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Mitigating the friction between locals and immigrants: the case of Athens
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In three different case studies the variety of immigration patterns is vast. People from dif-
ferent cultures, countries, professions and age, have alternative reasons for settling and
working. However in all the cases the communities of immigrants face the continuous
pressure of segregation while the urban fabric changes due to their agglomeration. The
latter fail to support immigrants’ needs while at the same time conflict between them
and locals arise. Resulting, most of the times, in identity deterioration for both people and
space, in the context of the ongoing urbanization process.

Having as a case study Athens this pressure is visible. The limited current policies and
plans refuse to acknowledge the immigrants as a group inside the Greek society or they
fail fo understand the dynamic and diverse relations in immigrants and native society,
thus fail to support their needs. Simultaneously, any policy and planning system is de-
signed to fit the needs of the global markets and European Union.

Problem statement



How immigrants affect space and how space can
affects immigrants?

Research questions

1. How the daily system and the involvement of new actors create frictions between locals
and immigrants in the same urban structure?

2. What are the friction factors, when immigrants and locals occupy the some space and
how through spatial strategies that can alleviate the tension?

3. How through strategies the top down initiatives and follow the bottom up process of im-
migration, creating a resilient and safe environment.

4.  How the urban space and the existing urban tools can be transformed into flexible strat-
egies that can cope with the new extremely deserve social landscape that immigration cre-
atese

5.  How through inclusive and parficipatory design, the limited resources of the state can be
distributed equally, speeding up the integration process?




Methodology
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Socio-spatial phenomena



III- =
I
ll-ﬂulIlIllql i
i
«.\::_\

"

™,
o
e
A
R
|

%
ST

AU S A

“;Eahgfu%£§E§$* ~
‘q -..--u-*""'-;s B 1@“& '

I b _h*,zf N .

TN AR\

=Ii

L]
)
=L lﬂr RN J, -i" W E
mﬂlﬂlﬁ"‘ - -ur.ll n“".?- ' ;

\&‘t f‘Q‘ 9;' ol ,, IJ_':’ r ‘ X [ s = -:.,5|
s ‘-‘ = "'Iﬂ'.' =] h
ok 7

‘:‘\' o "E ‘ A\i\\\!-ﬁﬂ”""“""
Sy ﬂlﬁ,‘, hv o\l WA
s AN V(

Il 'ﬁhﬂ " N ALY Pk
‘ .\"d._l""fh 4\& S 9’ P2

\

e

- -

N\

ench

Planning

ssssss 1: adsoftheworld source?2: visualcomplexity source3: perfomap4 source: touchofmodern



Hybrid




Multicultural

Monocultural

Disperse

>

Clustering




Athens Stockholm Paris




Theoretical background

¢ P )
N)proac
International
| Comparison
Local level
\\\\ ,/'///
Motivation . . |
/ ',,,/ \\\1 \\\ ////'
o / ~
© ' Municipal | ~
6/9’7) / level
field )
LT \ y
Strategy

spaces of representation

)
£
2
2
c
Cv



Migration
Theories

Tem
Terreneeee

T
e

O|WOou0o3




¥ L I )
@0 e0e®® WO @
i *00080 (D) Al

OI' es

9900000 COO®
-was 00000 O 00
00000000000 000
=N Yool X L .00:] lolakl DOO
POP®©09 0000000 0!




Spatial

Participatory

Rhizomatic Sorm
Urbanism  Urbanism




Spatial theories
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Spatial phenomena
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Demographics
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surrounding business ] There are invinsible walls inside
the square. Every ethnicity has
its own space in the square

%o

working spaces Io

Just a space for work
The poor quality costs money

Working spaces based on
the social capital

Very bussy place, because of
the services around that are
important in the daily life of
locals

Emptyness/abadondment °

Unwanted crowed

Loss of income

-

%

Money making

3]

Adverdisment
Need of a nice environment

Services and offices dont
Justa space for work have much interaction
The poor quality costs money
Limited working spaces
Huge area of effect

Many services and important
commercial uses/part of every-
daylife

Buildings

Tempiral housing
Very bad condtions
New beginning

Tempiral housing

Emptyness/abadondment

Local have abondntet the
buildings

Working space, exploita-
tion of the traffic

Place of belonging

Place of significance Many business/ very good- Unwanted crowed

spot in the center

Unwanted crowed/
destroy the image of the
ity hall

Every day life
Advertisment

Area with sedimental value
Place of authority
Only and few businesses

@ Symbol of oppression



Buildings

.

