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The declared goal of the
IBA_Vienna 2022, International
Building Exhibition — New
Social Housing is to advance
social housing construction in
the context of the 21 st century.

cemahn’a Ob”ggZ | In[Ib]lbl~]

housing, which accommodates
more than 60% of its popula -
tion, is considered exemplary
around the world, it faces
major new challenges today:
population growth and urban
expansion, demographic
change, globalization, migra-
tion, social segregation, an
increasing diversity of society
and lifestyles, new ways of
working, digitalization and the
rising importance of virtual
communication, and climate
change, to name only the most
Ib>gbU\Zgm \aZee g "I

To promote social cohesion in
this context, Vienna has relied
on encouraging a social mix
in all neighbourhoods. In the
process, the affordability of
high-quality housing for all
has been in the foreground —
with the goal of “affordable
housing” increasingly com-
plemented, in the context of
the IBA_Vienna, by that of an
“affordable city” (or affordable
neighbourhood), also including
transportation and access to
open areas, playgrounds and
sports facilities as “non-con-
sumer spaces”.

The studies of the commons
undertaken by the Academy

of Fine Arts Vienna and the
Delft University of Technology
inspired the idea to invite

both universities to actively
contribute to the IBA_Vienna
as part of the focus “IBA meets
university”.

The designated test area for this
is the Sonnwendviertel develop-
ment, the new residential and
business district around Vienna

existing or yet to be unlocked,

and to make proposals for how

these can be integrated into the

Iblmkb\m | \hgmbgnbg™ iZkmb\biZ
tory development.

On behalf of the IBA_Vienna,

I would like to thank all

those involved, especially the

students from Vienna and Delft,

Prof. Tom Avermaete, Lisa

Schmidt-Colinet and Daniela

Herold, as well as the staff of

ma” Nk[Zg KAg~pZe H_U\*% _hk

<AgmkZe LmZmbhg' M a“theirdédi¢ation, and | hope

challenge to address here is
how a new, predominantly
mid-market neighbourhood
can be integrated with the
inner 10th district, traditionally
a working-class district with a
high number of immigrants, in
such a way that the commons

that this report will contribute
to implementing the objectives
of the IBA_Vienna in a further
participatory process.

IBA_VIENNA INITIATOR
PUSH-Consulting KG

h_[hma zk~zl [~g~Um gVienrag]

old residents alike in a win-win
situation.

The theory of welfare eco-
nomics demonstrates the value
added by urban design and
housing planning when they are
not geared towards maximizing

September 2018

ikboZzm” ikhUml% [nm bglm~Z] bgobm~"

all stakeholders to actively
participate in the process of
urban development.

We therefore expect the
students from Vienna and the
Netherlands to take stock
without bias of the commons
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LIVING LAB: CONSTRUCTING

THE COMMONS comprises an
exhibition, a workshop and a
debate. It takes as its point of
departure the question of what
is to be considered as common

THE GOMMONS is based on
the results of three research
and design studios that took
place at the Institute for Art and
Architecture at the Academy
of Fine Arts in Vienna between

bg ma” \bmr' Fhk” 1i*\b @01 ard 2018.

guestions are raised about how

\hffhgZebmr \Zg [~ ]~0 glthrings together present-day

in relation to housing and the
urban environment.

The commons are intensively
discussed in the contemporary
debate on the city. New social,
economic and political per -
spectives on urban life have
emerged. However, it is less
clear what role the architecture
of the city — as a common
resource par excellence —

can play in processes of com -
moning.

