TOWARDS AN OLYMPIC LEGACY FORALL

regeneration oriented design principles
for olympic legacy
enhancing the social sustainability of the host city

Olaf IJzerman - 4064240
MSC GRADUATION PRESENTATION
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the fundament of the Olympics

“SPORT AND EFFORT TO INCREASE
THE STANDARDS OF HUMANKIND™

Baron Pierre de Coubertin,
initiator of the Modern Olympic Games




involved actors DURING the event

the best games ever best image of the city

I0C HOST-CITY
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involved actors AFTER the event

improve city improve my
redevelopment daily life
r_‘ ' . ' ' v
- A A"?’\PIQ\’ .
S0\ 0 @ R RIAS

gmg\ﬁf

HOST-CITY CITIZENS
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the mega-event syndrome

Spatial issue

Social issue

Financial issue

Mdller, M. (2015a). The
mega-event syndrome:
Why so much goes wrong
in mega-event planning and
what to do about it. Journal
of the American Planning
Association, 81(1), 6-17.

9 /88

OVERPROMISING OF BENIFITS
overestimating positive effects of

mega-events
(by 1OC & host-city)

UNDERESTIMATION OF COSTS
Actual-Budget is bigger than
planned budget

(by host-city)

EVENT TAKEOVER

Event priorities become planning
priorities

(by host-city)

PUBLIC RISKTAKING
Public takes risk for private
benefits

(by host-city & citizens)

RULE OF EXCEPTION
Suspension of regular rule of law
(by host-city)

ELITE CAPTURE
Inequitable distribution of
resources

(by host-city & citizens)

EVENT FIX

Mega-events become seemingly
quick fixes for major planning
challenges

(by host-city)

Misallocation of resources

Loss of trust with citizenry

Misallocation of resources
Profiteering
Subpar construction quality

Budget shortfalls

Events needs displace
infrastructure needs

Oversized infrastructure

Unfinished infrastructure

Public funds for limited or no
public benefits

Profiteering

Displacement
Reduced public oversight
Limited public participation

Spatially uneven urban
landscape

Gentrification

Event determines national
priority for funding

Bypassing of regular planning
proces

Waste of resources on event as

lever for urban development

affected by consequences
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decreased interest in organising the Olympic Games

. Applying cities
12

Candidate cities

10

Amount of cities
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Bid procedure documents

for the Games Olympiad, YeaI'S

retrieved from https://stillmed.
olympic.org/




my solution to the problem

CITIZEN FIRST



towards enhancing the citizen - towards sustainability

SOCIAL

ORIENTED - education

- employement
- health & safety
- housing & environment

ECONOMIC - identity
ORIENTED

ENVIRONMENTAL
ORIENTED

van Vrijaldenhoven, T. (2007). Reaching Beyond the Gold:
The Impact of Global Events on Urban Development:. 010
Publishers.
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within mega-event planning

MOST
SUITABLE
EVENT

STRATEGIC
LOCATION

MEGA-EVENT

PLANNING

STAKE-
HOLDERS

CONSTRUCTION
PROJECTS

van Vrijaldenhoven, T. (2007). Reaching Beyond the Gold:
The Impact of Global Events on Urban Development:. 010

Publishers.
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- location

- construction projects

- impact



overall aim for the Olympic Games

15 /88

| ]

URBAN
REGENERATION

I

OLYMPIC PLANNING
AND DESIGN

current situation

T

URBAN
REGENERATION

T

OLYMPIC PLANNING
AND DESIGN

desired situation



social sustainable Olympic design

To define A SET OF DESIGN PRINCIPLES THAT
ENABLE OLYMPIC LEGACYTO ENHANCETHE

SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY for regeneration of the
host-city.



“How can spatial design principles aiming for urban
regeneration within Olympic legacy planning and design
enhance the social sustainability of the city?”

1. - How can Olympic planning and design enhance urban regeneration?
2. - How does urban regeneration enhance social sustainability?

3. - How can social sustainability of the host city be enhanced in olympic planning and design?
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Method to the project

1. RESEARCH AND FRAMING

15t subquestion
LITERATURE TO
urban regeneration by

mega-event planning
and Olympic legacy

2nd subguestion
LITERATURE TO

social sustainability

in urban regenera-
tion and spatial
measurements

ird subguestion ‘l’
CASE STUDY
to social sustainabil-

ity in London 2012
Olympic Games

-

EVALUATION

COMPARISON
between proposed
interventions of

research and framing
and design project

main question l

RECOMMENDATIONS

for planning and
design for social
sustainability in
olympic legacy

A

2. DESIGN PROJECT s susquestion

ANALYSIS

to setting of social
sustainability in
Rotterdam South

1

DESIGN

Vignet Varkenoord -
North to future
Feyenoord City

VISION

aim for the Olympic
Games in Rotterdam
South

!

