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Introduction 01

1.1 Architecture without ‘architects’ as a ramification 
of modern urbanism

1.2 Be a ‘non-architect’ in the justification of neigh-
bourhood 

In the industrialization of building, the overpower of technology symbolized the domina-
tion of abstract, instrumental reason over humans and nature with orderly purified forms. 
Housings built in the modern age were designed to glorify this ‘machine style’ while si-
multaneously alleviating some of the worst living circumstances (Frampton, 1996). In the 
early twentieth century, this sudden unexpected intervention of a new ability that abruptly 
seemingly solved a previously unsolvable problem - the social, economic, technical and 
artistic questions (De Graaf 2019). However, the solution had come at a price. In the in-
tegration of people into rationalised mass production, this instrumental reason fetishized 
the technological means to human ends, which were conceived as developing according 
to a determinate logic beyond human control (Frampton, 1996). In fully banking on the 
power of industry over the skills of the craftsman, its over dominance had made the 
architect as craftsman redundant. Since then, the modern architect had left the stage 
leaving mass propagation of ‘living machines’ determined by plutocracy and technocracy 
(De Graaf 2019).

During the modern movement, architecture was nothing to be inherited but acquired. 
Housing in the era of machinery was studied what was there, what was invented, and 
then was processed by typological variations. Form had been following form, following 
the unexpected upcoming failure. The emergence of liveability problems in the residential 
neighborhood area designed under the name of modern urbanism had deviated from the 
egalitarian utopian manifestation (Wassenberg, 2013). In the late 70s and 80s, most of 
the bourgeois had given up hope on those massive concrete jungles and left, leaving 
the rest of the working class engulfed by those forms. The abandonment of style and 
taste had removed a bourgeois instrument to perpetuate class distinctions, but it did not 
kill the social class. Instead, the succession of anonymous buildings and the stripped of 
the presence of the author had embedded the inhabitants, in which most of them were 
working class, along, being anonymous and neglected. 

Following the crisis of modern urbanism was not the grand return of the architect. Instead, 
a series of demolitions of those neighborhoods was taken in the hope of eradicating 
the liveability problem as well. The failure of the manifesto in creating a clean, class-
less society had provoked the residents’ desire back for the traditional housing. Counter 
movements and actions, followed by more reactions, were then carried out to remediate 
the residential urban structure (Wassenberg, 2013). The backlash of urban modernism 
was merely a social reaction, with no more heroic manifestation. The Bijlmermeer neigh-
bourhood, one of those modernist urban projects, has also witnessed and experienced 
a series of tragedies and remediations as a victim of the failure of the experiment. For 
those massive slab housings created in the 1960s, on behalf of the CIAM manifestation, 
many of them have been replaced by parks and playgrounds, and lowrise midrise build-
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ings in the late 20the century. The ‘Anti-Bijlmer’ movement in the 70s/ 80s attempted to 
normalise the neighbourhood by looking backwards to the traditional housing, was just 
another ramification of the remediation of those unwanted housing stock (Luijten, 1997). 
And what the normalization of the grand modernism failure left us today is a ‘generic junk’ 
of even more anonymous, ‘non-styled’ 70s/ 80s housing.

In the era of modernism, the value of every invention lies in what it maquettes unneces-
sary, in the elimination of redundant processes. When the regime of design discussion 
among architects did not even exist amidst the erection of the mass housing production, 
apparently, the architects were not expected to play a hero in the partial or total dem-
olition of them in the late 20th century, nor the design of those ‘anti-Bijlmer’ residential 
buildings. Followed by the decline of the architectural heroism, there is no ‘style’ in the 
residential buildings from the 70s/ 80s in Bijlmer (Therese van Thoor, 2020). 

