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TERRITORY ON TRIAL

REDESIGNING THE COURTHOUSE TO FOSTER
SPATIAL FREEDOM, TRANSPARENCY AND
EQUITABLE POWER DYNAMICS

COMPLEX PROJICTS
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HAVE YOU EVER WALKED INTO A
ROOM AND IMMEDIATELY FELT LIKE
YOU WERE EITHER IN CONTROL OR
POWERLESS?

WHAT WAS IT ABOUT THE SPACE THAT MADE YOU FEEL THAT WAY?



Evidence Log

Date: Submitted by:

Case #:  O13F51-02 Ttem #: clothing

communicate power and
hierarchy

Condition: Sealed by:

Evidence Description: Stgwifies authority and status, design, quality,

arvp-fit-communicate power ag»o{ mermvcl% reinforcing the weaver's visible marker

within a glven context.

Suspect(s):

Victim(s):

Witness(es):

Collected by:

Location:

Signed for:




can create a visible
hierarchy reflecting the

power structure.

symbolise power

Evidence Log

Date: Submitted by:
Case#:  pyowrg pa Item# ClOLr
Condition: Sealed by:

Evidence Description: O‘{Ctéw laroer &WLO{ ove 6|,6\/[Zt€0{ than O‘H/IEVS

601\/LSL e L@V&WC 8 YB 60 LV\/@ PO v

e

Offense/Incident: POSHLoning and design of the chalr can

supbolice pover, with elevated ov isolated seating

reinforcing authority

Suspect(s):

reenforcing authority
e » g

Victim(s):

Witness(es):

Collected by:

Location:

Signed for:

signifying authority




Evidence Log

Date:
Submitted by:

Case #: 013}51,02
e 108 Condition; Item #: CLDtthg

Date: -
Case ¥

Co“&\\oﬁ\i
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ltem 4. \
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Yy Subm vidence Log _
2 fem #. / N
: - 3 . . . o

Date: Submitted by:

Case#:  073751-01 Ttem #: Podlium
Condition: Sealed by:
Evidence Description: o{zpm eleyated and imposing, WZ@M
Offense/incident: elevating the speaken, physically positioning therm. as
the centen of attention and neinforcing theon autharvity , while also creating a

Suspect(s):
\]\ct\‘“@/ Victim(s):
(es)'- /
Witness(es):

i T

V
by: /

\\ected \
Co / Collected by:

cation:
) / Location:
gigned O ——

Signed for:







EXPECTATIONS AREGIVEN, AND
ACCEPTED THROUGH SERIES,

MOVIES AND PRE GIVEN NORMS
/ AND CUSTOMS.

16



SUITS HOW TO GET AWAY WITH MURDER | THE ROOKIE

17



COURTHOUSES ON THE INSIDE
HAVE NOT BEEN RE-THOUGHT
FOR HUNDREDS OF YEARS.
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SECURITY CONCERNS
CHANGES IN LEGAL PRACTICE
SOCIETAL AND POLITICAL FACTORS

HISTORICAL PRECEDENTS AND SYMBOLISM

ARCHITECTURAL AND TECHNOLOGICAL
EVOLUTION




RESEARCH QUESTION

HOW CAN COURTHOUSE DESIGN
ADDRESS TERRITORIAL DYNAMICS
AND HIERARCHICAL RELATIONS
AMONG KEY ACTORS?

IS IT NECESSARY FOR THE JUDGE TO SIT ON
AN ELEVATED PODIUM?



PROCEDURAL RECAP






HIERARCHY

AUTHORITY

AUTHORITY IS DISTRIBUTED HIERARCHICALLY WITHIN AN ORGANIZATION,
WHERE HIGHER POSITIONS HOLD MORE AUTHORITY.

THIS STRUCTURE DEFINES WHO CAN MAKE DECISIONS, GIVE ORDERS,
OR ENFORCE RULES.

AUTHORITY COMES WITH SPECIFIC ROLES.

POWER IS THE ABILITY TO INFLUENCE OR CONTROL PEOPLE, EVENTS, OR
OUTCOMES, WHETHER THROUGH AUTHORITY, PERSUASION, OR INFLUENCE.
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THE MERGE POINT



ENCLOSURE PROXIMITY NDEPENDANCE MATERIALITY

ARRANGEMENT ACCESSIBILITY PROGRESS DESIGN
VISIBILITY PROTECTION STABILITY HEIGHT
PROPORTIONS OPENNESS EQUALITY SCALE
FLEXIBILITY SECURITY SEGREGATION FLOW

POSITIONING POWER \CCOUSTIC
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SPATIAL MANIFESTATION WITHIN THE COURTROOM



The Actors

ALL ACTORS HAVE

DESIGNATED SPACES, ~ -
THE MOST NOTABLE =

SEPARATION IS
BETWEEN THOSE WHO
MAKE DECISIONS AND
THOSE WHO OBSERVE
OR ARE JUDGED,
REINFORCING THE
COURTROOM'’S POWER
STRUCTURE.