STRATEGY

Seven strategic
; proposals for Olympic
programme across
Rotterdam South

A

FRAMING

Olympic programme
to be implemented
in Rotterdam South




place for a next Olympic Games in the Netherlands

spatial analysis to Amsterdam and Rotterdam

19 /88

Amsterdam

Socio-economic situation
- Unemployement

- Weight (obesitas)

- Vacancy

- Problematic neighborhoods

Occupation of space
- Urban parks

- Industrial areas

- Sport facilities

Accesibility

- Unemployement

- Weight (obesitas)

- Vacancy

- Problematic neighborhoods

Possible place for Olympics
Taking in account the
availability of a socio-
ecominic goal, space and good
accesibility

Rotterdam
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Rotterdam Zuid, the Olympic Games, two areas

LEGEND AQ: 1:5000 NT
:Ftb Industrial areas
\"::a:i
8% Green spaces
LY |

Sport complexes

Socio-economic deprived
neighborhoods

-
Yf‘.g River Maas

Strategic area

“‘ Design locations

Possible places
w . for the Olympics

Degree of accesibility
by large public transport

Highway

o
'{_—!..‘-:- -
; Public transpart line

n B Tram/Metro/Train station




LTy

ices of international Kudip / FC Feyenoord

Rotterdam Harbor
companies

LEGEND A0: 1:5000 NT

Employer locations
J}@' Greenery locations
“ # Locations for sport

f"!! Wy ¢ IS Educational institutes
t#‘ Lot 7
| : ‘ % Healthcare institutes

i -

1.5 A = ! Lé. River Maas

- W\ :
- Y 3 1 s O vesionioon
= -
“ﬁh LY =S Design locations
P S0
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Small shops in the main

street

LEGEND

A0: 1:5000

Employer locations
Greenery locations
Locations for sport
Educational institutes
Healthcare institutes
River Maas

Design locations

NT



Focuspoints of socio- economlc problems
Researched data-sets

f ‘\" - social index

M Lack of participation _ safety index

@ Severe state of education - physical index
- buurtmonitor

(municipality Rotterdam)

Severe etnical differences
N - | - leefbarometer
Bad social environment : =

- topotijdreis

Very old building stock | (nat|ona| government)
@ Lack of daily

Very unattractive
living environment

Low state of education ﬁ Very old buildifigiStocis

ﬁ Bad social environment

ﬁt Lack of participation

& Overall feel of unsafety LEGEND A0: 1:5000 NT

{p Bad state of public sp&

@\ Cheap quality housing
(200%200 m grid)

Beld of worst performing
, areas

River Maas

N
@ [_f;? Design locations



All development plans for
Rotterdam South

Regeneration projects

- Nationaal programma
Rotterdam Zuid
- Hart van Zuid
- Feyenoord City
- Plan Zuiderpark

LEGEND AO0: 1:5000 NT

City development

Environmental targets
Living along the river
Living in the city

Living relaxed

......
......

Transformation area’s

Focus areas

Regional commercial
cluster

4w Priority employement
clusters

W Riverfront
--"""'"-

Green corridors

Key-projects
Intercity station
~ < - = Metroline
; % Hart van Zuid
Q.. OMA - new Kuip
O Trouble areas NPRZ
q North-South axis

L2

Diversification park



Olympic goal for Rotterdam



Olympic strategy for

Rotterdam South

........




)lympic design for Varkenoord North

(Post Game situation)




Overview of the Olympic park

(Beijing Olympic Park)

Sport stadiums r

P omm @
Sport halls oF _‘,_'..'--'--""'

............
.........

S port complexes - . ..........

Olympic village

Observation tower

0
|
L
v

Olympic axis -

Media center ..

Data center

Total Olympic program
799 ha.

29/88



programmatic mismatch

Requested program to available space

REQUESTED OLYMPIC AVAILABLE
PROGRAM SPACE
734 ha. 138 ha.

|
|
|
|
|
l
|
I
|
1

UNUSABLE DESIGN SPACE
5% = 35 ha.