Bijlmer neighborhood, as an experimental product with no grand vision of architecture, 
nor architectural style, I am intrigued by the possible ways to justify or deny the existence 
of its mass ramifications through a non-traditional architectural lens. It is indisputable that 
they consisted of tangible attributes as they were constructed as a physical entity. They 
are architecture, a communication agency from the past. However, embedded under 
those attributes, they might be something more, with parentheses for its corresponding 
values or none. Undergone a dynamic continuity for almost half a century, these buildings 
and areas are not old enough to be regarded as heritage, but old enough for the next 
phase of change or anti-change. To interrogate the possible destiny of these residential 
neighbourhoods, assessment of the underlying values and problems is urged. And to 
prepare the next chapter for the ‘new heritage’, we do not only need architectural profes-
sionals, but more importantly, passing the validation to those ‘non-architect’ to determine 
the value of those architecture without ‘architects’.

Fig.2 Architecture with ‘architects’, own illustration
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1.3 Answer to an urban housing product of poor space 
and grand ‘maquette’
Amidst the erection of those 70s/80s housing, including the Bijlmerplein, they were most-
ly designed in the context of an urban plan. Makers were viewing the ‘buildings’ in a form 
of ‘maquette’ from a top down perspective. In an interview with Pi de Bruijn, one of the 
makers involved in Bijlmermeer urban design, when he was shown a photograph of an 
urban design model of Bijlmermeer redevelopment (Fig.3), he reacted strongly against 
that way of design back in the days. ‘It would be terrible for Bijlmer! It is an aesthetic ex-
ercise - it is “maquette” making. Poor guys living in Bijlmer are not interested in models... 
It just proves to me that the arrogance of architects and their shaping of blocks make 
people happy. But that is not true…’ (De Bruijn, 2020). As a result of the fictional top down 
design anticipation, those housings were placed as mere aesthetic solid blocks over a 
master plan. Under the negligence of building scale, the massive housing was designed 
as an urban product, however, with lack of urban quality. 

Housings in Bijlmerplein are never referred to as buildings, but clusters. They are an 
enormous construction that can no longer simply be served as individual living vehicles. 
Instead, they have become collective clusters constituted by an urban composition of 
gigantic masses with its consequential void, a by-product as a public space. The homo-
geneity of solids did not only breed anonymous housings, but also abundance of boring 
space within the clusters. In reality, the ‘poor guys’ only spend their everyday lives inside 
the ‘maquette’ for the sense of intimacy, leaving the rest of the enormous space being 
overlooked. However, at the micro level of this urban shelter product, space is the most 
important commodity, which requires an optimal use not only for catering the immediate 
demands, but more importantly for reasons of the lifestyle, economics, and culture of the 
users (Correa, 1976). In the case of Bijlmerplein, a cluster serves as a collective asset for 
a spectrum of users, ranging from residents to visitors and from shop owners to workers. 
And hence, when attention has been paid to the design of building blocks, an optimised 
answer to a diverse need of the ‘commons’, which would be further defined in the next 
chapter,  should also be parallelly addressed.

Fig.3 Bijlmermeer redevelopment model proposed by OMA in 1986 (photograph that was shown to Pi de Bruijn)
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Theoretical Framework 02

Revival of the diminishing egalitarian with the notion 
of just life
The emergence of modern urban movement was originally built up on the egalitarian 
vision. The early conception of the Bijlmermeer conformed to socialist ideals of equality 
and collectivism in the form of a uniform landscape (Fainstein, 2010). Yet, after layers 
of failure and following redemptions, not only did we not achieve social justice, what 
remained today in Bijlmermeer are segregated heterodox neighbourhoods. Even though 
liveability problems have been alleviated over time, social injustice is still an unresolved 
issue in current neighbourhoods, which are indicated by the relatively large size of vul-
nerable groups and high unemployment rate (Wassenberg, 2013).