THE POSITIONS CAN
CREATE EMOTIONAL
AND PSYCH OLOGICAL
DISTANCES, SHAPING
HOW PARTICIPANTS IN
THE TRIAL EXPERIENCE
THE PROCESS AND
THEIR PLACE WITHIN
e

P

Procedural Recap

IN THE COURTROOM
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Procedural Recap /
IN THE COURTROgM
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e TYPICALLY ELEVATED
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The Judge

/////// /S S //////////////

9 7 7 /I 7 7 7

« POSITIONED
CENTRALLY AT THE
FRONT OF THE
COURTROOM TO =
OVERSEE THE ENTIRE =
PROCESS. =

« SURROUNDED BY THE
BENCH, GAVEL, AND =2
SOMETIMES A COURT =

eocccccccccssssccns Arrow of Influence
SEAL, REINFORCING :M [transparency indicates the level thereof
POWER AND ) high transparency - low level of influence]
CONTROL.

= Q Circle of Control

= [indicates the level of control, both internal
s & external]



The Jury

TYPICALLY SEATED IN
A DISTINCT SECTION

OF THE COURTROOM,

OFTEN IN A BOX OR
BEHIND A RAILING,
CREATING A SENSE
OF SEPARATION AND
NEUTRALITY.

THEIR SPACE IS
ISOLATED FROM

THE REST OF THE
ACTORS, EMPHASIZING
THEIR ROLE AS
IMPARTIAL DECISION-
MAKERS WHO MUST
OBSERVE THE TRIAL
WITHOUT BECOMING
INFLUENCED BY THE
ACTIVE PARTICIPANTS.
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Procedural Recap

IN THE COURTROOM
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[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

Q Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]



The Lawyer

POSITIONED NEAR
THE JUDGE BUT

AT LOWER LEVELS,
REFLECTING THEIR
ROLE IN PRESENTING
ARGUMENTS, NOT
MAKING FINAL
DECISIONS.

SPACES ARE USUALLY
ADJACENT TO

ONE ANOTHER,

BUT PHYSICALLY
SEPARATED,
SYMBOLIZING THEIR

OPPOSING ROLES IN -

THE CASE.

Procedural Recap

)IN THE COURTROOM

J

SRR
SIRRIIXKS
%
%

b

5
&5
55
25
250

X

::
04

35

$RS
35

2K

7

<P
R

&
%

5
i

)

- 7

L 2
= : y
= EEEE EE BN
= Y Y, i
EEEEEE RN ‘
< L/ o

= L y 4
s

Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

© Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]
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The Defendant

e TYPICALLY SEATED IN

A DOCK OR BEHIND =
A PHYSICAL BARRIER, -

INDICATING THEIR
STATUS AS SOMEONE
ON TRIAL.

e MAY BE SEATED IN
A CONFINED SPACE,
OFTEN VISUALLY
SEPARATE FROM THE
OTHER PARTICIPANTS,
EMPHASIZING THEIR
SUBORDINATE ROLE IN
THE COURTROOM.
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Procedural Recap

IN THE COURTROOM
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Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

Q Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]
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Procedural Recap

IN THE COURTROOM
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e THEIR POSITION
PLACES THEM IN -
A PASSIVE ROLE, =
RESPONDING TO o
QUESTIONS RATHER
THAN LEADING OR
INITIATING THE =
PROCEEDINGS. =X

eccccccccccccccccns Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

Q Circle of Control

= [indicates the level of control, both internal
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The Public

SEPARATED FROM THE -

OTHER ACTORS BY A = -

PHYSICAL DISTANCE, -
OFTEN CREATING e
A VISIBLE DIVIDE
BETWEEN THE TRIAL
PARTICIPANTS AND THE
OBSERVERS.

PASSIVE OBSERVERS,
WHO HAVE A RIGHT
TO WITNESS THE TRIAL,
BUT THEY DO NOT
ACTIVELY PARTICIPATE
IN THE LEGAL
PROCEEDINGS.
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Procedural Recap

IN THE COURTROOM
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Procedural Recap

IN THE COURTROOM
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Procedural Recap

RELATIONAL COURTROOM DYNAMIC
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Procedural Recap

STARE DECISIS

lllinois v. Allen, 397 U.S. 337 (1970)

Page 397 U. S. 341

on the part of his attorney, sayin;

“There is going to be no proceeding. I'm going to start talking and I'm going to keep on talking all through
the trial. There's not going to be no trial like this. | want my sister and my friends here in court to testify for
me."

"The trial judge thereupon ordered the petitioner removed from the courtroom."

413 F.2d at 233-234. After this second removal, Allen remained out of the courtroom during the
presentation of the State's case in chief, except that he was brought in on several occasions for purposes of
identification. During one of these latter appearances, Allen responded to one of the judge's questions with
vile and abusive language. After the prosecution's case had been presented, the trial judge reiterated his
promise to Allen that he could return to the courtroom whenever he agreed to conduct himself properly.
Allen gave some assurances of proper conduct, and was permitted to be present through the remainder of
the trial, principally his defense, which was conducted by his appointed counsel.

The Court of Appeals went on to hold that the Supreme Court of Illinois was wrong in ruling that Allen had,
by his conduct, relinquished his constitutional right to be present, declaring that:

"No conditions may be imposed on the absolute right of a criminal defendant to be present at all stages of
the proceeding. The insistence of a defendant that he exercise this right under unreasonable conditions
does not amount to a waiver. Such conditions, if insisted upon, should and must be dealt with in a manner
that does not compel the relinquishment of his right."

RELINQUISHMENT OF RIGHTS
removal of the petitioner from the

courtroom. The trial continued
without the defendant.

From Casetext: Smarter Legal Research

Young v. Callahan

COFFIN, Chief Judge.