PARK & SQUARES
304 ha.

PARKING
142 ha.

PUBLICTRANSPORT
22,5 ha.

OLYMPIC VILLAGE
24 ha.

STADIUMS & COMPLEXES
206,5 ha.

ZUIDERPARK
68,8 ha.

VARKENOORD
69,2 ha.



keep all local attached and hard to replace program

within Zuiderpark and Varkenoord

4

I'E Idl.l I:I. |

community gardens

LEGEND AO0: 1:5000 NT

Employer locations

Greenery locations

‘ # Locations for sport
Educational institutes

v
% Healthcare institutes

%“ River Maas
N
@ .{fﬁ%‘ Design locations



use open space, existing sport venues and industrial areas

within Zuiderpark and Varkenoord

open park
structures

LEGEND AO0: 1:5000 NT

Employer locations

, J}.ﬁ' Greenery locations

“ # Locations for sport
hi} Educational institutes

W
fﬁv Healthcare institutes

z“ River Maas
N
@ .{fﬁ%‘ Design locations



excel model to compare programmatic demand and offer

33/88

Space demand

Olympic Games - Program of requirements

Decission model

sport program part additional number consist. former size size externalit security space solution space
perc perc.
support 99
olympic village stories high
Olympic housing 8 stories 24 0 5
Training 3 0 5
Service 2 stories 3 0 5
Parkspace 20 percentage 30 6 0 0 6
Road 10 percentage 30 3 0 5 3,15
International zone 26,25
Media 4 0 4,2
Space offer
existing name program additional info  additional formulas size non-usable/not-prefered non usable space usable space
perc.
Varkenoord 216 _
total
216
else percentage size other part 34,55 31,325 3,225
streets 25,8 100 25,8 0
green structures 25 25,8 6,45 50 3,225 3,225
water 2,3 100 2,3 0
build space 125,3 62,9 62,4
housing complex 5,8 100 5,8 0
housing public space 7 100 7 0
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olympic program in the

i
;‘3‘ 3‘[.'% A "

LEGEND

Territory of The Netherlands
Waterbodies

Assigned Olympic Cities

ge

Featured Olympic sports

Olympic areas

Area consisting a certain percentage
of Olympic sports (Heurkens, 2005)

Relevant highways

Relevant railroad & Highspeed rail

Relevant airports

>

SCALEBAR
N
@ 0 25 50 10{; km
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olympic program in Rotterdam

- ..._\ \
\\.
l ﬁ‘\. \,_‘_
LEGEND ’w \ \ N\
| :‘._ R \.\
. e N :.\} - \\--.‘
Build area of Rotterd N e
g "I.,‘__‘
== Waterbodie N
\\\Q‘\\ i ll\‘
“ Assigned Olympic Area I"LL"‘*
N —
G Featured Olympic sports | \ v
[
N
Y | Landmark object \ '\
\s
. . IIL.I ."‘-::‘:x“\
% Historical centre S

Area consisting 60% of all \‘-\"\.\_‘
Olympic sports A

/‘% Major roads

,i—/ Railroad & Highspeed rail

-/ Metro lines

«® Relevant stations (and possible strategic
locations of future stations)

SCALEBAR A
0 1 2,5 5 km N
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Programmatic match

Requested program to available space

REQUESTED OLYMPIC
PROGRAM
185,4 ha.

UNUSABLE DESIGN SPACE
5% = 9,4 ha.

PARK & SQUARES
56 ha.

PARKING \ \\ /"""~~~ 77
24,6 ha. ! |

PUBLICTRANSPORT
12,5 ha.

OLYMPIC VILLAGE
16 ha.

STADIUMS & COMPLEXES
675 ha. -

AVAILABLE
SPACE
190,2 ha.

— ZUIDERPARK
72,0 ha.

VARKENOORD
118,2 ha.
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- Relocation of all industrial buildings on
both Olympic sites

- Olympic village - average 12 stories high

- Solve 48.4 hectare parking space
elsewhere

- Reduce space for railway by 20%

- Reduce space for several sportcomplexes
by 20%



Social legacy is a future
for every Olympic venug

LEGEND
e
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A0:1:5000 NT
Olympic locations
Ternparary structure
Structure to be converted
Permanent structure

