NATURAL
ENVIRONMENT
1O COME UP
WITH A MORE

2
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THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Key Vocabulary

OWN IDEAS

:MAlN THEORIES & CONCEPTS Design for the Pluriverse_Arturo Escobar
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Modernity
Colonialism
Western notions of Development and
Progress
The absorption of alternative life
projects and cosmovisions

POLYMORPHISM

Elements of a same category express
different characteristics, generation a
distinctive quality of space.

This gets byt choosing a set of inputs
in which there is an intrinsic diversity.

THE PLURIVERSE

Multiplicity of realities
Embracing the vast diversity of social
narratives and life projects.

El Buen Vivir (*well-living")
allowing more communities to
develop freely and express in the
world.

TRANSITION DESIGN

Thata quality of space opposite to
fragmentation.

Urban fabric is easy to navigate due
to a certain naturality embeded in teh
public space, that makes it feel all part

of a whole.

Alternatives of design models
Narratives for the post-growth era
Degrowth
Post-Development
How to include more of a socio-
ecological approach to the planning of
cities

KEY ELEMENTS

IDENTITY

Urban ldentity
Social Identity
Cultural diversity and the different
implications and spatial relations that
the identities generate in space.
How to include communities that have
lost connection to their original places
to revalue their identity.
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THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Key Vocabulary
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ONE world WORLD
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TRANSITION DESIGN

POLYMORPHISM

IDENTITY
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CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK ocio - Ecological Jusy
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CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK coCiO - Ecological JUStica

Strategies
Bottom - Up

Network
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CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK coCiO - Ecological JUsting

Objectives
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ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURE

Hierarchy

Municipality of Bogota f—

! | !

Secretary of the Secretary of Secretary of Mobility &
Environment Town Planning Transport
Acueduct: Transmilenio
(The Water Company)

l !

IDPAC Board for the Defence of
the Public Space

Water Bodies Natural Reserves Public Space

Local Town Hall

Niza Suba Rincon de Suba
Boards for Boards for
Communal Action Communal Action
Niza ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Hunza
Cerros de Niza El Japon
Sotileza El Rincon
Cerros de Sotileza La Manuelita

Aures
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ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURE

Dimensions for Action

Municipality of Bogota

l

!

Secretary of the
Environment

Secretary of
Town Planning

Secretary of Mobility &
Transport

“Acueduct”

(The Water Company)

Transmilenio

!

IDPAC

Board for the Defence of
the Public Space

Water Bodies

Natural Reserves

Public Space

Local Town Hall

Niza Suba Rincon de Suba
Boards for Boards for
Communal Action Communal Action
Niza Hunza
Cerros de Niza El Japon
Sotileza El Rincon

Cerros de Sotileza

La Manuelita
Aures
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Main Ecolotical Resg

Main Ecologics Stiw
Parks
[ Reserves
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URBAN MORPHOLOGY
Typologies

Wiy

Regulardaberinth
Laberinth
Long Strypes

/g\ ii'
RegularRlocks \ \
Mountain
Unigue Shape
Island Block /@
Big Parcelation ; \

Mosaic Parcelation
Extreme Parcelation
Historical-Center I
River addapted 3 X o Y7 7
Wetland{Humega § A 7
Main Ecological/Structure
Water

Block

U.P.L.

Urban Limit

O 0 IRINNCE

NA5000
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DENSITY

Population Distribution

Low (1.035)

High (379.819)

Park

Wetland (Humeddal)

Main EcologicgVStructure
Water

Block

U.P.L.

Urban Limit

JI L IE

VA0
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DENSITY

Concentration of Displaceq
Communities
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G.S. Deficit
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TRADITIONAL PRACTICES

Cultural Diversity Input

Vernacular Practices

Ancestral Activities

Farming Botanical
Knowledge that has ben
developt throughout
generations.
Ancestral techniques of
Pottery, Weaving, fabri-
cation of textiles, wood-
working and other
artesanal practices that
are embeded in the
cultural heritage of each
of the indigenous
groups.

|

J

Gathering Rituals

Mediation and
exchange between
communities

Sacred Nature

Traditional dancing and
festivals for the congre-
gations of communities
that mightinclude also
different groups.
People congregating for
the preformance of
comunal rituals and
festivities related to their
spiritual believes or to
their cultural practices.

| |

Traditional spaces
dedicated to the peacful
discussion and
exchange of ideas
between members of
the same group and
with invited members or
delegates of other
communities. This
spaces are regarded as
the House of the com-
munity, being a central
point where individuals

’ gather.