Appellant David Young appeals the dismissal by the district court of his
petition for habeas corpus. Of three grounds urged below as warranting
habeas relief, only one is pressed on appeal: appellant contends that his
Fourteenth Amendment right to due process was violated when, over
objection and without inquiry into security needs, he was confined at trial to
the prisoner’s dock." In earlier cases we have either found resolution
unnecessary or that ample justification was present. Here we must decide
the question whether the dock without any particular justification can today

pass constitutional muster. We conclude that it cannot.
! The Massachusetts prisoner’s dock or box has been described thusly:

“The dock is a box approximately four feet square and four feet
‘high. It is open at the top so that the defendant’s head and
shoulders can be seen when he or she is seated. The dock is
placed typically at the center of the bar enclosure which
separates the spectator’s section from that portion of the court-
room reserved for trial principals. The dock is sually fifteen to
twenty feet behind counsel table, and is sometimes on a raised

platform.” Walker v. Butterworth, 457 F. Supp. 1233 (D-Mass. 1978).

USAGE OF THE DOCK

Commonwealth v. Moore
was argued to create a
suggestion of danger and guilt
around the defendant.

Defendant was tried in the Court of Oyer and Terminer of Butler County on three hifls of indictment *29 which charged (1)
assault with intent to ravish; (2) indecent assault; and (3) contributing to the delinqUency; n i¢ e ¢
the first two charges, and found guilty of the third contributing to the delinquency of a minor. The court thereupon
directed the defendant "to pay the costs of prosecution, and further sentence suspended.” Defendant has appealed.

The appeal will be quashed. We have held that where a defendant is convicted of a criminal offense and sentence is
suspended, there is no judgment to support an appeal. Com. v. Mellon, 81 Pa. Superior Ct. 20; Com. v. Lipschutz, 89 Pa.
Superior Ct. 142; Com. v. Torr, 111 Pa. Superior Ct. 178, 169 A. 238. See Note, 126 A.L.R. 1210. While this rule is not an
inflexible one and will yield in exceptional cases to prevent injustice to a defendant (Com. v. Trunk, 311 Pa. 555, 167 A.
333; Com. v. Ragone, 317 Pa. 113, 176 A. 454; Com. v. Haines, 130 Pa. Superior Ct. 196, 196 A. 621; Com. v. Tluchak, 166
Pa. Superior Ct. 16, 21, 70 A. 2d 657), the facts of this case do not fall within any of the recognized exceptions. See Com. v.
Sarricks, 161 Pa. Superior Ct. 577, 56 A.2d 323.

Furthermore, the order of the court directing payment of costs does not save defendant's appeal. In Com. v. Cauffiel, 97
Pa. Superior Ct. 202, at page 205 (appeal refused 298 Pa. 319), under like circumstances, this Court said: "The orders of
the court directing the defendant to pay the costs of prosecution and suspending sentence were not sentences within the
meaning of the law: Com. v. Hamel, 44 Pa. Superior Ct. 464; Com. v. Dunleavy, 16 Pa. Superior Ct. 380. The, \I\'ab‘\lity ofa
defendant for costs is not a part of the penalty imposed by the statutes which provide for the P Y these
offenses. Such liability is an incident of the judgment, arising out of our statutes provi=* ntof costs in
criminal proceedings: PORTER, J., in Com. v. Hamel, supra. Until there is a se="

The appeal is quashed.




SOME OBIJECTS, PRACTICES, AND
SPATIAL ARRANGEMENTS IN THIS
COURTROOM HAVE PERSISTED FOR
CENTURIES,y©TOUT OF NECESSITY.

BUT TRADITION ANE RITUALS, RATHER
THAN MOPERN WEEPS/




PRIMARY CASE




Primary Case

LOCATION | MILAN




Primary Case

LEGAL SYSTEM | ITALY

ROME REQ(S)LT SUPREME COURT OF CASSATION COUNCIL OF STATE
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GLOBAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE (2024)
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Primary Case

PALAZZO DI GIUSTIZIA




Primary Case

LOCATION | PORTA VITTORIA
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Primary Case
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TORRE VELASCA

UNIVERSITY
OF MILAN

Primary Case

PALAZZO DI GIUSTIZIA

CITYLIFE DISTRICT

‘b\m\
PALAZZO DI GIUSTIZIA ,

ROTONDA DELLA BESANA




Primary Case

SITE USE

Courthouse
Museum / Library
School / Institution
Place of Worthship
Hospital / Clinic

Residential Building
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RESIDENTIAL COMPLEX

Primary Case

CONTEXT CONSIDERATIONS

CHURCH - FRONT YARD
(NAMED AFTER THE FIRST
FEMALE LAWYER)

INTERNATIONAL STYLE
BUILDING COMPLEX -
SIGNIFICANT EXAMPLE
OF MODERN POST-WAR
MILANESE ARCHITECTURE

CHILDRENS MUSEUM -
BAROQUE COMPLEX

FAMILY COURT - MODERN
BUILDING
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Primary Case

CONTEXT CONSIDERATIONS
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Primary Case

CONTEXT CONSIDERATIONS




INITIATORS



Primary Case

INITIATORS

INITIATORS

) L Q
4 Comune a
é/ ‘% M|
\o‘\ J}? 1lano
S
Ministero della Giustizia
I
MINISTRY OF JUSTICE LOCAL GOVERNMENT
[MINISTERO DELLA GIUSTIZIA] [CITY OF MILAN OR LOMBARDY

REGION]
l CLIENTS

o« __
JUDICIAL SECURITY & LAW PUBLIC & LEGAL PUBLIC &
AUTHORITIES ENFORCEMENT PROFESSIONALS CIVIC GROUPS

AGENCIES
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Primary Case

INITIATOR AMBITIONS

Reinforcing
the Authority
of the
Judiciary

OO0

Functional
Hierarchy and
Security

Symbolizing
the Power of
the Rule of
Law

Urban
Integration
and Civic
Identity

Public
Accessibility
and
Transparency
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RESEARCH QUESTION

HOW CAN COURTHOUSE DESIGN
ADDRESS TERRITORIAL DYNAMICS
AND HIERARCHICAL RELATIONS
AMONG KEY ACTORS?