Upgraded structure

Performed sports
Opening/elosing ceremony

Olympic village

Fublic zone/International
rone/Media zone

Fublic/visitors area
Athletes area
Private area

Hatel + event areas

Visitors flow

Athletes flow



A position in the new CTO Metropool

CTO METROPOOL

39/88



A destination for every Olympic venue

Olympic programme permanent
- Olympic stadium

- Hockey stadium

- Ahoy Multisport Hall

- Ahoy existing halls

Olympic programme converted from the inside
- Olympic hall

- Broadcast centre

- Olympic village

- Media village

Olympic programme converted from the outside
- Taekwondo hall
- Aquatics centre

- Kuip stadium

Temporary programme to leisure opportunity
- Climbing hall

- Skating hall

- Olympic plazas

-Training areas

Temporary venue to landscape structure
- Archery range

- Logistic pavilions

- Boxing hall

- Fencing hall

- Karate hall

40/88



Social legacy is an

A

infrastructural supergrid

LEGEND AD: 1:5000
o
~ :}\ © Olympic locations
0 Olympic structure
I
' Public/visitors area
R\ i : 1
\\ J
‘ _d
AY S
A" .
.*I
i !
\
A
\

E Athletes area

Park & ride parking lots for
P+R = h
visitors Olympic Games
‘ ‘ Permanent Parking lots
B
s
A
A
A\

Temporary parking lots

i

Car traffic from highway

=57

Important clusters of

S different modalities
2 'p.l.ﬁ <8 Trainline + stations
CCIOGE)

+=2=> Metroline + stations
“~e_,  Tramline + stations
. w— Busline + stations

o

Bicycle network + OV-bike
storage points

Footpaths to construct

NT



Advantages of a supergrid

O%
AR

&

Increased connectivity Less foreign cars in More profit for local
by adding transport the urban structure stores by guided
modes at a node visitor flows

)
@ & > =
— =
_"_\;;L
TN G%%;

Ku A o

Reduction of car lane width Offering more
to benefit slow traffic transport possibilities

to the inhabitants

42 /88
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Social legacy is a superb
routing without obstac|les

Qe

LEGEND
g

LY
T

P} K

=

AD: 1:5000

Olympic locations

Public/visitors area

Athletes area

Redesign of most
important crossings

Redesign of important
Crossings

Redesign of lass
important crossings

Tunnel required

CEEEER Important clusters of
R different modalities

Trainstation

Metrostation
Tramstation

Busstation

OV-bike storage

Visitors flow

Athletes flow

NT



Improved environment around Zuidplein
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Increased accesibility by redesign

LOCATION
ZUIDERFARK

46 /88
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‘ LOCATION
VARKENOORD
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crossings

[ NARROW STREET
J 42m-=35m
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LOCATION — T ]
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LOCATION
= VARKENOORD

RAISE MIDDLE SECTION
+ GREENIFICATION

ZUIDERPARK

!
| SHARED SPACE -
| USE OF DIFFERENT
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Social legacy is an improvem
neighbourhood physical lapti§

LEGEND
g

AN
r he
Loy

A0: 15000 NT
Olympic locations
Olympic structure
Visitor flow

Additional visitor flow

Waterfront of Maas River

Waterfront of Zuiderpark

Closed park structures (trees)

Open park structures
tgrassland + bushes)

Sportpark structures

Proposed green structures

Froposed green mainstreets

Possible green mainstreet



Increased identity and environment of Zuiderpark
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A P P 122 P &/ P A&

14000 3000 1600 5000 1600 7600 1600 5000 1600 3000 14000



Configuration of the mainstreets

SMALLSHOR:

A B’ P A P A A

4500 1600 3500 1600 7600 1600 3500 1600 4500




Configuration of the mainstreets

EMALL SHOPS

SHkLL SHOPS

£
|

Lkl E

- g

A & a P AX_ P g & A
4500 1600 350016&0' 7600 1600 3500 1600 4500




Social legacy are initiatives t
in the neighbourhood publj

A0Vving

Olympic tour
19 KM

LEGEND
g

o LAY
S |

A ALY

=

B

Hiisne

A0:1:5000 NT
Olympic locations
Shopsfoffice related structures
Education related structures

Health related structures

Olympic plaza’s
Relaxed green spaces
Allround sport spaces
Educative sport spaces
Showecase sport spaces

151 priority: directly to
Olympic walking routes

2nd priority: central positions
in degraded neighborhoods

3rd priority: Urban spaces in
non degraded neighborhoods

Walking route
Jogging route
Running route

Bicycle route



A set of playscapes with different itensities

y~ ey

Showcase and mu

a

Iti-functional spaces

PR o e T T
= A r

= g Pl
: i Y

Allround sport spaces
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A view of Zuiderpark in 30 minutes