This living laboratory wants to
explicitly address the role of ar -
chitecture and architects in cre-
ating urban commons. It seeks
to explore how architectural
interventions can play a role in
unlocking common grounds in
our contemporary cities, and
how new theoretical concepts

of thinking the commons in
relation to the contemporary
city might emerge from this. The
exhibition CONSTRUCTING

and historical architectural pro-
jects, exploring in a broad way
the question of what we can
share in the contemporary city:
What can be held in common
between different neighbour -
hoods and between different
citizens? How can architecture
and spatial design contribute
to the unlocking of spaces,

and to their maintenance in the
long term? Evocative questions
structure the case studies. They
illustrate how the relationship
between the commons and

the architecture of the city is

ghm lhebler ]70g”*1% [nm kZma”k
Z kb\a U”re] h_ k"UA\mbhg mazZm

needs to be further discussed
and developed. Seven new

marfzmb\ Ure]l AfAk A] _khf

these questions:

COMMON GROUND focuses
on the accessibility of the
ground level of our cities.
COLLECTIVE SRUCTURE
examines the ways in which a

INTRO



common building code allows
for individual appropriation.
SHARED KNOWLEDGE deals
with the common role of practi-
cal and intellectual skills.
UNLOCKING SPACES looks
at the forgotten rooms in our
cities as a joint spatial resource.
MULTIPLICITY OF COMMU-
NITIES engages with places of
encounter for various groups.
AMBIGUOUS EDGES probes

set-up aimed to contribute to
the housing debate in Vienna,
which had gained momentum
with the announcement of the
IBA_Vienna 2022. 2

The proposal of Wolfgang
Forster and the IBA team

for a workshop on the area

of Sonnwendviertel and the
adjacent neighbourhood was
the occasion that brought these
two interests together.

ma” khe” h_ ng]~0g”] nk[Zg

logic and RIGHTS OF WAY
explores urban porosity as a
condition for common practice.

The project starts from two
different, but overlapping
agendas: In 2016, Tom Aver -
maete began his lecture series
“Constructing the Commons —
Another Approach to Architec-
ture and Urbanism” at the IKA,
claiming that the new concep -
tion of the “commons” can
radically alter the way we think
about the role of the architect,
the character of the project,
and the relationship between
architecture and the city. *

In parallel, Lisa Schmidt-
Colinet and Daniela Herold
had launched a research and
design studio on the platform
History | Theory | Criticism, ex-
ploring transitions, interlocking
and threshold spaces between
housing and the surrounding
spaces of the city. This studio

The workshop, entitled
AMBIGUOUS EDGES, extend-
ed the knowledge presented in
the exhibition through artistic
interventions in urban space.
During a one-week workshop,
real-life scenarios for recognis-
ing, marking and enhancing
potentials of the commons
along Sonnwendgasse and

@nlkngimkZII" bg Obnggzipieaca

10t district were developed:
these streets mark the rupture
between two distinct areas, the
recently completed housing de -
velopment Sonnwendviertel and
the existing block structure of
the inner 10 ™ district. Students
explored points of transition,
ruptures and connections
between these two differently
shaped urban environments.

An insight into the workshop is
presented on several inlay post-
ers inserted into this catalogue.
The project is rounded off by
the debate THE ROLE OF

‘emic year 2016/17
Tom Avermaete
was appointed as
Endowed Professor
for Visionary Forms
of Cities at the IKA,
supported by the
City of Vienna.

2 Two other studios
followed in the
summer term of 2017
and the winter term
of 2017/18:
UNLOCKING THE
COMMONS:
Rethinking the
Architecture of the
Future City, a studio
project, platform
Geography|Land -
scapes|Cities (Tom
Avermaete, Daniela
Herold) and IN-
HABITING THE CITY,
a studio project,
platform History|
Theory|Criticism

(Lisa Schmidt-Colinet,

Daniela Herold)

ARCHITECTURE FOR THE UR
BAN COMMONS, which seeks
to explicitly address the role of
architecture and architects in
creating an urban commons.
Relying on experiences in the
Netherlands and Austria, the
debate wants to explore how
architectural interventions

can play a role in unlocking
common resources (be they
spatial, practical or material) in
our contemporary cities.

LIVING LAB: CONSTRUCTING

THE COMMONS has explored
a variety of issues concerning
the relationship between the
commons and the architecture
of the city. Many of these issues
need to be further explored

and discussed in future projects,
also — we hope — within the
context of the IBA_Vienna
2022. If one thing has become
clear from the LIVING LAB

it is the role of experimental
architecture. While cities such
as Vienna undoubtedly have a
long tradition of providing solid
architectural design solutions
for important urban questions,
they might have less experience
with the role of experimental
interventions.