To revive this diminishing vision of egalitarianism in Bijlmermeer, an initial step is to define 
the research framework of social justice, in which architects could find the position to 
interfere with. ‘Social justice’ generally refers to the distribution of benefits and burdens in 
society. And to measure justice in space, Frenkel and Israel have designed a conceptual 
framework (Fig. 3) entwining the normative sense of justice and the living environments, 
habitus and thus capital forms (Frenkel and Israel, 2017). Based on the complexion of the 
spectrum of constitutional roles involved in the cycle of this socio-spatial dynamics, their 
framework is deconstructed and synthesized in the next step to facilitate the possible 
positioning of an architect. In addition to the dissection of the intricacy between city and 
citizen, this research also references the thinking machine by Patrick Geddes in the un-
derstanding of the notion of life of four steps (Hysler-Rubin, 2011). With the four aspects 
- physical attributes, social space, local habitus and political milieu extracted from the 
rational of Frenkel and Israel (Fig.4), and the four bio-psycho steps - acts, facts, thoughts, 
deeds from the ‘thinking machine’ suggested by Patrick Geddes (Fig.5), the superim-
position of both socio-spatial sense of justice and bio-psycho translation of justice sets 
the foundation for the notion of ‘just life’ (Fig.6). And to complete the inter relationships 
among those four aspects, additional spiral circulation illustrates the conversion of goods 
and commodities distributed in society constituting the personal capability set, which is 
further amplified in the functioning in social fields in a broader context leading to the 
sense of social justice. As another abstracted thinking machine entwining social justice in 
the context of a spatial constitution, it lays the basic ingredients for a just life. And among 
these inter-correlations, as architects, we may find our chances of contribution in the 
intervention of ‘physical attributes’ and ‘social space’, of which will be further elaborated 
as the foundation of this research.
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Fig.3 Conceptual framework for the measurement of 
justice in space by Frenkel and Israel

Fig.5  Notion of just life and its constituents, interpretation of (Frenkel and Israel, 2017), (Hysler-Rubin, 2011), 
(Fainstein, 2010)

Fig.4 ‘Thinking machine’ by Patrick Geddes



09

Problem Statement 03

3.1 Spatiality of injustice in the lack of diversity of the 
commons
While social justice could be understood as the distribution of goods, such as utility and 
liberty, ‘spatiality of injustice’ refers to the physical attributes and social space that sustain 
the production of injustice (Frenkel and Israel, 2017). To further consolidate this idea, in 
a context of a neighborhood, it would be interpreted as ‘the neighbourhood commons 
which causes uneven distribution of the common goods - the economic, social and cul-
tural capital’.

Rooted in the neoliberal critique of contemporary urban development in commodifying 
the collective resources of the city, there is a powerful social movement to reclaim control 
and promote greater access of urban space and resources (Foster and Iaione, 2016). 
Henri Lefebvre, a French philosopher, first articulated the ‘right to the city’ movement 
which has manifested to give more power to city inhabitants in shaping urban space 
(Lefebvre, 1996).  Although the definition of the ‘right’ to the urban space by the scope of 
enhanced participation and access to urban resources remains politically unclear, where 
this research lays the interest in is the ‘collective shaping of the urban space’ which 
facilitates the distribution of common goods. Thus, regarding a neighbourhood scale, 
instead of ‘urban commons’, ‘neighbourhood commons’ is the key spatial constituent in 
the distribution of common goods as an inclusive and obvious confluence of most col-
lective activities. Following the framework of ‘neighbourhood commons’ and ‘injustice’ is 
the clarification of the causal relation in between. Although the issue of justice has been 
raised in the field of geography, the factors of scale, theme and perspective have made 
the measurement of this political philosophy in the form of spatial principles particularly 
challenging. Overtime, among different streams of thoughts about the notion of spatial 
justice, a just form of social-spatial relationship is best represented by Suan Fainstein’s 
book, The Just City (2010), suggesting three indicators: democracy, equity and diversity 
(Fainstein, 2010). Referencing these indicators in the context of the Bijlmerplein, the lack 
of diversity of the commons  as a by-product of homogeneity masses, which is explained 
in the previous chapter, could be read as an underlying cause of social injustice. Based 
on the collective research, which will be explained in chapter 5, hindrance for an even 
distribution of all forms of capital can be identified as five categories.