S|

Tempiral housing
Very bad condtions
New beginning

Local have abondntet the

Emptyness/abadondment Q—.

Attraction factor
New beginning

el

! Adverdisment
“ Need of a nice environment

5

Money making

Actual working space

- !’ Mostly informal but also
buildings n m_’ Loss of income business
Street is their social capital, they
create a friendly environment
\\\ AN
Area with sedimental value o AN
Mnay businesses \\ N

that they can

Social

Just passing
through

Public life

Networking possibly the only space

Expansion of the social capital

Occucying the street,

express themselves personalazation

linteraction Related to business,
market and products from

home country

.

Unwanted crowed,
lack of security

A

Buildings

Just passing
through

‘ Drug dealing area/unsecure

i
1]

Networking possibly the only space

Feeling of help many

that they can express themselves

Just passing

NGos and places for food

through !

Fewbusiness/ very goodspot
in the center

Public life l




Buildings

iy

Not so much based on !
the social capital “

blooming

Varvakios

Businesses, not many but they are

Bﬁﬁ

i
/]

Networking, close proximity to their
houses

Social interaction
Expansion of the social capital

Just passing
through

Very important
funtcion nearby.

Public life

f

Related to business,
market and products from
home country

Place of significance
Everyday life

Informal econo-
my/rugmen

e

Space as residence
unwanted crowed

‘.’.

e

Emptyness/abadondment Q

Attraction factor
New beginning

Loss of income

Public life

Privetizing

Networking, close prox-
imity to their houses

Al

Social interaction
Expansion of capital

Just passing
through

il

‘& Space as
N 9 residence
‘“ [[] "? unwanted

i)

g

Extensions of the
shop/money making

Historic significance
Empty without use

Housing in the pubic
space, homeless either
locals orimmigrants

Possible occupation




Conclusion

Local cluster

k.

Local center

Meftropolitan center
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Area of
Vision Goals Obiectives

1.

Space of Spatial

Symbiosis

By:
Empowering the vulnerable
groups and the local level
Creating platforms for com-
munication

By:
Ensuring the permentant
living of all the groups

3.

Multiculturalism

Social

Actions

Official
Process Manage Actors

By:
Respecting the needs of im-
migrants local and actors.
(super diversity)

2

SOCIAL MOBILITY

Flexibility




Strategy Areaof Spaceof Spatial Social Final Official” V2V eflon
Vision Goals Objectives effect representation  units mobility  Actions Product Process Manage Vision Actors

Objectives

Communication Prospects  Sense of belonging




Area of Space of
Vision Goals Objectives

2 oum Quality housing/
Fiextollty =" 2 & ‘Gustomization
EETEEE % wem  Goodwarkngcon
e g i
Sacil ooty socae  Expression of cultural/
K.» personal kdentity
Hourg o
5 i ion for
§ oo e, R CmmmRn
] Empaweringthe k- WoHa  |nsentives/initiatives for
H el E % colaboration
3 Croafng pattoms o socare  Paricipation/Under-
oo 8 a stonding
Mulficuturalsm wurg  Family reunification/
a Permenant housing/
’ . no geniriication
3 e porment- " Creating working
S g ke 3 Boot v
> o socte
K. Integretion/accept-
ancefsecurity

Building block

Spatial

Social

Actions

Process Manage

Official

Actors




Strategy Areaof  Spaceof Spatial Social Final jqiEvalvetion
Vision Goals Objectives ¢ffect representation puniis mobliity ~ Actions Product Process Manage omsﬁon Actors

Mulficulturafism

Social mobili

Local cluster Local center Metropolitan center
: Residents :
fiexible structures to facilitate dif- inbetween space permenant land uses, flexible us-
ferent uses/ focus on the who. : ers/ focus on the where
: Communicé:‘rion local and femporal housing, a stage to explore if they
: municjpal level. want to stay.
Permenant housing. Start up business Existing business, reform. Final stage of businnes.
For immigrants that-want to stay for a long public space as a ¢ollaborative platform. Education and evolution.
term/For locals that want to stay/return to the Promotion of the bysiness throught public .
city center. W@rking in the house space. FleTworking
Workers

§—.§



Strategy Areaof  Spaceof Sspatial  Social Final jql-VClvetion
Vision Goals Objectives ¢ffect representation punlts mobility ~ Actions Product Process Manage om.'ﬁon Actors

Bullding block flexible structures fo facllfate dif-
ferent uses/ focus on the who.