IS IT NECESSARY FOR THE JUDGE TO SIT ON
AN ELEVATED PODIUM?



Argument

RELATIONAL OVERVIEW | TRADITIONAL
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Argument

RELATIONAL OVERVIEW | IMPROVEMENT
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Argument

PROGRAMME | SPATIAL KEY POINTS

*

§ EMBEDDING OF RESTORATIVE i}

{ JUSTICE PRINCIPLES WITHIN |
i STRUCTURES :

BB it s e

IMPLEMENTING FLEXIBLE
SPACE STRATEGIES
TO ADDRESS POWER
IMBALANCES

MING AUTHORITY
INTEGRATED
NAL SPACES

REFRA
THROUGH
EDUCATIO
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Argument

RELATIONAL OVERVIEW | AMENDED
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Argument

RELATIONAL OVERVIEW | TRADITIONAL
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Argument

PROGRAMME | AMENDED

JUDICIAL |
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ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE |
0
2,5% 4350 SQM
STAFF & EMPLOYEE |
o
3,6% 6295 SQM
PUBLIC (INTERNAL) |
[}
6,9% 12,090 SOM
49 7% PUBLIC (EXTERNAL) |
170

86,800 SQM

2 9% SUPPORT |

5150 SQM
SECURITY |

[}
1.3% 2300 SQM
GENERAL |

[}
2,6% 4560 SQM
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Argument

ADDITIONAL PROGRAMME

8,1% FLEXIBLE COURTSPACE | 3000 SQM

10,8% INTERACTIVE LEGAL EDUCATION SPACE | 4000 SQM
1,0% MOCK-UP COURTSPACE | 360 SQM

0,4% ICTIM SUPPORT SPACE | 160 SQM

0,5% INFORMATION CENTRE | 180 SQM

0,8% AFE SPACE | 300 SQM

5,4% YBRID HEARING SPACE | 2000 SQM

2,7% ADVOCATE CONSULTATION SPACE | 1000 SQM
3,6% DVOCATE WAITING AREA | 1350 SQM

28,7% ESTORATIVE JUSTICE SPACE | 1250 SQM
23,0% OMMUNITY ROOM | 1000 SOM
36,8% MEDIATION SPACE | 1600 SOM

11,5% [CONFERENCE ROOM | 500 SOM

14,8% FLEXIBLE WORKSPACE | 3000 SQM
10,5% MULTI-FUNCTIONAL SPACE | 2125 SQM
11,1% OPEN MEETING ZONES | 2250 SQM
13,7% [COURTSPACE STORAGE | 1250 SQM
3,4% DIGITAL ASSISTANCE HUB | 390 SOM

21,7% PASSAGE (PUBLIC) | 64,000 SOM

21,7% PIAZZA | 20,000 SQM
8,8%
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Argument

PROGRAMME | SUMMARY

“TOTAL COVERAGE:
174,740 SQM

GROSS FLOOR AREA:

87,940 SQM

AREA WO EXTERNAL & PARKING
83,380 SQM
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Argument

CONCLUSION

CONSIDERATION OF THE SITE AXIS

MAXIMISING THE PUBLIC SPACE ON SITE

LOW-SCALE DESIGN

OPTIMISATION OF THE EXISTING SPACE

FUNCTION DIFFUSION

(O]
[ — OO0







Deliberation

TYPOLOGY | MAT BUILDINGS
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Venice Hospital Proposal | Le Corbusier, 1964
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Deliberation

TYPOLOGY | KEY CHARACTERISTICS

INTEGRATION WITH
CONTEXT AND
COMMUNITY

HORIZONTAL EXPANSION FLEXIBLE, MODULAR
& LOW-RISE FORM GRID SYSTEM
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Deliberation

DESIGN PROCESS | SKETCHES
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Deliberation

DESIGN PROCESS | PHYSICAL MASSING
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Deliberation

DIGITAL MASSING EXPLORATION
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Deliberation

MASSING | LEVEL BREAKDOWN

First Floor | 1F

Ground Floor | GF

1st Basement Floor | -01F
34 Basement Floor | -03F
4t Basement Floor | -04F
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Deliberation

MASSING | PROGRAMME BREAKDOWN

i 2 g@i §i Fi g §i & B
Q0 = >0 > c c S = o
o ) o . o : — o -] c
S > NSRRI 9 9 g 3 ©
m eCm Em = W_L\.
£ 28 i o
2 TN : 9 rs
< c : = S w
O 2 o oy
< @