The definition of the ‘commons’ could be spatially ambiguous with a spectrum of 
inclusiveness. Unlike ‘public space’ which is politically well-defined by the negative 
violation of order, ‘commons’ is vice versa which reclaims control for groups of het-
erogeneous users, often with minimal regulatory involvement. To avoid the possible 
misunderstanding of the form of ‘commons’, in this thesis, the ‘neighborhood com-
mons’ refers to any spaces which intend to open up access of the resource in order 
to produce other common goods or to enhance social utility for a broader class of 
neighbourhood inhabitants (Foster and Iaione, 2016). Forms of the potential ‘com-
mons’ could be first, ‘raw’ land (landscape), second, a variety of open spaces and 
infrastructure (streets and roads), third, public and private structures and buildings.
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3.2 Diminishing public realm and the neighborhood 
commons
First problematic commons is the ground floor public realm. One of the most dominant 
problematic phenomena is the vacant stores on the street and around the squares. 
In fall 2020, during site visits in Bijlmerplein, along the pedestrian streets towards the 
viaducts at the periphery of the neighborhood, there was no single store opened. The 
‘Carribean’ atmosphere in the heyday of the neighborhood has been totally replaced by 
today’s deadly ambience. In addition, the super flattened ground floor stores have been 
barely providing spatial opportunities for extension for unconscious social encounters. 
Together with the monotone type of stores which are mostly for necessity supplies, there 
has always been insufficient grounds for cultural capital exchange in the neighborhood. 
The second spatial form of injustice is the articulation of the plinth itself. Without access 
to fresh air and open areas within a compact shopping area, the form of a complete 
enclosure of the shopping plinth has constituted an unsafe consumption condition for 
public health particularly amidst pandemic. As a consequence, the entire indoor shop-
ping area has to be shut down during the partial lockdown period, which has turned out 
to be a stagnation of the commons. The third one is the access to the upper deck. Due 
to the construction of housing above shopping, this dichotomy has been further segre-
gated by the poor connection constituting two very different worlds above and below. 
The lack of access to the upper commons becomes a barrier for the flow of between two 
programs. Aside from the access to the deck, the access to the building is also another 
problem. The dark and compact staircase of the residential building is deprived of suf-
ficient daylight and good ventilation making it a very uncomfortable experience to walk 
up four stories. While staircases are the circulation space where most of the neighbors 
encounter one another, a low quality dynamic space exploits the opportunity for neighbor 
encounters and interactions. Last but not least is the lack of diversity of roofscapes. The 
failure of the modern movement in highrise building blocks had buried every credit of any 
beneficial socio-spatial intention which led to the return of low rise and mid rise in the 
construction of Bijlmerplein as an anti-Bijlmer project. However, the ‘dream’ of pursuing 
a good view with fresh air is never wrong. And the homogenous midrise discrediting this 
idea of the equal opportunity for a good view point has been an exploitation of spatial 
accessibility in the neighborhood. 

Fig.6 Site visit in Bijlmerplein on 19.11.2020 Saturday
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3.3 Amplification of socio-spatial injustice amidst 
COVID-19
Major global events, such as economic depressions and wars have been shaping our 
society and the way we experience everyday life throughout history. The war gave the 
modernist a blank page to experiment with the ‘clean and neat’ utopian city, followed by 
the global failure of those mass produced slab housing urging the demolition of them. 
Pandemics in 2020 is one of them which demands a major shift in functional physical ap-
proaches of places as well. As pandemic regulations are being implemented throughout 
the globe, there is a behaviour shift in the public and human interactions (Gehl, 2020). 
Socially, environmentally, and also economically, open spaces play an essential role in 
maintaining a balanced public health amidst Covid-19. Witnessing the adaptation of city 
and citizens in this crisis, open urban commons has been proven its key to build on the 
sense of community and social cohesion while overcoming the economic challenges. 
While high quality of existing commons acts as a catalyst for the transition of the ‘new 
normal’, problematic ones, or the lack of neighbourhood commons becomes an amplify-
ing device of social injustice in a neighbourhood.