Significan natural
spaces charged with the
spiritual and sentimen-
tal value of the commu-
nity. They reflect a
connection to nature
and to the spirits inhab-
iting the world.
This spaces are essential
intheir cosmology, since
they are orient every-
thing around their
believes, narratives and
ideas.

| |

Daily activities
Knowledges
Comercial vaules

Coming together
Preformance of Rituals
and festivites

The House of the
Community
Comunal Ground for

Spiritual Connection
and Religious develop-
ment

dialouge
Workshops and spaces ) )
Open Spaces Maloka Simbolic Natural

to preform activites
Farmlands

Squares

(Houses of Thought)

spaces
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DOUBLE-END APPROACH

New Administrative Structure

Municipality of Bogota

I

!

Secretary of the
Environment

Secretary of
Town Planning

Secretary of Mobility &

Transport

“Acueduct”
(The Water Company)

Transmilenio

!

IDPAC

Board for the Defence of
the Public Space

Water Bodies

Natural Reserves

Public Space

Local Town Hall

Niza Suba Rincon de Suba
Boards for Boards for
Communal Action Communal Action
Niza Regional Identities ’ Indigenous Groups
Cerros de Niza Cultural Traditions Communities
Sotileza Religious Believes Displaced Families

Cerros de Sotileza

P.P. Budgets
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Stakeholder Localization § = // /
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3A’'s FRAMEWORK

Participatory Framework @7@

rormats
g5 'QJ/%
2 2
R 5

ARENAS

Interests

Hofer, K: Kaufmann, D. (2023) Acters, Arenas and Aims: A conceptual framework for public participation.
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3A’'s FRAMEWORK

Communities Process

Community ’
Centers ‘

J— —_

PARTICIPATORY

DESIGN :
Upgrading
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3A’'s FRAMEWORK

S.0.U.P Process

Workshops
Exhibitions
Seminars

PARTICIPATORY

DESIGN

Mediator
Facilitator
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3A’'s FRAMEWORK

Nature'’s Process

Humedal
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3A’'s FRAMEWORK - g -

Public Transport’s Process

Digital
Spaces

New Street
Expectator Layout



rorMmats

34
3A's FRAMEWORK

Club’s Process

Trimester

\
Opposition Expropriation
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3A's FRAMEWORK T — -

) cormats
Water Companie’s Process

Digital
Spaces

\ New
. Managment

Sponsor Plan
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CYCLE FOR PARTICIPATORY PLANNING

Synchronization of Processes Q‘Oéggn&\\d
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RELATIONS
New Alliances
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—— New Alliance

— Current Relation
- - - - Dissolved Relation



POLICIES ANALYSIS

Zonning & Plans
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POLICIES ANALYSIS
Mobility Plans
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CONSIDERATIONS

Policies

Old Green Connectyg
Highway Reserve J

C— Urban Limit J
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INTENTIO

Initial Ideas
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STRATEGIES & APPROACHES # 7 /

Normative Morphologies Z
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Normative Change 4 ‘
Participatory Planning ////, 44777
Green Borders 4 \

Invited Spaces
Defencing-Reserves 5472,
Expropriation

Decanalization

Wetland{Humedal) 1\\‘}
_

Maim Ecological/Structure 1
Water

Block W
U.P.L. ¢

Urban Limit V451000
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De-fencing Reserves
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INTERVENTIONS & ACTIONS ,,/

Punctual Interventions

. De-canalized Area \ V Y NS
1 Protected Natural Arg; N\ N ///
De-fenced Reserve:, ‘ ‘ ; : 7 %

Drivaté Social C %‘ L;f?bMant ////////
_

Urban Limit
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GREEN/BLUE BACKBONE

Social Club$

Urbban Cohesion
Appropriated spacgs
Alliance with Natuge
“Creenification”

New Green Structure
Metropolitan Parks
Natural Reserves
Blue Structure
Treatment Plant
Park

Wetland (Humedal)
Main Ecological Structure
Water

Block

U.P.L.

Urban Limit
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PHASING

Project Phases
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TIMELINE

Future Projection

,Con

es

iciative

al

Spaces tojinteract with the natural reserves, while

keeping a distance.

INTERACTION AREAS

Implementation into the existing | Main projects boosting the Participatory |

plans of the city
Projects within the Mobility Grid

th

G GREEN STR.

REMOVEAL

CONCRETE

iation of

EXPROPRIATION

DE-FENCING NEW STREET LAYOUT

Opening the

MEDIATION PLANS / POLICIES

Discussion of

Scenarios
Natural Reserves

ANALYSIS
Qpportunities

Needs and

Participatory processes with the

VISIONING + OBJETIVES
S.0.U.P.and Communities
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CONCLUSION

Future Projection
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