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Introduction




cities as results of rapid changes and tensions

between several agents and stakeholders

need to

e address living environments collaboratively, through a
multidimensional, cross-sectoral perspective

e train effectively future architects and planners

e review the current learning and teaching programs in
architecture, urban design, and planning schools at all
levels



implications on the design studio

‘a virtual world that represents the real world of practice
but it is relatively free of its pressures, distractions, and
risks” (Schon, 1988)

Isolation from the real world



academia society

students can
e gain experience working with the community and being

exposed to real conditions

e actively learn about the complexity of social issues

e be provided with transdisciplinary knowledge and skills
through their contact with real-world problems

public-spirited education
(live projects, design-build projects)



co-creation and co-governance pI'CICtiCGS

participatory processes
principles of urban living labs (UULs)
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a revisited design studio

as a meeting point for a quadrable helix that involves
students, educators, researchers, and external stakeholders



learning between
academia and the
everyday




mentors clients

live projects

work in real-time with real people and involve
complexities of real situations as a way of learning

constitute of "client or clients” which are usually
community members, students which represent future
architects, and mentors that represent academia

act as a “threshold space” between the “normal”
activities of higher education, professional education,
and practice giving the opportunity for knowledge to
actively be created



co-creation and
co-governance
practices




meaningful and effective participation

Process and outcome

e the transfer of power between members and the
negotiation of power relations within it

e finding a common ground or an area of agreement in @
climate of consensus

e a0 healthy and constructive conflict as a driving force for
active participation

e the concept of "agonism” as an opportunity for mutually
strong but tolerant differences between groups



meaningful and effective participation

inclusiveness

e the handling of social selectivity
due to factors such as gender,
age, origin, education, etc.

transparency

open communication, free
expression of views and
unlimited access to any
information

digital
technologies
e expanding the
access of all
participants to
information can
relate to their

knowledge and
iInvolvement



meaningful and effective participation

levels of participation

e cight levels ranging from non-participation to tokenism
and citizens' power that represents full participation

e three main levels of participation: information,
consultation, and co-decision

e the goal is to achieve one of the three levels

e the goal is the level of co-decision, along with the
information that should accompany all stages of the
participatory process, for reasons of transparency and
to keep the interest of the participants alive



meaningful and effective participation

sense of ownership and commitment

e giving a sense of ownership of the solutions proposed, in
the sense that they influence decisions rather than
simply react to the solutions given

e involving participants by identifying issues that really
concern and affect them and by developing solutions
that couldnt be achieved without their knowledge and
aspiration



evoluotlon
design

information

consultation
co-decision

urban living labs (ULLs) _
iImplementation

e Are sites to design, test, and learn from innovation in
real-time, new forms of governance that are being

developed and tested in cities

e Aim in co-development, testing, and evaluation of
innovations, through open, collaborative, and
environmentally dependent everyday situations

e have three phases in the life cycle: the design, the
implementation, and the evaluation phase

e CON involve users at various levels of information,
consultation or co-decision



levels of participation
e aN appropriate combination of different levels of
participation at different stages of ULLs cycle is

important
e 0 combination of "bottom-up” and "'top-down"
approaches is vital

phases

e AN open process during the evaluation phase enables
flexibility in multiple ideas and gives way for
unconventional knowledge and innovation to be revealed

4

‘an urban experimentation and governance that provokes
and disrupts, giving an important role to civil issues,
democracy and the right to the city.”



co-creation
pedagogy:

the design studio
as an ULL




The studio’s team:

students, stakeholders and mentors
e Mmentors act as educators and researchers at the same
time, through participatory action research methodology

(PAR)

4

par
Is suggested due to its reflective framework and its cyclical
process of improvement and revision, linking the research

findings with pedagogy in practice.



3
assessing the impact of

CYCLE 1: PILOT STUDY the co-creation
fraomework

MEANINGFUL
PARTICIPATION
(information

4 consultation 2
reflection and co-decision) implementation of the
recommendations co-creation framework
] 1o
design of the re-design of the
co-creation framework co-creation framework
to CYCLE 2

model implemented as a pilot study ina housing design studio at the Department of

Architecture, University of Cyprus, during the Spring semesters 2021 and 2022.