The crisis of pandemic does not only raise a challenge in social activities, but also more 
significant in the form of economic capital. As an experimental neighborhood serving as 
a product of Anti-Bijlmer, the idea of separation of function, Bijlmerplein had intention to 
be a mix-use area with shopping streets, shopping plinth and arcade on the ground level 
with housing above. Throughout decades since its integration of consumptional leisure, 
Bijlmerplein has proved its higher level of resilience compared to other monofunctional 
neighbourhoods. Shops had been bringing more active street life and public realm to 
Bijlmerplein and hence, attracting higher influx of inhabitants compared to other neigh-
bourhoods in the H-buurt. However, the paradigm shift in consumer behaviour to online 
in recent decades, with the noticeably escalating trajectory of online consumption amidst 
the pandemic, a lot of stores have been found vacant today in Bijlmerplein. The decline of 
the number of people spending time outdoors is limited by the lack of choices of outdoor 
space, as a consequence of less potential customers on the streets, causing closing 
down of more stores. On the other hand, under a circular effect, the shrinking spectrum 
of surviving shops on the ground floors has constituted a ‘deadly’ vibes of the public 
realm, which further suppresses the residents from getting on the street (Wassenberg, 
2020). The diminishing public realm has raised an alarm on the impact of pandemic and 
potential economic crisis on the social resilience of Bijlmerplein under the paradigm shift 
in consumer behavior.
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Aim and Objectives 04

4.1  Research question

4.2  Design question

How is social injustice deepened in the lack of diversity of neighborhood commons 
amidst the crisis of pandemic?

This research begins with the question of what neighborhood commons are in Bijlmer-
plein and how they are being valued by different groups of stakeholders, of which the 
answer is retrieved from the collective research. Following the reflections of the neighbor-
hood commons, the research explores how their performance during partial lockdown. 
And based on the two reports from Gehl about the public space and public life during 
COVID-19 and in the reopening of Copenhagen (Gehl, 2020), this supports the hypothe-
sis that the commons would be negatively affected by the pandemic, which is elaborated 
in chapter 3.3. Aside from the research of the current conditions of the commons, the 
retrospective collective activities will be researched parallely by looking into the archive 
photos as a comparison in terms of the socio-spatial diversity.

How can we strategize the enhancement of neighbourhood commons, based on 
the value of the existing attributes, towards a more just neighbourhood for the 
post-covid future?

The aim of this research is to identify the current neighborhood commons and extract 
the potential ones as the base of the design. In response to the posed problems and the 
conclusion of the research question, a set of strategies of interventions corresponding to 
the neighborhood commons at Bijlmerplein cluster 7 will be explored in a form of ‘acu-
puncture’. Regarding the existing attributes of the neighbourhood commons, the design 
will anticipate the way of enhancement that would positively impact on its spatial, social 
and heritage value. In addition to the existing, the newly introduced interventions have to 
respond to the standard of the ‘new normal’ to optimize its distribution of common goods 
in preparation for any next possible pandemic.

What are the existing attributes and corresponding values constituting 
the neighborhood commons in Bijlmerplein?
How is the performance of those neighborhood commons during the 
COVID-19 partial lockdown?
What were the other neighborhood commons and what collective ac-
tivities (both intended and unintended) had been there in the 80s and 
heydays before COVID-19? 

What are the potential neighborhood commons demanding alteration 
or enhancement?
How to enhance the corresponding valuable attributes in terms of their 
spatial, social and heritage value?
How to create a more pandemic-proof commons which meets the stan-
dard of the ‘new normal’?

1.

2.

3.

1.

2.

3.
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Fig.7 Cluster 7 in Bijlmerplein
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Research Structure 
and Methodology

05

Research and design is formulated into two parts, collective and individual. The collective 
parts focus on researching the values and attributes of case studies and the develop-
ment of corresponding research methods, data collection and interpretation. It answers 
the question of ‘what are the existing attributes and corresponding values constituting 
the neighborhood commons in Bijlmerplein?’ Discovery of main values and attributes 
of respective neighborhoods will be selected for the development of design tools for the 
next stage. Bringing the collective code book about values and attributes, and a set of 
value-based scenario toolkit for 70s/ 80s residential neighbourhoods to the individual 
part, a more in depth research in cluster scale will be conducted. In response to the 
key findings and potentials of the existing from the collective part, the individual part will 
further explore the change of those attributes amidst the pandemic for a more holistic 
understanding of ‘how is social injustice deepened in the lack of diversity of neighborhood 
commons amidst the crisis of pandemic’.