»I’”’ ,/\ — N
&M\/’V % y

S nli«»\!ﬂ Y
./@w _—«\/ Y
i%%—‘ ANFANV/

s
R
A .<_w~

,,,,, A BNk

)\




Deliberation

HEALTH LENSE

PASSAGE PIAZZA PATIOS




Deliberation

HEALTH LENSE

PIAZZA
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Deliberation

HEALTH LENSE
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Deliberation

HEALTH LENSE
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B oudicial

. Administration

Alternative Dispute Space [ADS]
B staff & Employee
. Public [Internal]
. Judicial [External]

Support

. Security
. General

|

i
-1,

0 Administration & Trial Centre
a Culture & Staff Centre 4
|

) M

e Safe Space & Alternative Dispute Centre

o Education Centre

e Community & Information Centre




Judicial

Administration

Alternative Dispute Space [ADS]
Staff & Employee

Public [Internal]

Judicial [External]

Support

Security

General

0 Offices & Gallery
9 Staff Offices & Cafe

e Safe & Victim Support Spaces

o Study Spaces & Meeting Rooms
e Offices & Community Rooms

Deliberation

LEVEL 01

———

®
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B oudicial
. Administration
Alternative Dispute Space [ADS]
B staff & Employee
Public [Internal]
. Judicial [External]
Support

. Security
. General

0 Main Atria

e Main Transit Passage

o Support Spaces [Administration]
o Administration

o Staff Spaces

e Art Gallery

o Alternative Dispute Spaces
e Library & Meeting Rooms

eliberat

m

VEL

%
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Deliberation
B oudicial .
. Administration E%ﬁ\
~a I
Alternative Dispute Space [ADS] E L ] ;_% \
B staff & Employee =0 = \
Public [Internal]
B Judicial [Externall =7 =
Support [5 M ol \
. Security ———— H
Bl General P
i ‘ HHM
| .!k
] [
Main Atria

Main Transit Passage

Support Spaces [Administration]

I
il
I M\H

Administration

Staff Spaces

Specialised Courtroom [Refer to Courtroom Cluster | -02]

Regular Courtroom

Mock Courtroom

Study Space




elibe
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m

v .

B oudicial

. Administration

Alternative Dispute Space [ADS]

B staff & Employee

Public [Internal]

Judicial [External]

Support

Security

General

ol

0 Main Atria

o Main Transit Passage

o Support Spaces [Administration]

o Administration
e Staff Spaces

e Specialised Courtroom [Refer to Courtroom

Clust

rl-03

o Regular Courtroom

e Mock Courtroom

o Study Space
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B oudicial

. Administration

Alternative Dispute Space [ADS]

B staff & Employee

Public [Internal]

Judicial [External]

Support

Security

General
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LTI
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|
|

c Administration & Storage

Clust

er | -C

e Specialised Courtrooms [Refer to Courtroom

e Restricted Parking [Judges]
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Deliberation

SITE SECTION
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COURTROOM FRAGMENT
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COURTROOM



Deliberation

IN THE COURTROOM

The Actors

e ALL ACTORS HAVE
DESIGNATED - -
SPACES, YET THE =4
BOUNDARIES =
BETWEEN HAVE BEEN S
SOFTENED. 4

e PROMOTES MORE
EQUAL INCLUSION
OF ALL PARTIES. =,

e THE AMENDED 5
POSITIONS =
CAN CREATE =
EMOTIONAL AND =
PSYCHOLOGICAL =
OPENNESS WHERE ~
ACTIVE LISTENING =
AND PARTICIPATION
IS ENCOURAGED.
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Deliberation -

IN THE COURTROOM
j/

The Judge =

e EQUAL HEIGHT IN -
RELATION TO THE Co
OTHER ACTORS. =

e STILL POSITIONED
CENTRALLY WITHIN
THE COURTROOM TO
OVERSEE THE ENTIRE
PROCESS.

e SURROUNDED BY =,

- THE JURY WHICH Z
CAN BE SEEN AS AN '
EXTENSION OF THE

PUBLIC. .‘: . S SCCRTTTPRTTTPY TR Arrow of Influence

= [transparency indicates the level thereof

e ACTING AS PART OF e high transparency - low level of influence]
THE WHOLE, INSTEAD

OF BEING ITS OWN - © Circle of Control

INDIVIDUAL ENTITY. : 7_"’ [indicates the level of control, both internal

& external]



The Jury

SEATED NEXT TO THE

JUDGE, CREATING A = -

BALANCED EXPOSURE -
TO BOTH SIDES. e
THEREBY REDUCING
PERCEIVED BIAS FROM
POSITIONING.

BETTER NOTE TAKING
AND OBSERVATION
FOR ENHANCED
CREDIBILITY.

REDUCED
PSYCHOLOGICAL
DISTANCE MAKING

THE JURY FEEL MORE
CONNECTED TO THE
PROCESS AND LESS LIKE
OUTSIDERS.

Deliberation

IN THE COURTROOM

eccccccccccccccccns Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

Q Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]



The Lawyer

POSITIONED IN
BALANCED PROXIMITY
TO JUDGE & JURY AS
WELL AS PLAINTIFF AND
DEFENDANT.

VISIBILITY FOR ALL
PARTIES, GETTING
A CLEAR VIEW

OF EXHIBITS AND
DEMONSTRATIVES.

