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“Where there is power, there is resistance.”
- Michel Foucault
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W  O  R  K  S  H  O  P



Methods & Analysis Graduation Studio “Positions in Practice” 

is focused on the investigation of human actions in relation 

to the built environment in terms of meaningfulness, 

appropriation and integration in the context of the city of 

Bogota. This investigation initiated by the tutors during site visit 

by a workshop spread into three days. During the workshop, 

we selected a domestic object to analyze and interact with 

our surroundings or in other words, we tried thinking about 

the city through domestic objects. As I selected “pillow” as my 

domestic object, it guided me towards searching for privacy 

in the public space.  As I searched intimacy and comfort in 

public sphere, I ended up finding the dark, inconspicuous and 

forgotten (abandoned) parts of the city which is occupied by 

the excluded individuals of the society. This seek for privacy 

in public may seem nonsensical or implausible yet, it directs 

the focus on what “real” public space is. This situation forged 

my initial analysis of the city and established framework and 

theme for my research.







F  R  A  M  E  W  O  R  K





The central point of my research is inclusion & exclusion 

in Public space in various forms. As I studied intimacy, 

comfort and privacy in the workshop, It lead me to 

question the relation between individuals and the public 

sphere. Especially excluded individuals like homeless, 

drug addicts, criminals and sex workers often ignored 

in daily life of the city as well as in the decision making. 

Because they are outside of what we considered as 

“public sphere” they are not under control of societal 

rules and norms. Being inside the public space, yet 

excluded from the public realm could lead to unique 

ways to interact with surounding built environment 

and society. That is why, I wanted to investigate this 

relationship and design a public project that reflects 

the findings of my research and start a provocative 

discourse in the architectural understanding of what 

“public space” is.





H  O  M  O  S  A  C  E  R



LIFE OF INDIVIDUAL

Agamben states that there are two 

different concepts for life according 

to Ancient Romans1.



BIOS > POLITICAL LIFE

 

Bios/Political life is given by the 

society and describes the life of 

individuals inside the Polis. He 

borrows the term from Ancient 

Roman Law where bios is given to 

individuals by the sovereign power.

ZOE > BARE LIFE 

According to Ancient Roman Law, 

Zoe is the life that every living being 

have. Thus, Citizens of polis inherits 

both bios and zoe. However, Zoe 

is given by the God therefore it is 

sacred and cannot be taken away 

from individual.

HOMO-SACER

As an individual inside the community, 

man has “bios” and as a living being, 

man also has “bare life”. However, 

since it is assigned by the society, 

-bios can be taken away from the 

individual by the power holders. In 

this case, when an individual’s right to 

live in the community is taken away, 

S/he is reduced only to “bare-life” by 

the total exclusion from the society. 

These individuals called Homo-

Sacers. In contemporary society, 

The State approach of citizens as 

subjects, as individuals, conflicts with 

the legal frame that sees them as 

objects, as bare-life. Thus, creating 

Homo-Sacers.



OCCUPATION OF POLIS

Unlike the ancient romans, In 
contemporary society, Homo-Sacers 
still occupy the city although they 
are excluded from the social realm. 
They are a part of built environment, 
yet their relationship with society 
is limited. As they are excluded 
from the political life, they are less 
bounded to social norms & rules. 
Therefore, their actions differs from 
the ones considered as “normal”. 
Their movement  and actions are not 
dictated,  they disobey every rule 
and norm of the society.



VIA EVENTS 

Homo-Sacers, the ones that are 

excluded, occupies the city through 

independent and spontaneous 

events that are not directly dictated  

with the surrounding           built 

environment. These acts are 

unexpected & uncontrolled.

VIA MOVEMENT 

Excluded, the abnormal, also occupy 

the space of normal via their 

irregular movement through the 

space. Their existence in the city is 

deeply bounded to their movement 

through the city where they collect, 

recycle and shelter to survive.



RELATIONSHIP WITH POLIS

a

As they occupy the polis via movement 

and via spontenaous events, they 

form an inofficial relationship with 

city. 

However, this is different than what a 

“normal” individual experiences with 

the city. It is not bounded to  what city 

or built environment dictates. They 

occupy the city by their transgressive 

acts and re-appropiation of the built 

infrastructure of the city. Thus, city 

“reacts” accordingly, sometimes 

with indifference or recpirocially, 

sometimes with conflicts.



INDIFFERENCE

The act of making no difference. When 

spaces and events are functionally 

independent of one another. one 

observes a strategy of indifference in 

which no architectural considerations 

depend on utilitarian ones, in which 

space has one logic.