5.1 Collective

5.1.1 Research structure
Collective research consists of a research part (I-IV), followed by research by design 
(V-VIII). The research undertaken in Almere Haven and H-Buurt serves as a foundation 
for the design process. (I) Pilot research exploring values and attributes in Almere Haven 
is conducted as the beginning of the experimental research. It is to test and adapt the 
research methods and documentation in values and attributes. (II) Research exploring 
values and attributes in H-Buurt as the target site study follows the test in the pilot re-
search. Four groups are divided to cover four different stakeholders of H-Buurt to get a 
full insight of important attributes and respective values in the neighborhood. (III) Coding 
of collected attributes from different stakeholders will be conducted with Atlas.ti software 
to form an explanatory code book of attributes. (IV) Interpretation and selection of values 
and attributes from the code book will inform the tools in the stages of research by design. 

Bringing the values and attributes to the confrontation with local issues and challenges 
which might have raised in the research part, research by design translates the code 
book into a design toolkit. (V) Defining the challenges embedded in the attributes in the 
code book presents the gap between the ideal attributes and the actual societal situa-
tions. (VI) Development of value-based tools are developed based on the confrontation of 
the challenges in (V) and attributes found in (IV). Sets of design scenarios linking values 
to challenges become a collection of tools for different scale levels, values and perspec-
tives. (VII) Impact assessment of each design scenario is conducted based on its impact 
on the corresponding values which determines the likelihood of the design approach. 
(VIII) Toolkit of the approaches to an architectural intervention and its respective value 
impact will remain as a constant tool to be used throughout the design process.



15

5.1.2 Research methods
As an experimental collective research, different research methods are applied in various 
stages in the form of group work. (I) The research methods explore residents’ memories 
and perception by images, which are carried out in two groups - media and on site. The 
media group develops on a more holistic perspective based on sources like social media 
and literature are used for data collection for attributes and values. Synthesis of data is 
presented in different forms of diagrams, such as Sankey diagram and hotspot map to 
test the effectiveness of representations. Parallelly, the on site group focuses on street 
interviews in the forms of open conversation, drawings, questionnaire and picture elicita-
tion to collect the attributes and values from the resident perspective. (II) Research meth-
ods developed from (I) are further improved and integrated into the research from the 
perspectives of four stakeholders - government, makers, owners and users, while inter-
views with the first three stakeholders are conducted as in- depth ones by online meeting 
and narrative walk. (III) Aside from the help of the diagram presentation developed in (I), 
attributes and values collected are synthesized with the use of Atlas.ti software as a base 
for qualitative and quantitative analysis. Key words and photos are coded, grouped and 
rearranged to form inter relations among one another. (IV) Code book of both quantitative 
and qualitative analysis in the form of code network diagrams, dendrogram heatmap, and 
value matrix sets the foundation for discussion on the values and attributes, design as-
signments responding to problems and opportunities. (V) Identification of challenges and 
key attributes and values is generated based on a collective conclusion and discussion 
among groups to get a full insight from all four perspectives. (VI) In the theme of so-
cio-spatial diversity, which serves as the starting point of the focus of this research, sce-
narios for diversity enhancement of social life and collective space are designed covering 
a spectrum of scale by variants, references and theories. (VII) In respect to this theme, 
social, spatial and heritage values set the metrics to evaluate the impact of involved key 
attributes in the scenarios. Impact assessment in the form of spider diagrams illustrates 
the change of value of each attribute when corresponding intervention is applied. (VIII) 
Toolkit of socio-spatial diversity consisting of impact assessment of all tested scenarios 
becomes the basis for developing approaches to acupuncture interventions in response 
to the enhancement of the neighbourhood commons. It will be constantly used for the 
selection of design variants in an iterative design process.

Fig.8 Dendrogram heatmap of attribute and value in Bijlmerplein
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Fig.9 Collective research scheme

5.2 Individual

5.2.1 Research structure
Following the code book guided challenges and value-based toolkit setting up a design 
strategy framework, the individual research further interrogates the articulation of key 
attributes and the impact of covid-19 on the neighbourhood commons. The research con-
sists of data collection (I), followed by two other sets of design tools (II,III). (I) Research 
is formulated in the data collection of the current neighbourhood commons and the ones 
in the old days in the form of physical attributes and social activities. Observation of the 
current and past forms of neighborhood commons responds to the hypothesis of ‘deep-
ened injustice’ and feeds to the understanding about the existing key attributes during the 
pandemic. (II) Design tools of a catalogue of design abstractions from the neighbourhood 
commons and illustrations of pandemic related commons will be synthesized as a conclu-
sion of the analysis. (III) Value-based tool box from the collective part will remain as the 
evaluation tool supporting the design tools from (II).