GUV-ONUIoUPYIX
[co-creation]

1 ouv-diakuBEpvnon
[co-governance]

2 ouppETOXN
[participation]

3 aoTIK& BIWHATIKG EPpYACTHpIX
[urban living labs - ULLs]

H aomiki SiakuBipvnon (urban governance) opieral
WG 0 TPOTMOG WE TOV OMOI0 SNPOCION Kou IBIWTIKOT QOPEIQ
KOt GTOPG GUPPETEXOUV OTO OXediaoud Ko Tn Siaxeipion
TWV KOIVWV BepdTwv piag MOANG Ko OTIG SIadIKACIEg TOu
XPNOIOMOIOUVTX! VI TNV CMOTEAEOPATIKG avanTuEn piag
TIOANG, avayvwPIlovTag 6TI UNIGPXE! CaMOTEAEOHATIKA EOUCIT
KO UNXQVIOUOT BIaKUBEPVNONG EVTOC KO EKTOC TWV EMIONUWY
Beopwv TN KUBEPVNONG.  ATUTIOlN (KOIVWVIKOT KOIVOVEG,
£QIpa Kt MUPABO0EIQ) Kau EMIONWOI (CUVTOYHK, VOUOBETia
KOl Kavoviopoi) vBeopoi kaBopilouv and koivol Tn AQwn
AMOPACEWY OIKOVOUIKNAC, KOIVWVIKAC 1) MOAIMIKAG QUONG GTx
XWPIC GMOKAEIOPOUC TAICIX TNC COTIKAG SiakuBEpvnong,
SIGOPAAIIOVTUG 0TI EKTTPOCWITOUVTCU EEIGOU OF PEIOVOTNTEG Kt
EUGAWTES KOIVWVIKEG OPGHES KCt GOPEITCU EVO OVTOTOKPIVOPEVO
TEPIBGANOV  OTIC UMGPXOUCEG Kol PEANOVTIKEG CIVEYKEQ
(Gonzdlez Mendoza, 2020).

0 6poc ouv-SiakuBLpvnon (co-governance) £x£1 NPOCPATH
EUPAVIOTET GTNV UPIoTaEEVN BIBAIOYPO®ICt Kot O aKPiBAC TOU
0piopGs BpiokeTan akdOun uné cEENEN. AQOPG TNV €UPUTEPN
GUUPETOXA WIag KOOTNTaG OTN ARWn anog@oswv (John-
son & Osborne, 2003), TNV CAANAENIZPNON CUAOYIKOTATWV
PECW TNG CUVEPYUOING PE OTOXO TNV apoIBaict EKTPOCWNNON
Kol dlakuBépvnon (Kooiman, 2003) Ko Tn OUVEPYOOIX
ouGdwv avBpwnwv oTn Aqwn anohceswv (Somerville &
Haines, 2008). EvBapplve! TNV EVIOXUON TNG SNUOKPATIKAC
eublvng, TNV KOIVOTIKA Eunuepict Kau Tnv mo Sikaun Ko
CMOTEAEOUATIKA ANYn amo@&oewv (Somerville & Haines,
2008). O Pieterse (2000) QVOQEPETO OTN ~CUPLETOXIKA
SiakuBépvnon- (“participatory governance”) wg NPOEKTAON
NG AOTIKAG SICKUBEPVNONG, BIEPEUVWVTAG TOUG ENTH MUAWVEG
miow and ouTA: TN SNUOKPATIX, TNV £uBlvn, TN SIKPavEId,
TNV IKaQVOTATO CVTaMOKPIONS, TNV KOIVWVIKA SIKauoouvn, TNV
CMOTEAEOPOTIKOTATA KO CanOBOTIKOTNTA KO TNV COPAASIX,
WOTE VO TPOWBNBOUV Katl vat EVEUVOPWBOUV.
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H évvoia Tng ocuppeToxig (participation) cival OpKeTG
TIOAUTIAOKN KO XOPOKTNPIZETON OUXVG BeITh 1 avemBounTn
oamnd KEMOIOUG POPEIC, CVEAOYX LIE TNV TIEPICTXON. H UQIGTGUEVN
BiBAOypagic, TEPIAGUBAVE!  SIGPOPOUG OPICHOUS Yot TN
GUUHETOXIKN S10BIKOGICt GTO MAXIGIO TOU OXEdIGROU. O1 Franta,
Haufe, Dangschat kou Witthdf (2017) 0piouv Tn GUUHETOXIKA
SIBIKaCIc WS TN SIaGIKUGIC TOU EXEI GV KUPIO GTOIXEIO TN
HETOTOMON €E0UCIOG HETOEU TWV EVOIQEPOUEVWV HEPWV
(stakeholders) Kau TIG EMOKOAOUBES EMOVOSICTPOYUATEUCEIQ
TwV OXECEWV EEOUTING PEGH 07 CUTHV. TUPPWVA JE TOUG Renn,
Webler, Rakel, Dienel kou Johnson (1993), 0 GUUHETOXIKGG
OXEDIOOUOC C@OP& TNV EUMAOKA KO EMKOIVWVIC HETOED
SIPOpWV OPGdWY, PE OTOXO Tnv SIEUKGAUVON TNG ARywng
ano@aoEwy. Onwe UMOOTNPI{OUY, HEGW TOU GUUPUETOXIKOU
OXedIGOHOU Ta evdlapeplueva pépn  (stakeholders), o1
EUMIEIPOYVWHOVES (experts), Kou Ol TOAITEC, GUVEIGQEPOUV,
HECW TNC BIKAC TOUG YVWONG KOl EUMEIPICG. To EVOIGQEPGOHEV
HEPN, TWV OTIOIWV SICKUBEGOVTOI TO CUHPEPOVTE TOUG KOt EXOUV
NdN KaToBGAEl TPOOTGOEIEG VI TIPOGEYYION TOU BEPNTOC,
amOTEAOUV GNUCVTIKT TINYA VI TOV OPIGUG MOavWV avnouxIwv
KO VIO TNV QvEenTUENG TwV KPITNPiwv a€10AGynong Tng AUong.
O1 £151KOI iVl CMOPITNTO! VIXt TNV TIXPOXN TWV SESOUEVWV
KO TWV ASITOUPYIKWY OXECEWV PETOED TwV SI0@OPWV EMAOYWV
KO EMMTWOEWV. O1 TTOATES Eival 01 GUEGH EMNPEX{OUEVO! ald
TO TPOTEIVOEVD UETPO OXESICOUOU Kol I’ GUTG Eiven IBAVIKOT
yia TNV a&I0AGYNON TWV S1@OPWV SIKBEGILWY EMAOYWV.

