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Master of Science Architecture, Urbanism & Building Sciences




Graduation Plan: All tracks

Submit your Graduation Plan to the Board of Examiners (Examencommissie-BK@tudelft.nl),
Mentors and Delegate of the Board of Examiners one week before

P2 at the latest.

The graduation plan consists of at least the following data/segments:

Personal information

Name

Maud Ebbers

Student number

4741935

Studio

Name / Theme

Planning Complex Cities

Main mentor

Caroline Newton Spatial Planning & Strategy

Second mentor

Tanja Herdt Urban Design

Argumentation of
choice of the studio

This studio is helping me to develop a strategy towards increasing citizen
participation within the context (semi)public space of (urban) focus areas in
transformation, while keeping a (socio-political) critical view on resiliency and
social networks.

Graduation project

Title of the
graduation project

Reclaiming (Semi)Public Space

Goal

Location:

Bospolder and Tussendijken, Rotterdam

The posed problem,

This thesis criticizes socio-spatial inequality within vulnerable urban areas (from
now on “(urban) focus areas”. It will bring forth several perspectives on past,
current, and upcoming necessary developments in Bospolder and Tussendijken,
the case study location.

Therefore, the definition, emerge and context of ‘focus areas’ will be elaborated.
Political preferences influence spatial planning. For years the government dealt
with focus areas in the same way or not? This thesis starts with two timelines,
which are serving as the starting point. One on the shifts of people (see figure 1),
which is showing the constellation of people living in poverty has changed due to
various migration processes over time, which have been caused by a transition in
our welfare state (Van Steenbergen, 2020). Second, on the shifts in planning (see
figure 2), which is showing several important milestones in the Dutch planning
process, one of the most striking is that there is no spatial planning portfolio
anymore since 2010. Many parties want to say something about spatial planning,
but nobody really has the charge over it (Provoost, 2020).

The third timeline (see figure 3) in the thesis research shows the effect of the
shifts in governance and spatial planning (attitude), there is a change in language
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use, from “working-class-area” to “deprived area” to “focus area”. Most effects
have a negative influence on planning for people and for communal or shared
facilities and sources. Underpinned by the trend ((newspaper) articles) and the
today (current (vision)plans and projects).

It is the nature of man to meet, look for example at the influence on loneliness of
the Covid-19-situation now, and most of the encounters happen in semi-public
space (Van Eijk, 2010). Van Eijk argues that ‘neighbourhood effect’ studies often
overlook the fact that people encounter and engage with fellow-residents not in
‘the neighbourhood as a whole’ but in settings located in the neighbourhood
such as schools, community centres, playgrounds and one’s ‘micro-
neighbourhood’ of adjacent and nearby dwellings. Thus, to the extent that
relationships are formed within the neighbourhood, this happens in specific
neighbourhood settings. The composition of these settings is reflected in
people’s networks rather than in the entire neighbourhood. (Kleinhans, 2010).
Neighbourhood settings are most important for urban focus areas, because
resource-poor people have a small movement scale, the quality of (semi-)public
space plays an important role in this (Gehl, 2011). So, this research strives for a
change in the Dutch attitude towards spatial planning and/ of focus areas.
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Figure 2. Timeline 2: ‘Shifts in Planning’
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Figure 3. Effect of Shifts on Planning for People

research questions and

Main research question:

How can an asset atlas support true cross-understanding between

all actors and their moving motives for focus areas, in the (semi)public space of a
Rotterdam’ resiliency showcase?

Sub research questions:
SRQ1. What is the concept of focus areas in the Netherlands and Rotterdam?
SRQ2. What is the Rotterdam planning strategy in respect with focus areas?

SRQ3. What are social and spatial, potential untapped opportunities in
(semi)public?

SRQ4. Who are the actors in Resilient BoTu2028, and what are their

moving motives?

SRQ5. How to generate an atlas, with particular attention to (semi)public space,

for cross-understanding, accounting for the short and long term?

design assignment in which
these result.