5.2.2 Research methods
(I) Regarding the research question setting on the conclusion of the collective part, 
clarification of the hypothesis of ‘lack’, ‘diversity’ and ‘crisis of pandemic’ is extended 
into sub questions as the base of the research. Four research methods are used to 
discover functionality, conditions and behaviour of the neighborhood commons back in 
the old days and the present days. As a highly sociological driven research, research 
methods referenced to Gehl’s ethnographic public life tool plays an important role in the 
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data collection of the present days. Qualitative methods in cultural anthropology like eth-
nographic and observational approaches characterized by their humanism and hollism 
allow understanding the complexity of social relations and cultural dynamics for design 
and reconstruction (De la Torre, 2002). Particularly in this research of the neighborhood 
commons and its changes amidst pandemic, the data of social space and current perfor-
mance of key physical attributes can be well attained by (1) observational survey and (2) 
on-site snapshots. Aside from the behavioral data collection of the current moment, (3) 
archive drawings documentation gives a more detailed insight of the spatial constituents 
of neighbourhood commons in terms of the socio-spatial diversity, technical flexibility and 
anti-pandemic quality of the existing. (4) Desktop research is a supplementary method 
focusing on the neighbourhood commons back in the old days. Snapshots from social 
media and archive photos provide evidence of the past social space. Besides, desktop 
research of case studies of the effect of pandemic on other commons gives another 
insight of the general impact of lock down and reopening on their performance. It serves 
as an additional reference for the post pandemic design guide. (II) Analytic architectural 
drawings and snapshot illustrations translate the collected data into annotated visual 
evidence corresponding to the research question. Two sets of design tools will be devel-
oped based on (I). First is a catalogue of design abstraction which illustrates the good 
quality attributes of both the past and present neighborhood commons. It will formulate 
a set of design language guidance for the acupuncture interventions. Second, a col-
lection of scale of ‘new normal’ presents how the neighbourhood commons in Bijlmer-
plein and commons has been reacting to the pandemic. This collection of socio-spatial 
measurement will set a foundation for a more pandemic-proof design in the future. (III) 
Value-based tool box referenced to the (JMBC) J. Max Bond Center’s ‘Just City’ values 
(Gehl and JMBC, 2015), 12 quality criteria from Gehl (Gehl and Svarre, 2013), and her-
itage value from Alois Riegl (Riegl, 1903) will be constantly referred to as an iterative 
design research, of which the 12 quality criteria will be the main metrics to evaluate the 
spatial decision in the entire design process.

Fig.10 Framework of catalogue of abstraction

Fig.11 Framework of pandemic-proof design measurements
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Fig.12 Individual research scheme
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Fig.14 Semi-private commons on the deck of Cluster 7

Fig.13 One of the observation survey spots at the square in front of cluster 7

5.3 Possible ethical issues
The position of this research lays on the doubt of the architect’s heroism in current days. 
Therefore, to seek the justification of the neighborhood, perspectives and opinions from 
residents, any kinds of users, the government, housing corporation, and the makers 
themselves are equally collected to gain a holistic view. However, research methods in 
the form of street interviews of strangers in the neighborhood, particularly hanging in the 
semi-private commons on the deck may raise an ethical concern. The interviews with the 
makers and academicians should also be handled very carefully as some of their opin-
ions could be very personal, which might be not so objectively representative in a per-
spective of architecture. Besides, regarding ethnographic observations at the squares, 
although it is a public area, photographs and surveying notes might be too obvious that 
catching weird stares from the surrounding people. And to avoid the privacy conflicts, 
cameras are always directing slightly upward and further away from any specific person.