Ta AoTika Biwparnika Epyaotipia (Urban Living Labs-
ULLSs) £xouv ounTnBel apkeTd oTnv mpdoparn BiBAoypagic
w¢ £val Ei50C GUYXPOVOU Kol TIEIPUUOTIKOU GUUHETOXIKOU
oxedlaopol.  Eionxenoov emionua oTnv Eupwnaikh ‘Evwon
(EE) T0 2006, 6Tav n DIvAavdikn Mpoedpic yKaBispuse T0O
Eupwriaikd AiKTuO Biwpamikev EpyaoTnpiwv (European Net-
work of Living Labs - ENoLL) kau n Eupwnaikf EmTponn Gpxioe
Vo XPNUOTOSOTE TN dnUIoupyia Toug (Nesti, 2018).

JOpewva pe Toue Menny et al. (2018), sivau SIABIKOGIES
OXEDIOOHOU, SOKIUNG Ko paenong PECW TNG KOIVOTOMIOG
OE MpayuaTiKG XPOVO Kol KOT& Toug Voytenko et al. (2016)
oamOTEAOUV VEEC LOPPEC BIGKUBEPVNONG TIOU CVOMTUGOOVTC
Kol SOKINGIoVTan OTIC TIOAEiC.  Mmopolv va BswpnBouv
TAGTQOPUEG KXIVOTOUING TIOU EQUPUGIOVTCI 0TIV CVATITUEN
VEWV TIPOIGVTWV, GUOTNUATWY, UNINPECIOV KO SIOBIKXGIWY,
XPNOILHOTOIWVTOG HEBGBOUG EPYOITG TIOU EVOWHATWVOUV TOUG
aVOPWIOUG WG XPNOTEG Kol UV — SNUIOUPYOUS GE OAGKANPN
TNV JIABIKOCIX AVATITUENG, VIO VO UTTIOPOUV VOl SIEPEUVIGOUV,
VO TEIPAUOTIOTOUV, Vot €EETGOOUV, VO SOKIUGGOUV Kol Vol
OEIONOYNOOUV VEEGIBEEG, GEVAPIC, BINGIKAGIES KOl SNUIOUPYIKES
AICEIC 0 OUVOETA Kou TIpoyuomiKG TePIBGAAOVTH (Bulkeley et
al., 2016).