LAWYERS ‘TAKE TO
THE FLOOR’ AND ARE
OTHERWISE SEATED

NEXT TO OR BEHIND t;
THEIR CLIENTS. -

e P g

Deliberation

THE COURTROOM

eccccccccccccccccns Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

Q Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]



=

The Defendant

MORE INTEGRATED,

LESS STIGMATIZING ~ -

POSITIONING WITHIN -

THE COURTROOM.

VISUAL EQUALITY
UPHOLDING THE
PRESUMPTION OF
INNOCENCE.

LESS INTIMIDATING
ATMOSPHERE,
REDUCING STRESS AND
INTIMIDATION.

NON-OBVIOUS SAFETY
MEASURES THAT
PROTECT ALL WITHOUT
PREJUDICING THE
JURY.

Deliberation

IN THE COURTROOM

eccccccccccccccccns Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

© Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]



The Plaintiff

Deliberation

IN THE COURTROOM

ALLOWS FOR —
STRATEGIC PLACEMENT~ -
TO LIMIT DIRECT EYE -
CONTACT WITH THE
DEFENDANT TO AVOID

INTIMIDATION.

PUBLIC VISIBILITY
WITHOUT EXPOSURE =
WHERE THE PLAINTIFF =
CAN FEEL SEEN AND e
ACKNOWLEDGED

WITHOUT BEING MADE

A SPECTACLE.

................... Arrow of Influence

ENHANCED = 4 [transparency indicates the level thereof
CREDIBILITY TOWARDS . high transparency - low level of influence]

THE JURY AND JUDGE.
- © Circle of Control

= [indicates the level of control, both internal
s & external]



The Public

MORE INCLUSIVE VIEW
OF ALL INVOLVED
ACTORS THEREBY
ENABLING A MORE
ACCESSIBLE AND
TRANSPARENT TRIAL
TO FOLLOW.

REFLECTING
DEMOCRATIC VALUES:
JUSTICE IS NOT
HIDDEN, IT'S VISIBLE,
BALANCED, AND OPEN
TO ALL.

REFLECTS FAIRNESS,
SHARED AUTHORITY,
AND COMMUNITY-
ORIENTED VALUES.

e

Deliberation

IN THE COURTROOM

................... Arrow of Influence

[transparency indicates the level thereof
high transparency - low level of influence]

Q Circle of Control

[indicates the level of control, both internal
& external]



The Press

Deliberation

IN THE COURTROOM

FEWER OBSTRUCTED
VIEWS, HELP ENSURE = *°cereftee
JOURNALISTIC =
INTEGRITY AND A =
MORE BALANCED =
MEDIA COVERAGE.

GREATER CONTEXTUAL
AWARENESS

LEADING TO A MORE =
COMPREHENSIVE —
REPORTING TO THE
OUTSIDE.

REINFORCING THE _— . N T N " Aeeeeeeeseeenncenenn Arrow of Influence

IDEA THAT JUSTICE :M [transparency indicates the level thereof
SHOULD BE OPEN AND = high transparency - low level of influence]

OBSERVABLE.
Q Circle of Control

—= [indicates the level of control, both internal
s & external]




Deliberation

RELATIONAL COURTROOM DYNAMIC
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DETAILS



Deliberation | Details

STRUCTURAL CONSIDERATIONS

|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

IIIIIIIIII

f
L1
/U
LA

etc.]

of fire

[partitions

ete Columns [600 x 600mm]

1]

I
Eé ;g_
|

ete Columns [450 x 450mm]

Primary Wall Structure
ndary Wall Structure

Reinforced Concr
Seco

Concr

|||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

rised in case

s Routes [pressu

Egres

.ﬁwww”

BT

-FtFFT

e e e e e e

I e I Y A A A
$66666bbbbbbbbbs
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Deliberation | Details

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

Ground Level /
Street #&

NatLLr | light through HHHEHH{
i — ‘ ]
AN | | | [ngonn
i i | Qe 0 0 [[1 B]«
Y =SS I A L i
. [ st o
5 g !T'ﬂ m |||\'\ \lll\'\lll\'\ -

IDucted Mechanicg| Ventilgtion I
Earth insulation stabilises temperature




Deliberation | Details

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

R A B O R O

=

|
]
o

E
i:
-
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e e ! B B
\
\

Concrete Columns [450 x 450mm]
Reinforced Concrete Columns [600 x 600mm]
Secondary Wall Structure [partitions etc.]

Primary Wall Structure

:
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Egress Routes [pressurised in case of fire]
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE CONCEPT
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE CONCEPT

e el Rl S 1) e el Bl

o=
=,

7 %/ 7 Fm\\ = %/V/ﬁﬁﬂ\\ '
, 78 3 j%\ k\

P ik _%X %@ﬂi;%\

o=
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|
|
%

TRIAL SPACE
CONCRETE | METAL
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE CONCEPT

immt /// [7ﬁﬁ\\
k=) I

e 4

[

1
—\

TRIAL SPACE IN-BETWEEN SPACE
CONCRETE | METAL CONCRETE | BRICK

126



Deliberation | Details

FACADE CONCEPT

TRIAL SPACE IN-BETWEEN SPACE INFORMAL SPACE
CONCRETE | METAL CONCRETE | BRICK CONCRETE | STONE
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE ELEVATIONS

ececccccce ecocee

© 00000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE FRAGEMENT | TRIAL SPACE
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE FRAGMENT | PARAPET DETAIL