RECIPROCY 

The condition of being reciprocal:a 

relationship in which there is mutual 

action, influence, giving and taking, 

correspondence etc. between two 

parties or things.

CONFLICT 

Most relations, of course, are more 

complex. You can also sleep in your 

kitchen. And fight and love. Such shifts 

are not without meaning.
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“Vict ims” By John Hejduk
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STEPS

WALL / FENCE

OVERPASS

PARK

RIVERBED

PARKING LOT

UNDERPASS

BENCH

DEAD ENDS

DARK CORNERS

FENCES

TRAM TRACKS

COURT YARDS

POLES / POSTS

TREES & GREENERY

SIDEWALKS

TRAFFIC ISLAND



S  T  E  P  S



As it allows access to the ground floor, the steps of 

the buildings in Parkway defines the border between 

privately owned space and public sphere. By creating 

a height difference, ground floor is separated from 

the busy street, excluding the street from inside both 

physically and visually. Passerby is kept out in every 

way by an object of accessibility, the stairs. As you 

climb up step by step, you slowly enter the exclusive 

space of the residents which is monitored by cameras 

and sometimes patrolled by a security guard. For 

residents, these measures create a sense of safety 

while projecting hostility towards the outsiders. That is 

why, the steps are perceived as an object of exclusion 

although they serve to create access.

However, this instrument of exclusion is reframed by 

the passerby; the steps become an urban furniture 

to sit on, it becomes a place to pause, to meet and 

socialize. It even can be seen as privately owned public 

space (POPS). A stranger sitting on the steps of the 

building is occupying the space in between public and 

private sphere which is only meant to be transitory. 

The occupation perceived with indifference and does 

not create any conflict until the residents need to pass 

through. In this case, force of exclusion directs the 

passerby to different uses and meanings of the space.

The occupation of the stairs reaches to its extreme in 

the case of Homo-sacers, the ones excluded from the 

public space. The utmost exclusion forces them to seek 

other possibilities to occupy the space. In the eyes of 

Homo-sacer, the steps are not exclusive or transitory 

in the same sense; they are places to shelter and dwell 

for a limited period of time until they are exiled. They 

occupy the space and use it in every way possible.

In this case, the force of exclusion decides the use of 

the space: included sees it as a mean of accessibility, 

passerby reframes it as a place to pause and the 

excluded occupies and dwells it. That is why, one can 

say that the act and impact of the act in public space 

is directly proportional to the forces of exclusion: the 

utmost forces induce the extreme usage of the space.
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W  A  L  L



The wall outlines the border between public sphere 

and private property in the streets of Teusaquillo. The 

streets and the streetscape is defined by these walls, 

half walls and fences that lies between the sidewalks 

and gardens of the buildings. They prevent the possible 

intrusions and sometimes block visual & physical contact 

from outside. Even though they are not fully enclosing 

the property, they guide the human movement towards 

the favorable routes and excludes possible unwanted 

movement like cutting through grass.

On the other hand, similar to the stairs, the passerby 

reframes the object that defines the border. The search 

for comfort and rest directs the passerby to the wall: 

S/he leans, sits and lies on it to rest. Even though s/

he cannot do these things in a fenced wall, s/he still 

interacts with it by touching, hitting and making sounds 

with the bars of the fence. Thus, the passerby uses the 

wall in totally different perspective than the included 

inhabitant who sees it as a mean of security.

In the extreme case, in the ultimate exclusion, Homo-

sacer are using it as a shield from the public sphere for 

visual privacy. They hide behind the half walls to sleep 

as well as conduct illegal activities. It is not a place to 

dwell but to have a pause in their continuous movement 

inside the city. It is a stop in their never ending journey 

that keeps them alive and for them, it is an instrument 

for excluding themselves further to escape from the 

public sphere.
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U  N  D  E  R  P  A  S  S



The bridge whether it is pedestrian or vehicular, is 

meant to separate different types of flows in different 

directions and speeds to reduce the conflict between 

them. It isolates pedestrians from dangerous traffic 

by creating underpass and overpass. It serves as a 

restrictive element that excludes the vehicular traffic 

from the public space.

However, it is more than just a division of the flows 

for excluded inhabitants of the city. They inhabit the 

dark corners of the underpass together and create 

a communal place to dwell. They use the bridge as a 

megastructure roof to protect themselves from bad 

weather conditions and they collect objects and place it 

around them to create some privacy. The uninhabitable 

space below the bridge becomes a place to dwell with 

the occupation of homo-sacers: they live, socialize and 

conduct economical activities under the bridge which is 

not meant to be occupied at all. In the end, underpass, 

a place of unfamiliarity and discomfort for a regular 

citizen, becomes the city of excluded inhabitants.