In addition to the issues with the research methods, the outcome of the graduation design 
could also be ethically controversial. Due to the closing down of stores, and the partial 
lockdown, the observation and the interview acquired might be myopic. Literature about 
the current COVID-19 situation may not be well founded based on the instant data collec-
tion and quick analysis. Hence, the design result  in the aim of creating a more pandem-
ic-proof intervention might be lack of social evidence. 
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Reflection on the 
Wider Relevance

06

6.1 Expected design outcomes
In response to the possible social injustice deepend in the form of poor commons amidst 
the pandemic, the design aims to recreate a more just neighborhood by a set of interven-
tions to improve the five problematic commons that mentioned in chapter 3.2. 

The acupuncture approach allows redesigning in a spectrum of scale addressing specific 
challenges identified in the synthesis of data collection from different stakeholders. Col-
lection of interventions are expected to be implemented separately regarding the needs 
and level of urgency to address respective commons. Instead of a radical insertion of a 
total new physical entity, various interventions are specifically contextualised in different 
scales and forms of commons to optimize the values of the preserved surrounding attri-
butes. 

Ground floor public realm
Shopping plinth and deck
Access to deck
Access to building
Public roofscape

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.2 ‘Non-styled architecture’ as an unpurified solution 
to spatiality of injustice
Never conflict can be avoided, nor can we fully rely on the social system itself in chang-
ing incrementally as a consequence of continued pressure for justice. The goal of this 
research and graduation design is not to seek a solution to the social injustice embedded 
in the neighbourhood. As explained in the theoretical framework about the notion of just 
life, the role of architecture in the entire system is limited, however, has set a spatial 
foundation as the acts and the casual facts in an individual’s life. While housing policy on 
economics and ownerships indeed might play a more effective role in the change of the 
system, which has also been more discussed and progressed, the impact from the un-
even distribution of the commons has been overlooked. Thus, this research attempts to 
translate the constituents of social justice in the form of spatial metrics to suggest another 
lens to replant neighborhood justice in the form of commons. The specific acupuncture 
in the identified neighborhood commons will be anticipated as a catalyst for more even 
distribution of social resources. 

As Saskia Sassen, a Dutch-American sociologist raised a query about ‘who owns the 
city’ in an era of plutocracy, public officials have acknowledged the fact that the socially 
vulnerable populations are being displaced by an urban development machine indifferent 
to creating an inclusive city (Foster and Iaione, 2016). In the introduction chapter, it has 
been claimed that the elimination of architects in the design process has led to the ‘non-
styled architecture’ in the 70s/80s. While witnessing the failure of the arrogant heroism 
of architects in the modern movement, we have also learnt that architects are no god to 
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Self assessment 07

Regarding the lecture sessions of this course, although the goal is for students to get 
more familiar with the form of research, topics introduced can be hardly related to the 
research that students were interested in. It may not be an appropriate scale to set up a 
research course to cater the interest of such a large group of students. On the other hand, 
the small group tutoring session in the studio is very beneficial for students to build up 
the direction of the research. Weekly meetings with tutors parallely with the group work 
in studio research sets up a foundation for students’ possible interest in research topics. 
And together with the feedback from tutor about the individual research plan, guidance is 
very personalised and specific to the needs of each student.

a solution to egalitarianism. And hence, in response to the question of Saskia Sassen, 
the ‘non-architect’ who can justify the value and design of the neighborhood and the 
city, should be the residents and other heterogeneous groups of users. Through this 
research, a holistic perspective has always been emphasized in the evaluation of the 
neighbourhood, as the foundation of the aim of the design. As a result, the acupuncture 
design is totally responsive to the general opinions, and more importantly the needs and 
perceptions of the residents. In addition with the bottom up neighbourhood observation 
survey, this research aims to suggest a form of research, hence a humble design which 
is inspired by those ‘non architects’ for their own justice. After half a century, learning 
from the catastrophe brought by the domination of abstract, instrumental reason with 
grand architecture concepts over humans and nature, it is aimed that this research can 
explore the possibility of a heterodoxical unpurified solution regarding the contextualised 
spatiality of injustice by the means of neighborhood commons.
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