Design in semi-public space(s) that stimulate encounters and a resource-rich
neighbourhood with many communal self-organization, facilities, and shares. Stijn
Oosterlynck (2020) calls it a nationalization of solidarity.

Assuming that a residential area must be a safe, liveable, and inclusive living
environment, a list of criteria is composed, gained by literature study, to create a
strategy towards how the Dutch planning attitude for and the Dutch way of
dealing with urban focus areas can be changed. The following criteria play an
important role in reclaiming urban focus areas: accepting the change of Dutch
culture (1), putting self-interest in planning aside (2), dealing with problems
quickly (3), improving the quality of semi-public space (4), stimulating
opportunities to encounter (5), and increasing the range of amenities (6). In semi-
public space most (accidental) encounters happen and on its’ turn that is one of
the conditions for a liveable and a safe space, a relationship of trust with the
spatial environment. The criteria will generate a discussion for further research,
analysis, and socio-spatial design, because they will be used to create a strategy
towards how planning for urban focus areas can be more cohesive.




A misunderstanding between different actors’ perspectives is revealed by a
disappeared spatial planning portfolio and a New Environmental Act (Nieuwe
Omgevingswet, NOVI) which are moving away from national authority (Provoost,
2020), and a transition in ‘our” welfare state (Van Steenbergen, 2020).

Possible interventions are compared against the criteria, which leads to several
design goals. The design goals will be checked by participatory design with the

residents of Bospolder and Tussendijken.

The Dutch attitude towards spatial planning needs to change.

Process

Method description

In the Methodological Framework (see figure 4) and Methods & Theory Framework (see figure 5), the methods
and techniques of the research and design can be found.

In the Methodological Framework the frames of ‘Participation’, ‘Goals’, ‘Criteria’, and the ‘Socio-Spatial
Framework’” are representing the methods which will be used. Planning for and with the residents of Bospolder
and Tussendijken by participatory design, checking the design interventions with the criteria for (re)claiming
semi-public space to stimulate encounters.

In the Methods & Theory Framework the dark red frames of ‘Methods | Theoretical’ and ‘Methods | Practical’
are representing the methods and the light red frames of ‘Theories x Analysis” and ‘Socio-Spatial Framework’
represent the techniques.

INTRINSIC MOTIVATION PARTICIPATION TEST: PLANNING Vs, DESIGN

I
# crifical Ipelticall voice was always inside of #4E TU Delft

Mestta ias | helpes arganzng o children's vacatien | Maud Ebbers Actors and
wezk ana the Infernzranal W I Inhebitants

I
I
|
tese | of |
|
I
|

|
I

Ihersfore, brnging togerher peopls wit o commer | ! Bospolder &

rerast and same goals to strive for BOTU2028 feam Tussendijken

Feping et scfiafies my soul AT

Piesign for el i asters fsonial]
sangthening by

for changing
spatial planning |

1. Design the ‘intermasiate seale’ ans
design far an urgert muli-actor precess

2. Ruise waurenses and b nol wilhin
naighbourhiods sellings, bu setesn

FACILITATES?

]
]
]
]
]
]
'
'
'
'
'
]
]
]
]
]
]
'
'
'
'
]
]
]
]
]
]
'
'
I
'
'
.

- _CIJHTLFQTENLIA.L QPEORTUNITIES — — +

CRITERIA INTERYENTIONS IN SEMI-PUBLIC SPACE

H and right

i
e g ‘ 1. Aecapting the changa of [uteh cultire
|
|
LT - - CRITERLA
|2 Puting self-interestin plannivg as'de INTERVENTIONS
CHECK