54 /88



Social legacy is a trans
commercial to social
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LEGEND AD: 1:5000 M T

£

ey
L5 Olympic locations
]

0 Olympic related structures

--_-:':",.l Housing related structures

=g=> Trainline + stations

«==r Metroline + stations

Economic development

Q Sport oriented

Office/shops/industry oriented

-c:f;_j Social housing oriented
Healthcare oriented

Education ariented

— Line shop development

— Line sport development



Three important employment clusters

LSSELMOMDE

/' PENDRECHT

I
U

Employement axis around railway Shopping and educational district Local shops and connective nodes
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Social legacy is a future re-de

for all olympic sites

LEGEND

A0:1:5000 NT
Former Olympic locations
Olympic related structres
Sport related structures
Shopsfoffice related structures
Education related structures

Health related structures

01: Feyenoord City
02: Sporthoulevard South
03: Olympic park axis

04: Healthcare research hub
Rotterdam South

05: Ahoy-Zuidplein -
Heart of South

0B: Healthcare education hub
Rotterdam South

07: Morth-South connection
08: Sportcluster Zuiderpark
09: Aquapark Zuiderpark

10: The best of old Zuiderpark



situation prior to the Olympic Games
(London Olympic Park)

WALTHAM FOREST

HACKNEY

NEWHAM

TOWER HAMLETS

Stratford railway depot ) N
& industrial park —
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Developement of the Olympic park

(London Olympic Park)

I
(I

mem

u!

London 2012 Olympic Park
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Post-Olympic planning

(London Olympic Park)

WALTHAM FOREST

NEWHAM

TOWER HAMLETS

AgEE s kil i 2
i T =
4 \ h T R
\ \ ] s iy
. 1 ) 'y R
W - W M_

Queen Elizabeth Olympic Park
redevelopment
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A future identity for both Olympic sites

Overview of all vignettes

61/88



The SOCiaI Olympic Strategy : LEGEND A0: 1:5000 NT
1"-. : ﬁ =
for ROtte rdam so uth i"“‘i Olympic locations

0 Sport program

m Sport oriented structures
=
-4
,,”’ Economic oriented structures
- , ,
N 5 Education oriented structures
Healthcare oriented structures

** "l Housing oriented structures

Focus aspect of a
development area

7 New park

L7 New green lane

Permanent Parking lots

Temporary parking lots

&= Trainline + stations

== Metroline + stations
s,  Tramline + stations

._a— Busline + stations

Bicycle network + OV-bike
e-"“/-’ storage points




Example o \ avelopment zone vignet A
(Varkenoord North)

Development area

"2 %—T Clympic areas
0 Clympic stadium
&  oympichal

siiainss  Olympic village

. Present Kuip stadium
‘ Topsporthal

%

River Maas

Urban park

& ? Main wvisitor flows

w « « Important past-Games flows

oIy
E®a

Maobility station
Main roads
= Railway

2 Tramlines

Waterway

“ Commercial buildings

Educational buildings

Healthcare buildings

Cultural buildings

63/88



Development aim for Varkenoord North

Aim for Varkenoord Current situation

Feyenoord city - SPORT &
CITY ENVIRONMENT

Veranda Stadionweg



A future for all Olympic venues

&
) . ’

; __\ OLYMPIC HALL - converted
~ Q SERVICE COMPLEXES - temporary

\_‘ __f 'y .-' - \ Rt I'-__ ’ )
‘\' # " SN \ A OLYMPIC STADIUM - permanent
'\ Q 4 v & i . 1 _ o X TRAININGSFACILITIES - temporary

OLYMPIC VILLAGE - converted
VILLAGE PARK - permanent

KUIP STADIUM - converted

SPONSOR ZONE - converted




A permanent occupation of the stadium

x* @

STADIUM SQUARE

UVAVRIVIRE Y

TRAINING LOCATION PUBLIC SPACE

PLb MERAATER P

STADIUM SQUARE

(RIVAVAII N Y

PUBLIC SPACE
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o Switch from athletes to inhabitants
m m m ™

30md 30md A0m2 90 m2
ROOM RCOM ROOM APPARTMENT

During Diympics -
parking inside the building
will be closed

Atlethe accemodation

Residents housing
Parking

Services

Shops

Hopsitality and other functions mot
already present in the initial design

67/88
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An infrastructural supergrid