TUpewva pe Touc Menny et al. (2018), un&pxXouV TPEIC PAUEIC
oTnv avamTuEn Twv ACTIKWV BiwpaTmikwv Epyaotnpiwv, o1
omoieg JEV £ival OMOAUTO BICKPITEG KO GUXVA QOIVETOI Vo
CAANAEMIKCAUNITOVTO: 1] QGON OXESICOUOU (OTaV OXEBIGIETC
TO TAQICIO Kou SPUOTNPEIGTNTEG TOU EPYOOTNPIOU), N O&oN
eQuPpoyig (6Tav o1 15€e¢ TIBEVTON OE £QOPUOYN) Ko n
®&on afIoAdynong (6Tav SicKPiVOVTal Ko OEIOAOYOUVTal T
OMOTEAEGUOTX).
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0P XITEKTOVIKN
MOIOAYWYIKN TTOU EUTTAEKEI
bmimieedinele ol TV KOIVOTNTX

TIPOTEIVETCY O GUVBUCOPGS YN@akwv Ko pn peBodwv Ko

e S  [community engaged
prewmemeseweall  architectural pedagogy]

TOU KOPWVOIOU 2019 (COVID-19) Keu n CMOKASIOTIKG
JIUSIKTUGKA QUON TwV SPUCTNPIOTATWY, EMBERIGVE!

On civen OnUOVIIKGG O CUVBUOHOG SIBIKTUCKWV

a_SUbiiy. SIOMIY Soupeotaic. ptlo: | 1 70 EPYaOTHPIO CPXITEKTOVIKOU OXESIGOHOU UIOBETWVTAG OPXES TwV ULLS

[the design studio adopting ULLs approach]
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2 ovoxo! (naidaywyikoi, EPEUVATIKOI, KOIVWVIKOI)

TASOVEKTAPCTA YIC TN GUV-ONUIOUPYICt, XMOKCAUTITOVTTS
Opwg Ko ONUCVTIKEG EAAEIPEIC IOV Ba EMITUYXGVOVTaY
HE TN QUOIKR CAAMAETIOPUON K& GUUKETOXA.
NPOTEVETXI 0 CUVOUAOUOC SISIKTUOKWY KU QUOIKWV
EPYOASIWV CUPPETOXIKOTNTAC VIt TARPN SiaxEipion TNG
OUUMEPIANYNG, EVBAPPUVON TOU CUBOPUNTICUOU Kou
Slapaveia.

............................................
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co-creation

pedagogy:
design




Step 1. introduction and identification: Students were

introduced and informed about the basic definitions ot . z

of the co-creation process, the objectives and o-= Tr3 > >
principles. = e

Step 2: site analysis: The qrea/neighborhood was — _ _
analyzed in depth, in order to identify its . ¢

characteristics and various important aspects
(uses, populations, spatial characteristics,
demographics, flows, densities, etc.).

Step 3: identification of stakeholders: Students were
asked to identify the key stakeholders of the area
ensuring a balanced and broad representation
(inclusiveness). A group of stakeholders was

created with a balance of ages, representation of > E oy
both genders and representation of different social ' =0 e
groups (religion and nationality). |
Step 4: development of the co-creation toolkit: The

toolkit was developed based on the goals, the ;
desired level of involvement and to achieve Pl -
transparency and inclusiveness. The selected tools = :‘H
were the questionnaires, the focus groups, the e 2
mental maps and the online discussion forum via ol —
Facebook. o '%:

Step 5: development of a detailed plan: The
meetings of the students with the stakeholders were
planned in detail with the combination of digital and  Design of the co-creation framework
physical tools



ZXEAIAZMOZ [DESIGN]
PAR;

APXH nuspoAoyiou mapaimpnone
[observation diary]

| Epwrnuar i EvBIaPEPOPEVWY PEPDV CUPPETOXIKOTTOG
¥ . .
| oAGy10 [stakeholders] [participation toolkit] P P P T,
E npo(‘. E‘nmopo\puuhuh H HiRamand PRNE
i . XOPOKTIPIOTINEIY SIPUTEPNG TIPOCBIOPITYGE UNOYT) KO0 COVOTITUEY) EpYOREIUV = " Sl : S o
i« : 5 " POTIDG EMKONNAIOK, ¥0u APYEIOBEMONG BEBOPEIV
! wo:rnrxc FEPOYS, YU K EVBIIPEPSLIEVEN iEpUN ONGADYT JiE TOU OTOYOW; rvaBesipncn 6 opsoTHOnoingn A GYEBITUEh pyanche yia
[pre-test] : | RO R ——— CUPLIETONT] TUN EUTASKOpEVIY
EVTOMBOPOG BAmKEN ‘E CUPLETENOVTWNY KOO EXTIIEEUOT] TOUG

ELMAENOHEVUN BEPNV CpXIN} ETRONION OTX EpYASE AV PERET 5
He spmAeKGjEv i
eyxeipidio cuvSnoupyiag [cocreation hanbook]