The two brothers living under the vehicular bridge on 

calle 100 illustrate this idea clearly. Chapinero police in 

2016, while chasing a criminal, found the DIY dwelling of 

the two brothers next to the western support of the 

bridge. They had mattresses, a tv, fridge and living room 

furniture that create the comfort of an house. They 

made living by collecting & recycling and they were living 

with some other street dwellers from time to time. In 

this way, they didn’t create a dwelling for themselves 

only but for anyone who needs a shelter.Because of the 

fact that it is an uninhabitable and “useless” space, until 

this event, the city perceived them with indifference and 

they were living in consensus with the city. During the 

time, they interiorized the bridge as their home. Their 

existence is bounded to their exclusion from the society 

under the bridge, that is why, they refused the offer to 

be relocated although the municipality offered them a 

place to stay.
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P  A  R  K



Apart from other examples, park is one of the inclusive 

entities of built environment. The park, especially 

Parkway, creates space for leisure and recreational 

activities. It provides shade, comfort and relaxation for 

all the inhabitants for the city. Because of the fact that 

it is not confined with any means of exclusion like fences 

or gates, it allows anyone to use it in any way imaginable 

unlike its counterparts in US. That is why it is possible 

to witness a homeless person sleeping next to people 

doing yoga or next to children playing. It is also quite 

likely to see people from surrounding neighborhoods 

using the park for recreational purposes. That is why 

,street vendors also see the park as an opportunity to 

sell their products to broader community. Conclusively, 

park is an ultimate object of inclusion in the city.

In the case of the excluded inhabitants, Homo-Sacers, 

the condition is almost the same: they are free to occupy 

it to a certain extent. Unlike the other examples, they are 

not confined in a small space between the physical and 

non-physical boundaries. The park does not have any 

boundaries, it consists of attraction points like benches, 

trees and playgrounds so Homo-Sacers’ movement 

and occupation is not limited by the objects of exclusion 

yet by the attraction points. Thus, their usage of the 

Park differs from the rest. They spread more into the 

park, occupying various parts with different aspects, 

the bench to beg, the tree to lean on and grass to rest.
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O  U T  C  O  M  E  S



 .  Exclus ion der ived from var ious sources affects 

every indiv idual  in var ied levels which is heavi ly 

bounded to the specif ic p lace and t ime.

 .  Not only indiv iduals but also objects and spaces 

can be affected by exclusion which prohibits the 

use and hinders the existence of it .

 .  Excluded indiv iduals/objects/spaces inhabit  the 

publ ic space and yet they are outside the publ ic 

realm and they are not bounded to societal  ru les 

and norms. That is  why,  their  act ions cannot be 

control led by neither bui lt  environment or socia l 

inf luences.

 .  Architect/ ure can’t  d ictate the funct ion of the 

space,  the amount of exclusion determines the 

use;  when the forces reaches to its maximum, 

indiv iduals seek to f ind new funct ions to add the 

space.

 .  Integrat ion,  in conventional  manner,  is  not a 

solut ion because their  (excluded indiv iduals/

objects/spaces) existence is heavi ly bounded to 

their  exclus ion from the publ ic sphere.

 .  Instead, “ inc lus ion” is  the expansion of the attent ion 

towards exclusion rather than the integrat ion.  The 

aim is not to “normal ize” the “abnormal”  but al lowing 

it  to exist .  In other words,  integrat ion is about 

restor ing the s ituat ions of exclusion to presence 

by understanding the elements of inc lus ion & 

exclusion in publ ic space. 





S I T E  A N A LY S I S :  P L A Z A  D E  B O L I V A R

A  N  A  L  Y  S  I  S
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VER TICA L SURFAC E S

Facades of Power Holding Inst itut ions:  Palace of 

Just ice,   Pr imary Cathedral  of Colombia,  House of 

Congress & Lievano Palace.

D epict i on of  Power,  Protected,  Monitored, 

M aintained,   Ina cc essible,  Physical l y  exist  but out 

of  rea ch

HORI ZONTA L SURFAC E

Surface of People,  Surface of Protest ,  The only 

surface accesible by the publ ic .

S urfa c e of  the Powerless,  Monitored,  C leaned,  

Acc essible,  F lexible,   Physical l y  exist  & used 

extensivel y
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E R O S I O N  O F  T H E  H O R I Z O N T A L




