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framing the problem societal context

fig. 1: newspaper from June 1994 (Schmidt)
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framing the problem societal context

fig. 2: ‘Nuisance by loitering youth is nothing new’ (Schmidt, 1994)



5
framing the problem societal context
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fig. 3: ‘Mayor authorizes preventive stop-and-search by police into the New Year after ‘serious disturbances’ in Buitenhof and 
Voorhof.’  (Tielemans, 2025)
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framing the problem spatial context
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fig. 4: reports of nuisance by youth in Delft (Politie, 2025) fig. 5: reports of experienced nuisance by loitering youth (Gemeente Delft, 2025)
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framing the problem spatial context

fig. 6: model of Voorhof (Gemeente Delft, 1969)
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framing the problem research questions

What socio-spatial aspects affect the behaviour of the youth and how is this 
related to the design of post-war, high-rise neighbourhoods?

What are the lived experiences and wishes of the youth in Voorhof concerning 
public space?

How can the design of public spaces in post-war, high-rise neighbourhoods 
lessen the density of nuisance by youth at one centrality?

What socio-spatial interventions can be taken to enhance social cohesion of 
adolescent youth in post-war, high-rise neighbourhoods through participatory 
research methods?

SQ1: analysis

SQ2: ethnography

SQ3: design
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methodology participatory research framework

data collection
and analysis

participatory action research
(Baum et al., 2006)

ethnographic research
(Dawaele & Cloostermans, 2025)

intervention
research

participant
reflection

fig. 7: framework of participatory action research within ethnography
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methodology ethnography

fig. 8: photograph of the author in conversation with youth (TU Delft, 2026)
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main concepts places of interaction and places of retreat

fig. 9: place of interaction
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main concepts places of interaction and places of retreat

fig. 10: place of retreat
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main concepts tight and loose urban space

fig. 11: the shifting of tight and loose urban spaces
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main concepts

I got a fine here once just for being here 
because they thought I belonged to 
another group

tight and loose urban space

fig. 12: the shifting of tight and loose urban spaces
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mapping inequality amount of 0 - 15 year olds fig. 13: amount of 0 - 15 year olds in Delft
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18

low integration

high integration
0 1 2 km N

mapping inequality angular integration fig. 16: pedestrian movement in Delft according to angular integration analysis (r = 500 m)
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mapping inequality distribution of interaction
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fig. 18: youth facilities in Voorhof
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mapping inequality distribution of interaction fig. 19: distribution of first, second and third spaces of the youth in Voorhof
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ethnography potentials

You always need to be 
somewhere where you can 

buy food, the supermarket or 
bakery or something like that

fig. 20: potential places of interaction
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ethnography participatory action research fig. 21: data gathered on preferred and disliked locations
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ethnography
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preferred locations fig. 22: overview of preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements

seating

fig. 23: overview of recurring socio-spatial elements in and around the preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements

seating secondary design elements

fig. 24: overview of recurring socio-spatial elements in and around the preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements

seating secondary design elements shelter

fig. 25: overview of recurring socio-spatial elements in and around the preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements

seating secondary design elements shelter

enclosed open space

fig. 26: overview of recurring socio-spatial elements in and around the preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements

seating secondary design elements shelter

enclosed open space sports

fig. 27: overview of recurring socio-spatial elements in and around the preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements

seating secondary design elements shelter

enclosed open space sports presence of an informal guardian

fig. 28: overview of recurring socio-spatial elements in and around the preferred locations
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ethnography socio-spatial elements fig. 29: sketches of possible usage of secondary design elements
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Superkilen, Copenhagen

Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam

Zuidplein, Rotterdam

reference projects overview fig. 30: overview of reference projects studied
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reference projects Schouwburgplein

secondary design elements
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fig. 31: conclusions on youth behaviour as observed at Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam
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reference projects Schouwburgplein

secondary design elements pockets as micro-territories
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fig. 32: conclusions on youth behaviour as observed at Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam
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reference projects Schouwburgplein

secondary design elements pockets as micro-territories hanging out as a versatile activity
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fig. 33: conclusions on youth behaviour as observed at Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam
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reference projects Schouwburgplein

versatile boundaries
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fig. 34: conclusions on other than youth behaviour as observed at Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam
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reference projects Schouwburgplein

versatile boundaries micro-territories along main routes
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fig. 35: conclusions on other than youth behaviour as observed at Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam
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reference projects Schouwburgplein

versatile boundaries micro-territories along main routes benches as a place of interaction
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fig. 36: conclusions on other than youth behaviour as observed at Schouwburgplein, Rotterdam
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design strategic actions

THE RIGHT TO HANG

functional secondary design 
elements

RH1.

non-functional secondary 
design elements

RH2.

dimension which are 
appropriate for adolescents

RH4.

canopies, recesses and 
stairwells as places of shelter

RH3.literature

geographical
analysis

ethnography

reference
projects

fig. 37: strategic action: the right to hang
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design strategic actions
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fig. 38: strategic action: appropriation
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design strategic actions
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fig. 39: strategic action: interact with others
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design strategic actions
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fig. 40: strategic action: external forces
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design strategic actions
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fig. 41: strategic action: experienced space
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design strategic actions
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fig. 42: strategic actions overview
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design current situation

fig. 43: current situation
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design current situation

limited pedestrian tra�c

fig. 44: current situation
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design current situation

natural barrier
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fig. 45: current situation
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design current situation
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fig. 46: current situation



49
design current situation
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fig. 47: current situation
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design current situation

unused backyard

natural barrier

limited pedestrian tra�c

no man’s land

HOW CAN URBAN ENVIRONMENTS 
ACCOMMODATE PLACES OF INTERACTION 
AND PLACES OF RETREAT WITHIN THE SAME 
SPATIAL CONTEXT?
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design future situation

fig. 48: implementation of strategic actions
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design future situation
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fig. 49: implementation of strategic actions
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design future situation
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fig. 50: implementation of strategic actions



54
design future situation
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fig. 51: implementation of strategic actions
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design ethnographic evaluation

fig. 52: data gathering on preferred and disliked strategic actions
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design ethnographic evaluation

fig. 53: evaluation of preferred strategic actions at project site 1
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“The movabele benches 
are a good idea!”

“I don’t like this because this is a blind 
spot, anything can happen here. Other 
people might use this to do drugs and 
you will not be able to see it”

“Why did you remove the football 
field? I grew up playing football 

there.”

“I don’t like this area in general.”

design ethnographic evaluation

fig. 54: evaluation of disliked strategic actions at project site 1
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KADER ABDOLAHPLEIN
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“I specifically like this thing a lot”

“We don’t have a basketball 
court in the neighbourhood yet.”

“Where are the people who live here 
supposed to park then?”

“This is currently not residential parking, 
but paid parking for the Albert Heĳn.”

“O, yeah, then it is nice to make this into 
something better.”

design ethnographic evaluation

fig. 55: evaluation of strategic actions at project site 2
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design ethnographic evaluation

fig. 56: evaluation of strategic actions at project site 3
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conclusions

What socio-spatial interventions can be taken to enhance social cohesion of 
adolescent youth in post-war, high-rise neighbourhoods through participatory 
research methods?
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conclusions

What socio-spatial interventions can be taken to enhance social cohesion of 
adolescent youth in post-war, high-rise neighbourhoods through participatory 
research methods?

In order to lessen the amount of experienced nuisance and thereby 
enhance social cohesion, a greater distribution in places of 
interaction throughout the neighbourhood is needed.

These places of interaction should be supplied with secondary 
design elements, suitable for appropriation, as well as social support 
structures.

When designing for the youth, they should not merely be asked about 
their wishes, but involved in multiple steps of the process.
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thank you.