[
ond Slurring

Figure 4. Methodology Framework




Ll ght 0 Stk Pl - lierber Left and right 1 Pening . ks s et i e N I
inDoich Folies | 1 etk Juarbeck crirgen Documren clicce- i | METH:
Fleurih ond dedine of oy pet war 1 | Flede et Folitche Farfen, 1< s e
i st DOOR) . , . .
(1 | P oo ity et v e pleid Nierhadis 49 rench
Stuslacs! rosiar, ol 1o < ligas - 31rvighar, L {1999 b Welfara clate — oderiand: Lot Unive - |
i in mancfion \ h
g | |
| eean, L 1005, lgersing Urian o, Eondic o Ssporun
v wimmrent - Gehl (0111 ! Canflict for ) o LI
Urtion Gamacracy 1 1
Ldumrming sre Shamring, & Tae Jees o Sicawalec lacobe (1967 1 at and lfe of grest Amercsn ez finkage |
I Unee dtoves Samdem =, |
Fniing o o ad resanarenic s - Kisihans (01 7] Ursamring \ -
and Smmin
Dicling wilh vy in oo neighbowhoods « Qv of ol 2013} 2 : st p!:
Polfioe| =gmarstin in Latch anic o iesLuri
* Local netwark : :
Ul s L s Pl & nbh. 2sting | |
sl Domsins Fiarrs ! ! i
Felfiz= 3 Fisr ohs, Wabsiles, Social
Heusing alicy 1 1
b s oS o GGl rovor o] [020) Jepilee , | o, finflong b soil naeo ks elc
1 i
Leftand Rght 1 Suleh Eroroy - Srch (1973] o N

PARTICIPATORY DIESIGN

wurheod residonis fo

Tising in oot nsighbeurhacd maul- i nefvork pevety? St
el narworks o e o el astinga « i Fik

iellore e in anslc Stesnbergsn (2020,

Lobiar Confictan

us of the

it b Uk oo
E

e ot

Lz Agalerearaian S Trms

CASL STUDICS

Dillorent type 1 cos s es, lo lind oul

sl Sestiel Plarei

wsign lor the com

vl shres, poklic |

!

| | H .
1 1 1 il
' | | ' Aol aed Claar Fnargy
1 1 1 1
' | | | CRITERIA x H
. h \ h INTERVENTIONS . cse
h h H H ' Decen Work ord Econcric Groneh
. , . ) CHECK .
. | 5| 3 Boaling with prabloms quickly | 1
1 1 1 1 1 £0G 10
1WRITEN MRS 1 1 1 1 vt Il es
1 it leeotion: 1 - Impirsing the Ruality of sami-public qpace | ! !
1 - Sirking text | | | 1
1 - Infomation on bui dings ! ! ! ' Sustinoble Cikes ard Communilis
1 - Infermaticn en irfrinsic qual | N 1 '
. \ 1| €. Stimulating B pE RS S SREAURER | '
1 DACADHIE RESEARGH | | | 1 506 18
| | | | i = ice cndl Sirong Inskttions
! ! - | 6. Increcsing the iange f mienities | ! '
I | I | 1
o _______-------—-—-—-—-- H o FUTURE LIRBAN CHAILENGES _ _

Figure 5. Methods & Theories Framework

SEE PAGE 10 AND 11
OF THE "ASSET ATLAS’

Figure 6. Final Research Framework




Literature and general practical preference

The literature (theories or research data) and general practical experience/precedent | intend to consult are the
following. Gained from the frame ‘Theories of Interest’ (see figure 4) from the ‘Methodological Framework’ (see
figure 6).

I will explain the four most important theories, gained from literature, which are used to enrich the relevance
and strength of the research. “Flourish and decline of early post-war neighbourhoods” (1) because this is where
the challenge of planning for focus area is originated. “Living in a poor neighbourhood result in network poverty?
Study on local networks and neighbourhood settings” (2) because this touches on the main reason why design
must be done for and between “neighbourhood settings”. “Welfare state in transition” (3) because this creates
the context for the development of society over time. “Urban conflict as opportunity for urban democracy” (4)
because, last but not least, this highlights that the iron must be forged when it is hot and a negative attitude can
be turned ‘easily’ into a positive one with the right tools and approach.