1 1
1 1
1 1
1 o External Insulation :
: Composite System (ETICS); 1
H external Galvanized Steel H
“ : Sheet; Copper-Coloured Paint :
. I Finish (1.5mm) I
A 1 1
S 1 1
. 1 " 1
. | ° Angle Fillet 1
N 1 1
. 1 o Roof Build Up :
N 1
‘\\ : Concrete Slab :
KN ! Gravel :
H Filter Layer (water-repellent) - 1
H Thermal Insulation (350mm) = H
“ ——————
. : Breathable Waterproof Membrane — I — :
. 1 Primer 1
\‘\ : Structural Concrete Slab :
! Edge Beam !
R ] XPS Rigid Foam (20mm) :
. 1
. 1 Vapour Membrane 1
1 A A 1
1 1
1 1
‘\ : ‘4 9 4 o 4 . :
o 1 4 1
| A I AT TS ] . :
™ 1 1
licacacacacacAsacachcacd !
N 1 1
AN 1 1
N 1 1
. H A H
AN 1 1
N, 1 1
S 1 1
. 1 1
. 1 vl !
N 1 I |
. 1 / 1
\ 1 1
. 1 1
N 1 A 1
S . Sy 4 !
. < |
N 1 1
L 4 . :
S 1 1
. ] A <X < |
. 1 A 1
. 1 1
« 4 4
S 1 1
. 1 < 4 A 1
., 1 1
. ' < < 4 g !
* 1 1
1 1
1 1
. 1 1
N 1 1
., 1 1
AN 1 1
N 1 1
. 1 1
o 1 1
AN 1 1
S 1 1
. 1 1
. 1 1
. 1 1
AN 1
AN 1
] 1

M m - —————— mmecdescsdescedecandacaadacaadacaadacaadaaaa g mmmmdm e e d e d s
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE FRAGMENT | ROOF DETAIL

Q Roof Build Up (upper roof surface)

Galvanized Steel Sheet; Copper-Coloured Paint Finish (1.5mm)
XPS rigid foam (20mm)

Roof Build Up (upper roof surface) Stainless Steel Sheet (1.5mm)

Steel Profile Beam (180/10mm steel flats,
8mm steel flats, 180mm steel channel (UPE
180)

) e Roof Build Up (at edge of roof)
Galvanized Steel Sheet; Copper-Coloured
Paint Finish (1.5mm), shot peened
XPS rigid foam (20mm)

Stainless Steel Sheet (1.5mm)

—

%//{44%%,, =

_ T

- ° Wall Build Up o Structural Build Up

Edge Beam; Steel Channel (120mm)
Precast Concrete Panel with

| hored Steel Point Supports
copper inlay; anchored into ° Roof Build Up (on roof underside)
Anchor Plate

Sheating Board Stainless Steel Sheet (1.5mm)
XPS rigid foam (40mm)

Insulation

Copper-Plated Panels (untreated)

Vapour Membrane
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE FRAGMENT | FIRST FLOOR DETAIL

o Serviceable Bench Build Up

Terracotta Tiles (Antislip R11)
Thinset Mortar

Substrate

Service Routing Layer

Precast Concrete Modules with
Cast Service Voids

T
|
T T T T T T T T - J‘
I
|
} o B
| I ! STTON
| TN | | / N\
| / N\ | [ \
ot Yo [ \
[N | [ // -
7777777 4 - | [N J
| | | -
\ o
SN | I -
[T IITTIIT]
I
<
’ 4 A < S
. i A i <7
‘ 4
o Floor Build Up
Natural Stone Tile
Decoupling Membrane
Spruce Plywood
(12mm) A
Thin Set Mortar B 1
Rockwool (Fire Resis- A
tance R90) Insulation
(80mm) l— g
Damp Proof Membrane [ R o Ceiling System Build Up
(OPM) Plasterboard Bulkhead
Suspended Concrete Painted Wallboard (12.4mm)
Slab (200mm) P
Ceiling System
<
Wall Build Up o
Pre-Sealed Terracotta Panel
Adhesive Layer
Backer Board
Ventilated Cavity (20mm)
Metal Fixing
Sheating Board
. Damp Proof Membrane (DPM) -
i Insulation (300mm) L
Precast Concrete Panel, anchored T
' into Anchor Plate
° Ceiling System Build Up
Composite Aluminium Sheet (4mm)

Nylon Inter Layer
Steel Support Framework
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Deliberation | Details

FACADE FRAGMENT | WINDOW DETAIL

P
P
S
S
A
/ 1
/ !
/ 1
/ 1
/ 1
S/ 1
/ 1
Vi 1
/ !
S/ 1
/ 1
/. 1
/ 1
/ 1
Vi 1
/. !
/ 1
/. 1
S 1
/ 1
/ 1
/ 1
/ !
/! 1
/ 1
/. 1
’ 1
/ 1
Vi 1
/ !
/ 1
/ 1
4 1
/ 1
/ 1
J 1
/ !
/ 1
H a Window Build Up
S : Steel Frame
J 1 a Ground Floor Build Up Annealed Glass
l,” : Natural Stone Tile Laminated Polycarbonate
/’ : Decoupling Membrane Glass Layers
3 H Thin Set Mortar Hard-Coated Polycarbonate
/I : Underfloor Heating Pipework laid Factory Set Stop
/l 1 within Screed
/ : Insulation (80mm)
1 Damp Proof Membrane (DPM)
! ! Concrete Slab (300mm)
1
1
1
1
1
1 L
H J I
: : H ] =,
nmE==== s
' e W F v
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: o
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] AVAN
1
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1
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: 4
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VERDICT



JUSTICE SHOULD BE CONFINED

TO ISOLATED INSTITUTIONS, BUT RATHER

INTEGRATED INTO THE VERY FABRIC OF
THE CITY.