However, as LIVING LAB:
CONSTRUCTING THE COM-
MONS illustrates, these
innovative design approaches
can contribute new viewpoints

and perspectives to the urban
debate. In this sense, it offers
a valuable lesson for the future
explorations of the IBA_Vienna
and beyond: it illustrates the
value of also opening up the
discussion to experimental
design approaches, which

can be developed in learning
environments like the Academy
of Fine Arts in Vienna.

INTRO



A few decades ago, the Italian
theorist Manfredo Tafuri drew a
distinction between avant-garde
and experimental architecture. *
Avant-garde movements, whether
they concern eighteenth-century
revolutionary architecture or
certain trends in twentieth-cen-
tury modernism, are always ex-
clusive and absolute, according
to Tafuri. They do not enter into
any fundamental association
with reality, but instead attempt
to construct a completely new
reality.

Tafuri contrasts the avant-garde
with experimental architecture,
which he recognizes in, among
others, the Gothic and Man -
nerism. It does battle with the
existing architectural language,
but its eventual aim is not a
complete revolution. Rather,
experimental architecture aims
to introduce shifts, cracks and
new connotations into the
existing code. As a result, the
architectural project takes on
an interrogative or investigative
character; it is not a statement.

13

Both approaches may still be at
work in contemporary archi-
tecture, but in recent years, the
centre of gravity seems to have
shifted from a deep-rooted no-
tion that architecture is primari-
ly an avant-garde activity, to a
more experimental approach to
architecture.

EXPERIMENTS WITH SHARED
RESOURCES

In contemporary architectural
design practice, important
experiments are taking place,
which are challenging the
traditional approach to the
urban project. Many of these
experiments can be understood
as practices of commoning.

Design projects such as the
NDSM Wharf and De Ceuvel in
Amsterdam, the Luchtsingel in
Rotterdam, the Prinzessinnen-
garten in Berlin, the Y ale Build-
ing Project in New Haven, and
so on and so forth, have called
into question the character of
the architectural project by

1 Manfredo
Tafuri, Progetto e
utopia. Architettura e
sviluppo capitalistico,
Rome/Bari 1973. For
a further discussion
of these ideas, see:
Mikael Bergquist,
MkZgl_hkfzmi
Crucial Words, eds.
Gert Wingardh and
Rasmus Waern, Basel
2008, p. 172.
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emphasizing co-production in
development and realisation.

In such projects, the praxis of
the architect is increasingly
linked to the multiple actions of
other actors: emphasis is placed
on the co-productive nature of
the enterprise. Various elements
of the urban territory, as well

as the knowledge and skills

of citizens, are understood as
immanent resources that are un-
locked, activated and managed
by the architectural project.

Are the impulses we detect in

ma” fA"gm % ma” "jnboZe”gm
h_ ma” >g'ebla \hffhg ' Ma~?
krezZm”] phk] \hffhgl k~_~"kl
to land or resources belonging

to or affecting the whole of

the community. The notion of

ma” frrgm Zelh k”_~kl mh ma~”
communal use of a part of the

landscape, and to how it is

collectively maintained, treated

and used.?

Communal resources and
communal actions are brought
together in the notion of the
fArgm Zg] bgrgmkb\Z[er ebgd”"]’

manl® ikhc\ml ma” ik”(Perhagsthemgtion of the

of a broader new interpretation
of the architectural project?

In future, can we regard the
interventions of architects as
the unlocking and management
of such important communal
resources as territory, time

and action? It would seem so,
but there is an urgent need for

\hffhgl \hne] h__"k Zg bgbhmbZe
starting point from which to
]*o*ehi In\a Z g~p 1*Ugbmbhg
of the architectural project.
Against this background, an
architecture of the commons
should be understood as an
intervention in these common
resources, and in the series of

fhk” kr"Ur\mbhg% ]bl\nl|dokegtigEtions that are part

even theory about such a new
conception of the architectural
project.

NEW DEFINITIONS, ROLES
AND DEPENDENCIES

What notions can we use to
interpret the character of the
new project as intervention in a
communality? Since the Middle
Ages, the Netherlands has

had an interesting landscape
term for such a communality:

of them.