@ looul%er

Symblosls . i inbetween space

o
el
Local cener

Mulficulturafism

. \ permenant land uses, flexible
- users/ focus on the where
o B

o 75 Actions




Strategy Areaof  Spaceof Sspatial  Social Final Fvalvetion
Actions
Vision Goals Objectives effect representation ™ units  mobility Product Process Manage Vision Actors

flexible structures to facllitate dif-
ferent uses/ focus on the who.

Mulficulturafism

¥

permenant land uses, flexible

Actors

Local cluster Local center Meftropolitan center

Immigrants Locals
Manager

- Enterprenuer Enterprenuer

Q Homeless Informal Age Student Age

8 Rent Prostitution Origin Retired Origin

(3 Owner Privete sector Sex Privete sector Sex

Years of residence Public sector Educational level Public sector Educational level  Homeless
New Worker Marital status Worker Marital status Rent

Old Unemployed Residence Unemployed Residence Owner



IEvalueﬂon

Strategy Areaof  Spaceof Spafial Social Final
Process Manage Vision Actors

Vision Goals Objectives effect representation  units mobility  Actions Product

flexible structures to facllitate dif-
ferent uses/ focus on the who.

Mulficulturafism

¥

permenant land uses, flexible

Manage Official vision

Local cluster Local center Metropolitan center

New collectives Existing associations Municipality
Formation of associations/collectives N S Experis/ Acad.emlq
that are responsible for: . o Poleodomia
1. identify actors/ stakeholders 2. Creation of new associations . o o
mobilization of stakeholders and actors 1. forimmigrants Formation of ogranization for immi-
3. form a vision and propose new congu- 2. for new STGrT_Up busines gI'CIhTS. ResponSIble for relocation, tem-

rations 4. negotiate between owners and poral housing.

users the obligations, the restrictions.
5. Evaluate and monitoring of the pro-

They will act as mediator between the
meftropolitan level and the individual

cesses. users/owners
Sustainablity Tourism
Micro climate New center New center
Retum of the Polycentricity Polycentricity
locals Integration Transportation

Transportation



Area of Space of Spatial Official
Vision Goals Objectives Actions Process Manage Actors

% Bullding block flexible structures fo facllfate dif-
Quality housing/ ferent uses/ focus on the who.
<customization - " of vulnerabie gre Municipaiity
Local cluster w Experts/Academia Micro climerte Ent
| X 2 b Poleodormia Refum of the Muricloaity

locals red Poleodomia
Expression of cultural/ g b i : . . ; Piveto sector NGO
personail identtry H = b e iotiors

Good working con-
diiors

Sence of belonging

1:’.::‘::?:mr A = B Street level Inbetween space

Insentives/initiatives for S P g,
colaboration - c@ 'h.".

Pariicipation/Under- Local center
standing

Symblosis

susped

Existing associaions
NGOs B
Sustalnabity Muricioaiity
New center Poleodomia
Polycentriclty Rent
Infegration Ovner Academia
Transportation i Associations

z §
3 8
E 5
3 E
§® 3

Mulficulturafism Farmiy reunification/
4 Pemmenant housing/ permenant land

i ovide e Goverment
/ N o no genirification y users/ focus on the where SElll New colectives Municlpeitty
) L Groating working ot eta g i Poleodonia
D XL oppuntunities v’ % i . New certer Age NGBy
N R \ Polycentricity o
Integration/accept- . e ™ ation & Academia

ancefsecurity Metropoltan center = : onsportao e Inveslors

i Associations

Step 1: Recogni- Step 1: Recogni-
tion of the unit/ Step 3: New actions fion of the ac-

represeniation Step 4: Planning tool fors

of space -
Step 5: Evaluation Step 2: Evalua-
Step 2: Recogni- Step 6. Post-evaluation fion of the spe-
tion of the spac- cific needs/how
fial practice their are using it




c aIEvaIueﬂon
Process Manage vision Actors

Strategy
Vision Goals Objectives

Area of
effect representation units mobility

Space of Spatial  Social Final
P Actions Product

Bullding block flexible structures fo facllfate dif-
the .