A CIVIC SPACE, WHERE ALL ACTORS
REGARDLESS OF THEIR DIRECT
INVOLVEMENT IN LEGAL PROCESSES
CAN INTERACT WITH THE SYSTEM IN
MEANINGFUL WAYS.

(O]
[ — OO0




THE WORD WILL BE GIVEN
TO THE JURY

THANK YOU






LEVEL -02



PUBLIC SQUARE

SITUATED ABOVE THE COURTROOM | DESIGNED TO BE AN OPEN AND WELCOMING AREA THAT FOSTERS
A CONNECTION BETWEEN THE PUBLIC AND THE JUDICIAL PROCESS | INTEGRATED SKYLIGHTS IN THE
FLOOR ALLOW NATURAL LIGHT TO FILTER DOWN INTO THE LOWER LEVELS



OBSERVATION SPACE

DISCREET, AREA THAT ALLOWS JURY MEMBERS TO OBSERVE PROCEEDINGS WITHOUT DISRUPTING COURT
PROTOCOL | DESIGNED FOR BOTH VISIBILITY AND DISCRETION, WITH FROSTED GLASS PANELS PROVIDING
VAGUE SIGHTLINES, ENSURING PRIVACY



JUDGES CHAMBERS

PRIVATE SANCTUARIES WITHIN THE COURTHOUSE, WHERE JUDGES REVIEW CASE MATERIALS, DELIBERATE,
AND PREPARE FOR HEARINGS | PROVIDING A SECURE AND CONFIDENTIAL ENVIRONMENT



JURY DELIBERATION SPACE

SECURE, NEUTRAL ENVIRONMENT WHERE JURORS GATHER TO DISCUSS EVIDENCE AND REACH A
COLLECTIVE VERDICT | DESIGNED TO PROMOTE CLEAR COMMUNICATION, PRIVACY, AND COMFORT



LEVEL -03



COURTROOMS

FORMAL SPACE WHERE JUSTICE IS ADMINISTERED THROUGH PUBLIC HEARINGS AND LEGAL PROCEEDINGS
| DESIGNED TO FACILITATE CLEAR COMMUNICATION BETWEEN KEY ACTORS WHILE ENSURING ORDER
AND FAIRNESS.



JUDGES CIRCULATION

DEDICATED PATHWAY AND ACCESS ROUTE, ALLOWING JUDGES TO MOVE SECURELY AND EFFICIENTLY
BETWEEN COURTROOMS, CHAMBERS, AND OTHER FACILITIES | DESIGNED TO MAINTAIN PRIVACY AND
SAFETY, MINIMIZING CONTACT WITH OTHER USERS



JURY CIRCULATION

CONTROLLED AND SECURE ROUTES THAT GUIDE JURORS SAFELY AND DISCREETLY BETWEEN COURTROOMS,
DELIBERATION ROOMS, AND WAITING AREAS | DESIGNED TO PROTECT JUROR PRIVACY AND ENSURE
IMPARTIALITY BY MINIMIZING CONTACT WITH KEY ACTORS



PLAINTIFF & DEFENDANT SPACES

DEDICATED WAITING AND PREPARATION ZONES FOR PLAINTIFFS AND DEFENDANTS | DESIGNED TO
ENSURE PRIVACY, COMFORT, AND SECURITY | ALLOW INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED IN LEGAL PROCEEDINGS
TO GATHER, CONSULT WITH LEGAL COUNSEL, AND PREPARE BEFORE ENTERING THE COURTROOM



LEVEL -04



DEFENDANT SPACE

SECURE, CONTROLLED AREA WHERE DEFENDANTS WAIT BEFORE COURT APPEARANCES. DESIGNED TO
ENSURE SAFETY AND PRIVACY | PROVIDING A CALM ENVIRONMENT THAT BALANCES SECURITY WITH
DIGNITY ALLOWING FOR LEGAL CONSULTATION AND PREPARATION.



HOLDING CELLS

SECURE, TEMPORARY DETENTION SPACES WITHIN OR ADJACENT TO THE COURTHOUSE WHERE DEFENDANTS
ARE HELD BEFORE AND AFTER COURT APPEARANCES | DESIGNED TO ENSURE SAFETY AND CONTROL

AND PROVIDE BASIC ACCOMMODATION



PLAINTIFF SPACE

DESIGNATED AREAS WHERE PLAINTIFFS CAN WAIT, MEET WITH LEGAL COUNSEL, AND PREPARE FOR CASES
| PRIORITIZING PRIVACY AND COMFORT, PROVIDING A SUPPORTIVE ENVIRONMENT THAT RESPECTS THE

OFTEN STRESSFUL NATURE OF LEGAL PROCEEDINGS.



PLAINTIFF WAITING AREA

PRIVATE, SECURE SPACE DESIGNED TO OFFER COMFORT AND CALM BEFORE COURT PROCEEDINGS |
PROVIDING A PLACE FOR PLAINTIFFS TO CONSULT WITH THEIR LEGAL TEAM, GATHER THEIR THOUGHTS,

AND PREPARE FOR HEARINGS