Mabl ]"Ogbmbhg h_ Zklabm~\mnk*
as working with available re-

sources is vaguely reminiscent

of the discourse about sustain-

ability. But what is interesting

about the above-mentioned

designs is that they are not

Z[hnm ~g~k’r Uhpd hk \hg

sumption, but about resources
like territory, time, and human
knowledge and behaviour in
the built environment.

2 Anton Kos, Van
meenten tot marken,
Hilversum 2010.

They illustrate how the architec-
tural project can be understood
as the cultivation of these
common resources by way of
accommodating, transforming
and activating them. Thus
architecture gives shape to the
commons, but is also shaped
by it. It becomes partner in and
part of a common territory, time
and action.

ma” O7e] h_ \hffhg kAlThnk\Al B

and actions in which it inter -
venes. In the past, the fact

that architecture depends on
liM\bU\% ~gblmbg™ kAlThnk\~l
material, typological or spatial
— or on the actions of others,
has sometimes been negatively
interpreted. A new conception
of the project could instead
emphasize the cultivation of
that dependence, and elevate

g”p 1"Ugbmbhg ebd” mwikin@wiihit to the objective

entails a number of challenges.
It requires a different articula-
tion of the role of the architect.
Architects will need to be seen
less as the inventors of radical
forms or atmospheres, and
more as the cultivators of a
number of resources that have
always been there: territory,
time, action, as well as material-
ity, form and technical skill.

From this perspective, archi-
tecture appears as a bit more
of an archaic activity. Writing
about his own work, the French
poet Paul Valéry commented,
“I consider my archaisms inno-
vations which may or may not
establish themselves, depending
on the advantages of use and
on the energy of action and the
Oret'

The second part of that quota-

tion points to another important
aspect of an architecture of the
commons: it is dependent on

of architecture.

In this way, architecture could
be understood more as the
coordination of these depend-
encies. Finally, a different
]1"0gbmbhg h_ ma” Zklabm~\mnkZ
project also calls for a new

kind of architecture criticism:

hg” mazm gh ehg ~k \hgUg”l bml
accolades to formal innovation,
but regards the cultivation of
resources like territory, time,
action and knowledge as a
valuable criterion in judging a
design. What would happen

if from now on, we were to
judge buildings based on

the way they deal with the
common resources we have at
our disposal? Would that lead
us to new criteria, conceptual
frameworks and approaches
for architecture?

, 1Zne OZe®kr
<kblbl h_ ma~
in: The Collected
Works of Paul
Valery, ed. Jackson
Mathews, vol. 10:
History and Criticism,
New York 1962.

Op. cit. Vittorio Mag-
nago Lampugnani,
in: Codes and
Continuities (Oase
#92), Rotterdam
2014, p. 24.
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At the kick-off meeting for the
development of the upcoming
IBA Vienna, the increasing
challenges of providing af-
fordable space to live in the city
were outlined. Today, Vienna
faces not only population
growth, but also an economic
situation in which rent prices are
rising sharply in relation to the
incomes of its inhabitants.

As a consequence, issues of

aries of the unit, and become
an integral part of the city?
How can it provide additional
value for the surroundings,

thus creating enduring qualities
for the urban realm? How can
housing contribute effectively to
the spaces of the city, and vice
versa?

During two semesters at the
Institute for Art and Architec-
ture, we focused with students

A U\b~rg\r% himbfbsZm b bmth2 gdationship between city

reduction are predominant in
ongoing housing production. In
a climate where the minimum re-
quirements, once outlined, tend
to become the standard or even
the maximum to be achieved (in
m~Akfl h_
of glazing or balconies, etc.),
we propose a detour to look

at the housing question from a
different perspective:

What if — for a moment — we
turn the question around?
Instead of elaborating the best
spatial solutions for reduced
living environments, we could
require a different kind of
performance, and we could ask
for more: How can living space
expand, transgress the bound-

Uhhk Zk"Z% i”

planning and housing produc-
tion, the thresholds between
domestic and urban life, and
the transitions between the
retreat of the individual and

the articulation of a collective. !
Rhfogigh Zeskarch and design
experiments, students worked
on living environments and
urban spaces in parallel. Visions
for the city and models for living
were discussed and generated
in a vibrant exchange.