THEORIES OF INTEREST

Lett and Right in Dutch Polifics - Achterberg (2006)

Flourish and decline of early post-war neighborhoods

- Argiolu et al (2008)

|
|
|
|
Structural racism, cultural crifique - Birmingham, E. (1999) |
Safety and acive eifizens in deprived neighborhoods - De Boer (2010) :
Quality of the Physical Envirenment - Gehl (2011) :
Unslumming and Slumming, & The Uses of Sidewalks - Jacobs (1961}
Housing policy and regeneration - Kleinhans (2012}
Dealing with living in poor neighbourhoods - Kleinhans ot al (2010) |
Polifical Fragmentation in Dutch Municipalities - Lunsing (2016)
Deliberative Democracy or Agonistics Pluralism - Mouffe (1999)
Palifical Domains - Pisterse (2005)
Urbanism and the Search for Common Ground - Proveost ef al (2020)

Left and Right in Dutch Economy - Snels (1995)

Living in o poor neighbourhood result in network poverty? Study on
local networks and neighbourhaod settings - Van Eijk (2010)

Welfare state in transition - Van Steenbergen (2020)

Urban Cenflict as Opportunity for Urban Demacracy
- Verloo & Bertalini (2015)

Urban Agglomeration Over Time - Wassenberg (2004)

Changing Position of the National Spatial Planning
- Van der Wouden et al (2016)

B I R R B

Figure 7. ZOOM-IN ‘Theories of Interest’, Methodological Framework




Reflection

1.

What is the relation between your graduation (project) topic, the studio topic (if applicable), your master
track (A,U,BT,LA,MBE), and your master programme (MSc AUBS)?

The relation between my graduation topic and the studio ‘Planning Complex Cities’ / ‘Spatial Planning &
Strategy’ can be found in the pursuance of a change in Dutch attitudes towards spatial planning for urban
focus areas. This request a different attitude of Dutch planners, a different attitude in a social, spatial, but
above all political and economical way. A different way of planning by, for example, participatory design,
originated by unrest and initiatives from bottom-up, think of “Conflicts as opportunity for urban
democracy” (Verloo, 2015), steered by (top-down) responsive governance.

The relation between my graduation topic and the master track ‘Urbanism’ can be found in the urge to
strive for a better social and spatial world, design socially responsible. The pursuit of designing a semi-public
space in a safe, liveable, and inclusive living environment, an urban residential focus area.

The relation between my graduation topic and the master track ‘MSc Architecture, Urbanism and Building
Sciences’ can be found in the multi-disciplinary approach of the research and design (explained above). A
multi-disciplinary approach with touches upon the field of sociology, anthropology, psychology, (culture-
based) planning, geography, architecture, spatial planning, urban design, and more philosophies. Again, |
want to strive for being a socially responsible planner and/or designer, someone who engages others and
enriches herself.

What is the relevance of your graduation work in the larger social, professional and scientific framework?

By transforming the quality and quantity of semi-public space (resource-rich and -poor) residents will meet
more often. This will contribute to the increase of a safe feeling, a more liveable environment, and a raising
will to maintain a neighbourhood.

The research will mainly focus on semi-public spaces, such as community centres, associations, and football
clubs. These environments are safe, from a social and spatial perspective. Van Eijk (2010) tells us that in
semi-public space most encounters take place. So, semi-public space is the location to intervein when ‘a
private reclamation’ (by the residents) of public space is aimed for. As we learn from Van Steenbergen
(2020), who tells about the Dutch welfare state in transition, charity and neediness have become a business
model in the last decades due to the entry of market forces and strong emergence of private parties in the
poor relief. Also, the constellation of people living in poverty has changed due to various migration
processes.

By changing the attitude towards planning in the Netherlands, the planning for focus areas can be
transformed from a type of business model with a non-responsive government to serious long-term
planning, with the aim to deliver customized collective interventions.