2 * NEW PARKING GARAGE
NEW PARK AND RIDE SPOT
NEW TRAM STATION - 3 lines

NE AND STATION
NEW INTERCITY STATION - 4 lines

AREA IN WHICH VISITING CARS ARE  IASE NEW BIKE STORAGE
NOT WANTED DURING GAMES

s qr-‘.r—!:-%"M" L
. NEW PARKING GARAGE
USE OF EXISTING ROADS NEW BUS STATION

NEW PARK AND RIDE SPOT
NEW TRAM STATION - 1 line




A superb routing

SMOOTH TRANSITION BETWEEN
TUNNEL AND LANGE HILLE DK

URBAN BRIDGE BETWEEN STADIUM
AND NEIGHBORHOODS
ENTRANCE TO TRAINSTATION AND
BRIDGE TO BUS/TRAM/METRO

NEW CROSSING TO OLYMPIC PARK .-
AND SPORT BOULEVARD % TRANSFORMATION OF EXISTING . —

CROS5ING s NEW CROSSING BETWEEN .
\ m OLYMPIC VILLAGE AND SPORTDORP §




Urban bridge as multi-transport node




,@mn mf-rzu>-H

| REMT & STORAGE |
| POINT + SERVICE |

PASSAGE INTEGRATED
AT FIRST FLOOR
OF STADIUM

NEW FEYENOORD
STADIUM

CENTRE

DISTINCTIVE SQUARE SAFE & WELCOMING — _,,/ NEW INTERCITY | [FAST cONNECTION SAFE PASSAGE

WITH ADJACENT ENTRAMNCE OF TO METRO FOR PEDESTRIANS
SHOPS &WORKPLACES THE BRIDGE STATION
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Neighbourhood physical landscapes

EXTENSION OF PARK THROUGH
A PATCHWORK OF TREES

EXTENSION OF VERANDA
BOULEVARD

OLYMPIC PARK FORMS LINK IN
URBAN AND GREEN STRUCTURE

TRANSFORMATION OF
EXISTING PARKTO OLYMPIC PARK

i
o

NEW PARK FOR SPORT BOULEVARD, &&=
FORMS SECOND PART OLYMPIC PARK N
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otivating initiatives in public space

AROUND OLYMPIC HALL -
PLAYSCAPES

OLYMPIC SQUARE - DIFFERENT
STAGES FOR MULTIPLE SPORTS

VERANDA BOULEVARD - INTENSIVE
SPORT LANE

PARK OLYMPIC VILLAGE - ALLROUND AT
SPORT FACILITIES it

{ OLYMPIC PARK - SMALL ACTIVATING
CONSTRUCTIONS
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Commercial to social

MIXED USE BUSINESS DISTRICT
AROUND OLYMPIC HALL

.t \
f,q\ ! 'y

., g BUSINESS DISTICT AROUND OLYMPIC
3 STADIUM AND INTERCITY STATION

s SQUARE WITH TRAINSTATION SERVICES
AND LOCAL ORIENTED SHOPS
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A post-games re-development

2. T Ta A4 ; STREET PATTERN TO CENTRAL
o | POINT OF VERANDA
N %§‘ #  HEIGHT TO EXISTING BUILDINGS
SO ADJACENT TO LAAN VAN ZUID

CONTRADICTIVE ROUND DESIGN OF
PERMANENT OLYMPIC PROGRAMMA

SING (MPIC
BLOCK DESIGN TO STREET PATTERN DECREASING HEIGHT OF OLYMPIC

- S | | ‘ R e VILLAGE TOWARDS SPORTDORP
fi"'f- . \ . s A L1 4THTILL 8-16TH FLOOR OF
£ SR W B OLYMPIC VILLAGE ORIENTATED TO
™ . L AR e

URBAN BLOCK OF SPORTDORP
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Conclusion of the project - a collection of encountered design principles

(collected in a seperate book)

TOWARDS AN OLYMPIC LEGACY FOR ALL

Description of a social
REGENERATION ORIENTED DESIGN PRINCIPES FOR OLYMPIC LEGACY

ENHANCING THE SOCIAL SUSTAINABILITY OF THE HOST CITY problem in the spatial
Olympic program

Proposition of a
intervention in the spatial
Olympic program

Social legacy potential
of the proposed design
intervention

MSCTHESIS, TU DELFT

O. IJZERMAN - 4064240 BOOK 02, DESIGN PRINCIPLES
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