The city of Vienna is tackling the
housing shortage by following a
strategy of massive, subsidised
housing construction, taking
place in new development areas
as well as on larger terrains
within the city. The volume of
housing planned by the city in

1 The studio project
“What Kind of
Housing for What
Kind of City?” took
place in the winter
term of 2016/17, and
the studio project
“Inhabiting the City

- Ambiguous Edges
& <hgUb\mnze Liz\*I
in the winter term

of 2017/18; both
were offered by the
platform History |
Theory | Criticism at
the IKA, Academy of
Fine Arts Vienna.

the years to come will have a

) . 17
Vienna might have the capac-

Ib>gbU\Zgm bfiZ\m hg mamnk(itlg _nkma~k ]*glbU\Zmbhg b

fabric. It will not only increase
the density of built structures
and housing units, but also
put enormous pressure on the
spaces in between.

the city is kept open — if the

condition of porosity can be

met. Here, we refer to Richard

Lrgg"mm | ]*"lI\kbimbhg h_ Zg hi*g
city: “Closed means over-deter -

mined, balanced, integrated,

Pbmabg mabl \hgm~gm Hinedr @pbrUmeans incomplete,

cation and increasing value of

"kkZgm% \hgUb\mnZe% ghg&ebg?

ma” \bmr | "khng]% m a” Thaddjsegimity is full of bound-

developed spatial proposals
that re-think transitions between
the street and the bed: as an ex-
periment, the idea of a housing
complex as an enclosed entity
was left behind. By diluting

the structure of the block and

aries and walls; the open city
possesses more borders and
membranes [...]. Y et to design
the modern city well, | believe
we have to challenge unthinking
assumptions how made about
urban life, assumptions which

Zlinfbg® Z fhk” Unb] | m Zavdr cosure.

living and the city, what new
spatial entities could crystallise?

What new forms of threshold
spaces can be developed,
transgressing the categoriza-
tions of private and public? Can
these spaces provoke an active
exchange between different in-
dividual and common interests,
and contribute to a multiplicity
of users? Through which means
could these spaces be kept
open for different interpreta-
tions, and invite unforeseen
development and participation
in the long term? How can the
architectural setting contribute
to achieving ambiguous spaces,
places resistant to increasing
over-determination within the
city?

"l believe we have to embrace
less re-assuring, more febrile
ideas of living together, those
stimulations of differences,
both visual and social, which
produce openness.” 2

The projects outlined by the
students reveal and articulate
situations and spatial qualities
as essential resources within the
urban realm, as potential com-
mon goods within the city. New
practices of commoning might
offer the basis for maintaining
such qualities and keeping them
accessible to citizens in the long
term.

2 Richard Sennett,
Harvard Lecture,
2013
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How can a commonly
governed ground provoke
new types of spaces, uses
and communities?

Who are the initiators and
protagonists, what roles do
they take, which
responsibilities?

What rules have to be
established. which rights of
usage, and to whom is a
common ground accessible?




How to keep alive the custom
of common grounds in an
urban environment?

...0ne open space, originally used as an
area for collective agricultural production,
unlocked as a place for political assem -
blage, encounter, recreation and play.

21

BOSTON C OMMONS

COMMON GROUND



Which strateqy turns vacant

"khng] Uhhk 1iZ\*l bgmh Z
common ground for the
neighbourhood?

...One street; 23 unused entities; new

alliances between the city and the owners:

~zZ\a 1iZ\» bl mkzZgl_hkfr] [r Z li\bU\Zeer
designed intervention and therefore made

Z\\"lIb[e”~" Gh ]~"Ug”"] ikh kzffrI"

Open towards the unforeseen, relying on

the activity of the players. Can the special
character of a space launch a process of

appropriation?

23

STIMULUS OF POROSITY / Christopher Gruber

COMMON GROUND
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