PS

Giving participation a fair shot

The potential of co-creation and co-decision with citizens in urban development.
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Theory &
definition



Participation = Being part of the development of your spatial surrounding



Stepsonthe Tools and

participation methods

stepladder

Inform Neighbourhood
meeting

Consult Survey

Advise Citizen board

Co-production Workshop
Co-design
Co-decide Citizen jury




Amount of
influence

Stepsonthe Tools and

participation methods

stepladder

Inform Neighbourhood
meeting

Consult Survey

Advise Citizen board

Co-production Workshop
Co-design
Co-decide Citizen jury










Contextualises design
Support for plans
Cohesion

Trust

Healthy democracy

Social learning



Citizens are selfish
Stimulates inequality
Disturbed power relation
Skills, experience gab

Inefficient



Problematisation



- Poor :
Exclusion £ cilitation Distrust













Research question



How can Rotterdam facilitate and structure co-creation in the build environment in an
inclusive, supportive, human-oriented and meaningfull way?



Method



Platforms, Good

programmes & practices
companies

Lessons Conclusions Reflections



Research
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Wees welkom!

www.roﬁerdam.nl
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Approach towards
municipality

First meeting

municipality
Request for funding ( 4
weeks treatment time)

Contact person funding
goes on vacation

May

Approach towards
inhabitants

New general district meet-
ing: plans mostly approved

End vacation period
municipality

Site visit district networkers

The two workshops

Failed to join genera
district meeting July

Start vacation period
municipality

September

First contact with infrastructu-
re/mobility department

Oktober

Funding gets approved

Plans get rejected

August

Connected to new
contact person for

funding

Site visit new
contactperson

Police approves grass as
natural speed reductionist

November

Police disapproves with
speedbump options

December

Meeting inhabitants about

funding and design options


















Experiment







Finding the Connection Effect of personal

right scale environment approach
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Result

_ _ Good for
Effect of personal New friendships S — Leadership is

approach / Trust —— necessary




Result

Space
became a
place

Connection Start of
environment something new




Result

Finding the Less public, Less big,
right scale more influence less complex
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Recommendations



The effort put
into facilitating
participation

Choosing the

legal strategy










= Costs always time and money
= Complicates processes for unlikely events
= Money could be spend on the rare occasions something goes wrong



s il M
ﬂmu




Risk
assessment




Design proposal
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Plants, facades, cleaning. In-street public spaces

Municipality as soloist
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, Departments
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District offices

The coach

\\\Ctzens
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Integration

Prosperous
Aesthetics human
committee habitat

committee










Integration
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