ferent uses/ focus on the who.
Flexlolity Muricipaity
Istep 1: Recognk Experts/Academla Micro climette
or immigorts e wens 1y for 0long janchibal ot ) Polsodoria Retum of the
o e 0 et 1a v o e representation locais
iy canor workng 1 o
Istop 2: Recognt
Fion of the spac-|
I pra
2 Symboss ; Strostlovel § nbstween space g .
3 3 & Existing associaions
3 : 2 2 fop 1: Recogn NGOs
E ‘ \b Compncat ocolon a tion of the act- . . S'A‘mlnart:'lly
H . frtefiey oo tnewosacorens jow conter
3 H pubtc s 630 oraberaie o ! Polycenticlty
S e Fromotion of e business througnt public: Step 2: Evalu- Infegration
ation of the spe Transportafion
cific needs/how
ineir cre using i
Mulficuturaism
Areas pemenant land uses, flexble L=
users/ focus on the where Step 4: Planning tool
Step 5 Evaluafion o
Step & Post-evaluation outem
Transportation

Metropolifan center

5 Evaate and monforng o 1he pro.e

Mechanism Local sirategies

Local Local Meftropolitan
Cluster Center Center




Representation
of space

Local

Older building

<

Public

Polikatikia
Building

Older building

&

Akaluptos

e

Private

Roof tops

Open space
Private

Spatial
Practice

Empty

Representation

[

@

i



Initiation Evaluation Implementation

Official vision

Municipality

Temporal use EUlatelinge

Representation Assesment Choice ety Maintenance

of space

Structure Group Temporal land use|
New representa-

tion of space g Community collective

NGOs

Local
Cluster

Experts

Community
collective

Community
collective

Community Owners+Tenants
collective

Poleodomia

buiding Owners+Tenants

Public

Immigrants associations

- Quality standards Identification of the| Choice of new uses

-Mapping the spatial - Regulations specific group Decision on the fime of
practice Identification of the used space
-Mapping the representa- the specific need

fion of space Community collective

Polikatikia

Owners+Tenants

Re - Evaluation

Older building

@’V , ace of representation

Akaluptos

‘ New space of representation

Roof tops

. Maintenance
Funding
Temporal land

Community use Community collective
collective Community collective

Open space

Poleodomia

New represen-
tation of space

Owners+Tenants

Owners+Tenants

Choice of new uses OWners+TenonTs

. Decision on the time of
Community the used space

collective

Re - Evaluation

Official vision



Representation
of space

Suggested Repres-
entation of Space

Local
Cluster

ey g s~

£ L

»

Initiation Evaluation Implementation

Official vision

Municipaity

Funding

Temporal use

. Municipality .
Choice Maintenance
Group Temporal land use] NGOs
New representa-
Community fion of space
cece [l o pee

Assesment

Structure

Experts

‘Community collective

Community

Owners+Tenants

Open space

Empty plot

collective:

Owners+Tenants

Immigrants associations

Community collective

Re - Evaluation

Owners+Tenants

New space of representation

New space of representation
Colletive
space :
: Maintenance
Funding

Temporal land
u:

Community ommunity collective

collective.

Poleodomia

Community collective

New represent-
ation of space

Owners+Tenants

Owners+Tenants

Community
collective

Re - Evaluation

Official vision



Representation [“Spatial Space of
of space Practice  Representation
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Social life
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Local

Ground floor

Buildings
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Working
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Social life
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Public
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Initiation Evaluation Implementation -
Official vision

Funding

Municipality oot opra-

Maintenance

First capital

Sharing economy

NGOs

Assesment

Structure

Poleodomia

New rep -
tion of space

Businessmen

Representation
of space

Experts Associations Associations

Businessmen

Local
Center

Associations
Poleodomia

Owners+Businessmen

Assesment of the

Buildings

-Mapping the spatial Y
PP rgc e P buisness proposal . . Only for the
P _ Quality standards \deniiication of Choice of business -
-Mapping the representa- ity stand fentification of Decision on the fime of Municipality sireet scape
tion of space - Regulations the partners the used space
nitiation fo sharing

Re - Evaluation

economy

Small art/ad-
vertisment

Experts Poleodomia Municipality Businessmen

Big Street

New space of representation

New space of representation

Multifunctionality

Open space

Assesment Choice Maintenance

New representa-
tion of space

NGOs

Needs

Poleodomia .
Businessmen

Businessmen

Commt{niw Actudlly its a regenration]
collective

Associations Community

collective

Municipality

Associations Businessmen Renting the structures to

Associations Owners+Tenants

Identification Cultural needs and
economic net- expresion
working

Choice of program
Choice of structures

~Mapping the representa-
tion of space

-Initiation to cultural and

economical public space

Re - Evaluation

Official vision
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Initiation Evaluation Implementation
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