(*GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPETION IN SPATIAL PLANRIMGs,

06 07/ 2022

PR ——— 4

v-aZohoynon ouv-avanTufn kai ouv-emAoyr o 1 i
['wessess.memandwevelmmn] || ouv-Bnuioupyia [co-implemen- || [co-development and co-selection] ii [oo-identification and cq-validation] |

; aBoMynon BiaBkadios, epydiev |1 tation and co-creation] 11 OVGRTTUE) MBaVIY MJCEwN, IXPOLGaDH 1} mpodipopiapdc, aviAuon s kpdpan
KOl OTIOTEAEOPOTOS AETTTOVEPAG OYEBITRIOG HoXl TOW;, GEITMEN, GEXOAIYNGN KXl Sy, BepiTuy Npog Eniyan

H 3| weraowen/uoncingn g aVTpOgOEGTaN eumapiy R0 ncamey
| I aBoAGman pmope va 5 oG {i it

| enovannypes, yia 1o amomérsopa,

i ETOL 00 KGMIORD XPOVING BIGTTI
1] O Ba60G ypovou

AEIOI\O{ HZIH ENIAPAZHZ
[ASSESSING THE IMPACT]

PAR3: |

EPWINUAT afioloynon mg emi PAOTI, TOU GUPHETOXTKOU ou
0AGYIO [assessing f the co-creation framework]

I TOI mreg
pog n 2] 3\‘\00:\ ucvca:: 'TIENDIENCEIG OXETING D Tr) GUILETOXINT) SOBMAOI
POITNTEC 2

[post-test]

KOTOypaQI) SUPNUATWY aVacToxaopGG Kat slonyroei [reflection and recommendations]

[reporting findings] i TAPATIPNON KB EPUIVEIR, EOTTICEIG 110 BEAIIEG, GAKYES %I GVBELPIn

. VIO TO OXEBICOHO Kal TNV EQUPHEOYT) CUPHETOXIKOU MACIGioU

WG THPOS OTO OFIOTEASGU TG SIGBNAIOS, T SIAPKENK KO TX ETIMESX ELMADKIG, TO UVEUOIGHO ETOTEIOV KOl
GTUTHIV EPYOUSWY, TO GUVELOCLIO GRQIIN K0 QUOIKLV REBOSLY, TOV TPOYPALIPIMICUON TG SRIBIKOIBAG K 6.
i T aeE1oAGYon EMSPOOTG TRPETOXIKOU TACIGIOU Ketl TT) GUV-aEIoAGYoT]

A ¥ 2 | g pog oTOV TPGTO KO TO XPOVO OBOMYNONS, TOX EPYOASI K&,
@™ uppidiné epyaheic [hybrid tools] ‘.

an;v emi Tomou [on site]

@@ ouppeTox KovdmTag [community participation]

(Franta et al., 2018; -GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN SPATIAL PLANNING., 2014; Our City Plans: An incremental and participatory toolbax for urban planning, 2021, UN-Habitat: Ravetz, Evans &
Astbury, 2018; Reid & Sietchiping. 2015)
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co-creation
pedagogy:
assessment and
reflection
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CO-CREATING URBAN COMMONS !
FROM THE HOME TO THE NEIGHBORHOOD Cr@S I
EAdte va oxedidooupe
Kal VO KOTAOKEUAOOUKE
€va dnpooio xwpo yia th
y€ITovid tns obou Mniou
CO-CREATION i
KaToiKous tns Kal To
Anpo Aatoiwv!
WO R KS I I 0 I Join us in designing and

building a public space for

the Mylou str.
3 0 0 5 = 1 7 06 neighbourhood in Latsia

together with its residents

gYypa@n/ sign up:  andMunicipality!

Ba 60800V niotwtikés povades/
ects will be given
napouaoiaon apXIKWV 16wv/

<o am-mEoT

NEPIOPIOPEVOS
apiBuods Béoewv/
limited amount
of places

35.100860, 33.372333
066s Mndou/ Mylou Str.
Aatad/ Latsia
Aeukwoia/ Nicosia

yia neplogétepes ninpogopies:
for more information:

@| |0

cocreationstudio.ucy@gmail.com
cocreationstudio.ucy

AB4% | University of Cyprus

preliminary idea presentation
26/05, 18:00

Anpapxeio Aatoiwv/
Latsia Mayor Hall




thank you!

Nadia Charalambous
University of Cyprus (Cyprus)



